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ABSTRACT

A PROJECTIVE ASSESSMENT OF FATHERS

WHO ABUSE THEIR CHILDREN

BY

Eric Charles Amberg

Male inmates of the psychiatric unit of a state prison who admitted

in the course of psychotherapy with prison therapists, that they had earlier

abused their children were investigated in an effort to identify personality

characteristics which distinguished them from other inmates who did not

voluntarily acknowledge that they had abused their children. A second con—

trol group of community resident fathers assumed to be non-abusive to their

children was also used. The fifteen males, constituting each of the three

groups, were administered the Rorschach and TAT tests .

The results revealed few differences between these groups on the

selected personality measures. This lack of differences, and especially

the unusually high pathogenic scores observed among the non-abusive con-

trol group, raised an important question about the adequacy of the control

populations. The conclusions (as stated below) are, therefore, felt to be

at be st speculative .



Eric Charles Amberg

In the area of pathogenesis the "abusive" group, although scoring

slightly less pathological than the co-inmate controls, gave more "pathogenic"

responses than the control fathers living in the community. With regard to

personality structure, the "abusive" fathers appeared less integrated than

both control populations. On an affective level, it was found that the

"abusive" fathers were less able to integrate emotion effectively with real-

istic thinking. This impairment, if in fact distinctive, is believed to create

conditions that prohibit the individual from responding effectively and real—

istically to everyday situations. When problems arise, the inability to cope

may lead to a lowering of emotional safeguards which, in turn, may lead to

assaultive behavior.

In concluding it is pointed out that in order to assess more effec-

tively the hypothesized impaired integrity of the cognitive and emotional

systems of abusive fathers, more rigorous investigations need to be carried

out, especially when selecting control populations.
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REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Since a symposium at the American Academy of Pediatrics (Kempe,

1962) a great deal of literature has been generated which has attempted to

unravel the unique characteristics of the so called Battered Child Syndrome

(BCS) . This man-created childhood malady, according to Health, Educa—

tion and Welfare's 1975 figures, affects approximately 500, 000 annually

and causes harm which ranges from multiple burns and lacerations to the

more extreme injuries: gunshot wounds, subdural hematoma and death.

Fontana (1976) estimates that one to two children a day are killed in this

country due to abuse related injuries. The injuries are diagnosed as sus-

picious after accidental causes have been ruled out leaving willfulness as

the only logical explanation for bodily insults .

In order to analyze the variables involved in the BCS, researchers

have approached the topic from one of the following areas: life style (as

related to such features as socio-economic status and family conditions),

child related qualities (physiological and psychological), and parental I

traits and dynamics. While far from conclusive, the results do suggest

a composite which has some utility in identifying critical issues related

to abuse .



Socio—economic Status
 

The environment in which one grows up has behaviors and attitudes

associated with it which have strong bearing on how children will be raised

(Hess, 1970). Social class1 values, for example, will in a large way deter—

mine whether a child will be assertive, challenging and exploratory, or if he

will be passive, obedient, and constricted. The former type of behavior

reflects the ideals of the middle class parent who tries to instill a sense of

pride in the child's explorations (Bronfenbrenner, 1958, Sears, 1957). At

school and at home, the parent encourages the child to question and challenge

all that is not understood. When a transgression occurs, the parent expresses

feelings of dissatisfaction and disapproval of the child's actions and not of his

person. Contrary to this philosophy, the lower class parent, lacking the

feeling of freedom to explore, provides the child with a View of the world

that is essentially fatalistgand oriented to external power. The parent, in

presenting this view, belittles the child's efforts to succeed. He (the lower

class parent) teaches the child to react to members of authority with respect

and thus perceive these figures as persons who will determine the course of

events (Hess and Shipman, 1968, Kohn, 1963). If the child rebels, the

 

1Membership in a particular class structure is based upon occupa~

tional status, economic resources, the availability of educational and occupa—

tional opportunities, and the sense of power or influence one feels one has in

relation to the self and the community (Hess, 1970) .



parent, using more physical forms of punishment, forces the child to suc-

cumb and adhere to the parents' dictims (Sears, Maccoby and Levin, 1957,

Bronfenbrenner, 1958). Furthermore, when this power oriented approach

is used, the child is not only left with the impression that his needs are

being violated but his very person as well (Sears, 1957).

As child abuse is prirna7rily associated with the lower class,

(Spinnette and Rigler, 1972, Elmer, 1967, Bakan, 1971, Chessen, 1952,

Hopwood, 1927, Lauer and Merloo, 1967), it can easily be said that abuse

is just a type of lower class punishment. However, while there are some

similarities in the general approach of abusive parents and of lower class

parents to frustration, there are more limiting qualities in the environment

of the former that tends to increase the usage of physical abuse .

Abusive parents, unlike the typical lower class parent, do not avail

themselves of resources from which they can draw when crises arise

(Steele, 1970). Problems which other people often discuss with peers

and/or relatives are not shared with anyone outside the family by the abu-

sive parents (Bakan, 1969, Davoren, 1974, Elmer, 1967a and 1967b). This

isolationist approach prevents a sufficient discharge of feelings from occur-

ring and hence they (the feelings) fester only to be displaced on some non—

threatening person within the family, e .g. the child. Smith (1974) points

out that:



Unlike other socially isolated populations, our index parents

did not avail themselves of social support at crises times

even though two-thirds had previous contact with social

agencies. . . . The proportion of our mothers who were

devoid of social activity is even higher than expected for

their social class, and this concurs with the findings of

those authors who have maintained that community contacts

of battering parents are minimal (p. 578).

L_i_f_e Style
 

The type of familial circumstances in which abusive parents find

themselves are as much a manifestation of the illness (BCS as the inappro-

priateness of their reactions when faced with crises.

Children of abusive parents range 2 to 12 with a mean of 7 and are

born in close proximity to each other (Kempe et al. , 1962) . It is still an

open question why individuals who clearly are unable to relate to people in

general have this many children. One answer is that a number of children

are said to be unplanned and/or unwanted (Fontana, 1976b). Another reply

is that some children are conceived in order to satisfy appearances (i.e.

perceived expectations of relatives, neigibors, and the religious community),

or fulfill some more primitive need for a child's love and acceptance

(Polansky, 1968, Jessner, Weigert and Foy, 1970). As a result, abusive

parents rarely plan their children because they want to share their love

with the child and thereby take mature pleasure in helping the child to develop.

Instead, when the initial reason for having the child is past or when some



 

. idiosyncratic expectation has been frustrated, the child's presence is no

longer desired or appreciated.

