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ABSTRACT

Data are presented evaluating the validity and
reliability of the Personality Assessaent Questicnnaire (FAQ), a
self-report questionnaire designed to e€licit respondents®' percegptions
of themselves with respect to seven personality and behavioral
dispositions: hostility and aggression, depeéndence, self-estees,
self-adequacy, emotional responsiveness, escticral stability, and
world view. Two vercsions of the PAG (in Erglish and Sranish) have
been developed, cne for adults and a second for children. The child
version is designed to te used with childrer fircm age 7-11.
Adolescents and adults normally use the Adult EAC. The validity and
reliability of the Adult PAQ and child PAQ (English versicns) have
been shown to be adequate. A sample of 147 ccllege s=tudents was used
to assess the validity and reliability of the Adult EAQ. A sample of
220 fourth and fifth graders was used to assess the validity and
reliability of the Child PAQ. Internal corsistercy results and factor
analysis results are reported for both testing samples. Ccncurrent,
convergent, and discriminant validities cf the scales were found to
be adequate. Both versions of the PAQ are scscegtible to social
desirability and acquiescence in children's and adults' resgonses to
some PAQ scales. (Author)
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PERSONALTTY JSOESONVENT URSTTONNATRE (A7)

The Personality Assessment Questiomnaire (PAC) is a self-report
inctrument desirned to assess an individual's perception of himself with
respect to seven personality characteristics: (1) hostility and ageression,
including physical aggression, verbal aggression, passive aggression, and
rrovlems with the manacement of hostility and aggression, (2) dependency,
(3) self-esteem, (U4) self-adequacy, (5) emotional responsiveness, (6) emo-
tional stability, and (7) world view. Evidence is presented regarding the
internal consistency as well as the concurrent, convergent, discriminant,
and construct validities of these seales.

The PAQ was developed as 2 complement to the Parental Acceptance-
Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ) which measures children's and adult's per-
ceptions cf parertal accertance and rejection (Rohner, Saavedra, and Granum,
1978). That is, as predicted by parental acceptance-rejection theory,
parental warmth/affection, hostility/nrmession, indifference/neglect, and
undifferentiated rejection (as measured by the PARQ) are related to the
personality and behavioral constructs measured by the PAQ (Rohner, 1975).
The PAT may be used in other contexts as well.

Two versions of the PAD (in English and Spanish) have been deve-
loped, one for adults and 1 second for children. Both are written in the
present tense and both ask respondents to reflect on their true--not ideal--
behavior. The child version is designed to be used with children from seven
through eleven years of age. Adolescents and adults normally use the Adult
PAQ. Both versions of the PAQ assess individuals' current perieptions of
themselves along the seven personality dimensions cited above. It is im-
portant to keep in mind in the following definitions that individuals are
not, for example, either dpendent or independent, but that all persons are
dependent (or independent) to a certain extent or in varying degrees. This
continuum-1ike quality <f the behavioral and personality dispositions is not
emphacized in the feollowing definitions, but this fact of variability among
individuals zshoeiad not be overlooked.

L e tostility/Arsression ceule on the PAD may be divided into five
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Hostility and (Active) A~eression. Hostility is an

amoticoral (interril) reaaction or feelins of ine2r, anmity or
resentment 1irected toward inother person, situation or oreself.
dostility 1c expressed tehaviorally (externilly) in the form of
ararassior, in act which is intended to hurt someore or sonme-
thing, usually another persor., tut cometimes oneself. 2 Active
agrression may be manifested verbilly in csuch forms is tickerinw,
iarreling, telline soreone off, sarcasm, or bty making fun of
coraone, criticizine him, humiliatine him, cursing him or vty
saying *houghtless, unkind or cruel things. Acgression may be
revaaled physically by fishting, h-“ting, kickineg, titine,
seritehing, vinching, throvins thinas or tv other forms of des-
tructireness.

Pirgive Agsression. Pissive azereszion is 2 less
dirazt exnrerssion of assressior. in such forms as pouting, sulk-
ing, nrocraistinition, stutbornness, pissive obstructionism,
bitteme=s, rindictivensse, irritability, and temper tantrums.

Froblems with the Manacement of Hostility and Ageression.
"Proktlems w1th the manacemeant of hostility and aggression’” rafers
to the exrression of these feelings in disguised or symbolic form
such as noTTl%i praoccunition about aggressior, aggressive fan-
tasies or dreams, anxisty ova2r one's own real or fantasied ar-
zrassion, unursual intere~t in hearine or talkings about violent
incidernts, or ty an unusuil concern about the real or threatened
arrrescion of others. These feelinks may be ccnscious (recos-
nized) or unconscious {(unrecommtized) by the individual. In
either cis2 the rersor has difficulty coping with or expressing
Fostilitvy or a1c-rassion.

Dapandance
Denandence 1~ the emotional reliince of one person on
annthar for rorfort, irrroml, zuidance, suoport, reassurance or

Frraszior. is drctinmitished from acsertivaness. AsseTtive-
nerr refars to an individual's attenmnts to rlace himself in phy-
=iecal, wvertal, =nciil nr =oma other nriosrity over others, for
axarnle, to dorirnaite 1 corvarzatior or a froun’'s activities, or
£o inzist nror or 2tres: ona'a will over that of others. An in=
31vidual may te agnertive vertally, physiecally, or both. Forms
of varbal assertivenecs include mavine confident, declarative
statement~, ~oretimes withont reeard for evidence nr nronf, or
puskin. ferwar! ona's ovr, roint of view, Phv~irna] 1s3sertivenass
ineluiaz sarious forrs of offarncive pvhysieal action, Pt when
this nffensire 1ctior {atther vhyzical or vartml) has the intan-
tiar »f hurtine sovem=2 21 agething then 1t becomes r1orre-zion,
rint araertivene-s, Thuo veorar dar and acoartivrarass are oftan
APlAacals ralbad Far—  Af Ytarriar 3 mydinyr fiobivcbing Yaio o tha

irtartionility nf nartias,




decisior making, Inderandence is the essential freedom from
such emotional reliance.? The 2oal of dependency btehavior amons
children is usually the elicitation of warm, affectionate atten-
tion from an adult. Indicators of deperdency among children
include clinging to their parent, ittention seeking, becominyg
anxious, insecure, unhiopy, weeny or Wwhiney when they are separa-
ted from thelr mvarent, or waitins for or demandine the nurturant
response of someone else (1.e., succorance).

Indicators of deperdency among adults (as well as among
children) include frequent seeking of comfort, nurturance, re-
assurance, suoport, approval, or guidance from others, especially
those who are important to the individual such as friends and
family members including parents. The dependent person attempts
to solicit sympathy, consolation, encouracgement or affection from
friands when he 1s troubled or having difficulty. He often
seeks to have others help him when he is having personal problems,
and he 1likes to have others feel sorry for him or to make a fuss
ovar him when he is sick or hurt. The independent person, on the
other hand does not rely heavily on others for emotional comfor%,
support, encouragement or reassurance. He does not feel the need
to evoke sympathy from his friends or family when he is troubled,
and he does not often fael the need to seek reassurance, support,
comfort, nurturance or zuidance.

Overall the denendence scale on the PAQ emphasizes items
dealing with individuals' desire to have sympathy or encourage-

3Scme scholars (e.z., Beller, 1955; Heathers, 1955) prefer to
conceptually distinecuish "derendence” from "independence". They
define the term depender.ce as it 1is defined in this manual, but
they reserve the term independence for forms of bshavior we call
sel f-reliance. The contrast between these usages 1s essentially
one of emotionil versus inztrumental reliance (or dependencze) of
ore person upon anothear, 1 distinction that is not always easy to
make behaviorally.

