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" EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.0  INTRODUCFION

This summary is of the final report of the study of

,impact on- parents of the Pérent-ChiAé;ggnters (PCCs). Theu

| impact study was iﬂitiated in the fall of 1971 and hAS been
conducted over a two year period bQ‘the Center for Community
Research- (CCR). 1Initiated in 1968, the Parent-Child Center

_ program is administered through Head Start, Officé of Child
Develop&qnt‘(OCD). There are thirty—threé PCCs logated in

. low=-income neighborhooas across -the United States."Each is

designed to meet the needs of children from the time of

conception té age threé, and of their parents.

¢ Whrile there exists enormous variability,among PCCs in
terms of operations and progfam style and content, all must
proviae an educational component for children, an educational
component for parents, a social serVicesbcomponent, and a
health and nutrition componcnt. Kdditionally, all PCCs have
on staff at least seve{?l non-prpfessional communitx residents
and a Policy Advisory Council, cempriséd of at least 50% .

parent-consumers.

The PCC prodgram was not intended as a day cafg‘érogram
in which children could be left five days a week, while the
parents were otherwise engaged. Instead, the PCC program

was designed as a demonstration program, &hich would explore




‘the Parent Child-Center concept, per se. In practice, it

the feasibility and outcome of having parents involved in

a program with their children. The eﬁphasié was to be.on
enhancément of parg&ﬁing\ékills, in terms pérticularly of .
knowledgé of childhdevelopment, of health care, of nutrition,
and of home manAgemént. Thus, in contrast to most day care

programs, the PCC program was conceived as a means for

stréngthening parent's in their parenting roles. The thrust
. e " :
was that of enabling and facilitating, rather than acting

- o

as a parent substitute. ' /

The present evaluation is based on the PCC progréh as-

)

it exists; it therefore cannot be taken as an evaluation of

“

has proved difficult to enlist the active and sustained
pgrticipation of the majority of parents, at most of the
Cénters. .Participation by a majoriéy-of parents in t’'.e

infant and toddler programs is realized in only a minority

of Centers. At most PCCs there is a small core of parents
wﬁo comé)to all meetings and educational sessions; participa-
tion by the majoéity is minimal. 1In some communities parents
are enthusiastic about involvement in the social/recreational/
educational activities of the Center; however, they have
rejected the idea that théy should come to the)PCC to play
with their children. In other communities, the PCC has bécome

a place to drqp children off for a few hours a day‘or week,

in* order to obtain relief from child-rearing 6bligations.
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Based on a rép}esentaﬁive samﬁle\of parents at a
representative sample of Centers, the impact study is of a
highly variable input. éome of the parents in the sample
participate intensely, cothers only @inimally. The definition
of high or low involveheg; is relativg to each Cernter:

“high" fhvolvement'atfone Center might be viewed.as “1§w"
involvement ih anothér,_in the absolute sense. Some of the
parents in the sample have participated with their children,
observing what staff does and trying out some of the same
activities,'éthers have used PCC primarily as a community

‘center, and othe;s have scarcely attended at all.

The study of impact on parents centers around four
areas, defined as the prograMs' primary objectives by the

. PCC staff at the national level. The four areas are:
y o«

° Impact on parenting skills and attitudes

e Impact on the parents' sense of self-esteem
and their feelings of control over their

environment and personal destiny
/ :

{
v
Impact on the parents' knowledge and use of

community resources

Impact on the parents use of health facilities

and on their nutrition practices.



The study was conducted in two phases. During Phase

I, data relecting program objectivés and operations in
every component were collected from Program Directors,
staffs, and parents, during site visits made by CCR profes-
sio~ -1 staff to 32 of the 33 PCCs; Alaska was not included
in the study. During this phase, interVigws were conducted
among 327 staff and 385 parents. Using these data, the
3%’projects were clustered into five gfoups, based on the
qrientation‘of the program on behalf of parents, and on
behalf of children. Ultimately, seven PCCs were selected
for impact study, after extensive discuséion with the 6&D
Director of the PCC péogram and the OCD Program Coordinators.
The choice of specific PCCs within a cluster was dictated
by an effort to ensure as great a diversity of programs
as'possigle, so that the entire fange ok programs could be'
fepresented in the sample. Additional dimensions considered
in program selection iﬁcluded: (1) method of outreach,

(2) inclusion of both urban and rural Centers, and

(3) program stability during the six months“breéeding
initiation of the evaluation. Parenthetically, the
eﬁihasis on program stability turned out to be somewhat
abortive, as two'of the programs moved, and two changed
theif entire style of program operations during the course
of the evaluation. it seems that program stability prior
“to £he inception of an evaluation does not ensure program

stability following the initiation of the evaluation.



Finally, programs were excluded from consideration
if they have been selected by OCD to have an Advocacy
S

Component. By definition, these program would no longer

be representative of the national PCC program, per se.

Emphasis was also placed on ensuring representation
of the full rénge of PCC programs. Programs selected
range from all-day services to children, to progfams pro-
viding only two hours a week per_child; from’eight hours
a week of mandated attendance by parents to zero hours;
from home visits foi all families, to home visits for none;
from programs in which e;ery component is professionally
led, to programs where the entire staff is non-professional;

from programs with a primary emphasis on education, to

programs with a primary emphasis on social services.

Comparisons along demcgraphic dimensions'between parents
at all 32 Centers, and parents at the seven Centers in which
the impact study was conducted show no significant differences
whatsoever. Thus, it can be said that not only the Centers
included in the study are representative, but also that the
parents studied are representative of those in: the entire

national program.

Phase II involved the study of impact on a sample of
parents at the seven sample Centers. In”the fall of 1972,

interviews were conducted by CCR professional staff with




354 parents at the seven Centers. Sixty-seven of these
were conducted with mothers new to the program; the re-
maining interviews were conducted with parents who were
defined as short-term participants (6-20 months) and
long-term participants (over 20 1 .nths). In ad ition,
parents were identified by program-staffs as be_ng high

or low-involved.

In order to investigate whether there was any short-
term impact’, all of the new parents in the program as well
as a sub;sample of ongoing parents werelreinterdiewed after
two months. Nc changes were evident over this short renge

of time.

Eight months after the initial interviewing, all
parents who haq‘béen interviewed in the fall and whé still
remained in program (N=210; 59%) were reinterviewed. Of
the 144 parents not available for reinterview, 96 had
terminated their participation in the program, 23 ﬁad-mqved
out of the catchment area, and 25 were unavailable for
various reasons, e.g., illness, trips, full-time jobs,
school, etc. Analyses conducted to determine whether the
attenuated sample was in any way biased showed no differences

in original reéponse pattern between those who were available

and those were were unavailable for final interviews.



2.0 FINDINGS

2.1, Impact on parenting knowledge and attitqdes
Measurement in terms of impact on parenting skills
was implemented in three different ways: (1) alternatives
to everyday problem situations, (2) basic issues involved
in parenting, and j3) parenting attitudes, behavior, and

feelings.

2.1.1 Alternatives to everyday problems

The emphasis of this aspect of the impact .study was

to avoid judgments apout wha* is "“gcod" and "bad" parenting.

It was expected that as a result of'participation in program,

parents would show increased awareness of the variety of
options available in any situation involving children. It
was hypothesized that a mother who is knowledgeable about
child development would be more likely to think of a variéty
of reasons as to why a set of behaviors is occurring, rélating
this, in turn, to the developmental stage of . the child and
the context in which the behavior is occurriﬁg; Eéch parent
was presented with a set of six ordinary everyday problem‘v
behaviors and gsked to offer as many altérnatives as she
could think of for handling the child's behavior. .The
following is a.summary of findings for each of the measures

used:



° There is no evidence to support the prediction e
that »CC will have an impact éh the number of
options or alternatives available to parents

in a child-centered problem situation.

The data are supportive but(not conclusive of
the hypothesis'that PCC has\;n iﬁpact on the

! " quality of the first response made by parents
in a child problem situation. PCC parents

tend to be less likely to hit, deride, or
isolate young children who are being bothersome,
than are parents new to PCC. However, a substantial
proportién of PCC parents react punitively rather
than supportively or educatively, as a first

option in almost any situation in which they find

that a child is annoying.

3 While parents are more likely to give an adaptive
than a punitive response as a first aitefhative,
Changés in barents are less impressive when it
comes to the full' response repertoire. That is,

while parents are less likely to respond punitively

as a first"response; following the first one or two
responses there are few chanées over time in terms
of;bunitiﬁeness. Punitive résponseg may be lower
oh the response hierarchy as a result of PCC, but

they are not extinguished.
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¢ PCC is notjeffective in helpihg a majority of
. ‘ .
_parehté taEe into account the age or the needs
of the child in thinking through what should
“be dgne‘in a given situatiop. No more than 10%
of parénﬁs show such awareness and seﬁgitivity

v

to the nuances underlyiﬁg children's .behavior,

- 2.1.2 Basic issues and feelings involved in parenting
: ; ' B :

-’ N . \ ,-'
There are no changes over time in terms of |

Yo
. either the age at which the parents begin
toilet training or the methods which they use
to achieve such training.
There are no changes over time in terms of

what parents report enjoying most about their

children.

2.1.3 Parenting attitudes} behavior, and feelings

° There is some evidence which suggests that PCC

pérticipation makes parents more likely to
¢ .

question their adequacy as parents. It appearé
that as parents become)increasingly aware of

the complexities of parenting they become more

self-critical and demanding.'

No changes in the parenting behavior measured,
e.g., amount of time that ‘the child is'kept in
his crib, the amount of time spent talking to

babies at mealtime, are evidenced over time.




&

4
There -is little evidence to suggest that PCC
has an impact on parental understanding of

child development or on sensitivity to

individual difference< in ‘children.

2.2 Impact on parental self;concept

o

-~
%

There is no evidence that PCC promotes a

more truéting"attitude toward other people.

There is little evidence to support the
notion that PCC has' an impact on the feelings
of aloneness or shyness of a large proportion

of participants.

PCC does seem to have some impact on parents'
feelings that they have control over their
destiny and over their sense of personal

helplessness.

Involveme@t in community affai;s tends to be

low amonggthe majdrity of parents. Thére is
slight evidencé to suggest that PCC may

increase the level of participation in community

affairs.

N

EJ

. ’ A
2.3 Knowledge and use of cormunity resources

There is ne evidence that participation in PCC
causes a substantial number of parents to become
active in other community organizations or on

community boards.

£y
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~ There is no evidence that participation in

PCC causes a substantial number of pgrents to
enroll in education courses. Only twenty-one
parents in tihe sample report thelir enrollment
in courses as a result of PCC intervention or

encouragement.

PCC does play a role in helping parents to .
obtain food stamps, commodities, welfare, Or ; 7
Medicaid. Fourteen percent of those using

food stémps, 25% of those using commodities,

9% of those using welfare, and 13% of those

receiving Medicaid, report PCC assistance in

these areas.

Thirty percent of the parents who have used a
health clinic report that they did so with PCC

assistance. o

Approximately ore-third of the parents who use
planned parenthood services report that they

were referred for this service by PCC.

Fifty-seven percent of the families who use BN
Head Start report that they did so as a function
of a PCC-made referral or at the suggestion of

PCC staff.

Fifty-five percent (or 38 pcople) of parents
who use .a day care or child caré prcgram report

doing so with PCC assistance.

-11-



© There is no evidence that PCC has any role

in referrals to the state employment office.

°© Ten percent (or 5 people) of parents who
participated in a job training program report
that they did so as an outcome of PCC

assistance.

2.4 Health and nutrition

° fThere is no evidence that PCC has a major

impact on the quality of pre-natal caré.

© PCC does play a major role in the area of
immunization. A large proportion of children
0-3 years receive their immunizations as a

resiult of PCC intervention.

There is no evidence of PCC impact on the
number of well baby visits during the first
year of life, but sustained medical care for
1-4 year‘olds is more.likely to occur among

ongoing than among new PCC parents.

© PCC does have an impact on the receipt of

dental care among both children and parents.

Data collected at Tl on nutrition practices
of parents, in terms of the 24 hour recéll,
showed no differences among any sub-gro: :s.
Therefore, this measure was dropped from the

Q interview,

-12-



3.0 CONCLUSIUONS

Based on the findings prescented it cannot be said that
the PCC program as implemented has a profound effect on the
majoritf of the parents served. Yet it is impossible to
have taken part in conversations with a gfeat number of
mothers and to come away with the impression that PCC has
had no impact. Among some pafents changes are .taking place,
but the vafiety of changes ié almost as great as the number
of parents interviewed. Thus, a few parents become less shy,
a few are more confident of their ability to cope, a few éré
more sqpsitive to the nuances of children's behavior, and a
few have been referred to various resources in the'community.
Yo single PCC component or endeavor affects a majority, and
so percentages in every area of achievement are small. Thus,
when the entire sample is measured, differences tend to be

small and not statistically signficant; however, a few in-

dividuals have gained in almost every conceivable area.

Conversations withlmothefs abqut their lives and about
PCC reveal that in some instances PCC has made a genuine
difference and that the program means a great deal to them.
This is not the case in all programs and it may not be the
case among a majority of parents, but the life stories of
parents quoted in thc report itself should leave no doubt

that PCC has had a profound impact on the lives of some.

~13-
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION




The Parent-Child Center (PCC) program was initiated in
1968 as a national dcmonstration which grew out of the re-
conmendations of the 1966 White House Conference on children.
The program is administered through Project head Start, in-
itially under the aegis of the Office of Economic Opportunity,
now under the Office of Child Development (OCD). Designed, for
families whose incomes fall below the Federally-established
poverty levels, the program focuscs upon meeting the needé
of children from the time of conception to age three, and the
needs of their parents. The formal PCC objectives established

at the national level, are as follows:

l. Overcoming deficits in health, intellectual, social
and emotional development, and maximizing the child's

inherent talents and potentialities;

2. Improving the skills, confidence, attitudes, and

motivations of the parents as citizens;

3. Strengtheﬁing family organization and functioning

by involving the youngest children, the parents,

.older children in the family, and relatives;

4. Encouraging a greater sense of community and neigh-

borliness among the families served by the Center;



5. Providing training and experience for bhoth professichals
and nonprofessionals who may then be enployed in work

with parents and children;

6. Serving as a locus for rescarch and evaluation of pro-~

gress toward the objectives stated above,

There are thirty-three PCCs located throaghout the country

in urban and rural areas. The locations of these programs are.

listed below:

Urban -Rural

Ios angeles, California Hoonah and Kotzebue, Alaska
Oakland, California La Junta, Colorado
Washington, D.C. Dalton, Georgia
Jacksonville, Florida Summerville, Georgia
Atlanta, Georgia : Mt. Carmel, Illinois
Honolulu, Hawaii Leitchfield, Kentucky
Chicagyo, Illinois Pine Ridge, South Dakota
Louisville, Kentucky Fayetteville, Tennesseec
Baltimore, Maryland Barton, Vermont

Boston, Massachusetts - Pasco, Washingtcn :
Detroit, iMichigan Huntington, West Virginia
Minneapolis, Minnzsota _ Menomonie, Wisconsin

St. Louis, lMissouril

Omaha, Nébraska

Ncowark, New Jersey

New York, New York
Cincinnati, Ohio
Cleveland, Ohio
Philadelphia, Pennsylvaria
Chattanooga, ‘Tennessco
Dallas, Texas

By 1968, experience with Head Start had suggested that low-
income children are alrecdy at a disaGvantage by the time they reach
Head Start age. The PCC program rcflects this experience, and
the viow that intervention should pegin at birth or, prcfciably,

at conception if the pattern of deficit and under-achicvement is

to be avoided.
O
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Ag 1dcally conceived, PCC, is to deliver and/or coordinate
the delivery of comprehensive services to children 0-3, and to
their families, Each Centcr is supposed to dclivqr cducation
services to 100 children, either in—Ccntér or in an outreach
hone~-based program.  In addition to tiie cducation component
for parents and the cducation component for children, PCCs have
a health componentma nutrition component, and a social services
component.@_ - 4 ¥

~ A very strong enphlasls is to be placed on parent partici-
pation ¢nd parent education, because it is hypothesizoed that
children's gains will not be sustained unless accompanicd by

changes ﬂn parenting bchavior. Thus, a parcnt education com-

ponent with focus on child develiopment, on health care and

nutritiorn, and on homc management, is a mandated aspect of every
PCC. Parents are cxpected to attend the PCC with their children,
and to participate in the classroom with their children on a

regular basis. The PCC is not intendzd to function as.a child
day care center. Rather, the PCC is conceived as an effort to
strengtlich parents in their parenting roles: to enable and to
facilitate, rathcr tnan to substitute for parenting. lorcover,
it is mandated that parents'must have a major say in the dir-
cction and shaping of each project at the lecal level. Fach
PCC is supposed to have an active PQlicy Advigsoxry Council (PAC),
compriscd of dt least 50% participant-parentis, which acts-.as

the governing board of the PCC.



Almost inevitably, "ideal" programs conceived at a national
level are individually mwolded at the locai level, in response
‘to local needs and constraints. The PCCs are no bxception. pPCC
T'bi;ectors and Boards vary wideiy in the extent to which national
gﬁidelines provide a framework for - operations. Some .are very
concerned with the PCC concept and are very conscious of the
guideiines, others are more cénccrned with running a program
at the local level, and are less concerned with PCC as a national

demonstigdtion program.
.3 ,

For example, the genuine participation by parents hasiproved
: to be a very difficult goal to achieve at most Centers. 'Thus,
while parent participatibn is central to the PCC concept, PCCs
vary widely in the extent to which such participation has actually
veen acheived. At some Centers, the majority of the parents do
spend at least a few hours éa¢h\week at the PCC in education re-
lated activities. However, this involvement ddes not necessarily
include classroom participation in child education related activi-
ties; as originally planncd. . At the majority of Centers in
which there is participation by parents it is usually in the fé?m
of seminars or informal discussion groups dealing with child-

development, healti, nutrition, and home management. Parents

.

rarely work with their own children in the classroom. There are
relatively few Centers at which parents work in the classroom

with ciaildren, in a supervised setting wherc a teacher actively

interprots to them what is being done with the child and why; and

I-4
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cneourages the parent to try various activities designed to
promote specific aspects ot the child's development. hat is,
most PCCs do not provide a practicum cuperience for parents in

cinild development.

.

e

Some PCCs requirz tihat parents pariicipate in parent activi-
ties. At these Conters; parcnts Qho 65 not varticipate are
contacted ecither by staff or by othcer parents to determine the
reaéon for non-participation. Attempts are made to help with
whatever conditions are preventing participation; unmotivatru

parents sccking a baby sitting facility arce dropped from program,

Other PCCs do wiat they can to mwotivate their membhership,
but do not roquire participation. The rationale is gencrally
that non-participating parents have scrious life probklems which
prevent their participation in education related activities and
it would not be in their best intercest or in the childrens' best
interest to drop them from program. Consequently, a large pro-
portion cf parents at these Centers do not participate in PCC
related activities. Their children come to the Center without
their parents,-they are taken care of by PCC staff, and only a
small minority of parentsg attend group discussions and seminars.
This type of conflict between PCC as a demonstration program
and PCC as a program which/%crves low income families is seldom

recognized, and even more rarely given overt expression.

It should be made explicit that the present evaluation ‘is

ERIC
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based on the national program as it exists, and can in no way
be taken as an cvaluation of the Parent-Child Center concept,
per sc. An cvaluation of the latter would have called for a
very differcné research strategy in which the impact of pro-
gram on parcnts would be investigated only anong thosg parents
wno wctively and regularly participote in activities designed
to promote the development of their parenting skills. As
will be clear from the design of the-study presented in Chapter
I1, the parenﬁ'sample is drawn from a representative sample
of Centers. At séveral of these Centcrs, parents do not partici-
pate in educational activities with their children, and their
\
participation in any kind of PCC activities is minimal. Even
"within Centers where parents do participate, the scope and
nature of participation varies widely. In light of these con-
siderations it is apparent that the evaluation can make little
contribution to the basic hypothesis underlying the’ formation
of the Parent-Child Centers, i.e., that an educational program
which stresses child development and provides a practicum in
infant and toddler care and cducation can enhance and promote

parenting skills. The evaluation does address itself to the

impact of the national program as it is impleriented, on a re-

presentative sample of parents from a representative sample of

Centers.
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‘Explicit parent cducation’ir sdels have not been devecloped
and there seems to have been 1o Ltle opportunity to test out
specifically the relative cfficacy of one parent education model
versus anofher. Proféssionals in parent education agree that
thé most cffective training noithods include demonstrations,

l - “ 7 S~ .
practicums, and other participatory activities, rather than
non-participatory methods such as lectures. However, due

to the difficulties of obtaining parent participation in the
classroom, most'Cenfcrs treat child development in a more didac-

tic manner,.
Riversity of approach, not only to parent education but

.

to all programn components, is the hallmark ofqthe PCCs. This
is true not only among PlTs but also within PCCs within a

given year. A plained variation approach would he uscful for
determining the relative impact and the trade-offs of various,
approzches, but the PCC program has not yet develaped such an

N

approach.

The national guidelines stress pérent education, the
enhancement of parentél confidence, and knocwledge and use of
community resources. Some programs have a greater emphasis
on the education component and others on the social service
component. The lattcr.function in many ways as scttlement
houses witn an early chiidhood cbmponent. In other words,
they are concecived of as a friendly, comfortable énvironmont

in which parcnts congrecgate, sccialize, and from which occasional

referrals are made to vardious social service and health agencies,

I~7



In tnese programs, tne foeling is that the parents can best
be helped to help their children through a program designed
to improve their feelings about themselves ¢ 1 through the
provision 6f supportive services. It should be stressed that
in terms of actual program operations, Centers do notvutilize
an either or approach; rather the question is one of relative

emphasis,

Just as the national PCC program has developed no consis-
tent approach to parent education and no consistent policy
regarding parent participation, so there has been no consistent

approach to childhood education. Several programs use a

“structured or carefully scquenced cognitive approach while the

O
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majority rely on a developmental affective approach. Similarly,
most PCCs dQ not make explicit, and tend to avoid definition
of what they consider good parenting. For example, in some

\ .
programs even }ong—term parents are clearly punitive and threatening
in their interactions with children[ yeE staff members do not
intervene with an alternative approach. 1In some other pPrograms,
parents are never or rarcly scen interacting with their children,
so that staff are-not in a position to focus on parental style and

approach.

The Policy Advisory Councils range from being rather in-
effective to being mature boards which have a major input into
personnel practices, budget.allocation, and program direction.

' }



Case studies of the seven sample PCCs were presented as
Volume I of the interim impact report.l These casc studies were
written at the time of initial data collection iﬂ Scpﬁember
and October cof 1972. They were intended to demonstrate the
range and divcrsity of the programs repreéented in the study,
agd to provide a background for understanding the éummative
data. Return visits to the sites 9 months later show the tre-
mcndous changes which occur within individual programs during
a program year. Two of the programs moved to different quar£ers
with inescapable effect on program, and two additional programs
radically restructured their cntlre operations. Only three
of the programs remaincd relatively stable in both operations
and participants. Consecquently, the evaluation is of the im-
pact of an input which is often intense, well-meaning, and
dedicated but whiqh is often non-specific and changeable in
its operations and objectives. In a sense the realitics of
the PCC program are such that i£ has not achieved suff;cient
StaDlllty to warrant an impact study in many wayé it would be

more fruitful to view the PCCs as a program still in its

" formative phase. Since several of the earlier case studies

are outdated and in order for the reader to have a picture

of the programs and the different inputs which fhey provide, a

relatively brief description of each program is provided.

¢
1
Volume I: Case Studies of the Seven Parent-child CenL01°
Included in the Impact Stu udy <
I- 9
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Particular cmwiasis is placed upon meking cxplicit the changes

which have occurred over the proegrem year.

PcC 1 /\\\

This urban PCC is located in a southern cormmunity. The
catchment arca around the PCC has a suburban look: the gardens
and lawns surrounding the 1 & 2 family homes make the arca more
attractive than that surrounding inner-city PCCs. The Center
serves €0 families, all of whom are black. Thirty-cight of
these families are on welfare; only 6 are intact. There are
16 pecple on staff; one half of whom”are professionals. Three
of the staff arc parents. The preseht Director has been with
the PCC nearly 3 years. The Center has had only 1 previous
Director. Staff turnover during the evaluation year has peen
negligible; prior to that time there was considerable turnovef

of staff in key positions.

During the course of the evaluation year, this PCC moved

to new guarters. Unlike the previous facility, the new one
. . *+
gives tha PCC more than adeqguate program space.

é
There are 4 groups of children who come to the Center

w»

days & weck for four and one-half hour sessions each day.
The chiildren range in ages from 2 months to six years. This
communily has no Head Start program, therefore the PCC age
range has been cxtended to six year olds. Home visits are
available to families with infants. At the time of the T1

vizit familics with children under the age of one were being
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Particular ecmphnasis is placed upon making explicit the changes

which have occurred over the pregram ycar.

PCC 1

This urbaﬁ PCC ié located in a southern community. The
catchment arca around the PCC has a suburban look; the gardens
and lawns surrounding the 1 & 2 family homes make the aréa more
attractive than that surrounding inner-city PCCs. The Center
serves 60 familics, all of whom are biack. Thirty-eight bf
these families are on welfare; only 6 are intact. There are
16 pcople on staff; one half of whom are professionals. Three
of the staff are parcnts. The present Director has been wiéh
the PCC nea;ly 3 years. The Centexr has had only 1 previows
Director. sStaff turnover during the evaluation year has been
negligible; prior to that time there was considerable turnover

of staff in key positions.

During the course of the evaluation year, this PCC moved
to new qguarters.. Unlike the previous facility, the new cne

gives the PCC more than adequate program space.

There are 4 groups of children who come to the Center
5 days a week for four and one-half hour sessions each day.
The childreh range in ages from 2 months to six years. This
community has no Head Start program, therefore the PCC age
range has bLecn cxtended to six vear olds. Home visits arc
availavle to families with infants. At the time of the 71 -

visit families with children under the age of onc were being
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seen in outreach twice a week for 45 minute sessions. With
the new space now available, a full in-Center program for in-
fants is provided and outreach visits are only made to those"
parents who do not wish to come to the_Center. However, as a
result of the in-Center program, infant stimulators can now
make only one outreach visit per family, per week. At present,

seven families are seen in outreach for a one hour session.

The emphasis at this Center tends to be on cognitive learn-
ing. In the younger children's programs, language developmenf
is greatly stressed. Careful records are kept on the number
"of words learned by children in the one-two year oid group,‘
and are then compared to established norms for children of
'that.age. Aée groupings are flexible and depend more on
developmental skills than on chronoloéical age. Older children's
programs are conducted in a school-like atmosphere. Children
raise their hands to be recognized and spend a good deal of their
day seated around the table engaged in structured group activi-
ties. As this community is not served by a Head Start, child-
ren in this group will be moved directly from the PCC into the
schoél system. These children are learning early to behave in
a manner that is consi;tent with the expectations of a classroom.
The parent education comporent of this PCC provides an
active, well-implemented program for which participation re-
qyirements are stringent. . First and foremost is the requirement

ﬁéat each pareut, in order to maintain her child's enrollment



in the PCC, must attend sessions three days per week. Parents

who do not participate regulérly are éeen by the Family Service
Coordinator in an effort to understand what is impeding participation.
If non-participation continues, the family can be terminated

upon the decision of a committee compricsed of parents and staff.

A technical school in the area offers a series of three
consecutive courses, at the PCC, in child development. Each
course represents 60 hours of work and the three courses take
one year to complete. A practiéum, in-which most mothers spend
two weeks during the year in one of the children's room, is

considered part of the child development course.

In addition to this course, parents participate in numerous
activities around arts and crafts and home decoration. 'Parents
who wish to further pursue any activity can come into the Center
on the two non-structured optional days to work on their own
projects. Nutrition is pursued as a topic for several months
during the year in addition to consumer education, budgeting
and home management. Other discussions are led by the Parent
Educator around such issues as civic responsibility, the role of

women, and the black herifage.

As there is no nurse the Social Service Component assumes
the responsibility for making referrals to medical resources,
for maintaining hecalth records, and for ensuring thatlall PCC
focal children have immunizations, sickle cell tests and routinec

check~-ups. These responsibilities are in addition to those of

I-12




recruiting and interviewing new families and visiting mothers
_who are not meeting their commitment to participate in program.
Whilérsome minimal counseling is donelby PCC staff, most problems
of this nature are referred to agencies which specialize in

counseling services.
PCC 2

This PCC 1is situéted in an urban community. The catchﬁent
area, with a large number of burnt out,abandoned, vandalized
houses, is surrounded by recently built luxury housing. 1Inside
the catchment area, there is an enclave of well-kept mansions
on wide ggé—lit streets. The PCC operates within an approximately

two square mile area) the borders of which give no indication

of 'the poverty that lies within.

! The Center serves 78 families, 77 of which are black.
Fifty-four of these families are on weifare; twenty are in-
tact. The staff numbers 21 individuals including two part-time
parent substitutes and a part-time sccial worker. TFour of
the staff'are professionals; two are parents. All of the non-
professiongl staff have been given scholarships to attend
clarses at commgnity colleges as of May, 1973. There has been
no staff turnover during the time frame of the evaluation and
in general there has been very little turnover in this PCC.

The present Director has held £his rosition for approximately

2 years and prior to this served as the Center's Child Develépment

Trainer.

ERIC
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There have been no major program changes in the PCC since
the fall, 1972 visit. However, alterations in the classroom
facilities have precipitated small changes. The children now
have all sessions in a mobiie unit located on the grounds of
an elementary school. The site is several blocks from the PCC;
The two-room mobile unit consists of one room designated for
gross motor activities and one for fine motor activities.
Activities are planned‘simultaneously in both rooms so the >
children can choose what they would like to do. There are
3 groups of children, each coming for two sessions a week.Each
session lasts two and one half hours. Since there are no
kitchen facilities at the classroom, food for the children is

4

brought over by van from the PCC building. '

The infant room is seldom used. PCC staff has tried
’ .
to get parents with infants into the Center once a week but so

far has been unabnle to accomplish this goal.

’

Sessions at this Center are felatively unstructured with
emphaéié on the acquisition of social skif&s.' A lesson plan
is devised for each se;sion, but the children structure the
session more than does the plan. The children play well together

and seem most interested in each other. Parents were not seen

in the classroom and this is not common practice.

*

A full, hot lunch is'served, in addition to a snack, during
each session. -Children wash before lunch, recite a short prayer,
and then sit down to eat.

ERIC
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Other reorganization that has occurred has been in the
facilities for parent education and social service. The first
floor of the PCC, formerly used fér children's classrooms, has
been turned over to the pérents for meetings and for a baby-
sitting area while the parents are busf upstairs. When the
parents meet, the Social Service Staff is in cﬂarge of baby-
sitting. During these times there is no structured program
of activities for the children. The staff is trying to find

parents interested in volunteering as babysitters.

The Parent Educaticn Component has been.intensified with
more committees and groups meeting to plén community projects
and to hold discuséions. ,Locél coliege students teach weekly.
sessions in nutrition, home economics, and sewing. :Money

is being raised to send parents, who wish to attend, to school.

b

Parent participation is not mandatorv. There

-

5 a core group
of parents who plan activities and participate in PCC sponsored
programs. The majority are not really active and regular par-

ticipants.

The PCC_Nurse is_responsible~for making sure that all
children have appropriate check-ups and immunization. She
has received clearance to administer measles immunizations
and tuberculosis tests at the Center. Alsn, PCC has arranged
for vision, hearing, and dental screening for children who

A

will be graduating from PCC this summer.

‘ -
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This urban West Coast PCC, is‘locat%d in a suburban ;6oking
area. Housing in the.catchment area is;gomposed of a large,
public housing project, private homes, motel-like apartments
and modest frame and stucco structures. A large naval base
and the nearby port provide the community with some employment
opportunities, but primarily with poorly paid jobs which are
filled by transients Qho live in- the area while stationed at

the base.

The Center serves 100 families, 43 of wﬁom are Mexican-
American, 20 are black, 12 Puerto Rican, and 13 are Polynesian.

-

Fifty—two of the families are on welfare; sixty—dne of the . .
families have a father living in the home. Thére are fifteén
reople on staff, of whom 3 are professionals and none are
parents; The present Director has held his position for ap-
proximately 1 and 1/2 years. He is the third person to hold
this position. The Education Coordinator and the nursing

aide, the only 2 members of the child education cdmponent,

terminated their employment during the course of the evaluation

year.

Children come once a week for a three hour session.
Although the program serves children from birth onward,
no age appropiriate £oys for infants are in evidence. Unlike
several other PCCs in the sampld, the infant program is not

really viable.




Oldexy children participate in a rather typical‘nursery
school program. They engage in small group lessons, they have
free play‘in the housekeeping corner, the painting area, or

the book corner, or they play outside.

Parent education at this PCC is minimal. In the past -
there was a sewing class, a nutrition session, a éonsumer ed-
ucation course, a Fathcrs'.group and a class called "English
as a Second Language"; cunfently there is a small fathers'
group and a physical fitness program.” Parents rejected the *
other classes and have not been.motivated to involve themselves
in the childhood education classes. They do nét atténa chiidren's
_sessions'nor do they readily volunteer to be trained for the |
positions of babysitter and nursery parent aide,, >Training
sessions for these positions are held once a mbnfh and parents
attending are eligible to be called upon to fill these slots
on a rotating basis and to be paid for their éfforts. The

small core of parents who are trained fill these positions as

needed.

While the majority of parents do not participate in structured
educational activities, some come to'the PCC almost daily. For
many parents, the PCC provides a friendly éetting in which adult

companionship and babysitting services are regularly available.




- The real thrust of the program is the Soc:ial Service Component.

~

It is thé largest program component, staffed by six Community
Service Workers (cswé) and a supervisor. Each PCC participant
is aséigned to a CSW who beccmes her primary contact with the
Center. Frequent home visits wnich serve to provide supgort
and refe;ral information are made to each family. In addition,
one evening per month each CSW chairs a meeting for all of her
- families in order to review the months' events. Currently, the

CSWs are conducting nursery sessions as well.

-

The Parent-Child Center offers a wide reaching, compre-
hensive medical plan to its partiqibaﬂés; Initially the program's. af-
.. . . -~ C~—

/ H

filiation with a nearby clinic-hospital was used by the CSWs

’ . \\ . Y - . .

/ as a means of recruiting new .families. While the Director re-
N~ Yo P {

. e w2 . - Lt el . .
ports that this is no longer ‘the case, health care still remains

LY

a pronnent "selling point" in the eyes of PCC parents.
+ ‘ . '{ - - i}
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PCC 4 .

'Uptil June of this>ye§r, this PCC was operating in four
sites, &idely’spread apart, iq the rural midwest. The area is
sparsely populated;.db%ted with small towns, %any of whicﬁ
are so small they are unincorporated. Agriculture is the primary

occupation although the farms are not as rich as they once were.

Wy

The PCC'population, before June,-included a large number of

American Indians.




In June, 1973, just before the visit by CCR, this PCC
closed two of its sites. The two sites which had fewest families
were closed and a third site was maved a few miles, in order
to léssen tranéportation costs, into a building already héusing
the Head Start program. Since they sefve the same familieé
the PCC is able to share a Lus with Head Start. ‘The northern most
site, which was closed, was situated on an Indian Reservation.
N&w altbhough there are still American Indians enrclled in the -

program, their number is far fewer.

Currently the two sites serve 67 families with a total of 78
children 0 - 3. Forty-eight cf the families are classified as
other Caucasian, 18 are American Indians, and 1 is Mexican-American.

A

Twenty four families receive welfare assistance; twenty one

families have female heads of households. There are twenty
nine staff members, including four VISTA volunteers. Nine

of the staff are professionals; half of the non-professionai'
staff are PCC parents. The'present Qii%ctor, the fourth that

this PCC has had, has been with the program just under. two years;
N .

o

At each site children attend programs 2 days each week

for four hour sessions.s There .is a very active infant group, a toddler

group, and a ruunabout group.

»

At both sites the Ffacilities for children are especially well
planned. Infant rooms are well designed with low hung mobiles ‘
locally made busy boxes, fldor length mirrors, and huge stuffed
animals for reclining and cdddling. Older children's rooms

are divided into four areas: housekeeping, art, story-telling,




~

and motor development. Drawings of animals are placed at the
childrens' eye level; portions of these are textured so that

-,

there is something for the children to touch on each animal.

The children's program relies on a structured se-
quenced approach; particularly in the infant program individual-
ized objectives are developed for each child. The éhildren's
combonent is well organized and richly varied bdth in terms
of equipment available and the uses to wiich it is put. Unlike
mos£ Cen£érs,there are two child development specialists at

each site: one for infants and the other for older PCC children.

There is an effort at this FCC to involve.parents directly
in the children's classrooms but these parents who live in an
isolated rural area and rarely have thé opportunity outside PCC
to socialize with others prefer to spend their iﬁ-PCC time meet-

ing with other parents. In an effort to involve parents in

children's activities, PCC staff has ihsfituted a Home Intervention

program. To begin, Child Bevelopment Aides and teachers will
choose one family with whom they feel they have good rapport.
0nce~a Qéek; a staff member will visit the family at hoée and
pféScribe and~dem6nstrate tasks for the parents to teach their
childfen. The mother will be shown how to keeé daily activity
charts so Shé may better see her child's progress. The Home
Intervention’program has recently begun at one site; it has

yet to start at the second site.




While parents. have not participated in t @ children's

.

classrooms they have been involved in a variety of other activities.
Parents are expected to bé at the Centers on the two mornings

that their child are'at the Center. The emphasis in the parent
program is on home management,including home repairs, health,
nutrition, tnd chila development. Large numbers of pamphlets are

made available and discussed; outside speakers and films are a

regular part of the program.

The VISTA nurse spends two days a week at each Center

teaching health care to parents.

o Medical appointments are coordinated through the PCC

which also provides transportation. A VISTA dentist who works
in a mobile unit on the grounds of one of the PCCAsites services
families from both sites.

y
Parents receive a hot meal on the two days they attend

program, as do the children. -
PCC 5

This rural PCC serves a five county catchment area. Although
the predominant industry is agriculture, the wealth of the com-
munity stems from oil qnd a‘newly burgeoning coal mining induétry.
While new jobs may become available as a result of this growth in

mining, at present, unemployment in the counties is high.




The Center servés a total of 52 rfamilies, all of whom
are Caucasian., Twenty two of the families are on welfare; 18
are households vhich are headed by a female. There are twenty
five people on staff, seven of whom are parents and none of

whom is a professional.

Until just prior to the evaluation year, there had been
marked staff stability at this PCC. Just before the first
evaluation visit the Center lost a Director, an Assistant
Director, an R¥, an Early Childhood Coordinator, and a Data
Coordinator. During the course of the evaluation year the
Director and nurse were replaced while the responsibilities of soﬁe

of the other positions were shifted to other staff members.

Families served by the outreach program are seen once a weék,
for one hour a% a time. The aim is to work with the mother in
order to teach\her to be the teacher of her child. Notes are
kept on each child on a visit-by visit basis so that the worker
going.into the home knows exactly what must be stressed. Mothers
are shown what work to do with the baby snd how it can be done.

In addition, numerous toys are left at the home so that mosher

and child can perform the-;%propriate tasks.- Children living

in ‘the CenQ?r'sbcstchment area who are 0-6 months of age or

3-5 years are alsc eligible for outreach. Older children receive
this attention because a Head Start program is only avail-

able to them during the summer. Children in the In-Center program

attend five hours a day, 4 days a week.

IToxt Provided by ERI
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The In-Center program follows a curriculum of sequential
learning. It delineates develdpmental milestones which should
be achieved at each level of‘develépment'and tasks which are
to be used to promote this growth. The nursery staff, most of
whom are mothers, has an awareness of each child's present
abilitiés and the objectives that are being worked toward.

Notes are képt oh every child's progresé and parent and teachers
spend time each scssion discussing what should be done to
stimulate further development. There is a large and very active
infant program in which activities for infants are well and

carefully thought through and implemented.

Each mother is expected to spend one full day a week in
the Center working within the classroom. During this time
the mother works with hef own child receiving ainstruction and aide
from the teacher. In addition, all mothers must spend a week
in the classroom several times a year serving as an aide,

"mother of the week."

In the four outreach counties, there is a parent meeting
once a week, Participation and attendance are generally high.
These meetings provide information on child development, home
management, crafts, etc., in addition to allowing parents the

opportunlity to mingle with other adults, an important social

activity that is often lacking in rural communities.
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Health and social services are handled on a referral basis.
As most of the ocutreach staff share office space with rural re-
source personnel, referrals are promptly effected. Nutrition
and nutrition education are an important aspect of program. Child-
ren receive daily vitamins, as well as breakfast, a full lunch
and an afternoon snack. Nutrition education sessions for parents
focus upon such matters as proper budgeting, ceconomical purchase
of food stuff, food storage and preparation. Such éessions are

often part of the weekly parent meetings.
PCC 6

A rural PCC, this program serves Mexican Americans priﬁarily.
The PCC is situated in one of the largest crop growing'valleysh '
in the U.S. Most of the PCC families are seasonally employed
farm workers who do not migrate from place to place. Extensive
collateral family ties, a good climate, and immensely productive
soil which allows families to be gainfully employed for 6 months
of the year meané that the devestating perrty seen in other rural

areas is generally absent.

The program is maintained in two sites, 18 miles apart.
During the fall of 1952 visit, the combined sites provided day
care to 119 children. During the winter months the program
operated 7 hours a day, five days a week. In the summers, to
accomodate the crop picking families, the program dperated 12
hours a day, five days per week. The present Director of this

PCC was relatively new to the program in the fall of 1972, and
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was totally dissatisfied with the  day care aspects of the opera-
tion. He feclt that the use of the Center by parents as a place
to leave fheir children for 12 hours a day was subverting the
PCC concept. He felt that no meaningful parent education

could take place and, that staff training was also minimal be-
cause of the 60 hour work.week. Based on these conditions,

as well as on the ioSs of the facility in one of the sitgs,

the entire proéram has been restructured.

As of May, 1972 when final impact date/Were collected, thgi
program at one of the sites had become a H;me visiting brogram.
Mothers and children are visited in the home twiée a weeklfor
an hour each visit, on two consecutive days. During this time
teachers play and work with the child in his mothers® présence;
The mother is encouraged to participate and to try out what
the teacher is doing. Several visits. by the teacher were
observed, and the enthusiasum of the children as they raced ﬁo
meet the car as it pulled into the driveway and the extre&ely
warm and collaborative relationship between teacher and family
were all noteworthy. The extended family ties in the community
mean that, often, a visit to one child becomes a visit to several
children, as cousins and neighboring children pour into the
house to see what is happening. The problem cf the summer
months has not really been resolved, -in théf most of the mothers
work and tnerefore are not available for home visits. Attempts

are made to visit and work with the children, as-a substantial

I-25



y

number of them are placed in PCC Day Care homes. These are
homes which take in up to 6 children during the summer months.
Liscensing has béen obtained with PCC interventiop and PCC
provides some material, menus, and supervision to the homes.
Essentially, the homes are limited in terms of the educational
experience they provide, but they can be seen as an improﬁe-
ment over the alternative of leaving small children in éafs

all day while their parents pick the crops.

The second site had been closed for a month prior to the
site visit and was in the process of reorganization. The plan
is for children to attend the Center for two, two hour sessions

each week.

Héalth and nutrition services are provided by an LPN

and a nutrition aide at each site. Children in the home visiting
program are brought into the central office for yearly check—ups,'
and immunizations are obtained through a local clinic. Re-
ferral and follow-up is performed by the nurse at each site.
Special medical problems, if noticed by\the teachers, are brought
to the attention of the nurse who conducts homé visits. Teachers
are so busy focusing on the educationai compbnent that they

tend to be relatively unaware of such issues as whether or not

the children have had a dental check-up and special medical

problems.

A social service component is staffed by an MSW and an aide.
Both of these individuals had just been hired and the component
Q
ERIC
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is not fully implemented although the intention is to work
toward developing a referral network and toward coordinating

wnatever community services are available.

The major thrust of this PCC 1is to offer a mechanism for
quality childrens' education, and to provide parents with a
practicum in child development. Through liaison with other
community resources, continuing adult education, English as
a second language, and GED classes are also offered. 1In the
past this PCC has been staffed largely by parents; however,
the present diréctionﬂseems to be.toward professionialization.
A child development Coordinator had just been hired to work
with the program. To date, the program for children can best
be described as a warm supportive and friendly environment
in which children and adults play together with considerable
enjoyment. Neither the curriculum nor the approach ébuld Be

described as sequenced or structured.

The Policy Advisory Council of this Center is small and
does not seem to be a major force in decision making aspects.
Most of the program direction seems to be provided by the

Director and the Assistant Director.

The evaluation of impact at this Center offers major
problems because of the variability of the input. 1If parents

and children at this Center contributed to overall impact

findings it is not at all cﬁear as to which aspect of
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program made the contribution. Moreover it is entirely
possible that the old program had impact on one set of
variables, while the new program has impact on another. For
instance, parents may feel more in control of their destiny
because they are offered long hours of guality child care while
they are working, but they may have increased awareness of
parepting skills &s a result of watching a teacher work with

their child.Unfortunately, these hypothesis cannot be tested

under bresent conditions of change and sample attriticn.
pCC 7

Since the fall '72 visit, this mid-western urban PCC,
has moved into new facilities. The catchment area remains
the same but the PCC is no longer situated in the center of
it. After the beginning of the year, the PCC moved to a
very large building on the edge of the catchment area, closer
to new high-rise apartments than to many of the families it
serves. Evidence of the poverty of the catchment area can be \
seen on the main street in the area; store after store is

abandoned and boarded-up or in a state of acute disrepair.

Currently the Center serves 72 families with a totai of
94 focal children, all but one of the ' families is black. Forty-

eight of the families are on welfare; thirteen are intact.