The child who is seen as a strain is particularly evident in homes

with single parents. While the circumstances for being single may vary

(death of a spouse, separation, extramarital sex) once the child's pres-

ence becomes a symbol of a mishap, which requires an unwelcomed altera-

tion in life style, the parent-child relationship becomes marred by excessive

feelings of frustration, anger, or guilt . These hinder the flow of parental

love for the child (Gardner, 1974, Perlman, 1964). Without a mate,

decisions regarding such issues as livelihood and child care need to be met

alone. Furthermore, the need (of the single parent) to deal with personal

and emotional demands (including companionship and/or the fulfillment of

interests and goals) also mus/t be considered.

For the inadequate individual, the creation of appropriate strat-

egies and the search for realistic resources on which to rebuild one's life

may be an impossible task. Thus the inability to cope with the increasing

demands on a mature level leaves the parent with little alternative but to

displace the feelings onto the individual who is considered responsible for

the increased burdens— -the_child.

While the problems of single parents are magnified by virtue of

the fact that they are alone, the marriegLabusive parents also face the day

to day chores with similar feelings of isolation. It will be recalled that



these parents are constrained individuals who view the world with suspicion

and distrust. They resist all attempts made by outside agencies to offer

help, and this agency assistance is either superficially acknowledged or

openly rejected.

It should be noted that neither the isolationist trend, associated with

abusive parents, nor abuse itself is class related (Smith et a1. , 1974,

Fontana, 1976) . Abuse within the middle and upper classes just stands a

better chance of being undetected by local authorities (Fontana, 1976). Pri—

vate physicians who treat the upper classes have been known to withhold

information from the authorities for a number of reasons: to protect the

family, to protect the private practice, and to avoid long and frustrating

court appearances. ’1 WVXWX _ )9”??? w "9/

- Mir ~ W5”

Thus, while much of the data on the frustrations experienced by

abusive parents is derived from the lower class parents, it would be a mis-

take to assume that feelings of entrapment are relegated solely to members

of the lower class . Moreover as frustrations of "singlehood" and feelings

of alienation are not class related, it would be logical to assume that the

displacement of anger onto children is similarly not class related. Unfor-

tunately without sufficient data about abusive parents in the upper classes,

one can only speculate about the parameters of abuse in the higher socio—

- //
economic classes.

\



Ih_e Child

It has been noted that in many families where abuse is practiced,

only one child is typically selected as the scapegoat (Elmer, 1967, Spinnette

and Rigler, 1972) . In a number of cases the child becomes the victim of

assault as early as infancy (Polansky, 1968, Steele and Pollock, 1974). It

has been discovered that approximately 66 to 75 percent of all cases of

reported abUSe are inflicted by the child's second birthday (with a mean

age of 20 months), (Gil, 1970, Lauer and Merloo, 1967). Therefore, one

must investigate the question: What (if any) are the unique features of a

particular child that singles him (or her) out for abuse?

Physically and psychologically, the abused child comes across as

being more deficient than the non-abused child even when the latter comes

from the same family as the abused (Johnson and Morse, 1968) . He (the

abused) may suffer from a greater number of illnesses, have some physi~

cal difficulties (e.g. deafness, nervous disorder), and/or be intellectually

:

impaired. Temperamentally, these children are diagnosed as hyperactive, M3

hypersensitive, colicky, and irritable (Steele, 1971, Fontana, 1973). Some

investigators (Elmer, 1967, Fontana, 1973b) question, however, whether

these deficits or differences are congenital or have been the result of some

form of assaultxor neglect. In other words, does the neglect, disinterest

and/or extreme deprivation cause the mental retardation or nervousness, or

is the condition truly biologic in origin? Proponents of deliberate actions as



a cause, point to the high number of cases of malnutrition in addition to the

other maladies as supportive evidence for the pathogenic mothering or

fathering. For example, Martin (1972, 1974) cites specific forms of path-

ological conditions that are suspicious in origin to support the contention

that these problems may primarily be sociogenic. In his surveys, 43% of

the victimized children were diagnosed as having some neurological path—

ology. However, within that population 50% had a history of skull fracture

or subdural hematoma. In addition, other children showed evidence of

under-nutrition which Martin states has led to mental retardation, hyper-

activity, impaired alertness and attention span, decreased learning, and

delay of language development . Mental retardation, another characteristic

of abused children, has been found to be present in 30% of these subjects.

Within this group 93% had a history of severe head trauma.

These psychological and/or physiological differences, regardless

if they are endogenous or exogenous in nature, still call attention to them-

selves because of the extra care that is needed to deal with them. A

child who is physically or mentally handicapped is usually less able to do

things for himself and hence is more demanding of others. Similarly, the

child who is colicky, fussy, and difficult to satisfy requires frequent min-

istrations with short -lived periods of relief.

Some parents think of the handicap as a blot on their image. The

child's difficulty is like a stigma which apparently points orr some imperfection





in the parents. As a result, the parents are ashamed and angered by the

realization that their child will be unable to provide for them or meet their

desired expectations. Instead the child becomes a spectacle for others to

criticize or pity. It is not unusual to hear abusive parents constantly

bemoaning the facts that their child is hard to please, irritable, always

crying and unable to fall asleep, as well as complaints that he is slow or

retarded (Steele and Pollock, 1974, Fontana, 1973). Such remarks reflect

the parents' feelings of helplessness and inadequacy which further provoke

their rage and hostility. Once the parents' anger is evoked, the child is

no longer perceived as someone with problems but as an agent, satanic or

otherwise, whose only motive is to punish or control the parent. The

child's behavior then is not recognized as helpless and infantile, but it is

believed to be willful and sinister (Steele, 1970) . The child is Viewed as

trying to hurt or upset the parent. Once the child is perceived as this evil

person, the parent feels compelled to honor the perceptions accordingly

and put the child back in his place to show him who is boss.

The Parent
 

In the end, one must look to the dynamics of the assailant for more

definitive clues in unravelling the mystery of child abuse.
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Historically the parent himself has been the victim of abuse as was

his parent and his parent's parent before him (Steele and Pollock, 1974,

Fontana, 1976) . As a result the "illness" appears to feed on itself. When

they were children, the parents were forced to assume the role of parent to

their own parents . They were required to offer love and acceptance with-

out ever having received any themselves. -When the child made an attempt

to please the parent, the child learned that such a task would be difficult

to achieve . In effect, what would be rewardable one day could be punishable

the next (Harrington, 1971). Moreover, when the child's own emotional

and/or intellectual needs were voiced, the needs were left unmet or the child

was admonished for his "selfish" qualities. / As a result of such a chaotic

background, the child never really developed a firm sense of trust (in the

self or in others) and instead learned to relate to people in a manner that

can be described as superficial, cautious, rigid, and hostile (Holter and

Friedman, 1968, Terr, 1970, Bennie and’Sclare, 1969).