Invertigators must be careful not to confuse independence with
self-reliance. Self-reliance includes 211 behavior that is free
from tha supervision or suidance of other people (especially
older paople, for children). It involves a definite tendency to
meet one's own instrumental needs without relying on or asking
for heln of others. Young children act self-reliantly when they
take care of themsalves, Aress themselves, feead themselves, play
1way from home without sunervision, acquire or prepare their own
food, and tathe themselves. The child who says, "I'11 do0 it my-
self,” when asked 1f he needs help 15 behaving self-reliantlv.
Indicators of self-raliance aimone 2dults include 2all resnonzan
whera an adult relia- on hia own skills or resources to exacute
1 kaglh, An vInlt who willinely tiken the initiitive to
accomplizh some novel task without seeking suidance, supervicion
or support is actine in 2 zeflf-reliant manner. self-reliance,
then, 15 an instrumentil (i1.=2., 2ction or task orientad) resnonsa
whareas (in)depenience i: an emotionil response.




ment from persons close to them when they are sick or having
troubles. None of the items deals with two forms of behavior
sometimes associated with dependency, viz., (a) proximity ceek-
ing--the desire to be near or in physical contact with another
person--or, (b) approval seeking.

Self-%valuation (Self-Tsteem and Self-Adequacy)

Self-2valuation consists of feelings about, attitudes
toward and perception of oneself, falling on a continuum from
positive to nemative, Self-evaluation consicte of two related
dimensions, self-esteem and self-adequacy.

Self-Ssteem. Self-ecteem is 2 glokal, emotional evalu-
ation of oneself in terms of worth. Positive feelings of self=-
esteem imoly that a person likes or approves of himself, accepts
himself, 1s comfortatla with himself, is rarely disappointed in
himself, and perceives himself as being a vperson of worth, or
worthy of respect. Negative self-esteem on the other hand im-
plies that a person Aislikes or disapproves of himself, is un-
comfortatle with himcelf, is disappointed in himself, devaluates
himself, parhaps feels inferior to others, and perceives himself
2s being essentially a worthless pverson or as teing worthy of
condemnation.

Self-Adequacy. Self-adequacy is an overall self-
evaluation of one's competence to adequately perform daily tasks,
to cope satisfactorily with daily problems, and to satisfy one's
own needs. Positive feelings of self-adequacy imply that a per—
son views himself as teinc a capatle person, able to satisfacto-
rily deal with his daily problems, feels that he is a success or
carvable of success in the things he sets out to do; he is self-
assured or self-confidant and feels socially adequate.

Nemative feelinss of self-adequacy, on the other hand,
imply th<t = rersor fesls he is an incompetent person, unatle tc
successfully meet or core with tha demands of day-to-day living.
He 1ac¥n confident cself-assurance, often feeling inert: ard he
sees himself as a2 failure and as teing unatle to cuccessfully
comrete for the thirgs he wants.

“motional Recpornzivenesac

“motioral resronsiveness refers to a persor's atility to
freely and orenly exnress his emotions, for examrle feelings of
warmth and affectior. “rotional responsiveness is revealed Ly
the spontaneity and 2age with which 2 persor is able to recpond
enotiorally to arncther ver-son. That 15, emotiorally renrornive
n2orle have little A1ffienlty formine warm, intimate, involved
arnd 1astine attachrents, Their attachments are not troutled bty
amotioral corctrictior o1 defansiveness. They are atle to easily
act out their sympathy and other feelings or apvrorriate ocea-
siors. Interrerzoral relation: of emotiorally responsive veorle
tand to te rloce ard nar-onal, and cuch rercons hiave little
trovble respondine amotior1lly to the friendshin advar.ces of
othars.

b




“rotionally unresvorsive or insuvlated peorle, on the
other hand, are atle to form orly restricted or defensive ero-
tioral involvemert:. They may te friendly 2nd sociatle tut
their friendshipbs terd to te impercoral and emotionally unex-
pressive. “motior21ly unresponsive peorle may be rold, detached,
aloecf, or unexpressive and they may lack spor:tarneity. They often
have difficulty or are unatle t¢ cive or receive normal 2ffactior,
ard undar extreme conditiors they may be apathetic or emotionally
bland or flat.

“motinzal Statility

Smotioral statility refers to ar individual's constancy
or steadiness of moc? and to his abtility to withkstand minor set-
backs, failures, difficulties or other stresses without becoming
ermotiorally upset. An emotiorally statle persor is abtle to
maintain his comrvnosure under minor emotioral stress. He is not
easily or quickly excited or angered and he is fairly constant in
his tasic moo<?.

“motiorally unctaltle peorle, or the other handi, are sulb-
Ject to fairly wide, frequert and unrredictatle mood shifts which
swinz from such poles as cheery to gloomy, happy tc¢ unharpy, cor-
tented to 2issatisfied, or friendly to hostile. Such persons
are often uoset easily by small setbacks or difficulties, ard
they tend to lose comwosure under minor streses. Oftentimes
emotionally unstatle reorle also tend to be excitatle or to ret
anery easily and quickly.

Fvaluatior of the World (World View)

World view i- 2 rersor.'s often unverbalized, glotal or
overall ewvaluatior of 1ife and the universe as bteing escentially
1 positive or nersative place, that is as bteing Msically a =ood,
secure, friendly, haopy, unthreatening place having few dangers
(positive world view), or as teing 2 bad, insecure, threatenins,
unpleazant ard hoctile, or uncertain place full of dangers (nega-
tive world view). Worli view refers to cre's ~or.certion of and
feelines atout the basic nature of the cosmos and of life itself;
it does not refer to 1 rersor's empirically derived knowledse of
the aconomic, politiral, soc¢ial or nztural environment in which
he lives.

STHUCTUES CF TET PAQ

Tha adult and child versior. of the PAQR contain seven
secales desimaed to meagure the seven personality characteristics
dencribed above. The adult versior contains nine items per
arale for 2 total of A3 items, and the child versior cortains six

items rer cealzs for 1 toth]l of 42 items. The vocatulary in the
child version i simnlified ind therefore more zenerilized than
the adult version. For this reacor it is rreferatle to ure the

adult version whenever vocsitlae. A1l items are arranred in
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corplete Sre nuestionnaire by themselvesn if at all poscible. 11 respondents

(childrer. om adults) have Ltrowile usine the tape because they fall bLehind,

the recorler may te tumed off briefly to let them catch up--thus Dxtendlnv

tne interval between iters. If is irportant, however, that respondents

Io nov dwell for any lenrth of Lire on any partlcular item, since the object

of Lre test 13 to et the resrondent'c first, overall reaction. Also, res-

rondents should be reminded that there are no right or wrong answers to the
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same respor.se ortions and scoring system, thus maximizing direct

corparatility between instruments. In toth versions of the PAQ
respondents are instructed to ask themselves if an item is asi-
cally true or untrue about the way they see themselves. If the
statement is tAasically true they are instructed to ask them-
selves, "Is it almost always true?" or, "Is it only soretimes
true?" If an item is basically untrue about the way they per-

ceive themselves they are instructed to ask, "Is it rarely true?”
or, "Is it almost never true?"

ocerty, the PA
Tne itens are ascored as follows: ALMCST ALWAYS TERU
SCMRTIMES TKRU= = 3; RAR®XLY TRU= = 2; ALMOST NRVZR TEUR = 1:

-N;

LL]

TRU= CF MW® NOT TRUS CF MW
Almost Almost
Always Soretimes Rarely Never
True True True True
4 3 2 1
Reverse Scorins. All scales are designed so that a

high szore (for example a score of 4) indicates a maximum of the
behavior that is predicted to be associated with parental rejec-
tior, namely high hostility, dependence (vs. independence), nega-
tive self-esteem, neesative self-adequacy, emotional unresponsive-
ness, emotional instatility, and negative world view. In order
to minimize resporse acquiescence or agreement response-set, cer-
tain items in each scal2 as described below are phrased so that a
high score (e.g., a score of 4) reveals independence (rather than
Aevendence), nositive self-esteem, emotional responsiveness, and
s¢ forth. To 1llustrate, a score of 4 (Almost Always True for
item 24 in the adult version, "I feel pretty good about myself,"
reveals positive self-esteem rather than negative self-esteem.
In order to make this and other items consistent with the weight-
ine of the remainine items in the PAQR, these scores recorded on
the questionnaire must be reverse-scored as follows when trans-
ferred to the scoring sheet:
L4 tacomes
3 becomes
2 becomas
1 becomes

Lo DN

rcs e DT T a0 version, and thirteon itors (717)
: : : & credoan fellovn



Scale Items to Be Reverse Scored

Adult Jersion Child Version
Hostility/Aggression4 none none
Deper.dence 16, 44 16
Negative Self-Fsteem 1C, 24, 38 3, 31
Negative Self-Adequacy 11, 25, 39, 53 L, 18, 39
Zmotional Unresponsiveness 19, 33, 54 12, 26, 40
Zmotional Instability 20, L1, 62 34
Negative World View 14, 28, 42, 56, 63 7, 21, 42

A1l items in tha PAQ are constructed to reveal at face
value relevant behaviors in each of the seven scales as defined
and operationalized earlier in this manual. That is, no indirect
Indiecators are employed.

Total (Composite) i Ccore .

Often researchers find it useful to make an ovegall
assessment of the "mental health" status of respondents. This
may be achieved on the PAQ by summing the ceven scale-scores to
form an overall or cowrposite test-score: the higher a total-test
score the more impaired an individual's emotional/behavioral
functionina. Because the mean and standard deviation of the
seven scale scores are likely to be somewhat different within most
samples, researchers should normally convert scale scores to z

uNone of the Hostility/Aggression items requires reverse scor-
ing. In order to effectively describe low hostility/aggression
(as would te indicate? by a high score on a reverse-scored item)
1t would be necessary to rhrase a statement in the nesative; for
example, "I do not get anary wher someone does sorething to annoy

me," Such sentence constructior creates an ambiguity by intro-
ducing the rossibility of a cdouble negative (in relation to res-
ponse option 1, "Almost Never True"). For example,

Item: I do not cet angry when someone does something to
annoy me.
Respor.se option: Almost Never True (= 1)
Interpretation: It is almost never true that I do rot get
angry whern schaone dces scmething to anroy me.
For many resvondents 2 sentence with such a doutle nesative is
confusineg arnd difficult to interpret. It i1s therefore unaccapt-
able as a test iter.

JAs indicated earlier, the PAQ was desipgned originally to mea-
sure seven personality/behavioral dispositions universally asso-
ciated with parental accertance-rejection. Parentzl rejection
tends to immair hezlthy erntiontl and behavioral functionine.
That 13, rejectinr. 21ffects one's "mental health". Thus irdivi-
duals who 2achieve 2 hish ccore or the PAD have a rrnrep mert ]
health status than person- who achieve low scores.

2t



scores prior to summing the scale scores.

Interpretavion of the Pa7
Occasionally a user of the PAQ will want to interpret
the sceres of a respondent or of a group of respondents. That is,
a test user may want to ewaluate the state of personality/tahavio-
ral functionine of sore respondent(s). Information reported
later in Table 2 provides descriptive data (e.g., the mean score
and standard deviation for each scale) on the responses of a
sample of 147 adult respondentc and on a sample of 220 child res-
pondents. Additional data regarding the possible extremes of
scale scores, scale and total-test midpoints, and the possilble
extremes of responses on the total test are presentad in Table 1.

TABL® 1

Possible %xtremes of Scale Scores, Scale and Total-Test Midpoints,
and Possible “xtremes on the Total Test: PAQ

Scales Scal . Scores and Total-Test Scores
Lowest Highest
Possible Possible Midpoint

Hostility/Ageression

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Dependency

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Negative Self-=steem

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Nezative Self-Adequacy

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Emotional Unresponsiveness

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Emotionsl Instability

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Negative World View

adult 9 36 21.5

child 6 24 15
Total (Compocite) Tect

adult 63 252 157.5

child 42 14R 105




DEVELOPM®NT CF THS PAQ

The PAQ was constructed on 1 rational-theoretical hasis
(Goldbers, 1972) in 1971. Several theoretically pertinent fac-
tors were taken into account as the test was constructed. First,
cross=cultural evidence shows that humans everywhere manifest in
varyine degraes the tehavioral dispositions measured in the PAQ
(Rohner, 1975, 1977). Thus the PAQ scales are shuwn to have uni-
versal apnlicatbility.

Since the PAQ was ccnstructed to be usable cross-cul-
turally as well as within the U.S.A., two additional considera-
tions sutded the development of the instrument. First, the items
within each scale must have common international referents, and
sacond, the phraserolosy of the items must be deacentered from
standard, idiomatic American-%nclish. These conditions ware
arproximately satisfied through the following procedures: prior
work on a cross-cultural survey using a world sample of 101 so-
cieties (Rohner, 1$75) helved to elucidate classes of items
having common international referents. The test items wera then
screaned and decantered from idiomatic American=Fnglish in 1971
with the help of two Turkish anthropologists in collatoration
with three American-Snelish speakers. Subsequently over the
next two vears tne child and adult versions of the instrument
were piloted on small samrles of “nglish-speaking children and
adulte in New Tngland to detect any further problems with the
test instructions, test iteuns, the response format, and so forth.
Troublesome areas in the questionnaire--especially in the child
varsion of the questionnaire--were corrected.

The 2dult version of the PAQ was administered in 1973 to
68 underszraduate students arproximately evenly distributed by sex
at the University of Connecticut. An item aralysis was performed
on the resrvonrcses, including the correlation of each item with its
reapective scile score, Items with low scale-correlations were
daleted or ravised. The present version of the Adult PAQ was
developed from this combined "rational-theoretical" and "internal"
stratergy of scale construction (Goldberg,1972). The child ver-
sion waz adarted on the tasis of the item analysis of the Adult
PAD . Tt wi= then individually administered to 1 small sample of
third-erade throurh fifth-erade children and further screened,
ezpecially for Aifficult vocabulary. Since 1973 continual pre-
"asting has helned to detect items containing words that are
troutlesore for voune children. The most intensive formal,
statistical aralysis of the validity and reliatility of the PAQ
("nelish varsions) wac initiated in thea fall of 1G75 for the
Adult PAR, ard in the fall of 1G7A for the Child ™AQ. These
ani1lysas ars descritad in the followine section.