There are twenty one staff members. Four staff members
are professionals, including a half-time nutritionist. Four

of the staff are PCC parents. The present Director has been
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with the program nearly two years.

This PCC has two types of childrens' programs.
One program consists of six daycare homes operated by the PCC
five dayé a week, 8 hours a day. Formerly thefe were nine
such homes. Each home has 3 children; thé mothers of these
children are employed. The daycare mothers receive training
from the Child Development Worker once each month and éhis
same staff member visits each home once a week bringing

lesson plans and materials. One of the daycare mothers is

&

enrolled in the PCC and another is the grandmother of a PCC
child. 1In addition to the five sessions each week, the
children and their natural parents come into the Center

every Saturday morning for a two and one half hour session.

In the second type of program, children come to the PCC
once a week for two and one-half hours. In addition, a staff
member visits each famiiy at home once.a week for one hour.
Infants under six months of age are seen iﬁ outreach only once

a week.

A lesson plan ié develaped Ior each session with stress
placed on numbers, colors, motor coordination,vand language
development. The greatest emphasis seems to be on language
development. Conversation between teacher and children tends
to be polite and forﬁal; Children are praiséd verbally, but

there is a marked absence of physical contact.

=~
|
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Pareénts are required to come to the Center on the one day
that their children come. Part of the time parents are at
the Center is spent in discussion groups and meetings with
staff and other parents. As soon as the parents arrive in
the morning they meet with staff to diécuss the lesson plan
for the day. Then they go into the classroom and work WitH J
the children. This is a new Addition to the PCC parents program;
at the former building there was no room for this type of
activity. Thus, whatever impact there may be on parents from
this Center as a result of direct participation with the children

is not within the time frame of this evaluation since it represents

a new innovation.

The Nutritionist, hired in spring, 1973, is planning to
offer nutrition education and the Nurse, is'planning health
education sessions for parents. Evening programs for parents
include classes on family planning, first aid, and early child-
hood diseases. .While previously ‘only a minority of parénté - -
had any real: PCC involvement, currently é major effort is under

way to motivate parents to participate in the: parent education

programn.

i
I

Medical and dental services are available through the delegate
agency'’'s Comprehensive Health Center. All medical records are
kept at the PCC as well as at the Health Center. Transﬁg;ta-

tion to the Health Center is provided by the PCC van.

’
~
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As can be seen from these descriptive reports, the samplel
Centers vary in terms of who is served, what is offered, fre-
quency of service, and staff. The PCCs in’ the éamplé serve from
52—100 famiiies. In some Centers all the families are Black, in
others all are Caucasian and in still others there is a marked
.ethnic mixture. Children at these Centers are seen between
2 1/2 hours and 22 1/2 hours a.week depénding on the particular

Center. In some the majority of families are seen only in

the Center, 1in qthers the emphasis is on a home visiting pro-

gram. PCCs véry in the degree to which there is a major emphasis

on infants and in‘the extent‘to which there is an individually
seéuenced program. Requirements for parent, participation vary,
as does the extent to which parents are visible in program
activities. Staffing patterns vary from 1 PCC in which half

the staff is professional to another which has no professionals.
on staff. This individuality should be kept in mind during

a review of study findings.

[



.CHAPTER II

METHOD OF PROCEDURE




{

1.0 The strategy underlying the-evaluation design

As with any evaluation, there were many strategic choice
points during both the planning and the executicn of the study.
To promote an understanding of the final design, the more

important of these choices are discussed below:

° Evaluation of the national programﬁas im-
plemented, rather fhan of those pfggrams and
parents which most nearry exemplify the PCC
concept. This decision has alread; been

discussgd in Chapter I.
> .

° Evaluative focus on parents rather than on
children- OCD staff chose this focus both
‘because early visitors to the.PCCs seemed to
feel that perhaps the greétest impact was
on parents, and because earlier evaluations of
pre—schbol intervention programs.have suffered
from an alli-too-narrow focus on cognitive
development of children. Thé concep%ual thrust
cf the Parent-Child Center program is tohpro—
vide services and education to parents in

order to enhance their pafentinq role.
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Hence, impact on parents is the most important aspect of the

evaluation.l

® A repeated measurement design with each subject
acting as his own control rather than a control
groap design. Selection of non-PCC subjects iq
a catchment area adjacent to the PCC would be
subject to great sampling error unless the sample
s "e was very large. Comparability of communi-
ties and services available would also be a con-
siderable problem. 1In additioh, problems of
eliciting cooperation among non-PCC parents would

g

be monumental. The selection of a control group
within the catchment area was precluded by con-
siderable data which show that joiners and
eligible non-jciners are very different in their

»
motivatiornal and interpersonal resources. Since

Children's data are being collected by PCC staff at 14 Centers.
These findings are the ‘subject of a separate report on PCC
impact on children. As a brief summary, it can be stated that
all children at the 14 PCCs between the ages of 3.0 and 4.11
have been tested on the Pre-School Inventory and on the Denver
- Developmental Screening Test. Performance of PCC children
is compared with normative data for non-PCC children. While,
the level of performance of PCC children cannot be directly
attributed to PCC, the data provide a picture of how these
children are functioning in a number of important areas. Pre-
post comparisons with children are not possible because most
of the differences in young children over a one-year period
would be attributable to maturation rather than to program.

]
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by and large, PCCs do not maintain waiting .
lists, comparisons among PCC newcomers and oldtimers,
and among the newcomers themselves, over time,

provide the most methodologically sound approach.

Once the decision had been mace to conduct a national
evaluation of the impact of PCC on parents in a repeated
measurements design, pertain steps were taken to ensure thét
impact data would be collecpgd at a représentative sample of
Centers. Phase I of the stﬁdy was designed to ensure such

representativeness.
2.0. Phase I

During Phase I, CCR staff conducted on-site interviews at
32 of the 33 PCCs with PCC staff and with a sample of parents
at each Center.  These interviews were conducted between October’
1871 and January 1972. Ultimate;y, 327 staff and 385 parent
interviews were conducted. These interview data dealt with
PCC objectives, staff organizations, education programs for

children and parents, health, and social services; they were

then used to cluster the Centers into five groups.

The process used to cluster the Centers is presented in

great detail in an earlier reportl and will be only briefly

n _
Clustering and the Selection of a Representative Sample of
Centers )
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fecapitulated here, Initial attempts incluvded several computer
runs seeking to cluster intervalvdata. Three separate attempts
to cluster along important variagles: e.g., ratio of pro-
fessionals to paraprofessionals, style and continuity of leader-
ship, hours per week per "average" child, orientation of child-
reh's program, education vs. social work emphasis of the pro-
gram, only seemed to demonstrate that clustering along empiri-
cal dimensions was impossible due to the highly individualistic

nature of the Centers.

From a program point of view, the unigqueness of each Ceuter
makes for a great richness of experience. From anqgvaluation
standpoint, that uniqueness does not permit clustering along
more than a few dimensions. Attempts to cluster according to
program emphasis and according to the relative strength of
various program elements also failed. The former approacﬁ did
nct discriminat¢ adequately among clusters, and the %gtter ap-
proach led to groupings of "good" vs. "bad" programs rather than

to general models which included similarly oriented Centers.

Analysis of all the data suggested that there were three

fundamentally different approaches to parent progranming and

two different approaches to childrens' programming. It is on
~thé basis of these underly;ng themes that the Centers were finally

clustered.
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The three approaches to parent programming are:

° The enhancement of parenting skills, shown by an

emphasis on instruction in child development and
home management skills. The primary thrust of
these PCCs is to teach mothers to better fulfill

their roles as mothers.

The fostering or enabling of career opportunities

either through an adult education emphasis, or

a college affiliation, or through the provisioﬁ
of child care‘facilities which permit parents

to hold jobs. A primary émphgsis is on teaching
child care skills which will enable parentg to be
gainfully employed either at PCC or in other pre-

school programs.

The&=provision of a generally supportive enviroh—

ment with a view of the Center as a place to social—&\\
ize and overcome parental isolation and a con- |
commitent emphasis on the delivery of social services.
to promote well-being. The staff are seen by earents
not. so much as teachers, but rather as nurturaﬁt

and supportive helpers.

The underlying theme of children's programming is two-fold:

° An emphasis on a relatively structured cognitive
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stimulation approacn. Sequenced learning, an

emphasis on individually tailored objectives,
and infant stimulation, are the hallmarks of this

approach. Models which emphasize a step-by-step

developmental approach are favored.

" Emphasis on a general developmental affective

environment for children. The thrust is to provide
children with a warm, emotionally-supportive en-

vironment.

While, theoretically, each of the three parent-oriented
approaches may be matched with each of the two children's orien-"
~tations, no Center was found to provide cognitive stimulation
to children and a generally supportive environment for mothers.

The following f%ye clusters were identified:

Cluster l:  Parenting emphasis for mothers,
developmental-affective approuach for

children.

Cluster 2: Parenting emphasis for mothers,
structured learning approach for

children.

Cluster 3: Career emphasis for parents,
structured learning orientation

for children.
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Cluster 4: Career empnasis for parents, developmental-

affective approach for children.

Cluster 5: Supportive and socializing environment
for parents,‘developmental—affective ap~-

proach for children.

Initially, six PCCs were selected for impact study, one
from each cluster and two from Cluster 1, after extensive
discussion with the OCD Director of the PCC program, and the
OCD Program Coordinators., ‘The choice of specific PCCs within
a cluster was dictatéd by several considerations. Programs
were chosen ta include representation of various kinds of
home visiting models: i.e., home visits as.a means of feinforc—
ing the in-Center program or as a sole means of contact with
families, home Gisits as an educationally-oriented experience
for mothers and children or as a mechanism for social service
delivery. Centers were also chosen to ensure representativeness
along the urban-rural dimension. Centers were excluded from
consideration if they had been selected as programs which were
to have an Advocacy Component. The rationale was that the
Centers were and would be different from other Centers because
of the additipnal'componént and that they would no lcnger be
representative of the national PCC program per se. Centers which
had not demonstrated program stability over the previous six

months were excluded in an-effort to increase the probability

II1-7
o




that the sample Centers would continue in the orientation

evident at the time of sample selection.

Unfortunately, as was discussed in Chapter I, program
stability prior to the inception of an evaluation is apparently
no guarantee of stability during the evaluation year. After
the six sample Centers were selected, during data collecgion
at T1, it becameyclear that one of the programs was going to
undergo massive program changes and ﬁhat a 1argeﬁproportion of
the Tl sample would be likely to leave the Center before the

scheduled completion of the evaluation. For this reason, a

seventh Center was added, in consultation with OCD.

In this evaluation, no attempt has been made to test the
relative benefits or impact from one cluster as opposed to
another, Such an approach requires systematic variation be-
tween clusters, as well as an N of Centers sufficiently large
to permit partialling out of different variance components. None
of these assumptions is true. Centers within a cluster differ
markedly from each other along many important dimensions and -
show areas of similarity with Centers in othér clusters. Moreover,
such an approach is costly and not warranted by the program be-
cause of the variability within clusters and the laék of stability.
Such a design is warranted only in the case of a planned variation

approach to program planning,

Since the thrust of the evaluation is on the impact:of the

national program as a whole, particular care was taken to maximize
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the chances that all major program emphases and styles are
represented in the sample of Centers. As was discussed in
Chapter I, the programs selected represent the full range of
PCC variability. The programs range from all-day services

to childreﬂ ﬁo two hours a week per child; from eight hours

a week of expected attendance by parents to zero hours; from
home visits for all families to home visits to none; from
programs in which a p;ofessional heads nearly every component
to programs where ﬁhe entire staff is non-professional; from
programs with a primary emphaéié on education to programs with

a primary emphasis on social services.

Demographic characteristicéLof the sample of participants‘
will be discussed fully in Chapter III. In the present'context, it
should be noted that comparisons between respondents at the sample
Centers and the sample of participants at .all 32 PCCs show no
significant differences. Thus, the Cénters selected for in-

clusion in the study are representative not only in terms of

1 \

program, but also in terms of the kinds of families they serve.

3.0 Phase II

3.1 Impact dimensions

Once the representative Centers had been selected, the
. t

focus of attention shifted to the criterion dimensions fér
impact méasurement. The - OCD National Director of the PCC pro-
gram and the OCD Program Coordinators met with the CCR staff
I1I-9
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to discuss areas of possible impact. Programvstaff were asked
to address themselves to those areas of attitude and behavior
in which they would expect to find changes in parents as a
result of program participation. Emérgent areas of measure-
ment relate to the national objectives of the PCC program and
to the components which are a mandated part of every PCC:

parent education, social services, health, and nutrition.

The areas of impact are discussed below:
° PARENTING

It is clear that increased knowledge of basic
child development and a more positive attitude
toward the importance of the maternal rolé should
be a result of the PCC experience. It was the
consensus of the National Review Panel that it
would be important to avoid such'evaluafive con-
cepts as "good" and "bad" mothering. It was
pointed out that the vast majority of mothers

hit their children, shout, and act disintérested
at times. While PCC might decrease instances

of such behavior, it should increase the number
of other options available to a mother in a given
situation. The measurement and analyses of parent-
ing behavior avoids pejorative judgements as to
wnat constitutes "good" or "bad" parenting. In-

stead, measurement focuses on parents' ability to
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meet everyday child-rearing problems with
alternative solutions, based on the realization
that solutions are diffefentially effective, de-
pending on the developmental age of the child
and the motivation underlying the child's be-
havior. Six problém-situatibns were posed, fo
which parents were urged to give as many altern-

ative responses as possible.

These changes are expected to be related primarily to

the parent education component. Vanauaih B
(

Findings related to this dimension are presented ip

Chapter IV.

°® SELF-CONCEPT

Muéh of what CCR st4ff heard from parents during
Phase I interviews appeared to reflect greater
seif—regard. As an outgrowth of discussions with
the PCC National Coordinator and with the Review
Panel, it was decided to focus particular at-
tention on feelings of personal control and the
ability to influence events. Low-income parents
are often discouraged and feel that things are so
bad that_nothing they can do will make a difference.

The mutability of events and the concept that

planning and personal effort can make an important

II-11




difference, are cornerstones of the PCC concept.
Thus, this becomes an important evaluative di-

mension.

Another aspect of self-concept involves the‘
deéinition of self as a person worthy of regard
.by others. Throughqut its four-year history,
PCC staff and parents have commented on the
increased’ socialibility of the parents. Some
Parents in CCR's Phase I interviews described
how, prior to the PCC experience, they were shy
and had no friends. With considerablé affect,

they described the importance in their lives of

friendships gained through PCC. .

For the purposes of this evaluation, a person
with a positive self-concept was defined as "some-
one who has a sénse of himself as a likeable and

competent person, with control over .his own life." .

These changes are expected to be related to the overall
emphasis of PCC on the'importance and worth of the parent as

a human being.

Findings along this dimension are presented in Chapter Vv

~
o

KNOWLEDGE AND USE OF COMMUNITY RESOURCES

-~

It is an objective of every PCC to ensure that
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parents be knowledgeable about and actually use
whatever resources are available in the community.
This includes referral to and coordination with

. health faéilities, public ass%stance, legal -aid,
and educational institutions. Thus, it was Hy--‘
pothesized that as a function of the PCC expérience,
parents would be more knowledgeable about available

community resources and more active as consumers

of community services.

These changes are expected to be related to the efforts

of the social service component.

Findings along this dimension are presented®in Chapter VI

° HEALTH AND NUTRITION

It was expected that health care and nutrition
would be more regulaf and more appropriate as

a "function of PCC participation.

These changes are expected to be related to the efforts

of the health and nutrition components.

' Findings along - this dimension are presented in Chapter VII

e

'

3.2 Questionnaire construction

The review and ultimate rejection of existing instruments,

the process of questionnaire construction, the rationale for

item selection, and the pre-test at two non-sample PCCs, are -

) O “ .
EMC I1-13
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. 1
all described in great detail in the Interim Report on

Tl findings and will be only briefly recapitulated here.

Review of existing instruments revealed no instruments
suitable to measure certain of the constructs selected: i.e.,
parental ability to think of alternative ways of handling
undesirable benhavior, and knowledge and use of community re-
sources. Instruments do exist which- measure other constructé
but existing scales of self-concept, feelings of competence,
interpersonal engagement, and community involvement, are
generallycstandardized on college populations. Many items are
concealed in elaborate language, e.g., "we are all cogs in
the machinery of life," which made them unsuitable in the
present context; In addition, these scales tend to havé-a/~)
negative or apocalyptic tone which the pre-test showed as‘
unsuitable for the present population, e.g., "I feel I am a
person of no worth." Such items were found to be objectionable,

and were rejected by PCC parents.

The pre-test was extremely waluable in that it enabled
pérents to comment on individual items and gave research
staff a much clearer ‘idea of which items would be acceptable

and workable. Items found to be objectionable, incomprehensible,

e

~
5

I

The impact of the Parent-Child Centers on Parents: Aﬁ
Interim Report. Volume II.
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or which had poor item statistics, were discardcd.

?

The final guestionnaire consisted of a dem-
ographic section; a parenting section in which six
problem situations were presented and parents were
asked to develop alternatives,as well as 1l Likert
items designed to measure parenting behavior and
attitudes; a set of 15 likert items designed to
measure self-concept, feelings of social isolation
and a sense of coﬁtrol; a set of questions regarding
knowledge and use of various community résources; a set
of questions regarding health practices and nutrition.
The same questionnaire was used in T3 as in Tl with
the exception of the deletion of the nutrition section
in T3. Tl daﬁa showed no significant differences
between any sub—gfoups and it was decided that this
portion of the questionnaire added unnecessarily to

the length of the interview.

The interview as finally developed took ap-

proximately one hour.

3.3 Sample selectioﬁ

Between September llth and November 10, 1972,
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CCR staff conducted 354 Time 1 interviews at the seven

selected sites.

Of the 354 interviews, 67 were conducted
with mothers new to the PCC program: those admitted
but not yet participating at the time of the in-
terview, or participating for not more than one
month. The remaining 287 interviewees were ongoing
members who had been participants for six months: \
or more. The gap between new and ongoing members
was intentional: through deletion of this "middle

range" it might be expected that differences in’

impact would be cast into sharper focus. .

Prior to on-site visits, CCR requested from
each of the seven participating Centers a complete
listing of ongoing members, and of tgose acceptéd
for membership within the past month. For each
ongoing member, two pieces of informationvwere re-
quested: date of enrollment and a rating of in—'
volvement based on a tnree-point scale. Based

upon a discussion with the staff most familiar with
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each parent, the Directors were asked to assign é
rating of (3) to parents who participated frequently
and actively, a (lf\to parents whose attendance at
PCC was sporadic and passive, and a (2) to those
parents who fit soﬁewhere in between these end

points.

The basic sampling pian called for subdividing
each list into éeven parts as follows. Among ongoing
members, each of the three levels of involvement was
divided into two longevity levels (6 to 18 monthsf
and mofe-than 18 months)’thus accounting for six
groups. The seventh group consisted of new members.
Consecutive numbers were assigned to all names within
eéch group. A raﬂﬁbm numbers tab;e was then used to
'éelect individual Ss from each group seven from each
~involvement group at the lgw and medium level and
gight from each high invol&ement group. Ten new

parents were chosen in the same manner.

Thus, the prepared ideal sampling design would identify

,/

L4
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54 §§ for each PCC as shown in Table II-1 below.

Table II-1. Original sampling plan at each PCC.

LENGTH OF INVOLVEMENT
MEMBERSHIP 1 2 3
New members (10)| * ok *
6-18 months 7 7 8
18 mos - 4 yrs| 7 T 7 8
J ' N=54

* By definition, "new" members could not
y . k3 .
be rated along this dimension.

The initial target of ten new parents per Center was
a pragﬁztic response to the estimates of PCC Directors
as to what new enrollment rates would be during the autumn

when most PCCs enroll the greatest number of new participants.

Thc sampling plan, as originally designed and outlined
above, was altgredvdue to field conditions. Length of membership
as defined, with a splitting point at 18 months, does not,
in fact, divide enrollment lists evenly across all Centers.

At one urban PCC, most parents had been in program for more
thah'two years. At another ufban Center, many leave after

completing one year of program. At Centers where length of
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membership was heavily skewed toward either end.of the
coﬁtinﬁum, the absolute pre-defined break point of 18 months
was discarded and a de facto median point adopted -- that

point above and below where half the cases fell.

Invo}vement ratings requiring subjective judgements also
posed a problem. Identical criteria of involvement were not
used bypany two PCCs.- At some PCCs where an hour per week is
the average time spent, a peéson could spend an hour per week
in program and be considered highly involved. At other PCCs,
suéh a rating might require attendance two or three days
per week. More important from the viewpoint of design, there
was a strong relationship between degree of involvemen£ and
length of membership: it seemed that those ﬁaiticipants who
are interested and committed tend to stay in program longer.
Long-time-low~involved members were in very short supply.

In general,’more mgmbers were rated as‘being highly involved

than medium or low involved.

Sample selection procedures discussed above could be
achieved for only two of the seven sample Centeré. In the
bothers, selection was based on time of membership and on
involvement separately. That is, while approximately half
of the ongoing members were long-term and half short, and
while approximately one-third were'at each involvement level,
the distribution within groups, by individual cells (long-term
highly involved;‘short—term medium involved, etc.), was

very uneven.
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Additional sampling problems were experienced on location.
When the names of preselected families were communicated to
each PCC, it was hoped that interviewing schedules could be
established before the arrival of CCR interviewers. At two
Centers, this was not done because of the late arrival or
non-arrival of the perticipant.list. Most often, the first
interviews were with long-time highly involved members. These
were people well known to the staffs and usuelly friendly
with them; therefore they tended to be scheduled for interviews
firsg. Quotas for theee cells were egon filled, sometimes
within two'days of the arrival of the interviewers. Coopera-
tion was often more difficult to obtain from other ciasses of
participants. Schedules had to be rearranged to include time-
consuming ana interference-filled home.visits to those who |
changed theirnminds, or who were unable to come to the éenter
to speak with the interviewers. Thete was also a number of

cases where the selected respgﬁdent was unavailable, e.g.,

a death in the family, travel out of town, hospitalization.

In cases where the participant list was sufficiently large,
alternate subjects were preselected to substitute for primary
Ss who turned ou: to be unavailable for interview. Frequently,
both the primgry and alternate lists were exhausted before |
the design could be completed. 1In such situations, interviewers

adopted a "universe" approach and interviewed whomever was

available in order to ensure adequate sample sizc.
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At three Centers where this "universe" approach method
became necessary, interviewers consulted staff members so
as to readjust involvement ratings. Names of interviewees
were shown to the staff, who reranked Ss on an ordinal con-
tinuum from highest to lowest. Involvement level assignments
Qere than’made approximately by thirds. While not as method-
ologically souna as adherence to some absolugg_standard gf

involvement, this approacii should reflect differences between the

high and low levels if such differences do, ig fact, exist.

J .

T2 visits were conducted two months after the Tl data

collection. Interviews were conducted w@th all of the new
parents and with 10 ongoing parents.in order to see if there

was any short-range impact right after joining the program.

Data analyfis showed no significanf differences between Tl

. and T2 and the conclusion reached was that whatever impact
there might be was too slight to be visible. Because of the

absence of any differences, all data presented'in this report

are based on Tl and T3 data collection interviews.

T3 data collection,was in the period between May l4th
and June 25, 1973. All parents remaining ézth the program
until at least March, 1973 were interviewed. A staff member was
asked to assign new involvement ratings to all parents and

to assign involvement ratings to the sample of parents who

had been new at Tl.




3.4 Data analysis

3.4.1 Length of membership

~

Two separate data runs were performed in order to determine
the best manner of treating the longevity variable. First,
-data were broken accorxding to absolute iongevity, expressed
as exact mon*ths of membership. As has already been discussed,
this meant that individual PCCs were overrepresentedvat certain

level s and underrepresented at others. !

Second, data were run on the basis of a division of Ss
according to relative longevity withig each Center. A; a
result, ihe actual nﬁmber of months of membership was intermixed
at each relative level. For example, the lowest half, determined
for each PCC separately, involved those who had been members
for up to 13 months at one PCC, nine months at another, and 19
months at a third. Since on-site sampling had not, in every

case, adhered strictly to the preplanned longevity breaks, data

fanalyses could proceed in either manner.

While the use of relative breaks produced a few more
significant differences among subgroups than did absolute breaks,
the distinction was. not sufficiently great to.warrant such an

approacn. Particularly as the research is intended to provide

a picture of the overall PCC program across all Centers, it
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appeared relatiQely more desirable to use the absolute approach.
For this reason, absolute bréaks were chosen. In all of the

Tl analyses presented, short-term members are those who have
been with PCC for 6-20 months, and long-term members are those
who have been with PCC for over 20 months. In T3 analyses,’new
members have been in PCC for at least 8 months; short-term
members nave been with P?C for 14-26 months; long-term members

have been in program for more than 26 months.

In terms of longevity, Tl comparisons were made between
new, short-term, and long-term families. These findings are
presented in the Interim Report. In T3 comparisons were made
betweén Tl and T3 data within each longevity category. . Additional
analyses were made among the 3 longevity groups, mirroring the

Tl analyses.
These analyses can be summarized as follows:

T1 | . \

° New family data vs'short-term family data

° New family data vs long-term family data

[N

[+]

Short-term family data vs long-term family data
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Within group comparisons

o New families at Tl vs new families at T3

© Short-term families at Tl vs short-term

families at T3

Long~term families at Tl vs short-term

~ families at T3

Across group comparisons

. I
New family data vs short-term family data
!

!

New family data vs long-term family  data

Short-term family data vs long-term family data
/

The discussion of findings in this report focuées primérily
;on Tl;vs T3 differences. This is because Tl vs T3 comparisons
are at the very core of this evaluation. Differenées between
longevity groups are discussed only in relation to:significant
findings. -In other Words, if there is no change in new members

from Tl to T3, it really does not matter whetper or not the new

members are the same or different from another longevity group.
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3.4.2 Involvement

A first question which emerged at the gime of analysis

was whether the involvement ratings should be divided into three

levels (as orlglnally planned) or into two, and, whether or not
the subjective ratings should be combined in some way with more

objective measures Jf participation.

Separate data runs compered two-way and three-waylbreaks
of involvement among ongoing members. New memhers were not
given involvement ratings and were omitted from -computations.

. The two—way break pooled those rated low and msdium in involve-
ment versus those rated high and proved to be the more fruit-
full approach in terms of the number of statistically significant
comparison results. Use of the two—Wayubreak,had greater face
validity as well: PCC staffs tended to feel secure in ratlng
the highest and lowest people, but relatively insecure in the
middle range. Since there were more ratings of "high involve-
ment"” than in either of the two cafegories, the two—way break

also resulted in fairly numerically equal S groups.

’In5pection of the data revealed that there were several
PCCs at which most members who were rated as highly involved
-spent no more than one hour per week in oontact with PCC. The
inclusion of such respondents in the high 1nvolvement group
might artificially mlnlmlze‘dlfferences between groups during:
group comparisons- one hour a week might produce less impact

than eight hours a week and so the "highly involved" group

would be confounded with respondents who were perhaps not so

ERIC s
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involved in the absolute sense. As a means to investigating
this possibility, comparisons were made among three subgroups
in terms of all relevant data. One group was comprised of
all parenfs who were also PCC pa;aproféssional staff members.
These were nearly always rated as highly involved énd clearly 4
spend a great number of hours at PCC. Early subjective“reports
on PCC impact often suggested'thaf the effects of PCC were
greatest on those parents who were hired as PCC staff. The
second group consisted of non;staff who repcrted spending more
than eight hours per week in PCC activities. The third group

consisted of parents who were rated as low involved, and who

spent less than one hour per week in PCC activities.

These analyses showed no systematic differences among the
groups, i.e., that regrouping Ss according to staff ratings
and number of hours did not produce more significant differences
than did use of the staff ratings alone; Thus, in all the
data presented in this report, in?olvemeng is defined solely

in terms of ratings docne by the PCC staff.

At T3, as already'mentioned; PCC staff were asked to do
newiinvolvement ratings on.tpe families. Inspection of the
Tl and T3 involvement ratings on each individual show a high
proportion of change. .The invélvement status of 35% of-the
parents changed between Tl and T3. Of these, 70% moved froﬁ
a ;ating of low to high involvement and 30% moved from a rating
of high to low involvement.
I1-2€
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Since involvement ratings for individuals changed from

Tl to T3, comparisons along.the dimension of involvement are -

~

made between high and low involved respondents at T3. In
otherwords, comparisons between low-involved iﬁeividqals at

Tl vs T3 or between high-involved ‘idividuals at T1 vs T3 could
not be made eince over half of the individuals in each éreué

were not the same in Tl as in T3. Thus, involvement data are treat-

’

ed as data from a two occasion cohort sampling rather than as

3

data from a design in which.pre and post comparisonsféfe'possible.

\ Involvement data are not presented in Tables and are

discussed only when there are sigﬁificant differences. Dif-
ferences betweén high and low respondents which are significantf
at Tl and are also significant at T3 will be highlighted in

the discussion.

3.4.3 Urban vs. rural ' g \W
/

. i
In the course of running F-tests 'on the signif{eance of

the Likert data in Tl (the only section for which Such a
parametric‘technique was used), it was found that the locale
variable was significant much more often than was either length
of membership er involvemeﬁt level. Consequently, chi-squarss
for all aﬁpropriate data were fun in terms of the urban/rural
veriable as. well. Chi-square was significant at or Seyone the
.05 level for 73% of the items. Since these results suggest
‘that two diﬁferent populations aie being sampled, all data
in this repdrt are presented separately for the four urban
ERIC
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and three rural centers.

3.4.4 Sample attrition

At T1l, 354 interviews were conducted. Eight months later,

only 210 Ss were available for reinterview., Distribution of
the original sample and the atténuated sample along longevity

are presented in Table 1.

Tabple II-1., Distribution of Tl and T3 sample along longevity.

LONGEV I TY
T1 ' ™
TOTAL NEW SHORT LONGW_TOTAL NEW SHORT | LONG
URBAN 214 37 94 83 135 26 58 51
(60) (55) (64) (50) (64) (65) (67) (61)
RURAT 140 30 54 56 75 14 28 33
(40) (45) (36) (40) (36) ] (35)] (33) (39)
{
loTar 354 67 148 139 210 40 86 84

Approximately fifty-nine percent of the original sample was available

for reinterview. Sixty percent of the new families, 58% of the

short-term members, and 60% of the long-term members were available for

reinterview. Thus, there is no systematic bias in the attcnuated
~‘\‘> N
sanple in terms of longevity. Ny

rd

[ae]
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program or closed down scvera

Sixty-three percent of the urban sample and fifty—four
pcrcent of the rural sample was available for reinterview,.
The higher rate of rural dropouts is a function of the fact
tnat during the 8 month Zime lapse between T1 and T3 as de-
scribed in Chapter I, oné rural Center changed its entire
program and thus lost the majority of its membership in the

process, and afsecond rural Center closed two of its four

sites and also lost a considerable number of members.

Reasons that Ss were unavailable for reinterview are

presented in Table II-2.

Table II-2. Reasons underlying parents unavailability for T3

interviecws.

| , ~ JoBS/
TERMINATED MOVLD ., UNAVATLABLE = SCHOOL
. o
96 j 23 19 / 6

The great majority of the 144 parents unavailable for T3

intervicws, ‘terminated from program. Terminations include

v\%pOSe parents who had to dropout becausc a Center changed its

)

A

1 sites, program graduates, and
those wiho were dropped for non-participation. Parents in the

unavailablc category include scveral in the hospital and several

I1-29



"k

who were out of town at the time of T3 interviews.

In order to dGetermine wnether the attenuated T3 sample
was in any way =tiasced, chi-sguave analyses were performed
cumparing all T1 data on those who were available and those
wia0 were unavailable for T3 intervicews. These analvses show
that tinerc are no significant differences between the original

and attcnuated sample along impact dimensions.

All T1 data presented in the following chapters are based
only on data from S$s available for both Tl and T3 interviews.
For purposes of clarity,” T3 intervicws arce from tiiis point on

referrced to as T2.

I1-39
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CHAPTER III

DEMOGRAPHIC AND BACKGROUND DATA




1.0 Demographic and background data
This chapter will serve as an introduction to the: sample
population in order to provide the reader with a picture of the

sample.

1.1 WwWho was interviewed

In Time 1, 354 parents were interviewed. In Time 2, 210 of
the original 354 parents were reinterviewed. Following, is a break-

down of the sample according-to length of time in the program.

Table III-1. Distribution of subjects along the longevity variable.

LONGEVITY
TOTAL NEW | S8HORT | LONG
Urban | 135 26 58 51
Rural 75 14 28 33
Total | 210 4G 86 84

All tables will present the number of respondents (N) in each
category and the percentage of the category'total that each N re-

'presents. The sample is broken down into two subsamples: urban

and rural. Each subsample is further subdivided by the major study
I R . .

variable: longevity. As discussed in Chapter II, the three subdi-

visions along the longevity vafiable are: new, short, and long.

The length of time that participants had been in program at the time

of Tl and T2 data collection is presented below.

-2

[ TIME 1 || TIME 2
New <1 month 8 months
Short 6-20 months , 14—26 months
Long > 20 months > 26 months




1,2 About the resvondents

l.2.1 Sex

Table IIXI-2, Sex of respondents,

[ URBAN-RURAL TOTALS i URBAN | RURAL ;
RESPONSES | TOTAL : NEW + SHORT ! LONG ) IOQTAL | KEW' | SHGRT | LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT! LOLG
Male 8 - 1 7 8 - 1 7 - - - -
(%) -1 M (8) (6) -1 (2) | A8 - - - -
Female 202 J 85 | 77 127 26 | 57 44 75 14 ( 28 33
! (96) ](100) (99) 1 (92) || (94) |(100)| (98) | (86)|| (100) (1001(100) (100)
Base 210 i 40 | 86 l 84 135 26i 58 51 [ 75 14| 28 33,

CCR interviewed the person who had primary responsibility for
child care in each sample family. Eight males are included in the
sample, all are from urban areas and all except one have had long-

term involvement with PCC. " Ninety-sixX percent of the sampile is

female. ) Ei
1.2.2 Age
Table III-3. RAge of respondents.

M URBA-RUAAL TOTALS ] UPBAN T RURAL¥ l
RESPONSES © TQTAL  NIW ' SHORT ! LOY TOTAL ¢ NEW © SEORT| LONG '. TOTAL ' NEW ISHORT ! LONG
Under 21 | 33 20 { 2 [{ 28 8 | 18 2 [( ‘ 2§ -

(16) l (28),(23) Po(2) i) 1 G1IEL) (4) !k (7 ey M -
21 - 30 16 o220 51 | 43 |7 | 16 | 30 26 i 4 | 6 |21 17
(55) | (55); (59) 1 (51) . (53) | (61)1(52) (51) 1} (59) | (43)1(75) ! (52)
31 - 40 49 1 610 |33 if28 | 20 6 | 20 || 21 f 4 4 | 13
‘ (23) 151 (12) 1 (39) ' (21) | (8)1(10) | (39) | (28) | (28)1(14) | (39) !
41 - 50 10 ;1 4 | 5 5 | -3 2 {i s | 1] 1 3
) @ @il@w ! el @i o @@ @
Over 50 2 0 -1 , |- } 1 I R -
GO ciwlolleol ol ol 20 I
Base 7210 |40 €6 ¢ 84 {135 | 26 | 53 | 51 || 75 | 14 |28 T 337

[:R\!:kChl square significant at .05 level.

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC
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The majority of the respondents are in the 21 to 30 year age group.
Fifty-three percent of the urban and fifty-nine percent of the

et

rural sample are in this category. <

Rural respondents tend to be slightly older than are urban res-
pondents. Thirty-five percent of the rural subsample is between
the ages of 30 and 50 while only twenty-seven percent of the urban
subsample 1is this old. Conversely} there are more urban respondents

inder 21 years of age: 21% fall in this category as opposed to

7% of the rural subsample.

Long-time respondents are,coﬁsiderably older than the new
or short-term groups. In the urban subsarple, 45% of the long-
time mcmbérs are over 30 years of age while only 8% of the ncw ané
17% of the short-time members are cver 30. In the rural subsample
this age difference between long-term memberéignd others is signif-
‘

icant. Forty-eight percent of the long-time members are over 30

while only 18% of the short-time members .are over 30 years old.

Several urban PCCs have stressed their int?rest in enrolling
very young mothers in their programs. They feel that they can
better influence and teach those who are expecting their first
child or those who have had only one or two children. Thirty-one
percent cf the urban new parents are under 21; only 21% of the

rural new parents are in this age group.
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1.2.3 Ethniciél

Table 1II-4. Ethnic grouping of respondents.

| URBAN-RURAL TOTALS ] _URRAN ! RURAL _

RESPONSES | TOTAL @ N SHORT | LONG . “TOTAL | XEW . SHORT | LONG | TOTAL ° NIV ' SEORT PLoNG
Black 103 | 20 52 | 31 |{103 | 20|52 | 31 || - - - -
w9 0y 60) L (37) 1176y | a9y |61 | - - - -
Puerto A 1 3 r{ 4 - 1 3 ‘ - - - -
Rican (2) -1 M @ 1y G -1 (2) ®) || - - - -
Mexican= 27 1 5| 6. | 16 | 19 5l 2 13 || 8 1] 4 3
American 13y~ Q2), (7) |9 @4 | (I5); (3) | (25) | (11) (7Y (14) %)
Other 68 | 13| 24 | 31 ; 5 1{ 1 3 || 63 | 12! 23 | 28
Caucasian | (32) ' (32)1(28) |(37) |1 &) | ) ) | (6) || (84) . (86), (82) | (85)
Oriental 6 1 o1 2 1 ‘ 4 11 2 1 -
@ o loleol oo ol - - -] -
Aperican | 4 1 1 2 - -] - - 4 il o1 2
Indian (2) ’ 3); (1) (2) || - -y - - (5 (7, 4) (6}
“Base | 210 l 40| 86 | 84 |{135 | 26 | s | 51 17775 | 14| 28 [ 33

Blacks account for half (49%) of the total sample; all are

 in urban areas making up three~quarters of that subsample. The

next largest group is "othef Caﬁcaéian“ amounting to 32% of the
total sample but constituting approk%imately four-fifths (84%) of.

the rural subsanple.

Besides "other Caucasians" there are only two other ethnic

v

-~ groups in the rural areas. Among the urban subsample, however,

all ethnic groups except American Indians are represented.

\
/

Blacks and "other Caucasians comp:ife an egual proportion of
long-term members. Both groups equal 37%. . : -
- :
O
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The third largest ethric group in this study, Mexican-Americans,

are over-represented in the long-time group of respondehts.

This

discrepancy is due to sampling error. " The Mexican-Americans all o

come from one urban Center whose membership tends to be skewed in

the direction of longevity.

1.2.4

Table ITI-5.

Education

Education of respondents.

i URBAN-RUTAL TOTALS URTAN _ FURAL
RESPONSES: TOTALV XLV - &hont LONG TOTAL - wEW SHORT  LOXNG TOTAL . ¥EW  SHORT @ LONG
6th grade! 20 | 2| 5 130 1 | 1! 3 | 101 6 |1l 2 ' 30
or less (10) | «(5). (6) [ (15)' (10) (4)° (5) i (20) ' (8) My @ 1 M
7 -9 37 ‘ si1s 1 lo17 | 2710 | sqf 20 | 3| 5 | 12

| (18) | ai@an @oy: (12) T (8) (17) i (10) ' 27) | (21); (18) | (36)
10 =11 | 67 1227 |27 4 46 | 620 | 20 L 21 1 74 7 | 7

| (32) | (33))(31) 1(32) (34) ' (23) (34) . (3%) ] (28)  (50), (25) & {21)
Completed . 63 ' 141 27 | 22 39 | 11} 16 | 12 |' 24 3/ 11 | 10
High | (30, (35)' (31} | (26); (29) | (42) (28) | (24) || (32) | (21){ (39) | (30)
Schiool ; ! i ‘ l ' ; : ! | !
Some 20 5412, | 34 16 | 5, 9 2§ 4 - 3 7,1
College (10) | (12> (&) | (&) 12y | 9 @16 @'t oG -lan (3)

3| H i i : "

College 3 1] - 2 1 3 1] - 2 || - - - -
graduate | (1) | (3), - @ @ %) - | - -1 - -
Base 210 | 40| 86 | 84 || 135 | 2] ss [ s1 || 75 | 14| 28 [ 33 |

In terms of level of education, the urban respondents are

better educated than are their rural counterparts.

Seventy--seven

percent of the-urban respondents have had over ten years of school; only

652 of the rural parents have had this much education.

The urban

respondents are more heavily represented among these who have

had some college education and among college graduates (14% as

?cmpared to 5% rural).

IToxt Provided by ERI
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kmong both groups, the new memberé tend to be more educated
than are long-time menbers; a greater diffexence, although non-
significant, exists in the rural subsample. Among new members,
88% of tﬁe urban and 71% of the fural respondents have had ten or
more years of education. For long-time members, these figurés are

71% and 54%, respectively.

1.3

Respondents'!

families

[

1.3.1 The children: total number pexr family

Table ITII-6.

Total number of children per family.

[ URDAN-RURML TOTALS URBANT 7 RURAL
{ RESPOLSTS TOTAL + NEW SHORT  LONG TOTAL T NEYW  SHORT « LONG TOTAL ~ NEW 'SHORT LONG °
' . . . | I i ' )
One 36 © | 161 19 1 2 11 14 1§10 51 5 =
(17) | (40) (22) 1y . a9 | (’+2)j (24) (2) 1 (13) | (36);(1&) | =~
Two 47 6126 |15 {3 | 6|18 |10 i 13 -l s | s
(22) | (15) (30) [(18) 1(25) ' (23)i(31) {(20) ' (A7) - 1(28) ©(1%5)
: | ! y . -
Three 39 8! 13 |18 a7 | 4|1 ! 12 |12 b 2 6
: (19) | (20) (15) [(21)  (20)  (A5) (20) - (24) 1 (16) | (29)| (7) : (18)
Four 26 210 | 14 13 -1 5 8 | 13 20 5 | 6
(12) (5 (12) 1 Q7)  (10) -1 (9 e A7) | (14)'(18) - (18)
Five 19 44 6 i 9 g {2 2 | &4 'mn 2 i 4 |5
@ lan @ lay ® " ® @ | @ las) | aojan | as) |
Six 1s | 20 3 4 10 11 N2i 2 | 7 i 4 -1 1 3
o e @ lay e W@ @ an ) L - w o
, Yo L )
Seven I VAR P4 8 6 \4 M{ﬂ b3 -2 08 I i e
| ‘ M Gy e an @y ¢y § @ an @ as) |
Eight |5 i -1 2 3., b | =1 1 i 3 1 1 =t -
@ =@ W 3 =@ () (D) -l w -
; . ; i ; :
Nine or” | 9 | =i 3 6 6 | -1 2 1 4 i 3 -1t 2|
more . (&) . -0 () (M) L&) - (DT B @ =) (6)
Lase 210 4G R6 ! 84 135 26 58 . 51 75 14 28 33
Mean mo.  (3.60 | 2.65 3.13 | 4.52 . 3.41 2.46'2.97'+“4;41'f73192”73§oof3.46j'd.7dg
of child- | i " ' i i Ii l '
O n/fomily! ‘ ’ i ' f { |
. EKC L ! - .
e Chi-square significant at ,001 level 1I1-6 S



Rural families tend to haYe mo%e children tuan do urban
families. The rean number of children among rural families is
3.92 as opposed to 3.41 children per urban family; Over"half (53%)
of the rural respondents l:wve fogr or more children while this

is the case amcng only 35% of the urban respondents,

Long~time respondcents, both urban and rural,fhave considerably
more c¢hildren thdgrn do the other two groups. ‘These differences
are significant for the urban sample. This is as expected since
long-time mermbers, being older, have had more time in. which to
bear children. New members in both groups have tﬁe least numberx
cf children. The mean number of children for urban new respondents
is 2.46 and 4.41 for long-time memberé; for rural respondents the

figures are 3.00 and 4.75 respectively.

1.3.2 Intact families

Table TII-7. Number of respondents with spouse living at home.

! URBAL-RURAL TOTALS URBAN® ' RURAL i
RESPONEES . TOTAL  SiW VSEORT | LONG TOTAL  MEW :_Sj{ORT - LOKG . TOTAL @ NLW ' SFORT * LCXG -
Spouse at | 102 | 15| 36 | 51 {53 | 8|18 | 27 % 49 70 18 | .24 .
home 49) | (38)[(42) | (61) '} 39) | 3| (BL) | 53y, (65) | (50) (64) | (73) |
No spouse | 108" | 25 | 50 | 33 | 82 | 18 |40 | 26 ¢ 26 | 7] 10 | 9 i
at home G ] (621 (58) = (39) 1] (61) | (69)1[69) | (47) ;1 (35) | (50) (36) | (27) |
Base 210 | 40 | 86 | 8 135 | 26| 58 | sL | 75 | 14| 28 | 33 |

*Chi-square significant at .05 level
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Locking at the total“sample, approximately one-half of
thevrespondents have spouses living at home. However 61%
of the urban respdndents‘have no spouse at home, while only 35%

of the rural subsample are in this categorv.

Fewer urban new (31%) than long-time (53%) reSpbndentS\have
spouscs living at home. These differences are statistically
significant. One possible explanation is that long-term parents
have more confidence in PCC and therefore arc less épt to cover
up éhe_fact that they have a husband in ﬁhe home, which afféets
eligibility for welfare benefits.,”New urban parents, having less
trurt in the PCC, might not be>williﬁg to reveal this information
to the interviewer. Anothér factor which might contribute to the
finding that tﬂere are more intact families ams.y :ubia-rime than
among new parents may be that long-timc ~2rents, being older, are‘more

stable in their marital relationshi.s.

