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ThlS study exammed the lmkages between parental mterventlon 1nto srbhng

e conﬂrct and the quahty of chlldren S s1bhng relat1onsh1ps The potentlal moderatlng

effects of Chlld temperament and each chlld’s relatlonshlp wnh hls/her parent(s) were alsov : -k

' "f:'examrned Nmety-three parents wrth at least two chrldren between 6 12 Years of age o s

= j,served as the Voluntary part1c1pants for the study There was a sub sample of 13 Chlld | e

: ‘(51bhng palrs as well Parents completed ﬁve questlonnarres on 51b11ng relat1onsh1ps

o B parental mtervenuon Chlld temperament and parent-chlld relatlonshlps the sub sample s l

L and 1ssues for future researc

B of s1bhngs Were 1nterv1ewed by the researchers regardmg the same vanables It was f : 0 i
< predlcted that parents Would use less 1ntervent10n w1th older s1blmgs however thls
jhypothesm was not supported Indeed results showed no 51gn1ﬁcant relatlonshrp between :

"'the chlldren 'S age and the type of parental 1ntervent10n used F urthermore whlle Chlld

s temperament and each chlld’s relatlonshlp w1th hls/her parents were 51gn1ﬁcantly related o

'li | to the quahty of the chrldren s srbhng 1nteractlons they d1d not serve as moderators of thev :

o ‘relatlonshlp between parental 1ntervent10n and the quahty of the s1b11ng relatlonshlp

‘ Dlscussxon of the ﬁndlngs focuses on the 1mportance of exam1mng dlfferent types of o

S _parental 1nterventron 1n 51blmg research methodologlcal concerns regardrng the study, S
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© INTRODUCTION

L Pnor to -thelate 1970’55” :developmental-resear'che'rs,‘had:’concentrfated on parent- ; T

o _ | chrld 1nteract10ns and peer 1nteract1ons whﬂe often excludmg srbhng 1nteract1ons o

B (Bedford 1989) However 1n order to fully understand 1ssues related to famlly

i ' functromng and Chlld development 1t 1s necessary to 1nclude s1bl1ngs 1n famrly research

SR In recent years there has been a dramatrc 1ncrease 1n research that examlnes s1b11ng

o relat1onsh1ps Much of the research on 51b11ngs however focuses on charactenstrcs such " .

- - '_as b1rth order and age spacmg (Vandell Mlnnett & Santrock 1987), role relatlonshlps

S and behav10rs between young 51b11ngs (Brody, Stoneman MacKmnon & MacKmnon [

. 1985) dtfferentlal parentmg of s1b11ngs (B ) dy, Stoneman & McCoy, 1994) as well as :‘ .

""‘.‘:i.-’the quahty of s1b11ng relatlonshrps (Furm‘ n & Buhrmester 1985) Fewer studres examme lﬁ . '_ o R

. the d1rect role parents can play in thelr chrldren s s1b11ng relatronsh1p The study of

- : srbhng mteractrons offers an exc1t1ng new perspectrve on the development of soc1al and , o |
T "'commumcatron skrlls m chrldren and adolescents (Dunn & Kendnck 1981)

Inth1s study, I addressed the followmg research questlon Can researchers . S

L - _,accurately predrct the quahty of 51b11ng relatlonshlps durlng mlddle chrldhood by studylng:f o

S the effects of parental 1nterventron 1nto srbllng conﬂlct? To help answer thrs questlon the v

o _'study focused on parental 1ntervent10n parent-chlld relatlonshrps and srbllng

P _‘ relatlonshlps The hterature revrew 1tself focuses spec1ﬁcally on parental 1ntervent10n 1nto: :

R srbhng conﬂlct The study exammed hnkages between parental 1nterventlon mto 31b11ng

B l;:_vm"'conﬂrct and the quahty of the 31blmg relatronshrp The followmg questlons were




'_ addressed 1n thls study Do dlfferent amounts of each type of parental 1ntervent10n “
- techmques affect the quahty of 31b11ng relatlonshlps? Does the type of parental
’ 1ntervent10n vary based on the age of the s1b11ngs'7 What effect do other factors (e g., Chlld_:
- temperament) have on the llnkages between parental 1ntervent10n techmques and the
- ‘qual1ty. of the 51b11ng relat1onsh1p‘7 Before rev1ew1ng the hterature on parental 1nteryent1on‘ : ,.
: 1nto 31bllng conﬂlct one 1mportant.c11uest1on needs addressmg Why 1s 1t even 1mportant.
o ‘to study parental 1nterventlon 1nto 31bl1ng conﬂ1ct‘7 B | il
H It rs nnportant to study parental mterventlon 1nto 31b11ng conﬂrct because of the L
- ..h1gh 1nc1dence of srbhng Vlolence and abuse in our soc1ety Raffaelh (1992) states that , -
_ ;confhct often isa deﬁmng feature of s1bhng relatlonshlps and it 1s common durlng
- ChlldhOOd and adolescence Furthermore it 1s p0551ble that the most frequent type of
o ,aggresswn occurs between 51bl1ngs under the age of thlrteen (e g Goodwm & Roscoe

o _1990 Roscoe Goodwm & Kennedy, 1987 Stelnmetz 1977) For example Stelnmetz :

- (1977) studled 57 fam111es and found a h1gh level of phy51ca1 v1olence between the

chrldren in the fam1ly In her study, 70% of the chlldren under age nine. and 68% of
‘chlldren ages nine to thlrteen used some form of phy51cal v1olence in resolvmg conﬂlct
| g w1th a 51b11ng Although we have ev1dence that s1blmg Vlolence ex1sts 1nvest1gators know

i relatlvely httle about pa.rents roles in s1bhng conﬂ1ct

Some research has shown that srbllng COl’lﬂlCt may be regarded relatlvely lenlently : o

R by both parents and 51b11ngs (Pagelow 1989) It appears that the hlgh frequency of

| bsf,conﬂlct and the low m01dence of 1nJury in s1b11ng arguments may drscourage parents from;; - "

o gettmg 1nvolved or 11m1t therr mvolvement to h1gh 1nten51ty drsputes (Herzberger & Hall



1993) Hrgh 1ntensrty dlsputes typrcally 1nclude restrammg, h1tt1ng, and pushmg

' _‘(Herzberger & Hall 1993) However there are some examples of extreme srbhng abuse T

‘In thelr research on preschool age chlldren Rosenthal and Doherty (1984) found cases N

'where srbhngs expressed the1r aggressron by chokrng, throwmg sharp objects chasmg

| h 51b11ngs w1th kmves and breakmg bones Therefore whrle v1olence or at Ieast conﬂlct ;‘ - .

may be part of many 51b11ng relat1onsh1ps httle is known about the structure and process ek o

of thls S1b11ng conﬂlct (Raffaelh 1992) For example there is relatlvely 11ttle research on : '

o parental 1nterventron 1nto srbhng conﬂlct and the Ways in Wthh th1s 1nterventlon may or

3 'may not encourage better t{uahty srblmg relat‘ronshlps
Past research has shown that s1b11ng relatlonshlps may bemﬂuenced by parental
1ntervent1on (e g .Felson & Russo l988) However there are three d1fferent po1nts of | | 3
- 'vrew on parental 1nterventlon 1nto 31b11ng conﬂrct Flrst some experts beheve that parents -
: should not 1ntervene in slbhng aggress1on (Felson & Russo 1988) Second other experts
- beheve that parents not only should 1ntervene in 51bhng conﬂlcts but that they also need .
”‘to use strlct behavror modlﬁcatlon techmques 1n deahng w1th these 51tuat10ns (Adams & ‘
'Kelley, 1992) Moreover there are other researchers of parental 1ntervent1on techmques o
‘who 1ncorporate portlons of these two dlvergmg theorles (1 e they advocate more |
vv :moderate approaches) The revrew begms W1th a dlscussmn of Felson and l{usso s (1988) .

research that explores the ﬁrst view of parental 1nterventlon o i

B '-F1‘rst Po1nt of Vlew: Parents ‘Should‘ Not Intervene 1nv S1bhn Conﬂict |
o ‘v Felson and Russo (1988) belleve that parental 1nterventron or pumshment may

: . 1nadvertently encourage the behav1or that 1t 1s supposed to 1nhlb1t Thrs occurs as parental .



‘mterventron alters the balance of power in the 31b11ng relatronshlp (Felson & Russo,

. '-1988) If the weaker antagonrst ant1c1pates parental 1nterventron support or protectron e

’ he/she w1ll be more hkely to confront a stronger antagonlst (Felson & Russo 1988) Thls L

‘ ‘; 'may explatn why attempts by parents (1 e, th1rd partles) to control aggressrve behav1or
~can 1nadvertently 1ncrease aggressmn and ﬁghtlng between 51b11ngs (Fe elson & Russo

f1“1988)

two antagomsts of unequal power The s1b11ngs are percelved to have unequal power due -
R to therr age drfferences Felson and Russo (1988) bel1eve that parents are more llkely to -
‘ support the weaker antagomst (1 €. usually the younger srbhng) By 1ntervemng, parents v )

are 1nadvertently encouragrng the younger srblmg to contmue to aggress agalnst the older =

' f s1b11ng Therefore through therr actrons parents may 1nadvertently mcrease rather than ;
| | ' decrease srbhng conﬂrct (Felson 1983) | . b
Felson and Russo S study ( 1988) uses data obtamed from chlldren in grades four L
through seven and the1r parents (n 292) The chrldren had abmmlmum of one 51b11ng
- ,The researchers measured the frequency of verbal aggressmn the ﬁ'equency of physwal .

- ‘aggressmn and who 1n1t1ated the aggresswn Therr results mdrcated ﬁve pumshment

L L strategres that are used by parents These strategles are presented in Table 1 (see ne\tt .

B ‘page)

In famrhes the parent is typlcally the powerful th1rd party and the chrldren are the L



Table 1

Pumshment Stratemes et . v,
J | 1) Pumshmg the older 31b11ng (21 5% of the parents used thrs strategy).
“ s ; 2) Pumshlng the younger 51bl1ng (9 3%) |
5 ;-3) Pumshlng nelther child (16 1%)
- ‘_ ‘:,4) Pumshmg both ch11dren (41 6%)

L 5) Punlshlng whoever 1n1t1ated the conﬂlct (1 1 5%)

Felson and Russo (1988) suggest that there 1s a dllemma that parents t"ace when 5
1 therr ch1ldren ﬁght On the one hand parents have good reasons for mtertzemng in. the1r |
‘ children’s ﬁghts and for pumshm‘g the older children (Felson & Russo . 1988). In |
: partlcular parents often want to protect the younger ch1ld whlle at the same tlme |
| ‘pumshlng the older child (1 e. the 1dea bemg that the older chlldren should know better) :
On the other hand, patterns,observed in their research show that s1bllng ag-gresslon, was
most freduent when the older .‘child Was'punished andbleast "freduent when neither ‘Child |
was punished (Felson & Russo, 19‘8_8). F elson and» RuSSO (1988) conclu‘d‘e.that these
results support theirhypdthesis;that punishing the 'r_n'ore 'pow‘erful sibling_ results in more
, frequent aggression,. while al’aivssez‘j-faire approach results in less frequent aggreSSion.
% Ther_e_are ,two issues to consider wheneXarnining the findings of FeISOn and Russo
(1988). First, their research concentrates on theissu_e of punishnient; Howe\ler, the
*researchers‘ do not appear to' give a clear deﬁnition‘of what exa‘ctl}.f ‘is tneant by

- punishment‘. ‘ Second, it is not clear whether the parents are monitoring the children.fror_n ‘



"*and Russo (1988)

o ‘.another area, or areactually present when the aggressmn occurs between the 51blmgs A L

iclanﬁcatlon of these two' pomts w _uld: help to better understand the ﬁndlngs of Felson -

Lev1 Busklla and Ger21 (1977) also examl“ ed 1ssues related to parental ;: -

By . mterventron 1nto srbhng conﬂlct They beheve that the central cause for 51blmg ﬁghts 1s L

'the de51re for parents attentlon and that parental mterference prevents chlldren from

o learnmg how to resolve thelr conﬂrcts by themselves (Lev1 et al 1977) Although the

L tartlcle by Levr et al (1977) develops some 1nterest1ng ldeas the sample 51ze is extremely R

E ,:»-:_"small (31x famlhes) Overall the artlcles by Felson and Russo (1988) and Lev1 et al

,(1977) are examples of research showmg that non-parental mvolvement can- sometlmes

e ,-be effectlve when parents are deahng w1th 51b11ng conﬂlct

Ross Fllyer Lolhs Perlman and Martm (1994) present a thorough overv1ew of
. _‘;_lssues related to parent 1ntervent10n and 31b11ng conﬂrct Ross et al (1994) d1scuss o B

i » thether parents should mtervene in thelr chlldren s 31b11ng dlsputes They pomt out three

- ;_fmaln theorles argumg agalnst parental 1ntervent10n mto 51b11ng conﬂlct Fll‘St there is thef,

- ,belref that chlldren ﬁght to gam attentlon and that parental 1ntervent10n relnforces thls o

o :*‘alm (Drelkurs 1964) Independent of parental 1nvolvement chlldren w1ll typlcally settle ‘

e *drsputes qulckly and equltably Second there 5 the arg“ment presented by Bmdy and

. ;‘:_ 'Stoneman (1 987 ) that parental 1ntervent10n prevents clnldren from worklng out the1r own' SR

L '1'solut10ns By 1ntervemng, parents are preventmg therr chlldren frorn acqulnng conﬂlct . e

o resolutron skllls Flnally,_there 1s the v1ew‘ma1nta1ned by Felson and Russo (1988), ‘




‘which, as mentioned earlier, states that a balance of power forms between siblings when

 parents do not intervene into sibling conflict.

_S:e’cond Pomtof Vrew Parents ShouldUseBehavror Mod1ﬁcatlon Techm uesto .

In téfve‘ne in Sibling C’bnﬂié Lok

But 51b11ngs also ﬁght when parents do not mteryene Therefore other researchers o
' : ,belleye that some 1ntervent10n is. ne.cessary to help decrease srblmg aggresslon Beha.ylor. | .
R modlflcatlon is the ba51s of the second v1ewpo1nt regardlng parental mterventlon 1nto |
‘ 51b11ng conﬂrct Experts in thrs area beheve that behav1or modlﬁcatlon techmdues are |

: necessary to decrease s1b11ng aggressmn The research 1n thls area is almost excluswely

on preschool age chlldren S srbllng COl’lﬂlCt (e g Jones Sloane & Roberts 1992

: j Tledemann & J ohnston 1992) ‘An exceptlon is research completed by Adams and Kelley
'-,:(1992) | w |
| Adams and Kelley (1992) notethat l1ttle research has been devoted to eyaluatlng -
K effectlve 1ntervent10ns for 51b11ng aggressmn durlng mlddle chlldhood In thelr research

":_y-:Adams and Kelley (1992) compared the efﬁcacy and treatment of two mterventlon

R strategles for s1b11ng aggressron tlme out and overcorrectlon Thlrty mothers and thelr BREREI

S i chlldren in aggressrve 51b11ng dyads part101pated in the study (Adams & Kelley, 1992)

i " There were: two crltena for subject selectron F1rst the parents were or1g1nally seeklng

S a551stance for the problem of 51b11ng aggress1on (Adams & Kelley, 1992) Second the i

SR, ‘chlldren exh1b1ted an average of two or more 31bl1ng ﬁghts (Verbal and/or physwal

‘ vaggressron) per day dunng the basellne penod (Adams & Kelley, 1992) The deﬁnltlon of |

s ‘aggresswn was estabhshed accordlng to the Home Report Card (HRC) The HRC was a




e : 1_’1'.'5 lverbal eplsode 1nclud1ng h1tt1ng, pushmg, klckmg, spr i

e _ recordmg sheet whrch prov1ded the followmg deﬁmtrons of a :fgressron any physrcal or ‘: R

ng, throwmg objects

o ('strugglmg over toys name-calllng, _or hostlle argulng The mean age for the srblmg pau‘s , Sl

L - ;‘ was 5 72 years w1th anivage:range between 1 12 years old (Adams & Kelley, 1992) The - i o

R _subjects were s011c1ted through varrous advertlsements (e g radlo announcements and o
‘ ;;newspapers) | e
| In1t1ally, the sub]ects were randomly‘ ass1gned to one .of three groups tlme-out _‘ LT
‘_:':"‘:‘overcorrectron (1 €. restrtutlon requlrmg the 1nd1v1dual to over-compensate fo‘r. -

g 1 mlsbehavwl’) or the control group (Adams & Kelley, 1992) Parents were tramed in each

el Ly of these procedures After tra1n1ng, mothers used the Home Report Card (HRC) to record

. “ '"the frequency of 51b11ng aggressmn (Adams & Kelley, 1992) The study results 1nd1cated

b' ‘that both trme out and overcorrectlon srgmﬁcantly reduced srblrng aggressron rates as . 3
compared to the control group (Adams & Kelley, l992) Therefore in tlus study, 1t

appears that the behavror modlﬁcatlon techmques were successful at reducmg aggressmn _

- : ;between 51b11ngs

In a related study, Heffer and Kelley (1987) assessed the effects of race and
: ‘1ncome on mothers rat1ngs of the acceptabrlrty of ﬁve chrld management 1ntervent10ns
o for ‘deallng Wlth 51b11ng conﬂ1ct Partlclpants were 83 mothers ‘of chrldren between the
7 -‘.ages of two and twelve who were recrulted from pedratnc outpatlent wartmg rooms ( , g
% (Heffer & Kelley, 1987) ‘ These part101pants were presented w1th a case descnptlon of an !
E , “erght-year-old boy who exhlbrted behav1or problems in the home 1nc1ud1ng physrcal and‘ o

o verbal aggressron toward h1s ﬁve year old 51ster (Heffer & Kelley, 1987) The mothers



_ »‘had a choxee between ﬁve mterventlon strategles to deal w1th the aggresswe boy s E

‘ 'behav1or These 1ntervent10n strategles are presented 1n Table 2

e : “ Table_2,‘ '

ey l) Pos1t1ve Relnforcement the boy was pra1sed and prov1ded w1th pnv1leges when A

‘ "l’_.he complled to the parent S 1nstruct1ons ;
B 2) .Response Cost -._the boy was reprlmanded vand lostprlv1leges whenhedlsobeyed l
or behaved aégre:ssivcry toWafthSSmter e SN B
3 ,.Tiﬁle-lo‘u‘iv- th"e' b,()ylwasv placed in 'Ila‘iquiet room for ten m1nutes whe'never he did
. ‘lno‘t con‘lply with-his mother’ smstructmns or behavedaggresswely toward his :
Gy 4’)‘ Spanklng - the boy reeelyedlfﬂonr swats on hlsbottom 1fhe was noncomkpliant"o_r' |

aggre.sswe X S . | .
,: 5) Med1cat1on the boy recelved med1cat10n for the purpose of controlhng h15 |

| ‘,noncornpllant.andvaggressrve behavior

',The 're'sults showed that' parents cons’i‘sten‘tly rated responSe eost"and pos‘itive. " &
"' :remforcement as S1gmflcantly more aceeptable than tlme-outs spankmg, or med1cat1on

7, '_..__(Heffer & Kelley, 1987) leen the ﬁve ch01ces the part1crpants felt that response cost
‘and pos1t1ve re1nforcement were the most effect1ve ways to deal w1th s1bhng conﬂlct

| S1m11ar to Heffer and Kelley (1 987) Olson and Roberts (1987) also exammed the

' ; ‘_use of altematlve behav1or modtﬁcatlon techmques to help deal W1th s1bl1ng conﬂrct In




T Olson and Roberts (1987) study, parumpants were randomly aSSIgned to one °f thfee -

| , ,treatment condmons socral skﬂls tlme-out or a combmatlon of both somal skrlls and ’

. tlme out. The part1c1pants were exghteen mothers w1th at least two chlldren part101pat1ng e

- ‘ (Olson & Roberts, 1987) The ch1ldren ranged in age from 1.7to 10 3 (mean 5 4 years

' .‘-old)

In theOlson and Roberts (1987) study, the dependent Vanable was the frequency .b "
B of darly srblrng aggress1on Mothers used the HRC to measure levels of s1bhng aggressmn :
‘ durmg the baselme and 'treatment perlods.v Trammg. nrocedures for the child consrsted- of
observatlon of v1deotap'ed child models reaotmg to typ1cal conﬂ1ct srtuatlons (Olso‘n &
Roberts 1987) The data 1nd1cated that ch1ldren in the soc1al SklllS condltlon were
. ‘. ‘srgmﬁcantly more aggresslve than ch11dren in the trme out cond1t10n and also more
" | aggress‘rve than chlldren in the combmatron condltlon (Olson & Roberts 1987) Olson
: and Roberts (1987) suggest that behav1or modlﬁcatron techmques (i.e., tlme outs) may be |
~amore effectlve way of dealmg w1th s1b11ng conﬂ1ct than techmques hke socml skills

’tramrng However Olson and Roberts (1987) drd not dlSCUSS the long-range 1mp11cat10ns ,

o of usmg strlct” behav1or mod1ﬁcat10n techmques w1th chlldren

Not allrparents;wew time-out as effectlye and acceptable. for modifying chlldren’s -
¥ ibehavio_’r‘ problems_ (Adams &f' K“elley,tl992v). Instead, many parents use more moderate

g vinteryention;vstrategiesto deal with slbling.eonﬂiet. The.use of more “moderate’v" :

) ‘inte'ryention strategies;_ rather than_non-interyentio_n or behayior mod'itftcation techniques,‘

represents the third point of view on parental intervention into sibling conflict.
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. Conﬂrct

: Thlrd Pomt of V1ew Parents Should Use “Moderate” Interventlon Strategles in Srblmg

Kramer Baron Chung, L1n Kowal and Radey:(1995) d1d an 1nterest1ng study

' JWthh exammed parental 1ntervent10n mto srblmg conﬂrct dunng the “Wltchmg Hour

| ' tThrs 1s the t1me of day Just before dlnner when both the parents and the srbhngs are oﬁen Al

f trred The researchers felt there would tend to be more 1n01dents of 51b11ng confhct durmg‘ |

x-,thrs tlme of day (Kramer et al 1995)

Kramer et al (1995) pomt out that many parents are drsturbed by conﬂrct between .