ANATYSIS CF THS VALIDITY AND RSLIABIIITY OF Th< PAQ

Analysic of the validity and reliability of the PA. was
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guided by the standards outlined in the American Psychological
Association's Stanrndards for %ducational and Psychological Tests
(1974) For the adult version, undergraduate students ranging
in age from 18 to 43 years, and with approximate mean age of 23
years, were racruited from 2 major university and from a communi-
ty college in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area. Rest n=-
dents completed the PAQ (validity-study version) during class
time. From the total of 161 respondents who answered the ques-
tionnaire, 14 were excluded because of incomplete returns. The
final sample of 147 adult respondents consisted of 65 males and
7C females, plus 12 individuals who did not indicate their sex.

The sample for the child version was drawn from fourth
and fifth grade students (9 through 11 years old) in three metro-
politan Washington, D.C. parochial schools. Nf the 332 poten-
tial resvondents, 93 did not participate because of abser ~:s or
the lack of parental consent. Nineteen children in tr amain-
ing sample of 239 ware axcluded because of incomplete _¢:...ms.
Thus the Tinal sample consisted of 220 respondents, 118 of whom
were ferale and 102 were male. The questionnairas weara group-
administered during class time. The questions were read aloud
to the fourth eraders, but the firth graders completed tne ques-
tionraire by themselves. The test administrators were availatle
in the fifth grades to respond to questions on an individual
tasis.,

Table 2 reveals the btasic descriptive characteristics
(1.e., scale means, standard deviations, spread of subjects’
responses to each scale, and the possible high and low scores
for each scale of the child and adult versions of the PAQ). The
table includes the same information for each of the external
validation scales used to measure concurrent validity in the
validity-study version of the PAQ. As an indication of the form
and content of the test items, Table 3 presents one sample-item
from each Adult PAQ scale, as well as one item from each valida-
tion scale used in the validity-study version. The Child PAQ
scale-items are virtnally the same as the adult items except for
complexity of vocatulary.

The validity-study version of the PAQ is the modified
version of the instr ment produced for assessing the concurrent
vaiidity of the PAQ scales. The modification was created by in-
serting items in cyclical nrder from six already validated in-
struments.” (The pairing of the validation scales with the PAQ

fThe validitv-stuay version of the PAD utilizes -very item in
211 sevan scales cf the PAD, but only a portion of the original
items in most validation scales. The response format of the
validation scales were adapted to the requirements of the PAQ.

[ S
-
A
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TAEL®R

masariptive Statistics for PAQ Scales (Validity-Study Version)

Subjects’
Responsas Possible Scores

Scala Mean S.D. High Low Highest Lowest
PAQ
Hostility/Aggression adult 26.60 4,68 36 10 36 9
child 13.37 3.57 22 6 24 6
Dapendency adult 20.69 4,71 33 9 36 9
child 16,77 2.96 23 9 24 6
Negative Self-Tsteer adult 28.99 4.74 36 11 36 9
child 12.2% 3.39 24 6 24 6
Negative Self- adult 28.77 4,98 36 11 36 9
Adequacy child 13.34 3.33 21 6 24 6
Emotioral adult 25.94 4,99 36 14 36 9
Unresponsiveness childa 12,98 2.81 21 6 24 6
Emotional adult 24.88 5,24 35 12 36 9
Instability child 16.01 3,00 24 9 24 6
Negative World View adult 29,14 5,24 36 14 36 9
child 11.34 3,84 24 6 24 6
Validation Scales
Social Desirability adult 24.60 4.18 36 13 Ly 11
child 15.85 2.71 23 7 24 6
Hostility adult 40.62 6.58 56 26 60 15
child 14.94 3.06 23 6 24 6
Help Seeking adult 37.20 7.17 55 15 60 15
child 15.41 2.84 24 8 24 6
Relaxed vs. Anxious adult .2.12 5,45 39 10 40 10
child 14,45 2.56 22 8 24 6
Trust vs. Mistrust adult 11.38 2.67 20 5 20 5
child 11.50 2.14 17 6 20 5
Acquiescence adult 26.04 4,38 40 13 Ly 11
child 17.43 2.54 24 g 24 A
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TAELT 2 Continued

Sut jects'
Responses Poscible Scores
Scale Mean S.D. High Low Highest Lowest
Self-Rsteem adult 16.48 5.41 34 10 40 10
child 13.55 3.05 21 6 24 6
Self-Rerard adult 7.56 1.99 15 4 16 4
child 8.08 1.93 13 4 16 4

scales is indicated later in Table 5.) Three scales (i.=2.,
validation scales) from Lorr and Youniss' (1973) Interpersonal
Style Inventory (ISI) were used as external (i.e., criterion)
measures of concurrent validity for three PAQ scales. In addi-
tion, one scale was drawn from each of the following instruments
to assess the concurrent validity of three other PAQ scales:
Shostrom's (1966) Personal Orientation Inventory (PCI); Buss and
Durkee's (1957) hostility inventory: Rosenberg's (1965) seif-
esteem scale. No external validation scale was available for
assessing the concurrent validity of one PAQ scale, viz.,
Emotional Unrespornsiveness.

In addition to these external scales assessing con-
current validity of the PAQ scales, selected items from two other
scales were inserted into the PAQ for measuring potential :es-
ponse bias. Specifically, they were Crowne and Marlowe's (1960)
social desiravcility scale, and Couch and Keniston's (1960)
acquiescence scale.

Cronbtach's coefficient alpha (Nunnally, 1967) was used
as the principal measure of test reliability. Coefficient al-
pha is a measure of internal consistency of items within a scale.
A high alpha indicates that all items in a scale are samrling the
same content area. As shown in Table 4, Adult PAQ raliability
coefficients (%lpha) range from .73 to .8% with a median relia-
bility of .81. For the child versior, aphas range from .46 to

7a prior study in 1975 of 58 students in a large New England
University by Rohner and Cournoyer revealed 2 spread of alpha
scores from .83 to .96, with a median coefficient of .905.
Results of a comparatble test on a sample of 47 respondents in a
small semi-isolated fishing and mining community in Newfoundland
should bte rerorted =con.

I
g |
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TAEBEL® 3

Fach Scale (Adult Version)

Sample Item

PAQ Scales

Hostility/Aggression
Dependency

Negative Self-Fsteem
Negative Self-Adequacy
“motional Unresronsiveness
Emotional Instability

Negative World View

Validatior. Scales

Social Desirability

Hostility
Help Seeking

Relaxed vs Anxious
Trust vs Mistrust
Acquiescence
Self-Fsteem

Self-Regard

I have troutle controlling my temper.
I like to bte given encouragement when
I have failed.

I wish I could have more respect for
myself.

I feel inept in many of the things I
try to do.

I feel distant and detached fror most
people.

I am cross and grouchy without any
good reason.

I view the universe as a threatening,
dangerous place.

No matter who I am talking to,
always a good listener.

When I am mad, I say nasty things.
When I am feeling low, I look for
sympathy from friends.

I consider myself a relaxed person
who seldom gets upset.

When you trust people they live up to
your expectation.

It is a wonderful feeling to sit
surrounded by your possessions.

I feel that I have a numter of good
qualities.

I trust my ability to size-up a
situation.