ITII-8



1.4

Involverment in PCC

1.4.1 Respondents' involvement - timé‘sbent at PCC

Table III-85, Avcrage time spent at PCC each week - urban.*

T TME Y ] T IME 2
ROSPONEES TOTAL | IEW TSHLRT I 1.OUG TOTAL L NIW | SHORT | LONG
0-1 hour 20 . - 7 13 37 9 17 11
per week (18) - (12} (25) (27) (35) (29) (22)
1-2 hours 19 - 12 7 12 3 6 3
per week (17) - (21) | (14) (9) } (12)] (10) (6)
2-4 hours 22 - 16 6 31 8 8 15
per weex (20) - (28) | (12) (23) | (31)]| (14) | (29)
4-8 hours 16 - 6 - 10 15 2 6 -7
per week (15) - (10 (20) (11) (8); (10) | (14)
8+ hours 32 - 17 15 40 - 4 21 15
per wecek (29) | - (29) | (29) (30) | (15)| ‘36)| (29)
Base [ oo -] ss | 51 |j 135 [ 26| 58| 51
*New families not included in T1.
Table TII-8h. Average time spent at PCC ecach week - rural.*

3 TI 1L 1 | T I M5 2
RESPONSLS TO0ALE HEW ¢+ SHORT, T,0NG | TOTAL | IikW 1 SHORT | LOMG
0-1 hour 7 - 6 1 19 6 6 - 7.
per week (11) - (21) (3) (25) | (43)| (21) | (21

: [ ] :

1-2 hours 6 - 3 3 13 3 6 4
per week (10) - (11) (9) (A7) (2D (21) | (12)
2-4 hours 12+ - 4 8 10 1 4 5
per week (20} - (14) | (24) (13) (7)) (14) ], (15}
,4-8 hours 19 | - 9 10 6 -l 2 4
per wcek (31) - (32) | (30) (8) -1 A | (12)
8+ hours 17 - 6 11 27 4. 10 13
per weck (28) - (21) | (33) | (36) | (28)7 (36) ] (39)
Base 61| -] 28 33 75 14 28 33
*New families not includedfin Tl
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Now members weré'asked Eow much time they spent at PCC only;'
during T2 interviews. %y Ehié time,Aﬁhey had becen ih‘program for
.at least eigit‘months. It would be expected that new members with
a new interest in PCC would sﬁend a great deal of time at PCC.
However, 47% of the urban and 64% of tﬁe rural néw members spend
less than two hours ecach week at ECC..

Urgan short-time resppndents are the only groﬁp to‘héve some-
what inéreased the amount of time they speﬂ@ at PCC from Tf t0\$2.

Trirty-nine percent of this group spent four or more hours at PCC

at Tl; at T2 this number increased to 46%,.

The greatest dificrences are exhibited by the rurél subéample.
While over one-half (53%) of the rural short-time members spent
over four hours at PCC at T1, only 43% remain in this cétegory
at T2. Among rural long-time members, the proportion of members
spending over four hours at PCC has decreéSed'fromIGB% at fl to
51% at T2. More short—timevand long~time members are spending

from one to two hours at BPCC at T2 than at T1.

The most likely expi;ﬁétigg for this deérease in time qpént
at rural PCCs is the changes in t&B\of the three rural programs
that have occurred between T1 and T2. NAs described in Chapter T,
therc has been a shift in the dircection of less emphasis on in-
Center programs and more emphasis on outreach. .Some respondents

who, at Tl came into the Center, arec only scen in their homes at

.3

T2.
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1.4.2

%

Time spent nmer week on PCC activities at home.
Table III-%a. Averade time spent at home on PCC activities - ,urban.l
T I T.\l E 1 | TIME 2
RESPOINSLES TOTARL*E* ) NEW P SHORT | LONG* I TOTAL** | NEW | SHORT | LONG*
0-1 hour 36 - 14 22 40 « | 11 13 16
(33) - (24) § (43) (30) (42)} (22) | (31)
1-2 20 - 11 9 16 5 7 4
hours (18) - (19) (18) (12) (19) (12) t . (8)
2 - 4 17 - 8 | g is 5 6 8
hours (16) - (14) | (18) (14) (19) (10) | (1ls) .
4 - 8 15 - 10 5 20 1 9 10
hours (14) - (171 (10) (15) (4)1 (16) i (20)
8+ hours 21 - 15 6 40 4 23 13
(19) - (28) | (12) (30) (15)] (40) [ (25)
Base 109 | —‘f’ 58 | 51 {' 135 -] 26| 58 51
lNew families not included in Tl. ‘
*Chi-square significant at .05 level.
**Chi-square sigrificant at .01 lecvel.
Table III-%b. Average time spent at home on PCC activiities - rural.
T I ME 1 I TIME 2
RESPCISIS CTOTAL | ONEW O SHORT ! LONG® V! TOTAL ! HEW | SHORT | LONG*
0-1 hour : 13 - 8 5 7 1 6 -
(21) - |- (29) | (15) (9) (7)) (21) -
1-2 14 - 2 | 12 11 1 3 7
hours (23) - (7) | (36) (15) (7)1 ' (11) | (21)
2 - 4 11 - 6 5 21 4 10 7
hours (18) - (21) | (15) (28) | (28)] - (36) .4 (21)
4 - 8 13 - 8 5 11 3 2 6 )
hours (21} - (29) | (15) (15) | (21) (7) | (18)
8+ hours 10 - 4 6 25 5 7 13
(16) - (14) | (18) (33) |-(36)| (25) | (39)
Base 61 | - | 28 33 | 75 | 14 28 33
l : (3]

*Chi-square significant at

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI

New families not included in T1.

.05 level.
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Wﬁile respondents report speﬁdiné less *ime at the PCC, they
are, in general, spending more time at home working with their
children on PCC activities. The incrcase of time spent at home
on PCC-related activities by urbén respondents over this time

period is significant.

The percentage of urban short-fime parents spending over four
hours per week'on PCC activities at home increased from 43% at T1
to 56% at T2. Among urban long-time members, the increasc in the
proportion of parents rcporting that they spénd over four hours a

week working with their children is significant.

Rural %ong-time members report the largest increase, also
A :
significané, in time spent at home on PCC-related activities. The
percentage of these members spending over four hours at home rose

from 33% to 57%.

Rural new respondents spend considerably more time at home
on PCC-related acti&ities than do urban new respondents. Fift?—
seven percent of the former spend §ver four hours on these activities
while only 19% of urban' new members spend this much time. Sixty-
one percent of the urban new parents spend less than two:hours

per week at home on PCC-related activities.

Rural respondents, bgcause of lack ©f transportation and iso-
.1ation, are af home more than urban respondents. - Rural respondents,
unlike urban mothers, may not have anyone with whom to léave their
children and so they must stay home more of the time. Tﬁercfore,
they may have more opportunity, in terms of time, to engage in
.IPCC—rélated activities,
ERIC
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1.4.3 Policy Advisory
p

Council merbershin

Table III-1Na.

Number of sanple parents belonging to the PAC-urban.
‘ TIME 1 [ TIME 2
RESPONSES . TOTAL* + NEW 1 SHORT ! LONG TOTAL* | NEW | SHORT | LOUG
Council 24 1 13 10 41 8 16 17
menber (18) (4)| (22) ¢ (20) (30) .| (31){ (28)} (33)
Non-council | 111 |- 95| 45 | 41 94 .| ‘18 | 42 | 34,
member (82) (96)! (78) 1} (80) (70) | (6S)| (72)| (67)
Base 135 26 | 58 | s1 || 135 26 | 58 | 51
*Chi-square significant at the .05 level. - S
Table III-10b. Number of sample varents -belonging to the PAC - rural.
TIME 1 K TIME 2
RLSPONSES TOTAL! NREW | SHORT | LONG | TOTAL | WEW |[SHORT | LONG
Council 20 - 9 11 14 3 4 7
nember " (27) - (32) (33) (19) |- (21)] (14) | (21)
Non~council 55 14 19 22 61 11 .24 26
member (73) (100){ (68) (67) (81) | (79)| (86) | (79)
Base 75 14 28 33 75 14 28 33
/
i
/4
' \
S -
J
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i

One-fourth c¢f the parents interviewed as part of tRkis study

"are members of their respective PACs. Membership increased
<

from 21% at Tl to 26% at T2.

Eleven of ‘the new members have’ joined the PAC during the
course of their first program year; twenty-nine have not. More
~ ~ :
urban short-time 'and long-time respondents are members of the

\

. \ '
PAC at T2 than at %Tl. On the whole, the number of urban respond-

ents belonging to the PAC increased significantly from Tl to T2.
The number of rural shbrt—timé aﬂa long-tine respondents have,
howeve;,‘asérgased in membership in PAC‘ Agdin, with réorgani—
zation  and consolidation of rural PCCs, a tﬁrnover of membeérship
in the PQliCy‘Advisory Councils is to be expected.’

+
- 4 ) 2
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1.5 Employment

1.5.1 Emplovment status - mothers

Table III-lla. Mothers' enployment status

- urban.

. BEFORE JOINING PCC ) AFTLR JOINING PCCF
RESPOLISES  TOTAL P NUW (PSHORT ) LONG i TOTAIL § WpW {SIE0ORY | LONG
Emploved 17 2 7 | 8 19 2 6 11
full-time (13) (8) {12) (16)‘ . (14) (8) (10) {22)
Employed ° 8 5l' 3 4 12 1 5 6
- part-time .(6) (4) (5) (8) (9) (4) (9) (12)
Not , 110 23 48 39 104 23‘ 47 34
employed (81) (88) (83) (76) (77%‘(88) (81) (67[
Base 135 26 58 | 51 | 135 26 58 51
*Chi-square significant at .05 level.
Table III~-11b. - rural.

Mothers' employmenl status

BEFORE JOINING PCC

AFTER JOINING PCC

RIESPONSES TOTAL | NE¥ |SHORT | LOYNG “TOPAL | NEW | SHORT | LOIG
Employed 6 1 3 2 16 1 6 -9
full-time ®) | (1| an | ) (21) | (73} (21) | (27)
Cmployed 13 1 6 6 7 1 3 3
part-time (17) | (7] 21| (18) (9 | M an |

.
Not 56 12 19 | 25 52 12 19 21
employcd (75) | (86)| (68) | (76) (69) | (86)]. (68) | (64)
Base 75 | 14 | 28 33 75 | 14 28 | 33
e
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Unemployment decreased very slighgly (from 79% to 74%)
following enrollment in PCC. Tﬁe proportion of parents gaining
some form of employment after joininé PCC %s approximately the
s;@i for urban and rural respondents. Among urban respondents,
unemployment decreased froﬁ 81% to 77% while it decreased from
75%;to 6%% for rural‘members. Employment is greater among rurall,v"
than among urbgn respondents. Higher employment in rural areaé
is a function of seasonal farm employment and of the fact that the
rural PCCs in this,sampie employ a relatively large number of
parents. Urban PCCs do not employ as many parents, in fact, one

urban PCC doés not employ PCC mothers as a matter of policy.
: ‘ :

New members in both groups have the smallest percentage of
employment. &t T1 there is. a statistically significant felation—
b
ship, among urban fe5pondents, bétween the Iength of time a
requgdeﬁt has been a.PCC member and employment status. Long-
time members comprise tlie- largest percentage of full-time

employed reépondénts..
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1.5.2 Fmployment status - fathers

Table I1I-124. Fathers' emplOymenE-status - urban.

BEFORE JOINING rCC ] AFTER JOINING PCC
RESPONSES . TOTAY TNEW |SHORT | LONG | TOTAL | WEYW | SHORT | LONG
.Employed 36 3 14 19 39 3 16 20
full-time (60) (38) (67) (61) (65) (38) (76) (65)
Employed 7 1 3 3 5 1 1 3
part-time (12) | (12)] (14) } (10) (8)y | (13) (5 | (10)
Not . 17 -4 4 9 16 4 q "8
employed (28) (50) (19) (299 (27) (50) (19) (26)
Base: no. of
spouses ‘
reporting workl 60 8 21 31 60 8 21 31
status .

‘Table ITII-12b. Fathers' employment status - rural.

BEFORT JOITNING PCC ATTER JOINING PCC - |

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW SHORT | LOMNG . TOTAL | MEW | SHORT | LOKG
Enmployed 34 4 11 19 31 1 11 | 19
full-time (69) (57) (61) (79) (63) (14) (61) | (79)
Employed 11 2 5 4 9 2 4 | 3
part-time (22) (29) (28) (16) (18) (29) (22) (13)
Not 4 1 2- 1 9 £ 3 2
employed {(8) (14) (11) (4) (18) (57) (17) (8)
Base: no. of

sponses :

reporting work 49 7 18 .24 49 7 18 24
status .
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The number of fathérs reporting work status is larger than
the number of fatﬁers living at home. This is due to the fact
that fathers may, in fact, make economic contributions to the
family but the parents may be separated, with the father living

elsewhere,.

: Unemﬁloyment is hfgher among urban than among'rural fathers.
This is a result of the availability of seasonal employment in
. rural areés. Also as a result of such seasonal employment,
part-time employment is higﬂer.among rural than among urban

fathers.

Over time, there is very little change in employment status.
New fathers account tor the highest percentage of unemployed

in both the urban and rural subsamples.

IT1~-18



1.5.3 Changes in emnloyment status

Table III-13. Changes in cmployment status at T2.l

URPA=RURAT, TOTALS IR URBAN j RURAL
RESPONSES 1 10%A. W 1gunyy [LOTC P TOTAL  WEW ' SHURT L WG TOTAL | NEW (SHORT | LONG
EMPLOYMENT | 73 | 14 | 26 33, 42 7 15 120 f 31 7 |12 13
STATUS (35) (35)] (30) ! (39)  (31) |(27), (26 (39| 41) | (50) 1(39) | (39)
CHANGE |
|
NO 137 26 1 50 51 93 19 | 43 31 |} 44 7 | 17 20
EMPIOYMENT | (65) | (63)! (70) GLY ] (69) | 3|74y L]l (59) (5N (61) | (61)
_CHANGE, ; |
Husband now| 14 4 2 8 6 1 1 4 8 3 1 4
employed (19) | (28) (8) (24) [} (34) | Q&) (1) QO 26) | 43y (9) | (31)
. full-time '
. __1 kd N

Husband now 3 - 1 2 1 - - 1 2 - 1 1
employed (&) - @ (6) () - - G| ) | - D (8)
part-time » . '
Husband now 6“ 1 2 3 4 1 = 3 2 - 2 -
uncmployed | (8) M] ¥ 9y (o) | ()l - (15) (6) -1 (138) -
Wife now 34 -6 | 13 15 19 3 8 8 15 3 5 7
employed (46) | (43) (50) (45) [ (45) | (43)] (53) | 40)|| (48) | (43)].(45) | (54)
full-time

Wife now 10 1 5 A 7 - 4 3 3 1 1 1
employed (14) (7)] (19) (az2){f a7 - [ 27) | (15| 10y | 4) (D (8)
part-time

Wife now 6 2 3 1 5 2 2 1 1 - 1 -
unemployed | (8) |(14)] (12) ] a2 | @9 a3) M 3) -1 (9 -

) , T )
Base 210 40| 86 84 135 26 | 58 51 75 14| 28 33

percentages for specific employment changes~based~on respondents reporting
an emplovment status .change.

Of those experiencing a change in employment status, the greatest
change is in the direction of more wives becoming empleyed on a
full-time basis. Ninetecn urban and fiftecn rural respondents
report having gotten full-time jobs.

ERIC
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1.5.4 PCC's role in aiding parents' emplovment S

Table ITI-14. PCC's role in aiding parents' cmployment.1

UNDAT= DAL TOTALS . (L URRAN : RURAL
RESTONSES TOTAL ¢ WEU ) SHORT | TLOWG 1 TOTAL | 1iFY |SHORT | 1L.OUG || . TOTAL | NEW ISHURT LOYNG
PCC helped 28 3 I 10 15 15 ] 6 8 13 2 4 7

(46) (27)] (48) (52) (4£5) (25)} (4€) (50) (46) (29) | (50) (54}

No PCC 33 8] 11 14 18 3 7 8 15 51 4 6
involvement{ (54) ‘| (73); (52) (48) (55) (75) (54) 50 (54) (71)] (50) (46)

.Base 61 11| 21 29 33 41 13 16 28 7 8 13

1
Asked only of those respondents reporting work status change that resulted in
employment at T2.

Of the respondents who report having gained‘employment at T2,
approximately half received PCC aid (46%) and half did not (54%).

There are variations, however, according to respondent group.

Very few of the new respondents report receiviﬁg PCC aid in
gaining employment. Rural long-time re5ponddnts received the
most PCC help. This is, again, most. likely a result of employment
by the PCC, iﬁéélf. ‘The ﬁgtal pumber (28) of parents who have
become employed as a result of PCC involvement is very small,
vhich suggests that despite some compelling case. history matgrials
*  on parents who have joined the work force, assistance with unemploy-

ment problems is not a major PCC thrust.
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1.6 Welfare

Table IIJ-15a. Number of participants on weltare - urbean.

IME 1 ‘ TIME 2

A . -
RESPONSES | TOTAL & NOW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Receiving ' ~' . PN |
welfare at 86 19 39 28 0 84 .18 |, -39 |. 27
time of (64) | (73)| (67) | (55) |} (62) | (69) ~(67) | (53)
interview o n % ' ..
Not receiving 49 70 19 f 23 || - s1 |" g 19 24
welfare (36) | (27)| (33) | (45) (38).] (31) (33)} (47)
Base 135 26 |- -58 51 |4 135 | 26 58 51

-
X s i

Table III-15b. Number of participants on welfare - rural.
[,‘. . . ' . ' R )
N : i \ . . ‘ » ‘:‘ .
TIME 1 . TIME 2
"RESPONSES TOTAL ! NEW |SHORT | LOHNG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Receiving . ' ' - :
welfare at 29 . 6 1l t12 33 8 13 .12
time of - (39) (43) (39) (36) (449 (57) (46) (36)
interview . . :
Not receiving 46 8 17 21 42 "7 6 15 . 21
welfare (61) | (57) (61) (64; (56) (43) (54) (64)
Base 75 | 14| 28 | 33 75 | 14 28 | 33
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Over One—half cf all resp%ndents interviewed are receiving
welfare. Between Tl and T2, there is virtually no change in the
number of persohs on welfare. More urban respondents receive

welfare benefits than do rural respondents.

Proportionately fewer long-time than new or short-time

respondents are on welfare. This is probably a function of the

' fact that more of these families have husbands living at home.

L
.

2.0 SUMMARY

AGE .
° Most respondents are between the ageées of 21 and 30.
e ~Rural.respondents tend to be older than urban parents.
° New members represent the youngest group.

ETHNICITY

°© Blacks account for 49% of the sample,.

" ° Other Caucasians account for 32%.

) 1
CHILDREN PER FAMILY .

° Rural families tend to be larger than urban families. B

»
AN

° New members, being younger, have fewer children.

18
»
:

-
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INTACT FAMILIES

" fThe.percentage of intact families is almost twice as

high for rural as for urban respondents.

+» ° Long-time members have a higher proportion of intact

.

marriages.

° Fewer new mempers have husbands.

L
o,

TIME SPENT AT PCC

° Respondents are spending less time ‘at PCC, but more time

at home on PCC-related activities when Tl and T2

comparisons are drawn.

-

PAC MEMBERSHIP

~° oOne-fourth of the parents interviewed are on the PAC.

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

° The majority of PCC mothers are unemployed.

° Employment is higher among 1ong-time’members,
!

° Employment is h%gher'among rural than among urban parents
as a function of the ‘availability of seasonal employment in

rural areas.

° pCcC assistance in obtaining employment effects only

4
a small minority of PCC families.

.";- .
3

-

o Fifty-five percent of the sample is on welfare. There
are virtually no changes in welfare status over the

course of the program year,
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CHAPTER 1V

PARENTING



In this chapter all findings pertaining to parenting

knowledge and behavior will be presented, including- data

from the following sources:

o

° open-ended parenting items in which Ss were
asked to present alternative solutions to

everyday .problem situations.

° open-ended questions dealing with child rear-
ing issues and with likes and dislikes with

respect to paienﬁing.

questions pertaining to the perceived impact
that PCC has nad on children and on parental

parenting skills.

a series of Likert items that specifically

deal with parenting behavior and attitudes.

1.0 Alternative solutions to everyday problems

The'emphaSi§ of the recsearch was to avoid judgements about
what is "good" and."bad" parenting. It was felt that the most
important change in parenting as an impact of PCC might be the
awareness that in nearly any situation -involving a child, there
are always several possible alterratives for action. Awareness

of differing options does not irply inconsistency. A mother who
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is knowledgeable about child development is more likely to think
of a variety of reasons as to why the behavior is occurring, and
is more likely to be sensitive to both the nuances of context,
and the fact that the same behavior at different developmental
stages has different meaning, and thus siiould be handled dif-
ferently. Repeated use of the same aﬁproach, regardless of age

or context, implies rigidity, not consistency.

R . -
- . //

/

At Tl, it was predictjé that when a child's problem behavior
was presented, long-term PCC mothers would give more sensitive
and responsible alternative solutions because they would be aware
of the need to take into account the child's developmental age,
and they would be aware that any behavior has & great variety of
possible underlying mesanings. While this prediction was main-
tained at T2, it was also predicéed that an increase in such
solutions would be presented by new parents as a result of their

participation in the PCC program.

1.1 Stimulus materials

A brief description of each problem situation was given to

the respondent with the following set of instructions:

"There are a.lot of common, everyday situations that happen
when you're bringing up children. What I'm going to do is
to read you several different types of situations, one at

a time, and I'd like you to tell me what you would do in
each situation -- how you would handle it if you had to. 1If
you sce sever»l aifferent ways of handling any one situation,
be sure to tell me all of them."”
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Interviewvers were instructed to continue probing until
the respondent had exhausted all the solutiéns within her
repertoire. To avoid possible annoyance upon repeated quizzing,‘
interviewers warned the respondents that they would continually
be asked what other solutions they could think of until they ran
out of ideas. Thus, an acti;e attempt was made to have respondents
generate as many solutions as they could. Otherwise, respondents
who had many ideas, but who were sﬁy of the inferviewing situa-
.tion might be underfrepfééghted. This was of particular concern

at Tl among new parents who might not be as used to being inter-

viewed as were ongoing PCC parents.

oOn a,number of océasions, parents told the interviewer
that they céuld not respond to & situation because it never
occurred with -their children. For example, a mother faced with
the situation: "if your ‘baby refuses to go toisleep at night when
you put him down -- if he won't stop crying -- what do you do?"
might answer by saying, "Oh, I've never hgd any problems with
that." Cr, a mother may not have a child old enough to be run-
| ning arourd hitting other children. In these cases, respondents
were told to make believe that they had the problem, or to imagine
what they miéh:do if they did encounter the situation or to sup-
nost that they were approached for advice by another mother who

had the problem.




| | - | | .

~

Space was left on the questionnaire for up to five responses
and comments for each situation. Very few respondents gave five
responses to an item and so these were omitted from tabulation;
it was found that a subject would stand out by just giving four

answers, as there were relatively few of even these.

.

Additional mecasures were included in the T2 interview.
.

Interviewers were instructed to note each time a respondent pre-
sented a solution which gave overt recognition either to the age
of the child, the emotional needs of the cﬁild, or the context
of the situation. That is, if a mother were to say something
similar to "If the child is too young to understand an explana-
tion, I might try distracting his attention," she.would then
receive a notation for an age appropriate response. In addition,
if the respondent makes note of such things as the child's soeciél
need for attention due to a particular situation, the item would

be coded to show an understanding that responses differ according

to the child's emotional needs and the context of the situation.

1.2 BAnalyses of data

Item codes were developed at Tl by using a sample drawn
from the 354 questionnaires, representing all subgroups: locale
(urban/rural), length of membership (new/short/long)} and

involvement (low/high).
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d Inspection of the data made it clear that certain kinds of
solutions tend to be given as first solutions, while others tend

to appear later. For instahce, réspondents tend not to use

physical punishment as a first solution, but the mention of physical’
punishment becomes more frequent as a third or fourth alternative.
For each parenting item, data on the following measures are

presented:

° Distribution of the nuﬁber of solutions generated.

° Distribution of first solutions.

° Distribution of all solutions.

° Distribution of age - appropriate responses (T2 only).
° Distribution of emotional need recognition or context

responses (T2 only).

Chi-square analyses were performed where feasible, separately

for each subsample (urban- and rural) to compare:

° New parents vs. short-time parents vs. long-time parents
at Tl. |

° New parents vs. short-time parents vs. long-time parents
at T2. |

° New parents at Tl vs. new parents at T2. .

° Short~time parents at Tl vs. short-time parents at T2.




Long-time parents at Tl vs. long-time parents at T2,

Total subsample at Tl vs. total subsample at .T2.

o

High involved parents at Tl vs. low involved parents at Tl.

o

High involved parents at T2 vs. low involved parents at T2.

In many cases, so many.codes were generated from the qualita-
tive data that the chi-square analyses become impractical due’to
the great number of cells, and the resulting small cell Es; \
Wherever possible, respcnse categories were collapsed and clustered .
to increase celi size and permit chi-sqgare analyses. Precautions
we?e taken to ensure that oniy responses.of simiiﬁr quality were

clustered together.

In addition, t-tests were performed in order to measure
differences, both within subsamples and over time, in the number
of alternative solutions ggneratéd.v Such tests were performed
on involvement as well as longevity data; As few significant
differences were produced by the involvement data, these are not

presented.

1.3 “"Child grabs an unwanted item while mother shops"

The first item was "Suppose that you take your child to

the store and he grabs for something he wants and insists on having

'it. The thing is not anything yuu intended to buy. What do you do?"




¥

The situation is indeed common. It was intended to evoke
the picture cf a busy, perhaps hafassed mother trfing to do an
everyday chore. Wnile some mothers responded in relation to a
grocery store and others the five and dime, all mothers conveyed
thé sense that at some time they had expéricnced the situation.

¢

From the solutions generated at Tl, six codes were developed for

this item and used for both sets of interviews.
° 'EXPLANATION:f

' Reasons why the item is not necessa~y or dasirable,
stating ground rules for the child's conduct when

shopping.
° DISTRACTION:

Occupying the child with something already in thé
shopping cart, taking the child immediately to

another part of the store, or simply distracting
his attention by talking about something else of

interest to the child.
° NEGATIVE REINFORCEMENT WITHOUT PUNISHMENT:

The item is removed from the child and returned, or

the cnild is removed from the store.
° POSITIVE REINFORCEMENT:

This code is used for maternal behavior which acts

Rdﬁj Iv-7




as a reinforcement of the child's negative
behavior. 1In other words, the basic message

to the child is "if you grab something, theré‘s
something in it for you because you'll get some-
thing out of it," e.g., buying a substitute item,
promising a toy or privilege later, Oor agree-
ing to burchase the actual item, - evén though

the purchase is unintended.

THREATENING PUNISHMENT:

;

Verbalizing punishments which follow if the item

is not relinquished.
PHYSICAL PUNISHMENT:

Any form of slapping, hitting, spanking.

+ /’
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1.3.1 The number of solﬁtions

"The child grabs something in store":

Table Iv-la. distribution
of the number of solutions - urban.
t
TIME 1 ) T I MIEBE 2
, (1) (2) (3) 4y ] (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL | WEW !SHORY| LOING TOTAL | NEW {SHORT | LONG
One response N 30 10 9 11 21 4 5 12 -
3 (22) | (38) | (l6}| (22) (16) | (15) (9) | (24}
Two responses N 58 11 28 19 74 15 32 27
% (43) | (42) ! Y48)|. (37) (55) | (58)] (55)| (53)
Three N 41 5 18 18 32 6 17 9
responses 3 (30) ] (19) | (31)] (35%) (24) ) (23)] (29)} (18)
Four N 6 - 3 3 8 1 4 3
responses % (4) - (5) (6) (6) (4) (7) (6)
Mean 2.17 {1.81 |2.26 .25 2.20 {2.15 [ 2.34 |2.06
S.D. .82 .73 .78 . 86 .77 .72 .73 .80
Base: number. . ‘
of respondents 135 26 58 51 135 <26 58 51
tl-2 = -2.47; p=<.01
tl-3 = -2,21; P=<.05
tl-4 = -1.84; P=<.05
Table IV-1b. "“The child grabs something in store”: distribution
of the number of solutions - rural.
TIME 1 TIME 2
(1) (2} {3) (4) | (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL] ITEW | SHORT| LOXNG TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LOKG
One response N 21 4] -6 11 11 2 4 5
ol (28)| (29| (21)] (33) (15)| (14)| (14)| (15)
Two responses N 32 7 13 12 47 8 20 19
g (43)1 (50)| (46)| (36) (63)] (57)) (71)| (58)
Three N 19 2 8 9 16 4 3 S
responses % (25{j (14) {29) (27) (23) (29) (11) (27)
Four N 3 1 1 1 - - 1 -
responses % (4) (7) (4) (3) - - (4) -
Mean 2.05 |2.00 i2.l4 ]2.00 ] 2.08 12.14 2.04 12.12
S.D. .83 | .84 | .79 | .85 .60 | .64 | .62 | .64
Base: nunbor »
of respondents 75 14 28 33 75 14 28 33
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Among both urban and rural respondents, there has becen a
slight increase in the number of alternative solutions offered
in response to this item. The most striking increase occurred
among new members; at Tl the overwhelming majority of new
parents gave between one and two solutions, whereas at T2,
over three-quarters of this subsample offered two or three
altérnétives. ‘Oﬁ the whole, the differences between subgroups

diminished in T2 in terms of the number of solutions generated.

An inspection of the longevity breakdowns in the data show
that the increase in responses generated among all new parents
is primarily a.function of the increase in responses from new
‘urban members. At Tl, new urban members generated sigpificantly '
fewer responses than did short or long-time members. At T2,
these new urban subjects offered significantly more solutioné
than they had at T1, thus supporting the prediction that ‘such

increases would occur. The pattern among new rural respondents,

though not significant, is also in the predicted direction.

The expectation that ongoing members, particularly long-
time parents, would also increase the number of alternatives
provided and would probably offer the greatest number of solutions

is not supported by the data for this item.

<
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1.3.2 Types of solutions: first response

et

Table IV-lc. "The child grabs something in store": distribution
of first responses - urban. :
TI M E 1 ! TIME 2
_ 4 i 1 : = N

RESPONSLES TOTAL = HEW SHORT, | LONG | TOTAL = NEW SHORT : LONG
Explanation N | 25 | 6 8 11 | 33 g . | 14 11
% (18) {(23) (14) (22) | (24) (31) (24) (22)
& } ' ; :
Distraction , N 4 - 3 1 l 3, - | 3 -
% (3) - ! (5) (2) b (2) - - (5) - !
l : t i
Negative re- N 73 111 | 32 30 72 10 @ 32 30 |
inforcement % (54) 1(42) ' (55) (59) [ (53) (38) : (55) (59)
without ‘ ; { !
punishment f : !

Positive re- N | 26 | 5 14 7 | 19 7 | 5. 7
inforcament 2 (19) i (19) (24) (14) I (14) (27) (9)' (14) !

Threaten N - - - - - - l - -

% - - - ~ - - - -

Physical N 7 4 1 2. 7 1 | 4 2
punishment % (5) 1{15) (2) (4) (5) (4) ° (7) (4)

. i

Other N - - - - 1 - - 1
3 - - - - (1) - - (2)

Basec: 135 | 26 | s8 | 51 | 135 26 58 | 51
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Table IV-ld.."The child grabs somesthing in store": distribution
of first responses - rural.

. TIME 1

: T IME 2
‘RESPONSIS L TOTAL, NEW | SHORT LONG || TOTAL ' NEW ‘SHORT ' LOWG
Explanation N | 12 01 4 7 24 ;8 12
P L (e) (7)) ¢ (14) l (21) ! - (32)  (28) (28) (36)

' | | ‘ | ] | :
. C | l 1 . 6 5 5 ! 5

Distraction N 8 | 2 2 - 4 ‘ 5
% ! (11) (14) (7) = (12) ! (8) (14)1 (7) (6)

: | | ! ! ' |
Ndgative res N a1 | 9 13 | 19 fj 36, 6 13 | 17
inforcement % (55)1(64) (46) (57) |y (48): (43) (46) . (52)

without . : : :. I i

punishment , j | . 4! | f

) : | i | P

Positive re- N 9 | 1 5 3 : 6 ! 1 3 | 2
inforcement & | (12)' (7) (18) (9) |! (8)! " (7). (11) - (6)

: ; : é ‘*
Threaten N - - - - ! 1 - 1 -
3 - ! —~ - - 0 (1)} - (4y -

! o .
Physical N 5 ! 1 4 - | 2 1 1 -
punishment 2 (7>: (7) (14) - (3) (7)) (4) -
Other N | - ~ - - ; - - - -
g L - - - . - ] - - - . -
Base: 75 1. 14 28 33 75 14, 28

" In the CHi-squarﬁggpalyses performed on the Cata pfesented in
this table, comparisons are made between those pareﬂts responding
With a solution scored explanation, distiaction, and negative re-.
inforcement with those reporting positive reinforcement, threat of
punishment and physical punishment at T1 and T2. Ekplanétion, |

~distraction and negative reinforcemént of the behavior are grouped
together as more adaptive and more educative fesponses; inadvertent
positive reinforcement of negative behavior and varioUévforms of h
punitive action arc grouped together as less adaptive responscs,

"Other" responses were cxcluded from the analysis.
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N |
- Length of membersﬂkp\produced no significant differences in

terms of the‘type of solution chosen as a first response to the ’
situation. Similarly, no significant differences ozcurred among any
sub-group from Tl to T2. At T2,;however, highly involved urban
parents offéred scelutions of explanation, distraction or negative
reinforcement with significantly greater frequency than did less
involved urban subjects, All other analyses performed on the
involvement data for typé éf first response yielded no significant

findings.

The first responge of the majcrity of respondents involved
some form of negative reinforcement. That is, parents either removed
the item from the child or removed the child from the store.
Relatively few mothers reported that they would threaten or physically
punish their children as a first alternative (5% urban and 4%

rural at T2).

The pércenﬁage of parents reporting use of explanation as a
first solution increased slightlf from Tl to T2. This increase is
consistent across all groups, except the long~time urban parents.

overall, the number of persons suggesting vositive reinforce-
ment of the behavior as a fir%t response dq;reased at T2. The
excepticon was new urban parents, among whom\a slight increase
occupred. Some parents who offered this asla first sclution, did so

with the inclusion of stipulations. One mother said that "if it's

good for them to eat and they are supposed to have it, then T am
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supposed to buy it." Another parent made a distinction between items,
"I would buy food, but not a toy." Presumably, few PCC parents

can afford to buy items at whim and the question often then

becomes more one of finances than actual parenting. "I always

ask my children if they think it's werth the money,"” said cne

mother who explained that she felt it was important for the

children to understand the family's economic cendition. Another
nother, who did not thinl: that buying the unintended item served

to reinforce the child's ncgative behavior; also stressed finan-

¢es, "it depends upon how rmuch it costs. I1If it's too expensive

for a baby, I won't buy it."

Few mothers thought of distrécting the child and turning
his attention elsevhere. This can bc a useful solution-with
younger children who do not understand explanations and arce likely
to scrcam unpleasantly if the item is simply removed. 1In this
vein, one mother suggested a solution that cembines explanation
with distraction: "I might try to explain why I will not buy the
1tem and then I will try to sﬁbstitute an item that is already
in the cart, I ﬁry to make that iﬂem appcaling. TFor example,
if i bouaht bhananas, I would tell them all about the delicious

banana pudding I am going to make."
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1.3.3. Typc, of solutions: 21l reeponses

P
n

Table IV-1c. "The child grebs somecthing in store": distribution
of all respenses - urban.

P T I M E 1 R T I1MEBE 2 R

RISPCNGES CTAL T T SIOTTER yOnG_ TOTALRS HEW  fI0iDE TL0NE
2| Explanation Noo© 41 0 9t 15 {17 || 68 | 14 30 | 24 |
o s | oao asioan [ as e | en @2 (23
.| Distraction x f 1 4 3] 6 5 23 ; s 13 | 6
i g G L@ G @ (@ (7! o) | (6
M Negative rein- m | 110 [ 171 47 | 46 97 13| 44 | 40
forcerient with- % (38) | (38) (38) | (40) (33) | (23 (32) | (38)
out punishment . | { ’ '

. N | ‘
Positive N | 68 sl 37 23 36 0] 13| 13
reinforcement ) L (23) 1 (A7) (28) (20) | (12) (18), (1Q) (12)
) ) - . - l‘—’./.
Threaten N o] 7 - ! 4 3 6 2| 1 |73
e 1 @ | - ™ (3) (2) @, @ | @
Physical N 53 | 10 32 | 21 50 12] 26 | 12
punishment (18) | (2 an | ae) || an | @ Q9 | an .
Other N - - - - v |1 o 7
o - I - 6 | @ M (D
Eg;’g:”;o—”’ia—‘l—‘—’_’ e it et "'_""!"-““‘—' - - e T . < ——
response 293 ! 47 131 115 297 | 56| 136 105

¥*Chi~square significant at .01 level.

IV-15



Table IV-1f., "The 4312 greis something in store": distribution
of all rceponses - rural.

. R R R K T 1 M 2
T RESPONSTS CSONRL ONEN CHORTWTTOLG  TOTAL N SHORY LOMG
Ixplanation o254 a9l a0 0 6 [ 15 ] 19
s 1oado lasal as) las) [o@3) (2001 (26) ¢ (27)
pistraction N 20 4 54 5 | 10 [y 20 5 { 7 [ 8
3 (13) 1 (18); (o) L @as)y (b o3y (a7, (12) ! (11)
Negative rein- wopos2 11 17 i 24 |1 45 8 | 17 24
forcerent with- ‘ (34) 5 (39 (28) { (36) [, (31)° (27); (30) | (34)
out punishiont ’ | | } | l '
Positive N 3300 s 16 | 12 | 16 a1 8 4
reinforcement 5 (21) :(lﬂ)f (27) 1+ (18) (10) (133 ] (14) (6)
Threaten ¥ 71y 2 ) 10 2 | 4 4
(5) | (4, (3) | (6) (6) (7)Y (7) (6)
Physical . N oyo17 | 20 11 j s |17 4l s 8
punishment g | (1) 1 (7 A8 [ (6) | (11) (13) (9)? (11)
Othér N -1 -] - ‘ - i 5 1] 11 3
. - - - - (3) (3] (@] (4
$ e o — . LT T T T T -~ "'.::.'_..__.__._’ -y ' ., :
Basec: total 4 ' ; { i ,
responses 154 28 1 69 f 66 || 157 ! 30 ‘ 57 { 70 !
*Chi-sguare significant at .05 level.
The chi-square analysis performed on the distribution of all
responses maintained the same format as those performed for first
4

responses. That is, responses of explanation, distraction and
negative reinforcement were compared to those of positive reinforce-
ment, threat of punishment and physical punishment. FHere too, a
significant difference occurred between highly and less invclved
urban subjects at T2. The highly involved parents were ﬂorc likely
to choose the more adaptive solutions te the situation at hand

than were the low involved parents. |

ERIC

e A IV-16



E

O

As Tablecs 1V-1l c&f show, significant diffevences occurred
between T1 and T2 among the total urban samwnle and among both
urban and rurael short-timc members. The significant differences
reprecscent an increcase (in T2) in the nunber of respondenté
reporting solutions in the first clustor, i.c., explanation,
distraction and negative reinforcerment. Although not reaching
statigtical significance, all other categorics of parents reported
response patterns in the same general direction. The only ex-
ception is new rural parcnts whose reports of responses within

the first cluster remaincd virtually the same.

While relatively few mothers mention punishment as a
first solution, a far greater number cventually think of resorting
to physical punishment. In fact, among urban mothers, physical
punishment is the third mﬁst frequently mentioncd response alter-
native. However, a shift has occurred. 2t T1l, physical punish-
ment was a moie popular response among urban parents than was
explanation; at T2 the reverse is true; Among all rcspondeﬁts,
the usc of explanation as a means of solving the problem situation

has increased.

One mother who attempts to use explanation responded: "I
explain why they can't have the thing. There arc other ways of
getting to a child -- whipping doesn't do it. They comprchend

more than we think theyv do."

The idea that children can understand was not subscribed to

RIC
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by 21l mothers. A rural parent with several children replied:
"It's no use explaining and I don't have the time." While this
mother admitted to being somewhat harried and pressured for time
amidst her numerous daily chores, others felt that it was important
to offer some form of explanation, no matter how limited: "I'd
talk to him gently ard if he doesn't put it back, I'd take him

into a back room and tear him up, that's the way I do my kids."

After offering solutions to deal with the situation at
hand, some mothers made mention of alternati#;s they would use
in the future in an effort to avoid recurfen;e of the problem.
For the most part, these responses, coded under "other" on the
Tables, all amounted to leaving the child at home when a shop-
Vping trip was necessary. Said one mother whose first responée
was to spank the child: "I would make him stay in the car or
at home from then on. I'd take away his pleasures like soft
drinks or candy bars." ' Another mother who had first‘suggested
explanation and then distraction, finally said, "The truth is,

I never go to the grocery store with my children unless my

husband is with me for moral support."
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1.3.4. Age and context - relevant responses: Time 2

Table IV-1g. "The child grabs something in the store:" age
’ appropriate response; understands emotional needs
of child/context of situation.

) T URBAN RURAL
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW CIIORT | LONG TOTAL | NEW ; SHORT | LONG
AGE APPROPRIATE |
RESPONSE i
Yes N 15 1 8 6 2 1 - 1
3 (11) | (4)] (14) | (12) (3) | - (3)
No N 120 25 50 45 73 13 28 32
% (89) I(96) (86) (88) (97) (93)| (100) (97)
UNDERSTANDS
EMOTIONAL NEEDS
OF CHILD/CONTEXT
OF SITUATION _
Yes N 6 2 2 2 - - - -
3 (4) (8) (4) (4) - - - -
"No N 129 24 56 49 75 14 58 33
% (96) | (92)1 (96) | (96) (100) | (100Y] (100) |(100)
Base 135 | 26| 58 | 51 75 | 14| 28 | <33

Only eight'percent'of the total sample mentioned that the
solution chosen would depend upon the age of the child and only
3% indicated that the solution wou!d depend upon either the

emotional needs of the child or the context of the situation.

One mother who expressed an awareness that solution_be—
havior might be age-dependent responded: "If the child is in
the basket, I can push the basket away. If he's older, I can

slap his hand and tell him 'no, he can't have it.'"
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As can be seen from the data, the presentation of such

age-dependent alternatives was rare.

1.4 Teaching danger avoidance

Thg‘second item was "How do you go about teaching a baby
not to do something that can huft him?" In the pretest, this
very'general question was followed with'a couple of examples,
€.9., going near a hot stove or running in the street. These
were omitted from the final instrument so as not to restrict

respondents' freedom of choice by illustrations.

7

A problem in coding the data for this item was that the
example chosen can determine to some extent the tYpe of solution
offéred. For instance, in teaching fire avoidance a mother canl
put her child's hand near a flame or hot object to let him feel
how uncomfortablé the heat is. Some mothers even allowed their
children to be hurt in minor situations. These solutions WOuld.
be unacceptable in the case of teaching a child not tc run into
thé street or not to swallow possibly poisénous substances. It
can be reasoned, however{ that a mother who knows effective ways
of teachihg her children to avoid harm will select instances
through which those methods may be communicated to the inter-

viewer. Seven codes were develcped:

° EXPLANATION::
Verbal explanations of the danger of the object or situatiomn.