Without a feeling of well being and security, normal exploration

and mental development is severely impaired. Children learn from ques-

tioning, and they look to the parent for the answers (Piaget, 1968). Because

of the normal child's limitations, the parent is called upon to try to under—

stand the nature of the child's questions, emotional discharges and idiosyn—

cratic mannerisms . When the child cannot avail himself of the parental

resources, his ability to move onto exploring with peers is stunted.
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Experiences with malevolent parent(s) teach the child to View the world with

suspicion. Consequently, the inability then to grow with peers fixates the

individual on more primitive intellectual and emotional levels of interaction.

While the normal adolescent continues to go through processes of

exploration and experimentation in an attempt to form some notion of per-—

sonal identity or advanced meaning to existence (Lidz, 1968, Erikson, 1968),

the abused person, not having had the opportunity for freedom of expression

and independence or the closeness of another individual, faces the world

with feelings of helplessness, hostility, suspicion, etc. (Kessler, 1966).

/

a“
0W5)

Psychodynamic Interpretation o_f tE Parent
  

Dynamic theorists indicate that the early, pregenital fixation pre—

cludes the normal integration of ego processes and thereby leaves the ego

fragmented. Every day experiences evoke intrapsychic wars wherein

childhood whims are pitted against internalized parental taboos and pro—

scriptions. Stated otherwise, perceptions and emotions are a continuous

battleground for id and superego with the ego acting as a severely handi—

capped referee. The result is that individuals become personified as ids

and superegos. For example, employers can come to represent super—

egos. with the self (the parent) taking on the role of id. At home either

spouse can assume the role of id or superego. Interestingly enough,
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Steele (1970) has found that abused individuals tend to seek out each other in

MWW’
marriage and live out a sado-masochistic relationship.5l‘gL/MWW

Likewise, the child is perceived in this dualistic manner: the

unloving rejecting parent or the "bad self" (Steele, et a1. , 1974). On the

one hand, when the child makes demands upon the parent by asking for love,

understanding or attention and/or when the child fails to comply with the

parents' demands for the same, the child becomes seen as the cold rejecting,

hostile parent. On the other hand, when the child exhibits behaviors that

have been historically viewed (by the parents' parents) as sinful and def —

initely unacceptable (e.g. masturbation), the child will assume the

identity of the parent's "bad self" or the evil id (Zilboorg, 1932). Steele

(1970, 1974) adds that the need to repress sexual behavior in particular

may also be due to the parent's own sexual feelings toward the child which

have to be suppressed.

The ferocity and intensity of the parent's reaction is believed to

be related to the stage at which the parent was fixated and/or the type of

behavior exhibited by the child. If the parent were traumatized by his or

_ her parent at the anal stage, it is conceivable that although other types of

behaviors (e . g. oral type) may cause the parent some discomfort, it is

primarily anal behaviors (e . g. withholding, smearing) which will evoke

the parents' wrath. Similarly, a parent who began to experience diffi-

culties at the Oedipal stage may view the child's attention-seeking behaviors

a.-
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and even his smiling as seductive attempts to obtain the affections of the

other parent. In this instance, the child or infant can represent the frus-

trating parent or a sibling whom the parent once viewed as a rival. In

fact just the mere presence of the child can be felt as a threat to the parent

who views the child as a rival or competitor for the spouse's love and

compassion. Wit”?

iii"

In any case, regardless of the child's age when he or she elicits

old hostilities and angers in the parent, a distortion in perception of the

child occurs, and the child comes to represent a forbidden wish or

impulse, a rival or some other idiosyncrasy which is fraught with anxiety

and powerful emotions. Once formed, the distortion leads to retaliation

against the internal and external dangers. Afterwards, the assault is

repressed only to arise again when the past is rekindled. Wfi.

As stated earlier, this fragmentation in perceptions and in being

evolved from a personality which lacks a basic sense of trust (Steele and

Pollock, 1974). The incompleteness and instability of the ego causes the

individual to be self-centered, to lack empathy, or to be unable to relate

to people in a sincere, mature manner. Instead, relationships with others

are highly defensive and superficial while the responses to the child are

tinged with painful and fearful associations .

The distortion in perception further causes repressed beating

fantasies to emerge and be acted upon. These fantasies according to
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Freud (1919) (as cited by Flynn (1970) and Bakan (1971) date back to the genital

stage at a time when the young child began to become sensitive to his own

needs for sexual gratification. Excessive frustration during this stage causes

the child's anger to be directed outwards towards those who are responsible

for this condition, i.e. siblings, parents as well as the self. Thus, the theme

of the fantasy is both sadistic and masochistic in nature. The sadistic com-

ponent is manifested by the image of an authority figure beating a little boy.

The authority figure (usually a teacher, principal, etc.) represents the

father, and the little boy represents a rival. The sadistic gratification then

stems from the satisfaction of having a competitor beaten for "if the father

is beating the competitor, then he must love the child. " The masochistic

component is expressed on the unconscious level wherein the authority figure

turns out to be the father and the little boy turns out to be the self (regard-

less of sex). This fantasy is the punishing agent that chastises the ego for

having incestuous wishes . The heating in both cases is symbolic of "being

loved (in a genital sense) though this has been debased to a lower level owing

to repression" (Freud, 1919, p. 194).

\When the ego is intact, the fantasy remains repressed; when as in

the case of the abusive parent, the need to punish the competitor and the

self is overwhelming, the fantasy of beating the child turns into reality

(Flynn, 1970) .
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The Overcontrolled Personality
 

Interestingly, once the assault has been committed the episode is

forgotten or denied. Some evidence for this belief comes out of the work

done by Melnick and Hurley (1969). The authors found that mothers who had

a history of abuse (AMs) and thus were more overtly rejecting of their

children than comparative parents gave responses on Hurley's Manifest

Rejection Scale (a thirty item scale which deals with the parent's general

disciplinary policies) which seemed to indicate just the opposite- -that the

control parents were more rejecting (p < .05) than the AMs. In other

words, the mothers who were clearly more abusive towards their children

came across as being less rejecting than comparable control mothers.

Thus, for whatever the reason (fear of arrest, unconscious defensiveness,

or just the feeling that in comparison to the way they were treated, their

child is really treated well), the untrained observer is often led to view the

abusive payrspt as a relatively harmless individual who could not even hurt

a fly . 3%,)??? ($23.“

The agthors compared the low score on the Manifest Rejection

Scale to the low hostility scores often associated with the overcontrolled

murderer as discussed by Megargee and Mendelsohn (1962) and Megargee

(1966) .

Briefly, Megargee sees antisocial aggressive personalities as

either being undercontrolled or overcontrolled. The former refers to a
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personality that few inhibitors or mechanisms restrain agressive impulses.

When the individual feels provoked and the target is not too threatening, the

venom will be unleashed directly. Otherwise it will be displaced on a less

threatening object. The overcontrolled personality, on the other hand,

tries to inhibit aggressive impulses from coming to the surface. His

rigid stance does not allow any form of hostility to be expressed no matter

how great the provocation. Instead, the feelings fester until a final straw

is felt. Then an uncontrollable explosion occurs followed by a rebuilding

of defenses.