I am
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Internal Consistency Reliatility Ccefficients (Alpha) for
PAQ Scales (Validity-Study Verstion)

Coefficient Alpha

Scale Adult Child
PAQ

Hostility/Aggression VR R NSk

Dapendency 7GR N ik

Negative Self-Tsteem JB1#w NSk

Negative Self-Adequacy B3 3

Tmotional Unrasponsiveness . 7B #% JUb

Emotional Instability By LY AL

Nezative World View 8ok 7Y
IST

Help-Seaking JB3Ew 2hHw

Ralaxed B2 %n J14%

Trust AL L J14F
POI

3alf-Ramrd S e 2 HRH
Rosanberg's

Salf-Sstaan . B , 58*%
Marlowa-Crowne's

Social Desirability . 5B JUo e
Couch=Keniston

Acguiescence o 56 o JO#H
Buss=Durkae

Hostility L7 L 3o #n

PA?%

POI

*5 .05
**xp £ 001

= Rohner's "Jarsonality Assessment Quastionnaire"
IST = Lorr and Youaiss' "Interpersonal Style Invantory"
= Shostrom's "Personil Orisntation Inventorv"
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.74 with 2 madian raliabilitv of .« 7. Hosaver, it is siznifi-
cant that th= 31lvhas for the criterion sciles vsad in the child
varsion ranze from .14 to .59 with a 12iian reliabilitv of .32,
This fact helvs to ex»nlain snae of the problems encounteras in
tha analysis of tha child version discussed more fully balow.

A measure of the concurreat validity of each PA) scale
1s prasanted in Tabla 5 which shows that all Adult PAQ scales--
with the axclusion of “motional Unresponsiveness which has no

TABL® 5

Corralation Betwe=sn PA2 Scales and Validation (Criterion) Scales

PAQ Scalas Validation (Criterion) Scales r
Hostility/Ageression Buss & Durkee's Hostility
adult L HB*x
child L 56%#
Dapendency Help Seeking (ISI)
adult ,78#%
chilAd L 3B *%
Nagative Self-Rsteen Roszenbarg's Salf-Fsteen
adult -, 75%®
child VAL
Negative Self-Adejuacy Shostrom's Self-Regard
adult -, 53
child - 14
*motional Unresnonsivenass [No validation scale available]
Emotional Inctability Relaxad vs Anxious (ISI)
1dult - B3
chilq L
Nagative Wsorld View Trust vs Mistrust (ISI)
adult -, 5D#%
chi1d -, 25t
*nL.05
**p & . 001

Pﬂjrfher reszaarch 15 n22ied to d4etermine i1f alphas are hirsher
wnen tha PAY 1is administered individually to children. Analysis
2f this gquestion on 2 sinnla of 15 individually administered
questionnaires rnrored inecoaclusive because of the small n.
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validation (criterion) scile--ara siemificantly (p<£.001) related
to their respactive validation scales. The same is true for the
child varsion with the exception of the Negative Self-Adejuacy
scale wvhich correlates with its criterion scale at the p <.05
lavel. This low correlation (r = -.14) seems to reinforce the
initial exvectation that Shostrom's Self-Regard is an only
aporoximately adequate criterion for judging the concurrent vali-
dity of the PAQ Negative Self-Adequacy scale. No other aporec-
priate scale was available, howaver, for assessing the concurrent
validity of that scale,

Additional evidence regarding concurrent validity as
wall as convergent and discriminant validity is reported in
Table 4§ for the adult data and in Table 7 for the child data.9
Thase tables are intercorrelation matrixes of each PAQ scale with
(a) every othar PARQ scale, and with (b) all validatioa scales.
Concurrent and convergent validity are shown when each PAQ scale
correlates significantly with its respective validation scale.
Suggestive evidence for discriminant validity is orovided when
the correlation showing convergent validity is higher than the
correlation between a given PAQ scale and any scale not designed
to assess coanvergent validity. Thus the presumption of con-
currant, convergent, and discriminant validity of a scale is
heightened when the correlation coefficient batween that PAQ
scala and its validation scale is higher than the correlation be-
twaen that PAQ scale and any scale in the same rows or columns
snaredl by sither of these scales.

As shoam in Table 6, three of the PAQ scales in the
adult version (viz., Hostility, Dependency, and Emotional
Instability) me2at this strinegent validation requirement. The

9Concurrent validity 1s 2 kind of predictive-validity without
the time dimension. That 1s, coacurrent validity is assessed by
an oatside criterion, that is by a second, known and validated
measure, In the context of the research reported here, con-
current validity is essentially equivalent to convergent validity.
Convergent validity implies that agreement axists batwaan diffe-
rant measuras of a single trait or construct. Discriminant
validity, on the other hand, implies that two traits are distin-
guished from esach other, Cparationally this means that two
measures of a single construct should correlate with each other
more highly than either measure correlates with any other con-
struct within an intercorrelation matrix.

10Tha rationale for this procaiure is similar to the loxic of
tha multitrait-multimethod technique proposad by Campbell and
Fiske (1959).




r =
De~imal voints nhave been omitted from the table.

TABLT 6
Multiscale Intercorrelation Matrix for an Assessment of Concurrent, Convergent, and
Discriminant Validity of Adult PA? Scales (Validity-Study Varsion)
Scale 1 2 3 4 5 o) 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 ‘ 15
1. Host1lity/Aggression
2. Dapandency 31
3. Negative Self-Tsteam 4s 15
4, Namative Self-Adequacy 356 18 87
5. %motional Unresponsiveness 31 -03 48 45
5. Tmotional Instability g4 32 59 62 30
7. Nemative World View 32 04 49 56 38 54 H
8. Buss & Durkee's Hosti1lity 68 19 30 25 21 34 254
9. ISI Halp Sesking 29 78 15 17 =09 32 07 17
10.ISI Relaxed vs Anxiouas -44 -31 -64 -68 =31 -83 =52 =35 =29
11.ISI Trust vs Mistrust -19 =01 =31 =34 =20 =36 -50 -23 04 35
12 .Rosenbarg's Self-<steem -22 =07 -75 =80 =43 =55 =55 =20 -04 67 34
13.Shostrom's Salf-Remard -05 -15 =47 -53 =19 -47 -3 =10 =19 55 26 59
14,So0c1al Dessirability -59 =31 =44 =42 =36 -51 =35 =50 =24 55 43 43 24
15.Acquiescence sb 23 23 24 10 45 22 48 19 -41 -31 -12 -05 -49
Nota: .15, n&.05; r= .21, p&.0l; r= .27, pL.001.

ol
e



TABL® 7

Multiscalae Intercorrelation Matrix for an Assassmant of Concurrant, Converzent, and
Discriminant Validity of Child PAR Scalas (Validity-Study Version)

Scale 1 2 3 4 5 5 7 R 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

1. Hostility/Agsresstion

[®]

2. Danendency 2
3. Nazative SeYf-Zstaen 11 =22

L, Nezative Self-Adaquacy 07 =00 52

5. "motional Unresponsiveness 25 -07 45 45

. "motionil Instability 4a 14 27 22 38

7. Nemative World View 22 =13 45 39 3R 28

61

8. Buss & Durkea's Hostilitv S5 09 15 03 19 40 12 |
9. ISI Help Seakineg 07 38 -05 05 -12 =00 =13 05
10. ISI Relaxed vs Anxious -25 =09 -20 -26 =30 ~-4D =20 -25 -08

11, ISI Trust vs Mistrust -12 03 -20 =19 =24 =17 =25 =20 06 19

12. Rosanbarg's Self-Tsteen =21 05 -A7 =58 =48 =41 =45 =22 00 28 23

13. Shostromn's Self-Raxird -01 13 -11 -14 -14 -01 =09 07 05 12 07 13
14, Social Desirability -51 =07 -24 -22 =28 =38 =24 =43 =13 24 15 29 06
15. Acquiescenca 31 16 =07 -02 07 27 02 27 05 01 =10 =03 =30 =23

Nota: r = .13, p&£L.05, r= .17, r&<.0l; r= .22, p<L£.001.
De~imal voints have banan onitted from the table.

f,:) 2:3
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corralation o2° each of these scales with ‘ts resvactive vali-
dation scale is hisgner than any other coafficfent in the same

rows or columns as the relevant PAQ scales. The correlation
betwaen the Nezative Self=-Rsteem scale and its criterion scale
(Rosenbarg's Self-Usteam) is =-.75. However, one othar correla-

tioa is higher than this in the N2gative Self-@steem column of
the matrix. The correlation betwean Negative Self-Adequacy and
Shostrom's Self-Ragard is =-.53, but five other coefficients be-
longing to the rox or column of Negative Self-Aiequacy are higher
in magnituds.