«

° DEMONSTRATION:

Approximating the danger for the child, acting out a
situation of mock harm.
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° DISTRACTION:

Occupying the child elsewhere.

o REMOVAL:

Removing the object to a safe place or removing
the child from the object and keeping an eye on him,

°© VERBAL DISAPPRCVAL:

Telling the child not to do it.
¢ PHYSICAL PUNISHMENT
° IGNORING:
Taking no counter-measure at all, allowing the child

to be hurt, presumably in situations that are not
very serious, :

1.4.1 The number of solutions

Table IV-2a. Danger avoidance; distribution of number of solutions -

urban. ¢
T T W E 1 ; TTME 2
_ ‘ (1) | (2)° (3) (4) (5) | 16)
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LonG |!TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
One response N 24 4 13 | 7 26 6 11 9
% (18) | (15} (22) { (14) (19) | (23); (19) | (18)
TwoO responses N 60 13 24 23 76 - 14 33 29
3 (44) | (50)] (41) | (45) (56) | (54)] (57) | (57)
Three responses N 46 8 19 19 31 6 12 | 13
_ % (38) | (31)] (33) | (37) (23) | (23)] (21) | (25)
Four responses N 5 1 2 | 2 2 - 2 -
% (4) (4) (3) (4) (1) - (3) -
Mean number . AU} - 1
of solutions 2.24 | 2.23] 1.8412.31 || 2,07 | 2.00] 2.09] 2.08
S.D. .78 | .7s! .81| .75 || .69 | .68 .72 .65
Base | 135 | 26 | 58 | 51 || 135 | 26| 58 | 51
tl-2= 2,06; P=%.05
£2-3=-3.11; P=¢.01
t2-5=-1.75; P=<,05
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Table IV-2b. Danger avoidance; distribution of number of solutions -

"rural. L
T T T ME 1 g T INE 2
. (D ] (21 T3 @) (5] (5)
RESPONSES TOTAL { NEW 'SHORT |LONG || TOTAL | NEW SHORT !LONG
One response N 13 2 5. 6 12 3 4" 5
% | (17) | (14)] (18) | (18) (16) | (21) | (14) | (15)
Two responses N 38 6 13 19 a2 | 7 18 17
3 (51) | (43) (46) (58) (56)! (50) | (64) | (52)
Three responses N 18 41 9 5 19 ;2 6 11
$ | (24)! (29)! (32) ! (15) (25) | (14) | (21) | (33)
Four responses N -6 2 1 3 2 2 - -
$ (8) | (14); (4) (9) | (3) ! (14) - -
fMean number T o i T - ‘ - - o
of solutions 2.23| 2.43] 2.2102.15 || 2.15| 2.21 2.07 |2.18
S.D. 82| .90 .77 | .82 || .71| .94| .59| .67
Base 75 | 14 ] 28 | 33 || 75 | 14 | 28 | 33

At T1, shortg%ime urban parents offered significéntly fewer
solutions than did either new or long-time urban rcspondents.
However, at T2, there was a significant increase in terms of the
pumber of responses gengratéd by this subgroup. The only other
subgroup to increase at all in this aréa was loné—time rural
subjects, and this increase was slight. 1In general, the mean
number of solutions generated by any subgroup decreased from T1
to T2. This is primarily the result of an increase in the number
of subjects giving two alternatives and a decrease in the three
or more solutions category. This is particularly true émong
urban respondents, the sample showing the greatest decrease in
mean number of solutions. The data are not supportive of the
expectation that new parents would increase in the number of
alternatives presented and that long-time parents would offer the

greatest number of solutions.
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1.4.2 Tvpes of solutions: first response

Table Iv-2c., Danger avoidance; distributicen of first responses -

urban.
r T T I WML I T7 T I 1 E 2
RESPONSES | "TOTAL | EW  SHORT | LONG | TOTAL NLW 1SIIORT [LONG
Explanation N 49 71 23 19 67 14 28 25
' % (36) | (27)] (40) | (37) || (50) | (54)] (48) | (49)
N |
Teaching by N 25 7 9 9 33 4 14 15
demonstration % (18} | (27) (16) (18) (24) (15) (24) 1 (29) -
Distraction N 1 - - 1 2 2 : -
3 (| - - (2) (1) | (8) - -
Removal of N 16 | 6 7 3 13 5 5 3
object % (12) - (23) (12) (6) (10) (19) (3) 1 (6)
Verbal N 26 , 3| 11 12 2 - 1| .1
disapproval 2 (19} | (32)| (19) 3 (24) (1 - (2) (2)
Physical N 13 | 2 6 5 7 1] 3 3
punishment % (10) (8)! (10} | (10) (5) - (4) {5) (6) |
Ignore N 5 1 2 2 11 - "7 4 |
% (4) (4) (3) (4) (9) - (1.2) (8)
Other N | - - - - - - - - |
SO T s it N B SR ARt U -
Base | 135 | 26| s8 | s1 || 135 ] 26| 58 51 |
L}
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Table IV-2d. Danger avoidance; distribution of first responses -

rural.
T 1 M 5 1 TI ML 2 E
RESPONISES TOT,AL - NLVW SHORT  LORG TOTAL . NEW 'SHORT LCNG |
Explanation N 24 2 6 @ 16 40 8 17 | .15
. ) (32) | (14)| (21) | (48) | (53) | (57) | (61) | (45)
Teaching by N 9 2 5 2 5 1 2 2
demonstration % (12) | (14) ] (18) (6) | (7) (7) (7) (6)
Distraction N 6 1 - 5 | 3] - 1 2
% (8) (7) - (15) (4) - (4) (6)
Remnval of N 6 1 3 2 12 2 2 8
objéct g (8) 1 (7)) (11) i (6) (16) | (14) (7) | (24)
Verbal N 15 3 9 | 3 | 4 1 2 1
disapproval % (20) | (21) ] (32) | (9) - (5) (7) (7) (3)
Physical N 10 4 3 3 i s 2 3 -
punishment % (13) | (29) ] (11) (9) |. (7) | (14) | (11) -
Ignore N 5 1 2 2 i 5 . - 1 4
] (7) |- (7) (7) (6) |: (7) - (4) | (12)
I
Other N - - - - ! 1l - - 1
2 - - - -l - - e
Base 75 | 14| ze | 33 || 75 | 14| 28 | 33

In order to perform chi-square analyses fér this item,
categories of response were coded explanation, teaching by demon-
stration, removal of object and verbal disapproval were compared to
those whose responses were to physically punish the child or ignore
the situation. Again, the first set of responses are grouped
together beccause they are judged to represent a more constructive

approach to the problem than do the seconc set.
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Using these categories of response for comparison, a
significént difference was produced for the solutions offered
by highly and less involved urban respondents at Tl. As with the
situation in which the child grabs an unwanted item, highly
involved parents were more likely to choose more adaptive means
of hand;ing the pehavior suggested i% this particular situation

than were less involved parents.

In terhs of longevity, although the number of solutions'
generated did not increase in T2, there wés a shift in the type
of solution offered as a first response. A greater éropoftion
of parents reported explanation, teaching by demonstration and
reméval of the object as a first choice in T2 while the prOportibn
of parents sﬁggesting physical punishment decreased. Among long-
time parents, the pattérn appears to be to give more adaptive
first responses, but fewer answers overall. Perhaps this is a
case in which more knowledgeable mothers feel that there is
really only one good solution. When é child takes an unwanted
item from the supermarket, he is causing an annoying interference.
When he enters a situation of potential harm to himself, the
matﬁég is more serious. It may be a case of having the more

potentially serious situation being considered more directly
!

and'precisely than the less important one.,

Judging from the distribution of first responses, it appears
that mothers consider it necessary to take an active and longer

. range approacn to the situation. -That is, fewer mothers reported
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at T2 that they would simply sgy "no" to the child as a megﬁs of
prqtecting.him_from danger. Rather, ‘ they explain the situation
to the/child, eitﬂer verbally or dcmoﬁstratively, in an effort
to‘avoid potential problems in the future. This seems to' be
especially true of urban parcnts. Seventy-four percent of the
urban parents report either explanation or teaching as a first

response in T2.

It is possible that the high proportion of responlents
reporting explanation and teéching is a result of the subjects'’
interpretation of the item to mean how should one handle this
situation. The interview setting allows for a degree of
objectivity and remoteness that is not present in arsituation
of potential danger. That is, during an interview the parent
has the opportuniéy to think about the appropriate means of
dealing with a problem, the conditions of which she herself
constructs. However, in actual situations of danger, the parent
must often act immediately in order to avoid harm. While the
proportion of parents who rcpofted that they would in some way
remove the object of danger or remove the child from the situation
increased in T2, it is not as high as one might expect nor is it
probably a fair indication of the number of persons who would
actually respond in this manner giﬁen a real situation of potential

danger.
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1.4.3 Types of solutions: all responscs

vable IV-2e. Danger avoidance; distribution of all responscs -

urpan.
! T IMZE 1 | ‘ TIME 2 '
RESPOIISES TOTAL | MEW - SHORT - LONG ¢ TC - Al! NEW cSIIQRT! LOIG
Explanation N 72 12 34 | 26 |- 86 16 | 37 33 .
\ $ 0 (28) | (2] (27) (22) | (31)] (31)} (30) ] [(31) ;
Teaching by ©~ = | 44 11 19 | 14 . 49 9 19 ;
demonstration & | (14) (L9)f (15) | (12) |+ (18) | (17)] (16) | (20,
! ! [y !
Distraction N 3 - 17 2 | 8 | 2 4 2
: 3 | (1) - (LY t o(2) i (3} (4 (3) (2)
Removal of N | 45 11 20 | 14 4; 421 8, 20 | 14 i
object 5 | (15) | (19} (16) .+ (12) , (15)! (25), (16)i (13)
{ ' o P
Verbal N i 33 ) 51| 13 |15 ii 8 1 1] 3 4
disapproval g+ (11) l (S)f;(1Ql/le3) - (3)} (2)§ (2) (4) .
3 T ' ' : . :
.7 | physical N i 76 14§ 29 33 4y 52! 8! 231 21
7 punishment 5 1 (5% 1 (2)} (23) | (28) ;i (19)¢ (15)] (19) ! (20) .
Igno¥e"™ Ny dbmef 4l T 78 H 317 s i 9 |
NN B 6y . (7): (&)  (7) i (11); (13); (12); (8) .
7 St ! o 'y . .
Other/§ N i 10 ; 1) <3 1 6 i 30 2 -0 2
: s b3y 2y 2 ) )@ -] (@)
Base::totai ikf-_—f¥ T : o i L//) !
responses ' , 302 ! 58 1126 118 279 | 52 121 | 106
-\&. i - ’
i

L4 \‘1 . '
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Table Iv-2f. Danger avoidance; distribution of all responses - ?

rural.
L S S — T L2
' RESPOXNSES | TOTAL, NuWl | STORT | LONG : . TOTAL - NEW SLiomT LOUG
Explanation N 37 7| 13 | 17 |i 53 | 9 21| 23
3 (22) {(20)] (21) | (24) || (33) 1 (29), (36)] (32)
Teaching by N 21 | 3 9 9 || 18 | 3 | 7 I
deronstration % (12) | (9)] (14) [ (13} || (11) i (10); (12) (1i1)
DPistraction N 9 1] 2 6 (1 14 3 l' 2 | 9
E (5) (3) (3) | (8) ! (9) } a0y, (3)} (12)
Removal of NoLo18 | 4 8 6 {1 29 | 7| 84 14 |
object 3 (11) 1@2); 3) | (8) | (18) | (22)] (14)] (19) !
verbal N 26 1 51 15 g 117 2 2 3
disapproval ? (17) 15| (24) a0 @ 6! (3)] ()
Physical N 3119 ‘ 11 a1 ' 21y ¢ 6 - 100 5 |
punishment 3 (1e) :(26)} (18) (15) ¢ (13) - (19)} (17)} (7)
Ignore N 15 0 3] 3 9 - 17 | - 81 9
| : g (10) © (9); (5) |(13) . (10) , - | (14); (12)
v | ' ' !
| other N g | 2 i 1 500 2 1) -] 1
| % (5) * (6)! (2) (7) () (3}, - (1)
. ] ' '
l Base: total 5_‘1‘m__~—7*m— 1T '?—; o i l ' |
|  responses | 167 ' 34 62 71 161 ! 31 : 58 72
L : L ! .

The chi-square analysces performed on the data presented in
Tables IV-24 and 2e utilized -the same response categories‘as'were
developed for first solution responses. Involvement data for this
item yieclded a significant difference among rural respondents at
Tl. Here again, the difference was in the predicted direction,
i.e., highly invélved parenis chose the more adaptive and educative
solutions to the situation than did less involved parents. No
other differen;es across involvement proved significant.

//

L
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Differcences across lonaovity subgroups diminish when all
responses gencrated arc distributed. With few exceptions, ﬂow.
and oﬁgoing parents arrive at similor responses in’similar
proportions. Although physical punishment is mentioned slightly

more often amono urkan than rural members, the response pattern

across locale also shows few differences.

e While an occasional mother would offcr a first rcéponse
such as: "if they touch a plug 1 whip them," fot tﬁe most part,
few motﬁers_chosc physical punishment as a fifst and only technicgue
for déaling with situations of danger. Most often, pugishment was
used in conjunction with other solutions or as a finél responsc
when it became clear that the child might in fact be hurt. Said
one exasperated mother: "1 try to explain things ﬁo my kids, but.
you rcally can'‘t talk to my children. Some kids you can explain

. to, but not mine. I tell them 'no,' I tgll them it'é dangerous,

. i
but they don't listen. Sometimes sctting their tails on fire is

the only way.

Ignoring the child's behavior or allowing him to be hurt
presents a_similar siﬁuation. While it is not a frequent first
solution, some parents resort to this technique in the end; "My
Ehild used to cut up everything with a knife. I couldn't get
him to stop. 1I. finally told him to cut himsclf. He made a
little cut and when he saw the blood he didn't play with the

'

knife again.”
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The feeling that "e» serience is the best teacher" does not
always necessitate theé parent taking an active role in providing
the experience: "I try not to scare my children. I t?y to make
them understand the situation by having them think about what
they know about it. I always ask them, ‘what do you think will

happen?' My son saw a kid run over - he's very careful now."

1.4.4 Age and context - relevant solutions: Time 2

Table IV-2g. Danger avoidance; age appropriéte response -
understands emotional needs of child/context
of situation.

R URBAN I RURGAL
RESPONSES i TOTAL NEW SHORT ; LONG TOTAL . NEW | SHORT | LONG
AGE APPROPRIATE !
RESPONSF. ‘
Yes N 16 1 6 .9 6 3 2 1
3 (12) (4); (10) | (18) (8) | (22) (7) (3)
No N | 119 | 25| 52 | 42 69 | 11| 26 | 32
3 (88) | (96)! (90) | (82) (92) | (78)| (93) | (97)
UNDERSTANDS '
EMOTIONAL NEEDS
OF CHILD/CONTEXT |
OF SITUATION 1
' Yes N 5 2 2 1 3 - 2 1
g | (4) (8) (4) | (2) (4) - (7) (3)
No N [-130 | 24, 56 | 50 || 72| 14] 26 | 32
3 (96) | (92)! (96) | (98) |i (96) [(100)! (93) | (97)
' Base | 135 26 - 58 | 51 |' 75 | 14, 28 | 33
= i . 1

Age appropriate responses were offered by only 10% of the

-

total sample. For the most part, age appropriate responses usually

%, entailed the removal of harmful objects as a precautionary measure:
G
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"You can't depend on saying no and slapping their hands.
They're just curiows, especially the young ones. With them,
the best thing to do is to try to get the dangerous object out

of their way."

"What to do depends on how little they are. Keep your
house ‘'childrenized' so that you don't have things they can't

..... 5=

have in their reach."

‘Solutions that considered the context of the situation or
the particular éhild's needs were offered by only 4% of the
respondents. One mother said: "My child frightens very easily.
He's a nervous baby. I don't wanna frighten him so I always

talk to him with tenderness."

1.5 Nuisance termination

This item presents a situation that may be the most common.
of all, general\irritating fowdiness: "Suppose that your baby
is Pkugging you,\e.g., turniﬁg his cup over, pulling things down,
throwing things out of his c¢rib and then yelling for them. How'

do you handle him?2?" .

Some parents noted that the item seemed to specify a crib-age
child. 1In such cases, interviewers loosened the instructionsg to

include any child who is being a loud, demanding nuisance.

7his item necessitated some codes not used with the two
previous ones. In particular, responses of checking to see if

something is wrong with the child, and of giving comfort and
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reassurance, where appropriate. Responses that could be construed

as teaching -- explaining to the child why he should not misbehave -~
were encountered in small measure at Tl and were thus merged with
supportive, comforting response. Also, threats of punishment did

not exceed the 2% level at Tl for either first or toal response

and so these were merged into the verbal disapproval category.

In all, seven codes were employed:

° INVESTIGATION

Looking to see if the c¢hild is wet, sick, hungry, etc.

° SUPPORTIVE
Giving the child attention, including picking up,

holding, rocking, talking to him.

© _ ° DISTRACTION
Diverting his attention with a toy, a pacifier, a walk,

taking him to another location.

° VERBAL DISAPPROVAL
Yelling at the child, threatening punishment, shaming

him, taking an authoritarian stance.

® TISOLATION
Making him take a nap, putting him alone in a room, N

P

separating him from his things, withdrawing privileges.

©® IGNORING
Letting the child continue without any parental attention

whatsoever.

° PHYSICAL PUNISHMENT
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Table IV-3a.

.5.1

The number of solutions

Nuisance terimination:

distribution of the number

of solutions - urban.
T 3 M E 1 T I ME 2
, (1) '+ _(2) 1T 13) @ T .5 T ©
RESPONSLES NEW - SHORT| LONG TOTAL: MEW ' SHORT | LONG |

One response N 4 11 8 20 5 ! 8 7
% (15). (19)| (1e6) (15)1 (19)1 (14) 1 (14)

TWwo responses N 14 i 24 24 79 13 36 30
% (54): (41) (47) (59)' (50) (62) (59)

Three responses N 8 i 19 15 33 | 7 13 13
% (3l)f (33)1 (29) (24): (27) (22) (25)

Four responses N - i 4 4 3 i 1 1 1
B - (7) (8)| (2) 1 4y (2) (2)
Mean S 2.15 2.28 2,29 || 2.14 j2.15 [2.12 [2.16
s.D. .66 | .85 | .82 | |77 | 65 | .67

Base: number of ; ; ' ‘

respondents 26 | 58 51 ; 135 © 26 ' 58 51
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Table IV-3b. Nuisance termination; distribution of the number
of solutions - rural.

5 TIMEE 1 T I1IME 2

; (I 2y o 1ET , (4) . (5) (6)
RESPONSES . TOTAL . NEW ' SHORT: LONG'' TOTAL| NEW |SHORT | LONG
one response N|oo22 i 6 8 8 || 12 3 5 4
3 | (29) | (43)} (29)} (24)}! (16)] (21). (18) | (12)
TWO responses NG 36 | 6 10 | 20 T 7 15 20
3| (48) 1 (43)] (36)] (61):i (56)| (50)| (54)| (61)
Three responses N @ 15 | 1 | 9 i 5 i; 18 3 8 7
B20) (M) (32) ) (A5) )1 (24); (21); (28) | (21)
Four responses N 2 11 L - 3 | 1 - 2
E (3) | (7) (4) | - b (4); . (7) - (6)
| Mean 1.96 :1.78 2.11 4191 2.16 2.14 |2.11 [2.21
! - i ! '
| s.D. .- ] .86 .86 ; .62 . | .83 | .67 | .73
. Base: number of . ‘ - l i// i
| respondents .75 | 14! 281 33! .75 14 | 28 33
i i : ! f ] )

t3-6= -1.77; P=<X,05

At Tl, the pattern seen in the previous items in which urbén‘
parents offered the most alternatives is maintained. In T2 however,
rural parents sth-a slight increase in the average number of
responses generated so that subsample differences are ob;iterated.
With the exception of long-time rural respondents, whose number of
solutions incréased significantly from Tl to T2, there were no other

significant differences either within subsamples or over time.
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Table 1V-3c.

Types of solutions:

first response

Nuisance termination;

distribution of first

responses - urban.
| T 1 kM B 1 TI1IME 2 :
7 | ? . P # '
RESPOKSES ! TOT.Z L I NFW - SHORT | LONG ' TOTAL | NEW | SHORT ' LONG :
Investigation Nf 15 j 2 g l f 17 1 4 12 f
] (11) ‘ (8)1 (12) | (12) |} (13) (4) (7) | (24) ;
] ‘ |

Supportive N 25 | 4 | 9 12 29 7 14 8

1 (19) ( (A5): (16) | (24) | (22) | (27)| (24) | (16)

Distraction Nl o141 11 8l 5 24 | 4 12 8
| (o) | @' as ] ao) (18) | (15)| (21) | (16) |

Tsolation N|oo27 | 64 9 | 12 15 3 8 | 4

2| (20) | (23)) (16)  (24) (11) | (12)] (34) ; (8)
Verbal N| 21 | 5| | 7] 1 1|5
disapproval % (15) | (19)] (19)‘ (10) 5y (4] (2) | (10) |
Ignore N 8 | 1| 4|l 2a 6| 11-] 7|
B (6) I (4): (5) (8)1) (18); (23)] (19) | (14) |
Physical Ni 25 | 7% 11 : 7 || 16 | 2 8 | 6 |

punishment s (19) | (27)° (19)' (L4),, (12); (8)] (14) | (12)
Other N - o= == 3 2 -1
3 - -t - = @l e - @)
Base: | 135 26 58 51 135 . 26| 58 5L |

* Chi-square significant at .05 level.
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Table IV-3d. Nuisance termination; distribution of first
responses - rural. —

T 1T 1M 5 L 1 T I NLE 2

* ! i * !
RESPONSIS TOTAL | NEW | SHORT i LONG 'TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Investigation N 4 - 1| 3 5 2 -1 3
vl G)Y | - (&) (9 (7| Al - (9
Supportive N 21 1 11 | 9 19 4 4 11
B (28) |, (7)] (39) | (27) (25) | (28)! (14) | (33)
Distraction N | 20 7 7 [ 6 11 - 6 5
$ | (27) | (500 (25) | (18) (15) -1 (21) ] (15)
Isolation N | 10 ~ 5 { 5 14 2 7 5
g | (13) - | (18) | (15) (19) | (14)p (25) . (15)
Verbal . N 8 1 3 4 6 1 3 2
disapproval g 1 (10) | (7] (1) | (12) (8) (7)  (11) (6)
Ignore N 6 2 - 4 9 1 3 5
3 (8) y (14) - (12) (12) (7)) (11).{ (15)
Physical N 6 | 3 L] 2 7 2 £ 1 1
punishment. % (8) | (21) (4) ; (6) (9) 1 (14)  (14) (3)
Other N | - i - - - 4 2 | 1 { 1
% - 4 - - | = . (5) (14)* (4) " (3) i
Base: 75 l 15"“‘"*55‘"7‘”55“"M"'"“55‘ -'iZi 28 33
{ ! L

* Chi-square significant at .05 level.

In order to .perform the complement of chi-square analyses,
reSpoﬂse categories were collapsed so as to allow for a sufficient”
N in each cell. Responses coded investigation, supportive action;
and distraction were compared with those coded isolation, verbal
disapproval, ignoring child's behavior and physical punishment.
The first set of reéponses was grouped together because they were
judged to represent a more positive and adaptive approach to childish |

fretting than was the second set of responsecs.
L}
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At T2, the total urban sample tcported more adaptive solutions
(i.e., investigation, supportive and distraction) with significantly
greater frequency than was true at Tl. Such a change indicates
movenent toward a less punitive approach in dealing with the child's

irritating bchavior.

On the whole, the total rural response pattern shows no change
over time. The new and short-time rural members did, however, show
some interesting changes.(/;;>Tl, 50% of the new rural subjects
reported that they would attempt to distract the child as a first
means of handling the situation. at T2, not one member of this
group offered such a solution, although investigation and supportive
behavior did become more popular respoﬁses. Among short-time members,
there was a significant shift in response pattern in thé opposite
direction to what had been expected. That is,‘a£ T2, significantly
more of the short-time members were relying upon second cluster |
responses (isolation, verbal Aisapproval, ignoring and physical
punishment) as a first choice technique.for terminating the child's

'nnoying actions. .
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1.5.3 Types of solutions: all responses

Table 1V-3¢. Nuisance termination; distribution of all
responses - urban.
f T I ME 1 : T 1 ME 2
. ) - . khk W ‘ R ! i x 3k 3 ’ o :
RESPFOLISES TOTAY, ¢ NEW 'SHORT l TL.ONG-{  TOTAL| NEW 1SHORT ! LONG
Investigation N1 28 i 4 10 | 14 23 2 8 18
sl @l @ an || dn| @] 6| a6
Supportive i 45 1 10 18 | 17 || 52 11 23 18
| a5 ias), Ao | A4 L a8 | ol a9 | as)
Distraction N 33 @ 3 16 ' 14 4§ 50 11 23 | 16
5 l (11) | (5)| (12); (12) |, (17)] (20)] (19) | (14)
Isolation N 6L | 16 | 23 | 22 || 41 g | 10 | 14
Tosl (20) ) (28) ) (17) 0 (19) ©, (14)] (14)| (15) | (13)
Verbal Ni 35 | 5! 19 |11 | 18 2 | 4. 12 |
disapproval S ! (11) I (9) (14)| (9) O (6) (4) (3) (ll)%
Ignore N 36 } 7 17 1 12 || 47 13 | 17 17
- s 1 o(12) L a2y a3 o) i | 16| (23)} (14) | (15)
| Physical N 67 | 11 | 29 | 27 45 6 | 26 13
. punishment 5 0 (22) | (2001 (22) 0 (23) || (16)| (AL)| (21) | (12)
' Other N - l - - - 1] s 30 03 2
| e e N E A C RGN B )
i Base: total_ i ”i .i ! l
| responses i 305 , 56 | 132 ' 117 || 289 56 1 123 | 110
! t ! ! | , |

* Chi-square significant at .05 level.
*** Chi-square significant at .001 level.

p
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Table IV-3f.

BN
\

~

U e

responses - rural.

e

s

. V\ L.l ,. - . . -
Nuisance termaxiation; distribution of all

1

JRUSUUISSSY S

L TIN5 ¥ TIME 2
RESPONSES __‘f TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG | TCOTAL, NEW |SHORT  LONG |
Investigation N z 10 1 3 6 16 ) 4 )
' % (7) (4) (5) | (10) (10) | (20) (7) (8)
Supportive N 35 5 15 15 36 5 12 19
% (24)~] (20)| (25) | (24) (22) (17)} (20) | (26)
Distraction N 32 7 14 11 || 28 5 9 |v 14
s | (22) | (28)] (24) | (17) 7y} an{ @s)| (19)
Isolation w27 3| 12 | 12 16 2| 71 77
v a8 | a2)| @o | a9 I ao| (M| a2 | @o) |
Verbal N 17 3 6 8 ||l 19 4 8 7
disapproval s | o(12) | a2)| (o) | a3 || (2)] 13| (14) | (10)
Ignore N | 13 2 6 5 || 27 2 | 11 14 |
% (9) (8)| (10) (8) (17) (7)1 (19) | (19) |
Physical N | 13 4 3 6 [ 15 4 6 | s i
punishment 3 (9) | 6y (5) [ o) ;1 (9] an| o) | (7D |
Other N - - - - 5 2 2 1
% - - - - (3) (11 (3) (1)
r Base: total ; ii- %
| responses ! 147 25 59 63 5 162 30 59 i 73
{ H .

Chi-square comparisons were made between responses coded

investigation, supportive behavior and distraction and responses

coded verkal disapproval and physical punishment.
ignoring the child's actions were not included as

analyses.

successive solutions.

It was felt that while these solutions

maladaptive as a first response, they were rat%er

neutral as

isolation and

responses/ in the

might be relatively

If after checking to see if ‘there is anything

wrong with the child, and then making an effort to provide him with
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attention and an interesting plaything, the child is still cranky,

then ignoring the behavior may be the most adaptive solution. H

Chi-squares werc significant for new and short-time urban
meﬁbers as well as for the urban subsample as a whole. At T2,
significantly fewer urbane parents were resorting to punitive‘
action as ®n alternativ: than was true at Tl. No significant
changes occurred among long—Eime}urban parents or Within the
rural subsample. It is interesting to note, however, that tﬁe
responses of these groups were similar in proportion to those of
new and short—tfme urban members. That is, more long-time urban
and rural respondents tended to select investigation, supportive
behaQior and distraction as a means of handling the situation in

Tl and thus there were no significant changes over time.

The range of solutions within each category of response was
wide. Most mothers select a combination of behaviors to handle
the situation, often resorting to physical punishment when
previous solutions Were,not effective or,when-the mothers' level
of tolerance had been over-reached. The followiﬁg'illustrate

the variety of alternatives presented: .

"Give him juice and water to relax him. I try to find out

what's wrong with the baby before I start spanking."

"I would change the child's environment. I try to find out
what the child wants. Sometimes children act that way when

they're tired."
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"Explain to my child that he shouldn't do those things. 1If.

he does, I beat him."

"My children never play in a crib. When they're awake
they're ont of the bed. I have them hélp me. It's a lot

easier keeping them busy that way than fighting them off."

"If they're acting like that, I find it usually works if

mama spends some time with him. I give him paper to tear,
t

things like old phone books."

"Tell her to stop. If she doesn't stop I take her over to:

g \
my mama. She knows how to handleiher." \i

"Take the kid out of the crib. If he's big enough to row
things out of the crib, he's big enough to be out. If f%e
kid throws a toy out of the crib, put it in the closet so he
can't have it. Pretty soon you'li have a closet full 5f
toys, but that's O.K. -- the kid'll learn he cag't throw

things.™
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1.5.4 Age and context -~ relovant responsces: Time 2

Table IV-3g. Nuisance termination; gge appropriate response -
understands emotional A@eds of child/context of
situation.

: URB AN , RURAL
RESPORSES _TOTAL T NEW T SHORT [TONG |, TOTAL ~ NEW | SHORT | LOLG
AGE MPPROPRIATE !
RESPONSE i
Yes N 13 3 7 3 9 2 4 3
% (10) (12)&\1;2) (6) (12) | (14)! (14) (9) |
No N 122 | 23] s1 48 66 12 24 30
T (90) | (88) (88) ! (94) (88) | (86); (86) | (91)
UNDERSTANDS %
EMOTIONAL NELDS |
| OF CHILD/COXTEXT e
i CF- SITUATION i
! : : .
Yes N |16 4 5 7 5 1 1 4 3
g0 (12) | (15) (9) | (14)- (7) 7y, (4 (9)
{ No N o119 221 53 |as | 70 | 13! 27 | 30
! = 1 (88) i (85)] 191) [ (86) ; (93) | (93)° (96) ! (91)
. Base | 135 | 26 | 58 |51y 75 | 14 28 | 33
! é P ’ | a

Ten percent of the entire sample reported responses that
either took into account the age of the child, his emotional

reeds or the context of the situation.

Said one mother: "I might hit the older child, but the

ounger one doesn't understand, so I won't hit him."
Y g .

A few perceptive mothers viewed the.child's behavior as a
response to their own frame of mind at the time: ."He might be
acting like that because of the mood that I'm in. I try to hold

back my temper."
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l.6 Nocturnal crying

"If you baby refuses to go to sleep when you put him down

at night -- if he won't stop crying -- what do you do?"

Many mothers stated that they never had encountered the
\.

\\\/ problem. Hence, & fair measure of make believe had to be
. N

encouraged. Seven codes were generated:

( ¢ INVESTIGATION
Léoking to see if the child,is wet, sick, hungry, cold,

etc.

° SUPPORTIVE
Rocking, ho.ding, cuddling, lying down with the child,

taking the child into bed.

° VOCALIZATION

Talking, singing, humming, etc.
® FELDING

¢ TIRING OUT

;Letting the child stay up to play until he is tired.

°  IGNORING

Letting the child cry.

°  PURISHMENT

Actual or threatened.
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1.6.1 The number of sclutions

Table IV-4a. HNocturnal crving; distribution of the number of

solutions - urban.
T I ME 1 | TIME 2 :
P () (2) § (3) 4) + 5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL: NEW SHORT! LONG TOTAL | NEW ! SIIORT| LONG
One responsa nio21g o4l s 5 8 17 6 { 5 6
3 (16): (15). (16); (16) (13) (23), (9)] (12)
“fwo responses M| 51 8, 23 | 20 77 | 101 37 | 30
S| (8] Bl (40)] (39) || (57)| (38)] (64)| (59)
Three responses N | 45 12 | 17 | 16 || 38 | 9! 15 | 14
- (33)1 (46): (29) 1 (31) || (28) | (35), (26)| (27) |
Four responses N { 18 : 2| 9 1 7 || 3 1l 1 1
% (13),  (8) (16); (14) (2) (4)) (2)‘ (2) |
¢ ! i .
tean |2.44 2.46 ,2.45 (2,43 112.20 2.19 [2.21 [2.20
t ! ' ! I { ' .
s.D. | | .86 1 .93 1 o1 ) | .83 | .61 | .66 |
Base: number of i ; ! l ,‘ o
respondents 135 26 58 . 51 || 135 26, 58 | 51 |
| J | ' ) i . :
./"’
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Table IV-4b. Nocturnal crying; distribution of the number of

solutions - rural.
i TT w6 L | TIME 2
| (1) (2) (3F 1471) (5) (6)
RESPONSES | TOTAL] NEW | SHORT| LONG || TOTAL! NEW | SHORT| LONG
One response N 13 2 7 4 13 3 4 6
S (17)| (14); (25)1 (12) (1731 (21){ (14){ (18)
TWO responses N1 26 4 7 15 40 7 17 16
% g (35) | (29)) (25)1 (45) (53){ (50)] (6l)] (48)
Th#ee responses N ‘ 20 6 8 ¢ 6 18 3 7 8
\ %' (27) ] (43)r (29) | (18) (24) 1 (21)] (25)] (24)-
[}
Four responses N 16 2 6 8 4 1 - 3
3 (21) | (14)} (21) | (24) | 5)]  (7) - (9)
Mean 2.52 12.57 i2.46 2.54 || 2.17 |2.14 |2.11 |2.24
S.D. .90 j1.08 | .99 .83 | .62 | .85
Base: number of ,
respondents {715 14 28 33 75 14 28 33
! | ”
LN

Amnong all parents, the differences in the number of solutions
generated aid not Vagxyconsiderably across longevity} This was
true at both interviéw times although at T2 there was a tendency
to offer fewer solutions. Although no differences were significant,
it can be seen that this is the first item on ﬁhich, at T1l, rural
parents generated more alternatives than did their urban counterparts.
In addition, the greatest mean number of solutions was achieved by
new rather than by ongoing members. This pattern is not maiﬁtained
at T2, At tﬁis time urban parents once again offered the most

solutions and the majority of parents gaVe only two responses.
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1.6.2 Types of solution: first response

Table IV-4c. Nocturnal crying; distribution of 7irst responses -
r.4 urban.

T I M&E 1 K TIME 2

RESPONSES TOTAL T NEW | SHORT  LONG ' TOTAL | IIEW | SHORT . LONG I
Investigation N 38 8 13 17 55 6 23 26
s | (28) | (31)] (22) | (33) (41) | (23)] (40) | (51)

A

Supportive - N 35 7 21 7 32 7 14 11
2| (26) | @2n)] 36) | (1a) || 24) | 21| 4] (22)
Vocalization N 6 - 1 5 7 2 4 1
% (4) - (2) | (10) (5) (8) (7) (2)
Feeding N| 16 4 7 5 7 2 3 2
% (12) | (15)} (12) | (10) (5) (8) (5) (4)
Tire N|{ 12 [+ 3 5 4 10 3 5 2
% (9) | (12) (9) (8) (7)) (12) (9) | (4)
Ignore N| 23 | 4 9 | 10 22 s 8| -9
s | (17) ] (15)] (16) | (20) (16) | (19)] (14)] (18)
Punish N 5 | - 2 3 2 1 1 -
% (4) - (4) (6) (2) (4) (2) -

Base: 135 26 | 58 | 51 135 | 26 58 51 |
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Table IV-4d. Nocturnal crying; .distribution of first responses -

rural.
- T 1 MHE 1 [ T I ML 2

REGPONSES TOTAL | Nuid L SUGITT T LOHG | TTOTAL [ NEW | SIIORT | LOSG
Investigation N 10 1 4 5 17 - 7 | 10
k3 (13) (7)] (14) | (15) (23) - (25) { (30)

Supportive N 39 7 13 19 35 9 11 | 15
o 3 (52) | (50)| (47) | (58) (47) ] (64)] (39) | (45)
Vocalization N 2 1 1 - 7 1 3 3
$ (3) (7) (4) - (9) (7)]  (11) (9)

Feeding N - - - - - - - -
2 - - - - - - -~ -

Tire N 11 4 4 3 5 1 2 2
% (15) | (29) | (14) (9) (7) (7)) (7) (6)

Ignore N 11 1 5 5 9 2 4 3
% (15) (7)1 (18) | (15) (12) | (14)] (14) (9)

Punish N 2 - 1 1 2 1 1 -
sl )| -1 @] (3) 3| M W] -

Base - 74 14 | 28 33 75| 14 28 33

Categories of responses were again collapsed‘in order to
permit Chi~square analyses. Responses coded investigation,
supportive behavior, vocalization and feeding weré judged to be
adaptive approaches to the situation and were thus compared to
those responses coded tiring the child, ignoring the child's
behavior and punishing the child. This latter set of responses
were judged to be less adaptive approaéhes to handling a crying

child who will not settle down to sleep.

No significant differences were produced by the data on

involvement.
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With fcw exceptions, the most striking differences occurred
along the urban/rural dimension rather than that of longevity
of membcrship. At 11, there were no significant differences in
response pattern across the longevity variable of each subsample.
When chi-square analyses were performed to compare the change in
response for each level of longevity over time, again, no

significant differences were found.

At both times, the combination of investigation and supportive
behaviors constituted the first response pattern of the majority of
‘mothers. bnowever, ﬁhere were urban/rural differences of note for
each of these solutions. At both interview times, urban mothers
were more likely to check to see if something was wrong with the
child (28% at T1 and 41% at 7T2), than were rural parents (13% and
23%). At T2, investigation was the most commén response of ongoing
urban members; these respohdents were twice as likely to check the
child than were ne urban members. While urban parents chose
investigation as.a first solution, their rural counterparts tended
to provide comfort and/or support for the child (52% at Tl; 47% at
T2), as a first scluﬁion for handling the situation. In both cases
however, the alternatives chbsen are adaptive first responses to

ite situation.

At neither interview time did rural parents mention feeding
the child as a first solution. A% Tl, rural parents, particularly
new ones, were more likely to allow the child to stay dgnthtil he

was ready to go to sleep than were urban parents.
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While for the first time punishment does not appear as a major
first responsc category, at both times, approximately 15% of the
respondents reported thaot they would attempt to ignore the child's
Crying. Said onc mother: “tie's spoiled enough as it is. He just
wants mama to pick him up -- I don't. I just let him holler til

he goes to sleep."

1.6.3 Types of solutions: all responses

Table IV-4e. Nocturnal crying; distribution of all responses -

urban. .
( TIME 1 q TIME 2
' l ; ‘
REESPONSES l TOTAL | NEW |{SHORT | LONG 1 TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Investigation N 72 | 13 29 30 78 12 33 | 33
e (22) | (2001 (20) | (24) 1| (28) | (21)| (26)| (29)
Supportive N| 76 } 16 | 37 | 23 62 | 11| 28 | 24 |
g | (23) | (25)1 (26) | (18) (21) | (19)] (22) | (21) |
Vocalization N 18 2 | 6 10 28 5 11 12 |
% (5) (3) (4) (8) (10) (9) (8) | (11)
Feeding N 43 11 | 20 12 || 19 3 11 5 |
% (13) 4 (17) . (14) | (10) | (6) (5) (8) (4)
Tire N 37 g8 | 17 | 12 || 25 71 12 | 6 |
20 (11) | (12) : (12) ’ (10) | (8) | (12) (9) (5)
‘ ' i
Ignore N 67 | 11 | 28 | 28 (| 58 | 13| 25 20
30 (20) (A7) (20) | (22) |1 (20) - (23)) (20) ) (18)
" Punish NI 17 30 5 1 9 i 22 6 5 | 11
s G)Y L By ), (M (myrao ) 4) ] (10)
Other N - R 4 1 - 3 1
T e T A ¢ B B A (2) (1)
Bace: total ' : | i
responses 330 + 64 . 142 124 'E 297 ; 57 128 112
i i ]
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Table IV-4f.

rural.

)

Nocturnal crying; distribution of all responses -

T I M E 1 T I MZL 2
H f . | . ‘
RIESPONSES TOTAL : NEW !SHORT " LONG ! TOTAL! NEW | SHORT| LONG
Investigation  N| 27 51 9 | 13 |} 22 1 9 | 12
% (14) | (14)} (13) { (15){, . (13) (3); (15)} (16)
Supportive N 66 12 E 22 | 32 |, 46 10 15 21 |
B (35) {(33)] (32) ; (38) @ (28)| (33)] (25)] (28)
Vocalization N 26 | 41 13 | 9| 29 61 10 13
Yl | ang dao janj; as) | ol an| a1s)
Feeding N| 10 s 01 s i 16 4 3 9
% (5) { AL)| (1) i (6) ! (lo)| (3)] (5)] (12)
Tire Nl 28 | 7 |12 09 13 1 8 4 |
% (15) ! (19): (17) ; (11) (8) (3)] (14) (5) {
Ignore N| 23 | 4] 9 | 10| 17 5 7 5
, 3| (12) jan; a3 a2 1o | anp a2y (7
Punish N o | - 31 | 13 2| s 6
g Gy - @ ) (M (&) (8)
Other N SR T B B 7 1) 2 4
3 - = - = @ 3y 3y (s
Base: total i f' S 'w. ' _mew_—m—m~m"~
"~ responses I 189 36 | 69 ' 84 163 30, 59 74
! ; :
The same sets of response categories were used to perform
chi-square analyses on the data presented in Tables IV-4e and f. liere

again, no significant differences were found either in terms of

longevity or involvement.

When all responses are considered, punishment still remains

relatively low as'an option to handling the situation.

In this

instance, parents are more likely to investigate, comfort or speak

to the child in an effort to help him go to sleep.
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Ignoring the child's behavior was a more common second or
third response than it was a first. Arter making certain that '
the child was not wet or hungry, one mother said that: "I just
lock the door and let him cry himself to sleep. I know there's
nothing wrong with him and crying is good for the lungs." lHowever,
for some rothlers the sound of the baby crying is difficult to
accept. O©Cne such parent said: "I can't stand to hcar her cry.

I can't gel a thing done with all that noise. When she gets like
that I just take her out and let her crawl around or watch T.V.
She usually falls aslcep on the floor and I bring her back to

/her crib." A mother who used the same technique did so for
different rcasons: "If he's not tired there's no use in trying to‘

force him to sleep."

For many parents, attention involved giving the child a batﬁ;‘
several mothers mentioned that they used the bath to relax the
child. Said one: "If I feel he's nervous, I give him a hot bath

and grease him down. I know he'll go to sleep then."

ot every parent wanted to spend the time that might be
necessary to settle the child for sleep. One mother said: "I
just yell at the child and tell 'em to keep quiet. I've spent
all day with him and now it's time for him to sleep." Another
mother said that she tells her children that "somebody outside
is going to come and get them if they don't sleep. That does it."
One mother, after offering her suggestions for handling the

situation finally said: "children is just a lot of trouble."
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1.6.4 Age and context - relevant responses: Time 2

Table IV-4dg. Nocturnal cryving; age appropriate response -
undzrstands enolional needs of child/context
of situation.

N ! RU R AL T

o ; URDB T T
1 RESFOQSES CTOTAL - NEW ;§59RT i LONG | TOTALT WIW ]SHORT: LONG
AGE APPLROPRIATL ! l
RESPONSTE
Yes NI 10 - 6 4 10 1 5 4
s - an | o) (13) | (7)) (18) | (12)
No Nl 125 26 52 47 ™. 65 13| 23 | 29
s | (93) [(100)] (90) | (92) (87) ] (93)| (82) (88)
UNDLRS'EANDS
EMOTIONAL NEEDS '
OF CHILD/COKRTEXY .
OF SITUATION
Yes 1 21 4 6 11 10 - 3 7
sl (16) ] (15)] (10) | (22) |l (13) - any n !
No wi 114 | 220 52 0 40 ! 65, 147 25 1 26
i (84) ) (85) (90) | (78) . (87)  (100); (89); (79)
- Base ) 135

26| 58 | s51.(. 751 14, 28| 3%

Relatively few parents considered either the age (10%) of
the child or the context of the situation (15%) in determinﬁng
their responses. 2mong' those parents who did, considerations of
this nature were more likely to occur to ongoiné members.
Twenty-one percent of all long-time members offered solutions that
tbok into account either the emotional needs of the child or the.
particular situation. Iilustfative of this was the response of
one such mother: "I know my child - if she's crying iike that it's .

" 3 . t "
because she needs attention and wants to receive affection." From
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. .
another parcent: "He usually cries if he hasn't scen me all day.
Tt's his way of letiting me know I haven't paid enough attention
to him, When it lLappens, I set by his bed and talk to bhim til

he goes to slecep.”

In terms of age, somevmothers nentioned that while they
might give extra attention to a baby they would not do the same
for an older child. One mother, who provided attention for both
older and younger children made a differentiation in terms of the
type of attengion she woula give: "I'll hold the baby for a wbile

and maybe give him a bottle. I read a story to the big boy."

1.7 Sharing behavior

vIf your baby is playing with another child, and only wants
what the other child has, what do you do? How do you témch him -

to share?"

Seven codes were developed for this item:

°  EXPLANATICON
Verbal explanation about why sharing, taling turns, is

important.

°© DISTRACTION - ’

Attempts to get the child involved in something else.

° REMOVAL Or TOY

Neither child is.allowed to play with the toy.
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° VERBAL DISAPPROVAL

° TERMINATION OF CONTACT
The children are,separated and/or the offending child .

is removed.
° IGNORING BEHAVIOR
° PHYSICAL PUNISHMENT

1.7.1 The number of solutions

Table IV-5a. Sharing behavior; distribution of the number of
solutions - urban.

TIME 1 " TIME "2

(1) (2) (3) - - (4) (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LONG .|{TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LONG
One response- N 53 - 8 23 | 22 28 6 9 13
% (39)} (31)| (40)) (43) (21)}. (23)] (16)] (25)
Two responses N 46 10 | 22 14 74- 13 35 26
' 2 {34)} (38)f (38)| (27) (55)1. (50)| (60) ) (51)
Three responses N | . 31 g | 11| 12 29 5 12 12
% (23)} L} ((19)] (24) (21)| (19)) (21)| (24)
~Four responses N 5 -1 2 3 | 4 2 27 -
- : % (4) - (3) (6) (3) (8)= (3) -
Mean 1.91 12.00 |1.86 |1.92 2.07 }2.12 {2.12 |1.98
S.D. .78 | .84 | .95 .85 | .70 | .70
Base: number of E i .
respondents 135 26 58 | 51 135 26 | 58 51

t2-5= -1.80; P=<,05




;

Table IV-4b. Sharing behavior; distribution of the number of

solutions - rural.
TIME 1 TIME 2 —
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LONG TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LONG
, One response ‘Nl .26 4 9 13 16 4 6 6
: ' 2 | (35)] (29)} (32)| (39) (21) ] (29)] (21)} (18)
Two responses N 34 8 13 13 41 5 19 17
% (45)| (57)| (46)| (39) (55) ] (36) "(68)] (52)
Three responses N 14 2. 6 6 14 4 3 7
% (12)] (14)] (21)} (18) (19) 1 (29)} (11)} (21)
Four responses N 1 - - 1 4 1 - -3
- 5 (1) - - (3) (5) (7) - (9)
Mean - 1.87 |1.86 {1.89 {1.85 2.08 12.14f 1.89 (2.21
\
S.D. : .64 .72 .82 _ .91 .56 .84
Base: number of
respondents 75 - 14 28 33 75 14 28 33

t3-6= -1.74; P=<,
t5-6= ~1.69; P=<
With the exceptién of rural short-time parents whose mean
number of solutions remained stable from‘Tl to T2, all other
longevity subgroups offered a greater number of élternatives in
T2. Statisticaily significant differences over time occurred among
short-time uvrban and loné-time rural parents. Within subsamples,
the only significant differencé was between short-time and long-
time rural members at T2; long-time parents generated more alternatives
than did.shért—time parents. Although not statistically significant,
it is interesting to note that new parents in both subsamples '
generally offered as many,' if not more, solutions than did ongoing
parents aﬁ‘both interview times.
O
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Table IV-5¢c.