: the1r chlldren and would appreclate a551stance However there 1s httle consensus among ".:Ej. o =

researchers about how or even 1f parents should 1ntervene 1n thelr ch11dren s conﬂlcts . o

'(Kramer et al 1995) Therefore many of the practlcal resources that parents read contam _ | 3 b

o i contradlctory recommendatrons on how they should deal w1th srbhng conﬂlct (Kramer et

- -val 1995) One of the objectlves of thelr study was to help clarlfy what type of parental

o imterventlon may be the most effectlve Kramer et al (1995) also wanted to evaluate i

‘-’whrch parental 1ntervent10n strategles are most closely related to posrtlve s1b11ng

Elghty-elght two-parent famlhes con51s ting of "srbhngs between three and nrne L

. ; | years of age partlcrpated in the study (Kramer et al | 1995) The vast majorlty Of

S "part1c1pants were Cauca31an (95%) Three home observatlons were conducted m Wthh

S 'chlldren s spontaneous conversatrons w1th the1r srbhng Were observed usmg a w1re1ess -

a B ‘:,mlcrophone system (Kramer et al 1995) The Ob_]CCtIVC was to observe srbhng behavror : o |

L - '1n the natural home env1ronment (Kramer et al 1995) When conﬂlct occurred the




‘researchers observed whether or-not the parent chose to intervene and the strategles that

‘the parent used to help resolve the conﬂlct (Kramer etal., 1995) Fmally, the quallty of

A the chrldren ] srbllng relatlonshlp was 1dent1ﬁed usmg a ﬁve-pomt leert scale to rate the »
o srbhng 1nteract10ns for mvolv_ement, warmth,_agomsm, control, and vrrvalry/competrtion =
(Kramer etal, 1995) | | |

Based on the researoh ﬁve categorres of parental conﬂict management strategies
;were.r 1dent1‘_ﬁed..””l“hese. mclude: passrve ‘non-intervention, collaborative problem solvmg,
N -fedirection; power asiserti.(.)_.nsi and commands to s.topb ﬁghtmg Mothers and fathers vvere
ivmost likely to use passive non-intervention vvhen respondingto sibling conflict (Kramer -
etal., 1995). Passive ‘non-intervention.vwas'defmed as responses that simply ignore the |
c‘onﬂict:between siblings and ‘does not invt)lve any type of parental interventiOn (Kramer
etal, 199‘5). No differences were identiﬁed between mothers’ ‘and fathers’ use‘of the ﬁve
conflict management strategies (Kramer etal., 1995). - |
To allow for age comparisons, Kramer et al. (1995) made a drstinctlon between

younger 51blmg dyads (3 7 year olds) and older srblmg dyads (4 5-9 year olds). The
: ’results suggest that among younger sibling dyads more matemal 1ntervent10n mto
children’s conflict was linked with reduced levels of coercive behavlor_s (Kramer et al.,
1995). Furthermore, higher levels of mate'rnal intervention we‘re‘related to higher ratings
| of ‘ siblinginvolvement and warmth for younger sibling dyads, but l_(dﬁgi_‘ ratings of sibling
| involvement and warmth for older sibling dyads (Kramer et al.; 1995).Itisa slight_ly-
different story ‘for paternal intervention, ’:Fathers’ interventionintosibling conﬂietIZWas |

linked with more agonism, control; and rivalry between younger siblings (Kramer et al.,
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http:1995).Tt

. 1995) However for the older srblrng dyads there was no srgmﬁcant relatlonshlp between o

o patemal 1ntervent10n and the qualrty of the srblmg relatlonshlp

B : . Overall the results suggest that the srbhng 1nteract1ons of younger ch11dren may be i

more posmve when fathers elther avord 1ntervemng in chrldren s conﬂrcts or 1f they do N o

o 1ntervene they use redlrectlon and collaboratlve problem solvmg (Kramer et al 1995) It S

appears that mothers may be allowed greater ﬂex1b111ty in therr behav1or s1nce posrtlve _v
: .51b11ng 1nteract10ns among younger srblmg dyads Was related to patterns of maternal

- 1nterventron and non-1ntervent1on (Kramer et al 1995) Furthermore the results show

I >‘that no one strategy stands out as closely hnked to prosocral srblmg mteractlon among

lder dyad (Kramer et al 1995) The results suggest that parental use of redlrectlon and
commands to stop ﬁghtmg are less effectlve w1th older srbhng dyads (Kramer et al |
- _-1995) Therefore Kramer et al (1995) suggest that non-mterventlon may be more "
j | warrantedwrth older srbhng dyads | L | |
, f’l'he p_rece.dmg revrew consrderedsome of the studles that eXamined the o
- ;el‘at.i‘onshivp between parental int'erve‘ntion and 51b11ng conﬂlct As is ev1dent, the .

discussion of different parental intervention techniques reveals the diverse findings of

~ pastresearch. Generally, there are significant Agaps.and'inCOnsistenci'es in past research. In o

'particular ﬂthere‘continues to be a general" lac'k 'of re‘search éXploring the rélationShiljz‘r o
S 'between parental 1ntervent10n and 31b11ng conﬂrct A brlef summary Of other gaps and

' 1ncon81sten01es in the parental 1nterventlon research w111 be dlscussed next



;._____Lir‘.l?itvations in Past 'Research o G
The ﬁndlngs from ‘the past research on parental mterventron 1nto >51bhng conflict

: (and 1ts lmkages to the quahty of chlldren E srbllng relatronshrps) have been 1nconsrstent
in terms of both the “best” amount and type of i 1nterventron requrred There also has been.‘v',__ .
a tendency w1th past research to consrder only rnaternal 1ntervent10n 1nto srblmg conﬂlct 3
_Wrth a few eXceptlons, naterna_l 1ntervent1on 1nto srblrng conﬂlct has. be‘enrelatl\_/ely_ |
i‘_gnored‘.“ i - | ‘ L |
. :Anotherjnrobl_e_rn ‘w.ith‘past research'on narental interyention intob,Si‘bhngf conﬂlct .
has to do with the age of the..partrcipants.‘ The research'that does exi-st on parental :
. 1ntervent1on 1nto 51b11ng conﬂlct focuses on preschool age chrldren (0 5 year oltis) There
| is much less research explorrng the perrod of rnlddle chrldhood (6 12 years of age)
Mrddle chrldhood isa critical developmental perrod when substant1a1 changes occur in |
} both ’slbh’ng relatlonshlps and chrld—parent relatlonshlps. It i is alsoa per1od When “
signiﬁcantphysi‘cal andb'cognitive changes are occurring, and when the-re may -be an
increase in hfe stress (e. g gomg to a new school) These changes may have an
) srgmﬁcant‘rmpact on the quahty of the exrstrng s1b11ng relatronshrp Furthermore
: 1ncreased 1ndependence for the chlld during mrddle childhood may be assocrate’d wlth‘ s
changes in the parent-chlld relatronshlp as well as changes in parental 1ntervent10n B
;strategles (Felson & Russo, 1988) ” | |

A final gap in the research'has_ to do With the examinatron of .factorsthat may
iivn“ﬂu_ence p‘arental .intervention'and its link"'v.vith the quality ovf chridren’s sibliing‘ P

. relationships. Kramer et al. (1995) poin’t out that it’s possible that parental use of specific
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- conﬂxct management strategles affects sxbhng relatlonshrp quahtles However 1t’s also

e oncelvable that some thlrd Varlable may 1nﬂuence the assoclatlon between parental

- interventlon and the quahty of the chlldren s 51b11ng relatlonshrp One such thlrd vanable.» L

s the temperament of the srbllngs Past research has shown that chlldren w1th hrghly

' actlve and emotlonally 1ntense temperaments tend to expenence more conﬂlct in thelr b o B
. -_."srbhng relatronshlps (Brody et al 1994 Brody & Stoneman 1987) For example Mash N
e """jand J ohnson (1 983) found that h1gh actlve temperaments in chrldren were assocrated
.‘ W1th a four-fold 1ncrease in 51b11ng conﬂlct Therefore temperament isan 1ssue that needs
= to be con31dered when .ex.amrmng parental 1nterventlon 1nto 31b11ng conﬂlct |
e A second factor that needs to be con51dered is the parent-chlld relatlonshlp Brody '

- 'et al (1994) found hnkages between pos1t1ve pi_ ent-chlld relatlonshrps and hlgher levels - |

' of posmve affect and pr05001a1 behav1or in the 51b11ng relatlonshrp Conversely, negatlve : =

‘.'parent-chlld relatlonshlps are assoc1ated w1th aggresswe self—protectlve behav1or m

- s1b11ng relatlonshlps (Brody et al 1994) Therefore srbllng relatronshlps appear to be

o mﬂuenced by the nature of each chﬂd’s relatlonshlp w1th h1s/her parent(s) It seems -

i apparent that both chlld temperament and the quallty of each 51b11ng S parent-chlld _ S

- _. relatronshrp need to be 1ncluded in d1scussrons of parental 1ntervent10n 1nto srbhng

; conﬂlct' ’

To ﬁll the gaps in the research the present study concentrated on a number of

- "‘ : spec1ﬁc 1ssues Frrst the s1bhng part1c1pants were of m1dd1e-ch11dhood age (6 12 years of

"'f: : age) Second both mothers and fathers were 1ncluded m the study Fmally, the researcher

- ,‘exammed the potent1a1 moderatlng effects of ch11d temperament and the parent-chlld
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{,ff.él‘atithﬁib Oni,the 'asso.ciatioﬁ betWeeIl parental intervention and the quality of the
L jchrldren s srbllng relatronshlp

There are a number of 1ssues surroundlng parental 1nterventlon that need to be

L ‘_addressed in future research For example should parents 1ntervene 1nto 51bllng conﬂlct o

: ‘ iior not when should they 1ntervene how much should they 1ntervene what behefs do

’ ”"parents have about s1b11ng conﬂlct how do parents dec1de to 1ntervene 1nto 51b11ng

i _'j '_fconﬂlct and ﬁnally, 1f parents do 1ntervene what techmques do they use'7 It is hoped that o

o 'Lﬁ.-thls study allev1ated at Ieast some of the gaps 1n the parental 1ntervent1on research S

x ) Hyp othese o | | | ’ |

: -"‘“HbFor thls study, the ma1n research ’ciiuestlon was: What are the mvarrables that allow. |

- : researchers to accurately predrct the quahty of chlldren ] s1b11ng relatronsh1ps‘7‘W1th | ‘ “ "
regard to the 1nterrelat10nsh1ps between the chlldren s ages, the amount of each type of
rnteryentlon parents use to dlsc‘ourage 51bhng conﬂlct and thequahty of the chlldren s :

s1bhng relatlonshlp, the followmg hypotheses were proposed | S |
| Hypothesm #1 Chlldren S Age and the Amount of Parental Interventlon

In general 1t was hypothe51zed that parents would use more non-mterventlon w1th"; |

older s1b11ngs than w1th younger srbhngs That 1s 1n general as chlldren become older :' 1-'v

- more parental non-mterventlon 1n srbhng conﬂlct would be observed L '

( 1'995) In the1r sample of three-to-mne-year—olds Kramer et al (1995) found that less - T

‘ .parental 1nterventlon was requlred as chrldren matured Based on thrs ﬁndrng, 1t seemed .

S -,plausrble to predlct that thlS trend would contmue w1th th1s sample of school-aged

| The ﬁrst hypothe51s was made on the basrs of the ﬁndmgs glven by Kramer et al SR



“ chlldren (6 12 year olds) That 1s as 51b11ngs progress through mlddle chlldhood there
; would be less of a need for parental 1ntervent10n
Hypothe51s #2 Chlldren s Age and the Amount of Each Type of Parental
Intervenuon ol | | ‘ o
It was hypothe51zed that the older the 51b11ng, the more hkely hlgh levels of L
; parental non—mterventlon would be used Furthermore the younger the srblmg, the lower : e
L the level of parental non-mterventlon and the hlgher the levels of positive 1ntervent10n L
"' and v_dlrect -rnterv,entron. Posﬂrve parental 1ntervent10n 1ncludes ‘collaboratl.ve problem :
soljvi.ng.’and redirection;v ’and' dlrect parent‘al"inter_.vention inclu_des vpower ass}ertion, |
comrnands to stop_ﬁghting, and behavior modiﬁcation techniques. |
» The rationalefor making the second hypothesls"was based on the research
- | conducted by Kramer et al. (1 995) They found that many parental 1ntervent10n
| techmques were less effective w1th older 51blmg dyads (Kramer et al., 1995) For
.example,_redlrectron and commands to stopkﬁghting were less effective w1th older, '
: compared to yOunger,‘siblings.”It would Seem logical that'as a particulartype of parental |
intervention becomes less "effectiv'e, the_parents would use it less and less. TherefOre,
| there s‘houldvbe a decrease in intervention as the siblings mature. With the younger |
- srbllngs 1n the present study, parents would more llkely use both p031t1ve and dlrect
) 1ntervent10n That is, the younger the\chrld the greater the use of dlfferent types of
‘1nterventlonv However again, as the chlldren mature the parents would use fewer and |
fewer amounts of posmve and drrect 1ntervent10n, and) h1gher "amounts of non-

- intervention.
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© Hypothesis #3: Sibling Relationships and Parental Intervention Techniques: The  *

’ It was hypothesrzed :that more posrtlve srblmg relatronshlps among the younger |

o .zsrblmgs would be assoc1ated wrth a hlgher amount of the moderate 1nterventlon style i

o " (1 e hlgher levels of posrtrve 1nterventron)

. : The th1rd hypothesrs was made on the ba51s of the f'mdmgs grven by Felson (1983)

) Felson (1983) has suggested that hrgher amounts of parental 1nterventron may increase: _: N

R _"levels of 51blmo conﬂlct However in thls current study, the researcher ant1crpated that a - o p

i ffi"’lack of parental mterventlon may 51gnal to the younger chrldren that parents are N v L S

s » 1 unconcerned that they are ﬁghtmg w1th each other Thls percerved lack of concern may be

L E ""assocrated w1th contmued aggressron between the younger srblmgs Thls researcher _. - R

g ] :belreves that chrldren”as young as 6 or 7 years of age contmue to need gurdance and

] -isupport wrth the1r SIblrng relatronshlps Thus m order to nurture a posrtlve srbhng

s "_relatronshrp, some parental 1ntervent10n (1 e, collaboratrve problem solvmg or- : : e

- ‘d"_redrrectlon) WOuld be requrred from trme to trme It Was hypothesrzed therefore that a. " :

Lo hlgh amount of pos1t1ve 1nterventron would be assocrated wrth more posmve srblmg

s _relatlonshrps among the younger 31b11ngs in the study oy -"“:

Hypothesrs #‘

Slblmg Relatronshrps and Parental Interventron Techmques The‘: 5

5 of non-mterventlon by parents would be assocrated w1th more posrtrve srbllng

o ‘relatronshrp,s.*

it was hypothesrzed that the older the srbhngs the more lrkely that a hlgher level‘.:, - | o



S 'varlety of sources Hartup (1992) concluded that

The ratlonale for makmg the fourth hypothe31s was based on research from a

e less tlme wrth thelr srbhngs and parents and more trme wrth thelr peers Generally, thls o

o - decreased level of i 1nteract10n means there would be fewer opportumtles for conﬂlct

- : between srblmgs (V andell et al 1987) and thus fewer requlrements for parental

‘ 1nterventlon (Kramer et al 1995) Furthermore as chlldren mature they are more skllledﬁ .