According to interviews and reports from mental health personnel,

abusive parents are depicted as social isolates with very few resources

for expression. To talk with them, they do not come across as mean

vengeful people nor do they seem to be action-oriented individuals. Instead

they appear as well-controlled and mild mannered. Steele conceptualizes

them as being super—ego dominated, i.e . they are rational, strict, and

overcontrolling, but not hostile.

However, the lack of personal psychic freedom, the reclusive

type of existence, and the tensions resulting from marriage and parent-

hood create (in the parent) an abundance of conflicts and emotions which

have no target(s) for adequate discharge. As a result, when provoked,

the parent finds in the child a non-threatening human being to whom she

can bare her soul and aggressive impulses.
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In summary, descriptions of abusive parents seem to revolve

around the notion of a distortion of reality which leads to an emotional up-

heaval resulting in a need to vent these feelings. Much of the blame for

this distortion has been linked to their (the parents) own disturbed child—

hoods which forced them to develop compensatory defense mechanisms at

a very early age . Unfortunately, these defenses prevented the child from

developing his potentials as well as schemata for realistically appraising

the attributes of the environment. These defenses, while helping the child

to cope with a malevolent world, instilled intense feelings of fear, anxiety,

and hate in the growing child. However, fear of expression inhibited these

feelings from surfacing and thereby created a personality that was rigid in

thought and in behavior. Once an adult, this hostile, robot-like existence

finds an outlet in the child. And so this crippling legacy continuesflto ff

.1 1411‘!
propagate itself, passed on from generation to generation. @311”. pt.

’ 0
Mi



HYPOTHESES

The hypotheses listed below are derived from statements and theories

about abusive mothers, or about abusers in general. Abusive fathers as a

group have not been well studied. Briefly, it has been said that the roots of

abuse are implanted by abusive treatments during early infancy, the effects

of which lead to the development of a personality that is orally oriented and

excessively restrained when emotions (especially anxiety) are evoked.

The consequences of this orientation are believed to lead to the creation of

a personality that is highly controlled, agitated, and lacking in empathy.

1
Accordingly the following hypotheses have been proposed:

1 . Abusive fathers will show greater signs of orality than non-

abusive fathers.

2. Abusive fathers will exhibit more visible signs of secondary

2
process thinking than non ~abusive fathers .

 

1The measures used for assessing the hypotheses are discussed in

the method section (pages 23 to 30) .

2Secondary process is defined as methods for dealing with instinctual

drives that are deemed socially acceptable and suitable for normal discourse.

Primary process, on the other hand, is characterized as being more direct,

intense, raw or blatant (I-bk et al., 1970, Fenichel, 1945).

18
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3 . Abusive fathers will demonstrate less overt aggression and

hostility than non-abusive fathers .

4 . a. Abusive fathers will be more constricted than non—

abusive fathers and

b. more tense as well.

5 . Dynamically, abusive fathers are more prone to use restraint

and withdrawal as defenses than non-abusive fathers .

6. Abusive fathers show greater signs of pathogenesis1 than non-

abusive fathers .

 

1”The pathogenic (psychologically destructive) individual is one who,

when in the dominant position in a dependence relationship in which the needs

of the two individuals conflict, satisfies his needs without regard for the

needs of the dependent person" (Karon and VandenBos, unpublished material,

p.2).



METHODS

Forty-five males (15 in each of 3 groups) recruited from Jackson

State Prison, Michigan and from a neighboring community were used as

subjects for this study (see Appendix 2). The subjects were Caucasians

with approximately 11 years of education. The population had a mean age

of 29.5 and a mean I.Q. that was slightly below average . The average

yearly salary earned for all subjects (before imprisonment for inmates)

was approximately 10 to 12 thousand dollars . The average number of

siblings and children was 3.62 and 2.61 respectively.

The 15 child abusive fathers (AF) consisted of prisoners who were

arrested for non-assaultive crimes i.e . breaking and entering, forgery,

drug violation, passing bad checks, etc. but during the course of individual

and/or group therapy, either with a psychologist or with a social worker,

admitted that they had abused their children. The control prison popula—

tion (NAF) was arrested for similar crimes, but denied any history of

child abuse . In other words, when questioned specifically about possible

child abusive patterns, the NAFs indicated that child abuse was not pre—

sent in their history.

20
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Both groups of prisoners resided in the psychiatric clinic of the

prison. It should be noted though that many of the prisoners on the psychi-

atric ward were not necessarily more distrubed than the other prisoners,

but they were individuals who used their membership on the ward as a

means for obtaining an earlier parole. Requesting a transfer to the psy—

chiatric clinic implied an attempt at rehabilitation, and therefore it was

looked upon favorably by the parole boards . These prisoners (both groups)

were therefore more cooperative with the examiner than might be expected.

While MMPI or other test data were not available for all of the prisoners,

the attending therapists were in agreement that the diagnostic label, psy—

chopath'c deviate, was probably the most appropriate label for most of the

inmates on the psychiatric ward.

A second control group was included in order to partial out the

effects of prison life as a contributing factor . Accordingly, this group

was made up of non-abusive fathers (CF) who lived in a nearby community.

Approximately 66% of the CF group were part -time firemen from the East

Lansing Fire Department, who as a second job were involved in occupa-

tions (e .g. laborer, salesman) that were similar to those held by the pris-

oners before incarceration. In order to assess their disciplinary actions,

these men were questioned about their child-rearing practices. In

response, the subjects indicated that the primary mode of punishment was

removal of privileges and some spanking infrequently. The rest of the
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CF group (approximately one -third) was composed of individuals who lived in

the community and had as the sole job one that matched that of the prison

population. These fathers were referred to this writer by the staff pedia-

trician (at Michigan State University Health Center) who had contact with

the families and as a result felt these fathers to be non—abusive . Both con-

trol groups, however, were matched as closely as possible (age, salary,

education, religion, type of residence (urban, suburban)) to the abusive

population as observed in Appendix 2 .

Procedure

The staff psychologist in the prison made available to this examiner

the names of those prisoners suspected of child abuse and the names of

prisoners that denied abuse. The examiner was then introduced to the

prisoners and asked them if they would like to volunteer to be subjects in

a study that would help social scientists understand more about the person-

alities of prisoners. The prisoners were told that all the information

would be kept confidential. Further, in return for their cooperation the

prisoners were told that if they wished, they would be given feedback about

the test results .

As many of the prisoners were bored, they were very agreeable.

Over a two month period, the prisoners were then individually administered
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a series of psychological tests by this examiner in an office on the psychiatric

ward.