1.

7.2 Types of solutions:

first response

Sharing behaviocr; distribution of first responses -

urban.
L I TIME 1 T T I ML «

[ RLSPOLIGIS TOTAL | NEW  SHOR'T | L.ONG | | TOTAL| NEW | SHCORT | LOLG
Ixplanation N 59 9 28 22 77 16 35 26
% (44) | (35)] (48) | (43) (57)( (62)| (60) | (51)

Distraction N 26 9 12 - 5 21 5 9 7
% (19) | {(35)| (21) | (10) (16) | (19)} (l6) | (14)

Removal of toy n 7 2 2 3 10 1 2 7
o (5) (8) (3) (6) (7) (4) (3) | (14)

Verbal N 40 5 16 13 8 1 4 3
disapproval % (30) I(19) (28) | (37) (6) (4) (7) (6)
Separate N 2 1 - 1 8 - 3 5
children 2 (2) (4) - (2) (6) - (5){ (10)
Ignore N - - - - 4 - 3 1
"\ 3 - - - - (3) - (5) (2)

\l
Physidal N 1| - - 1 - - - -
punishment % (1) - - (2) - - - -
Other N - - - - 7 3 2 2
Q - - - - (5)] (12) 3y (4)
Base 135 | 26 58 51 135 | 26 58 51 |
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Table IV-5d.

rural.

4

Sharing behavior; distribution of first responses -

T I MR i T I ME 2
RIESPONGES TOTAL 7 NEW | SHORT . LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Explanation N 33 7 5 11 36 7 12 17
2 (44) | (50) | (54} | (33) (47) | (50} (43) | (52)
Distraction N 28 2 7 19 22 4 9 9
% (37) { (L4)] (25) | (58) (29) | (28)] (32) | (27)
Removal of toy Iy - - - - 5 3 1 i
% - - - - (7) { (21) (4) (3)
Verbal N4 12 s! 5 2 7 |- - 3 !
disapproval % (26) | (36)] (18) (6) (9) -1 1) | (12) :
! 1
Separate N 1 - 1 - 1 - - 1
children % (1) - . ™) - (1) - - (3);
Ignore N 1 -1 = 1 2 - 2 | - ?
. : % (1) - - (3) (3) - (7) =
) t
: : !
Physical N - - - - - - - -
punishment % - - - - - - - -
Other N - - - - 2 - 1 1]
$ - - | - - (3) - (4) | (3)
Base 75 | 14| 28 | 33 75 | 14| 28 | 33
The chi-square analyses performed on these data compared
responses coded explanation and distraction with those coded
removal of toy, separation, ignoring the behavicr and physically
. punishing the chiid. While the first set of responses were
considered to comprise more adaptive approaches than were the
second, verbal disapproval was not included in either. Verbal
disapproval was considered to be a rather neutral first response i

to handling the situation at hand. It was felt that telling the

child not to continue his behavior without further explanation was
neither an educative nor a punitive approach in attempting to teach
the child to sharec.

ERIC -
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The analysecs of both involvement and longevity data produced
no significant differences in the types of responses offered as a

first soiution.

Aniong all respondents at T2, the single most frequently used
receponse cateyory was cxplanation. With the exception of short-time
~rural parents, 43% of whom reported this response, the majority
of parcnts said that they-would try to explain the importance of
sharing as their first method of handling the situation. At T1,
this alternative was more commonly chosen by ongoing urban parents
than by new urban members; at T2 these differences across longevity
diminished. In fact, at T2, new urban members report using this

method more often than do any other subhgroup.

~

Overall, distraction is the next most popular alternative as
a first response. This is particularly true among short-time rural
members. Distraction is an especially effective technique to use
with young children who may not understand either the explanation

or the reason why the toy may not be available to them.

While 21% of the short-time rural respondents reported removing
the toy from both children as a first response, for the most part,
the proportion of parents offering solutions other than explanation.
or distraction was relatively small. Not a single parent suggested
that they would physically punish Fhe child as a first responsc in

T2. N
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1.7.3 Types of solutions: all responses

Table IV-5¢. Sharing behavior; distribution of all responses -

urban.
TIME - 1’ ‘ T I M E 2
R |
RESPONS}T!S/ TOTAL | NEW ' SHORT ! LONG ! | TOTAL | NEW -1 SHORT | LOXG
Explanation n| 90 | 18 i 39 | 33 93 | 18 | 41 | 34
5| (35) | (35)] (36) | (34) (33) | (33)] (33) | (34)
Distraction N 61 15 27 19 || e1 15 29 17
3 (24) | (29)] (25) | (19) 122) | (27)] (24) | (A7)
Removal of toy N 20 4 11 5 31 6 14 11
g (8) | (8)] (10) | (5) an | ! ay ! oan
Verbal N{ 46 | 6 19 7| 21 | 23 3 6 14
disapproval 3 (18) (12} .(18) | (21) | (8) (5) (5) 1 (14)
Separate N| 18 3 s [ 10 || 39 9 | 17 | 13
children 3 () | (&) (5) | (10) || (14) | (16)] (14) | (13)
Ignore N 3 1 1 1 9. - e 3
% (1) i (2} (1) (1) ! (3) - (5 (3)
Physical N 7 1 1 3 34| 12 1 6 | 5
‘ punishment 2] G| @ | 3| @ | @ G 6
Other N| 32 | 4] 3 6 (| 11 3] 4 4
% (5) | (8) (3) (6) ! (4) (5) (3) (4)
Base :“t—';otal' i i l ' - —lh o —mm——i»———w———_--_"_-_.ﬁ
responses i 258 ' 52 | 108 98 | | 279 55 | 123 101
i ! v : .
j\/"\ /
\\‘\_//
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Table IV-5f. Sharing behavior; distribution of all responses -

rural.
TI ME 1 K T I M E 2

RESPONGES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT LONC TOTAL | NEW | SIIORT | LONG
Explanation N 48 8 18 22 48 9 16 23
% (34) | (31) (34) (36) (31) | (30) (30) | (32)
Distraction N 42 6\ 14 22 ~ 49 9 17 23
% (30) (23)1 (26) (36) (31) } (30) (32) | (32)
Removal of toy N 10 1 5 4 12 3 5 4
% (7) (4) (9) (7) (8) | (10) (9) (5)
Verbal N 17 | -5 8 4 13 1 3 9
disapproval" 3 (12)  (19)} (15) (7) (8) (3) (6)+(12)
Separate N 10 1 4 5 12 2 3 7
"~ children % A7) (4)| (8} (8) 1| (8) (7) (6) | (10)
Ignore N 3 1 1 1 5 - 4 1
3 (2) (4) (2) (2) (3) - (8) (1)
Physical N 7 4 1 2 10 5 3 2
punishment 3 (5) | (15) (2) (3) (6) { (17) (6) (3)
. Other N 3 - 2 1 7 L 4
™ 3 (2) - | {4) {2) (4) (3) (4) (5)

Base: total ) N - ]
responses - 140 26 53 61 156 30 53 73

The sets of response categories were modified in order to
perform chi~sguare analyses on the data for all soiutions generatéd.
-for'these data, responses” coded explanation aﬁd distraction were
compared to.those of ignoring the child's behavior and.physical

punishment. Verbal disapproval was once again excluded from the

ta

. 3 . . <, .
analyses for reasons previously discussed, in addition to separating
the children and removing the toy. While termination of contact

and removal of the object were considered somewhat maladaptive as
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a first response to the situation, it was felt that they attained
a level of neutrality when othovr alternatives had been previously

attempted. Such analyses produccd no significant differences either

in terms of the involvement or longevity data.

The most frequently used response when all solutions generated
are considered remains coxplaining to thé child why toys should be
shared and encouragement of turn-taking behavior. One mother said
that she found teachipg the importaﬁce of sharing much easier when
"I include myself in the turn-taking. The children like to have me
play with them and they like to have me use their toys." Explanation
often entailed some kind of teaching behavior, but it didnot .always

involve the parent. Illustrative of this point are the following:

"They learn better from other children than from me

explaining."

"I let the bigger children show the smaller children how

to play."

"I got 16 kids. I taught the oldest one how to share and
she taught the others. When there are 16 kids they gotta

learn to share."

Distracting the child's attention was an option selected by
one-quarter of the parents at T2. While many parents reported
that they would search for another toy that the child might enjoy,
several parents said that they prepare for just such contingencies:

"I make sure that there are enough toys for bhoth children to play
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with." A good number of mothers said that, particularly when
their own children are playing together: "I keep two of most

toys around. That way nobody has to fight over it."

Some parents did not feel that they should teach their
children to share or that explaining the situation had to
necéssarily result in both children using the item. The

following examples serve to illustrate these feelings:

"7ell her it's not hers and if the other child wants to

play with the toy she has to let her."

o
\
\

"I don't thiﬂk it's a good policy for children to share

everything."”

"If it's food, I teach them to break it. If it's a toy,

I have each one play with their own."

"Ivdon't force my children to share. I don't encourage
my children to play with other children's toys. I like them
to have their own so they can say, ‘'this is mine.'"

If it did not seem that the situation was going to be
solvéd'equitably, parénts Zhen appeared to resort to separating
the children or remoQing the toy from both children. Some
pargnts'mentioned'that these were techniques they used with
their own children, but could not use when another person's
child Qas involved. These two methods were used more frequently

o

by urban than rural parenEs.
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Verbal disapproval, i.e., saying "no, don't do that" without
further explanation, ignoring the behavior and physical punishment
were used less often in response to this situation than to others.

Although verbal disapproval is used morxe poften by long-time parents

than by any other subgroup, the proportion of parents reporting

any of the three above-mentioned categories is small enough to

suggest that parents feel it is necessary to react in a manner

that will better ensure the termination of this type of undesirable

social behav

ior.

That is, parents seem less likely to ignore or

tolerate non-sharing actions than they do annoying or irritating

behavior. While parents appear to be able to ignoré‘a child who

is anuisance at home, they are not as ready to allow a child's

poor behavior to impinge on his relations with others.

1.7.4

Age or context-relevant responses:

Time 2

" Table IV-5g.

Sharing behavior; age appropriate response -
understands emotional needs of child/context
of situation.

URBAN RUPRAL ;
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL | NEW |SHORT| LONG
AGE APPROPRIATE '
RESPONSE
Yes N 15 3 7 5 7 1 3 3
3 (12) { 12)] (12) | (12) (9) (7) } (11) (9)
No N 119 23 51 45~ 68 °| 13 25 30 |
3 (88) | (88)] (88) | (88) (91) | (93) (89)] (91)
UNDERSTANDS ‘
EMOTIONAL NEEDS
OF CHILD/CONTEXT
OF SITUATION
| * Yes N 2 1 1 - 1 - - 1
% (2) (4) (2) - (1) - - (3)
No N | 133 | 25 | 57 51. 74 | 14 | 28 32
3 (98) | (96) | (98) 100) || (99) !(100):(100)i (97)
o | Base 135 | 26 | 58 | 51 75 | 14 | 28 |33
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Only three parents offered responses that in any way .
considered the emqtional needs of the child or the context of
the situation. .This small number seems to support the idea
that parents will make every effort to termination this type
of behavior. 1In essence, parents are saying that there are no

circumstances that make such be . »r permissible.

In terms of age appropriate responses, the porportién of
parénts who take age into account is also small: 10% of ali
respondents. Several mothers recognized that sharing behavior
can only bé encouraged past infancy. For instance: "at a
certain age a child doesn't know how to share. Therelisn't
mucﬁ you can do until a child is old enough." This particular
mother went on to explain that while éhé would try'to teach her
older child the importance of sharing, she would have to suffice

with distracting the youngest.

1.8 Aggression toward others

"Supposing your child hits another child, what do you do?"

This item presented a éituatién familiar to all parehts.
JHowever, in the course of offering solutions, many parents reversed
the siutation. That is, they reéponded in terms of their child
being hit by another child. For the most part, such responses were
offered to explain that the choice of solution varied with the type

of aggression.
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Eight coding categories were developed for this item:

°© INVESTIGATION

Inquiry into the underlying reason.

° EXPLANATION
Hitting is wrong, if child hits others they will hit

him.
° <vVERBAL DISAPPROVAL

° HUMILIATION

Shaming the child, demanding apologies.

° RETALIATION : ‘
Child gets "paid back" because the other child Pits him.
;
° TISOLATION
Removal of child.

° IGNORING

° PHYSICAL PUNISHMENT
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' 1.8.1 The number of solutions

Table IV-6a. AggressionAtoward others; distribution of the

number of solutions - urban.
T TN E 1 '; T T M E 2
(1) (2) (3) -] 4y [ (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTAL] NEW { SHORT! LONG ‘|| TOTAL| NEW | SHORT| LONG
One response N 32 9 11 12 L1 3 1 7
- %} (24)) (35)) (19) (24) (8)) (12) 2)1 (14)
Two responses N| 66 7 36 23 79 14 37 28
% (49)] (27) (62)}{ (45) || (59)] (54) (64) | (55).
Three responses N 31 9 8 14 42 8 | 19 15
: 3 (23) (35) (14) (27) (31) (31) (33) (29)
Four reéponses N 6 1 3 2 -3 1 1l 1
% (4) (4) (5) (4) (2) (4) (2) (2)
Mean 2.08 |2.08 |2.05 |2.12 2.27 |2.27 | 2.34 |2.20"
S.D. .91 .73 .81 .71 .54 .69
Base: number of ; -
respondents 135 26 58 51 135 26 58 51
t2-5= -2.42; P<.01
o Iv-66




Table IV-6b. Aggression toward others; distribution of the

- number of solutions - rural.
', T ME 1 T I ME 2
1y () (3) (4) | (5) (6)
RESPONSES TOTALl NEW | SIHORT’| LONG TOTAL| * NEW ! SHORT| LOIG
One respohse N 12 4 6 2 13 2 5 6
3 (16)| (29); (21) (6) (17)] (14)] (18)] (18)
Two responses N 33 5 9 19 36 7 12 17
3 (44) (36) (32) (58) (48) (50): (43)| (52)
Three responses N| 25 5 12 8 24 | - 54 11 8
% (33) | (36) (43)} (24) (32) (36); (3%9)| (24)
Four responses N 5 - 1 4{ 4 2 - - 2
3 (7) - (4) | (12) (3) - - (6)
Meah 2.31 |2.07 [2.28 |2.42 2.20 | 2.21 ;2.21 [2.18 |
S.D. .80 | .84 | .78 .67 1 .72 ] .80 |
Base: number of . | - imf“- j
respondents 75 14 28 33 75 14 28" 33
Sl

With the exception of long and short-time rural parents, the

number of responses genérated.by each subgroup increased from Tl

to T2.

The number of solutions generéted by short-time urban

participants increased significantly in T2. 1In addition, whereas

at Tl, 66% of the new urban and 72% of the new rural members offered

two or more responses, at T2 these percentages were 89% and 86%

respectively.
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1.8.2 Types of solutions:

first response

Table IV-6c. . Aggression toward others; distribution of first .

responses - urban.
T T M E 1 TIME 2 7
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG| | TOTAL | NEW | SHORT r;ONG
Investigation N 16 4 3 9 32 7{-10 | .15
3 {12) | (15) (5) | (18} (24) | (27)] (17) | (29},
Explanation N 29 6 14 9 34 6 19 ‘9
% (21) | (23)| (24) | (18) (25) | (23)] (33) | (18)
Verbal N 23 5. 11 7 12 3 8- | .1
disapproval % (17) | (29| (19) | (14) (9) | (12)] 4y ] (2)
Humiliation N 3 - 1 2 2 | 1 1 -
3 (2) - (2) (4) 2y 4y (2) ~
\ Retaliation N 16 2 7 7 18 2 8 8
g (12).] (8) (12)] (14) (13) | (8)]. (14) | (16)
Isolation N 7 3/, 3 1 7| 2| 3| 2 i
% (5) } (12) (5) (2) (5) (8) (5) (4) !
Ignore N 3 1 - 2 7. 1 - 6
% (2) (4)-: - (4) (5) (4) - (12) !
Physical N 38 5119 | 14 22 4 9 ‘9
punishment % (28) | (19) (33) ] (27) (16) | (15)| (16) | (18)
Other N - -~ - - 1 - - 1
2 - - - - L - - (2)
Base 135 | 26 58 51 {]. 135 | 26{ 58 | 51
/
Q .
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Table IV-Gd. Iggression toward others; distribution nf first

responses = rural.
T ! B TIME 2 -
i P g 7
RESPONSES roraL | Now | suoRrT | LONG || TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG |
Investigation N 6 - 2 4 13 1 7 5
% (8) - (7) { (12) (17) (7)) (25) { (15)
Explanation N 12 - 5 7 24 6 8 10
2 (16) - (18) | (21) (32) | (43)] (28) (30) |
Verbal N 15 5 7 3 7 1 4 2 |
~disapproval % (20) | (36) (25) (9) (9) (7)1 (14) (6)
Humiliation N 2 - 2 - 1 - - 1
% (3) - (7) - (1) - - (3) |
Retaliation N 6 2 1 3 13 3 6 4 |
% (8) | (14) (4) (9) (17) | (21)] (21) (12) |
Isolation N 8 - 3 5 5 - 2 3
2 (11) - (11) | (15) (7) - (7) (9)
Ignore N 3 - 1 2 3 - 1 2 |
% (4) S (4) (6) (4) - (4) (6)
Physical N 2 7- 7 9 9 3 - 6 |
punishment % (3%) | (50) (25)1 (27) (12) 1 (21) - (18) ,
Other N y - - - - - - - i
3 - - - - - - -
Base ~ 75 14 |-. 28 33 }l 75 14 28 33 ;

In terms of the chi-square analyses performei on these data

comparisons were made between recsponses coded investigation,
explanation and Qerbal disapproval and those éoded humiliation,
retaliation, isolation, ignoring the situation and physical
punishment. Decisions to collapse the categories into thc.above
sets were based again on thc adaptiveness of>the approach; the
first sebl of reSponées Qas judged to be more adantive than the (
sacond. Using these sets, a significént difference was found

between high and low involved rural subjects at Tl: highly .
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involved subjects were most likely to choose more adaptive

approaches as first solutions to the situation. No significant

differences occurred either within subsamples or across time.

At 71, physical punishment was the response mentioned by
more peoplc than any other solution. This was particularly tcue
for new rural members among whom 509 chose this as their first
technique for handling the situation. New urban parents, on
the other hand, were less likely than any other group to use

physical punishment (19%).

At T2, the proportion of parents choosing physical punishment
as a first rcsponse decreased markedly. At tﬁis :ime, explanation
was the most frequeh;ly mentioned technique followed by investigative
behavior. In addition, the number of persons reporting verbal
disapproval, i.e., saying "no, don't dc that" withoﬁt further
‘explanation, at T2 was half that at Tl. Overall, but particularly

among new rural parents, the shift in responsc pattern was in the .

expected direction.,
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1.8.3 Tvpes of solutions: all sy~ sponsces

Table IV-Gc. Ilggression toward others; distribution of all
responses vourban.

r T ITHE 1 [ TTHE 2 _
____RESPONS:NS | TOTAL | NEW | SHORT M\JJ TOTAL | NEW | SIORT | LONG
Investigation N 23 5 i 5 Jgi 38 8 12 18
E (8) (9):  (4) | (12) (12) | (14) (9) ] (16)
) T -
Ixplanation I 53 10 24 19 73 12 34 27
5| (19) ] (19 (20) |- (18) (24) | (20) ] (25) | (24)
Verbal N 39 7 . 18 14 30 9 14 7
disapproval § 1 (14) | (13} (15) | (13) (10) | (15)| (10) | (6)
Humiliation N 14 11 6 7 11 3 4 4
% (5) (2); (5) (6) (4) (5) (3) (4)
Retaliation N 31 5 | 13 13 38 6 21 11
¢ ) (9 (1) | (12) (12) | (10)| (15){ (10)
Isolation N 37 1 11 115 11 34 8 14 12
%0 (13) | (20). (13) | (10) (11) | (14)| (loy | (11)
Ignore N 7 2 2 3 12 2 1 9 !
S (2) 4y« (2) (3) (4) (3) (1) (8)
Physical N 77 13 1 36 28 69 11 36 | 22 |
punishment % (27) | (22), (30) {(26) (22) | (19)] (26) 1 (20)
Other N - - - - 2 - - , 2 '
s -1 -1 - - 1y | - -1 @
Base: total ,_,_.____%.A_- g.-,_‘ﬁ.(~____i,_____.._r.__,_- T T ‘—“_m"_“mﬂ'
responses 281 | 54 119 l108 307 59 | 136 | 112
! : i AJ

Iv--71



Table IV-Gf. Aggression btoward othoers; distribution of all
Yosponses — ruratl.

L o 1 1 Mo 1 : T 1 M K 2 L
t ‘ i ' i i
RESPONSLS ' TOTAL ‘ Nil SHORT I LC':?S-.’,‘E_M_I_'L_‘OFL‘{A.I. ' npw |SHORYT| LOXG
Investigation N 7 | - 3 S 4 ii 19 3 7 9 .
o (4y 1 .- (5).1 (5) i (12) 1 (10) ) (11)} (13)
Explanalion K21 ) 2 7 | 13 | 38 7| 14 | 17
i o2y ) () ey by (23) ) (2331 (23) (24)
Vernal 31 49 11 11 4" 201 3 g | . 9
digapproval ool (1) | (31)) (007) | (14) |} (12)1 (20)| (13)]| (13)
Humiliolion N7 1 - 4 3 ] 6 2 2
“ @y - (6) (4)y (4} (6) (3) (3)
Retaliation Nooo13 | 2 4 7 0 22|, s 10| 7
s 8) 1 {7y () | (9) || (A3)] \16) (16); (10)
Isolation N4l | 5 15 21 | 32 /3] 1! 18 |
€ 24y (A7) (23) | (26) ] (19), (lo)| (L2)| (25) |
Ignore N s | - 300 2 4 3 - 1) 2
& 3y - (5) (3) ] (2) | - (2)1  (3)
Physical N 43 i 11 16 16 |1 23] 8 7 8
punishmont T 23)(38) ] (25) 1 (20) 1 (14), (26) an! an
i ; i | ;
Other N 5 11 1 301 - 2 - 20 -
- < (3) | (3) (2) 4y |1 (1), - (3)1 -~
. Base: total o I e
| responscs | 173 | 29 64 | 80 |i 165 31 62 | 72
; ‘- | i |

The chi~square analyscs on these data maintained the same
response category sets as those for first response with one
exception: responses coded isclation were excluded from the

P :
analyses. It was felt that isolation became a2 somewhat neutral
approach tol/ the situation when preceded by other solutions.

Using thesel cateogories, no significant differences were produced

by either the involvement or longevity data.
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Among -urban parents, when all options arxe talen together,

nont 1s the second most popular responsc, preceded
"First 1'd explain that you shouldn't hit. If
tht didn't work it would be time for me to get me a switch., T
can't stand no hard-hoeccced kids. I teach the children to love

and that other children 1s friends of his.™

In the rural sample, cuplanation is the most freguently
montioned method, follOWCd’bz_isolatioh and then physical
punisiuuent. While new rural parents are somewhat more likely

. Lo use physical punishcht than are ongoing rural parents, with
e

few exceptions, the Jdifferences across longavity in both subsamples

at T2 are not very great nor particularly consistent.

With some of the previous items, mothzrs would sayvthat they
never come up against the situation or they might offer one or
two methods and then sav, "I'm not svre what I'd do if that didn't
wvork." Such was not the case with this particular item. In most
instances, the mother was vefy certain of how she would deal with
her child's aggressive behavior and when all else failed she felt
she could morce rcadily use}phySical punishment as a solution than
might be true in other situations. Herc, hitting the child or
having the child hit was giving hih "some of his own medicine.”

The following are illustrative of the types of responses received:

2
"First I'd hit.my child. If it kept happening, I'd have

to whip some more. You can't get out of whipping a child."

O ‘ .
ERIC ‘
o

Iv--73



"First 1 go over to see if the child is hurt. If he's not,
I tell him to hit my child back. That way he won't be so

free"hénded."

C.
"I separate the children and tell them that when they quiet
dewn, then they can play."

"First I explain and then I cuéi{c the other child."

"I've got to find out the reason™~why. If my child has

started it, he'll get it!"

"I never tell him to hit another child back the way some

people do."
“Tell her the Lord won't bless you if you fight."

Several parents were concerned about the possibility of

their children not being able to defend themselves in situations

in which they were aggressed against. Responsés of this nature

were along the following lines:

"Mine gets hit all the_time and she never hits back. She

is now beginning to hit back and I don't stop her."

"I tell my children not to fight, but if somebody hits

them they should hit back."

"I ignore the fight if it's someone in the street. They

got to know how to fight in the street."

.
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Q.04 Agce or context-relevant resononses:  Lime 2

Table IV-6g. Aggression toward others; age appropriate response -
understands emotional needs of child/context of
situation. :

A

v R B AN f RURAL

RESPONSES TOTAL - WIW T SUHORT | LONG TOTAL { HEW SHORT | LONG
AGE APPROPRIATL
RESPONSE
Yes N 11 2 5 4 7 - 4 3
% (8) (8) (9} (8) (9} - (14) (9)
No N 124 24 53 47 68 14 24 30
3 (92) (92) (91) (92) (91) [(100) (86) (°1)

UNDERSTANDS
EMOTIONAL NELDS
OF CHILD/CONTEXT

OF $¥TUATION A . '
j{ b&as N 5 3 3 3 7 2 1 4
* No\

s

% | a2 Gy o6 || @ | | @ | a2
N | 126 | 23| 55 | 48 68 | 12 | 27 |# 29
3 (93) | (88)] (95) | (94) (91) | (86) |(96) | (88)
Egﬁ / 135 | 26| 58 | 51 75 | 14 | 28 | 33
/ .

N —

As was the case with all other items, the proportion of parénts

considering age or context was relatively small: 9% and 8%

' respectively. For many, the context of the situation became either

a question of who hit whom or else the need for the child to defend

-himself as discussed above: "If it were my child who hit, I'a

punish or spank him. If it was the other child, 1'd speak to his

mother. In any case, it depends on why they're fighting."

In terms of age considerations, more often than not the response

was similar to the following: "i1f the child is the same age I would

tell the other child to hit him back., If the other child was younger

than my ovn, I would spank my child." The question was more one of who

should hit the¢ child rather than-whether or not the child should be hit.
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1.9 Summary of solutions to situations

The following represents. a summary of findings for each of

the measures used.

Number of alternatives

| There is no evidence to support the prediction that PCC
will ha§e an impact on the number of options or alternatives
available to parents in a child-centered problem situation.
New urban parents gave significantly more_alternatives in T2
than in 71 for one of the six situations. . Shoft—time urban
parents gave significantly more alternatives for three of the
six situations in T2 than in Tl. Long-term rural parents gave
significantly more alternatives over time for two of the six

situations.

Mos% subgroups show no significant changes over time in
' ,
the majority of situations. Méfeover, fhere are no clearly
discernible trends in the data. In some instances new parents
offer more alternatives thaﬁ do ongofng parents, and in some
instan;es the trend is in the direction of a decrease in the

number of alternatives given by any subgroup over time.

There are no consistent differences between high and low

involved parents in terms of the number of options available.

First response

In three of the six problem situati?ns, the first response

of parents became less punitive and more

/

adaptive o7er time.

-
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Parents whose first solution in their response repertoire was

: o
a punitive onre, became less likely to offcer such a solution as
a first choice over time. Parents were more likely to tHink

first of a supportive, cducative, and reasoned response than an

angry one to child-centered problenms.

High involved urban parents were more likely to think of
adaptive first solutionsg than low involved parents in twn

situations. Rural high ;?yq;vga\paxgpts were more likely to

offer adaptive first sol

L

ions than low Anvolved parents in one

situation.

Overall, the data support the hypothesis that PCC has an
impact on the quality of the response available to parents in
a child problem situation. As a result of the PCC expeiienée
parents tend té_be less likely to hit, deride, or“isolate
young children who are being difficult. The data are éupportive'of
the hypothesis but are not conclusive. A substantial proportion
of PCC parents react punitively as a first option to almbst any

situation in which a child is not behaving in an exemplary manner.

Cverall response pat?erns

While parents are more likely to give an adaptive than a
punitive rcsponse as a first alternative, c:.anges over time are
less impressive when it comes to the full complement of parental
responsecs. Parxents are less likely to be punitive as a first
response, but following the first one or two responses there are

few changes over time in terms of punitiveness. If the first
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and scecond oyprtions don't work, between 1 and 30% of PCC parents,
depending on the situation, are likely to respond in a punitive
manner. It scems that as a result of PCC, punitive responses
are lower on the response hierarchy but are certainly not

extinguished.

Age and contecxt-relevant rvesponsces

-~
-

It was hypothesized that as one outcome of PCC, parents
would be more scnsitive to the uhdcrlying nuanéos of children‘s
behavior. Responscs which are adaptive for use with one age
group arce less adaptive or cven inappronriate for use with
another dge group, Similarly, the underlying meaning of a
child's behavioY can dictate a differential response from the
parent. Sound parenting implics the ability to respond

’

differentially to the cues of a given child in a given situation.

In all of the éituations presented, aporoximately ld% of
the parents were sensitive to the.age of the child and approximately
6% of the parents took into account the underlying emotional
state of the child in sclecting their responses to the child,.
Based on these data, i+ cannot be said the PCC mékes parents
more likely to take into account the age or the nqeds of the

child in thinking through what should be:done in a given situation.

O 7

ERIC -

: A IV"78.



- \
2.0 Basic issucs and feclings involwved in child rearing

e e e e et e —— e N [,

2.1 Teiler training b

-

Subjects were asked to telll al what age they would begin
toilet training and how they would go about doing the training.

At T2 six codcs were developed for methods of training:

°  MODELILING

Baby watches others in family

©  REGULARITY

Child is taken to bathroom at regular intervals.

® POSITIVL REINFORCLMENT

Correct bchavior is rewarded, mistakes are ignored.

°  NEGATIVE REINEFORCEMENTY

Punishment for mistakes.

°  POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE REINFORCEMENT

Reward correct behavior; punish mistakes

° LAISSEZ-TFAIRE

f
No method used: child learns when he is rcady.

/

As these codes were not used for data gollect=d at T1, only

{
}

T2 data are presented. The basc numbers in Table IV-~7c
corrcspond to the number of responses given. Although parents

were not requested to give more than one response, all methods

mentioned werce coded.
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2.1.1 Age at which toilet training is begun

Table IV-7a. Age of toilgt training - urban.
T IME 1 TIME 2
l o ’ 1 |

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW |SHORT ILONG TOTAL ! NEW | SHORT | LONG

10 months or N| 31 | 10| 15 6 27 5 13 9
less % (23) | (38)] (26) | (12) (20) | (19)| (22) | (18)

11--14 months N 51 4 24 23 54 6 27 21

3 (38) | (15)] (41) | (45) (40) | (23)] (46) | (41)

15-22 months N 22 4 7 11 29 9 6 14

2 (Is) | (15)] (12) | (22) (21) | (35)] (10) | (27)

23-26 months N 11 3 4 4 13 1 9 3

\ . 3 ) | a2yl (7) (8) (10) (4)] - (16) (6)

27 months ox N 1 - 1 - 1. - - 1
more 2 (1) - |.» (2) - (1) - - (2)
When child N 7 2 2 | 3 8 3 2 3 -
first walks 2 (5) (R)1  (3) (6) (6) | (12) (3) (6)

No age N oi2 |3 5 4 3 | 2 1 -

.mentioned Yy (9) | (12) (9) (8) (2) (8) (2) -

Base 135 | .26 | 58 51 135 | 26 58 51
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Table JV-7b. Age of toilet training - rural.

! T I MY 1 ! TIME 2
i | : - | '
|
RESPONSES ! TOPTAL] NLW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
. R T
10 months or "N 6 1 1 4 - - - ~

less 3 (8)| (7) (4) | (12) - - - - |
11-14 nonths N1l 2 4 5 13 2 4 7
1 (15)|.(14)| (14) | (15) (17) | (14)]. (14) | (21) !
15-22 months N 31 6 12 1 a3 32 8 11 13 !
Tl (41) ] (42)| (43) | (39) (43) | (57)} (39) | (39) ;
23-26 months N 16 4 5 6 13 1 6 6 |

% (2L | (29)] (21) | (i8) 17) | (71| (21) | @8)
27 months or N 1 - - 1 2 | - 1 R

over . % (1) - - (3) (3) - (4} (3)
When child N 2 1 - 1 1] 6 2 1 3

first walks % (3) (7) - (3) (8) | (14) (4) (9)

No age mentioned N | 8 - 5 3 9 1 5 | 3

% (11) - (18) (9) {1 (12) (7)} (18) (9)
Basa ' 75 14 | 28 | 33 |i 75 | 14| 28 33,
. l : '

Urban parents tend to.begin toilet training their children
at a much earlier age than is true of rural parents. From the
y data it can be seen that €0% of the urban mothers begin’' training
when the child is 14 months or younger whereas only 17% ththe
rural members begin at this age. 1In fact, not one rural parent
reported teaching the child to use the toilet at 10 months or
less as did 20% of the urban respondenté. Some mothers wﬁé

t

begin training at this early age replied:

"I start even before 9 months. I have noticed their

1

pattern, and you will if you'rc observant, and so I

try to get them to the pot at the appropriate time."
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"I start at 8 months. I put them on.the potty chair
and give them breakfast there."

o
"You start when they're fLirst born. "My mama has had the

baby on the pot since she came from the hospital."

. 4 v .
The majority of rural parents begin training between 15 and
26 months; among urban respondents the modal range is 11 to 14

months. In both samples, new and ongoing members favor the same

time periods. ’ ™\ ‘

LY

A small proportion of mothers said they could not state
a particular age, because the age would be dependent on the
child's readiness.

/‘ . .
' 1The following are illustrative of the types of responses

-offered:

"I usually start when the child can hold a cup. Each
child develops differently. Forcing a child makes
matters worse. They will make some kind of motion

[

whéﬁ“they*are*readyif‘

-

"I étart training my childrenxﬁith precise care when
they first start to wailk. I insist that I won't be

changing pants all the time."

“In their own way, each child lets you know when he's

ready for training."
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'2.1.2 ' Methods of toilet training

Table lv-7c¢. Toilet training - method used;‘distribmtion of

all responses. N
N | TOTAL URBAL/RURAL 1Y URBAN ] RURAL
RESPONSES - TOTAL “.__~ SHC LOYNGH TOTAL!L 70 SHORTMLONG! | TOTAL; NEW. SUCRT|LONG

(| Baby wadches N| 64 | 10 1300 34| 4| 13|17 i| 3¢c| 6] 1113
others in % (22) 1(18Y 1 (20)1 (25 (18)1 (12)] . (16){(23) (28)| (26)| (28)| (28)
family ’ )

Take baby to } '
" bathroom at k| 163 |33 | 72| s8 | 114 | 23| 51| 40 49 | 10| 21| 18
1 regular S 4 (55) {(54) | 060)| (49){y (61| (70)| (64)}(55) (45)| (43)] (52)( (39) .
I intervals T . '
Praise, reward r “ 4
correct be- N 245 175 6] 13 10 2 4 4 14 3 2 S
‘havior &.ig- % 8| (9 (5)] (11) G| )] 5| ]| | A3)] (5] (20) .
nore mistakes _ : . f
Punish for N| 16 3 4 9 11 1 "2 8 5 2 2 1

, mistakes % (5) | (5) (3| (8) )} (3 (2)} an & 5 (@)

? Reward'corfect . . . o
behavior and N 10 1 6 3 7 1 4 2 3 -. 2 1
punish for % 3} @) 3 (3 @ 3 5 (3) 3y - (5 (@)

4 ° mistakes T . :
1
No method used . . |
child learns N 18 4 | 8 6 10 2 6 2 8 2 21 4 |
when ready % )| 7 My} ) (5)| (&) (8 (3) (7 (5) «(9)
—— (9 b -;
Base: total ! ' ' <
responses 295 56 120 119 186 .1 33 80.1 73 ' 109 23 40 46 !

; Chi-square analyses were performed in order to’determine if
significanE differences in methods éf'traiping ‘existed either
within subsamples over time or as a function of a participant's
level of involvement in'PCC. fione of the comparisons. proved

significant.
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Anong urbén respondents, thg ﬁajority of pdrents réport
thAt £;cy train their éhildren by taking them to the bathroom

at regular intervals. . Said cne nmother by way of explanation:
"In the morning, When the child wakes up, put him on the ,pot

to urinate because £hat‘s what you teach firsﬁ.f This technique
was most favored by ﬁew parents, althoﬁgh the pcrcenfages for
ongoing maembers are higﬁf ﬁaving the baby w&tch other fqmily

memboers, either siblings dfoparents,'is the next most frecuehtly

- mentioned.response..
’ LY

Among rural parents, these two methods are also the most
popular, although fewer parents train through the reguiar
interval method and more through observing than is true of
urban p;;enés. It is interesting to note that 20% of the rural
Yong-time parents report that they would praise correct behavior
and ignore mistakes. TThis pefceﬁtage is relatively‘higﬁ wilen
compared to those for néw'andeshort—time parents (13% and 5%

respectively).

<

Most parénts reported that they would either take the child
. / i

to the bathroom at regular inteérvals or allow him td watch other

family members. The following serve as examples:

"I put him 3n the pot for about 45 minutes. If he goes

he can leave, if not he has to stay there."

-

This rather long period of time in the bathroom is quite

different from the methQa used by another mother:
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"I take him to the bathroom very often, but I don't leave

\ him on”the'%%hty too long -- not over two minutes sitting %

3

¥ there." . e

Some mothers had a more casual laissez-faire approachrys- -
7

: . :
"I do.. 't want to force my child because that's no good so

I 3just shew him the potty and tell him what to do and he

‘does it when he's ready."”
.

"I never really taught my child. ‘He had a soup can that !

he carried around and used. He thought it was fun."

¥

Other mothers resorted to phy51cal punlshment ‘as a means

of tralnlng. One parent who said that she began tralnlng between

11 and 14 ronths said: T S

0

L "When she does it in her pants I'll Spank her and then

-

take her to the test rooms and make her sit there."
. .
Another parent who was pqrticﬁlarly'frpstrated by‘ﬁer
. . . ‘ -~ \
child's slow progress related the following:

. ! i
"My son wouldn't be potty trained. He would  sit on the

K

potty, screa?”ahd not go. The doctor told me not to
worry until jhe was three. Two months before he was &
three I too! a canétswitch and évery time he wet his

pants I gaﬁé him a swat. H;‘é now .trained."
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2.2 The pleasurcs of parenthood

"Motheys differ a grédL deal in what they enjoy doing most

with their children. - What do you enjoy doing most with your

~.

™ enhildren?" ‘ N ' “y

'$1x coding categories were developed:
\ . b ’ -
° "LEARNING/TEACHTNG

i hl

" Mother-indicates her pleasure in helping the child
"to lcarn or her pride in what ‘he is able to learn

~

and do.;

°©  COMPANIONSHIP
. < o .
Mother indicates she_likes to play, spend time, talk,

go places with, take care of child.
o '
"°  GROWTH PROCESS

Mother likes to "seé him gréw," observe change.

° MATERIAL PROVISION = S
Mother enjoys buying things, e.g., food, toys.

. .

° GETTING COMPLIMENTS
- . Mother likes admiration she gets from others as a

function of the child's performance.

°© GOOD BEHAVIOR
Mother enjoys that the child is good, not too
demanding, is able to manage on his own.

.
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2.2.1 Distribution of responscs

Table 1IV-8a. What mothers like about children; dlstrlbutlon of
’ .all responses - urban

‘4

T I ML 1 T I HE 2

RESPONSES T‘OTAI.J NEW | SHORT ] LONG. TOTA L NEW | SHORT | LONG
Learning/ N 99 18 47 34 66 12 32 | 22
teaching % Y (38) | (37) (41) (35) (26) (26)| (27) (26)
Companionship N 83 | 20 32 | 31. 127 25 56 46
% (32) | (41)] (28) ] (32) (51) ] (53)] (47) | (54)
Growth | N 18 a7 7 16 3 9 4
process. 3 (7) (8)|].  (6) (7) (6) (6) (8) | (5)
Ma¥erial N 33 4 20 9 12 1 8 3

provision ) 3 (13) (8)I- (17) (9) || (5) (F) “(7) (4) .
Getting N 9 2 1 6 7 4 3 -
compliments 2 (3) (4) (1) | (6) (3) (9) (3 -
Cooperation/ N 20 1 9 10 6 - 3 3
good behavior % (7) (2) (8) | (10) (2) - (3) (4)
Other N - - - - 16 2 7 7
s | .- - -] - (&) (4 (e ] (8)

Base: total _ 1] . LT
response c 262 49 | 116 |- 97 250 47 118 85

: e “ ’ . ) . -
;
]
J:“
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Talle IV-8b. What rothers like about childrén; distribution of
all responses - rural.

VT THE T 7T I ML 2

. R ! |
RESPORSLS voraL | new | snowr | Loys TOTAL' NEN | SHORT | LONG
Learning/ N 59 10 21 28 26 r 5 8 | 13 |
teaching 2 (43)-] (38) (44) (45) (21)[ (23) (16)i (24) !
Companionship N 53 12 17 224 68 | 12 a5 i 3 {
, 2| (39) | @e) (35 | 6oy || o] 5] 1] 6o
— - ! P
Growth N 9 1 4 4 13 3 5 5 |
process % (7) (4) (8) {6} (10) (14) (10) (9)
Material N 9 2 4 3 .5 - 4 1
provision % (7) (8) (8) (5) (4) - (8) (2)
Getting e N ' - - - - 1 1 - -
compliments 3 - C‘ - - (1) (5) - -
Cooperation/ N ) 1 ’f\\ﬁ 3 6 1 2 3
good behavior % (4) (4)] @)} (5) (5) {5) (4) (5)
Other N - - - - 7 - 5 2
3 - -1 - - (6) - (10) (4)
Base: total I o T T
responscs ) 136 26 48 62 | 126 22 49 . 55

Although chi-square analyses showed no significant differences

.

between subgroups, the most frequently, mentioned category among all

parents was companionship. Parents indicated that they enjoyed

participating in outdoor activities with their children such as
. A\ ) :
picnics, ball games, hikes, swimming. The proportion of parents

offering this response increased markedly from Tl to T2. This
increase may in part be a function of the time of year at which the
interview was done. Tl interviews were conducted during the fall

.

when- parents had the winter months to look forward to, months that
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are particular difficult in rural arcas. 1In contrast, T2 inter-
views were done during the spring 'when the prospect of warm
weather and tlie coming school vacation was foremost in people's

minds.

Approximately or -quarter of the responses from urban parehts
and one-f#ifth of thosc from rural subjelts were related‘to tea;hing
and lcarning. Several mothers reportéﬁ that they enjoyedpwétchinq
ané participating in the child's learning process a good deal morec

. as a result of PCC membership. "

- Y

The remaining 25% of the responses were distributed over the

[y

other catcegories. For the most part, the changes 3n response &g‘
freguency from Tl to T2 were minimal. Within the urban subsample,
the exceptions awe that fewer parents mention material provision,

receipt of compliments or cooperation in T2 than was true in T1.

‘The following are illustrative of the types of responses

received:

<

"All of my children are very intellectual ?pd?argyinterested

in learning and I love to see them learn and achieve."

\

"I love to read stories to them. They get so excited about

’

- . them, but so do I. Children like to hea

r_the same. story
over and over again, and there are somé-that even though
. I've read them so many times I still think they're funny.

That must be the child in me."

ERIC
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"I just enjoy Leilng with them. We make every minute count.
We make simplce things into a lesson like counting steps and
naming things. It's fun for all of us and the children are

. s
learning somciiiing."
"I love to watch my children play because they do the damn
. o
cutest things."
. One, mother who indicated that she enjoyed spending time with

her.children added the following: '
[T e .

3

"I may be verf neglecting. I roughhouse them; any other
playing they do; they do by themselveé. I'll be honest,

I don't enjoy playing with dolls and trucks.  I'm'a grown-up --
why sﬁould I get down on the floor and act like a nut -- I'm.
not a child. They don't do what I do, why should .I do what

they do?"

é%.2.3 Change in feelinags as a result of PCC
Parents were asked, "Have your feeiings about your children,

or about being a mother, changed since joining the PCC? If so,
-3

“how?" Many parents used this opportunity to express their feelingg

about the program, about changes within themselves not related to
N . .
parenting or motherhood, and about gains made by their children.

This was an open-ended question for which codes were not developed.

Rather, responses were read and sorted so that representative samplés

of the variety of comments offered could be presented.

v
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The following comments are related, more or less, to parents'
feelings about the teaching and learning process as it is implemcnted

at the Centers:
\

"Before I put my daughter in the Center I thought that
everyone over there was crazy. And then, th~e I waé‘ané
I became involved and I saw so many thingé. ‘They can
teach your children coordination and develoumertal-games.
It's not just a place to go and pass the'time, vou can

learn a lot."

"They showed me that it's important to teach your children
before school so that théy can éet ready for school. The
ones that have been to PCC have been doing better in school.”