A reviaw of pablished instruments failed to reveil the
existence 0f a scala analogous to PAQ's Negative World View.
Howavaer, Lorr and Youniss' Trust Vs. Mistrust scale seem2d con-
ceptually to be a comvoamnt of World View, Accordingly the
Trust vs. Mistrust scale wis selected as an approximate measure
of concurrent wvalidity for PAR's Negative World View. The cor-
ralation betwean Namative World View and Trust vs. Mistrust is
-,503 four other correlations in the rows or columns shared by
this valr of coefficlents are highar.

An analysis of tha convergent aad discriminant wvalidity
0f the Child PAY reveals results comparable to those of the adalt
varsion, but with 21l corralations being of a lessar magnituda in
the child version. Hostility, Dapendency, aand Negative Self-
Gstaem on the Child PAJ all correlate most highly with their
critarion scales. Nezative Self-Adequacy correlates with
Snostrom's Self-Ragard at -.14, but seven other correlations in
Nagative Self-Aiequacy's row and column are higher, “motional
Instability correlates with Lorr and Youniss' Relaxed vs., Anxlous
scale a. =-.40; two other correlations are higher in Zmotional
Instability's row and column. Negative World View correlates
with Trust vs. Mistrust at -.25; six other correlations are
higher in Negative World View's row and column within thas inter-
correlation matrix.

It is possible for any ona o~ more of thirtesn coeffi-
clents in a given PA2 scale's row or column (within the inter-
correlation matrix) to exceed in magnituda the correlation be-
twaen that scale and its walidation scale. As noted above the
presumdtion of discriminant validity of a construct (i.e., scale)
is haichtenald insofar a5 the convergent-validation coafficient is
higher than the other coefficients enterad into by the PAQ scale.
With the possible exception of the Negative Self-Adequacy scals
on tha Child PAR, the discriminant wvalidity of the PAY scales has,
overall, emarged from this analysis as reasonably good--esvecially
the Adult PAQ scalas.

Thase measures of internal consistency (reliability) and
of coancurrent, convergent, and discriminant validity all bear on
the construct wvalidity of the theoretical constructs underlying




the PAY scales.ll Ad1ition1l evidence resarding th2 construct
validity of scales 1s nrovidei by factor analysss of the PAY.
Since single item reliability has bean shown in psychometric
theory to be los (Cronbach and Gleser, 1953), 11 this analysis
items in each scale ware grounedi into zlustars of threa teo five
itens, For the Adult PAQ, dita from the scales in the wlidity-
study version ware rescored, yielding 43 subscores for each in-
dividual respondiine to tha PAQ. These subscores were inter-
correlated and subjected to 2 principal compoanents factor ana-
lysis. Th2 resultant factor matrix was rotated to an oblique
solution with fits better the desiderata for a simple-structure
factor loading matrix as advocated by Tharston (1647), Tables
R and 9 show the matrix of factor loadings for the Adult and
Child PAQ resnactively. The first six factors extracted in the
Ad1lt PAQ (Table 8) account for 58% of the variance. The first
factor is defined by high loadings on clusters: 7 through 9
(Nazative Self-7steem, PAQ), 10 through 12 (Negative Self-Ade-
quacy, PAQ), 40 throagh 42 (Rosenberg's Self-Rsteem) and 43
(Shostrom's Self=-Regard). This factor represants the indivi-

dual's overall Self-%"valuation. Ona of the threa clusters
dafining Lorr and Youniss' Felaxed scale also 1oads on this
factor.

Th2 sacond factor is defined by clusters 4 throusgh 6
(Dapendiency, PAR), and by 29 through 32 (Lorr and Youniss' Help
Seaking). Clearly, this factor may be labaled Dependency.

Tha third factor is defined by its high loadings with clusters:
15 throurh 18 (Zmotional Instability, PAQ), and by 33 and 35
(Lorr and Youniss' Relax21 vs. Anxlous). This factor may be
labalad “motional Instability. One of the three Acquiescence
clusters (1.e., clustar 37) also loads on this factor; cluster
34 of Lorr and Youniss' Relaxed vs. Anxious, however, does not
lo2d to criterion on the factor.1l2 The fourth factor has high
loadings on clusters 2 and 3 (Hostility, PAR) and 25 through 28
(Buss and Durkea's Hostility), but not cluster 1 (Hostility,
PAQ) . This factor may be labaled Hostility/Aggressioan. One
of the three Acquiescence clusters (1.e., cluster 38) loads
nagativaly on this factor. The fifth factor loads highly on
clusters 13 throagh 15 (Smotional Unresponsiveness, PAQ).
Tmotional Unresvonsiveness had no concurrent validation scale in
the validity-study version of the PAQ, so as expected, no other

115aa Croatach ani Meshl (1955) for 2 discussion of the con-
cept "construct validity".

12Ad441t PAY factors ware iefinsi by loadings 5.55: Child
PAR factors waere defined by a less stringent criterion, namely
loadings > .45, Overall, factor loadings in the Child PAY were
substantially lowar than in the Adnlt FAD.




Factor Loadings Following Oblique Hotation of Data from
the Adult PAR (Validity-Study Version)

TABLE

B

Scale Cluster Factors
I II ITI Iv \Y VI
Self- Depandency Zmotional Hostility/ “motional Neg.
ZAvaluation Instability Agaression Unrespoas. World
View
Host ./Agzrass.
1 05 =00 50 -35 -15 o4
2 21 15 05 - 59 -11 -14
3 -02 023 00 -71 =02 15
Depandancy
4 15 70 29 09 -08 -02
5 12 75 10 03 =20 01
6 -11 84 -19 -08 12 -03
Neg. Self-Est.
7 -69 -18 15 -01 07 -05
8 -71 -05 01 -04 -13 -05
9 =75 09 -16 -22 -13 -02
Neg. Self-Adeq,
10 -56 -13 11 07 01 15
11 -7 03 08 07 -06 06
12 -8 09 -10 -07 -09 -10
Zmot . Unresvon.
13 -04 -01 =24 -04 -73 28
14 01 -11 11 17 -89 o4
17 -15 -01 -11 03 -89 -10
Emot. Instab,
15 -06 05 83 0% 05 13
17 -16 02 68 -09 -03 o4
18 =37 03 56 -01 12 15
Nag. World Vw,.
19 17 04 18 14 =02 92
290 -05 06 10 -04 -11 76
21 =25 03 -04 -01 -04 73
Soc. Desir.
22 02 -08 =35 18 19 12
23 -07 03 -11 23 24 -01
24 Ly =29 03 25 13 o4
Host.
25 09 ~-01 24 - 55 11 07
24 =22 -04 -09 =77 09 =21
27 =07 07 a5 - 7K -04 -04
28 12 =22 =24 -82 21 23
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TABLE 8 cContinued

Factor Loadings Following Obligqua Rotation of Data from
the Adult PAR (Validity-Study Version)

Scale Clustear Factors
I I1 I1I IV v VI
Self- Dapandency Rmotional Hostility/ Smotional Neg.
Yvaluation Instability Agegression Unrespons. World
View
Help Seak.,

29 -06 80 -25 06 23 11

-0 -16 73 «05 -00 11 =00

31 12 86 09 -03 -08 00

32 00 84 01 -03 08 07
Relaxad

33 36 -08 =58 03 03 -02

34 56 -10 =40 01 -22 06

35 39 10 -58 -03 -03 -02
Trust

36 14 07 -04 01 -06 -45
Acqgales.