All the subjects selected were initially given a brief questionnaire

form (see Appendix 1) which required 85 to respond to statements about their

present family or the family they were a part of when arrested1 and about

the family in which they were raised. In addition, Ss were asked to respond

to a list of personality characteristics by stating whether or not the trait

applied to them (see Appendix 5) . The list was composed of terms which

researchers have claimed are characteristic of abusive parents. All 85

were administered the Thematic Apperception and Rorschach tests. The

CF groups were either tested in a room in the place of residence or (in the

case of the firemen) in a separate room in the firehouse .

Measure 3

The Holt Scale (1970) for Rorschach analysis was used to assess

the levels of psychological development (oral, anal, genital) and the pres—

ence of primary or secondary process. The scoring of a response is based

upon the level of the response (1 or .2) according to the definition set forth

 

lSome prisoners were not married but were living in a common—

law situation and some who were married are now separated or divorced.
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by Holt and his associates (see hypothesis one). In addition to the level of

communication, Holt also pays attention to whether a subject is drawn to a

segment of anatomy (e.g. penis, breast), or if he is able to deal with his

drives by using. more socially acceptable types of content (e. g. "This is a

man" as opposed to "This is his penis"). Each response is then scored

for the level of the response and the type of response (e .g. oral) when

appropriate .

The developmental scale, as stated earlier, is based upon the

type of activity described (e . g. eating) or the identification of a specific

libidinal organ (e .g. mouth).

The reliability of these scales according to the literature, was

determined by interjudge correlation between judges. For level one, a

correlation coefficient of .97' was found for observer agreement. For

content (developmental date included), the coefficient was .94 . In this

1 correlations for secondary process and degreedissertation, the interjudge

of orality expressed were .89 and .91 respectively.

The levels of aggression and hostility were derived from Stone 's

(1956) Aggressive Content Scale (ACS) for the TAT and Elizur's Hostility

Scale (Goldfried, Stricker and Weiner, 1971) for the Rorschach Test.

 

> 1The judges used in this study were at least third clinical psy-

chology students. Instructions for the scales used were given and the

protocols were scored after they (the protocols) were randomly mixed.
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The ACS categorizes each aggressive response in terms of a death

content, physically aggressive content, and verbally aggressive content.

Subsequently, a weight of 3, 2, or 1 is given to each respective item . In

addition, each response is scored for active or potential aggression. In the

latter case, the response receives 1/2 credit point. The ACS has a reported

average interjudge reliability coefficient of .90. Interjudge reliability in

this study was found to be .85 . Validity, according to Stone is based upon

the scale's discrimination ability, demonstrated by the scoring of protocols

of assaultive and non-assaultive prisoners. A t score of 2.98 (p < .01)

clearly separated the assaultive from the non—assaultive groups (Stone, 1956).

Elizur's Hostility Scale (HL) has been used more often than any other

system for the assessment of hostility (Goldfried, Stricker, and Weiner,

1971). The scoring is based solely on the content. The examiner views

each response in terms of being obviously hostile or less obvious and sym-

bolic.

The general categories of response, arranged according to

decreasing level of hostility are: (l) expressive behavior,

(2) emotions and attitudes expressed or implied, (3) objects

of aggression, (4) symbolic responses, (5) double connota-

tion and (6) unscorable or neutral responses (Goldfried et a1. ,

1971, p.91).

The more obvious expressions of hostility, e .g. animals fighting,

angry face (categories 1 and 2), receive a weight of two; the less obvious

expressions of hostility (categories 3 and 4) receive a weight of one. With

double connotations (category 5) the examiner has to determine whether the
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major theme is hostility or anxiety. If the theme is primarily hostility,

the examiner assigns the appropriate weight depending upon the level of

hostility expressed; if the anxiety is the major theme, the response (as

with category 6) remains unscorable.

The literature reports the average correlation for interscorer

reliability to be approximately .90. This dissertation reports interjudge

reliability for the AC8 to be .95 . With regard to validity,

when careful estimates of level of hostility (regardless of

mode of expression) have been used as criterion measures- -

based on peer ratings of therapists, or estimates based on

interviews specifically designed to assess hostility level— -

the correlation with HL has proven to be relatively high

(Goldfried et al., 1971, p. 115).

Walker (1951) for example, found the correlation between ratings of patients'

hostility and HL scale to be .78.

Measure of tension and self control were taken from Klopfer et a1.

(1954). The former is based upon the M: (FM+m) ratio. M refers to

human movement, and FM+m refers to animal and inanimate movement

respectively. According to Klopfer et al. (1954),

when FM+m is more than 1 1/2M, indications are that the

tensions are too strong to permit the person to utilize his

inner resources for the constructive solution of his every-

day problems of living. When M is approximately equal

to FM+m or a little greater and there are not more than

one or two m, the implication is that the impulse life is

subordinate to and fairly well integrated with the value

system and that the individual is able to utilize his inner

resources to give himself stability and control (p. 291).
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The writer of this dissertation found the interjudge reliabilities for M and

FM+m to be .91 and .77 respectively.

The degree of control is measured by FC: (FC+C). Here FC refers

to responses in which the form of the percept is of primary importance but

which is described as having a color component . With the latter half of the

ratio, the color receives the primary emphasis with the form being either

considered as secondary or disregarded. According to Klopfer (1954),

when FC exceeds FC+C but the latter still is represented, the individual is

capable of responding to his environment in a socially acceptable manner.

He has a reasonable amount of control over his feelings and actions, and in

addition, he is capable of expressing sincere and genuine emotions. When

CF+C is absent or nearly so, control is excessive causing the person to

suppress strong emotional reactions. Instead, the individual's responses

tend to be superficial and lacking in sincerity. If, on the other hand, CF+C

is greater than FC, the control over emotions and actions will be very weak

and tenuous . Realiability correlations between scorers for FC and CF+C

(from this survey) were .83 and .72 respectively.

The scoring for defensiveness (a by-product of the FC: (CF+C)

ratio) as devised by Piotrowski (I957) utilizes a system which evaluates the

type of shading emphasized by a subject . Piotrowski starts with the premise

that any use of shading is associated with the presence of manifest anxiety.

The larger the number of shading responses (ShR), the greater is the anxiety.
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How one deals with anxiety is reflected in the type of ShR used. The

reliance on the blackness or starkness of the blot (c'R) is interpreted as a

leaning towards maneuvers which are impulsive, confronting, and otherwise

overtly agressive. These tactics are aimed at eliminating the perceived

source of anxiety. Therefore, people who fit into this category are often

perceived as being intolerant of discomfort, belligerent, anti-social, reck-

less, etc. Those persons, on the other hand, who pay more attention to the

finer textures of the inkblot (cR) are usually seen as being more reserved,

watchful, submissive, and otherwise more accommodating in the face of felt

threats to the e go . Such individuals would rather sacrifice important goals

and be less competitive than to face the consequences of confrontation and

assertiveness. The defenses called upon include: reaction formation,

intellectualization, withdrawal, etc. Interjudge reliability correlation

coefficients for the above measures (c'R and cR) were found to be .75 and

.72 respectively.