: at managmg 31b11ng COIlﬂlCt 1ndependently, wlthout the need for parental mterventlon

- . Therefore for the older srbhngs it was predlcted that hlgher levels of parental non;
E -llnterventlon would be. assoc1ated w1th more posrtlve s1blmg relatlonshlps ,b o

o The next hypothe51s concerned themterrelatronshlp among the'a‘mounts of each | ‘

- type of parental 1ntervent10n the chlldren ] temperaments and the quahty of the |

- chlldren s srbllng relatlonshlp The hypothes1s was stated as follows N

| Hypothesw #5 Slbhng Relatronshlps Chrld Temperament and Parental

- lnterventlon | | - |

o Itvwa‘s hypotheslzed:that more positiye -:sibling‘relationshlps would beassociated : .

o w1th thher levels of parental non-mterventlon and less. dlfﬁcult temperaments of the
i 51b11ngs whereas ‘more negatlve 51b11ng relatlonshlps would be assoc1ated w1th hrgher o

s :'b“;amountsl of d1rect 1ntervent10n (e. g ‘power assertlon -commands to stop fightmg, and
; behav1or Imodlﬁcatlon techmques) and more dlfﬁcult temperaments of the srblmgs R

The ratronale underlymg thls hypothesrs was based on research conducted by

- : Brody et al (1994) In this’ research it was. shown that chrldren w1th hrghly actrve and

ernotronal.ly 1ntense temperaments (1.e., rnore drfﬁcult-temperarnents) expenenced mo_re B

19

“_:chﬂdren mature they spend less andv o



B : conﬂlct m thelr 31b11ng relatxonshlps (Brody et al 1994) Therefore it would seem
reasonable to predlct that i in a 51bhng relat10nsh1p where at least one s1bhng is
’ emotlonally:_mt_ense,A parents‘,would perce1ve an-mcreased_need‘ for.more dltect par‘e‘n,tal' )

- intervention‘, ’iftespeCtive' _ot: the_3partiCipant’s'a‘ge. It was ‘hypothesviaed:that the-,_t': i

| COmhination ofa difﬁcult.temperament and more direct natental mterventlon Would : o
| ‘actually be ass001ated with more negatlve s1bhngv telauonshlps FI - ”

- : The 51xth hypothes1s concerns the lnterrelatlonshlp among the amounts of each .
) type of parental mterventlon the duahty of the parent-chlld relatlonshlps 1n the famlly, '
and the quallty of the ch1ldren s 51b11ng relat10nsh1p The hypothe51s was stated as B |

: 'follows

Hypothes1s #6 Slbhng Relatlonshlps Parent-Chﬂd Relatlonshlps and Parental_\"_. o

Interventlon |

It was hypothe51zed that the quahty of 51blmg relatlonshxps would be closely | . |

o 'related to the quahty of parent-chﬂd relat1onsh1ps in the famﬂy, and the amount of each

type of- parental 1nterventlonvused 1n 31bl1ng contllct. Mo_re pos1t1ve s1b11ng‘relatlonsh1ps

o _\?Voul’d'be;as:sociated with higher amountsof non-intervention aad more affectional E
. ,pafentfchlldrel‘ationship“s,' whereaS‘,‘.’mOr'e neg.atijve '.‘si'bling' relat1onsh1ps would be |

.'assoclat'e_d Wlthhlgher amounts of _ dlrectlnterventlon and moreconﬂlctual nat'_ent-child L

B relat-ionships‘ |

‘ ThlS hypothes1s was made on the ba515 of research conducted by Brody et al
. ,(l 994) thCh found that posmve parent-chlld relatlonshlps were. 11nked w1th hlgher

\ levels of- posmve affectlon and prosocml behav1or in s1b11ng relat10nsh1ps That was why



»: f 1t was. hypothesrzed that posmve parent-clnld relat1onsh1ps (1 e. hlghly affectlonate) 1n - 3’{»’ .

e '»"';posrtrve 51bhng relatxonshlps Conversely, that was also why 1t was hypothesrzed that 3y

amounts of d1rect 1nterventron would be assoc1ated w1th more negatlve srblrng

i Tvi_-relat1onsh1ps dunng mlddle chlldhood

..':-’In addrtlon to the 1nterrelat10nsh1ps ong the varlables lrsted above the

resear heru also 1nvest1gated whether or: n

SRu 1nﬂuence the quahty of s1b11ng relatronshrps

7 T Hypothe51s #7 Slbhng Status Varlables (Exploratory Hypothe51s)

e ) Female-female srblmg palrs were expected to have a more posmve 31bhng

B jrelatronshrp than e1ther male—male or. male female srbllng palrs

Thrs hypothe51s was based on past research (e g Buhrmester & Furman 1990) &

e ’_showmg that 51sters tend to have more posmve s1b11ng relatronshrps If gender pa1r S

i more non-lnterventlon by parents would be assomated w1th more o

i ~‘“;negat1ve parent-chrld relatlonshlps (1 €., hlgh in- conﬂ1ct) in combmatlon w1th h1gher ) ) S

he gender of s1bl1ng palrs in a famrly would E =

. d1fferences 1n the quahty of 51b11ng relatlonsmps were found these dlfferences would be ; -

R ‘*controlled in the data analyses :




o METHOD SRR
v _D_gs—l@
- Inthis sfﬁdy a covrrelation-rég’ressi(’)n approach was adoptéd to inves;t.igate_the.,
, i'nt¢rrelafiQnShip§ a.mc:)ng the follévviﬁg variables: the age of the participant’s children, the
. a‘mo"unts‘of ééchtyp§ “of parent.alﬂ jnt_erve'ntioﬁ, the vquality‘vo.f childrén.’.s éibling
- rclgﬁ_bnships, the level of each child’s temperament, émdthe quality obf the parent-child

rela»tionship.;

Adult P‘articipan‘tvsf N
- Qf thé 182 quesf‘ionnairc;'paékages distribﬁted, 101 parsrits completed and retuxv'ned>'
thevquesti‘oinnaires (a56% participat{ioﬂr_lI r_a‘te).‘ ‘H(-)wever, eight parénts wéfe ‘elim‘inated |
frorﬁ the fanal}‘lsbés dﬁe to inéé@pleté ;qﬁ:éstibﬁr;airés, or due to the fact that the parents d1d
| not meet thé Jre.quireimeknts of fhé stuay (e.g., only one child instead of twé between the
" ages of 6-12). Thefefore, for ‘t.ﬁe purposes of this study, 93 families with at‘l‘east th
children between 6-12 y§:ars of age éerved "as the Voiuntary sample. |
Qnev parent from each family served as the participant 1n the Study. The sample of
- 80 mothers and 13 féfhers fangéd in age from 25 to 50years (M = 35.6). Table 3 presents
! thé demqgraphic ihformation for the parents (see next pagé; also see Appen&ix A).: In the -
‘ nine caées Whére there were three cﬁildren in ,tvhevfamily betweén 6-12 years of bage, the

- parents were to randomly select two of the children for the purposes of the pfesent study. -
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f “‘Table3 -

" _Demozranhlc Informatron on the Parents (N 93)

Parent,s Ag

o Parent s Gender ‘

F ather : 4% (13 partlcrpants)
Mother 86% (80 part1c1pants)

o ‘,Number of Chrldren in the Farmlv

Range 2 to 8 chlldren (M 2 8)

:Number of Chlldren Between 6 12 Years Old',"r‘_i o .

. !-Parent s Mantal Status

‘ 2 chlldren : 90 3% (84 part1c1pants) S
3 chlldren 9 7% (9 pamclpants)

o 86%;1*311181,3"- n S
742%'Mar‘ried.,]-
7 11.8% Divorced
j '22%‘Widowedﬂ *
32% Other

R ] Parent s Ethmcrtv

L ,"57 0%,’Cauca51an e
. 2 2%‘7AfncanAmencan ‘}

. 19.4% Hispanic - a
S 32% Asian

. 32% Other

 Parent’sReligion -

: P3O.»1'%. : ,Protestant gt
© 35.5% Catholic =~
 L1% Jewish |

Range 25to 50years(_ 356 SD 552 N 86)'};‘



30 '1% Other

P;a;egt____’sLev_ezu)fEd_mam

% Less Than High School
8% Completed High School B
‘_fa';:Some College/Umverslty COurses RS AR
4% .Completed Junior College R
.v 1"11-?Un1versrty Degree Rl

L 65% Masters Degre

: Annual lnc‘ome:‘:' 5 e

. ?.}ji_'j‘ 22% Less Than5000
S 715% 500114999
U 17.2% 15,000-24999
161% 25,000-34999
S 12.9% 35,000-44,999
36.6% 45, ooo, L

s The partlcrpants were recru1ted from the student populatlon at a state umver51ty 1n o _—

: .,,Southern Cal1forn1 The students re_offered extra credlt” pornts for Voluntary e

. "f-v-.,;'.partlcrpatron ir . Oth : 0 nt1al part1c1pants were recrulted through referrals

L ..“"fprov1ded by the unrversrty students All partrcrpants were treated in accordance w1th the '»: | R

S . Etlncal Prlnc1plesso Psycho ‘ogrstsand Code of Conduct (Amerrcan Psychologlcal

e _Assocratlon 1992 see Appendrx B for the mformed consent form and Append1x C for

T"_;’;.” the debnefmg statement)

i representatrve sample of Afncan—Amerrcans Hrspamcs and Asrans) For the purposes of S

- ': The research; T attempted to rnclude an”equal representat'o' 'of famlhes from low o i
oo 'fﬁédlum and hlgh .soc1o-econom1 backg'rOunds*rThe reSearcheréalsoattempted to ‘mclude ::l SRR

a cross-sectron of farnrhes that reﬂected the ethmc d1vers1ty of the commumty (1 e SR



” thls Study, the partlcrpants only consrdered two chlldren rangmg in age from sxx-to- o s

B twelve-years old.' Fmally, the researcher attempted to achleve an approx1mately.eqt1al
"‘dlstrrbutlon of partrmpants wrth chlldren who varled on the followmg vanables gender of
the chlldren relatlve ages of the chlldren and age spacmg between the 51b11ngs
B - Table 4 presents the demographlc mformatlon on the chlldren of the adult ) “ o

'part1c1pants (see next page) The older s1b11ngs ranged in age from 7 to 12 years (__

o lO 3) and the younger 31b11ngs ages ranged from 6 to- 12 years (M 7 6) There was one

H set of twms m the present study (12 years old)




Table 4

Demographic Information on the Children (N =93)

Age of Younger Sibling

Range: 6 to 12 years (M = 7.6)

Gender of Younger vSiblving C

Male ~ 47.3% (44 participants)
Female 52.7% (49 participants)

Gender Composition Variable .

Older Brother-Younger Brother
Older Sister-Younger Sister
Older Brother-Younger Sister
Older Sister-Younger Brother

Age Spacing Between the Siblings

0 Years

Age of Older Sibling

Range: 7to 12 years (M = 10.3)

' Gender of Older Sibling

Male 57.0% (53 participants)
Female 43.0% (40 participants)

29.0% (27 sibling pairs)
24.7% (23 sibling pairs)
28.0% (26 sibling pairs)
18.3% (17 sibling pairs)

1.1% (1 sibling pair)
1 Year 16.1% (15 sibling pairs)
2 Years 29.0% (27 sibling pairs)
3 Years 28.0% (26 sibling pairs)
4 Years - 14.0% (13 sibling pairs)
5 Years 8.6% (8 sibling pairs)
6 Years 3.2% (3 sibling pairs)
- Child Participants

A sub-sample of children also participated in the present study. The adult

pérticipants were asked if they would allow their children to be interviewed. Thirteen

parents aHowed their children to participate in the study.’ This sub-sample of children

included 13 pairs of siblings between the ages of 6 and 12. The siblings’ percépﬁons of

the quality of their sibling relationshjp and the amount of each type of parental
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Appendlx"D“for parental permrssron form for ch11d

ifpartlcxpatlon and Appendlx E for the chrld verbal assent scnpt)

o Matenals for Adult Partlcmants

The study mcluded questlonnalres to assess the quahty of the chrldren S 51bhng

A u 7relat10nsh1p, parental 1nterventlon‘1nto g conﬂlct ch11d temperament for each ch11d

= ff,:l‘.’and the parent-chlld relationshi

Stbllng relatlonshtp : The quahty'_of the chlldren ] 51b11ng relatlonshlp was assessed

. z;usmg the parent vers1on of the Slbllng Relatlonshrp Questlonnalre (SRQ) developed by

" »..y"Furman and Buhrmester (1985) The SRQ f' 3

l‘des 48 1tems that measure 16 spec1ﬁc o

. ';relatronshlp qualltles Each of the 16 scales contarn three 5-p01nt leert 1tems and each ERI

o5 ,1tem asks how characterlstlc a feature 1sn.for the relatlonshlp (e g How much do your

: "ﬂvfgfchrldren argue?) The scales 1ncluded anchors from 1= “hardly at‘all”

' o the chlldren s relat1onsh1p) to 5 = extremely much” w1th‘a mldpomt (3) that reads

;(characterlstlc of | -

' Scores on the SRQ were used in the followrng way The part101pants chlldren o

. ..were compared based on the quahty of therr 31b11ng relatlonsmps lefe I'ences 1n the S

,'chlldren S 3 armth/closeness relatlve status/power conﬂrct and nvalry m the1r srbhng o

i onshll w e_;exammed :Parents completed one SRQ for therr two ch11dren between' S

'the ages of srx and twelve

For the SRQ the 16 scale scores were denved by SImply' summlng the three 1tems
" _that are related to that scale (Furman & Buhrmester 1985) In general the hrgher the

T score the more the md1v1dua1 belleved that the scale 1s representatrve of thelr chlldren s




e chrld tended to be more socrable The derlvatron of factor scores 1s not as strarghtforward ’ _' B

S for the SRQ However Furman and Buhrmester (1985) have denved the factor scores on’l F R

"the basrs of pnmary loadlngs Thls means that the warmth/closeness factor consrsted of

| ".scale score_s for» 1nt1macy_ pros ":\l'b havror compamonshlp, Slmllanty, admlratton by o

i "51bhng, and affectron Factor scores for relatlve status/power consrsted of nurturance of " L

: srbhng and domlnance over 31b11ng, mlnus the scale scores of nurturance by 51b11ng and

' dommance by srbllng Conﬂlct scores con51sted of quarrehng, antagonlsm and

o . competltlon The rrvalry score consrsted of maternal and paternal partlahty

In past research rellabrllty estlmates (Cronbach’s alpha) for the SRQ s comp051te > o

L _‘ scores had all exceeded 7 0 (F urman & Buhrmester 1985) In a separate study, the self-

.report versron of the SRQ was admlmstered to th1rd s1xth mnth and twelfth graders e

SRR ’(Buhrmester & Furman 1990) In thls case the rehab111ty estrmates in the four subJect

o i study ranged from a low of 60 for the 51bhng antagomsm subscale to a hlgh Of 92 fOf

B .‘litgroups Were 71 79 77 and 81 respectrvely (Buhrmester & Furman 1990) The test- B
e retest relrabllrty for each of the 16 three-rtem scales were found to range from 58 to 86 '

L V(mean r = 71) A revrew of the llterature shows a lack of research examrmng the : S

R v'rellablhty and vahdlty of the parent form f the SRQ Therefore the psychometrrc data

' presented here comes from rese

The rellablhty estunates ( ronbach’s alpha) for the SRQ scores m the present

R the 51b11ng quarrehng subscale Only maternal partlahty and antagomsm had rehablhty

'»estnnates that were below 75 R

on"the‘ closely related self-report versron of the SRQ A




There were three main reasons for usmg the SRQ in thls study Flrst Furman

3 ones Buhrmester and Adler (1989) had shown that the SRQ is the type of questlonnaue s

o that can be accurately ﬁlled out by the chrldren s parent In partlcular Furman et al

(1989) concluded that other fam1ly members perceptlons of the quahty of 51blmg
B relatronshlps were found to be moderately to strongly correlated wrth self-reports by l - e
. chlldren Second, there was evrdence that the SRQ would be appropnate for measunng. |
“the quahty of srbllng relatronshlps in partlc1pants between the ages of six and twelve |

| (Furman & Burhmester 1985) Flnally, the SRQ was used because there isa lack of other

L good measures that examme the quahty of 51b11ng relatronshrps

ngh test-retest rel1ab111ty and low correlatrons w1th soc1al des1rab111ty prov1de
encouraglng ev1dence for the vahdlty of the SRQ (Furman & Burhmester 1985)
- lHowever the SRQ has been used only in a hm1ted number of studres This . means that "
"researchers usmg the SRQ should be cautlous of any ﬁndmgs At thrs polnt ‘moreanalysm
.‘ . :lof the rehablhty and Va11d1ty of the SRQ is requlred However the SRQ w111 be .1‘ ' |
-1nterpreted asa subJ ective’ measure only (see Appendlx F for the SRQ) o
o Parental mtervent1on into s1bl1ng conﬂ1ct Upon rev1ew of pubhshed
_ - quesillonnalres,-i it was app_arent_ that there _Was no specrﬁc questlonnarre ‘-that WOuld be |

e ,tentirely'apprOpriate:for measuring ‘pare‘ntal 'interVention. The'refore” a neW‘ questlonnaire S

- was des1gned for thrs study by adaptmg 1tems from two sources the Parental Involvement_ ",_, o

o in Srbhng Conﬂrct (PISC) quest10nna1re (Nagel 1995) and the observatlonal scheme of a

) " Kramer et al ( 1995) The latter source was rev1sed from an observatronal codmg measure - |

" toa set of questl'onnarre 1tems (‘see_below forj detalls).
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As the name suggests the Parental Involvement in Slblmg Conﬂlct (PISC)
‘ »questronnarre was developed to measure the amount of parental mvolvement mto srbling - "
- fconﬂlct The 25-1tem questlonnalre 1s 1ndexed usrng a ﬁve-pornt erert scale Thrs scale

) ’ranges.fro‘m*‘ stro_ngly---drsagree : ('l)“t_.o ,‘fsvtrongly' agre,e”_(S-).The ques'tionnalre 1ssCore_d s_o- 1

~ thata hrgh ‘_'svcorejequates'to higher parental'involvernent (Na_gel,yul 995). S“'tatisticalanalysis‘ D

of the' questionnairevindicates that the 'Coefﬁcient alpha ‘for mothers’ involvement in -

51blmg conﬂlct is .61 and for fathers mvolvement 1s 63

For the purposes of this study, only 11 of the ongrnal 25 PISC questlons were used L

(g, v“I ’separate my chlldren when they are havrng a dlsagreemcn_t ). The remamm g ‘ .
" B queStions that dealt vvith‘ issues not directly related to the MOunt of parental vintervention :
- used i in 51b11ng conﬂlct were excluded It was unclear how the rehabihty and va11d1ty
| would be affected byus1ng only a portlon vof the PISC questlonnalre The rehablllty and
‘vahdity for thrs new measure’ of parental 1ntervent10n in v51bl1ng conﬂrct was asse,ssed ui
" the present study B ’ : |
T‘h'e_ second source for this nevvy-‘ parental intervention questi'onnaire,vvas the
-'ohservational v'scheme created‘by Kramer et al. (1995). As mentioned in the introductory
| sectlon Kramer et al (1995) 1dent1ﬁed ﬁve categorres of parental conﬂict management

e “strateg1es These ﬁve management strategies are hsted and defined in Table 5 (seenext

{

| page)-‘ .
. Inthe study by Kramer et al. (1995), coders listened to an audio transcriptand
~ identified which of the ﬁve | strategiesvwere'used, in each interaction. However, in the

present study, the researcher did not code the various strategies. Instead, the present
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researcher used these deﬁmtrons from each management strategy, along w1th items from
Nagel s PISC questlonnalre to develop a new questlonnalre the Parental Intervent1on :

: Quest1onnarre.

Table's“”“ :

, Parental Conﬂlct Management Strateg1es

Strategy

L 1'._ Non-Intervlention: o : Responses that rgnore the conﬂrct and do
* IR o 'not involve any type of parental 1ntervent10n

2. CollabOrative,Problem Solving - ‘Strategles in wh1ch parents actlvely work

| . .. withboth children together to reach a
Tl 'mutually acceptable resolutlon to the |
S conﬂ1ct ' :

5 3. Re-Direction. o _ . Strategies that are aimed at ending conflict _“ S

~ quickly by redirecting the children’s o
s attent1on to a non—conﬂlctual toplc or object o

B ’4";'5~Power Assertion"_. S Parents use thelr authonty and | power to end_‘ S
- o : o ,thelr chlldren s conﬂ1cts s o

. 5 Commands to Stop Fighting | Parents using persuas1ve Verbal methods in
PR U TR ' aneffort to terminate their chxldren s
= ‘fiﬁghtmg ' :

i --T_he Parental Intervent1on Questlonnaue 1ncluded 11 1tems from the PISC

o _uest1onna1re (N agel 1995) These 11-1tems were developed to measure the followmg

constructs non-rnterventlon (6 questlons) d1rect mtervent1on (4) and behavxor - L
modrﬁcatlon techmques (l) The next 17 1tems m the Parental Intervenuon Questlonnalre :

were developed based on the research by Kramer et al (1995) These 17-1tems were




o developed to measure the followmg constructs behav1or mod1ficatlon techmques (3

) questlons) commands to stop ﬁghtmg (4) collaboratlve problem solvmg (4) redrrectlon o

o v: , | (2), and power assertron (4) Therefore there were 28-1tems on the Parental Interventron

'-Questronnarre Two ﬁnal exploratory questrons were mcluded to allow the parents to e
: : 1dent1fy spe01ﬁc parental mterventlon techmques that they tended to use

The 28-1tems of the Parental Interventron Questlonnalre were measured ona ﬁve- .