"They have taught sewing and home manégement and I took a

. -

child development class. - They really teach parents and

children to make out in the world and improve their skills."

"Withott PCC'they (the children) wouldn't be as advanced as

" they are. They're more advanced than other children their
+ ages."

¢

"My children used-to get on my nerves because they were bored.

I can now keep them busy constructively. I've learned a lot
. ~ . .

about technique, how to use toys appropriately, not just throw

them down." . T T

A large proportion of the responses received-did deal” with

changes in attitudes about being a mother, in addition to changes

2
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in parents' understanding of their children or the need for
certain types cof parenting behaviors. Thé following responses,
varied in the arcas upon which™ they touch, should serve to

illustrate some of the changes that did occur:

"At first I used to 'get so bored when‘it came to doing

" things foxr the childrén, like reading to them. I came
hére_and took a child dgyelopment“courée. At first I
thoﬁgﬁt it was all a lot of jazz, but I finally decided
to just try -- and it works! I really love doing things

with the children."

“When I had the first baby I Ehought_that the only thing
a mother had to.do was feed a babyfahd keep it clean. I
learned so much about young chiidren from PCC;'abéut
things you caﬁ;teéch your children even before they're a
year old. PCC helped me understand that children have

feelings too and need love and attention."

"I used to think my children were mean. Now I know that

all children have ‘tantrums."

“Before I was very nervous and I took it out on the children.
‘Since PCC, I can talk with the children and I understand

them better." -

"PCC has shown me that children are human beingé with. real
feelings and that they understand a lot more than we give

them credit for."

o
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"I learned alternatives to beating the da - lights out of the
children and being aware of rny children's needs and how to
take care of them. I lcarned that children develop and go

through different things at differcent ages."

For many, membership in the PCC has provided them with' the
oppcrtunity to ﬁeet other adults, to meet people with similar
concerns and needs and to build a sociai network for themselves
‘tﬂat heretofore did nrot .exist. For some, the PCC environment

has helped to instill feelings of social confidence and has

-encouraged more open behavior and relationships:

"It has made mé see that a lot of the 5pinions I've.had_
.were true, but it has also taken a@ay a lot of my-fears.
Egpecially when we ﬁeet with the other parents,‘I éeé
‘that a lot of_peqple have the samé problems and there

are a lot of waYs to handle things. For~the‘childfen?;

&

They're here with children of their own age and they

o . . |
learn how to relate to other children."

a :
T

"It's made a difference in relation to the community. J

It's provided a place where the children see parents

'comind?together'and planning." - B

"I'm not as shy as I used to be because through the PCC’

l -

I got.out more and spent time with people and had a,

chance to get over my shyness. By talking with 4 lot
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" of different people at the PCC I just ]QJtnCd new 1doas
about taklng care of chuldrtn and . about getting along

with people,“

[}
3

\“Before'PCb I was stuck oﬁt in the ccountry sticks and I
felt stuck and resentful. ?ith.PCd( it was some placo
to go and it-gave me a feeling and'purpose for myself.
I felt better about myselé. It improved my outlook on

o llfe and it improved my attltude toward my children and

the way-I got along with them.

"It's made me feel.different about living here; it's maoe
me get acquainted with people. Get with a group and get
talking -- you'd be surprised what us old hens talk about.
You'd belsutprised howmmany mothers got the same darn

» broblem you'Qe got and you thought you were tho onliest

one,"

. Not all of the comments received were positive. While the
majority of the parents expressed feelings of gain as a result
of ?CC membersh1p, sonme respondents did not feel that the program

was maklng an apprec1able dlfference in thelr or their families'

lives:

A

-3

'"Wé've met many différent people, all good pecople, but I
don't think thoy have really helped us to improve too much.
For our kids - there's very, very 1%ttle benefits for-them.
~The baby gets the most benefit - for her to be better pre-

pared for going to Head Start.
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e, . .
"The program helps’ the.children to.learn to do things, read

* and play games. But it hasn't taught me ‘anything so there
hasn't been a cﬁange with me.*“ ’ \

v-. "1 feel 'I'm ignoring the children when I'm at the Center.™

"It hasn't made a difference bécause f/was‘doing the same

‘ thinés before I joined."

e
“The program is really good for mothers who don't know any

q?tter. I was underincome, but I wasn't underprivileged

and neither were my kids.‘ They‘alwajs had good food and

a lot bf loVe\i?d a mother who could take care of them."

-

2.4 Summary of basic issues and feelings

) \ . . N 3 )
Thiare are no changes over time in terms of either the age

-

at which parents begin toilet training or the methods which they
use to achieve such trainding. The majofity of urban parents toilet
train thei children at a younger age.(before 14 monéhs) than do

rural parents (15-26 months). The majority of all parents toilet
. ‘ | : ) )
train their children bygtaking them to the bathroom at regular

L.

intervals and/or having!them ovserve other family members.

There are no chanées over time in terms of what parents report
enjoyinglmost about their children. The largest proportion of

parents mention companionship as the most pleasurable aspect of

having children. Approximately 22% of all parents mention teaching
‘e, . : .
and watching the children leéin as a pleasurable aspect of having

children.
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3.0 Parenting attitudes, behavior, and feclings

Eleven Likert items were designed to measure parentai
.attituaes, behavior, énd feelings. Six of these items ask’
'mothérs to identify whether they feel or act iﬁ a particular

. . ST
way "most of the time or,always," "a éood deal of the time,"

"about half the time," "otcasionally," or "seldom or never:" .

¢ "I feel I am a gooa mother.” n

°® "I worry about whether I am doing right for my
children.” .

°. "The childrenfare just too much for me to handle."*

° "1 hold ﬁy baby when giving him his milk." |

° "I keep my baby in his crib; that way he won't get.
into trouble. "*

° "I talk to my baby while he is eating."

The remaining five items are scaled along dimensions of

"strongly agree" to "strongly disagree:"

°® "As long as you take basic care of your baby, i.e.,
feed and clean him, he should turn out just fine."*
° "Most babies of a particular age are' pretty much alike."*

¢ "Babies can't learn much before the age of one."*

* Items with an asterisk (*) are ones for which agreement has a
negative connotation. In order that all items may be compared,
the scales for these items have been reversed: means have been
stated as being the same distance from the scale's midpoint
(3.00) but on the other side of that midpoint (i.e., 2.51 would
become 3.49). Thus, in all instances, the higher the mean the
more "positive" the response.
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° "Babies of abecut a vear and a half aren't interested
in books. They just tear them."*

s

La : : )
"Being a good mother is a really important job."*

] -

Means and stoendard deviations on these data are presented
below and significant t-tests are reported. All t-tests are

based.on one-tailed analysec.

3.1 Feelings of adecuacy as a parent

Table IV-9a. Means and standard deviations on items related to

feelings of adequacy as a parent - urban.
" TIME I ] TIHNE 2
LENGTH OF MEMBERGSHTILP
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6
ITEM ) New |Short | Long Néw | Short | Long
1. "I feel I'm a M 4,15} 4.65 1} 4.23 4.11} 4.50 | 4.37
good mother." .
SD 21,20 .66 .94 1.15 .95 .95
2. "I worry about
whether I'm doing M._. [3.46| 3.91 | 3.59 3.73] 3.83 1 3.82
right for my ~ :
children." % SD 1.45] 1.32 | 1.43 1.35| 1.27 ] 1.38
3. "ihe children are 4.39| 4.12 | 4.02 4.27| 4.17] 3.98
just too much for
me to handle." SD .9211.23]1.15 .86| 1.121 1.06
Item 1: tl-2= ~-2.43; P=<.01
t2-3= 2.70; P=<.01
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Table IV-9b. Mecans and standard deviations on items related to

feelings of adequacy as a parent - rural.
i T I B 1 1§ T I :ME 2
L& NGTH O r MEMBIERSESHIP
(I (2) (3) (4) | (3) (6)
ITEM New {Short | Long Hew |Short | T.ong |
1. "I feel I'm a M | 4.07] 4.21] 4.33 4.36| 4.29] 4.18
good mother. SD 1.16| .86 .84 .81| .84 .72
2. "I worry abkout
whether I'm doing 3.79| 3.54 | 3.94 3.86| 3.29| 3.88
.right for my . '
children." SD 1.421 1.37 ) 1.23 1.41) 1.41{ 1.15
— "
3. "The children are y 4.71| 4.14 | 3.88 4.37| 4.00| 3.88
just too much for .
me to handle." SD .45 .69 .84 .61 .76 1.12
Item 2: t5-6= -1.78; P=<.05 Item 3: tl-4=1.70; P=<,05
t1l-2=2.74; pP=<.01
tl—3=3.42;\P=<._Ol.~ §
N : !
3.1.1 "I feel I am a good mother."

“The vast majoié%g of urban (86% at T2), and rural (84% at T2)
‘mothers feel that they are good -at their parenting job either all

of the time or a good deal of the time.

Among urban respondents at Tl, a significantly higher pro-
portion of short-time parents felt they were good mothers more
often than did either new or long—time parents. This difference
is ﬁot maintained at T2 nor are‘éhere any differences among rural

parents. Similarly, there are no significant differences between

high and low involved parents.

o
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3.1.2 "I worry about whether I'm doing right for my childrcn."

For these data, the only significant difference is between
short and léng—time rural respondents at T2. At this time, iong—
time parents are found to shqwlconéern‘a greater propbrtion of the
time than are short-time parents. While this is the only difference
that proved statistically significant, some interesting trehds are
apparent. At Tl, 69% of tbe urban and 60% of -the rural respondents
reported concern a good deal 5£ the time or always. The proportion
of new parents who staﬁcd that they were concerned a good decal of
the time or always, increased somewhat in T2 (urban: 46% at T1,
$9% at T2; rural: 64% at fﬁ, 71% at T2). This trend may be a
function of an inéreased awareness of the comple§ities of parenting,

“which may accompany participation in BCC.

At T2, a substantial group (22%) claim not to worry or to
worry rarely. In this category, approximately 27% of the new
parents answered similarly compared to only 17% of the long-time
parents. This slight increase in concern across 1onge;ity supports
the Aotion that understanding of the complexities of parenthood can
Jlead parents to a more self-critical and demandihg appraisal of

their performance as parents.

3.1.3 "The children are just too much for me to handle."

The majority of paréntq (approximately 80% at both Tl and T2)
state that the children are never or'only occésionally too much
for them to handle. .Among new rural parents at Tl, none (0%) felt

. that the children were too much'to handle more than occasionally.
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At'T2, significantly more new rural parents state that they find
'£hé children difficult to managc at least half of the time. The
rural response pattg;n at Tl produced.significaﬁt differences
between new and shorﬁ»time parents and between new and long-time
parents. The pattern is such that nev rural parents report that
coping with the children is a problem the least amod%t of time,
short-time memEerS report‘this to ge a éroblem ﬁore often,

and long-time members state that they find the children are too
much to handle more often than do the other two subgroups. These
differences are not significant, but are in thé sagé direction,
at -T2. ‘Inspection of the data shows that this trend is cohsisteht,
although not signi%icant, among urban parents as well at both Tl
and T2. Such a paftern does not necessarily mean that ongding
parents are less able to ccpe with their children than are new
parents. Rather, this finding seems to support the idea that PCC
partifeipation increases the awareness of nuances of parenting and
the performance demands parents make on themselves. ;ﬁ addition,

PCC may hclp parents to be more open about episodic feeiings of

being helpless and overwhelmed.

The involvement data for this item show no significant
differences between high and low involved parents at either

interview time. v ,
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3.2

Parenting behavior

Parents were asked to identify their actual behavior on these

~items.

Table IV-1l0a.

| ?
N4

Means and standard deviations on items related to
parenting behavior - urban.

1

I.

T IME T TTIME 7
- LENGTHNH OF MEMBERSTEHTITP
, (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
ITEM ' * New | Shorc | Long New | Short | Long
1. "I hold my baby M | 3.15{ 3.72 | 3.53 2.65/ 3.41! 3.86
when giving him
his milk." SD | 1.68| 1.56 | 1.61 1.65/ 1.62| 1.52
2. "I keep my baby in
his crib; that way g 4.23| 3.66 [13.90 3.77 3.93| 3.80
he won't get into gp 11 .34} 1.55 | 1.33 1.53] 1.31] 1.48
trouble." . R . .
3. "I talk to my baby M |3.77] 3.88 [4.08 3.69] 3.711| 4.16
while he 1is eating."
‘ 1.19{ 1.27 |1.23 1.49! 1.341.19
Item 1: t4-5= -1.95; pP=<.05 Item 3: t5-6= -1.82; P=<.05

t4-6= -3.15;

Table 1IV-10b.

P=<.01

Means and standard

/

deviations on items related to

parenting behavior - rural.
- T I ME 1 1] TIME 2

LENGTH OF MEMBERGSHTITP
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
ITEM New |Short | Long New | Short | Long
1. "I hold my baby M [4.29] 4.11 |4.24 3.79f 3.75 | 4.03

when giving him '
hiS milk." . h Sh . .96 1.20 ] 1.02 1.47 1.27 1.14

2. "I keep my baby in :

his crib; that wa M 3.93} 4.43 |4.39 4.57| 4.32 ]4.15
2idzg§et"g§5:f:i6¥  sb |1.53|1.12 | .98 1.05| 1.04 | 1.18
3. Qﬁiiilﬁet?smia?iﬁé M la.20{ 4,43 {4.30 | 4.07| 4.14 ] 4.24
' X SD {1.22{1.01 | .98 1.331.. .99 .95

Iv-101




3.2.1 "I hold my baby while giving him his milk."

‘ At both Tl and T2, ongoing urban participants were more
likely.to hold their baby for at least half of his feedings than
were new memoers. The differences in T2 between urban subgroups
areﬁsignificant for this item. New parenés held £heir babies
during feeding significantly—less often than did either'sﬁort or
long-time mémbers. Seventy-three percent of the long-time and
59% of the short-time urban members stated that they held their

babies while giving them milk most, or a gcod deal of the time,

whereas only 35% report this frequency among new participants.

"t

Within the rural subsample, long-time paréhts also report
holding their babies for the greatest number of feedings. How-
ever, within this subsample, the reported behavior of new and

short-time members. are virtually the same. . [

At T2, highly involved urban participants reported ﬁolding
the baby during feeding a significantly greater proportion of
time than did less involved parents. No other differences in
‘terms of involvement proved significant.

3.2.2 "I keep my baby in his crib; that way he won't get into
© trouble.”" N

From the earliest time of PCC, observers reported the tendency
~Qf mothers to keep babies in their cribs a great deal of the time.
Anecdotal reports from PCC's have told of mothers yho became-
convinced of ‘he importancé; in developmental térms, of allowing
pericds of free movement:.-Hence, this item ié intended to provide

some hard data substantiation for this reported PCC impact.



}7
The vast majority of all parents (approximately 75% at both
\

Tl and-T;) reportvthat they keep their babies in theif cribs only
occasionally or not at all. Among the small proportion of parents
who state that the child is in his crib ﬁore_than hglfJof the éime,
the pattern of response does not support the prediction.thatMthis
behavior would be least freqguent among ongoing members. In fact,‘
among ﬂrban respondents at Tl, and rural respoﬁdents at TZ, ongoing
parents have a highgqr percentage (36% and 238% ‘respcctively) of
‘reSpondents reporting that the ¢hild is in his crib more than half

of the time than do new parents in these subsamples (28% and 7%

respectively). ; t)

While the longevity data produced no significant differendes,v
there is a significant difference between low and high involved
urban parents at TIL. Sigﬁificantly more of the high¢involvement

parents report that they never or only occasionally keep their

babies in their cribs than is thescase among low involved parents.

v
3.2.3 "I talk to my baby while he is eating." )

. . .t . - . . .
The prediction is that long-time and highly involved mothers
would be more likely to have absorbed two basic ideas of child
development: it is important to vocalize and verbalize even with

very young babies and eating is a very important activity which

makes companionship desirable.

While several mothers mentioned during the interviews that -~

they had bequy taking meals with their children rather than feeding
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them separately, only one difference within subsamples proved
significant; urban long-time members at T2 were significantly
more likely\to speak to their cﬁildren during meals than were
short-time m;;bers. At both Tl and T2 there was a slightly

greater tendency for long-time participants to provide this

type of com@anionship than was the case among new parents.

In general, rural parents are more likely to talk to their
babies during mealtimes qﬁgn are urban parents. At T2, 80% of
the rural parents andl68%‘of the urban parents report that_they
-engag® in this activity at least a good deal of the time or more
ffequently. Twelve percent of the rural mothers (T2), but 23%
of the urban respondents, report that they provide verbal meéltime
companionship only occasionally. , J } ’
The data for 1nvolvement are not supportive of the predlctlon
that highly involved members would be mgst likely to talk to their N
babies while they are eating. Low and high involved participants
of both subsamples at both interview times produced virtually the
same résponse pattern: the vast majofity reported engaging in

this .activity at least a‘good deal of the time.

3.3 Attitudes and knowledge of child development

The remaining five items ask mothers to express their agreement

or disagreement with a particular statement.

O
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Table IV-lla. Means and standard deviations on items related to
- attitudes and knowledge of child development =~ urban.

TINE 1 [T T IWME 2
LENGTTH OF MEMBE®RSHIP
. (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
ITEM New |[Short | Long New |Short | Long
1. "As long as you take )
basic care of your M{3.27| 3.28 ] 3.29 3.27| 3.24 }3.20
baby, i.e., feed and
clean him, he should SP 1.26) 1.30] 1.32 1.29(°1.33 }1.36
turn out -just fine."
2. "Mest babies of a ii|3.46] 3.02 | 3.57 2.65( 2.78 | 3.37
particular age are - :
pretty much alike." SD | 1.18( 1.17{ 1.21 .96 1.13(1.22
3. "Babies can't learn , . N
much before the age M14.12) 3,921 1 3.84 4,271 3.86 ) 3.90
of one." SD | 1.01 .93 | 1.21 .65) 1,06 | 1.12
4. "Babies of about a.
year and a half are
not interested in M} 3.68} 3.50 | 3.32 3.50) 3.29 | 3.51
books, they just sp|1.21] 1.15] 1.08 1.15| 1.14 | 1.07
tear them. o
5. "Being a good mother . !
is a really impor- M‘ 4.81 4.38 {4.71 4.81y 4.55; 4.57
tant job." ’ SD'| .39 .89 .50 .39 .83/ .69
\ : ! i
Item 2: Item 3: Item 5:
tl-4= 2.65; P=<.01 t4-5= 1.79; P=<.05 tl-2= 2.33; P=<%.05
t2-3= -2.40; P=<.01 ' t2-3= -2.30; P=<.05
td-6= -2.58; P=<.01 '
t5-6= -2.62; P=<.01
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- Means and
attitudes

Table IV-1lb.

standard deviations on items related to
and knowledge of child development - rural.

T I ME L T T I ME 2
LENGTH OF MEMBERSHTIP
(1) (2) (3) 4) 1 (5) (6)
ITEM New .|Short | Long New |Short | Long
1 1. "As long as you take '
' basic care of your M{3.57| 3.46 | 3.18 4.43| 3.89 ) 3.64
baby, i.e., feed and ] :
turn out just fine." -
| 2. "Most babies of a
" particular age are M 3743 3.89} 3.58 3.71} 3.68 } 3.79
pretty much alike.” gp {1.12) .98 1.08 1.33} 1.14 | .84
3. "Babies can't learn . 1y o311 4,18 4.24 4.43| 4.25 | 4.55
much before the age
of one." SD .86 .80 .85 1 .73 .78 .50
4, "Babies of about a
year and a half are ‘ :
not interested in M[3.57 3.86 3.70 4.00 3.75 3.82
books, they just sp| .98, .95 .97 .76| 1.12 [1.06
tear them." ' o S .
5. "Being a good mother : ’
is a feally im- M |4.29] 4.25| 4.36 4.36| 4.46 | 4.70
portant job." sb (1.03] .95 .77 || 1.04] .82 .76
Item 1: r Item 3: Ttem 5:.
tl-4= -2.02; pP=<,05 t3-6= -1.73; P=<.05 t3-6= -1.74; P=<K.05
t4-6= 2.13; P=<.05 t5-6= -1.75; P=<.05
3.3.1 “As long &s you take basic care of your baby, for example,

feed and clcan him, he should turn out just fine."

This item is intended to measure whether PCC parents subscribe

to the concept that good

parenting means more than physical care.
¥

Within the urban subsample, no changes over time occurred nor

or T2..

were there any differences of note between subgroups at either T1

In fact, the means for each subgroup are virtually the same.
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There were, however, some interesting differences among rural

respondents. The proportion of new parents who disagreed with

the statement increased significantly'from Tl to T2. At T2,

significantly more new parents than long-time parents disagreed

with the notion that basic care is all that is required for good

. parenting. Eighty-five percent of the new rural pafents disagreed

_ with the statement.as compared to 66% of the long-time parents.

-

» : |
The longévity data do not support the predictien that prolonged

‘pCC participation increases parents' awareness of the need for

providing more than just physical.care in order to ensure that the

baby will "turn out just fine." Data for involvement do, however, o
- ’ : 4

bear out this expectation. Among rural participants at both Tl and

- T2, highly involved parents were significantly more‘likely to

disagree with the statement than were less involved parents. . No

- significant differences occurred among urban parents, however all

findings were in the predicted direction.

3.3.2 "Most babies of a particular age are pretty much alike."

/ -

This item is intended to tap another fundamental aspect of
PCC philosophy. All PCC's state that, in teaching child development
to mothers, they stress the individuality of the gfowth pattern of

each particular baby. Thus, PCC mothers, particularly those who

are long-time parents, should disagree strongly with this item.

Within the urban subsample, an unexpected difference occurred

over time. Significantly fewer new urban members were likely to
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N

disagree with the statement at T2 than at Tl. Whereas at Tl, 58%
of the new subjects disagrced with the item, at T2 only 23% were
in disagrecement. A significantly greater prppprtion of"long-time

-paréﬁts disagreed with the idea presented than was the case with

short-time parents at Tl, and new and short-time members at T2.

These findings are supportive of the prediction discussed aboye;
However, given these findings, it is surprising to note that at

T2 as maﬁy,as 35% of the long-time urban parents agreed with the

-'statement that most babies of a particular age are pretty much

alike.
A

. ‘Data on the rural subsample and those on involvement show

no ¢onsistent differences.

3.3.3 "Babies can't learn much before the age of one."

Since PCC stresses the need for stimulation of infants and e
demonstrates to mothers how much babies can do, it was predicted

that ongoing PCC mothers would take exception to this statement.

This prediction is not borne out by the data on the urban
subsample. At T2, new urban parents tendedqto disagree with'
this.item significaﬁtly more than did short-time parentéﬁ
Although the differé%%%s are no£ significant, at both T1 and T2,

new urban parents were the subgroup most likely to take exception

to this statement'.

4
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In general, rural respondents fended to disagree (96% at T2)
‘with ‘the idea that babies,caﬂnot learn much before the age of one
in greater proportién than did their ﬁrban counterparts (81% at
T2). Long-time rural parents significantly increased in their
disagreement with the statement fpom Tl to T2. At T2, none (0%)
of these participants agreed with this notion. This increased
knowledge over time produced a significant difference between

-

long and short-time rural respondents at T2.

At T1, significantly more urban and rural highly involved
‘parents disagreed with thé statement than did less involved
subjécts. While these differences are not statistically
significant e_xt:w T2, they remain in the predicted di‘re_ctiqn.

3.3.4 . "Babies of about a year and a half aren't interested in
books. They just tear them.™

This item, like the previous items, was intended to measure
parental uhderstanding of the young child's need for, and ability
to respond to, stimulation. Thus, it was predicted that ongoing

parents would answer this item in the negative.

No differences are statistically significant. However, the
same trends which have been apparent throughout this set of
N :

. "knowledge" items are evident. Fewer of the highly involved

pareQEE:/Eithér urban or rural at either Tl or T2, agree with

. the statement.

Among the urban and rural subsamples,. there are no differences
between new and old members on this dimension. It is, however, .
surprising to see that at T2, 26% of the urban and 18% of the rural
1long-t'ime parents agree'with the statement.

Q
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3.3.% "Being a good mother is a really important job."
(A fundamental effort of PCC is directed toward helping mothers
\

to un stand their singular importance. During interviews, CCR

interviewgrs often heard mothers explain that PCC had helped them
to experience their own centrality and significance, specifically

as mothers. | Thus, it was predicted that the highly involved and

long-time mééhers would evince strong support for this statement.

The overwhelming majority of both urban (98% at T2) and rural
. {96% at T?) respondents agreed with this item. Within the urban
subsample at T1, new'and lorg-time members agreed with the statement
in significantly greater proportions than did short-time members.
These differences were not maintained at T2. Rural long-time members
increased significantly from Tl to T2 in their agreement with the
statement, but again, there were no subgroup differences of note.
Differeﬁces’between high and low involved subjects in both subsamples
at both interview times are negligible as virtually e&eryone agrees

with the statement.

S
)
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3.4 Summary of parenting attitudes, behavior and feelings.

’

FEELINGS OF ADEQUACY AS A PARENT
There is some evidence to suggest that PCC participation

makes parents more likely to question their adequacy as parents.

It was sugéested that as parents become: increasingly aware of the

" "complexities of parenting they become more self-critical and.
v, - .

FAN
demanding. Changes in this direction are not consistent and it

should be noted that the vast majority of parents invall subgroups
report feeling basically satisfied with the adequacy of their

parenting performance.

PARENTIRG BEHAVIOR £ : /.
No changeslinlparenting behavior, in terms of holding the’
baby during feédiﬁgs, amount of time the baby is kept"in his crib,
and the amount of verbal companionship provided to babies at
meaitime, are evidenced by any subgroup over time. The vast
majority of all mothers report that they hold their babies

during feedings most of the time, that they keep their babies

in their cribs only occasionally or not at all, and that they

proéide verbal companionship at meals at least a good deal of. the

time.
ATTITUDES AND KNOWLEDGE OF CHILD DEVELOPMENT

There is little evidence to support the hypothesis, that
PCC has an impact on parental understanding of child development

or on sensitivity to-individual differences in children.

\

Iv-111



CHAPTER V

SELF~CONCEPT

-




1.0 Description of items

Fifteen items, which require a response along a five-point

vikert scale, were used as the basis for data collection.

Three items were developed to measure the respondents'
general outlook on life: is the world basically friendiy, does
hold positive potential? Item contents were based on scales

of anomie or alienation:
‘\1

° "You can trust most people."
° "The future looks bright for today's children."
© '"My children are going to have a lot more than I do."

Bach of the above was measured on a scale of relative agreement

or disagreement.

The next group of three items was intended to measure

feelings of social isolation or affiliation:

° “I feel all alone in the world."
° "I need to be with people."
°’" "I tend to feel shy with people."

Each of these. threc was measured on a scale of frequency

ranging from "most of the time or always" to "seldom or never."

- The next six were intended %?'measure perceived power or

competence: ‘ -

it



° "What happens to me is my own doing."

° "When I make plans, I am pretty sure they will work."
° "I don't like to make decisiqm.

° "There's not much I can do to change the way things are."

"Doing anything about a happier future is just a waste

of time."

"Thers's no use in planning for tomorrow. All we can

do is live for the present."™

a

Each of the above was accompanied by a scale of relative agree-

: menﬁ/disagreement.

The final three items were intended as measures of behav1or{
These deal with Ss' self-reports of thelr concern or 1nvolve—

ment in public affairs:

) 9 i ‘ .
"I vote in local and national elections."

\

"I get involved in community affairs."

[t}

talk to others about the needs of this community.

These require responses on a scale of frequency: - "Most of ﬁhe

time or always"™ to "seldom or never."

Responses were scored so that the greater the frequency of the
: . .. /
of the behavior or the greater the degree of agreement, the higher
the score. Thus, "most of the time or always" on the frequency
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scale and "strongly agree" on the agreement/disagreement

scale would be scored as 5, and so on down to 1 at the other

end.

It was assumed that agreement or high frequency reported
for positively stated items would be indications of positive
self-concept or community participation. However, six of

the items are stated negatively, in wnich cases disagreement

or infrequency would be associated with positive report. That
causes a problem in comparingvmean scores on items. To make
all means readily comparable, scoring was reversed for those
six items, so that, uwniformly, the greater the mean, the mére‘

positive the attitude or the reported behdvior. ¢
-

A factor analysis was performed on the Tl data and the
results were reported in the Interim Report. T2 data analysis
revealed a. markedly altered factor strhctgre, particularlf in
thevrural‘data._ Since the factor strdcture at Tl is markedlyY

different from the factor structure in T2 it is impossible to

" make Tl vs T2 comparisons in terms of factor scores. For this

reason all comparisons presented on these data are in terms of
mean score differences at the item level. " All P levels re-

ported are for one-tailed t-tests.



2.0 Changes over time in self-concept

2.1 Changes in gencral outlook

Table V-la. Means and standard deviations on items related to‘

gencral life outlook - urban.
TIME 1 1 TIME ~ 2 .
LY NGTH or MEMBERGSHTIP
v (1) (2) (3) &+ (4) (5) i (6)
ITEM New .Short Long | WNew Short ! Long
1. "You can trust M 2.58 2.65 | 2.33) 2.35| 2.71 2.51
most people." SD .93 1.04 92!l 1,07 | 1.02 1,11
2. "The futhre M| 3.46 3.93 3.39) 3.81 | 3.95|° 3.63
locks bright Xor SD 1.15 .91 1.14 .88 .71 1.01
today's cnildyen." ' _ |
3. "My chi&égﬁn M 4,38 4.24 4.23 4.11 4.15 4.14
are going to have = SD ' .68 .86 .64 .80 .96 .82
a lot more than I
do.ll .
Item 1. t2-3 = 1.68; P= «.05 Ttem 2.t1-2=-1.99; P= (. 05

t2-3= 2.72; P= (.05
t5-6= 1.92; P= (.01

Table V-1b. Means and standard deviations on items related to
general life outlook - rural.

TIME L i TINE 2
LENGTH O F MEMBEURSHIIZP
, - (1) (2) ‘I (3) i (4) AF(S} (6)
ITEM New Short | Long l New Short Long
1."You can trust M [3 21 3.00 3.21  {3.00 12.79 3.39
most people." SD | .86 .89 1.22 [11.07 1.05. ] .95
2."The future looks M [2.86 3.50 3.54 3.00 3.29 3.64
bright for today's . SD .99 .82 .82 1.07 .99 1.07
children." | '
3."My children are M |3.50 3.64 4,03 3.57 3.54 4,00
going to have a SD .73 .81 .72 1.05 1.12 .89
lot more than I do." ' '
Item 1,.t5-6= -2.34;P=405 Item 3.tl-3= -2,25;P=/.05
A ' . - t2-3= -1.65;P= (.05
Item _2__.tl"2= «2.17;P= {05 tg-6= "'1.78,‘P='<.05

t1-3= -2.42;P= (01
t4-6= ~-1.83;P= (05




2.1.1 "You can trust most pcople."

(9

In terms of this item, there are no important differences
between urban longevity groups either in r in T2. Similarly,
there are no differences within groups pver”time. More new parents
than long-term parents in Tl tend to agree that most people are to

ve trusted. In Tl, long-term parents are the least trusting
“and the difference between them'and short-time parents is statis-
tically. significant. No group became significantly more or less

trusting'as a result of one program year.

Unlike-their urban counterparts, long-time rural members
"are the most trusting subgroup. In TZ; there was a significant
difference between them and short-time members. While no sig-
nificant differences occurred in T1l, it caﬁ be seen that short-
time members here too report themselves as beinél}ess trusting
of others. Apparently, this paryicular subgroup of short-term
members is generally less trusting of others than are rnew and
long-time members and this is a difference which holds up at Tl

and T2.

2.1.2 “The futurc looks bright for today's children."

Within the urban subsample in T1, significantly more shorf-
time members agreed with the statement that the future lqpkgkf'
bright for today's children than did either new or lbng—timé;
members. Iu T2, there is a statistically nbn—siqpificant trend for .

new and long-term parents to have become more optimistic over the
¢

course of theAprogram year. However, in T2, short-term members

are still significantly more likely to agree with the statement

"
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’
than is the case among long-time participants. In other words,

short-time parents who were more optimistic in Tl continue to

be more optimistic in T2.

’ Among rural respondents, new member;\bcﬁ;titute the least
optimistic subgroup. In Tl, new parents were\significantly less
pptimistic about their children's future than were -either short
or long-term parents. The difference between new and long-time

members was. also maintained at T2. : .

2.1.3 "My children are going to have a lot more than I do."

The data show no difference within the urban subéamble ati
either Tl or T2 nor differences within subgroups over tim%. In
other words, neither the new, the short—tefm, nor the long-term
parents ﬁave altered their viewpoint in this regard. At both
interview times the 6verwhelming majority (approximately 88%)

of the urban respondents reported agreement with this statement.

/

Rural parents were generally less likely to agfee with this
statement (approximately 67%) than were their urban counterparts.
Within the.rurél subsample, long-time members reported the moét |
confidence in this statement and were the subgroup thgt most
‘nearly met the urban level of 6ptimism. At. Tl, these parenté
were significantly more qpfimiStic about their éhildren's futures
than weré new or éhort—term members; At T2, the difference be-

tween short and long-time members remained signifiéant.

3



2.1.4 Summary

/

Based on these three items, the following conclusions

can be drawn:

° Therce is no evidence that trust in other people

changes as a function of PCC participation.

Optimism about the future and what it holds for

!
children is greater among ongoing than among new

parents. However, there is no evidence that tenure
in program has any impact on parental optimism re-
garding the future of their children: after gne
progrém year none of the subgroups shows_any signifi-

cant changes over time. °
3

Involvement data on these items show no significant differ-
ences between low/anq_high involved urban paients either in Tl
or in T2. Of six possible comparisons (Tl urban high vs. low, T2
urban high vs. low for each of the three items) four are’ in the
predicted'direction, i.e., high involvedyparents tend to ge more
trusting and more op imistic ébout the future than are low iﬁ—

volved parents.

7~
Similarly, there were no differences in terms of involvement

within the rural subsample. 1In three of the six comparisons, ‘
results are in the predicted direction, but all differences are

minimal. ‘ .



2.2 Changes in feeclings of social isolation

Table V-2a. Mcans and' standard deviations on items related to
feelings of social isolation -~ urban.

Tigln 1 H TIME 2
L NG THU o r MEMIBERSHTIDP
Iy 2y | (3) i (4) (5) (o)
ITEM NEW | SIIORT LONG || NEW SHORT LONG
1. "I feel all] 4 3.89 i 4.02 [4.14 1 4.50 1 4.31 4.00
o alone in the spb| 1.42 1.33 [1.15 § .80 11.19 1.43

H

world.

2. "I need to M| 3.00 3.14 [ 3.04 2.73 ] 3.17 3.29
be with sp| 1.33 1 1.28 |1.43 1.26 {1.35 1.26
pecople.” [ ’ :

3. "T tend to | M| 3.92 | 3.62 [3.71{ 3.89 |3.92 3.63

fecel shy with {Sp| 1.33 | 1.41 |1.33 | 1.40 |1.26 1.45

people.”

Item 1. tl-4 = 1.89;p= (05 Item 2. t4-6 = —1.83;P= (.05

e

’

Table V-2b. Means and standard deviations on items related to
feclings of social isolation - rural.

TIME 1 TT’ TIME 2 !
LENGTH OF MEMBENRSHTITP
(1) ) (2) (3) | (4) (5) (6)
ITE! NEW : SHORT | LONG!| NEW  SHORT:. LONG
1. "I feel all] ] 4.21] 4.39 | 3.94 4.21 4.43 | 4.32
alone in the Sbl 1.26 .67 [ 1.25 .94 .86 .94
world."
2. "I need to ‘
be with .M| 3.36; 3.07] 3.45 2.79] 2.89 3.45
pecople. ™ Spy 1.11. 1.13(1.28 .86 .90 1.10
3. "I tend to | M| 3.07! 3.82]| 3.12 3.71 3.79 | 3.6l
feel shy with | 8D 1.58 1.17 | 1.41 1.38; 1.35 1.32
people.” : '
Item 2. t4-6 =-1.98;P= (.05 Item 3. tl-2 = .-1.70;P=¢, 05
T .£5-6 =~2.11;P= (.05 T t2-3 = 2.06;P=¢.05




2.2.1 "I feel all alone in the world! S

(o
New urban pareﬁts report feeling significantly less alone
in the world at T2 than they did at Tl. In the first intervieé, 28%
of these parenté said that they felt alone more than half of the
time. During the course of the program year the proportion .of new
meinbers reporting.sim%lar feelings’declined to 12%. For these
particular members it is apparent that PCC participation has given

them a new awareness of the availability of persons who care for them

and are willing to help them.

There were no other statistically significant'differences be-
tween any of the longevity subgroups either at Tl orjat T2. More-
over, no other significant differences occurred within any of the
groups over time. - In general; the majority of parents (78% af T1,
and 86% at T2) report that they “feel all alone in the world"

seldom or occasionally.

2.2.2 "I need to be with people."

In both the urban and rural subsamples at T2, significantly
more long—time members repo;t that théy need to be with people than
is the case with new members. Among rural'respondents, the differ-
ence between long and'shoft"time members at T2 is also significant
in the same‘direction. Differences within suﬁgroups-were not
significant at fl nor did any group change significantly over time.
It is interesting to note however, that although the change is not

significant, fewer .new parents, both urban and rural, report that

they need to be with people at least half of the time in T2 (62%)




than was true in T1 (46%). It is possible that, once
being assured that companionship was available to them

at the PCC, the need for this companionship diminished.

2.2.3 "I tend to feel shy with people.”

m ~

Among rural respondents at T1, short?time membars
were significantly less shyﬁthgn were either new pr'iong—
time members. These differences wereunotﬂmaintained at
T2,;at which time there were virtually no diffe;epceé be-

tween subgroups.

Within theturban subsample, thefe are no statistically
significant differénces between any of the longevity subgroups
at Tl or at T2. Moreover, no groué, eithef urban_or rural,
changed éignificantly in the course of the program year. in
general, the maijority of respondents réport'that they "tend

to feel shy with people" occasionally.
2.2.4 Summary

Based on these three items the following conclusion can

. be drawn about feelings of social isolation:

° The changes measured by these three items. are not




P i o r

sufficiently coneistent to say with confidence
that PCC has a specific impact on feelings of
aloneness, shyness or thc need to be with \\

others.

In terms of involvement, there are no statistically
; ' L
significant differences between high and low involved
urban parents at Tl or T2. -Three of the sbk»differences

are 1n the pred;cted dlrectlon; but the trend is minimal.
*‘—'}1
leferences between high and Tow 1nvolved rural pdrents

are albo not statlstigally 51gn1£1cant at either Tl or

%2”* ngh 1nvolved‘parents are somewhat more lixely

- _jp report that they need tOrbe w1th others and are less

llﬁely to feel shy than re ‘low involved parents.. It
/ o

- LS Lt

seems llkely that the personal gualities which make peo-

‘“:ple less shy and dependent on their relationships with

oépers, also enable them to become more actively involved !

i
b

in PCC. - . .




2.3 Changcs in feelings of personal power, competence gnd control.

Table V-3a. Means and standard deviations on items related to feel-

ings of personal power, competence and control - urban.
‘_ T% T T TINE 2 ]
B _ LENGTH OF MEMNDBLERSILIL P
ALy 2y 3 ) 4) o (D) (6)
TPEl INEW SHORT = LONG | NEW ' SHORT _ LONG
1. "What happens ! M <]3.54, 3.50, 3.75 3.38 3.60 | 4.14
to e is my sD !1.25. 1.10% 1.23 l1.44: 1.43 1 1.08
own doing." ! | [ ! | {
2. "When I make M 13.00 3.65! 3.35 3.35;{ 3.57 i 3.51
plans, I am pretty; SD |1.24: 1.120 1.12 1.17¢ 1.26 ; 1.16
sure thney will ‘ f i
work." ‘ ; | = |
3. "I don't like | M !3.46; 3.40) 3.37 4 3.77!7°3.55 ' 3.49
to make sb 11.39° 1.29} 1.28 4 1.05| 1.37 ! 1.33
decisions.” | { - ; i v
- 4. "There's not M i3.42; 3.26, 3.04: 3,421 3.33 . 3.37
much I can do to |SD |1.08 1.28i 1.25 1.08} 1.22 | 1.07 .
"change the way ' ! .
things are." | l i
5. Y"Doing any- M [ 3.85 4.07! 3.96 4.39) 4.05 | 3.78
thing about a sb }1.03 1.13: 1.01 79| .95 | 1.16
happier future is
just a waste
of time." . '
6. "There's no - M | 3.58 3.17' 3.49 3.69] 3.14  3.49
use in plan- sD §1.18 1.23; 1.24| 1.07\ 1.25 | 1.23
ning for to- ' !
morrow; all we ' i
can do is live ‘ ‘
for the - ‘ §
present." ’ : 1

Item 1. t3-6=-1.69; P=¢(.05 Item 5. tl-4=-2.08; P= (05
t4-6=-2.53; P=.01 t4-6= 2.34; P= (05
t5~6=~2.16; P=¢.05

Item 2. tl-2=-2,36; P=¢.D5 Item 6. t4-5=-1.94; P=¢. 05




A

Table V-3b. Means and standard deviations on items related to
: feelings of personal power, competénce and con-

trol -~ rural.
l" TIAE 1 ] TIME 2
! L BENGTIUH or MEdMBL RSP
(1) (2) 1 (3) (4) ° (5) 2 (Q)

I7TeM ‘NEW . SUORT ! LONG. NEW & SHORT ' LONG
- : T

1. "Wnhat happens | M | 4.29 3.86 3.73 || 4.1413.79 | 3.58

' to me is my own SDh .96 .91 1.35 .83 1.0L1" 1.33

doing.*" ' ' _ |

" 2. "When 1 make M 3.07 2.93 ° 3.48 ' 3.36; 3.07 3.48
plans, I am © | SD 1.22, 1.13 1.23 | 1.23|1.1¢ 1.39
prctty sure i |

they will work." oA g i
3. "I.don't like M | 3.86 3.54 3.24 [ 3.50| 3.36 3.36
to make decisions."iSD ..92 1,15 1.21 V' 1.24} 1.20 ;1.18
4. "Taese's not M 3.43 3.50 3.58 i 3.21] 3.71 3.52
much I can do to .} SD 1.12. 1.05 1.10 1.26 .99 1.13
change the way ' !

- things are." i .
5. “"poing any- M 3.93; 3.89 4.15 4.29) 4.21 4.12
thing about a SD L7010 1.0 .61 || ..88 .94 - .64
happicr future :

"is just a waste

of time."
6. "There's no M 3.791 3.29 3.39 3.86| 3.32 3.91
usc in planning Sp|° .94% 1.13 1.07 1.06} 1.07 1.08.
for tomorrow;
all we can do

~is live for the

present.",

Item 2,t2-3=-1.79; P= (.05 Item 6.t3-6=-1.91; P= (.05
T t5-6=-2.09; P= <.05

Iy
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2.3.1 "wWhat happens tb me is my own doing."

In T2, significantly more longétimc urban members report
fceling a scnse of personal control over their an destiny than
was true in Tl. 7This increasc produced significant differcnces
in T2 that were not previously present. At T2, significantly
more long-time than new or short-time urban members report "what
happens to me is my obn doing." No other significan£ differences
occurrcd between subgroups or over time in either the urban or

rural subsamples.

2.3.2 "when I make plans, I am pretty sure they vill work."

Within the urban subsample at Tl, short-time members report
significantly greater confidence in their ability to make suc-

cessful plans than is true of new parents. Among rural respondents

‘at.this time, significantly morc long-term than short-term members

report similar feelings. In both subsamples it is the newlparents
who evince thc least amount of confidence in this area. It is
interestinglto note that at I'2 these new parents inéreased in
their feelings of éompetence to the extent that orevious dif-

ferences are no longer significant.

2.3.3 "I don't like to make decisions."

There are no statistically significant differences, urban
or rural, bectween longevity subgroups at Tl and T2 or over time.
lHowever, among rural respondents at Tl, the difference between

new and long-term members almost reaches statistical significance.

New rural parents report a greater readiness to make decisions than
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do long;term parents. At T2, a smaller proportion of new

parents and a slightly higher proportion of long-term members
reported a willingness to make decisions, thus obliterating

the Tl diffcrenée. All urban longevity subgroups increased slight-

i

ly over time in their readiness to effect decisions.

2.3.4 "There's nbt much I can do to change the way things are.’

This itém, designed to tap feelings of control over one's
life, produced no significant differences either between sub-
groups or over time. At both T1 and T2 aéproximately 60% of
all respdndents reéort that they disagrec with the statement.
While the differences are rnot significant, it is interesting to
note thag'among urban respondents new parents evince the great-
est oéﬁimism wiiereas their rural counterparts are the most pessi-

mistic subgroup.

2.3.5 "Doig% anything about a happier future is just a waste
of tiﬁe." |

New urban parents incrcased significantly over time in their’
confidence in planning for the future: At T2, these parents
were significantly méré optimistic about working toward a hap-
pier future than were long-time grban-members. New and short-
term rural members reported an increased sense of optimism
over time, but the chahges %G not significant. No other
significant differences occurred either between groups or over

time in the two subsamples.




~

2.3.6 "There's no use in planning for tomorrow; all we can do

is live for the present.” .

Significantly more new urban members disagreced with this
statement than did short-term members aEJTZ. While differences
between the urban subgroups weré not significant, in T1, ;ew pér—
ents were again the group who most felt that there is a purpose

/
to planning for the future.

-

A significant difference occurred over time amohg long-term

rural parents. During the course of the program year, these

parents became more convinced of the usefulness of planning.

/
At T2, the difference between long and,shogt—term members was also

significant. It is interesting that although the differences

between groups are not significant at Tl, here too, new parents

~are the most optimistic and, in a manner similar to their urban

t

counterparts, their optimism increased over time.