The Pathogenic Scoring System involves an evaluation of only

those TAT stories in which there is a potential conflict between the needs

of a dominant and dependent persons (other stories are neutral and un-

scorable). If the dominant person takes the other person's needs into

account, the story is scored benign; if the dependent person's needs are

ignored or violated, a pathogenic score is entered. More specifically, a

story is scored pathogenic if:
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the dominant individual either ignored expressed needs of

the dependent individual or took from the dependent indi-

vidual whentheir needs conflicted . . . if the dominant

individual acknowledged and/or met the needs of the

dependent individual, the story was scored benign (B).

If there was no interaction, the story was judged

unscorable (U), (Mitchell, 1969).

Interjudge reliability for this system is reported to be .89 (Mitchell,

1969). The validity based upon the ability to discriminate between patho-

genic and normal mothers is equally high. The significance of this dis-

crimination was found to be at the .003 level for judge one and at the .02

level for judge two (Mitchell, 1965). Interjudge reliability in this disser-

tation was found to be .74.

In order to evaluate statements in the literature about character-

istics associated with abusive fathers, an adjective check list was used,

and the subjects asked to check those attributes they saw as applicable. The

adjectives used were: passive, aggressive, obsessive, compulsive, imma-

ture, rigid, hypersensitive, suspicious overburdened, hostile, suicidal,

somatic, moody, inadequate, self centered, distant, dependent, impulsive,

explosive, and alcoholic .

A simple count was taken of those adjectives that Ss felt applied

to themselves. The summation within groups was then compared with each

of the other groups. This was followed by a comparative evaluation of how

each group responded to each adjective .
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To try to insure against experimental bias all of the protocols

were randomly mixed together to form one group for scoring purposes.

In addition, all forms of identification were removed until all of the pro—

tocols were scored.

Nonetheless, the following variables were scored by the examiner

(the same person who had administered the projective tests): Rorschach:

Secondary process, orality, hostility, movement, color, shading; TAT:

aggression, and pathogenesis. A second scorer (judge 2) for the purposes

of reliability, scored the same variables from 18 protocols chosen at ran-

dom. Only the examiner's scores, however, were used in the study except

for pathogenesis (which was scored by judge 2 on all protocols).

Analysis 9f t_13e_ Data
 

The data were analyzed by ANOVA to assess whether the hypoth-

esized variables discriminated among the three groups of subjects. Chi-

square was used to assess the discrimination of the individual adjectives

among groups. For additional information, the intercorrelations of all

experimental variables were computed and subjected to a McQuitty typal

analysis .



RESULTS

The results of the study are shown in Table l . The lack of a

significant difference in the following: orality, % of secondary process

thinking, the M: (FM+m) and FC: (CF+C) ratios, and the Piotrowski

shading responses (c'R, CR), counterindicates support for hypotheses

one, two, four and five . That is, the beliefs that abusive fathers; (1)

have greater signs of orality, (2) exhibit more visible signs of secondary

process thinking, (3) are more constricted and tense, and (4) are more

prone to use restraint and withdrawal than control fathers were not sup-

ported by this study. With regard to the issue of constrictiveness (hypoth-

esis 4a), while the basic hypothesized ratio (FC: (CF+C) failed to reach

significance, closer inspection of the variables revealed a significant dif-

ference in per cent of FC . Abusive fathers were significantly deficient

(p < .05) in the ability to utilize FC when compared to both control popula-

tions, that is, to express emotions in a logical and socially appropriate

manner.

With respect to hypothesis three, no significant differences

emerged on the ACS as derived from the TAT. It was hypothesized that

31
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TABLE 1

MEAN, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND F TESTS

OF VARIABLES

 

Comparison 01'

 

 

  

AFl NAF c1? F Groups2 (where

(mean) (mean) (mean) Test2 level of signifi—

Variable (S.D.) (S.D.) (S.D.) cance is present)

RORSCHACH:

Orality .076 .135 .108 1.67

3073 3069 3115

Hostility .097 .173 .097 1.57

3113 3182 3099

% of secondary .886 .913 .910 .228

process 3119 3081 3152

Movement 9,". .125 .215 .140 2.15

35.116 3.157 3.105

M: FM+m .305 .503 .314 1.11

3299 3595 3252

PC .033 .096 .121 s.25** Ell“ > I11”:

3.055 3078 3094 NAF > AF*

FC: CF+C .289 .760 .533 1.13

3756 3738 3104

eRil .071 .075 .097 .174

3.091 3.174 3105

e 'R . .073 .093 .059 570

3086 3095 3077

No. of responses 16.73 18.13 16.53 1.51

311.18 37.30 37.03

TAT:

AC5 .300 .412 .339 456"” NAF >13”

3092 3087 3125

Pathogenesis .655 .778 .520 7 .66** Inge—E:

(scored by judge l) 3175 3135 3221 NAF > CFM

Pall1<.)genes1s .711 .783 .617 2.89

(scored by judge 2) L. 162 3157 3241

12111116,;t-nes1s .686 .783 .571 s .78“ EXP > a:

(averaged score 3,157 3124 3 218

from both judges)

CHECK LIST:

Adjectives 8.40 s .47 4 .47 7 .05” K1771? a?“

:3 .25 33 .76 32.70 AF es

  

1
AF refers to abusive fathers, NAF

Cl“ refers to control fathers living

2 Levels of significance: "‘ < .05, * <.01.

refers to non-abusive fathers in prison,

in the community.
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abusive fathers produce less signs of aggression than control fathers. Here

the ordering of the means lends partial support to hypothesis3 with signifi—

cance (p .05) actually reached between the NAF and AF populations .

In order to understand better the nature of the aggressive re-

sponses, a second look at the TAT was undertaken. This time, themes

that involved expressions of anger and themes that included some form of

physical altercation were evaluated. Here the results were not pronounced

(see Table 2). For themes involving expressions of anger an FF of 5 .47

emerged (significant at the .01 level of confidence) which, when further

analyzed, indicated a significantly greater number of such stories only for

the NAF group (mean .19) which differed significantly (p < .01) from both

the AF mean (.07) and the CF mean (.08) at the .01 level of confidence .

TABLE 2

ANOVA and Comparison of Means

 

 

Comparison of

 

AF NAF CF groups1 (where

(mean) (mean) (mean) level of signifi-

Variable (S.D.) (S.D.) (S.D.) F cance is present)

Anger .07 .19 .08 5 .47* NAF 3:117“

308 +.l4 310 NAF CF**

Physical .14 .32 .10 16.08** NAF [1?“

Aggression 310 +.12 311 NAF CF**

 

1Levels of significance: * < .05, ** < .01 .
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A similar finding also appeared with themes involving physical aggression.