TR 'pomt L1kert scale rangmg from “strongly dxsagree” (1) to “strongly agree” (5) The

o part101pants recelved a score for each type of parental 1nterventron that was bemg
measured (e g collaboratlve.problem solvmg) The non-rnterventron 1tems vwere reversed |

" "»Eibefore scormg, S0 that a hrgh score on the measuremdrcated hlgher levels of non- |
. _1nterventron In general hlgher scores would mean that the ‘parent tended to use (or o
o 3: beheve m) that type of parental 1ntervent10n For example hlgher scores on collaboratlve .

o B problem solvmg questrons would be asso01ated w1th the use of that partlcular type of

- parental 1ntervent10n ThlS scorrng procedure was 1ntended to allow the researcher tov p ‘;_f '
E compare the amounts of each type of parental 1nterver1t10n technlque used by the 3

partrcrpant The rehabrhty and valldlty of the Parental Interventron Questronnarre are :

| o descnbed 1n the result:_ ectlon of the present study (see Appendlx G for the newly
- adapted Parental Interventron Questronnalre)

Chrld temperament The temperament of each of the part1c1pant’s chlldren was ) o

. assessed usmg the Revrsed D1mensrons of Temperarnent Survey (DOTS R) developed by_ L

L Wmdle and Lemer (1986) The DOTS R is a rev1sed versron of the or1g1na1 D1mens1ons

. of Temperament Survey (DOTS) that was developed by Lerner Palermo, Sprro and



:NesseIroade ( 1982) The survey was developed for use w1th chrldren (3+) adolescents, . -

| 'and young adults Both self—ratlngs and parent ratlngs of temperament are possrble w1th.
g ”"".theDOTS-R However only the parent-ratlngs of the chrld’s temperarnent was used 1n .
o this study Parents ﬁlled out two DOTS R’s one for each of the1r chlldren between the _‘ - |
| y ages of six and twelve o | | | L

The DOTS R 1ncludes 54 1tems that measures nine temperament attrrbutes g

| _’actlvrty level-general actlvrty level-sleep, approach/wrthdrawal ﬂex1b111ty/r1g1d1ty, o e

S ':;:{'? quahty of mood rhythmrcuy-sleep, rhythmrcrty-eatlng, rhythmrcrty-darly hab1ts and task v'

' _:'/_r“onentat1on (Wrndle Hooker Lenerz East Lerner & Lerner 1986) A four-cho1ce

| -_ ” . response format was used with each 1tem usually false” (1) ‘more false than true” (2) el L

o “more true than false” (3) and “usually true” (4) An example of a DOTS R 1tern

' (1ndex1ng approach/ Wlthdrawal) 1s “On meetmg a new person my Chlld tends to move

S '.toward h1m or her

Scormg of the DOTS R 1nvolves summmg the 1tem scores (1 e., 1 2 3 or 4) that 11

o ‘correspond to each of the nme temperament attnbutes (Wmdle et al 1986) It should be o

"“noted that 15 DOTS-R 1tems are reversed 1n d1rect10n before sconng (Wrndle et al

" ‘1986) W1th the exceptron of the task or1entat10n attnbute hrgher DOTS R scores 'f'j'\ o

' smdrcated h g er levels of each attrrb' e For ’e, ample h1gher scores on sleep rhythm1c1ty ‘5 o

\\ i

R : lﬁ ] 1nd1cated more: egulanty in sleeplng ‘pattern (Wlndle & Lerner 1986) However hrgher -

- 'scores on. task onentatlon 1ndlcated hlgher persrstence and lower d1stract1b1hty

For the purposes of ﬂ'llS study, only two of the mne attnbutes Were used to o

| ‘calculate an 1nd1v1dual level of temperament Act1v1ty level—general (7 questrons) and the ) o o



= : 'qualrty of mood (7 questrons) were scored)ml “"e:,followmg way 'Hrgher scores were | "’ ;" o

:easy-gorng temperament) and

- assocrated wrth more posrtrve temperament quahtres (1.

Mlower scores were assoc1ated w1th more negatrve temperament qua11t1es (1 e a dlfﬁcult
= f"te_mperament). - | g T o i
' Research has shown that there are. moderate to hrgh 1nternal cohsrstency estrmates
. ‘of relrabrhty for all nme attrrbutes 1ncluded in the DOTS R (Wmdle & Lemer 1986) |
When assessmg the temperament of elementary school-age chlldren the n1ne attrrbutes of e
| the DOTS R have the follow1ng alpha coefﬁcrents act1v1ty level general 75 act1v1ty b
: ",level sleep 81 approach/w1thdrawal 77 ﬂex1b1hty/r1g1d1ty 62 qual1ty of mood 80
v.rhythm1c1ty sleep 69 rhythm101ty-eatmg 75 rhythmrcrty-daﬂy habrts 54 and task
3 orlentatlon 70 (Wmdle & Lerner 1986) -

In the present study, the rel1ab111ty est1mates (Cronbach’s alpha) for the DOTS R

B . were assessed for both the younger and the older s1blmgs For the younger s1blmgs the T

' rehablhty estlmates for the nine attr1butes of the DOTS R ranged from a low of 56 for |
: o ;_rhythm1c1ty-da11y hablts to a h1gh of 92 for quahty of mood Only rhythmlclty-dally

‘ habrts had a rehablhty estrmate that was below 77 For the older s1bllngs the rehabrhty

L estlmates for the nme attrlbutes ranged from a low of 66 for rhythmrcrty darly hablts to a .

- *:g s hrgh of 89 for act1v1ty level general Only rhythmrcrty—sleep and rhythrmcrty-darly hablts .

e H’;‘had rel1ab1hty estlmates that were below 79

Concurrent va11d1ty stud1es have shown that the DOTS R attrrbutes are -
e ‘srgnlﬁcantly assocrated w1th a range of percerved competence and 1ntell1gence measures

o ‘(Wmdle 1992) For 1nstance the ﬁndmgs of Wrndle et al (1986) 1nd1cated srgmﬁcant



L assocratrons between DOTS R attnbutes and measures of percerved socral and cogmtlve DR

E ,,-competence among part1c1pants in early and late adolescence Furthermore Matheny

" (1989) reported 51gmﬁcant assoc1atrons between DOTS R attnbutes and Wechsler

Intelhgence Scale for Chrldren (WISC) measures of Verbal and performance 1ntell1gence. i e

There are two mam reasons Why the DOTS-R was used as the measure of .
. temperament 1n thls study Flrst the DOTS-R has overcome many of the hmrtatlons of T
| the DOTS whrle mamtammg 1ts virtue. (Wrndle & Lemer 1986) For exarnple the

: DOTS R uses a four-ch01ce response format mstead of the more hmrtrng drchotomous o

o response format used 1n the DOTS Second the DOTS R 1s a short but moderately

o rehable measure of temperament (Wrndle & Lemer 1986 see Appendlx H for the

| DOTS R measure)

Parent-chlld relatronshlp The parent-ch11d relatronshrp was assessed by the R

T parents usmg the Famrly Relat10nsh1p Questronnalre (FRQ) developed by Henggeler and
»Tavormma (1980) The FRQ is comprrsed of a total of eleven 1tems that assess parental -

- and adolescent 'perceptlons of the affect conﬂlct 'anddommanCe in each of three famlly: :

" relatlonshrps mother-adolescent father-adolescent and mother-father (Henggeler & o

| . Tavormrna 1980) In thrs study only the erght 1tems assessmg the relatlonshlps between )

R "mother and adolescent (4 1tems) and between father and adolescent (4 1tems) were used :

o . Each of the‘erght rtems were .-rated-. accordmg: to ‘a:_5-po.1nt response fOrmat ranging from“ -

e never” (1) to “always” (5) or “father/mother always gets hrs/her own way” (l) to

B son/daughter always gets hls/her OWn way” (5) The FRQ was developed for use w1th o E



: :»ifamrlles that vary in cultural composrtlon and socroeconomlc status 1nclud1ng fam111es SRS

! fwrth low hteracy rates (Henggeler & Tavonmna 1980)

For the F RQ, the test-retest rehabrhty for a perrod of one to two weeks has been i

found to vary between 67 and 70 (Henggeler Bordum & Mann 1987 Henggeler &

- '_' Tavonnrna 1980) These test-retest rehablllty values are comparable to those reported for . | R

:-_.'other famrly 1nventor1es (Olson McCubbm Barnes Larsen Muxen & Wllson 1982)

S 'There is also evrdence that members of problem farmhes report the quahty Of thelr

L ﬂjrelatrons on the F RQ as relrably as members of healthy fam1hes (Bordum Prultt &

’ ’Henggeler 1986) However no’ ev1dence has been presented for 1nternal consrstency

- :wrthm each of the three sca o5 | <. affectlon conﬂ1ct or domrnance) Furthermore due AT

o . to the desrgn of the F RQ,the present researcher was unable to calculate rehabrlrty

e 0 : est1mates (Cronbach’s alpha) for the three scales of the FRQ

Several studres support the crrterlon-related vahdrty of the affect and conﬂlct

S dlmens10ns ofthe FRQ (e g Bordum etal 1986 Hanson et al 1984) However to date

,no data has been provrded to show the Vahdlty for the dormnance dlmensron or for the

- FRQ as a whole (Henggeler & Tavormrna, 1980) Although exp11c1t sconng procedures S

e " are not g1ven for the FRQ, the assumptlon 1s that scores for each of the three scales are i o

" 'summed (Henggeler & Tavormrna 1980) In general the h1gher the scores the more i -‘:

L B ,.i.representatlve the questron (or scale) w111 be of that partrcular parent-chlld relatlonshrp

111 the past the FRQ has been used excluswely to measure the relatlonshlp betweean . L

= parents and therr adolescent chrldren However due to the srmple language used in the

o questlonnarre 1t is beheved that 1t also would be useful w1th sm—to—twelve-}’ear-olds The .t Ten



: present study was used as an opportumty to exarnme whether or not the FRQ isan
. appropnate measure to use for parents and therr s1x..to twelve-year-old chlldren ‘Adult
o partlc1pants completed 2 FRQ s, one for each of thelr 2 chlldren between the ages of 6- 12». -
(see Appendlx I for the FRQ) |
Portlons of a 31m11ar questlonnane were used as a type of a Vahdlty check on the :
FRQ The Parental Control Measure developed by Greenberger and Goldberg (1989) was |
- used_ to exarnrne the Ievel of affe’ct1onv between parents and the‘rr chll'dren. For the_purpose' :
B j of the present study,only 9of the'v:original‘ 39 »items were lusedt The other ques‘tions:werej
‘ . not approprlate since they dealt w1th 1ssues that were not d1rectly related to the level of |
affectlon between parents and therr chrldren ‘For these n1ne 1tems the response optlons
o lran‘ged from strongly d1sagree” ( l) to strongly agree” (7) w1th the mrdpomt labeled
| ne1ther agree nor drsagree (e g 5 When I dlsc1phne my Chlld 1 also show understandlng
| and affectlon ) There were three subscales in the or1g1nal 39-1tem versron of the Parental
| 'Control Measure harsh ﬁrm/responswe and la)r o -
The scormg procedure for the Parental Control Measure: was.falrly strarghtforward
JHrgher scores were assoc1ated wlth more affectlon in the parent-chlld relatlonshlp and
: lower scores were assoclated W1th lower levels of affectlon 1n the parent-chlld "

| ‘ Jrelatronshl’p '

For the 39 1tem ver51on rehablhty for the three subscales was the followmg for L ]

| : men and women respectlvely 72 and 62 for the harsh scale 69 and 55 for the ﬁrm/

o ‘ responswe scale and 60 and 59 for the lax scale (Greenberger & Goldberg, 1989)



o 'Dombusch thter Lelderrnan Roberts and Fralelgh (1987) reported sxmllar alpha levelsiul," S

W for the1r questlonnalre that also measures parentmg styles S

There appears to be construct va11d1ty for the parental control scales smce the

S ;scales are uncorrelated or at most weakly mtercorrelated (Greenberger & Goldberg, i c

' 1989) Moreover the parentlng measures are not 31mply reﬂectlons of soc1al class i,‘ ,l ‘ '
‘» B 1‘(Greenberger & Goldberg, 1989) For example for men nerther level of educatlon nor

= :" » occupat10nal prestlge were s1gn1ﬁcantly assoc1ated w1th any of the three subscales in the i ‘

R ‘Parental Control Measure (Greenberger & ‘Goldberg, 1989)' For wOmen 'there was some ', - -

S '.'relattonshlps between somal class and the type of parental‘ control (i.e., subscales)
| however these relat1onsh1ps were only weak-to moderate in nature (Greenberger &
B »nyoldberg, 1989) Although the rel1ab111ty of the orlgmal Parental Control Measure 1s
known the same cannot be sa1d for the revrsed versmn (9-1tems) Therefore the
| ‘, krellablhty tbr the‘ntne-ltem versmn“ot’ the ’Parzental’ Control Measure was assessed in the |
 present study T hejrelivabilityesti-mate (Cronbach alpha) for the 9-item version'(‘j’i‘nc‘luding'v _‘
o only .theiaffe,ction scale) was‘ 7 0.(see Appendiv}‘(,J for the revised' l’arental Control:}" '

Me’aSure)

, s Materrals for Ch11d Partxclpants
In order to vahdate the parental reports of the relatlonshlps of mterest for 13
e SIbllng palrs each chlld was 1nterv1ewed separately about therr 51bllng relat10nsh1p as o

BN | ‘well as their parents 1ntervent10n 1nto the1r 51b11ng COl’lﬂlCt A Vlsual Analogue Scale

g T(VAS) was the 1nterv1ew technlque used for the present study The VAS measures are

o among the most rel1able and s1mple self—report measures (Abu-Sadd 1984) F urthermore ,
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o "“,VAS measures are especrally useful w1th chlldren because they mlnlmlze rehance upon : S B

S ,verbal ab111t1es (Abu-Sadd 1984) The VAS requrres the Chlld to mark a space along a .‘ :
a - 10-cm hne that best descnbes the chlld’s feehngs or current expenence about the

relat1onsh1p between the chlld and hlS or her srbhngs or the1r parents mterventlon '_‘ ; e

(Nagel 1995) The l1ne was anchored by a “1” on one srde (w1th a descnptlon readlng

not at all hke rny brother/s1ster and me or not at all hke my mother/father”) and a “10”’7 e

. 'on the other s1de (readmg very much hke my brother/51ster and me or Very., ,much 'llke:_‘;' : o &

-my mother/ father”)

Durmg the 1nterv1ews usmg the VAS ch11dren were asked spec1ﬁc questlons from" =

'the Slblmg Relatlonshlp Questlonnalre and the Parental Interventlon Questronnalre

. .‘_‘_";v:‘"i';However in order to keep the attentlon of the chlldren the full length of the

E _“;_questronnalres were not used w' h the"sub-sarnpl"' Instead only some spemﬁc questlons . = St

e , _- that were: more pertlnent for the chlldren were mcluded in the 1nterv1ew
R The questlons for the chlldren 1ncluded three 1tems ﬁ'om each of the followmg

R :,,’_SRQ scales compamonshlp, 1nt1macy, antagomsm and quarrelmg (12 total 1tems) The R

L - -fmclusron of questlons regardmg compamonshlp and mtlmacy allowed for the

' measurement of warmth/closeness between s1bhngs Conversely, the 1nclu510n of

questrons regard'ng antagomsm and quarrehng allowed for the measurement of the -

i ' ‘:"conﬂlct between 31b11ngs The questlons for the chrldren also mcluded 14 1tems from the e

T Parental Interventlon Questlonnalre (2 1tems related to each of the types of parental

- ;mterventron see Table 5 for a descnptlon of the typeS) Therefore there were a total Of

8 ‘1tems in: the questlonnalre for the chlldren The specrﬁc 1tems Were chosen in order to E{, FRE




get. an equal representatlon of questrons related to_warmth/closeness conﬂlct and the L

N : seven types of parental 1nterventlon F mally, the questrons were reworded in order to

i facrhtate the understandmg of the chlldren (see Appendrx K for the Chlld 1nterv1ew f o

o "-protocol and the VAS and Append1x L for the quest1ons for the 1nterv1ew wrth the g

e x"uchlldren)

- 'Procedur.e forAdult Participants -

The researcher drstrlbuted the questronnalre packages to potent1al part1c1pants i

i durmg class sess1ons ona un1ver51ty campus The students were ehglble for the study in .

'one of two ways 'Erther they themselves had two chrldren between the ages of 6 12 or . ‘
3 : they knew someone who ﬁt thlS‘ requrrement. In elther case the partrc1pants w1th at least'
| p v‘»two ch1ldren between the‘ ages of 6- 12 answered the questlons in each questlonnalre .and B ’,.‘ ‘
: j" then were 1nstructed to retum the completed questlonnarre package to the Peer Advrsmg
‘ Center 1n the Department of Psychology at Cahforma State Umvers1ty, Sanv Bemardmo 5 o
;‘ When the completed quest1onna1re package was returned to the Peer Adv1s1ng Center the ‘ |
: students rece1ved the1r extra credlt ” The partlcrpants completed the followmg ‘ .

‘questlonnalres the S1bllng Relat1onsh1p Quest1onna1re (SRQ) the Parental Interventlon S

: 'Questronna1re the Rev1sed D1mens1ons of Temperament Survey (DOTS R) the Farmly '

Relatlonshlp Questlonnalre (FRQ) and the revrsed Parental Control Measure The -

questlonnarre package took approx1mately forty-ﬁve mmutes to one hour to complete

Procedure for Ch11d Partlclpants
Ten of the thrrteen s1bhng palrs were 1nterv1ewed at the umversrty campus The

" other three 51b11ng pa1rs were 1nterv1ewed at the1r home The same procedures were used. N |



L in the intervieWS conducted at the uni*,?'ersity and at the homes. ‘Furtherm'ore : inorder to

' | estabhsh 1nterrater rellablhty, the researcher and one trarned undergraduate 1nterv1ewed
each of the srbhngs | S B | |
The 1nterv1ew began w1th an 1ntroductory stage.to help the Chlld to feel reta)ted and' i
comfortable Ijunng thrs tlme the researcher asked the ch11d about school and anyv
- | 1nterest1ngv act1v1t1es rn whlch'he/she rnay, be 1nvolved. Thrs 1ntroductory: stage _chd;not v
"'._la_st'more than five rninutes. Then the children uvere' infOrmedthat the researcher wig

writing a paper as part of hlS university "‘sch001wor ” and that .the c‘hildren. were aSked to

help the researcher learn more about the ways in Whlch srbhngs and parents do and don’t . - =

- bget along The researcher then asked the child spec1ﬁc verbal quest1ons from the Slbllng
Relatronshlp 'Questlonnarre (SRQ), and the ‘Parental Interventlon Questronnal_re. The ch11d -
-used the VAS technique to record their responses. The Siblings were intervietVéd :

“simultaneously, and each individual interview lasted between 15 and 20 minutes.
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RESULTS

Preliminary Analyses

Analysis of the child interviews. Due to the small sample size (i.e., only 13 sibling

pairs), the interview data that was collected with the children was not analyzed.