37 15 =10 82 -01 08 02

38 11 -03 25 -55 15 -14

39 10 =02 06 01 o4 03
Salf-Hst,

40 33 21 -04 02 02 10

41 91 02 10 -01 01 -03

42 85 01 07 -03 10 -06
Saelf-Rag.

43 74 -10 -10 -16 -16 -01
Tigenvalues 7.25632 4,.6968 3.984 3.7863 2.7 2.5821
Parcantage of
Variance
Accounted for 16.89 10.92 2.62 8.80 6.20 6.00

Nota: Decimal points have bsen omitted,

27
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TABL® 9

Factor Loadings Following Oblique Rotation of Data from
tha Child PA? (Validity-Study Version)

Scale Cluster Factors
I II ITI IV v VI
Self- [Uninter- Dependency Hostility/ Fmotional Neg.
Tvaluation vretadble] Aggrassion Instability ggrld
aw
Host./Aggrass.
1 07 24 01 64 =02 =21
2 06 Ly 24 62 41 09
Dapandency
3 -09 -03 74 =10 11 07
4 -12 27 71 15 08 01
Nég. Sel f-ﬁ:st .
5 76 03 -15 25 09 -08
3 73 -04 -31 11 31 22
Naeg. Self=Adaq.
7 66 -17 05 05 18 =34
8 70 13 13 08 27 =07
“mot. Unrespon.
9 60 28 -01 24 36 -18
10 31 -05 -32 10 51 =23
Emot. Instab,
11 24 L9 13 36 37 -08
12 26 29 02 20 70 -04
Neg. World Vw.
13 57 24 -17 19 14 -53
14 Ls 32 -13 24 15 -58
Social Desir.
15 -29 =37 -10 -63 -34 10
16 -17 01 =10 =-71 =09 -02
Host.
17 05 52 07 50 27 10
18 06 -16 -07 51 22 03
Relaxad
19 -14 -00 =C7 -10 =08 05
20 -22 03 -08 -13 -78 15
Trust
21 -18 -08 09 -14 =22 49
Acguiesc.
22 -06 31 02 21 o4 67
23 08 - 64 21 18 12 06

(4]
Qo
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TARLS i Continued

Factor Loadings Following Obligue Rotation of Data from
tha Child PAY (Validity-Study Version)

Scale Clustar Factors
I IT I1I IV v VI
Self- [Uninter- Depjandency Hostility/ Smotional Neg.
Svaluation pretable] AggressionInstability ggrld
ew
Saelf="st,
24 -65 23 -27 -16 -26 41
25 -58 =43 -16 -18 -37 -03
Salf-Rag.,
25 -07 50 15 -20 -30 40
Help SaalX.
27 08 =44 42 16 05 26
28 05 06 64 17 -19 20
i genvalues 5.4978 3.2927 1,7149 1.61¢C2 1.3011 1.0792
Parcantaga of
Variance
Accounted for 19.6 11,8 6.1 5.8 4.4 4.2

Nota: Decimal points have besen omitted.




scale (or cluster) loaded on this factor. This factor may be labeled Emo-
tional Unresponsiveness. Finally, the sixth factor has high loadings for
clusters 19 through 21 (Negative World View, PAQ). Lorr and Youniss' Trust
vs. Mistrust does not load to criterion orn the factor--even though it does
load modestly on the factor at -.45. Factor six may be labeled Negative
World view.

For the Child PAQ, the data from the scales in the validity-study ver-
sion were rescored, yielding 28 subscores for each individual respondent.
The factor loadings in the Child PAQ are consistently and substantially lower
than on the Adult PAQ. The lack of clarity in the factor structure is partly
explained by the low alpha coefficients, indicating limited intermal con-
sistency among the scales as perceived by children.l3 The first six factors
extracted account for 52.1% of the variance, however the second factor
which accounts for 11.8% of the variance is uninterpretable. Therefore,
the effective variance accounted for by interpretable factors is 40.3%. The
first factor is defined by high loadings on clusters: 5 and 6 (Negative
Self-Esteem, PAQ), 7 and 8 (legative Self-Adequacy, PAQ) and 24 and 25
(Rosenberg's Self-Esteem). Shostrom's Self-Regard failed to load to criterion
(i.e.,5.45) on this factor. Factor I of the Child PAQ may be labeled
Self-Evaluation, as it was on the Adult PAQ. Cluster 9 but not cluster 10
(Emotional Urnresponsiveness, PAQ) also loads on the factor, as does cluster
13 but not 14 (Negative World “'iew, PAQ).

The second factor is uninterpretable. The third factor is defined

by high loadings on clusters: 3 and 4 (Dependency, PAQ), and 28 but not
27 (Lorr and Youniss' Help Seeking). This factor seems to represent Depen-
dency. The fourth factor is defined by high loadings on clusters: 1 and 2
(Hostility/Aggress.on, PAR) and 17 and 18 (Buss and Durkee's Hostility).
Accordingly this factor seems to represent Hostility and Aggression. How-
ever, clusters 15 and 1€ (Social Desirability response bias) also load sig-
nificantly but negatively on the factor. These loadings leave the inter-
pretation of factor IV somewhat problematic. The fifth factor is defined
by high loadings on clusters: 12 Sut not 11 (Emotional Instability, PAQ),
and 20 tut not 19 (Lorr and Youniss' Relaxed vs. Anxious). This factor seems
to represent Emotional Instability. Cluster 10 but not 9 (Emotional Unres-
ponsiveness, PAC) =also loads to criterion on factor V. The sixth factor is
defined by high loadings on clusters: 13 and 14 (Negative World View, PAQ),
and by cluster 21 (Lorr and Youniss' Trust vs. Mistrust). This factor may
be labeled Negative World View. Cluster 22 but not 23 (Acquiescence res-
ponse bias) also loads on this factor.

1°In an atterpt to clarify the ambiguities reported in the factor
analysls of the child data, several factor analyvses were performed but none
showed a2 clearer factor structure than the one reported here.
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Six of the sevan versonality construczts maisured oy the
Adult PAQ, and five of the sevan narsonility constructs m2isured
by the Child PAQ anevrgad as iatarpretable factors in ths factor
analysas. Tnat is, Dependency, Emotional Instability, Hostility/
Agzrassion, and Neagative World View emarged as distinguishable
factors within both the Child and Adult PAQ: Emotional Unraspon-
sivenass came out of tha 1dult data, but it did not a2marge as =a
1istinct factor in tha child data. Self-Esteam and Self-Ade-
quacy emarged in both the a14ult and child factor analyses as a
combinedi factor (i.e., S21f-Evaluation). These two constructs
(1.2., Salf-Esteen and Self-Adequacy) were predicted in aivance,
howaver, to be thaoretically relited. Ovarall, then, the facztor
analyses of adalt and child data provide moiarately strong evi-
dence regarding the construct wvalidity of the theoretical con-
structs underlying the PAR scales.