Here an F of 16.08 (significant at the .01 level of confidence) was computed

which again revealed only the NAF population as being significantly differ—

ent from the other groups. The NAF mean (.31) was significantly greater

(.01) than both the AF mean (.14) and the CF mean (. 10) with no significant

difference between the latter groups.

The testing of hypothesis six also revealed interesting findings .

Based upon the averaged ratings of both judges, the NAF group has a sig—

nificantly greater (p < .01) number of pathogenic responses than the CF

group. Similarly, pathogenic responses appeared to be more character—

istic of abusive fathers than the CF group. Here again, while the results

from the Newman-Keuls analysis is not clearly definitive, the ordering of

the mean is. That is, pathogenesis appeared to be more prevalent (signif-

icance at the .05 level with judge one) with abusive fathers than with the CF

group. There is no significant difference between the prison populations.

While one would expect the prison populations to be more patho—

genic than normal, the larger concentration of pathogenesis in the NAF

group is strange. A comparison of the present data, with the data re-

ported by Mitchell (1974), (see Table 3), indicates that these abusive

fathers are high in pathogenesis and that the NAF population is extraor—

dinarily high when compared to normal populations . Indeed even this nor—

mal sample is high as compared to Mitchell's control group.
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TABLE 3

' Mean Pathogenic Scores and Standard Deviations of Parents of Normal,

Delinquent, and Schizophrenic Boys (from Mitchell's 1974 Survey) as

Compared with Fathers in the Present Survey1

 

 

 

Mothers Fathers

Group Mean S .D . Mean S .D.

Normal .39 3. 17 .43 308

Delinquent . 38 3 18 .59 307

Schizophrenic . 67 3 32 . 61 i . 20

CF .57 322

NAF .78 3 12

AF .69 3 16

 

l

Pathogenic scores averaged from both judges.

That this control group (NAF) was for the most part diagnosed as

psychopathic deviates indicates that they are not likely to be trustworthy

people, and the high pathogenesis scores may be quite accurate . Indeed,

even the absence of voluntary admissions of child abuse during psycho—

therapy does not mean for such a population that one can have certainty that

abuse did not occur.

As for the adjectives, both the AF and the NAF groups charac-

terized themselves as being significantly (p < .01) more aggressive, self

centered, inadequate, and alcoholic than the CF population. On only one
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issue, degree of suspiciousness, did the NAF population consider themselves

to be significantly more disturbed (than the AF population). The AF group

reported less suspiciousness than even the CF population. Indeed the open-

ness of both prison groups given their diagnosis is for the most part

questionable .

Finally, a group-by-group intercorrelational analysis (using the

McQuitty (1961) typal approachl), depicted in Figure 1, indicated that on an

overall level, the CF group revealed the more complex and stronger link—

ages with the NAF group following one place behind; the AF group pos-

sessed the least complex and somewhat weaker linkages. A closer inspec-

tion of the intercorrelations further pointed out significant (p < .01) bonding

of ACS to pathogenesis in all groups . However, only the control groups

showed significant (p < .01) correlations between ACS (TAT) and hostility

(Rorschach). Both of these McQuitty results reveal interesting findings,

the meaning of which will be discussed in the subsequent section.

 

lEach McQuitty (1961) type is defined as a cluster of measures

derived from a pertinent intercorrelational matrix. The measures involved

correlate more highly with at least one other member of the specific type

than they correlate with any nonmember of that type. In the Figure 1 data,

typal bonds are supplemented by finer bonds showing all other statistically

significant correlations among variables within each of the groups of subjects .

Positive correlations are shown by unbroken bonds; broken or dashed bonds

show negative correlations .
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DISCUSSION

Probably the most striking feature in this paper was the lack of a

significant difference between both the supposedly AF and control groups on

a number of factors, e. g. immaturity, defensiveness, constrictiveness,

hostility, etc. The abusive fathers even came across as being signifi-

 

cantly less aggressive than the NAFs and appreciably less aggressive than.

the CF group.

While the results are somewhat intriguing, part of the answer for

the lack of significant differences (on most measures) may be due to meth-

odological weaknesses. In other words, if assumptions made about the

subject population and/or the method for evaluating the data are faulty,

then the results will be misleading.

Be that as it may, this discussion, in order to present a more

comprehensive understanding of the data, must begin with some of the

problems that are inherent in this paper before proceeding with theoret-

ical explanations .

The major problem concerns the assumption that the control

population is truly non-abusive . To begin with, most studies on child

abuse usually contain evidence of abuse in order to substantiate the

38
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integrity of an abusive population. This study, unfortunately, used self -

report, during-therapy sessions, i.e. admission or denial of abuse as the

criterion for appropriation to either the AF or control groups. Thus

while the AF '3 admission of abuse may be somewhat reliable (although

lacking in concrete evidence) denial of abusive behavior can be questioned

especially with regard to the prison population. In effect, failure to

acknowledge child abuse (in the NAF groups) could be a function of the

sociopathy present and/or be related to a fear of retribution. According

to Prelsnik (personal communication), staff psychologist at Jackson State

Prison, child abusers are not looked upon very favorably by other prisoners.

In fact, it is not unusual for child abusers to be assaulted by other pris-

oners apparently or as a result of the former's unsavory treatment of their

children.

Future research, should at the very least pay more attention to

the subjects' history. For example, it might be desirable to learn about

the subject's experiences as a child. If the subject felt that he was abused

as a child, then according to the literature, a template for abuse may be

present. In other words, there is a likelihood that individuals who are

abused as children have a tendency to be abusive when they become parents .

Thus, if the subject states that he did feel abused as a child, then the sub-

ject's denial of abusive behavior may have to be evaluated more thoroughly

before he can be considered for a control population. It should be noted,
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however, that denial of an abused childhood does not necessarily rule out

abusive behavior as does the admission of an abused background necessarily

imply that the subject will be abusive towards his children. Ideally, con-

versations with family members, and when possible with family contact

e .g. social worker, family physicians, should be included in order to fur-

ther evaluate the subject's child rearing practices.

A second problem in this paper has to do with the evaluation of the

data. The author, as stated earlier, was the same individual who col-

lected the data and then scored the protocols . Thus, while care was taken

to score the data randomly, contamination due to latent knowledge of the

identity of the protocols is always a possibility.

Hence, the unusually high pathogenic responses in all groups (with.

the prison populations eliciting significantly more pathogenesis than the CF

group) could very well be a product of faulty group selection and/or be a

consequence of the evaluative process1 . The potential for pathogenic

interactions with a dependent individual was present in all groups as illus-

trated by Table 3 wherein the present populations were compared to

Mitchell's (1974) normative male populations. Further, the high patho-

genic scores coupled with the significantly greater number of aggressive

 

1The scoring of pathogenesis is highly contingent upon the judge's

base—rate and the particular TAT stimuli used.
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responses (as evidenced most clearly by the supplemental analysis of the

TAT on the part of the NAF groupbears strong. support for the contention

that abuse could very well be a part of the dynamics of the NAF group.