Means. standard deviations, and ranges for the parental questionnaire data. As

mentioned earlier, based on factor loadings, Furman and Buhrmester (1985) derived four
factors scores for the Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ): warmth/closeness,
relative status/power, conflict, and rivalry. For this study, the means, standard deviations,

and ranges for these four factors are presented in Table 6.

Table 6

Means, Standard Deviations, and Ranges for Sibling Relationship Questionnaire

Factor Scores Mean SD Range N
(1) Sibling Warmth/Closeness 3.40 .68 1.57-486 = 86
(2) Relative Status/Power -042 195 -5.00-+3.33 86
(3) Sibling Conflict 3.02 78  1.11-4.89 91

(4) Sibling Rivalry 281 46 1.17-450 89

The Revised Dimensions of Temperament Survey (DOTS-R) measures nine
attributes. The means, standard deviations, and ranges for these nine attributes are

presented in Table 7 for the younger siblings, and Table 8 for the older siblings.
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Table 7

Means, Standard Dev1at10ns, and Ranges for The Rev1sed Dlmenswns of Temperament S
Surve DOTS-R:_Youn er81bhn's RN o Lo

|2"5

Attnbutes - Mean- sD ‘Range.
- -‘(1) Act1v1tyLevel General © 1915 ' 4.83 8.00-28.00 92 -
. (2) Activity Level-Sleep e 1125 342 4.00-16.00 = 91
3 Approach-Wlthdrawal © 1960 5.11  7.00-28.00 91
- (4) Flex1b111ty-R1g1d1ty ;7, 1412 3.82 5.00-20.00 92
- (5) Mood -~ S 2429 . 436 11.00-28.00 92
(6) Rhythm1c1ty-Sleep S 1647 393 6.00-24.00- 91
@) Rhythm1c1ty—Eat1ng 1486  3.60 5.00-20.00 92
(8) Rhythmicity-Daily Habits 13.70 - 2.68 5.00-20.00 89

(9) Task Orientation 1921 -~ 444 8.00-28.00 92

Table 8

Means Standard Dev1at10ns and Ranges for The Rev1sed D1men31ons of Temperament |
Surve DOTS- R Older Siblings : ‘ :

Attrlbutes - ‘, . Mean SD  Ramge = N
(1) Activity Level-General ~ 17.02° 529 7.00-28.00 . 92
(2) Activity Level-Sleep -~~~ 10.23 320 4.00-16.00 92
(3) Approach-Withdrawal .-~ 19.38 421 7.00-28.00 90
-4 Flex1b111ty—R1g1d1ty © 014,58 338 5.00-20.00 92
(5) Mood -~ 2353 438 12.00-28.00 92
6) Rhythm1c1ty-Sleep o 1673 3.69 6.00-24.00 91 . -
(7) Rhythmicity-Eating - 1521 ~ 335 5.00-20.00 - 92
(8 Rhythm1c1ty-Da11y Hablts 1336 276 6.00-20.00 88

i (9) TaskOrlentatlon e e 1972 496 18.00-32.00 92

e
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o Table 9

R Youn er Slbhn ‘.

There are three scales 1nc1uded m the Fam1ly Relatlonshrp Questronnarre (FRQ) e PR

o parent-chlld affectron COI‘lﬂlCt and domlnance The means standard devratlons and

cn ranges for these three scales are presented in Table 9 for the younger srbhngs and Table S

o 10 for the older srblmgs S e

. Means Standard Dev1at10ns and Ranges for the Fam1lv Relatronshm Ouestlonnarre o

=z ?

Scales Mean S_D Range

W Affectron j : 7"1‘;;7':1{}-';:_:,_2,06 600-1500 88
(@) Conflict a6 s 400-13.00 87
() Dominance 496 138 200-1000 84

. :‘.;“-..-_ffTable 10 e

G ,vMeans Standard Devratlons and Ranges for the Famrlv Relauonshm Ouestlonnalre SR

Older Srblrng B

6 500-1500 87

':J"Affect1on : 1249 16 5.0 )0 7
175 4.00-13.00 ~ 86

“Confliet 766
;;Domlnance 481

.Parent-Chrld Relatron h1p Ques -1onna1re busedzm the present study only

measured one of the scales from the or1g1na1 Parental Control Measure (1 e., affectlon)

E “. 4 95 standard dev1at10n ‘ ranged from 2 22 to 6 67-7-1‘ i s

k""'The mean standard devratron ,an range for the affectron scale were as follows M = "‘- T
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Srblmg statu The researcher completed a serles of ANOVA analyses to assess 1f S

e {'Ythere were 31gn1ﬁcant dlfferences 1n the qualrty of the chlldren s 51b11ng relat10nsh1ps

| f:’based on the srblmg status var1ables Th1s requlred that an ANOVA be conducted for each‘.v_,’ ERI
Cin l;iof the four factor scores of the érblrng Relatlonshlp Questlonnarre (SRQ) by the gender of ‘_ |
. i"'the 51bhng parrs (1 e, srbhng dyads) and then by the age spacmg between the srbhngs |

- ;These analyses 1nd1cated that only the SRQ factor of 51b11ng warmth/closeness was g
R srgmﬁcantly dlfferent for the four 51bllng palrs (1 e, brother-brother 51ster-srster | srster- Fhis

bl‘Oth er and brother-51ster) F (3 82) 2 99 p < 05 A Scheffe pOSt hOC tCSt WaS

- ,-_completed for tlus analysrs in order to examme wh1ch two of the four srblmg gender palrs -ﬁ; :
were srgnlficantly drfferent on s1bllng warmth and closeness The results of the Scheffe _» = .
L test mdrcated that the brother-brother srbllng group and the older brother-younger srster

& | "'-group were s1gn1ficantly dlfferent on the s1b11ng warmth/closeness factor (_ 3 71 VS

L M 3 22 p_ < 10) There were no otherv51gn1ﬁcant dlfferences in the quahty of the

”chrldren ] 31blmg relatronshlps based on srbllng gender and age spacrng

Intercorrelatlons among the cnterron Varrable A serles of Pearson product-

e moment correlatlons were completed on the four scales of the SRQ srblmg warmth/

" ;}_'_closeness 51b11ng status/power s1b11ng conﬂlct and s1bhng nvalry These ] &

. ‘,:’mtercorrelatlonal analyses showed that 81bl1ng warmth/closeness and srblmg conﬂlct were x

i jl.f‘negatlvely related to each other: r,l(85)1

‘ ,‘mdlcatlng that hlgher scores on the i

W 51bhng warmth/closeness scale were assoc1ated w1th lower scores on the s1bhng confhct .‘_t L

. scale The remamder of the correlatrons between the srblmg relatlonshrp scales Were not

o 51gn1ﬁcant




‘Due to the significant differences between sibling pairs on tiie’ warmth/closeness -
‘variable, the intercorrelations between the criterion variables also W¢re examined for each
 of the four sibling gendér groups. Fnr the brothei-biothei gender paii, there was a
significant negative ’co‘rrelation between sibling warmth/closeness and sibling conflict,

1 (23) =-.59, p <.01. For the sister-sister gender pair, sibling warmth/closeness also was
significantly correlated with sibling conﬂicf in the expected negative direction, r (22) =
-43,p<.05. For both the older brother;younger sister and the older sister-younger
brother gender pairs, no signiﬁcant correlations were fdund between sibling warmth/

closeness, sibling status/power, sibling conflict, and/or sibiing rivalry.

Analyses of the Parental Intervention Questionnaire

Since the Parental Intervention Questionnaire was specifically designed for the
present study, a factor ‘annlysis was conducted on the questionnaire items. Relative scores
on items in the Paréntal Intervention Questionnaire were submitted to factor analysis
using tlie technique of principal axis factoring with a direct obliinin rotation. The results
of the factor analysis are presented in Table 1 1 (see next page). The presentation of the
factor loadingn were lixnited to values above .30 (+ or -). The remaining factor loadings
were set to zero.

It was initially hypothesized that there would be seven distinct types of parental
intervention techniques. However, it is apparent from Table 11 that the factor analysis
allowed the researcher to only pnrtial out three types of parental intervention. Based on a
review of these itéms, the three factors Were labeled: non-intervention (3 items), positive

intervention (7 items, which included items representing collaborative problem solving
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and redirection), and direct intervention (14 items, which included items reflecting power
assertion, commands to stop fighting, and behavior modification techniques). The other
factors (i.e., types) were not significant. Therefore, the remainder of the discussion will

concentrate on these three types of parental intervention.

Table 11

Loadings of PIQ Items on‘Types of Parental Intervention

Questions Non-Intervention Direct Intervention Positive Intervention
1. .61
4, .66
7. 42
2. : 35
3. .60
8. 34
12. o 42
14. 33
18. 44
19. 40
21. - .49
22. ; : .40
23. ‘ 55
24, .55
26. : ' 31
27. : ‘ ‘ 35
28. S n 45
5. : ‘ -41
10. ' , S : ‘ -42
13. ‘ ’ -.60
15. , -40
16. -.55
20. ’ , ‘ -37 .
25. v -.57
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It should be noted that only 24 of the orrgrnal 28 1tems from the Parental
o :Interventlon Questlonnarre (PIQ) are hsted in Table 11 Two of the 1tems were deleted

L }from the analysrs due to low factor loadmgs on all factors and two other questrons were

: _'dr‘opped,. because of therr low 1tem-total'c0r‘relatrons. The relrabrlrty es’t1mates '(Cronbach’sv' RN

g 'alpha) for the three PIQ scales are non—rnterventron = 64 posrtlve 1ntervent10n = 70

and d1rect 1ntervent10n = 78 Flnally, the means standard dev1at10ns and ranges for the . :

? three factors are presented in Table 12

Table 2

“ Means Standard Devratrons and Ranges for the Parental Interventlon Ouestlonnalre ‘."’: s

FacorScores  Meam D Ramge N
[6)) ‘Non-lntervent‘l’on 299 90 ,l.‘Ot)d-f”4.67ﬁ N 92

"~ (2) Positive Interventlon 361 .67 2.00- 500 93 :
(3) Drrect Interventlon 309 .53 1.79-414 93

- w@w The researcher also conducted a ’ £
‘ 'ser1es of Pearson product-moment correlatlons on the followrng types of parental |
i mterventron non-rnterventlon drrect mterventron and posmve 1nterventron It should be“"'- L
: , :noted t_hat a hrgherscor'e on non-lnteryentron corresponds to a.‘greater'leVel,qf R

. interVention The 'cor?relational analySes shoWed that"direct'inte‘rv'enti’on Was signiﬁcantly .1

L and posrtlvely correlated wrth non-rnterventlon r (92) = 2l p< 05 and also posrtrvely

o correlated W1th posrtrve 1ntervent1on r (93) = 29 p < Ol That is, the greater the level of

' ‘, | jdlrect 1ntervent10n the less non—1nterventron used and the greater the level of posrtlve '


http:1.79-4.14
http:1.00-4.67

- intervention used. The remainder of the correlations between the types of parental - = =

- intervention were not significant. .

’IC’orrelationsfbetyVeen;the. b‘feai‘c‘tcr an‘d"criterio'n»“yaiiiab‘lés;-'A ‘seriies Of'vcorre:lations' R

oy were performed for the four srblmg latronshrp scales (cntenon vanables) and the three

o : that 51b11ng warmth/closeness was srgmﬁcantly and posrtrvely correlated w1th posmve

.29 p <~' 0 1 That 1s the greater the level of parental posrtrve

| i mterventlon (e g co_laboratlve problem solvmg and redlrectlon) the hrgher the score on: :

:-:‘:v_ fthe srbl"‘ng warmth/closeness scale he correlatronal analyses also 1ndrcated that srbhng : :

_conﬂrct was 51gn1ﬁcantly and posrtlvely correlated wrth d1rect 1nterventron r (91) = 35

| . commands to stop ﬁghtmg, and behavror modrﬁcaﬁon) the hrgher the score on the

- srbhng conﬂlct scale Fmally, the analyses 1ndrcated that srbhng rrvalry and posmve

each;other r (89) =- 22 p < 05

That 1s the greater the level of p031t1ve mterventlon the lowe, the score’bn thesrbhng :_ o

_ vvalry scale The remarnder of the correlatrons between the srbhng relatlonshlp scales >

i and the types of parental 1ntervent10n Were not 51gn1ﬁcant

Correlatlons of the nredlctor and rrt

correlatlons between the'types of .parental it rventron‘ and srbhng warmth/closeness were

g exammed for each of the gender pa1rs In th1 case_;vthecorrelatrons between the types of

mterventlon and s1b11ng warmth/closeness for all four gender parrs were not srgmﬁcant

e types of parental 1ntervent10nv(pred1ctor Vanables) The correlatlonal analyses mdlcated R B

s <’ 01 That 1s the greater the level of parental d1rect 1ntervent10n (e g power assertron S

"on_vanables bv srbhng gender group The »‘ S -



Them‘ain analyses were a'ls:eri»es' of PearSOn produCt-moment correlations.: -The o
| 'correlatlons between the chlldren s age and the amount of each type ot' parental
1ntervent1on as well as the correlatlons between the amount of each type of parental

: 'jjmterventlon and the qualrty of the chrldren s 51b11ng relatlonshrps were exam1ned

Amount of ‘ arental 1ntervent10n and_ the a e of the srblm S. The ﬁrst hypothe51s
- was that parents would use more non-1nterventlon wrth older srbhngs than w1th younger e
o :'s1b11ngs Therefore the present analysrs exarmned the correlatlon between the amount of L

B “ parental non-lnterventlon and the age of the srbhngs The results showed that the amount. ‘

- of parental non-rnterventlon was not s1gnlﬁcantly correlated w1th the age of the srblmgs -

Amount of each gpe of parental 1ntervent10n and the age of the srbhng The

) "_second hypothesrs was that the younger the srbhng, the lower the level of non- v

o ﬁ mterventron and the h1gher the levels of posmve 1ntervent10n and d1rect 1ntervent10n : -

: ‘Therefore correlatlons were completed between the levels of each type of parental

e ,mterventlon (non-rnterventlon posmve 1ntervent10n and d1rect mterventlon) and the et

B younger and older s1blmgs ages However none of the correlatrons examlned were -
L , srgnlﬁcant That s, the level of each type of parental 1nterventron used d1d not appear to

i .be affected by the age of the srblrng

Srbhn' relat10nsh1 s and V'arental‘ mterventron techm ':ues_ Due to the setup of the "
‘SRQ measure 1t was not p0351ble to separate out who was the younger 31blmg and who

e .was the older 51b11ng Tl‘llS was an overs1ght by the researcher in the development of the o




'-‘-‘initial.hypotheses:’-How.eyer.,f theﬂresearche’r has attempted:a'poss_ible »sQlutlon"to thls S
f-p,rOblem.' o

The th1rd hypothesrs was that more posmve srblmg relatronshlps among the |

v_’.younger chlldren would be assocrated w1th a hrgher amount of the “moderate 1ntervent10nf' .

L style” (1 e. parental posrtrve 1nterventlon) Inthls analy51s p051t1ve mterventlon was

o o presumed to be the moderate level of parental mterventlon smce 1t 1nvolves

SRy :_collaboratlve problem solvmg and redlrectron There were srgmﬁcant correlatlons ." i

Ve f'_.,_kbetween s1b11ng warmth/closeness the level of parental posrtlve 1nterventlon and the age . o

. _;{ of the younger slbllng Therefore in order to test whether there would be more posrtrve N

;"81bhng relatronshrps for younger srblmgs w1th parents who engage in more posmve

o }mterventlon a hrerarchlcal,multlple regress1on was conducted The cnterron vanable was o

S 31b11ng warmth/closeness the pred1ctor vanable was the. level .of posmve mterventron.
E and the moderator Was the younger chlld’s .age ThlS( multrble regressu'.)n ‘mdlcated that the_: "
e :‘;‘-age of the young‘er 51bllng was a srgmﬁcant predlctor of s1blmg warmth/closeness |
o : V»Beta _‘_ 24 F 5 51 p < 05 That is, the younger the chlld the hlgher the level of
X , 51b1mg warm’th/closeness The analysrs also mdlcated that the amount of pos1t1ve |

_" “:'_mterventlon was a 51gn1ﬁcant predlctor of srbhng warmth/closeness Beta = 31 F 9 91 [

" . j’_“"p_ < 01 That is, the hlgher the level of pos1t1ve 1nterventlon the h1gher the level of 51blmg " ’;2: |

_‘v-ﬂwarmth/closen S5, However : he 1 eractlon of the age of the younger 51b11ng and the i

S o amount of pos1t1ve 1nterventton was not a srgmﬁcant predrctor of srblmg warmth/

""”F’TclOseness. G




F ourth 1t was hypothe31zed that the older the sxbhngs the more llkely that a h1gher -

: £ level of non-lnterventlon by parents would be assocrated w1th more posrtrve s1b11ng

B relatronshrps There were 51gn1ﬁcant correlatrons between s1b11ng warmth/closeness the RERTE

» level of parental non-mterventron and the age of the older srblmg Therefore 1n order to PP

e :v]‘test whether there would be more pos1t1ve s1blmg relatronshrps for older srbhngs w1th
= .parents who engage in lower amounts of parental 1nterventron a hrerarchrcal multrple
IV ﬁregressron was conducted The crltenon Varlable was srbhng warmth/closeness the

. ‘predlctor Vanable was the level of parental non-mterventlon and the moderator was the s

L ‘, 'i‘volder chrld’s age Thls multrple regressron mdrcated that age of the older 51bl1ng was a S

X o v51gmﬁcant predlctor of 51b11ng warmth/closeness Beta—-30 F 8 17 p< 01 That is, R

Loy the older the chlld the lower the level of 51b11ng warmth/closeness However the analysrs" o

B f‘ilndrcated that the amount of non-mtervent1on was not a s1gn1ﬁcant pred1ctor of srbhng

: ‘ warmth/closeness Slmrlarly, the 1nteract10n of the age of the older srbhng and the amount v o

SR ’of non—1ntervent10n was not a s1gn1ﬁcant pred1ctor of srbhng warmth/closeness N

B Moderatmg Varlable

S ,.fvanable was regressed_i ,‘

o A senes of multlple hrerarchrcal regressrons were to be completed to test for any

.':_f’-' ﬂf’_moderatmg effects of chlld temperament and/or parent-chrld relatronshrps on the quahty ' e

L I ‘of the chrldren s srblmg relat1onsh1p In these analyses the quahty of s1blmg relatlonshlp i

evel ofa tYPe 0' ,"arental 1ntervent1on the ch1ld’ e

: temperament (or the parent-chlld relat10nsh1p) vanable and the 1nteract1on of these two S

T ,vanables (1 €., a two-way 1nteract1on) These regress1on analyses were only run 1f there ‘




~was a srgmﬁcant correlatton between the level of a type of parental 1nterventlon and the

. quahty of srbllng relatronshrp varrables STagt

Slbhng relatronshrps ch11d temneraments and Darental 1ntervent10n The fifth

,hypothesrs was that more posmve srblmg relatronshrps would be assocrated w1th hrgher RORTI

i B jlevels of parental non-rnterventlon and less dlfﬁcult temperaments of the s1b11ngs and