2.3.7 Summary

. !
Based on tihese items the following conclusions can be drawn:

There is evidence that PCC has an impact on parents'
feelings that they have control over their destiny or

over their sense of personal helplessness.

Some differences do exist between subgroups, but there
are only two' changes over the program year. In terms
of predicted changes in necw parents, there is a sig-

nificant differcnce (urban) on one of the six items

vV-1l6



énd a trend in the right direction on 3 more. Sim-
ilarly, there is oneg Tl vs T2 d;fference that is
statistically significant for long-term (rural) members
and 3 items in which changzs in both short and long-

term parents are in the predicted direction.

Analysis of the involvement data for the urban subsample
’ show no significant differences be£WGen high and low involved
parents in Tl or in 72. Among rural respondents, high involved
parents are more likely t& have a sense of confidence that their
plans will work than are low involved parents.‘ These differences
are significant in T2, but not in Tl. None of the other dif-

ferences in involvement are significant for the rural subsample.

2.4 Changes in involvement in community affairs.

Table V-4a. Means and standard deviations on itemsfrelated to

involvement in community affairs - urban.
TIME 1 . TIME 2
LENGTH OF MEMBERGSHTIDP
(L) (2) (3) f (4) (5) (6)
ITEM NEW @ SIIORT LONG | NEW SHORT LONG
—— —
1. "I vote in M 2.50 | 2.38 2.78 3.19) 3.07 3.43
local and nation-} 8D 1.87 1.85¢( 1.74 1.78} 1.70 1.73
al elections." , : '
2. "I get invol- Dol 2.11 2.40 2.63 2.65| 2.53 3.04
ved in com- SD ¥1.37 | 1.30 1.55 1.52| 1.48 1.53
munity affairs."” :
3. "I talk to M 2.58 3.09 | 3.06 2.81f 2.91 3.51
others about the sp ~ .} 1.52 1.51 1.53 1.49] 1.36 1.54
needs of this .
community.”
Item 1.t2-5=-2.07;P=¢.05 Item 3.t4-6=-2.13; P={.05

"£3-6=-1.86;P=(.05
. Item 2.t5-6=-1.73P=¢.05
©Q — —
ERIC | a1

IToxt Provided by ERI
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Table V-4b. Means and standard deviations on items related to
o involvement in community affairs - rural. |
TIME 1 [l TIME 2

LENGTIU o.r DIIZI-lBE-I{SLIIP

(1) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6)
ITEM NEW SIHORT LONG NEW SHORT LONG
l. "I vote in M 2.29 3.36 2.64 2.57 3.50 3.18
local and nation-; SD 1.75 1.82 1.77 1.84 1.76 1.78
al elections." .
2. "I get in- M 1.50 2.46 2.73 1.79 2,25 2.76
volved in com- SD .63 1.48 1.48 .94 1.27 1.52
munity affairs."
3. "I talk to M 2.07 2,57 3.00 2.07 2.57 2;70
others about the | SD 1.03 1.29 1.21 1.16 1.24 1.27
needs of this '
community." ' ‘ Y,

S — A

Item

1. t1-2=-1.78;P=¢.05 Itém 2.tl1-2=-2.28;P=¢.05 Item 3.t1-3=-2.45;P=¢0
t1-3=-2.92;P= 401 '

t4-6=-2.17;P= (05

2.4.1

"I vote in local and national elections."
/ '

A significantly greater proportion of short and long-term N
urban parents report that they vote in elections at T2 than was true
at Tl., Among rural respondents, new pareants were the least likely
to vote and at Tl the difference bhetween this subgroub and short-

term members was statistically significant. the

In general,
majority of all respondents report they vote in local and national

elections about one-half of the time or less often.

2.4.2° "I get involved in community affairs."

Within the urban subsample at T2, significantly more long-term

members report involvement in community affairs than is tho cese
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[R\(: than occasionally.

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

with short-term participant§. Differences between urban éubgroups
were not significant at ¥l, however, the trend was in the same
direction: new parents were least llkely to 1nvolve themselves

in communlty affairs, followed by short-term and then long-term
members. It should be noted however, that at Tl only 28% of tle
new urban members reported involvement more than half of the time,
whereas at T2 similar reports were received from 50% of these |

parents.

Although new rural parents also increased slightly over time

in their reported readiness to get involved in community affairs,

‘at Tl they were significantly less likely to engage in such activ-

ities than were either short or long-term parents. The difference

between new and long-term rural parents was maintained in T2.

No group, either urban or rural, changed significantly along

this dimension in'the course of the program year.

2.4.3 "I talk to othecrs about the needs of this community."

At both Tl and T2, new parents, urban and rurai,hwere less
likely to talk to others about the needs‘of their particular
communities than weare short ana long-term PCC participants.
Within the rural subsample this tendency to shy away from com-
munity involvement produéed a significant diffetence between
new and long—térm members at Tl. This Séme type 6f difference
OCCUerd between new and long-term urban members in T2. 1In

general, the majorlty of reqpondents report that they speak to

others about the needs of the community only slightly more often
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2.4.4 Summary

Based on these three items the following conclusion can be

drawn:

° In general involvement in community affairs is low
for all respondents and no groups changed significantly
oyér time. However there is slight evidence to show
that prolonged participation in.PCC ray increase
the level of community engagement. Ongoing members
consistently reported greater involvement than did
new parents at both Tl and T2. With the exception of
rural paréﬁtgion one item, new parents showed some Tl

to T2 gains.

In terms of involvement, at Tl significantly more high
‘involved than low involved urban parents feported that they vote
in elections, that they get involved in community af%airs and
that talk to othgrs about the needs of their community{ In T2,
fmn\gaiffé§énces are statistically significant only on the item,
"I get involved in community affairs." Differences between high
and low involved parents on the other iteﬁS*are in the predicted

direction. _ ' ' .
N

Parents who are highly involved in PCC tend to be more involved
in local community affairs. There is no firm evidence, however,

to suggest causality, i.e., that involvcmentﬁin PCC makes people

more involved in their community. The alternative explanation, i.e.,
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that some people are more prone to get involved than others and
thus they become involved in PCC as one manifestation of this

tendency, is just as likely.

In marked contrast to the urban subsample, among rural

»

respondents there are no significant differences in terms of

involvement on any of these items. Apparently, among rural
’

parents there is no relationship between their involvement in PCC

and their involvement in the affairs of the community at large.




CHAPTER VI

’

KNOWLEDGE AND USE OF COMMUNITY RESOURCES




'1;0 Introduction

A major goal in working with parents at any PCC is to provide
an environment in which‘competencies and sélf-sufficiency can be
enhanced and developed. "Thus, the PCC must address its efforts
not only to parenting skills per se, but also to developing skills
necessary to affect the institutional systems which have relevance
to the family. The PCCs and their participants do not exist in
a vacuum, but rather in comﬁunities'where various organizations ¢
respond to and influence the availability and guality of services.
Staff members and Social Service Coordinators assist pafents inA
negotiating these systems to ensure adeqguate serviee delivery. N
Ideally, however , such assistance is seen as a temporary and
interim step in teaching parents to independently seek out,
utilize, and affect services. The data presented in this chapter
shew any changes in the variety of resources used by PCC members
and any changes in their knowledge of the existence of these

‘resources over time.

2.0 Membership in community groups

The PCCs are governhed by a parent-controlled body, the Policy
Advisory Council (PAC). Thus, they offer a w1de range of opportunltles

and activities in which parent inputs are of pﬁlmary concern.

During parent education sessions, PAC meetlngs/
:

parents' ideas and suggestions are basic to program operation;

, and group discussions,

.

" parents are affecting the system of which. they are'a‘part. Such}

+., ongoing participation is designed to promote increased self~confidence
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among parents. It is expected that the parents will generalize
from this PCC experience and become vocal, active participants in
other community boards ancd organizétions that impinge upon their

lives and those of their families. ,

‘Table VI-la. Membership in community groups - urban.

kY

s /

T I M E_ 1 T T T IMZE 2 . 1

RESPONSES - PTOFLL{ NEW { SHORT | LOMG '] TOTAL NEW ; SHORT | LONG
Head Start N 8| 1 3 4 12 j - 4" 8
Policy Council & (6)| (4) (5) (8) 9y, - (7) | (16)
P.T.A. N 10| 1 6 | 12 19 2 | s | 12

3 (14)} (4) | (¥D) | (23) {1 (14); (8) (9) ! (23):
Scouts or othexr N 8 1 4 3 -9 2 2. 5
youth groups $ (6)] . (4)' (7) (6) (7)1 (8) (3) | (10)
Church-related N | 31. 4 15 | 12 |} 34| 5. 14 0 15 |
clubs % (23)] (15) | (26) | (23) ||¥ (25)] (19) | (24). ! (30)"
Hospital N 1] - - 1 4 1 1] 2
volunteer 2 (*) - - (2) -~ (3)] (4 (2) ¢ (4)
Political N 4| 1] 3 - i e 1. 4] 1
organization s 3 (@ (5) | - (4)] (4) (7y | (2)
‘Other N 31 3 14 14 || 29 7 9 | 13

% (23)] (11) | (25) | (27) {] (21); (27) | (16) |- (25)
Belong to club N 60 9 27 24 |1 68 12 28 | =28 |
or organiza- % (44)] (35) (45) (47) (1 . (51)| (4&) (47) (55} .
tion v
Belong to no N 75 | 17 31 | 21 67 | 14 307 23
club cr organ- % (56)| (65) (55) | (53) (49)] (54) (53) | (45)-
izaticn o
Rase 135 | 26 | -58 | 51 135 | 26 58 | 51 .

(*) less than 1% . : . _
- , Note: percentages do not total’'100 as multiple responses occurred.
-
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Table VI-1b. Membership in community.groups - rural.

P

TIME 1 ) ‘ TIME 2

RESPONSES - TOTAL | NEW | SHORT i LONG TOTAL | NI'W | SEORT | LONG
Head Start N 5 1 - I« 6 - 1| 5
Policy Council % (7) | (7) - .| (12) (8) - (4) | (15)
P.T.A L N 6 1 2 3 7 3 - 4
3 8)| (7 = (7 (9) [ (9) [(21) - (12)

Scouts or other N 5 - 3 2 .10 1 5 4
youth groups % (7) - AN | (8} (13) | (7) {. (18) [ (12)
Church-related N| - 20 3 9 8 19 2 5 | 12
clubs s (27y1(21) | (32) | (24) (25) | (24) | (18) | (36)
Hospital N - - - . - - - -1 -
volunteer % - - - - - - - -
Political N 1 - 1 - - - - -
organization 3 (1) - - {4) - - - - } -
Other N 10 1 5 4 15 - i, 5! 10
3] an| m oasy | a2l eo| - | as), 3o

 Belong to club . N 32 6 13 13 32 | 4 | 10 | 18
or organization  %| (43)|(43) | (46) | (40) (43)](30) 1 (36) | (55)
Belong to no club N 43 8 15 20 .43 | 10 ¢ 18 | 15
or organization % (57) ] (57) (54) | (60) (57)] (70) (64) | (45)
Base ‘ L75 | 14 28 33 t 75 | 14 28 | 33

Note: peércentages do not total 100 as multiple responses occurred. 8

Overall, there appears.to be a very slight increase in
commnunity group membership from Tl to T2, although the majority

of respondents (56% at Tl; 52% at Té) report mo affiliation with

any clubs or organizations. The number of persons involved in
- /
community groups remained fairly stable; some shift occurred in
!

¢
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the category of membership reported.

,[,v

As in Tl, the T2 data sgbw that the most grequently reported
form of participation is membership in church-related clubs and
groups. It is not surprising that this category represents the
highest percentage of pareﬁt involvement, as these groups are
the "easiest" to join, given that many §ersons have becen part of
a church fcr most of their lives. 1In both the urban and rural sub-
samples, membership tends to be highest among long-term reépondents
and there is a slight increase in the number of members from T1

to T2.

Although' Parent-Teacher Associations repregent the nexRt
highgst percentages overall, the proporticn of PCC parents repo;ting
to be)meﬁbers’of a P.,T.A. is low. As in TI, involvement in the
P.T.A. is greater in T2 for urban respondents than it is for
rural subjects. The overali higher degree of P.T.A. participation
among lonj-time members is expected, as they are the group with
the oldest children and, hence, have the greatest opportunities

for involvement in this organizatibn.

., -Participation rates in a Head Start Policy Council are
highest in both subsamples, at both times, for long-term members.
This was again eXpecﬁed, as long-term parents are older and

€
have older children than do the short-term or new families. Still,

the proportion of parents (approximately 7%) participating in

~a Head Start Policy Council is low. It could be'expected that
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Head Start involvement is the natural follow-up to and outlet for
experiences gained thrcugh PCC participation as both programs
are similar in organization, structure, and content. The data

do not support this hypothesis.

Participation in the remaining groups} Scouts, hospitél
volunteer work, and political organizations, show virtually no

change over the one year period of the evaluation.

' Persons reporting to be memkers of "other" community groups
listed a wide Variety of organizations: block éssociations,
ethnically-oriented groups, bowling leagues, veterans' groups,
school voluntee;s, missionary work, etc. Thé Tl to T2 differences

in this category are slight.

Motivating parents to participate in community groups is a
complex process that is not dependent upon any one factor. Pos-
sible factors in addition to parental self-confidence and interest
include: visibility of éommunity groups, ease of transportation
to meeting place, geographic proximity of families which can
promote sociability and outgoing qualities needed for group

participation, and responsibilities placed upon participants.

3.0 Number of respondents and/or spouses taking courses and

level of these courses.

As part of their effort to increase the competence and skills

of parents, many PCCs have stressed their efforts to enroll



parents in formal education. This may involve G.E.D. classes,

college courses, or continuing adult education classes.

Table VI-2a., Number of respondents and/or spouses taking courses

and level of these courses - urban.

o T I ME 1 T I ME 2%

RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL| NEW | SBORT | LONG

TAKING N 33| 8 | 18 7 37 13 | 11 | 13

COURSES % (24)] (31) | (31) (14) (27)| (50) (19) | (25)
Adult N 13 f 2 8 3 16| 4 3 9
Education % (39)] (25) | (44) (43) (43)| (31) (37) | (69)
High school N 9 3 4 2 6| 2 3 1
courses 3 (27)1 (37) | (22) (29). (16)| (15) (37) (8)
College N 11 3 6 2 15 7 5 3
courses % (33)| (37) (33) (29) (41)] (54) (46) (23)

NOT TAKING N 102 18 40 44 98 13 47 38 .

COURSES % (76) | (69) |(69) | (86) (73) (50) | (81) | (75)

Base 135 26 58 51 135 26 58 51

* chi-square significant at .05 level

Note: percentages for type of course are based on number of

respondents and/or spouses taking courses.
2
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- Table VI-2b. Number of respondents and/or spouses taking
courses and level of these courses - rural,

T IME 1 \ TIMGE 2

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG \EQEKL NEW | SHORT | LONG
TAKING N 23 2 7 14 15 | 4 4 7
COURSES % (31) | (14)] (25) (42) (20) | (29) (14) | (21)

Adult N 13 1 6 6 5 1 2 2

Education % (57) | (50)] (86) (43) (33) ] (25) (50) | (29)

High school N 3 - - 3 4 2 1 1

courses % (13) - - (21) (27)] (50) (25) (14)

G,

College N 7 1 1 5 6 1 1 4

courses % (30) 50) | (14) (36) (40) (25). (25) (57)
NOT TAKING N 52 12 | 21 19 60 | 10 24 26
COURSES % (69) | (86)] (75) (58) (80) | (71) (86) | (79)
Base o 75 14 128 33 75 | 14 28 33

—

Note: percentages for type of course are based on number of
respondents and/or spouses taking courses.

Tn bothh T1 (73%) and T2 (76%), the majority of respondents
reported that they are not enrolled in any type of education
program. Across this time period, no significant shifts are
noted. Among new members, four urban and tyo rural parents

enrolled in some type of course,

A slight decline in enrollment is apparent among both_
short aﬁd long-time rural respondents. Whereas in T1 the majority
of rural respondents taking courses were enrolled in adult educé—
tion courses, T2 data sho& a slight increase in high school and

college level enrollment. This shift many be due in part to
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completion of one set of courses and enrollment in the next
- .

sequence of classes.

Within the urban subsample at T2, a significant difference
between the three subgroups exists. At this time, proportionately
more new than short or long-term members are enrolled in course

work.

Table VI-2c. Enrollment in courses with PCC involvement.

. r “URBAN RURAL

RESPONSES TOTAL*| NEW | SHORT | LONG TOTAIN NEW | SHORT rLONG
Enrolled with N 10 3 3 4 11 2 3 6

PCC help $ ] (27) | (23)] (27) (31) (73)] (50) (75) | (88)
Enrolled without N| 27 | 10| 8 9 a | 2 | 1] 1

PCC help s (73) | (7] (73) | (69) || 27y| (50) | (25) | (14)
Base: number of

persons enrolled ‘

in courses 37 13 11 13 15 4 4 7

*Chi-square significant at .05 level,

Of the 52 urban and rural respondents enrolled in education
programs in T2, 21 (40%) report that they did so with PCC involve-
~ment. Involvement, as the term is.used here, may entail encourage-
ment, motivational efforts., information, or referral. In the case
of PCC parent-staff members, involvement may also mean that the‘
- PCCs require staff to enroll in course work in order for them to

maintain théir éositions at the Center. Caution is urged in
iﬁterpreﬁing the-PCC involvement data iﬁ too stringent a manner.

The.data presented in this area stem from respondeﬁfs' self-
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reports, some of which may cover a time period of over a year.
It therefore seems unreasonable to expect that persons will
remember every instance in which the PCC f;cilitated a referral
or performed some action that made the delivery of a service or

enrollment in a program possible.

Although the numbers within a given cell in Table VI-2c are
quite small, there are some trends apparent. Proportionately
fewer rural than urban parents are enrolled in course work; however,
a significantly greater percentage of rural respondents attribute
their enrollment to PCC. In both Ehe urban and rural subsamples,
it is the long-time members who report the highest degreevof PCC
involvement. As a group, long-time members have completed the least ,

-

number of years of education and may, in fact, be in most need of PCC
a;sistance in this area. They are an older group, which means they
may have been away from the claésroom for a number of years. For
these reasons, long-time members may need the extra encouragement
and motivation provided by the PCC in order to help them fecl
confident within the educational system. The new urban and

rural parents present a different case. In both subsamples,

new members have the highest percentages for enrollment in
educational courses and the lowest percentages for PCC involve-
ment. Agaih, the numbers in each cell a£e small. However, several
PCC staff members have expressed the feeling\thaﬁ the programs'

new participants are more independent, more vocal,-and more

self-motivated than were previous incoming members. The data tend
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to lend some support to this notion, at least-in relation to

educational involvement,

4,0 Knowledge and use of available community resources

This section of the quéspionnaire is designed‘to measure
the knowledge and utilization of fifteen different community
.resources, most of which are abailable in most locations.
Interviewers asked'subjécts if each resource, individually, was
available in their community. If a positive.replylwas received,
the interviewer tﬁen asked if the resp0ndenl had ever used the
resource. The data presented for resources available and used
should not then be interpreted to mean that respondents are neces-
sarily using this resource at the present time. Altbough this
may be true in some cases, most notably basié suppoftive services,
day care programs, Head Start, Legal Aid, and job training programsc

it is 2lso possible that respondents are referring to single

(or multiple) incidences of use in the past.

"In T2, a third dimension was added: if a reépOndent replied
that a resource was available and used, the interviewer then
asked if the PCC was involved infconnecting the parent with thé
service. Data cobtained from this portion of the .questionnaire
are presented in Tables separate from those pertaining to

knowledge and use of the rélevant resource.

The measure of awareness of resources is obtained by

combining those subjects who say it is available and has not
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been used with those subjects who say it is available and that

they have used it. The measure of non-awareness of a resource

is obtained by combining those subjects who say they "don't know"

)

if a resource exists with those who state that it is "not available'

when, in fact, it is.

Use of resource is ébnsidered separately from knowledge.

In measuring use of resource, only those subjects Who were aware
of the resource's availablility were included in the data
analyses. Respondents reporting that the resource was available
and that they had used it were compared with those who reported
availability and non-use. In cases where cell sizes were
sufficient, chi-square analyses were éompleted'fqr each resource.
Analyses were performed separately for the urban and rural sub-

samples., Actual comparisons are as follows:

° New vs. short-time vs. long~time families in Tl.
° Knowledge of resource

® Use of resource

° New vs. short-time vs. long-time families in T2.
° Knowledge of resource

° Use of reource

¢ High vs. low involved families in T1.
® Knowledge of resource

® Use of resource

ERJ(i ' _ vVIi-1l1
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i

-© High vs. low involved families in T2.
¢ KnoWledge of resource

° Use of resource

° New families in Tl vs new families in T2.
°® Knowledge of resource

° Use of resource

° Short-time families in Tl vs. short-time families in T2.
° Knowledge of resource

° Use of resource

° Long-time families in Tl vs. long-time families in T2.
° Knowledge of resource

;

¢ Use of resource

° Total urban sub-sample vs. total rural sub-sample.

° Use of resource with PCC involvement

It is expected that PCC membership will increase knowledge:

of the resources available in the community. However, it does
not follow that as a result of PCC membership parents will show
increased service utilization in every case. The utilization of
resources depends upon several factors, eligibility and need

being the most important.

Given the demographic characteristiés of the-PCC sample

population, it follows that the majority of participants would

require services such as clinics, medicaid, and public assistance.

v
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However, there is no similar expectation for services such as

Legal Aid or child care programs; such resources;are dependent

upon individual needs. Longevity of membership should make a
~difference in participants' knowledge of the évailability of
resources, bnit again, not necessarily in their use. These
considerations should be kept in mind when réviewing the subsequent

" data.

In addition, it had been expected that highly involved PCC
participants would show an increased awareness of existing
resourceé. Tables of involvement‘are not presented as these
déta yielded few significant differences in either T1 or T2.
Where significant diﬁferences did occur, they are discussed in =«

the narrative portion of the chapter.

4,1 Basic supportive services

The resources included in this section are food stamps,
commodities, medicaid and welfare. Stringent eligibility re-.
quirements are associated with each; therefore, use vs. non-use

often has less to do with longevity than with eligibility.
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'4.1.1 Knowledge and utilization of fo0d stamps.

/

Table VI-3a. Knowledge and utilization of food stamps -~ urban.

T I M E 1 T I M E 2

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG || TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
NON—AWARENESS |
Don't know/ - N 9 S 2 4 3 5 1 . 3 1
unknown $ (7) (8)] (7) | (6) (4) | (4) (5) (2)
Not N .19 41 10 5 23 5 11 7.
available % (14) | (15)] (17) | (10) (17) {(19) | (19) | (14)
AWARENESS | .
Available & N 41 6| 21 14 20 | s 22 | 137
not used : = % (30) | (23)] (36) | (27) (30) {(19) | (38) | (25)
Available N €6 14 | 23 29 67 |15 | 22 | 30°
and used % (49) | (54)] (40) | (57) (50) {(58) | (38) | (59)
Receiving food N 57 | 12] 21 24 . 61 | 15 21 25
stamps at time % . (42) (46)| (36) (47) (45) '](58) (36) (49)
of interview ) , o
/ = I
Not receiving N 78 14+ 37 27 74-1 11 37 26
food stamps % (58) | (54)| (64) (53) (55) }(42)+] (64) | (51)
Base . 135 26 | 52 . 51 135 | 26 58 51
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Table VI-3b. Knowledge and utilization of food stamps - rural.

N T I ME 1 ' T I ME 2

RESPONSES TOTAL | NLW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL| NEW] SIORT | LONG;-
NON-AWARENESS b
DPon't know/ N - - - - - - - -
unknown $ - - - - - - - -
Not available N - - - - - - - -
% - - - - - - - -
AWARENESS
Available and N 19 2 8 9 23 "3 8 12
not used . % (25) (14)] (29) (27) | (31) | (21) (29) (36)
Available and N 56 12 20 24 _ . 52 11 20 21
used % (75) (86){ (71) (73) (69) | (79) (71) | (64)
Receiving food N 44 9 18 17 37 8 14 |- 15.
stamnps at time ¢ (59) (64)1{ (64) (52) (49) 1 (57) (50) (45)
of interview -
. . /
Not receiving N 31 5| 10 16° 38 6 14 18
food stamps % (41)| (36)|(36) | (48) (51)((43) | (5C) | (55)
Base R 75 14 | 28 33 75 | 14 | 28 33

Rural respondents at both‘Tl‘(75%) and-T2 (69%)Dreport
extensive‘use of food stamps at some point. One-half of the
urban subsample report héving used féod stamps at some time. These
data éhould be viewed in conjunction with those on commodities,
as in most locations food stamps and commodities are in én'
"either/or" relationship. That is, given a family's eligihility.
for one ©of these serQices, the family receives either food étamps}

or commodities, depending upon the policy of the lécal'agency.
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The proportion of respondents using food stamps over time

~

is relatively stable.

are-a function of

seasonal employment.

Tl interviews done in

Among rural families slight differences

the late fall were conducted with families who could no longer

work:on the crops and who were receiving.food stamps; T2 inter-

views in the spriry occurred when some families were just

"beginning to-work.

According to PCC staff, food stamps are available in all

communities represented in the study.

21%

"of the urban respondents did not know of food stamps or

thought they were not available (at both Tl and T2), whereas

It is interesting that’

all rural respondents were aware of their avallablllty, regardless

Table VI-3c.

. of whether or not they used the resource.

ro

Utilization of food séamps with PCC involvement.

" URBAN RUPRAL
RESPONSES TOTAL}] NEW | SHORT ] LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG
Resource used N 8 2 21 - 4 9, 3 3 3
with PCC 3L {12){(13) (9) §{ (13) (17) i(27) (15) § (14)
involvement = & -

. Resource used N 59,1 13 20 26 43 8 17 | .18
without PCC % (88) | (87) (91) | (87) - (83) [(73) | (85)} (86}
‘involvement : ¢ : _

Base: all per- N 67 15 22 30 52 11 © 20 21
sons who have 3 (100) 1 (2100) | (100) [(200) (100) 1(X00)| (100) | (X009
used food’ stamps

The data presented in Table 3c show that only 14% of the people'
/ ' ’ :

program.staff.

who received food stamps did so -with some.assistence from PCC

The number of ‘cases in which PCC has provided
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assistance is uniformly low écross all subgroups. This ié
probabiy because most people -who are receiving food stamps are

.also receiving(some othHer form of public assistance, i:e., medicaid,
welfare, commodities, and would therefore seek enrollment

through their particular Department of Social Services (QSS)

worker, Data on paf;ntal involvement in PCC showed no significant

differences for either knowledge or use of this resource in

either T1 or T2.

»

4,1.2, Commodities

Table VI-4a. Knowledge and utilization of commodities - urban**(1).

: F T TLME 1 C I MK 2 o
RESPGCISES ' TOTAL | NEW ' SHORT | LONG .| TOTAL | NEW [ SEORT 7 LCNG *
NON-AWARENESS '
Don't know/ N 10 3 3 4 19 6 6 7
unxnown % (7) | 22)| (5) | (8) || (14) | (23)] (10) | (14) ‘!
Not avail- N . 31 5 6 20 } 20 |- 2 3 15
able % (23) | (19){ (10) | (39)-!| (15){ «(8) (5) ] (29)
AWARENESS | . |
Available and N 32 6 17 9 !| 39 7 20 1 12 |
not used ' g (24) | (23)] (29) | (18) | (29) | (27)] (34) | (24) .
Available and N |. 62 | 12| 32 | 18 | s7 | 11| 29 | 17
used $ (46) | (46)] (55) | (35) || (42) | (42)] (50) [ (33)
Receiving com- N 58 10 31 17 54 11 27 i 16
modities at % (43) | (38)| (53) | (33) (40) | (42)| (47) | (31) |
time of » ‘
interview ' s
Not receiving N 77- | 16 | 27 | 34 . 81 | 15 31 | 35
commodities % (57) ! (62)| (47) | (67) (60) | (58) (53) | (69)
Base 135 | 26| 58 | 51 135 | 26| 58 | s1°

** (1)Chi-square significant at .01 level for knowledge of
" resource. ' :
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Table VI-4b. Knowledge and utiligation‘bf commodities -~ rural.

‘

i TIME 1 Ch TIME 2

RESPONSLS TOTAL | NEW | SHORRY ;| LONG 'JTOTAL? NEW SHORT | LLONG
NON-AWARENESS ' ) i

Don't know/ N | 15 27 9 4 l 8 1003 4

unknown | (200 | (14)] (32) | (12) |! an | (7)) Q1) | (12)

Not avail- N 50 9 14 27 (i 57 Lo 22 26

able 3 (67) | (64) (50) | (82) /i (76) | (64) (79) | (79)
AWARENESS ' A l ’ }

Available and N 7 1 4 2 1 5 2 2 1

not used 3 (9) (7)) (14) (6) (7) | (14) (my I (3)

Avzilable and N 3 2 1 - i 5 21 1 2

used % (4) | (14) (4) -y (7) | (14) {3) (6)
Receiving com- N‘ L2 | 1 1 - 1 | 1 - m——
modities at time % (3) (7) (4) - (1) (7) - -
of interview
Not receiving N | 73 | 13| 27 [ 33 74 | 13| 28 | 33 |
commodities g (97) | (93)) (96)](100) || (99) | (23) (100) {(100)
Base 5 75 | 14] 28 | 33 75 | 14( 28 | 33

Commodities are available in two of the three rural communities
in the sample, yet they are used by relatively few rural families.
As was mentioned in the discussion on food stamps, a.famiiy usually
receives either one or the other of these services, the decision
being made on the basis of family eligibility and lccal policy.
Commodities are a less convenient service in rural areas. Families
must travel to a central distribution point in order to receive

the food; in rural areas,'where transportation is difficult and

not readily available, this presents a problem.

-

Looking at the data in both Tables VI-3a&b (food stamps) and

VIi-4a&b (commodities), it can be seen that approximately
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ninety-three percent of the urban families and almost seventy- B,

eight percent of the rural parents have used either food stamps

or commoditiés at some time, In terms of current use (T72), 85%
of the urban and 50% of the rural respondents are now receiving
one.or the other of these services. At any point in time, urban
parents are the greater consumers of these two services combined.
This may be more a function of local policy than of economic

need. That is, given a rural and an urban family with equal

M

incomes, it is possible that due to the differences in eligibi-

lity requirements between one locale and another, one family will
receive food stamps or commedities wT;:e the other will not. 1In

addition, employment tends to be grea \E\among rural parents.

Approximately 45% of the long-time urhan parents at both 71
and T2 report that the service is unknown to them or is unavail;
able in the(community. Significantly feQer of the long-term
urban parents know af the availabkility of the service than is
the case with new and short-time members. Fewer long-time

members use the service and apparently are therefore unaware of

its existence.

.
<

Tahle VI-4c. Utilization of commodities with PCC involvement.

URB NN RURAMAML

RESPONSES TOTAL | BMEW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL | NEW | SLHORT | LGLC
Resource used N 14 2 7 5 L - - - -
with PCC kS (25) | (18) (24) (29) - - - o
involvement

Resource uscd I 43 9 22 - 12 5 2 1 2
without PCC % {75) [ (82) (76) (71) “(1090) {(100})| (100Q) {10C)
involvenent _ .

.Ease: all per- N 57 11 29 17 5 2 1 2
sons who have % (100) [(100) | (190) {{(100) (100) |{100)} (100) (100)
used commodities .
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Of the fifty-seven urban respondents who reported use of
commodities at some time, one-quarter repbrt PCC assistance in
obtaining benefits. PCC assistdnce was most frequent among long-
time members. In the rural subsample, none of the five persons

who had received commodities reported any type of PCC involvement.

The data on parent involvement yielded no significant
differences for either knowledge or utilization of commodities

in either Tl or T2.

4.1.3. Medicaid

Table VI-5a. Knowledge and utilization of Medicaid :iggian.

. T T I M E X 7] TIME 2
RESPONSLES { TOTAL ! NEW ; SHORT| ! LONG i TOTAL ! NEW !SHCRT | LOIG
NON-AWARENESS _ ™~
Don't know/ N 3 -1 1 1 3 1 1 1
unknown - % (2) (4)] (2) (2) (2} (4) (2) (2)
Not avail- N 2 - 1 1 - - - -
able 3 | -1 @] @ - - - -
AWARENESS 27
Avdilable and N 37 4 15 18 41 5 20 16
not used 5 (27) | (15)! (26) | (35) (30) | (19)' (34) ! (31)
Available and N 93 | 21 | 41 31 i 91 | 20 37 | 34
used ‘ 3 (69) |-(BLY! (71) | (61) | (67) | (77)! (64) 1 (67) |
Receiving Hedi- N 85 20 37 28 | o4 19 37 ] 28 |
caid at time of % (63) | (77)] (64) [ (55) |1 (62) | (73)] (64) | (55) |
interview ‘ [ 1 f
Not receiving N 50 ¢ | 21| 23 || s1 70 21 | 23 |
Medicaid % (37) | (23)] (36) | (45) || (38)| (27)| (36) | (45)
Base 135 26 | 58 51 ]l 135 26 58 | 51
‘ +
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Table VI-5b.

Knowledge and utilization of Medicaid - rural.

Well over 90% of both the urban and rural subsamples are aware

of Medicaid availability. The majority of respondents reported

that thex'had'received Medicaid at some time.

Judging from the breakdown across longevity, it appears

that knowledge and use of Medicaid are more a function of use

of public assistance than of length of PCC membership.

N

VI-21

TIME 1 l TIME 2

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEVW | SHORT JLONG || TOTAL NEW 1 SHORT @ LONG
NON-AWARENESS -¢/,«*

Don't know/ N 4 2 1 1 1l - - 1

unknown % (5) | (14) (4y | (3) (1) - - (3)

Not avail- N - - - - 1 - - 1

able 2 - - - - (1) - - (3)

pe_

AWARENESS

Available and N 24 | 4 10 10 28 4 11 13

not used % (32) | (29)| (36) | (30) (37) 1 (29)] (39) , (40)

Available and N 47 81 17 22 45 | 10 17 | 18 |

used % (63) | (57)| (61) ! (67) (60) | (71)| (61) ! (55) !
Receiving Medi- N 41 - 8 15 18 39 9 | 14 | 16
caid at time of % (55) (57) (54) (55) (52) (64) (50) (48)
interview ! ]

i !

Not receiving N 34 6 13 15 36 5 ! 14 17
Medicaid % (45) | (43)| (46) | (45) (48) 1 (368)! (50) | (52)
Base 75 | 14 | 28 | 33 || 75 | 14 | 28 . 33
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Table VI-5c. Utilization of Medicaid with PCC ifyqlvement.

. . T IME 1 1 T IME 2

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG |} TOTAL | NEW { SHORT ' LONG
Resource uscd N <9 2 3 4 ) 8 2 3 3
with PCC % (10) (10) (8) (12) |} (18) (20) (18) (17)
involvement

Resource usecd N | 82 18| 34 30 37 | 8 14 | 15
without PCC % (90) (90) (92) (88) (82) (80) (82)§ (83)
involvement |

Base: all persons N 91 20 37 34 || 45 | 10 { 17 , 18 |
using Medicaid % (100) {(100){ (100) {(100) (100) (100)‘(100)'(100)!

The data presented for utilization of Medicaid with PCC inveclvement

. show that the vast majority (87%) of the total sample sought out

this service without PCC assistance. Knowledge or use of Medicaid
as related to level of invbivement in PCC produced no significant

differences. ~

4,1.4., Welfare

Table VI-6a. Knowledge and utilization of welfare - urban.

2
. TIMNE 1 X T IME 2

RESPONSES TOTAL _NEW _SHORT _LONG _: TOTAL | NEW _SHORZ [ LOKG
NON-AWARENESS | '

Don't know/ N 2 1 1 - 1 .- 1 -

unknown % v | @ @ ! - (*) - (1) -

Not avaifX\u N - - - 1 - 1 1 - -

able % - | - - - (*)| (4) - -
AWARENESS . |

Available and N 39 4 |- 16 19 44 6 19 19 !

not used % (29) | (15)} (28) | (37) || (33) | (23)] (33) | (37)

Available and N 194 21 | 41 | 32 89 19 i' 38 1 32

used % (70) | (81): (71) | (63) Il (66) | (73), (ss)w (63) °

| Receiving wel- N 86 | 19 ;| 39 | 28 || ¢4 ‘ 27

fare at time of 3% (64) (73)’ (67) | (55) (62) (69) (67) (53)
interview ’ _ ! ! !
Not receiving N 49 71 19 23 | 51 8 | |24
welfare % (36) | (27)¢ (33) | (45) || (38) i (31)! 33 (47)
Base | 135 | 26 58 | 51 [| I35 | 26 | 58 . 517

(*)less than 1%
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Table VI-6b. Knowledge and utilization of welfare - rural.

TIME 1 1] TIME 2
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG || TOTAL | NEW SHORT | LONG
NON-AWARENESS '
Don't know/ N 1 1 - - - - - -
unknown % (1) (7) - - - - - -
Not avail-, N 1 1 - - 1l - 1l -
able , % (1) (7) - - (1) - (4) -
AWARENESQNK\Hﬁr | |
Available & N 37 6 16 15 35 5 14 16
‘not used 3 (49) | (43)] (57) | (45) || (47)] (36)] (50) | (48)
Available and N 36 6| 12 | 18 || 39 o | 13 | 17
used % (48) | (43)! (43); (55) | (52)| (64)! (46) | (52)
Receiving wel- N 29 | 6 11 | 12 4 33 8 13 | 12
fare at time % (39) | (43)] (39) (36) || (44)| (57) (46) | (36)
of interview l
Not receiving N | 46 | .8 | 17 21 ‘* 42| 6| 15| 21
W welfare % (61) | (57)] (61)! (64) |i (56} (43)] (54)! (64)
Baseé | 75 0 14| 28 | 33" 75 14 28 | 33 |

~ Knowledge of this resource is widespread; over 60% of the

'toial sample has usq? welfare at one timé or another.

Looking at data/reflecting actual receipt of welfare at
Tl and T2, it can be ;een that proportionately fewer rural than
urban membérs receive welfare (39% at Tl and 44% at T2, as com-
pafed with 64% and 62% respectively). 'One contributing factor
is the lower unemployment rate among rural families and the
higher incidence of husbands(}n the home who are able to work.
In addition, and perhaps more important, eligibility is defined
lpcally rather than in terms of any absolute level of family

income. In some areas, the amount of money available for welfare

is dependent upon a county contribution of funds. Thus, a less
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be sufficient to allow all needy families to
It is therefore possible that given an urban

with - the same incomes and resources one will

while the other will not.

wealthy county contributes a small amount of

receive welfare.

receive welfare

Table VI-6cC. Utilization‘of welfare with PCC involvement.

money that may not

and a rural fémily

U RB A N T RURAL B
" RESPONSES TOTAL{ NEW | SHORT| LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG:
Resource used N 6 2 2 2 6 2 1 3
~with PCC 2 (7)) (11) (5) (6) (15) j(22) (8) | (18)
involvement ~
Resource used N| 83| 1™ 36 30 33 7 12 14
without PCC % (93)| (89) (95) | (94) (85) | (78) (92) | (82)
~involvement - : ‘
Base: all per- N 89 19 38 32 39 9 13 17
sons who have % | (100){(100) | (100)}(100) (100) ﬁOO) (100) 1(100)
used welfare |

Y

Given the high percentage of persons aware of this resource,

PCC inveolvement in helping parents to obtain welfare is fairly

low: 9% of the 128 persons who have used this service report

PCC aid.

Involvement data for this resource also showed no

. . oy o ..
significant or consistent differences.
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4,2 Medical facilities

4.2.1 Health center or clinic

Table VI-7a. Knowledge and utilization of health center or clinic -

urban
TIME T T T T M E 2
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT | LONG || TOTAL| NEW | SHORT | LONG
NON-AWARENESS :
Don't know/ N 6 - - 6 2 2 - -
unknown % (4) - . - (12) (1) | (8) - -
Not available N 3 1 1 21 4 - 1 3
% (2)| (4) (2) (2) (3) - (2) (6)
AWARENESS
Available and N 21 4 7 10 19 3 8 8
not used 2 (16) | (15) (12) | (20) {] . (14) 1(12) (14) | (16)
Available and v 105 | 21 50 | 34 110 {21 | 49 | 40
used g (78)](81) (86) | (67) (81) {(81) (84) | (78)
Base 135 | 26 ] 58 51 i35 | 26 58 | 51

Table VI-7b. Knowledge and utilization of health center or clinic -

. rural.
| , T T ME 1 T T T I ME 2 —
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT | LONG TOTAL { NEW ! SHORT | LOMNG |
' NON-AWARENESS _ '
Don't know/ N 16 3 7 6 1 - - 1
unknown 8 (21} | (21) {25) | (18) (1) - - (3) -
Not available N 6 | 3 - 3 25 3 9 13
% (8} (21) - (9) (33) |(21) (32) | (40)
AWARENESS ]
Available and N 10 2 3 5 13 3 - 6 4
not used % {(13) 114) (11) (lS)v (17) {(21) (21) I (12)
Available and N 43 6 18 19 36 -8 13, 15
used % (57) ] (43) (64) (58) (48) | (57) (46) (45)
J Base . 75 14 28 33 75 14 28 33
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According to PCC staffs, a health center is not available

to residents of two rural PCC communities. It is therefore not

surprising to find such major differences between the urban
and rural subsamples, in terms of knbwledge and use. The data for
the first two categories of reéponse substantiate the validity

of interview data, as follows. At Tl, 21% of the rural respondents

- reported that they "did not know" if the service was available

and only 8% stated that a health center was not available. At

T2, only one person responded "don't gnow“'while 33% of the
subjécts in fhis subsample report non-availability of the se?vice.
As a health clinic is not available to a fair-sized portion of

the rural subsample, this increasé in the percentage of respondents
reporting non-availability represents an increase in awareness

of existing community resources.:

Where services are available, the majority of respondeﬁts

are making use of the resource.

Pable }VI-7c. Utilization of health center or clinic with PCC
involvement.

-

. URBANWN RURAL

RESPONSES TOTAIL ! NLW | SHORT| LONG TOTAL |" NEW ! SIIQRT ! LCIG
Resource used N 30 5 10 15 14 2 5 7
with PCC % (27) 1 (23) (20) (38) (39)]1(25) |  (38) (47)
involvement ‘ '
Resource used N 80 | 16 39 25 22 6 8 8
without PCC % (73) | (76) (80) (62) (61) | (75) (62) (53)
involvement
Base: all per- N 110.-| 21 49 | 40 36 | 8 13 15
sons who have % (100) | (100) | (100) (100} (100) { (100)| (100) (100).
used health : - ; :

center or clinic y
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Of the 146 respondents who hgve used the health clinic at
some time, 44 or 30% of these persons state that they did so
with PCC involvement.’ The proportion of long~time members reporting
PCC assistance is highest in both the urban and rural subsamples.
* For many of the subjects who reported PCC involvement, this
"involvement most-probably'entailed.enrollment in the medical
facility with which the PCC has a liaison, affiliation or cohtract

for service.

There is a significant difference across involvement in

terms of use of this resource. A significantly greater number
!
of less involved urban respondents reported use of a hedlth

clinic at Tl than was the case with more involved subjects. This
difference between low and high-involved parents does not hold

. !
up in the T2 subsamples.

4.2.2, Public hospital ‘

0

Table VI-8a. Knowledge and utilization of public hosbital - urban.

' T T HE L. TINE 3 B
RESPONSES TOTAL| NEW | SHORT i LONG TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LOMNG
NQN-AWARLNESS .
Don't know/ N - - - - ;— - - -
unknown % - - - - - - - -
Not available N 2 - - 2 2 - - 2
% (1) - .- (4) 1y - - (4)
AWARENESS : » ‘
Available and N 39 10 17 12 29 10 9 10
‘not used % (29)] (38) (29) | (24) (21) j(38) | .(16) | (20):
Available and N 94 16 41 37 104 16 . 49 3%
used . v e (70)L(62) (71) 1 (73) (77) {(62) (84) | (76)
Base: R 135 | 26 .58 | 51 [] I35 |26 55 5T

o
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Table VI-8b. Knowledge and utilization of public hospital - rural.

T I M E 1 T I ME 2

RESPONSES i TOTAL | NFW | SHORT | LONG | | TOTAL | NEW | GHORT | LONG
NON~AWARENESS '
Don't know/ N 1 - - 1l 3 - -2 o1
unknown % vy - - (3] (4) - (7) (3)
Not available N 23 4 6 13 8 1 1l ‘ 6
8| (31) [ (29) (21) {-(39) || Q1) | (7) - (4) | (18)
AWARENESS : » ‘
Available and N 10 1 9 - 6 3 <27 1
not used 3 a3y | (7 | (32) - (8) [(21) (7 | (3)
Available and N 41 9 i\ 13 19 || s8 [ 10 23 25
used : 3 (55) | (64) | (46) |'(58) (77) [(71) | (82) | (76)
Base " 75 [ 14 | 28 | 33 175 | 14 28 | 33

While not necessarily easily accessable, a public hospital
is available to residents in all the study communities. Given
this availability, it is surprising to find thét at T1l, 42% of.the
long-time-rurél'mémbers were unaware of the existence or avail-
ability of4a public hospital. Although this proportion decreased

at T2, it still remains the highest in this category (21%).

While the majority éf respondents reported ﬁse of a public
hospital at T1l, the prqportioﬁs reporting use increased signifi-
cantly for the total sampxe at‘TZ. The most striking increases |,
.in use occurred améng shoré-time members as a whole. (The -
difference is significant at the .0l level). With the exception
of new urban parents whdse percéntages remained Stablg from T;
to T2, all othcf categories of members inCreased‘in either their

knowledge and/or use of this resource.