These cautions considered, some trends have been looked at

with implications for future research included.

When looking at the AF group as compared to the control groups,

the former appear to possess a deficiency in their ability to accept or

integrate feelings with other sensations. The results of the McQuitty

typal analysis for example, indicate that AFs as a group are less capable

of integrating disparate pieces of data into their cognitive system (as

evidenced by the less complex and weaker across type linkages of the AF

group).

The lack of integration is further displayed by the lack of a sig-

nificant correlation (only in the AF group) between pathogenesis and hos—

tility and on the Rorschach by the significantly lower (p < .05) FC% (of the

AF 3) when compared to the control groups . FC reflects the ability to

effectively integrate affect with realistic thinking.

This impairment (defined as a poorly integrated cognitive system)

creates conditions that prohibit the individual from responding effectively

and realistically to everyday situations. Consequently, when crises arise,

the inability to cope could very well lead to a breakdown in emotional con-

trols. Galdston (1968) contends that the lack of emotional safeguards
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causes abusive parents to translate affect into physical actions which accord-

ing. to Bishop (1975) is further complicated by a "translocation of memories ."

In effect, should a problem achieve crisis proportion, the abusive parent

may no longer perceive the problem in its proper perspective, but instead

experience the situation in a manner reminiscent of a childhood incident .

The parent may view himself as the child being harassed by the rejecting

parent, tyranrical teacher, etc. with the child being perceived as the antag-

onist. Once this contamination in perception occurs, the drive to resolve

the crisis becomes blocked by rage which is then directed at the perceived

source--the child.

Melnick and Hurley (1969) have compared these abusive parents to

the overcontrolled personalities as described by Megargee. Megargee

(1962, 1966) has pointed out that overcontrolled personalities give an out~

ward appearance of calmness and control. However, when these indi-

viduals are excessively provoked, the emotional safeguards collapse and

a blind rage ensues. Afterwards, when the crisis has passed, the event

is forgotten and the individual behaves as if nothing has happened. In a

sense the person is amnesic to the experience of rage. Steele (1970,

1974) has found this (amnesia) to be the case with a variety of abusive

parents whom he interviewed. While some believe the amnesia to be

merely an excuse, others feel that the amnesia is a necessary, albeit

unconscious, component for the individual's survival.
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Once the emotional safeguards are lowered, the impulses associated

with the pathogenesis are unleashed and assault occurs. After the attack,

a reconstitution of perception probably occurs which allows the abusive

father to once again closely resemble the non -abusive father that lives in

the community.

This pattern of impulsive discharge of aggression followed by

some reconstitutive process has also been described by Pincus and Tucker

(1974) in their work on temporal lobe dysfunction. Generally people with

this affliction also give the appearance of being in control. However,

when the limbic system is stimulated (as in epilepsy), an explosive

reaction can occur at the slightest provocation. Afterwards, percep—

tions return to normal while the elements that caused the outburst cannot

be explained by the subject.

Consequently, while brain damage is not being proposed, a

hypothesis about emotional interference is being raised. More specif—

ically, it is possible that abusive fathers may have some form of emo-

tional disturbance which can arise and momentarily interfere with normal

perceptions. During that time, emotional safeguards are lowered, and

an explosive reaction occurs.

Thus the data suggest that the ability to cope with everyday

stress is an area of research that needs to be considered.



44

Gil (1970), tenBensel (1975), Mitchell (1975), and Alvy (1975) raise

the issue that if one is to unravel the enigma of child abuse, one should not

restrict oneself to looking only at individual dynamics or environmental

factors but instead should address himself to how these factors interact

with each other. Accordingly, more intensive research needs to be ex-

plored that will be geared towards uncovering the more subtle type of

interactions which lead to the end product of child abuse .

Towards this end investigators may choose to concentrate on the

reaction the abusive parent has to stressful situations, e.g. being accused

of stealing, an illness of a significant other, the loss of livelihood, etc.

These reactions can then be compared to control groups in order to assess

the extent of freedom which the abusive parent feels he has when faced

with emotionally tinged situations.

These conclusions, however, as stated earlier are speculative.

It remains for future research to evaluate the hypothesized impaired

integrity of the cognitive and emotional systems of abusive fathers, but

only after a more rigorous investigation of the subjects included is

carried out .
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APPENDlX 1

THE QUESTIONNAIRE

  
Name Religion

Age now At admission Highest grade

Years married Salary, Marital stability

Occupation Divorced 
Criminal background

History of mental illness

Children- —Number and sex Which abused

Siblings--Number and sex Preferred child

Position in family

As a child--felt put upon

felt abused

natural

who is natural

foster parents

disciplinarian

Parents - -living

frequency

alcoholic

Pregnancy — -Planned

Child seen as burden

felt rejected

by whom

unloved

(If no who is living

) divorced

dominant

Method

 

 
Realistic

Marriage - -Stable

Seen as burden 

 

Reason

Child expectations

Check attributes that are appropriate

passive

aggressive

obsessive

compulsive

immature

rigid

hypersensitive

Vocabulary Answers

1 . 6 .

2 . 7 .

3 . 8 .

4 . 9 .

5 . 10 .

suspicious

overburdened

hostile

suicidal

physical complaints

moody

feel inadequate

ll.

12.

13.

14.

15.

51

self centered

distant

dependent

impulsive

explosive

alcoholic

habits

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.



52

APPENDIX 2

POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS

 

 

AF NAF CF

(mean) (mean) (mean)

Variable (S.D.) (S.D.) (S.D.) F

Age 26.73 29.47 32.27 3.01

7.09 7.82 7.87

I. Q.1 2.60 2.67 3.00 .783

.91 1.11 .76

Highest Grade Completed 10.33 11.13 12.40 7.23

1.29 2.07 .91

Siblings 4.73 3.33 2.80 1.20

3.33 4.22 2.57

No. of Children 1.93 2.57 3.33 2.55

1 30 2.06 1 76

Salary (in $1,000) 9.60 9.80 10.93 .477

5.28 3.26 3.22

 

1Estimates of I. Q . were derived from the Thorndike -Gallup Vocabulary Scale.

This is a twenty item multiple choice test whose product moment correlation

with full scale WAIS and Stanford-Binet I. Q.s has a range of .75 to .95

(Miner, 1956). The I. Q. scores are divided into five groups: 1:80 or below,

2:80-90, 3=90-110, 4:110-120, 5:120 or above. The mean I.Q.s therefore,

of the subject populations (AF, NAF, CF) correspond approximately to 93, 94,

and 100 respectively.
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APPENDIX 5

RAW TABULATIONS OF ADJECTIVE CHECK LIST
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