) more negatrve 51b11ng relat10nsh1ps would be a55001ated wnh hlgher amounts of drrect

| 1nterventron (e g power assert1on commands to stop ﬁghtmg, and behav1or
E 'modlﬁcatlon) and more dnﬁcult temperaments of the s1b11ngs For the purposes of thrs
‘study, the followrng four attr1butes were used to calculate the temperament of the younger
and older chlld general act1v1ty level for the younger chrld mood of the younger ch11d
g general act1v1ty level for the older ch11d and mood of the older ch11d (see page 34)
| ‘ngher scores were assocrated w1th more posmve temperament quaht1es (1 €. easy-gomg "
'temperarnen‘ts) and‘lower scoreswere‘assocrated w1t~h more negatrve,temperament :
: qualltles (1 e drfﬁcult temperaments) | : |
| The results showed that parental non—mterventlon was not correlated w1th the
'general act1v1ty level for the younger or older ch11d or the rnood of the younger or older o
‘ "»vch1ld Therefore the regressmn for the posmve aspects of the slbhng relat1onsh1p could |
"-n,(»)tbeconducted L . | =

< However there were 51gn1ﬁcant correlat1ons between 31b11ng conﬂlct (cnterlon ’

. varlable), drrect 1ntervent10n (pred1ctor Varrable) and the general act1v1ty level of the
| | older chlld (moderator) A hlerarchlcal multlple regressron 1nd1cated that general act1v1ty

e level for the older ch11d was a srgmﬁcant predrctor of s1b11ng conﬂrct Beta = 21



F - 4. 00 12< 05 That 1s the hlgher the general actlvrty level for the older chrld the “ s

s hrgher the level of conﬂrct between the srblmgs The analySIS also mdlcated that the

amount of d1rect 1nterventlon was a srgmﬁcant predlctor of 51b11ng conﬂrct Beta = 29

i: »F 7 75 g < 01 That is, the hlgher the level of parental dlrect mterventron the hlgher

- the level of conﬂlct between the 51b11ngs However the mteractlon of the general actrvrty o

level of the older chrld and the amount of parental d1rect 1ntervent10n was not srgnlﬁcant '
o ;m the regressmn equatlon _ ; | | - o |
Slbhng relatlonshrps, parent-chﬂd relatronshlps, and parental 1nterventron The
‘: srxth hypothesrs was that the parent chrld relatronshlp would have a moderatrng effect on.l," -
:;’parental 1nterventlon and the qualrty of the srblmg relatlonshrp In partlcular 1t was |
. 'hypothesrzed that more posrtlve 51bhng relatlonshlps would be assoc1ated with hrgher
. amounts of non-mterventr_on and,more‘ affectlonal p,arentechlld relat1onsh1ps, whereas',: |
: more‘negati've s’ibling relatlonshlps would ..be“assoc’lated With higher amounts of direct‘ =
’, :mterventro.n and more conﬂlctual parent-chﬂd relatlonshlps -For the purpose of thls study,, _ |

. B four attnbutes were used to calculate the parent-chlld relatlonshlp the affectlon between :

'i the younger chrld and hls/her parents the conﬂlct between the younger Chlld and hls/her -

- 'parents the affectlon between the older Chlld and hrs/her parents and the affectlon

S between the older chlld and hls/her parents Hrgher scores on the affectlon scale Were " L

o assomated w1th more affect1on between the Chlld and parents and hlgher scores on the :

S conﬂrct-scale Were" assocrated‘wrth more conﬂlct between the. cmld.and parents :
- The results mdlcated that there was a s1gn1ﬁcant correlatron between non-

mterventron and affectlon levels for the younger chlld I (87) =- 22 p < 05 suggestmg R
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that ~the lower the l:eyel of parentallnterventron (1e, nroreﬁnon{lintervention)‘, the'}_,hifghe'r_‘_b L “
~ the lerel of affection between'theb)tounger child and hJS/hCI' parents How.ever there was o

: - no correlatron between non-lnterventlon and the 51b11ng relatronshlp vanable Therefore .
_Ino hrerarchlcal multlple regressmn could be calculated for the posmve quahtles of the o
_ -slblrng} relatlonshlp.__:_ : B |

Theresults also showed thattherewere 51gmﬁcant correlat10ns between 51b11ng |

- conflict (criterion fvariable) the .amount o‘f pare'ntal direct intervention (predicto’rf

. varlable) and the level of parent ch1ld conﬂlct with the older ch11d (moderator) A

_ hlerarchlcal multlple regressron 1nd1cated that the level of parent-chlld conﬂlct w1th the
-older ch11d was a 51gmﬁcant predlctor of s1b11ng conﬂlct Beta = 23 F=4. 74 p < 05
E That is, the hlgher the level of conﬂlct between the parent and the older chrld the hlgher
' the level of conﬂlct between the srblmgs The ana1y51s also 1nd1cated that the amount of .
v_ d1rect 1ntervent1on was a‘ s1gmﬁcant 'predlctor of 51b'l1ng conﬂrct Beta‘=‘ 29, F = 8 15 '
p.< 01 That is, the hlgher the level of parental dlrect 1nterventlon the hlgher the level of
’ conﬂ1ct between the s1bl1ngs However the 1nteract1on of the level of parent- ch11d
‘conﬂlct wlth.‘the older chrldand-the -amount of pare_ntal drrect mterventron' was not

significant in the regression.
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In general the purpose of thlS study was to garn a broader understandmg of the ‘f:" P

- elatronshlp between parental 1nterventlon and the quahty of the chlldren s 51b11ng

= frelatlonsh1p, and the potentlal moderatrng effects of chlld temperament and each Chlld’

; | ,relatlonshlp w1th h1s/her parent(S) Spec1ﬁcally, 1t was expected that the amount of each ‘ .. ‘.

o '.type of parental 1ntervent10n would change as a functlon of the chlld’s age It also was

o “ quahty of the chxldren ,1 s

o ';‘ _expected that the amount of each type of parental mterventlon would affect the quahty of 4 o )

o _';fthe srbhng relatlonshlp F1nally, 1t was expected that chrld temperament and the parent- IR |

- - ,.i _ 'Chlld relatronshlp would affect the relat10nsh1p between parental mterventron and the { o :

1bhng relatlonshlpy

o "'f.'Effects of Slbhn"‘":tS'i_""tus_V‘arlables |

A prehrmnary analy51s was completed to assess 1f there were 51gmﬁcant

: dlfferences 1n the quahty of the chlldren ] 51bhng relat1onsh1ps based on the 81b11ng status«v :

o '-vanables The results showed that the scores for the srbhng warmth/closeness factor weret“ A

s 31gmficantly drfferent for the four srbhng palrs The post hoc analysrs showed that the

| l;brother-brother srbhng group and the older brother-younger 51ster group scored |

o srgmﬁcantly dlfferent on the 51b11ng warmth/closeness factor The d1fference between D

S :these two partlcular srbl':ng ‘palrs was somewhat of a surpnse Past research conducted by::fj Nt

e Buhrmester and Furman (1990) found that 51sters tend to have more posrtlve 31b11ng

S o relatronshlps whereas brothers tend to have less warm 51bhng relatlonshlps However o

the present study showed that the brother-brother srbhng pa1r actually had the hlghest ‘




‘. _‘ aVerage score on the s,ibling warrnth/closeness-ffactor;_Thérefore ‘the ‘present.results -
appear to be in drrect contradlctlon w1th the research of Buhrmester and Furman (1990)
There are two possrble explanatrons as to why there was a s1gmf1cant drfference in o

= srblrng warmth/closeness only for the brother-brother srblrng parrs and the older brother- "

' younger sister 51b11ng palrs Flrst there was an unequal number of srbhngs 1n each one of R

| _"the four srbhng groups These dlfferences in the samples sizes may have mﬂuenced the
present results Second dlfferences 1n varrances may also have affected the present T

o results«Future resear’ch.should"attemptto hav_el mOre equal‘ saniple size_s_forthe four !

srbhng groups

The 1ntercorrelatrons between the cr1terron Vanables showed that there was a B

S 81gn1ﬁcant and negatrve correlat1on between 51b11ng warmth/closeness and 51b11ng conﬂlct : _

; '_'_'for both the srster-srster gender palr and the brother-brother gender parr As expectcd thc o |

" hrgher the level of warmth/closeness between the srbhngs the lower the level of conﬂrct -
. :‘ between srblmgs These results ntake 1ntu1t1ve sense. srnce srbhngs‘ wrth a close >51blrng n

k relatlonshrp would tend to argue and ﬁght less frequently

:‘.”-Parental Interventron 'uestronnalre L

It was 1mt1ally hypothe51zed that the analysrs in thrs study would 1dent1fy seven .

”.i_.-_types of parental 1ntervent10n non-lnterventlon dlrect collaboratrve problcm solvrng,

o _f\-rcommands to stop ﬁghtmg, rcdlrectlon power assertlon and behav1or rnod1f1cat10n "

' 'af".technrques However the factor analy51s only allowed the researcher to partral out three |
types of parental 1ntervent10n Therefore the Parental Interventlon Questronnarre is 'f

. ’measurmg only three drstmct factors or types of parental 1ntervent10n It appears that



' these three types of parentalinterventloncan he identitied as ‘non-intervention,' :positive i
! lintervention ‘ and direct intervention. " | | | .
A visual analys1s of the faetor loadlngs suggested that non-lnterventlon is j
| ‘assomated w1th low levels of parental mterventlon pos1t1ve 1ntervent10n is assoc1ated
wrth more moderate 'levels' (or.styles) of.mte‘rventmn (e.'g_., collaborative problem -
M .so.lving and redirection_), and direct intervention is associated_ with hrgh levels of parental
. intervention (e.g., commands to stop: ﬁghting,»povver assertion, and behavior modiﬁcation
techniques). In theory, it seems possible touse'the three types of parental intervention
' ‘identiﬁed in this study as a- seale for lower‘or‘ higher amounts of parental intervention. :
This theory would work'ffor non—intervention. Hovvever, it is more complicated for -
positive intervention and direct interventiion. There was a signiﬁcant and positive
| correlation between positive intervention and direct intervention. ”l'herefore, it 'appears :
that some parents use a mixture of both positive intervention and direct intervention. The
| relationshipbetweeni positive intervention and direct intervention should be examined
‘ﬁlrther. | |
Amount and Type of Parental ‘Intervention,» and the Age of the Siblings
It was 1n1t1ally hypothes1zed that parents would use more non-lntervennon w1th
| older s1blmgs than with younger s1b11ngs (Hypothes1s 1) The results 1nd1cated that the
. level of non-1ntervent1on did not appear‘to change as a function of the srbhng s age.
- ’fhese ’ﬁndings 'are inconsistent with Kramer‘et al.’s (1995) research which showed that
less parental intervention was requlred as children mature The 1nab111ty to clearly

measure the amount of parental 1ntervent10n may have 1nﬂuenced these results
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: T’he‘re"alsolmay be'an‘:o'ther'reason‘ for the lack' of a Signiﬁcant'correlation between o

P the amount of parental 1nterventron and the age of the srbhngs The srbhngs in Kramer et f‘

B v al s ( 1995) study were 3 9 years of age' whereas the srbhngs in the present study were 6-”‘_ " f

- 12 years of age Kramer t al. (‘l 995) found that less parental 1ntervent10n was requlred as - l

srbhngs matured (e g 8 year olds) The relatlonshlp between the amount of parental

B 1ntervent10n and the age of the srbllngs may be cruc1al for chlldren under the age of srx
‘H.owever itis po331ble that thrs trend may not contrnue wrth the older s1b11ngs 1n the
| present study Therefore tne lack of a relatlonshlp between the amount of parental |

;_'mtervent1on and the age of the srbhngs may be as a result of erther the dlfﬁcultres 1n

| measunng the amount of 1ntervent10n and/or the age of the chrldren in the present study R

It Was also postulated that the older the s1bhng, the more hkely hlgh levels of non- ,' R

o 1:':] 1ntervent10n would be used As well the younger the 31b11ngs the lower the level of non-

' “f : 1ntervent10n and the hlgher the levels of posrtrve and d1rect mterventlon (Hypothes1s 2)
The results 1ndrcated that there was no s1gn1ﬁcant relatlonshrp between the amounts of . -
o each type of parental rnteryentlonand the age of the srbhngs Agaln these ﬁndlngs are

- 1nconsrstent w1th research conducted by Kramer et al (1995) Kramer et al (1995) found
; | ‘that isome parerltal 1ntervent10n techmques were less effectlve w1th older 51bl1ng palrs |

N » Based on the research conducted by Kramer et al (1995) ‘the present researcher

B ‘hypothesrzed that parents would tend to stop us1ng the less effectrve parental 1ntervent10nf o

‘-.“‘:techmques w1th the older srbhng pa1rs However the results 1nd1cated that the expected =

- Cdecrease in the level of posrtlve and d1rect 1nterventlon drd not occur



R .Slbl1n> Relat1onsh1 vs and Parental Interventlon Techm"ues BN

Unfortunately, due to the structure of the Srbhng Relatlonshlp Questlonnalre S -

. H'-._(SRQ) 1t was not p0531ble to study these‘hypotheses drrectly However an alternatlve - :

. mode of measurmg the relatlonshlps was 1dent1ﬁed Flrst 1t was postulated that more

posrtlve 31b11ng relat1onsh1ps among younger s1bhngs would be assoc1ated w1th hlgher :

amounts 'of the moderate 1nterventlon style (1 e. hlgh level of posmve mterventlon
S Hypothe51s 3) In thrs analy51s a hlgh level of posmve 1nterventlon (e g collaboratlve

. problem solvrng and redlrectlon) was presumed to be the moderate style of parental

" = 1ntervent1on ThlS hypothe51s was based on the ﬁndmgs of Felson (1983) It had been e

. ‘.suggested by Felson (1 983) that h1gher amounts of parental 1nterventlon may 1ncrease

| o levels of s1b11ng conﬂlct The results of the present study 1ndlcated that for the younger N

Y s 1bl1ngs the level of posmve 1ntervent1on was mdeed a s1gmﬁcant predrctor of 81bllng

e ‘warmth/ closeness That is, the hlgher the level of pos1t1ve 1ntervent10n the thher the

S 'level of 51bl1ng warmth/closeness Therefore 1f “moderate” is deﬁned as posmve

R 1ntervent10n 1t means that the results support the hypothe51s More posulve s1b11ng

g - relatlonshlps among younger srblmgs were assocrated w1th hrgher levels of posmve

L 1ntervent10n .

It was also hypothesmed that the older the chlldren the more llkely that a hlgher |

A i level of non-1ntervent1on by parents would be assoc1ated w1th more posmve 51b11ng

o . relatlonshrps (Hypothe51s 4) The results from the present study 1nd1cated that the age of S

L the older slbhng was a 31gn1ﬁcant predlctor of SIbhng warmth/closeness ina negatlve ) o

e ‘.dlrectlon Tl’llS meant that the older the ch11d the lower the level of srbhng Warmth/



- closeness Thrs decrease 1n the level of warmth wrth older srblmgs may be related to ,' :

; {‘ : 'drfferences 1n soc1al 1nteract10ns durmg mlddle chrldhood (Hartup, 1992) As chlldren

;’vymature they tend to spend less and less tlme w1th the1r parents and srbllngs and more tlme L

‘.“‘_:’wrth thelr peers (Hartup, 1992) Therefore th1s decrease in the level of warmth between o

e older 51blmgs may be related to the amount of t1me they spend W1th each other For X , ‘. ;
- f‘;example 1t Would seem plau51ble to predrct that for most srblmg relatlonshlps the less
"tlme spent together the lower the level of srbhng warmth Fmally, the level of parental

o »Fnon mterventlon was not a sr gmﬁcant predlctor of srblmg warmth

: y Chlld Temperament and Parent-Chlld Relatlonshms

o It was postulated that more. posrtrve 51bhng relatronshrps would be assoc1ated with

B ": i"'h1gher levels of parental non-rnterventlon and less dlfﬁcult temperaments of the srbllngs ’ "
f “vfwhereas ‘more negatrve 51b11ng relatlonshrps would be assocrated w1th hlgher amounts of " .l; Gy
" dlrect lnterventlon and more dlfﬁcult temperaments of .the srbhngs (Hypothe51s 5) The
3 results—dld not 1nd1cat.e a.srgmﬁcant correlatron between ‘the temperament of the child and' :
.fp.,the level of non-mterventlon However a h1erarch1cal multrple regressmn rndlcated that
= "rv?fx.‘iboth the general act1v1ty level of the older chrld and the amount of dlrect rnterventlon

o were 51gn1ﬁcant unlque predlctors of 51b11ng conﬂlct Thrs meant that the hlgher the

ey general act1v1ty level of the older ch11d and the hlgher the amount of parental dlrect e

e o i 1ntervent10n the h gher the level of conﬂlct between the 51b11ngs

) The ratlonale underlylng thrs hypothe51s was based on research conducted by

e i i‘;Brody et al (1994) Brody et al (1994) concluded that chrldren w1th hlghly actlve and

o8 ;_frlemotlonally 1ntense temperaments (e ., hi

o ores on the general act1v1ty level scale)



i L expenenced more conﬂrct in therr 51b11ng relatronshrps The results from the present study

| "conﬁrmed thls relatronsh1p for the older SlbllngS Older ch11dren scorrng hrgh on the

e general actlvrty level tended to have more conﬂrctual 51bhng relatronshrps However the '

: f1nteractron of the general actrvrty level for the older chrld and the amount of drrect 1
- _1ntervent1on was not a 51gn1ﬁcant ‘Iv)redrctor of s1blmg conﬂlct = |
F mally,‘ 1t was hypothe31zed that more posrtrve srblrng relatronshrps would be - _‘ e
i "a’s‘so_crated w1th hrgher amounts of non-rnterventwn.and more affectronal parent-chrld ;
o " relatlonshlps whereas more -negatlye “s1blmg relatronshlps would be assocrated Wrth
h1gher amounts of d1reet 1ntervent1on and more conﬂrctual ‘parent-chrld relatlonshrps ' y } '
".(Hypothes1s 6). This hypothe51s was made on the bas1s of research conducted by Brody et
| "al (1994) Wthh found that pos1t1ve parent-chrld relatronshrps were lmked with hlgher -
: flevels of pos1t1ve affect1on and prosocral behavror in srblmg relatronshlps
o " The results 1nd1cated that there Wereno 51gn1ﬁcant correlations among the amount |
of parental non-inter'ven'tion, affectional parent-ehild .relati‘onship’s, and the quality-‘of the
children’s"slbling relationships; 'However. the results indie,ated that the higher the level of -
| 'vconﬂlct between the parent and the older chrld the hrgher the level of conﬂrct between .
the srblrngs Furthermore the h1gher the score on parental drrect 1ntervent10n the hrgher
the level of conﬂrct between the 51b11ngs Unfortunately, the mteractlon of the level of
e ':"jparent-chlld conﬂlct for the older Chlld and the amount of d1rect 1ntervent10n was nota. |

E srgnrﬁeant predret_or ofj srblrng c_onﬂrct. Therefore?’the hypothesrs was not ,conﬁrmed. P



“Crxtrque of the Methodologv o

There are a number of methodologrcal concems that are evrdent 1n thlS study Flrst DAL

- there are concerns regardmg the adult partlcrpants in the present study A random sampIe _ f n R

oy »_ of parents w1th at least two chlldren between the ages of 6 12 was not mcluded The

| part1clpants also, recelved extra credlt” for partlcrpatmg in the present study ThlS may