;
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- Judging from the data preseﬁted reflecting awarenesé and
utilizatépn of a health clinic and public hospifal, it appears
that respondents have, on the whole, substanﬁial knowledge of
available resources and are recéiving services from these
resources. The frequency and pattern of usage of thesé health

resources will be presented in the next chapter.

Table VI-8c. Utilization of a public hospital with PCC involvement.

URBAN : RURAL

RESPONSES TOTAL . NEW | SEORT | LONG TOTAL|" NEW | SHORT | LONG
Resource used N 5 1 -1 4| 1| - 1 -
with PCC % ~(5) | (6) - (10) (2) - (3) -
involvement - - 1 -

Resource used N 99 15 . 49 35 57. 1 10 22 | 25
without PCC - $ (95) {(94) { (100) | (90) (98) | (100){ (97) {(100)
involvement : . B
Base: all per- N|. 104 | 16 49 ;] 39 58 | 10 | 23 | 25
'sons who have % (100).](100)| (100) [(100) (100) { (100)| (100) j(100)
used a public : 1

hospital

As can be seen from the data presented for utilization of
a public hospital with PCC involvement, the overwhelming
majority of respondents,wholhave‘used this servicevdid SO on
their own. This is not surprising as most womeh had children
at the time they joined PCC,and these children were, in most
cases, delivered at the loca1 publié hospitél. This may also
account: for the fact tﬁ;t‘no significant differences were fouhd

in terms of involvement for:either knowledge or use of this

resource.

). ~
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4,2.3. Mental health clinic.

' Table VI-%a., Knowledge and utilization of mental health:cllnlc -

_urban._
: | ' T T IME 1 T TITHE 2
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW |} SHORT| LONG TOTAL| NEW SHORT . LONG
- NON-AWARENESS ' . ) ‘
Don't know/ N 45, | 10 19 16 28 4 17 7
unknown 3 (33) [ (38) | (33)| (31) {| (21)](15) | (29)} (14)
Not available N 16 | 2 7 7 {{ 13 ] 2 4 "7
T ] (12)] (8) (12) | (14) (10) | . (8) (7)| (14)
| AWARENESS | . . |
® + | Available .and N 64 | 13 30 21 " 82 | 18 *{ 35 | 29
not used 3 (47) | (50) | (52) | (41) (61) ] (69) | (60)| (57)
Available and N - 10| 1 2 7 || a2}-2 2| s
used R % (7))} 4y . (3) ) (14) |} (9)] (8) (3)| (1e)
| Base _ 135 | 26 56 | 51 || 135 | 26 | 58 | 51

Table VI-9b. Knowledge and utilization of mental health cllnlc-/

rural. ﬁ . *
: e — T.IME 1 T T IME 2
RESDPONSES TOTAL, NEW | SHORT | LONG | TOTAL| NEW | SEORT! LONG
NON-AWARENESS : L ) « L
, Don't know/ N 25 7 1, 7 11 15 | 2 7 1v 6
unknown % (33)| (50) (25) | (33) || (20}](14) (25).1 (18)
Not available N 13 2 6 5 20.] s .6 9 -
% (17)] (14) (21) | (15) (27) |:(36) (21| 27
AWARENESS . | - - |
Available and N 31 5 10 |~16 |} 26 4 io | 12
not used 3 (41)! (36) (36) | (48) [|.%35)] (29) (36) 1 (36)
Available and N 6 - 5 1 14 3 5 6
used 3 (8), - (18) (3) (19) | (21) (18){ (18)
Base 75 | 14 28 | 33 75 | 14 | 28 33
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A mental health cliaic is unavailable in two of the rural
communities. However, in one of these two communities there
is a clinic 80 miles from the PCC and a staff member from this

clinic does come to the PCC at times.

Awareness of mental health clinics increased from Tl to T2
among urbén respondents. This is particularly true cof new and
long—timé members. But, given the availability of a mental
health clinic in all v-ban study sites, the percentages of thosé
who don't know of the availability of such a resource are still
rather high. In the rural subsample there occurred an appropriate
decline in the numbef of persons reporting "don't know" and an
increase 'in the number of "not available" responses. As the
services of .a mental health clinic are, at best, available with
difficulty to a larée-percentage of the rural subsample, the increase
in the number of'"not available" responses may represent
heightened awareness of the community's resources or lack of

t
them,

”y
&

)

The majority of the urban\and,rural'parehts'who are aware
of a mental health clinic%s availability repq%t that they’ﬁave
never used the'resource. Howéver, use diq iﬁcrease.sligﬁtly in
T2 for both subsamples, partiéularly among #ural members. At
Tl, no new rural members feporied use of,thfs'resource, whereas

in T2, three of the new members stated that they had received

service from the clinic.
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Use of a mental health clinic presents an interesting
case in that it requires a specific need and a certain degree
of sophistication to recognize this need. Most often, recogni-
tion of need is rade by trained personnel; most persons who have
used a clinic have done so because of a referral. It is likely that

referrals were made by PCC staff members or consultants.

Table VI-9c. Utilization of mental health clinic with PCC involvement.

i URBAN K RURAML B

RESPONSES ‘ TOTALT NEW | SHORT | LONG 1 TOTAL| NEW | SIiORT‘ff LOoNG

. Resource used N 4 1 - 3 5 1 .2 2

with PCC % (33) | {50) - (38) (36)] (33) (40) \33)

involvement .

Resource used N 8 1 2 5 9 2 3 4

without PCC g (67) | (50) | (100) (62) (64) ] (67) (60) (67)

ianlvement

Base: all per- N 12 2 2 8 || 14-] 3 51 6 )

sons who have 3 (100) ;(100)| (100) [{100) (100) | (100) | (100) {(100)

used a mental

health clinic

The data for u}ilization of a mental health clinic with PCC
involvement show that 35% of the 26 persons who have used this
resource received some form of assistance from the PCC. While
the majority of subjects who used this service did so on their
own, the proportion of.members reporting PCC involvement appears
sizeable when the nature of the service is considered, the possible

delicacy of the problem which makes referral necessary, and the

social stighafthat is ‘often associated with receipt of this

 £ype of health care.

. LYy

r
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No significant differences were ,produced by the data

related to respondents' level of involvement' in PCC.
S

4.,2.4. Familv counseling agencies

\
Table VI-l0a. Knowledge and utilization of family counseling

agencies - urban. z\
r TIME 1 *(1) . i~ "TIME 2 i
RESPONSES ! TOTAL 1 NFW [ SHORT | LORG*#*(1l)'i TOTAL, NEW "SHORT ! LONG** (1)
NON-AWARENESS b : l
bon't know/ N 36 4 12 20 : 35 7 16 12 |
unknown § 1 (27)](15)) (21) | (39) (26)| (27)! (28) ] (24) !
Not avail- N2l ] 5|07 o || 1] 3| s 30
able % | (16)](19)] (12) | (18) (8)! (12)] (91 (6) |
AWARENESS | ‘
Available and N : 70 | 15| 35 20 72 | 14| 31 27
not used s | (52)[(58) (60)] (39) (53); (54)| (53)! (53) |
Available and N 8| 2| 4 2 17| 2| 6 9 |
used s [ -(6) (8) (M| (1) (13)| (8) (10)| (18) !
Base ' 135 | 26 | 58 | 51 135 | 26| 58 51

** (1) Chi-square significant at .01 level for knowledge of resource
* (1) Chi-sguare significant at .05 level for knowledge of resource
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Table VI-10b. Knowledge and utilization of family counseling

agencies - rural, . -
T IME 1 | TIHE 2
RESPONSLS TGTAL | NEW | SHORT | LONG || TOTAL | NEW | SIIORT | LONG |
NON-AWARENESS
Don't know/ N 25 6 .10 9 23 4 9 10
unknown - % (33) (43} (36) (27) (31) (29) (32) (30)
Not available N 22 6 6 10 17 4 3 10
% (29) (43) (21 (30) (23) (29)1 (11) 7 (309
AWARENESS _ |
Available’and N 21 2 | 3 11 22 30 11 8
‘not usedi % (28) | (I4)] (29 | (33) (29) © (21)} (39) | (24)
Available and N 7 - 4 3 13 3] 5 | 5
used VYt (9) -1 ) (9 || an | D] a8 ! 1s)
V4 . i — I N
Base S 75 14 | 28 i 33 [ 7% | 14| 28 | 33
n - F -

y

Family counseling agencies represent a resource not apt to
be widely used by respondents as it is used when a specific
problem arisés, andfreduires considerable sophistication for use.
A family counseling agenéy is available in all urban areas and
in two of the three rural areas.

. ' . . o
Lack of knowledge of the resource decreased over time:

howaver, 34% of the urban subsample and 54% of the rural sugsémple did
not know of the resource or thought it was unavailable at T2,

The hiéher‘proportion of rural respondents in this category is
expected as one‘rural community does not have such a resource.
However,/in T2, 31% of the rural subsample still replied, "don't
know". #he“increase in awareness of resource was significant

| .
dmong lorg~term urban members (43% were aware of resource at T1,

YI~34
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and 71% at T2) and marked among new rural members (14% at Tl and

42% at T2) These two subgroups also had the highest incidences of

actual use as reported in T2., While long-time urban subjects
increased their awareness of the resource across time, at Tl,
this subgroup was significantly less knowledgeable about a

faﬁiiy counseling aéency than were eithe& new or short~time urban

members.

In the urban subsample, while a majority oi the respondents
were aware of the resﬁﬁ:cef%t both Tl and T2, over 50% of this sub-
sample reported that they had never used such an egency. The
pattern in the rurai subsample was similar. Although fewer. rural
respondents knew of the‘resouree's availability than was true
of the urban subjects, the majority of those who were kKnowledge-
able about the service also repofted non—use: Thus, the per-
centages for use of family counseling-agencies are low. However,
even given the small cell Ns, some interesting patterns emerge.
Receipt of family counseling services more than doubled among
urban respondents from Tl to T2. Within this subsemple, use by
long-time members increased four and one-half times auring the
evaluation period. The anréase in use among rural reséondents
wae almost as great as that for urbans (9% .in T1, 17% in T2).

Of interest here are the new rurel parents. At Tl there were

v

no new parents reporting use while at T2, 21% of the 14 ne&
. < N
members stated that the_servige was available and used. Gai:s

in use were also repeyted by all other groups witﬁ.the exception

of urban new members whose percentages remained stable over time..

{
]
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Table VI-10c. Utilization of famlly counseling agencies with PCC

- involvement.
' . URBAN RURDATL

RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT { LONG TOTAL| NEW :SHORT| LONG
Resource used LN 8 - 1 7 . 3 1 1 1
with PCC % (47) - (17) (78) (23) (33) (20) (20)-
involvement

Resource used N 9 2 5 2 10 2 4 4
without PCC 3 {(53) {(100) (83) (22) (77) (67) (80) (80)
involvement . ' ¢
Base: all per- N 17 2 6 9 13 | 3 51 5
sons who have 2 (100) [(100)} (100) {(100) {(100) | (100) (100} (100).
used resource :

Over one—third of the 30 respondents who reported use ofl
a family counseling agency also reportéd PCC involvement in |
their usé. The two groups which reported.ﬁhé highest frequencies
of uée, new'ru;al and lqng-time urban members had the highest
percentageé for PCC involvement as well. Seventy-eight percent

of the nine 1on§—time urban respondents who have uséd this agency

did so with help from the PCC.

A significant difference in terms of use of'resource.occurfed
at T2'betweén urban highfénd low involved respondents. Amoﬁg this
subsample, less involved members were the greater users of the
service than were more h%ghly involved members. Thisjwas the only

2

significant difference for this item along involvement.

g
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4.2.5. Planned parenthood services

Table VI-lla. Knowledge and utilization of planned parenthood

" services, - urban.
TIME 1% ] TIMELE 2
RESPONSES TOTAL* (I) { NEW | SHORT | LONG* (1)|| TOTAL* (1)) NEW | SHORT | LONG* (1)
*(2) ' *(2)
NON-AWARENESS - |
bon't know/ N 18 4 56| 8 <i/6 - 6 -
unknown % (13) (15)1 (10) (16) (4) - | (10) -
Not avail- N 5 1 - 4 4 - - 4
able 2 (4) (4) - (8) (3) - - (8)
AWARENESS | | |
Availahle & N 57 12|, 20 25 50 12 | 18 20
nrot used - (42) - (46)] (34) (49) (37) (46) | (31) ! (39)
Available & N 55 9 32 14 75 14 34 27
used % (41) (35)] (55) 27) | (56) (54) | (59) (53)
Basc [T 135 [ 26[ 58 1 51 | 135 {26 . 55 1 51
* (1) Chi-square significant at .05 level for knéwledge of resource,.
* (2) CGChi-sguare significant at .05 level for use of'resource.ﬁ ”
Table VI-1lb. Knowledge and utilization of planned parenthood
services - rural. .
'
r TIME T ! T IWME 2 !
RESPONSES | TOTAL** (1) NEW ' SHORT, LCNG TOTAL** (1) NEW @ SHORT: LOI
NON-AWARENESS ' ~ . [
Pon't knew/ N 14 4 3 7 7 1 1 SI
unknown - % (19) (29)1 (11) | (21) (9) (7) (4)] (15):!
Not avail- N 16 3 4 9 | 5 - 1 4 |
~able % (21) (21); (14) 1 (27) (7) - (4)] (12)]
AWARENESS ‘
Available & N 29 6 13 10 30 9 12 9
not used % (39) (43)] (46) | (30) ]| -(40) (64){  (43)| (27}
Available N 16 1 8 7 33 4 14 | 15 |
and used $ (21) (7)] (29) | (21) (44) (29) 1 (50) (45rp
Base 75 | 14 28 | 33 ]| 75 | 14 | 28] 33
** (1) level for knowledge of resource.

Chi-square significant at .0l
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The health components at' several PCCs have made extensive
efforts to disseminate information concerning family planning.
Attempts have been made to .inform parents both of contraceptive

methods and of agencies that provide related services.

This is one area in which PCC has had a striking impact.

Among all respondents, both knowledge and use of resource

increased siqg}ficantly;-knowledge of the service increased
~ ’

o

15 percentage points frqg\;} to T2, and actual use rose by 17

percentage points (both si

N

This pattern remains stable when the sample is divided

Sificant at the P<.05 level).

\
by locale and longevity of membership. Significant ‘increases
in awareness of resource occuried in both the urban and rurai
subsamples. At Tl,“ﬁO% of the rural subjecta either did-not know
of the Service.or thought it unavailable, compared to 17% of
the urban subsample. Within tﬁe rural subsample, 50% of the new

members and 48% of the long-time members were in this category. At

. T2, a marked decrease occurred: 16% of the rural members and only

1
7% of the urban members d;d not know of the service or its

availability. While lack | of knowledge at T2 is still falrly
high among long-time ‘rural members (27%), the decrease from T1-
(48%) is encouraging. "~The decrease in lack of knowledge among

urban long-time members is significant.

<«

At T1l, most respondents who were aware of existing family
nnln services reported that they did not use the resource.
e pat ern is reversed at T2' the majo 1ty of the people who are

knowledgeable about the resource also r port use. _'_ o

. 7
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in this subgro.:

At both Tl and T2, the proportion of members who have used
planned parenthood services is gfeater among urban than amoﬁg
rural subjects. Use increased 10 percentage points from T1
to T2 among the urban subsample and more than doubled among rural
respondents. With the exceptioﬁ of new and'long—éime rural
subjects the T2.data for every other category of member show
that at l%aét 50% of each group has used planned parenthood
services. While the percentages at T2 for new and long-time
rural respondents are 29% -nd 45% respectively; these represent
increases over Tl of 22 and 24 percentage points; usé among
long-time members more than doubled and use among new members
more than quadrupled. Use among-long—time urktan members in-
creased significantly at T2. At Tl, significantly fewer people

used the rescurce than did new or short-time

urban nembers.

Table VI-llc. Utilization of planned parenthood services with

PCC involvement.

. U R B AN TR RURATL T

RESPONSES TOTAL*** | NEW i SIIORT , LONGi: TOTAL***| NEW ' SHORT | LOKG
Resource used 15 21 7 6 21 2 9 10
with PCC (20) (14); (21) (22) (64) (50) (64) (66)
involvement . | .
Resource used 60 | 12| 27 21 12 2 5 5
without PCC (80) (86) (79) (78) (3€} (50) (36) (34)
‘involvement
Base: persons 75 14 34 27 33 4 14 15
who have. used (100) }(100)] (100) {(100){; (10C) "~ |(100) | (100) {(100)
the resource

*** Chi-square significant at

with PCC involvement.

VI-39
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The PCC was involved in one~-third 6f the 108 cases in which
use of planned parenthood services was reported. PCC involvement
was more than three times as great for rural than for urban
respondents, a highly significant difference. This is as
expectéd, considering the high percentage of rural respondents

who were unaware of the service and the low percentage of res-

pondents who used the service at T1,

Among rural respondents at Tz,za‘signifécant difference in
terms of use across involvement occ&rred. The proportion of
highly involved members reporting use of planned parenthood
services was significantly greater than that of less involved

members. Chi-square analyses performed on,other involvement

data showed no significant differences.

4.3 Early childhood proarams

4,3.1 Head Start

Table VI-l2a. Knowledge and utilization of Head Start ~ urban*** (2)

{

TAME 1 T T 1IME 2

; I
RESPONGES TOTAL | NLW ' SHORT | LONG || TOTAL , NIW | SHORT ~ LONG |
NON-AWARENESS , g

Don't know/ N 8 2 6 | - 6 2 3 1l
unknown g (6) | (8} (10) - 7 (4) |- (8) (5) (2)
Not available N| 2 - 2 - 10 3 5 2
~ 3 (1) | - (3) - (1| a2)f (9 | (4
AWARENESS | : <P |
Available and N 72 18 35 19 69 15 37 17
not used 3 (53) ! (69)] (60) | (37) || (51} | (58)] (64) | (33)
Available and N 53. 6 15 32 50 6 13 31
used % (39) | (23)] (26) | (63) (37) | (23)] (22) | (61)
Base - 135 | 26 | 58 | 51 135 | 26 | 58 | 51

***(2) Chi-square significant at .00l level for use of resource
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Table VI-12b. Knowledge and utilization of Head StaPt - rural.

I
[}

[ T IME 1 , 1 ~ T IME 2¥(2)

RESPONSES "TOTAL | NEW< [SHORT [LONG 1] TOTAL | NLEW | SHORT TLONG
NON-AWARENESS ‘ \
Don't know/ N 5 4 1 - 1 1 - -
uitknown % (7) | (29) (4) - (1) (7) - -
Not avail- N 11 - 7 4 7 - 3 4
able % (15) | -~ | (25) [ (12}, (9) - 1y | (12)
AWARENISS | , . .
Available and N 24 6 9 9 |/ 22 |. 6 12 5
not used 8 (32) | (43) | (32) | (27) /| «31) | (43)] (43) | (15)
Available and N | 35 4| 11 | 20 44 71 13 | 24
used ‘ % (47) | (29) | (39) | (61) (59) | «(50)| (46) | (73)
: } | | ] !
Base 75 14 28 | 33 ‘ 75 14 28 33

*(Q)Chi—square significant at .05 level for use of resource,

At T2 a Head Start Program is not available to residents of
one urban community. In both the urban and rural subsamples,
knowledge of Head Start was greatest among long-time members. At

Tl, use was significantly greater among long-time urban members

. |
.than was true of short-time or new members. At T2, this significant

’difference occurred in both subsamples. It might be expected that
use of this re%ource would be'greétest améné these respondents,
who generally have larger and hence.oldeﬁfamilies; they gre'mofe
likely to have a llead Start eligible child. While use at T2 by

urban members decreased slightly for reasons previously mentioned,

use among the rural subsample increased by 12 percentage points.

It is interesting that while such a large percentage of
all PCC parents (45% at T2) use this resource, only a small

percentage of parents (8%) serve on Head Start Policy Councils. -
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.Table VI-1l2c. Utilization of Head Start wiﬁh‘PCC involvement.

sl AR

| U R B AN — RO R AL

RESPONSLES . TOTAL**| NEW i SHORT I LONG TOTAL**® TNELW | SHORT | LONKG
Resource used N~ 21 4 7 13 l 33 5 10 (18
with PCC . 3 (42) (16) | (54) (42) (75) (71) (77) (75)
invclvement - | P
Resource used N | 29 5 | 6 18 || 11 2 3 6
without PCC % “(58) (84) {46) (58) (25) (29)} .(23) (25)
involvement ' i
Base: all per- N " 50 6 13 | 31 44 71 13 24
sons who have §& (200) {(100) (100) ;(100) (100) {(100);(100) |](100)
used Eead Start '

** Chi-square significant at .01 level for use of resource with
PCC involvement,

te
b
2

The percentage ofﬂrespondents regorting thatbtheif children
were enrolled in_Head/Staét as ‘a result of PCC efforts is quite
‘high. .Fiftyffogr (57%) of the ninety-four personsywho s
uséd Head Start did sé‘with some foém of PCC assi~tance.
Sibnificantly more PCC assistance was.giQen”to rural -than to
.urban members. The‘overwhelming majority of rural respondents

(75%) using this resocurce report PCC assistance while oniy 42%

" of the urban'members report such assistance.

Level. of parental involvement in PCC did not significantly

‘effect subjects' kﬁowledge or use of Head Start.

’
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4,3.2,

Table VI-13a.

Day care or child care programs.

~

‘care programs - urban,

Knowledge and utlllvatlon of day care or child

T I

TIME 1 I M E_ 2
RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | SHORT | LOUG | | TOTAL | NEW , SHORT | LONG
NON-AWARENESS T ‘
Don't know/ N 12 4 4 4 4 2 - 2
unknown 3 (ey b (1%) (7) (8) (3) (7) - (4)
‘ Not available N | 4 1 1 2 11 3 5 3
' 3 (3) (4) (2) (4) (8) | (12) (%)Y (6)
AWARENESS “ |
Available and N 77 15 31 31 66 | 13 29 | 24
not used $ | (57)] (58) (53) | (61) (49) [ (50)] (50)] (47)
Available and N | = 42 6| 22 14 54 gl 24| 22
‘used %1 (31| (23)] (38) ] (27) (40) ! (31)] (41)! (43)
Base 155 | 26| 58 | 51 [| 135 | 26 .58 51 |
Table VI-13b. Knowledge and utilization of day‘care or child-
care programs - rural,
T I H B 1 A(L) [ TIME 2 !
7 RESPONSES TOTAL | NEW | GHORT | LONG |1 TOTAL | NEW | SHORT 1 LONG
NON-AWARENESS ’ | .
Don't kncw/ N 9 3 3 3 4 - 1 © 3
unknown s o(12) | ] W | 9 (5) - () | (9
Not available N 14 4 1 9 15 .5 300 7.
©% | (19) | (29)) (11) | (27) (20) |[(36)| (11) {-(21) |
AWARENESS s ' '
Available 'and N 35 5 17 1 13 41 9 16 16
not used 3| (47) | (36)] (61) | (39) (55) | (64)1 7(57)| (48)
Available and N 17 2 7 8 15 L 8 | 7
used % | (23) | )| (25) | (24) |} -(20) | - | “(29) | (21),
Base 75 | 14 | 28 ] 33 75| 14 28 | 33|

* (1) Chi-square significant at

VI-
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At bpth Tl and T2, knowledge and utilization of ﬁhis:iesource ;"

is far greatér arong urban than among rurgl respondents. While" |
. both awareness and use increased slightly in T2, the majority |

Qf people wﬁb know of the service's availability ;éport tha?lthey

do not use ;he resource. ALthough awareness bf this resoﬁrée

did increase across time,(?t.T2-there still remdined one quarter

of the;rutal subsample who repoited-thatvthey either did not know.

of a dﬁy care or child care program oxr that sucﬁ a program was

]

not available. At T1l, a significantly greater proportion of short-
' | : .

time rural members were aware of this resource than was the case

with new and 1ongffime members. This difference was not main-
_tained at T2 due to the increased knowledgeability gained by both

'new and long-time égbjects.
" UtiliZation of day care or child care programs
with PCC involvement. :
/

-

Table VI-13c,

\ URBAN !

, R URA L
RESPONSES PRTALIF*, NEW SHORT ' LONGi | TOTAL** ' NEW |SLCRT
Resource used with N 35 .5 16 | 14 ‘ j ' - |- 1
PCC involvement . 3 | }65) (63) (67K. (64) (20) - (23)
- - ’ - N :
JA ‘ i
| Resource used with- N Lé? 3 - 81 8 212 | 7
out PCC_involvement % f 5) (377 | (33) | (36) (80) - (87)
S E ' / : : | ] :
Base: all persbn§ N| -54 J~8 | 24 22 7°‘n15' - 8" 7
{ who have used-this % | (T00) |(100)~{{100) [(100)|| (100) °|* = ](100){(100)]
resource S R P - i !

**Chi~squaré significant at .01 level for'dse‘of.resource with
PCC involvement. - :

of the 69 parents reporting use of a day care or child=cére

_program, 38 or 55% of this group state that they did so with PCC .-

. o .
assistance. While use of this resource was highest”among urban - {
. . 3

& . . - . 3
) b
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e

z

parents, ﬁo was PCC involvement.:@ A significantly greater proportion
. |
of urban.parents report receipt of PCC assistance, than do-rural

~

respondents.

N

In terms of "involvement, among rural respondents at T1, a )

N

significantly greater number of highly.involved PCC participants
a4 . \\ ‘ S

feport usc of this type of prOgrém'than do less involved members.

No other involvefent ccmpatisons were significant.
Prd

4.4 Free legal servicées (Legal Aid)

\ : ’ - .
Tabie YI-14a. Knowledge and util®zation of free legal sérvices .~ ‘;
urban. . =
) ;
. » . ' -

' f T.*.M E 1 [ - T I ME 2 vl
REGDPOINSES, : T TOTAL | NEW | SUOR®T HONG || TOTAL | NEW_, SHORT | LONG |
NON-AWARENESS - |- 3 T i ' N

Don't know/ N -|_ 21 |_ 31 11| "7 15 3] 6 | 6

unknown % (16) | t12)| (19)] (14) (11) | (12} (10) | (12)

Not avail- N | 9. 1 (2 6 || 8 -l 6] 2

able 2. b | @ ey an ]~ 6| -] @ |, @)
AWARENESS S . -

Available and N | 75 16 35 24 73 18 32 23

not used s | .(56) | (62)] (60)| (47) || (54) | (69)] (55) | (45) |

— 5 — ., ——

Available and N 30 4 6| -10 |- 14 39 5 14 20

;used J (22) | (23] @7 (27)]] (29! (19)] (24) | (39) |
Base | 135 | 26| 58 |51 135 | 26| 58 | 51 |
\ .
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Table VI-14b. Knowledge and utilization of free legal services - .

“g rural,
a : . -
, T IME 1 *(1). ] ~_ T IME 2 ]
RESPONSLS TOTAL | NEW | SHQRT '} LONG [| TOTAL | IEW ; SHORT l LONG |
NON-AWARENESS ' S | J \
- ‘Don't know/ N 19 6| . 5 .8 .19 |- s | 3 1
unknown 3| (25) ] (43)] (18) | (24Y ((25) ] (36)] (A1) |,(33)
Not avail- N | 29 51, 7 17 27 3 11 | 13
able 31 (39) | 36) (25) | (51) (36) | (21)] (39) | (39)
AWARENESS o | | -
. Available and N | 15 [ 1| 9 5¢ 21 [~ 6| 11 | 4
not used - % | '(20) | (7)] (32) | (15). || (28)| (43)] (39) | (12)
_ Available and N | 12 | 2 7 -3 | 8| - 3.0.5 .
: used . . % | (16) - (14)1 (25) ; (9) (11! - n | sy
’- L - 11
Base . | 75 0 14 =-28 % 33 75 1 141 28 | 33 |

~’~jj}JCh1 square 51gn1flqan}/‘§ .05 level for knowledge\of resourcd

‘i

»

. N Free ‘legal services are\no{ rea@;Ny avallab]e to re916ents o
- . . e RN \
’ B of'one rural Eommunlty Whl}e there is an aé§01mted attorney

to handlc legal ald-— type cases, his caseload is suc sh as to

prohlblt his serving all persons who might have. need\for legal

counsel.
N o ) s . AN
. i : . ’ ‘ . 3
./ As use of legal aid is dependent upon specific need, a
. . “ ( , /
more important measure than use is knowledge of the resource. » =
At both Tl .and T2,. the percentage of urban respondents who
report awareness of this resource is significantly greater than
is the percentage of rural reépondents in the same category.
While knowlcdge of the resource in®rcased 18 percentage points
from Tl to T2 in ths rural subsample, at T2 there still remained

Q
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25% .0f ‘the rdThQirespondenes who replled "don't know or unknown "

At.%l knowledge of this resource was smgniflcantly greater among

short-time rural.respondents“than among new or long-time members

of this subsample.

Table VI-1ldc.

——

p—r—

{

Util;zaéion of free legal serv;ées with PCC involvement.

. \ : i ? S
. — URBAN B RURAL
REGPCNSES i TGTAL; NI, SHORT [ LONG ' TOTAL  MEW ° SHORT . LGLIG
- 1
Resource used N | - 13, 2 1 10, 2 .- 1 §. 1
with BCC & 3| 33 o] Lo |l @) -] 63| ey
- involvement ’ ~~ . -

* - . et - . " . . il * - - /t:
Resource used N 26’%> 3. 713 10 6 - 2 i 4
_without PpCC '3 (67)/(60) 1 (93) | (50)- (75) ~= | (67) ; (80) .3
1;119:17‘(peme‘nt' ﬁ . S . i "
| Bas&:-all per- N. | 39 | 5 | 14 |30 |~ 8 | .- 3 7 .5
gons who have % [.(100)!( Oﬁ?’ 0) (lOO) .TY 00y! 7 = LAT80) §{ (100)
xsed resourcc ' L - t\ . J A N - ., I\y

; : LAV f -
\ \\ \ 7, 7

Approx1ma ely one- thlrd of tne respondents who reporf. 'Se

of frce legal 'sexvices alsorreport;PCC 1nvolvement in this use.
v o~

¥ o«

The fFrequency of these reports is greaﬁést among urban subjects:

for whom use is greatest as well.

tative from, Lega

-

ith problems

art, account for the larger proportion of urban respondents
p : prop L% P >

1 aid

imarilzprelated to immigration.

This may,

reporting use of tRis resoufce with PCC involvement.

No significant differences were produced by comparisons
Lt . -

of the involveme

ot
~

2]
nt data.
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- Tablas {I-15b.

4.5 Hbusihg Authority L

Table VI-1l5a.

Knowledge and utilization of housing authority - urban.-

. [ T I ME 1 *(2) B TIME 2
RESPONSES [ TOTAL ' NI | SHORT | LONG |_TQTAL | NEW [ STIORT | LOYG
| NON-AWARENESS - - |
., Don't Know/ N gll 2 4 5 9 3 2 ] 4
~ unknown o], (8 (8) (7y | (10) (7) | (12) (3) (8)
Not avail- N | '3 | 1 1| 1 |l 6 - 4 2
able’ 3 - (2) (4) (2) (2) (4) - (7) (4)
AWARENESS - I Y
" Available and N 73 14 39 20 71 | 12 37 - 22
not used 3 (54) (54)” (67) | (39). 11 (53) (45@ (64) 1 (43)
Availablé and N | 48 ! 14 25 || 49 | | 15 ( 23
used 3 | (36) (35) (24) | (43) || (36) '(43) (26) | (45)
- - > 3'{ H 2 i i y | 3(" i o Y ——“—?‘ '—:"’
_Base A | 135 | /26 ’} 58 | 51 ] 135 | 26 | 58 | 51—

‘ ,*(Z)thquuarehsignificant_at .05 level for useé of resource.

Y

]
A

~

.

a
CF

v

. .

.Knowledge and.utilization of housling aﬁﬁhori y - rural.
R R ~ .

i -

. . ’/' . . o ‘ o / .
o/ 2 e | T T E 1 ' T I ML 2 . @
RESPONEES' “POTAL . NEW SHO’RT LO\EG il TOTAL -NLEW ‘SLGRT  LONG
NON-AWARENESS et . : 1 7
-Don{t‘kgow/ N{. 21| 770 9 l 18 | .3 6| "9
unkriown\ 31 (28) ] (50 (32) 1113) (24) | (21) (21)! (37)
T ot avail-“. N |- 34 6| ‘1l | 17 'j 28" 5| 11| 12
able 3 (45) | (4 3), £39) 1 (51) i (37) I (36} (39)] (36)
AWARENESS O i 1 d | '
Available and N 18 1 7 10 ! 26 6 11 | 9]
rnot used P (24) | (7)1 (25) | (30) '} (35) , (43) (39)! (27) |
Available ahd N 2 - 1 r 3
used % (3) - (4)'\ (3) (4)
Base R 75 14| 28 | 33 {[ 75 |
\a_\‘_/// ' '
Q ]
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Although a housing authorityris a resource available to . ‘\
.all study PCC communities, the majority of. the rural respondents.
are‘unawaré of such an agency) or report erroneoﬁsly that it is
unavailabie;-approximately 10% of the urban subjects give the .
same report, This is not a surprising statlstnc as most rural
famllles llVG Qh single family dwellings and are most 11kely
to report their housing problems to their landlords,fif anyone.

On the other hand, many urban famili€d live in aparthent .

bulldlngs, some of ‘which are publlcly subqldlzed and might
! i
therefore have more rcady access te a public agency, the
4
housing authorlty. LS
. - ) .

s : v .
Over one-third of the urban members report that they have, -

at %ome tlmc, contacted the/hou51ng authority. At Tl, signifi®

\ ¢

cantly more %Spg term urbanrmembers,reported use than did new or .
short—txmaumgmberq At -T2, thls difference in use almost reaches
o stak&stlcal 51gn1f1cancei ' ). | N N c
6 -

Table VI-15c. Utilization of housing aWtHority-with PCC invoivement

- A R URDBAN (7 TRUPZL i

, RIZSPONSLD ’ |"'POTAL | HWEW - SHORT | LONG -/ TOTAL | NEW 97 O'\’I’ "LOLG |
Resource used " N |.- 4 |2 ﬂ | - - - - - - |
with PCC $ (8) . (18)| (13) - -~ ‘= -
involvement . < A . < »
Resource used  N| 45 | o/ 13 | 23 3 |- - - 3
withouit PCC.e, ) (92) | (82)! (87) [(100) (100) -t - [ (100)
involvementgi . o o .
Basc: all per- N | 49 | 11 | 15 | 23 3. =3
sons who have g { (100) {(100)! (100)

(100) (Ioio) -t~ oo

used resource
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Of the 52 persons who reported contact with the housing
authority, only 4 or 8% of these subjects report that they did
so with PCC involvement. The three rural respondents who had

used ‘the -resource did not recall that the PCC was in any way

involved.

Data for. awareness or use of resource as it relates to

level of participation in PCC produced no significant differences.

4,6 Resources related to emplovment.®

\

4;6.1' State cmployment office.

-

Table VI-1l6a. Knowledge and utilization of state employment office-

urban.
: ' - T I B 1 T — T 105 2
RESIONSES P rOPAL-1 NEW . SHORT | LOUNG | TOTAL . NEW, | SHORY 1 T.OSG
i * H iy ( ;
NON-AWARENILSS . . ' . 4 i i
Don't know/ N 7 3 1 3 5 2 30 -
unknown $ (5) [~(2)1  (2) (6) - (4)y b (8) (s) = i
Not avail- N 2 1 - 1 5 2 1] 2
- able % (1) | (4) - L@ ] @] 8. (1) (4)
. ‘ *
AWARERESS l
Available and N 68 | 10 3.1 24 ¢+ 71 11 29 | 31
not"used $ | (50)]:(38)) (59) |'(47) || =(52) ;.(42)] (50) : (61) !
Available and *N.| 58 120 23 1 23 || 54 | 114 25 ! 18 |
used : 5| (43) ! (46), (40) | (45 1] (40) i (42)} (43) 7 (35)
Base : ] 135"} 26) 58 | 51 || 135 | 261 58 | 51
L} .‘ - ‘{
’.\ N ! .
\ ES
( Ay
i , F -
)
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Table VI-16b.  Knowledge and utilization of state cmployment cffice -
- raral. =

[  TIME 1 T T T AT 7 .

RESPONRSKES PIOTAL®SS (1) | LW SHORT | LONG TOTALZ* (1) Wiy | SHORT | LOUG |
NON-AWARENESS :

Don't know/ N 13 14 3 6 6 - 4 2

“unknown % (17) ' (29) { (1) | (18) (8) N (14) {6)

Not avail- N 18 . 2 8 8 8 2 1 5

able . s | (24) (14) | (29) [ (2) || (D) (14)] (4) | (15)
AWARLENESS

Available and N 29 40 14 | 11 33 9 o | ‘15

not used 3 (39) (29) | (50) | (33) I (49) (64)| (32) | (45) ]

Available and N 15 4 3| 8 28 $3) 14 | 11 |

used % | (20) L (29) | (11). | (24) - (37) (21); (50) | (33)
Base | 75 1| 28 | 33 75 14| 28 ' 3

** (1)Chi-square significant at .01 level for knowledge-of resource'

Fach PCC catchment arca is served by a state employment
office, however, at one rural PCC, this office is approximately t\ :

70 miles froem the Center, making‘ifﬁavailable only with difficulty?

‘Awarcness of the resource is far 15wef among fural than
ﬁrban respondénts. While rural respondents vere almost twice as
'.knowledgeable aLOut this service at T2 (a significant.difference),.
there.still remained almost one-fifth (19%) of the saﬁble who
reported the office to be either "unknown" or "not ava%lable" tb._

“them. These responses may be attributable to subjects living
’ 1 .
+ .
70 miles from the nearest state employment office. In the urban
subsamplé, the percentage of respondents familiar with this agency

is almost as high as it is for such serxrvices as welfare and medicaid,

¢ "two 6f the most wigely known services.

Y




Table VI-l6c. Utilization of state;employment office with
- PCC involvement. .

: . TR B AN T R0 R AL 3

RESPONSLES TOTAL ! NEW ! &SHORT ; LOUG iTOTAL] NEW ¢« SHORT ! LONG
. Resource used N 2 | - 1 1 - - =7 -

with pCC . g7 (4) - (4) | (6) - - - -

involvement : !

Resource used N 52 |+ 11 24 17 28 } 3 14 11

without PFCC 2 (96) ! (L0D)! (96) | (94) (100): (100){ (100) |(100)

involvenent ) ‘ ! f .

Base: all per- N| 54 | 1l 25 | 18 || 28 | 3| 14 | 11 |

sons who have % | (100) | (100)} (100))(100) (100) | (100)| (100) | (1007 :

used resource . ) o '

.
Tt is exbected that t@e ségte employment office would be

é prime resource contacted for referrals by the PCC.V This may

still be true; however,;iﬁ seems that this is a resource

heavily used, particularly among.urban respendents, regérdlcss

of PCC.- The data pfesented for u?ilization of a state employ--

. ment office support this idea. Of the 52 persons who have used

. : . | : .
this resource at some time, only two (or 2%) report having done
. -~

so as a result of PCC involvement.

Data for high and low involved subjects yielded no
significant differences. - y

o
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4.6.2.

Table VI-17a.

Job training program,

*

Knowledge and utilizati

on of job training programs -

urban. -
P TIMPFE 1 K T I ML 2
RESPORANS "TOTAL | LW SHORT (LONG | TOTAL NiW * GIORT  LOLG
NON~AWARENESS . |
Don't know/ N 15 3 6 6 13 3 7 !
unknown g 1 (1) | (12)] (10) |(12) (10) | (12) (12) | (¢,
' Not avail- N 4 2 1] 1 6 | 11 4 1
able 3 ] @y @ @l @t @ Mm@
AWARENESS . ,
Available and N 72 | .10 | 35 27 78. | 14 28 | 36
not used 51 (53) 1 (38)| (60) {(53) i (58) | (54) (48) | (71)
Available and N | 44 . 11 |. 16 | 17 i 38 8 | 19 | 11
used 5| (33) | (42)) (28) | (33) || (28)] (31) (33) |- (22)
Base 135 | 26 | 58 | 51 135 | 26| 58 | 51
Table VI-17b. Knowledge'and utilization of job training programs -
~ rural. ' '
. [ T M E 1 /! T I M5 2
T RLSPQUSES T TOTAL . NEW ( SLORT | LOUG 11 TOTAL . NEW _§ SHORT | LOLG
NON~-AWARENESS i !
Don't know/ N 21 5 6 10 - as 2 5 8 |
unknown s | (28) | (36)! (21) | (30) (20) | (14)} (18) | (24) :
Not avail- N 9 30 4 2 14, 4. 3 7,
able 2 (12) | (21): (14) (6) (19) ; (29)} (11) |'(21) :
AWARENESS . | ' i
Available and N | 36 5 13 18 37 1 7 16 14 |
not -used % (48) | (36); (46) i (54) i (49) 1 (50); (57) | (42)
Available and N 9 1y 5 | 3 9 1| 4 !
used 5| . (12) (7)! (18) | (9) (12) (7)1 (14) | (12) !
Base 75 | 14| 28 | 33 || 75 | 14, 28 | 33 |
) VI-53




OveralL,'in_both Tl and T2, proportionately more urban
thaﬁ-rural respondents are aware of the av fiability of this
résource and,‘in turn, more than £wice as-flany urban 130%) .
as rural (12%) parents report qontéct with a job training. pro-
gram. As with a state employment office, in the urban sample,;

-ﬁéw-parents represeﬁt a high proportion of those persons who

repor{ having used this resource.

In the rural subsample, new parents are the least knowledgeable

about the resource, although at T2, 45% of the long-time members

r

were also unaware of such a program's availabilitv. For hoth
. - P s

. o ]
subsamples, knowledge and use of resource remained fairly stable
throughout the interviéwing time span.

Table VI~17c, -UtiliZation of job training program with PCC
involvement. .

/

Il UR BAN I RURAL

RESPONSILS T IOTAL | MNEW ISﬁORTl LONG TOTAL THEW SHCRT | TG
‘Resource used N 5 | 1 3 1 - - - -
with PCC s | (13)] 3| ey | (9 {f - - - -
involvement , o
Resource used N | 33 71 16 | 10 9 O 4
without PCC % | (87) | (87)] (84) | (91) - {100) | 4100)(100) | (1C0)
involvement Tl -l , : ) :
Base: all per- N 38 8 19 11 9o I 1 4 4
sons who have $ j(100) {(100) | (100) |(100) (100) [ (100) (100)} (100}
used resource : .

Ten percent, or 5 of the 47 respondents who participated in
a job training program, report that they did so as an outcome of

a PCC referral or other assistance. All persons in this category
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are members of urban PCCs.

e

_Level of PCC participant involvement did not effect

subjects' knowledge or use of job training programs.

, 5.0 Sﬁﬁmarx

.

MEMBERSHIP IN

v

ENROLLMENT IN

COMMUNITY GROUPS

Regardless -of length of membership in PCC or

_involvement .level, the majority of respondents do

not belong to any community groups or organizations.
No subgroup significantly increased their involve-
ment in community groups Ox on community boards '

dufing‘the course of .the program year.-
m .

Although the percepntages are small, at both Tl and
T2, the largest propoftid@ of respondents report
membership in such organizarions as church-related

groups, block associations, veterans' groups, bowl-

-

ing~leagues, etc.
&, .
CORGE WORK

The majority of parents are not enrolled in_any
type of education program.

4"‘
7

No subgroups signifiéantly increased their enroll-

ment in course work during the evaluation year.
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are members of urban PCCs. .

%
.

L] .
Level of PCC participant invdlvement did not effect -

subjects' knowledge or use of job training programs, g

5.0 Summary . . '

-

MEMBERSHIP IN COMMUNITY GROUPS

Regardlessvof length of membershié in PCC or
involvemgnt level, the majority of respondent; do
not belong-to any community groups or organizétionsL
No subgroup significantly increased their'involyej;
ment in community groups of on community anrds ;

during the course of the program year.

Although the percentagés are small, at both Tlaénd
T2, the largest proportion of respohdents report

membership in such organizarions as chufch—related
groups, block associations, veteransf groups, Sowl—

s R -

ing leagues, ectc.

o

. fENROLLMENT IN COURLE WORK 1
The majority of parents are'pot enrolled in any

K}

type of education program.’
o

No subgroups significéntlyrincréased their enroll-

\\\ ment in course work during the evaluation year.

. 4
't . L]
-~ .

o
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- -r

° 0f the 52’ urban and rural respondents encsclled in
- o , :
course wotk at T2, 21 (40%) report that they did

.. 2 -

. . so With PCC involvecment.

~

. v R

y BASIC SUPPORTIVE SERVICES"

* 1
. : .
.
L

° ?uod stamps have been used by the majority of"

. - respondents., PR .

A

° '  The proportion of respondents receiving food
§ oL : :
~ AN . .
Stamps remained relatively stable over time.

-

- . . Pl
o S i, L
: ° . Fourteen percent of the persons who received foad
, ’ : ~

¢ stamps reported that they did:-so with assistance

from PCC,

-~

* No shbgroup jincreased significantly in terms of

knowledge or use of commoditids during the program

- }_, TS
' /3‘ ' year. -
: i
° of fhe sixty-twos respondents who reported use
; v of commoditics at some time, approximately one-
\ : . R A :

quartef‘;eéort PCC assistance in obtaining bencfits.
i :

- / ~

i .
{ (8
H

2o . . - . kv e
» o Medlcalﬁ,ls among the most widely known and - used

Yesources.

It appears that knowledge and usc of medicaid i3

more a function of use of public assistance than
. v 3, L . .

of length of membership or involvement in PCC.

-

]

. ~ No subgroup increased significantly in either theirxr
5 awarceness or use .of medicaid during the course of
2 IR

© the program year.

A e VI-56
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°  Eighty-seven percent of the 136 persons receiving
medicaid report obtaining bene