Finally, suvporting avidance for the construct validity
of tha PAQ scales 13 shown by the results of an assignment 1in
1975 to four undergraduate studants in Washington, D.C. Tne
studants learned the theoratical definitions of each of the con-
structs maisurad by the savean PAY scales, and then they were ziven
a shuffled dack of all 63 items in tha Adult PAR. Tha studants
ware told to sort the items into saven piles, aach plile containing
nine ltems--one pile for eich zonstruct. The assignment resulted
in maters mik%iag oae sorting error in each of four secalas (i.2.,
97% accuracy), but all four raters sorted items perfectly (i.2.,
100% aczcurazy) in the remaining three scales.

Tna evidence presanted here supports the inference that,
ovarall, thae nsrszonality dispvositions measured in the PAQ have
concurrent, convargent, discrintnant, and construct walidity.
Furthar suvnport for this conclusion is provided in previocus work
(see Rohner and Katz, 1970; BRohner and Ness, 1375: Rohner, 1973).

RTSPONSE BIAS AND S3X DIFFTRUNCRS IN THR PAQ

Comparing Tables 10 and 11 with Tables 6 and 7?7 respective-
ly, ona sees that most PAJ 3calas are susceptible to both social
dasirability and acqgulescence response tendencles, aspecially
A111t PAQ scales. In only on2 case, however, does 2 significant
relationshio batwean a PAR scala and its vilidation scale vanish
235 1 result of this bias. More specifically, the correlation
betwaan Child PAQ’'s Nazative Sa1f-Adequacy and Shostrom's Self-
Regard drovped from a2 significant zero-ordaer correlatiom of .14
(saa Table 7) to a non-significant correlation of .12 (Table 11)
when tha joint 11 liance of social desirability and acquatescence
wis controlled for. Knowing that the PAY is susceptible to
regnonsa blas, usars of the instrument should protably statisti-
cally control for the ~ffects of resvonse style ~shanever the PAD
is used.

As sghowm in Tabla 12 there are 21130 simnificant seax
A1 fferences in 2hiliren’'s ani adults' responsas £to sone PAD
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Partial Corr=lation Coafficients:

TABLE

10

Effacts of Social Desirability and Acqulescance
Rasponsa Stylas Held Constant in Aiult PA.) Interscala Correlation Matrix

Scala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1. Hostility/Agerassion
2. Depandency 14
3. Nazative Salf-Estaam 28 01
L, Nagativa Self-Adequacy 15 05 B84
5. Emotional Unresvonsivenass 18 =15 38 137
6. Emotional Instability 27 18 4B 52 17
7. Nagative World View 14 -09 40 48 30 44
8. Buss & Durkees's Hostility 50 01 10 05 06 10 09
9.  ISI Help Saeking 17 76 0L 08 -18 22 -02 04
10. ISI Ralaxaed vs Anxious -12 -15 =54 =60 =16 =75 =42 =05 -18
11. ISI Trust vs Mistrust 15 17 =14 -18 -06 =15 =40 03 18 12
12. Rosenbarg's Salf-Esteam 01 07 =69 =77 =32 -47 -48 =02 06 A0 21
13, Shostrom's Salf-Rexard 09 -09 -42 -50 =11 -4K5 -33 -01 -15 55 19 55
Note: r = .16, pL.95
r= .21, pL£.01
r= .27, pec 001
Dacimal points have bean onitted from the table.
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Partial Corralation Comafficiants:

Scale

- - - .

11

Effacts of Social Desirability and Acqalascence
Rasponse Stylas Held Constant in Child PAJ Intersecale Correlation Matrix

Hostility/Acerassion
DapendAancy
Nagativa Salf-Estean

Nagzative Self-Adeqaicy

Fmotional Unraesponsivaness

Tmotional Instability
Nagativa World View

Buss & Durkea's Hostility
ISI Halp Seaking

ISI Ralaxad vs Aaxious
ISI Trust vs Mistrust
Rosenberg's Self-Fsztaen

Snostrom's Self=-Rezard

r .13, p4& .05
r 17, v .01
ra .22, L .001
Dx

acimal points have bamn omitted from

5 6
31
33 21
08 26
=16 =06
=25 =37
=23 =16
=44 -35
-14 -05
table.

62

-14 <20 =05
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TA3LT 12
Sex Differances in Childran's :ani Ad{ults' Rasponses to the PAQ

Scale Malas Femalaes t
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

Hostility/Aggression

adult 26.95 3.85 26.59 5,18 47
chi1ld 14,09  3.34 12.75  3.63 2 ,85%
Dapandancy
adult 21.82 4,64 29,72 4,55 2. hhnx
child 16,45 2.98 17,04 2.92 -1.38
Nagative Salf-"steem
adult 30.06 4,06 28.10 5.12 2. 45%
child 11.93 3.18 12,48 3.55 -1.22
Negativa Salf-Adequacy
adult 30.38 4,01 27.50 5.43 F 4gew
child 12,70 3.33 13.60 3.24 =2 A7 H*
Smotional Unresnonsivanaess
adult 25.80 4,55 25.64 5.37 .18
child 12.93 2.87 13.03 2,76 -.26
Emotional Instability
adult 26.71 4,64 23.23 5.34 4, ,03%ex
child 16.03 2,94 15.75 3.04 .68
Negative World View
adult 29,52 5.64 28.94 4,94 AU
child 11.23 3.99 11.44 3.72 W40
*nL .05
**p g .01
*%4p £ .001
scalas. For example, boys tend to be more hostile and aggres-

sive than cirls, but girls have more negative feelings of self-
adeqaacy than boys, Regarding adults, on the other hand, men
tand to have zreater feelinzs of negative self-adequacy and
self-esteem (i.e., nagative self-evaluation) than women. Also,

man manifest more depeniancy than women, and their
responses show greater emotional instability than womei's res-
ponses. In other respacts adult malaes are not significantly diffe-

rent from adult females in their responses to tha PAQ. These
data suggest that usars of the PA) should control for sex
Aiffarences in children's and adults' responses.
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Avnpaniix A
PAQ Adult Scoring Shaet

Name (I.D.#)

Iete
Hostility/ Negative Negative Zmotional Smotional Negative
Aggrassion Dependency Self=- Self- Unrespon- Instability World
Gsteem Adequacy siveness View
1_ 2 3__ b 5. 6__ YA
8__ S__ *10____ *11___ 12 13 *4
15 *16 17 18____ *19 *20 21
22 23 *24 *25 26 27 *28
29 30 31 . 32 *33 34 35
36 37 *38____ *39 40 *41 *h2
43 *Lly 4s ) 4o 48 49
50 51 52 *53 *54 55 *56
57 58 59____ 60 61 *62 *63
b >4 P = x X >
Hostility/ Dependancy N-~zative Nezative Zmotional FRmotional Negative
Aggression Salf- Salf- Unraspons-Instability World
Esteem Adequacy sivenaess " View

40
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PAQ
Scoring Sheet: Child
Yaze (I.D.)
Date
Scale Iten . Row Sun
l!onul:y
Aggression .
(G1) 1.8 18, 2 29 5
l(hcmi"';‘)“1 - 2 9 . W _ 30 N
Negative
Self
Est
(003) »__ 10 n__ & e B
Negative
Self
%doat) 4 1. 18 -2 32 9*
Exotional
Unresponsiveness 5 12# 19 6% 33 40
(005)
Enotional
%nossbiuty é 13 0 aq___ M~ 4
Negative
Horld
on 7% U as B8 3 4
El{llc. = Reverse Scoring 41