S have 1nﬂuenced the type of 1nd1v1dual who volunteered to partrcrpate or it may have :

o affected therr answers to the quest10ns (1 e. s1m11ar to the 1ncent1ve of money) Therefore G

E future studles should 1nclude a random sample w1thout an 1ncent1ve Moreover there was. S

©an unequal number of mothers and fathers in the present study There were only 13
= j»fathers as compared to 80 mothers Although ﬁndmg fathers for research isa per51stent
. ;problem ﬁiturevresear‘chers sho.uld try and have an equal numberof mothers and fathers -
.1n thelr’studws > ) R ' o o T

Second the 1nab111ty to clarlfy the younger or older s1blmg 1n the Slbhng

o Relat10nsh1p Questlonnalre (SRQ) lead to drfﬁcultles in analyzmg the followmg

o hypotheses that more posrtlve s1b11ng relatlonshrps among the younger s1bhngs would be o

e 7assoc1ated w1th a hlgher amount of the posmve 1ntervent10n and that the older the o g

- fsrblmgs the more hkely that a hrgher' level of non-lnterventron by parents Would be

: - assomated w1th more posmve s1b11ng relatlonshlps Researchers should take th1s over51ght

| : '-":m the SRQ 1nto account when developmg the1r study

» Thlrd 1t is ev1dent from the present study that the Parental Interventlon
fQuestlonnalre requlres some reﬁnement For example the rehablhty estlmates

R (Cronbach’s alpha) for the Parental Interventlon Questlonnalre were relatlvely low




' rangmg from 64 to 78 Furthermore there were only three questrons on the Parental
) | Interventron Questronnarre that’ measured non-rnterventlon A revrsed duestlonnalre that‘
g mcludes more 1tems measurlné non—lnterventlon vshould be prlot tested on a larger ‘sarnple. 5 "
in orderto examlne further 1ts rehablhty and va11d1ty The notlon ’of three maj or types of _-
. '7:5 parental 1ntervent1on looks prormsmg Therefore although the results related to the |
S av_;iParental Interyent1on Questlonnalre were somewhat drsappomtmg, thlS does not mean L

"that the questlonnalre should be abandoned

T"Future Research

There were several poss1ble 1mphcatrons of srgmﬁcant ﬁndmgs from the present
5 ) study Frrst 1t was hoped that thls study would lead to the 1dent1ﬁcat10n of the most

S : v_feffectlve parental mterventlon teCMques to use durlng mlddle chrldhood The results dldf AR

. ) show 'that posrtrve. mtewentron was asso’c_r__ated ’WIth s1bl’1‘n_g warmtlj.‘.:;flhere_fore, itis Sl
S pagg;mé that the use o"f,pagi'ti{}le’pa_rénth .:i}itérvéﬁiién facrhtatesposmve ’relation'ships._ S

! t:‘;between srbllngs l—Iowever the relatlonshlp between posrtlye 1ntervent10n and the quahty_ B " f ) B |
fof the srblmg relatronshrp should be exannned more extensrvely in future research |

Overall 1t does appear that the present research 1dent1ﬁed three major types of

fparental mterventlon non-lnterventlon posrtlve 1ntervent10n and dlrect 1ntervent10n

S ~_Researchers should contlnue to exam ne thrs area in order to help parents use the most - |

‘ i“' effec, rve:strategles when deahng w1th conﬂlct between therr chlldren In partlcular what R

L about the parents that appear to use both pos1t1ve 1ntervent10n and d1rect mterventlon‘? AN -

" How do these parents decrde on Wthh 1ntervent10n techmque to use m drfferent 31b11ng- :

relat‘ed 'scenarios‘? R




Second 1t was also hoped that the study would lead to a better understandmg of -
. the varlables 1mportant in reducmg 51bhng conﬂlct In turn thrs better understandmg

’7-’ would allow parents educators and chlldren to work toward the development of better i '

Y srbhng relat10nsh1ps ThlS isa goal that future researchers can contlnue to strrve for

Thrrd the present study only had l3 srbhng pa1rs m wh1ch to analyze Future

e 'researchers should attempt to recrurt a larger sample of chlldren for therr studles Thls
would allow fora vahdlty check on' the responses of the parents |

G Fourth the relatlonshlp between 51b11ng gender.and s1b11ng warmth/closeness

should be _exammed further, As_ mentloned‘ear;lrer, pastresearch_ has typlcally 1dent1fied' 'i ‘ K

' the 'sijSter-sister‘ sibling pair as hayingthefclosest srbhng relationship.‘ l—loweyer in the i

? present study the brother-brother srbllng palrs tended to score the hrghest on the 51b11ng

f | warmth/closeness scale. What was d1fferent about the brothers in the present study‘7 The |

ﬁndmgs are even more 1mportant glven the fact that the maJorrty of s1blrng Vrolence |

,:occurs between brothers (Stemmetz 1977) A more detarled exammat1on of the brothers

rn the pres‘ent study may faCrlItate‘ a better Understandlng of srblmg vro_lenc_e. Furthermore, '

it i“s hoped that the'.positive relati‘onship betWeenbrothers may leadto .'new research that - :

i ,concentrates on the positiye -aspects lo,vfsibling:‘relatlonships; rather than Just negative

', aspects hke s1blrng nvalry and conﬂrct | | e

F 1nally, the present study appears to 1dent1fy spemﬁc relatlonshlps that are. |

o ‘1mportant for parents to understand For example for the younger 51b11ngs the hrgher the |
S 1 level.of posltlve 1nt_ervent10n (e.gl, collaboratlve problem solv1ng and red1‘rect1on), ‘the -

higher the level of sibling warmth. This means that if parents want to facilitate warmth
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e | between thelr younger chlldren they should attempt to use posmve 1ntervent10n when
" "‘-imtervemng in’ srbhng conﬂlct The key for parents appears to be that they need tob be

"lwﬂlmg to change thelr mterventlon strategles based on the followmg varlables the age of o

the chlldren the temperament of the chlldren and the ,parent-chlld'relatlonshlp; Success'

. at mtervemng in s1blmg conﬂlct and the fostermg of the posrtlve quahtles ef the sxbhng B B

-~ relatlonshlp, isa dlfficult task for parents However in order to decrease the level of |

: 51b11ng violence, 1t is 1mperattye »-that‘parents beco.n‘lemo‘re" adlept‘ at using the"m'ost | '} S0

 effective intervention strategies.
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APPENDIX A

Demographic Information

1. Age: | - ‘Today’s Date:

2. Sex: Male . Female
3. Total Number of Children:

4. Number of Children Between 6-12 Years of Age:

5. Marital Status: 1) Single
o . 2) Married
3) Divorced
4) Widowed

5) Other

6. Race: 1) White
2) Black/African-American
3) Hispanic
4) Asian/Asian-American
5) Other

7. Religion: 1) Protestant
‘ 2) Catholic

3) Jewish

4) Other

8. Level of Education: 1) Less Than High School
2) Completed High School
3) Some College/University Courses
4) Completed Junior College
5) University Degree
6) Masters Degree
7) Doctorate Degree

9. Annual Income: 1) Less Than 5000
(optional) 2) 5001 - 14,999
3) 15,000 - 24,999
4) 25,000 - 34,999
5) 35,000 - 44,999
6) 45,000 +
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~ APPENDIX B
_I_l_lform_ede_t_l_s_ent_Fo_rm N

My name is Dav1d Casey, and Iama graduate student in the Llfe-Span
Developmental Psychology Program at California State University, San Bernardino. Wlth‘
“ supervision from Dr. Stacy Nagel, I am conductmg a research project on parents’ feelings
and thoughts about intervention into sibling conflict. In order to participate in the present
~ study, you need to have two children between 6 .and 12 years of age.

If you consent to partlclpate in the study, you w111 be asked to complete a set of
questionnaires concerning the quality of your children’s relationship, parental
- intervention, child temperament, parent-child relatlonshlps and background information
- about your family. The questionnaires should take between forty-five minutes and one
~ hour to complete : :

Partlcrpatlon in thrs pl‘O]GCt is strictly voluntary and you may choose not to answer

- particular questions. You may withdraw from the study at any time and have your data '

- removed without penalty. Any information provided by you will be held in strict
confidence. All of the questionnaire packages are pre-coded with a number in order to
“ensure the conﬁdentrahty of responses. This research has been reviewed and approved by
the Institutional Review Board of Cahforma State Umvers1ty, San Bemardlno

‘ Although there isno direct benefit from this project for your family, we believe '
that the information gathered will benefit parents’ and educators’ knowledge and

~ understanding about parental intervention into their children’s sibling relationships.

Presently, there is a lack of information on children’s sibling relationships during middle

childhood (6-12 years of age). Your part1c1pat1on will help us ﬁll in this important gap in

our understandmg

If you decide to part1c1pate you need to follow the directions for each of the
questionnaires. When you have completed the questionnaires, you may return them to the
~administer of the test, at which time a debriefing statement describing the study in more -
- detail will be distributed. At the conclusion of this study, you may receive a summary of
~ the results. If you have any questions regarding the project, please contact Dr. Stacy

'Nagel in Jack Brown Hall #218 or at (909)880- 7304 We thank you i in advance for -
part1c1pat1ng in the prOJect " L

I acknowledge that I have been mformed of, and understand the nature, purpose,
and criteria of this study, and [ freely consent to part1c1pate

" Place Check Mark Here: x Date:
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. DebmeﬁngStatement o L

Thank you for part1c1pat1ng 1n thrs study The purpose of thrs study was s to better

- understand how different types and amounts of parental intervention into sibling conflict R
A affect the quahty of the sibling relatronshrp We are partrcularly 1nterested inhow parental,’ ST
- intervention strategies may change due to the age of the siblings, the temperament ofthe . -
~ children, and/or the parent-child relatlonshrp For example do parents tend to use more or . - o o

‘ less parental intervention with older children? Does the temperament of chlldren

~_influence parental intervention, which in turn has an affect on the quality of the 51b11ng S e
. relationship? Finally, what part does the relatlonshlp between the 1nd1v1dual chlldren and _'.v S

‘ .parents play 1n mterventron 1nto 51b11ngc nﬂr"t‘? IS RERE LRt

To date the majorlty of research on parental 1ntervent10n and the quahty of srbllng : ;

e 'relatronshrps has been completed on preschool-aged children (0- 5) Notasmuchis - =
- known about parental mterventlon into sibling conflict w1th older chrldren (6- 12) Thls T

B “study will hopefully help us to better understand what- parental 1ntervent1on techmques

-nature of thls study to other potentlal partlcrpants; ‘

f“ ,foster posmve srbhng relatlonshlps for school-aged chlldre .

: It s antlcrpated that the group results of thls study w1ll be avallable by June 15 R
" 1997 Please contact Dav1d Casey or Dr Stacy Nagel after thrs trme 1f you are mterested Pt
. 1n the outcome of the study ‘

L Please contact Dr Stacy Nagel at (909)880 7304 in 218 Jack Brown Hall

‘ 'Psychology Departrnent ‘California State’ Umvers1ty, San Bernardlno if'y you have any o
'questions or concerns about your partrclpatlon in this study Please do not reveal the
'"hank you agarn for your partrcrpatlon o




APPENDIX D

Py iParental Permlssmn Form‘ for Chlld Partlcr atlon

Part of thls study mvolves 1nterv1ew1ng chrldren of the PamCIPants. By”‘ R

LE '1nterv1ew1ng the children, we are hoping to gain even more insight into the. relatlonshlp
.- between parental intervention, s1bhngs relatlonshlps and parent-chlld relatlonshlps If
P fijou allow your, children to participate, each of your children between 6-12 years of ¢ age - LT
o would be interviewed separately by two different researchers Durmg an approxrmately j U

?thlrty minute interview; a researcher would be askmg your chlld twenty-s1x questrons

o 'regardmg thelr s1b11ng relatlonshlp and parental 1ntervent10n Your children can decline to_, " o a

g {»;:partlcrpate not answer spemﬁc questions, or ask a questlon at any t1me S1m11ar to the =

L questronnalre package that you just completed the information from your. ch11dren also

ERR ‘will be kept conﬁdentlal Furthermore, this page will be separated from the rest of your

. ,;questronnalre package and 1t w1ll not be entered 1nto the data set.

The part1c1pat10n of the chlldren W uld-‘»be extremely helpful in furtherlng our -

;f» ‘understandlng into srbllng relatlonshrps "If yo would allow your children to part101pate
. we would apprecrate it 1f you competed the ¢ qulred 1nformatron below. The researchers

‘will randomly selecta group of chlldren to partrclpate 1n the study If your chlldren are - ,
- selected, a researcher wrll contact you in. about a week tosetup a convenient time for the

- researchers to talk with' your chlldren We thank you 1n advance for allowmg your
""”_chlldren to part1c1pate in th1s study o il

| _ I am the legal guardlan of the chlldren named below and I acknowledge that I havea
been informed of, and understand the nature and purpose of thls study, and I freely g1ve oo )

s - my consent for my chlldren to part1c1pate

'. ‘vv,»_D,ate,: .'

o :P‘arent/("}uardian’s s‘igﬁmeé R

Parent/Guardlan s Name -

: Name of Your Flrst Ch1ld Between 6 12

S :Name of Your Second Chlld,.‘_ S & s

S ’.:Phone Number




. APPENDIXE

| ChildVérbal A’SSent scﬁﬁt’

You are bemg asked to be ina research study to see. how brothers and 51sters get
o along, and how children get along with their parents. Today, you w111 be asked about your

~opinions-and feelings about your sister or brother and your parents. The researchers are

» domg a class assrgnment about what people really thmk about bemg a brother or srster L

The researchers are wrltlng a book about what people really think about thelr
relatlonshlp with their sister or brother, and their parents The researchers want your
-opinions and feelings about these relatlonshlps There are no right or wrong answers to -
‘the questions. Some of the questions during the interview may make you feel .
‘uncomfortable, but it is okay for you to refuse to answer any of the questions at anytlme v
Fmally, everythlng you say during the interview is extremely confidential, and no one w1ll L
- know what you say, not even your parents or your brother or 51ster ' L

The researcher will be asklng you alot of questions in the next fifteen to twenty ,
minutes and you do not have to answer any questions that you don’t want to answer. You -
don’t have to participate in any activity if you don’t want to and you can ask the ’

- researcher anythlng you want to at anytime.

I agr_ee to pa_rtrcrpate in the present study.v

Place Check Mark Here: 3

Date:




. ; The phrase thls srblmg refers to (one chlld’s 1n1t1als)

APPEN IX F

- Sibling Relatronshm Questronnalre (SRO)
: .‘-(Copynght 1990 © Wyndol Furman)

- Thrs questlonnarre was completed by MOTHER F ATHER (c1rc1e one)

“Thls Chrld’s Age My Chlld is | years and _’ months old

- Chlld’s Sex Male ‘ Female |

' Blank hnes refer to (your other chlld’s 1mt1als)
" FThlS Chlld’s Age My ch11d is_ - ye_ars and__ months old i

: »Chlld’S Sex Male Female .. R

1. - Some siblings do nice things for each other a lot, while other siblings do nice things -
for each other a little. How muchdoboth .~ and thrs s1b11ng do nice thmgs 7

- for each other? .
‘ Hardly at all __ Not too much Somewhat ' Very much- Extremely much '

L2 Who usually gets treated better by mother or thrs 31blmg_?
' This sibling almost always gets treated better
____Thissibling often gets treated better

The children get treated about the same
‘ _ often gets treated better
almost always gets treated better -

3. ‘How much does ‘ ‘shOW this sibling how to do th_ings he or she doesn’t know
- howto do? R ] : S S O A
__Hardly at all _ Not too much 'Somewhat __Very much _ Extremely much

4. ‘How much does thrs 51b11ng show N “ . :‘h\ow to do things ‘he'or she doesn’t hnow
~_howtodo? :
: “__H‘ardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

5. Howmuchdoes__tell this sibling what to do? L
_ Hardly atall _ Not too much __Somewhat __ Very much __Extremely much -
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6. How much does this s1bllng tell L what to do‘? S
' Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

. 7 Who usually gets treated better by father . or thrs 51blrng?
‘ . This sibling almost always gets | treated better - _
__This sibling often gets treated better

_ The children get treated about the same-

~ often gets treated better o

almost always gets treated better o

- 8. Some 31bl1ngs care about each other a lot wh11e other SIblmgs don t care about each : o

* other that much. How much do . andthis s1b11ng care about each other?

Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much ';. R

: 9 HoW much do B ) and thls s1b11ng go places and do thmgs together‘7 o
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much e

o ‘lO ‘How much do o and thls s1blmg msult and call each other names‘7

Hardly at all __Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much e

11 Howmuch do " and th15 s1bl1ng like the same thmgs‘7 : '.f B R
' Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely muchr"_,

12 How much do . and this s1bl1ng tell each other everythmg‘7 e N
S Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much B

N 13. Some S1bl1ngs try to out-do or beat each other at thmgs a lot, whrle other s1blmgs try SR

to out-do or beat each other a little. How much do IR and this 51blmg try to o
o out-do or beat each other at thmgs‘? - A
Hardly at all __Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

A l4 How much does ] admrre and respect thls s1blmg‘7

Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

' "15 How much does this srblmg admlre and respect L '? TS '
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

1,;:.-':16 How much does . and th1s s1bl1ng dlsagree and quarrel wrth each other')
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

- :‘17 Some 51b11ngs cooperate a lot whlle other srbhngs cooperate a httle How much do L

i _ and this sibling cooperate with each other? S
Hardly at all ; Not too much Somewhat __Very much Extremely much



~ 18. Who gets more attention from mother, ___~_or thlS 51b11ng? o
~ ____ Thissibling almost always gets more attentlon '
___This sibling often gets more attention -

The children get ‘about the same ‘amount of attentlon
. often gets more attentron ' R :
} almost always gets more attention .

19 How much does - help thls srbhng w1th thmgs he or she can t do by h1m or
herself‘7 o an
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much o

- 1 20. How much does thls s1b11ng help . with thmgs he or she can t do by h1m or“ o
"~ herself? :
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much '

21, How much _does 1 make this. s1bhng do thmgs? : o
._Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

-22 ‘How much does this srblmg make  do th1ngs‘7 ‘ SR
Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much .

23. Who gets more attention from father . ~_or this srblmg"
' __ This sibling almost always gets more attent1on
- This sibling often gets more attention o
____ The children get about the same amount of attention -
_ often gets more attention
: almost always gets more attentlon

’ ,24 How much do B and this 51b11ng love each other‘7 |
Hardly at all __Not too much Somewhat __Very much Extremely much

- 25. Some 51b11ngs play around and have fun with each other a lot whlle other s1b11ngs B
play around and have fun with each other a little. How much do__ = and this -

~ sibling play around and have fun with each other? '
__Hardly atall __ Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

“'2'6 Howmuchare and thls s1blmg mean to each other? v
Hardly atall _ Not too much _ Somewhat __Very much Extremely much

) 27 How much do - and thls 51b11ng have in common‘7 B :
Hardly atall _ Not too much Somewhat __Very much Extremely much ,
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o 28 How much do R aﬁd this 's.1bvl’1ng:' share secrets and priyate feelings‘5 v
Hardly at all _ Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much -

A 29 How much do S and thls sxblmg compete w1th each other'7 - o
‘ Hardly atall Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much ’

- 30, How much does o look up to and feel proud of thls 31b11ng‘7
‘ Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

S ‘31 How much does thlS 51b11ng look up to and feel proud of j” 7 =

Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

'32 How much do o and thls s1b11ng get mad at and get in arguments w1th each
“other? _ L el e _ ,Y
Hardly at all Not t00 much Somewhat Very much Extremely much

 33. How much do both | 'and thls 31b11ng share with each other? .
- Hardly atall __Not too much __Somewhat Very much __Extremely much

34. Who does mother usually favor, . or this 51b11ng‘7 o
—_ This sibling almost always is favored : '
- This sibling often is favored
____Neither of the children are favored
__is often favored
~almost always is favored ‘

* 35. How much does o teach this sibling things that he or she doesn’t know"
_Hardly atall _Not too much Somewhat . Very much Extremely much _

36. How much does this sibling teach RRE thmgs that he or she doesn’t know?
Hardly atall Not too.much __ Somewhat Very much - Extremely much

37. How much does ; B _order thls 51b11ng around‘7 : ‘
‘_‘_H'ar_dlyat all__Not too much ._Somewhat Very much Extremely much

38. How much does this sibling order : around'7 :
_Hardly at all Not too much Somewhat Very much Extremely much ,



' 39. Who does father usually favor, or this s1blmg‘7
1 _____This sibling . almost always is favored

__ This sibling often is favored

Nelther of the children are favored

often is favored =

almost always is favored

| 40. How much is there a strong feelmg of affect1on (love) between v and this -
sibling? : : '
Hardly atall _ Not too much Somewhat Very much Extre'mely much -

41. Some kids spend lots of time with thelr siblings, while others don’t spend so much
'~ How much free timedoes - and this sibling spend together?
- Hardly atall ' Not too much . Somewhat  Very much _ Extremely much

42. Howmuch do = - and this sibllng bug and pick on each other in mean ways?.
_ Hardly atall _ Not too vmuch Somewhat __Very much __Extremely much

. 43. How much are : and this sibling al1ke‘7
__Hardly atall __Not too much Somewhat __Very much Extremely much

* 44. How much does’ ‘ and th1s s1blmg tell each other things he or she does not
want other people to know? :
__Hardly atall _Not too much __Somewhat __Very ,much __Extremely much

45. How much does and this sibling try to do things better than each other?
_ Hardly atall _ Not too much __Somewhat __Very much __Extremely much

46. How much does think highly of this sibling? »
_Hardly atall __Not too much - Somewhat _Very much _Extremely much

- 47. How much does.this sibling think hjghly of ?
Hardly at- all __Not too much Somewhat __Very much Extremely much

48. How much does ’ _and this sibling argue with each other?
Hardly at all Not too much _ Somewhat Very much _ Extremely much"
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APPENDIX G

' 'Parental Interventlon Ouest10nna1re

o The items below contain different views about parental intervention into s1bhng
- conflict. For the first 28 questions please select the option wh1ch best corresponds to
YOUR po1nt of VICW Please use the followmg scale: '

N l = Strongly. disagree 4 = Sornewhat,ag"ree
- 2 =Somewhat disagree - 5=Strongly agree
-3 = Neither agree nor diSagree L

1L 1 thmk it’s a big mistake for parents to 1nvolve themselves in the1r chlldren s |
squabbles , '
2. I th1nk it’s important for me to protect my younger child when my children
.. disagree.
3. I separate my children when they are having a disagreement
4. Parents should be involved with thelr 1nd1v1dual ch1ldren but they should let

the ch1ldren s sibling relationship evolve on its own.

5. I encourage my children to come to me to help settle any conflicts between
- them. : ‘
6. I have no desire to influence my children’s relationship with one another. [

w_ill l'et nature take its course.

7 Unless they are phys1cally ﬁghtlng, I don’t get 1nvolved in my children’s

squabbles
8. | When my children are hav1ng an argument I figure out who caused it and
pumsh only him/her. : v
; 9. I»expect my children to work out theirproblems together without my help
10. When my chlldren are ﬁghtmg with each other I try to get them to “krss and -
make up.”
11. _ Tty not to interfere in my children’s sibling relationship‘. ‘
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1 =Strongly disagree 4 = Somewhat agree
2 = Somewhat disagree 5 = Strongly agree
3 = Neither agree nor disagree ‘

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

I hate to admit it, but I sometimes raise my voice to get my children to stop
fighting.

When my children argue I try and sit down with both of them and discuss each
child’s position.

I tell my children to be quiet and play nicely when they are fighting.
I try to redirect my children to some otﬁer activity when they argue.
I try and help my children to device a suitable solut_ion to their conflict.
Parents should not yell at their children to get them to stop arguing.

I think it’s important to let my children know that there will be consequences if
they continue to argue.

I use my authority position as a parent to discourage my children from
continuing to fight.

I use sibling conflict as an opportunity to help my children develop sharing and
cooperation skills.

I do not believe that parents should threaten to punish children when they are
arguing/fighting.

When my children are having an argument, I request that they move to separate
areas/rooms.

My children know that if they fight, there will be “heck to pay”.

I will punish my children when they are arguing/fighting by taking away a
favorite activity/thing.

I believe it is important for parents to help their children resolve their conflicts.

As a consequence of their arguing/fighting, I request that my children do an
extra chore around the house.
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1 = Stronaly drsagree g i o o 4= Somewhat agree
2 ‘Somewhat dlsagree . 5=Strongly agree

27.

28.

3A ,Nelther agree nor._dlsagreé o

Yelhng at my chlldren is sometrmes the only way to get them to stop
argumg/ﬁghtlng : :

As a consequence of theu' argulng/ﬁghtmg, I request my chrldren to spend qulet
: trme alone : - v

29,

30,

Whlch of the followmg have you used to manage your chrldren ] conﬂrcts W1th1n the '
past year. (check all that apply)
- Taking away atoy :
Redirect them to some other act1v1ty
~ Separatethem .
Punish only one srbllng
Sit down and discuss the conflict with my chrldren o
‘Threaten to punish my ch11dren if they contlnue to argue
~ Shout at my children to stop arguing/fighting
1 1ndependently solved the conflict for my children ,
None of the above, I believe that parents should not intervene in srbhng
- conﬂlct :

Now let’s say you had had to 1ntervene in your chlldren S conﬂrct What Would be your

,chorces?
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APPENDIX H

The Revrsed D1mens1ons of Temnerament Survev (DOTS-R)
(Copynght 1992 © M1chael Wlndle and R1chard M Lerner)

Your Chrld’s In1t1als

' Chrld’s Sex Male ', Female o
Chlld’s Age My ch1ld 1s_ ' years and - imonths oldj R

How to Answer : :
Onthe followmg pages are some statements about how children l1ke your own

\ - may behave. Some of the statements may be true of your child’s behavior, and others may |

not apply to him or her. For each statement we would like you to indicate if the statement

~* is usually true of your child, is more true than false of your child, is more false than true

- of your child, or is usually false of your child. There are no “right” or * ‘wrong” answers
“because all children behave in dlfferent ways All you have to do is answer what is true or
false for your child. S
‘Here is an example of how to fill out this quest1onna1re Suppose a statement sa1d '

“My child eats the same things for breakfast every day.” = R
, If the statement were usually false for your child, you would respond

~ “A”, usually FALSE. : .
- If the statement were more false than true for your ch1ld you would respond
" “B”, more FALSE than true. .
If the statement were more true than false for your Chlld you would respond
~“C”, more TRUE than false.

- Ifthe statement were usually true for your child, you would respond

“D” usually TRUE. :

~. On the hne to the left of each statement wr1te an A 1f the statement is usually false '
~ of your child, wnte a B if the statement is more false than true of your child, write a C if
 the statement is more true than false of your child, or writea D 1f the statement is usually
true of your child. SR
-~ PLEASE KEEP THESES FOUR THINGS IN MlND AS YOU AN SWER
1. Give only answers that are true or false for your ch11d It is best to say what you really
- think. - - .
2. Don’t spend to much time thmkmg over each quest1on Gwe the first, natural answer -
as it comes to you. Of course, the statements are too short to give all the mformatlon "
~ you might like, but give the best answer you can under the circumstances. Some
statements may seem similar to each other because they ask about the same 51tuat10n
However, each one looks at a drfferent area of behavior. Therefore your answers may’
be dlfferent in each case. : :
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14,

- 17.

'An swer e _ry questron one way or another Don t sklp any

Remember A = usually FALSE - o

~ . B=more FALSE than true

C more TRUE than false T
D= u'sually TRUE S
1:.”‘ It takes my ch11d a long tlme to get used toa new thlng in the home :
2. , My chlld can t stay still for long
3. My Chlld laughs and smiles at alot of things.
4. My child wakes up at drfferent times. -
5. Once my chrld is 1nvolved ina task nothing can dlstract him or her from it.
6. My child per51sts ata task untll it is finished.
7. | My ch1ld moves around a lot. ,
8. My child can make him/herself at home anywhere. i
9. My child can always be distracted by something else, no matter what he or -
R she may be doing.
10. My child stays with an activity for a long time.
11. Ifmy child has to stay in one place for a long time, he/she gets very restless.
12. V‘ My child usually moves toward new objects shown to him/her.
13. " It takes my child a long time to acljust to new schedules.
My child does not laugh or smile at 'many things
15. If s my child is dorng one thmg, somethlng else occumng won’t get hlm/her to
stop
16. My ch1ld eats about the same amount for dinner whether he/she is home
‘ v151t1ng someone or travehng

My chlld’s first reaction is to reject something new or unfamiliar to him/her.
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A=usually FALSE = C=more TRUE than false

B _more FALSE than true .'D=usual_l_y TRUE

18 _
19

- 20. _

21,

23,

-,'24?". _
26_
s
29.,'_’____

31
35 _____ My chlld moves toward new srtuatrons ‘

each mormng

Changes in plans make my chrld restless

' : My chlld often stays st111 for long penods of tlme

Thlngs gomg on around my chlld can not take hlm/her away from what
he/she is dorng : :

My ch11d takes a nap, rest or break at the same tlme every day
Once my ch11d takes somethmg up, he/she stays w1th 1t

Even when my ch11d 1s supposed to be stlll he/she gets Very ﬁdgety after a
few mlnutes o o ,

: My child is hard to distract :

My child usually gets the same amount of sleep each mght

On meetlng anew person my ch11d tends to move toward h1m or her
My ch11d gets hungry about the same tlme each day

My chlld smlles often

My ch11d never seems to stop movrng

It takes my chlld no tlme at all to get used to new people

‘ My‘.chrld usually eats the' same amount each _day, v‘j |

3 M'y'chud-mov”es agreat &é‘al in his/her s1éep -

My ch11d seems to get sleepy Just about the same t1me every mght o

I do not ﬁnd my ch11d laughlng often
When my chﬂd 1s away from home he/she st111 wakes up at the same tlme o



" A=usually FALSE - C=more TRUE than false

B = more FALSE than frue D= uSually TRUE

37,
38.
o
40. _ My child has bowel movements at»about the same tlme each day.
' 41‘. .

4,

43,
44.
4
| 46.
47.
- 48. ____My chlld’s. mood is generally cheerful.
4.
j50. ______ My childlau"ghs several t1mes a day. .

51

- 52,

53

54,

My chlld eats about the same ‘amount at breakfast from day to day

My ch1ld moves a lot in bed

My child feels full of pep and energy at the same time each day.

No matter when my ch11d goes to sleep, he/she wakes up at the same t1me the
next mormng S

In the morning, my child is still in the same place as he/she was when he/she
fell asleep. ' ‘

My child eats about the same amount at supper from day to day.

___ When things are-out»of plaCe‘ it takes my childa long time to get used to it'.'

My child wakes up at the same tlme on weekends and hohdays as on other
days of the week. :

My child doesn t move around much at all in hls/her sleep

My chlld’s appetlte seems to stay the same day after day
- My child resists changes in routine.

‘My child’s first response to .anything new is to move his or her head toward

Generally, my ch11d is happy

The number of times my ch11d has a bowel movement on any day varles from .
day to day. '

g My‘chﬂd never seems to be _'inbthe same place for long.



: APPENDIX I

 Family Relatlonshm Ouestlonnalre ( FRQ)
- (Copyright 1980, © Scott W. Henggeler & Joseph B. Tavormma)

‘ Your Chlld’s In1t1als o Sex: Male _ Female
Chrld’s Age My ch11d is | years and _months old
I you are a smgle parent, please complete questionnaire items that pertain to you only. :

-Clrcle one answer for each question.
- A. When mother and son/daughter disagree with each other
‘ -mother always gets her own way
mother usually gets her own way
both get their own way equally o_ften
son/daughter usually gets his/her own way
son/daughter always gets his/her own way '

.U‘:“E'”!\-’:—‘

- B. When father and son/daughter disagree with each other
father always gets his own way
father usually gets his own way
both get their own way equally often

- 'son/daughter usually gets his/her own way
‘son/daughter always gets his/her own way

SN BN =

F or the remaining questlons fill in the blank space with one of the followmg choices:
' 1 = never 4 =often
2=rarely 5 = always
3 = sometimes :

5 C Mother and son/daughter i have arguments with each other.
: D. ’Father’ a_n_d son/daughter . have arguments with each other.
: E. Ourfam_ily ' have arguments with each other. |
F Mothervand son/dau‘ghter are | - warm and affectiohate toward each other.
- G. Father and son/daoghter are _ | warmand affectionate toward each other.
" H. Our farhily s - . ‘warm and affectionate towardeach other. | |
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APPENDIX I

: Parent-Chlld Relatlonshm Questlonna_lre o
: (Rev1sed Pa.rental Control Measure) '

The 1tems below contaln dlfferent views about raising ch11dren For each select the

o optlon Wthh best corresponds to how YOU feel Please use the followmg scale

l = Strongly d1sagree e 5 Shghtly agree
2=Disagree =~ S 6=Agree _-
- 3 = Slightly dlsagree LT 7= Strongly agree’
4= Nelther agree nor dlsagree R
1L I show my ch11d love but I don t go in for a lot of hugglng and klssmg
2. I encourage my chlld’s questlons but don’t feel I have to answer all of them . |
3 R When my child needs dlsc1p11ne I try not to dllute it w1th sympathy or affectlon : a
' 4 I don t glve my ch11d a lot of praise. when he/she does somethmg well so as not' ’
’ to spoﬂ my ch11d : '
o 5 ' The worst thmg I can do is sp01l my Chlld
. ) 6 1 always pralse my ch11d When he/she does somethmg well
- 7. When I drsclphne my chlld 1 also show understandmg and affect1on o
- 8. __ I do not enforce a rule 1f my Chlld becomes upset
9. When my chﬂd has done somethmg really wrong, I show my dlsappomtment by

spankmg or turmng away from hrm/her B



- APPENDIXK

~Child Intervrew Protocol and the Vrsual Analo,que Scale ( VAS)

What drd your mother and father tell you are the reasons for me meeting you
K today’? (Listen and respond to the child’s response; if parents said something don’t
~ contradict what the parents told them, just repeat it or rephrase it). Then say all of the -

g following: I am writing a book for college on how brothers and sisters and other people in

a family get along and I need to talk to people with_brothers or sisters about their -
experiences. For my book, I need the “real scoop” on how siblings get along. For

’ example, I am interested in what kinds of things they do together, what they like about
* each other, what they disagree about. So, for my book, I would like to ask you some
questions about you and , and a few questions about your mom and dad (or just
" mom or dad if it’s a single parent). I will be writing down what you say just so I can -
remember it later. But, whatever you say is confidential. No one will know or see your

- answers except me - not your parents, not your brothers or sisters, not your teachers.

~ Would you like to help me with the book? Do you have any questions? If you have any '
- questions as we talk, just ask and [ will be happy to answer them. » ‘

Well, this is what I use to help me with my interview for the book (show them the
towel bar). It looks like a bar to hang towels on, so I call it my “towel bar”. This side of
the bar has the number one and says “not at all like my brother/sister and me” and this

_side says “very much like my brother/sister and me” and is the number ten. When I read
-you a sentence, you get to move this piece here (point to the moving piece) wherever you
~ think it best describes your answer along the scale. So, if I said, “my sister/brother and I
play together often” and you thought that would be “very much like me and my sister/
~ brother”, you would then move the piece to the number ten. If you thought that it is “not
at all like me and my sister/brother”, where would you move the piece? (make sure the
child understands). Remember, though, you can move the piece anywhere on the scale so
if you felt that you do things with your sister/brother most of the time but not always, you
. might move the piece to the number eight or the number nine. Do you have any questions
about how to use the towel bar? (Make sure the child understands; practrce again if
- necessary; Protocol from Nagel 1995)
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o APPENDIX L
- Questions for the Interview withfthe Children ‘

Range 1-10, Where
1 =Not at all like my | brother/sister and me
IO Very much like my brother/sxster and me

1. Mysibling and I go places and do things together.
2. My sibling and_I insult and ea‘{llv each otner nanies._ "
3. My sibling and I tell cach other everything,
4. My ’sibling and I disagree and quarrel with each Other.
5. __ My sibling and I play aronnd and have fun with each other. |
6. _ My sibling and I are mean to each other.
7. My‘ sibling_:and I‘share' sec‘r:et_s;‘ and private feelings w1th each other. |
8. My sjbling and I get mad a’tv‘andiv get inarguments wifh each ether,
9. ___‘ My 51b11ng and I‘snend allotA Qf our free,‘ time with each other.
10. __ My sibling and I bug and pick on eacn other in mean ways.
11. _‘vMy sibling and I tell each other things we don’t want ether people to know.‘

12. My sibling and I argue with each other;

The following questions will ask you about how your parents deal with you and
your brother/sister.
Range 1-10, Where:
1 =Not at all like my father/mother
. 10 =Very much like my father/mother

13. Unless we are fighting, my father/mother does not get involved in the arguments
between me and my brother/sister. - ‘
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TR
15
16
17
: " w1th both of us and discuss each chlld’s posmon
N _ v v
’ 19 ____ When me and my brother/ sister argue, my father/mother try to redlrect me to o
-
f 21. |
2
23.
24
5

26

My father/mother physwally separate me and my brother/srster when we are
havmg an argument. ' :

My father/mother will pumsh me for argumg/ﬁghtmg w1th my brother/ 31ster by
taklng away a favorite activity or Ob] ect.

My father/mother tells me to be quret and play mcely when I am ﬁghtmg thh

: brother/ sister. 1

When me and my brother/31ster are argumg, my father/mother try and sit down

My father/mother let me know that there w1ll be consequences 1f me and my
brother/31ster contlnue to argue :
some other act1v1ty

My father/mother expects me and my brother/ sister to work out our argument .
W1thout their help . : ‘

My father/mother encourage me to go to them to help settle any conflicts
“between me and my. brother/ 51ster :

Because of the. argurng/ﬁghtmg between me and my brother/ sister, my
father/mother request that I spend qu1et tlme alone :

Sometlmes when my brother/ sister and I are argumg/fightmg, or father/mother '
can only get our attention by ralslng their - v01ce c ‘

My father/mother try and help me and my brother/ 51ster find suitable solutlons '

. to our conﬂrct

a I know that if my brother/51ster and I argue/ﬁght that there will be consequences

from my father/mother. .~

When me and ‘my ‘brother/sister are argulng/ﬁghtmg, my father/mother request
that we move to separate areas/rooms



'ENDNOTES

Llrmtmg the number of children decreased the number of questionnaires that

- needed to be filled out (e.g. the completlon of a Sibling Relationship Questionnaire for .
each pair of children). Furthermore, more than two siblings makes it dlfﬁcult to

. statrstrcally account for all the potentlal sibling comblnatlons ‘ : :

S 2 This last dlstmctron is necessary since previous research has showna tendency"
- toward increased conflict between srblrngs who are close i in age (F urman & Buhrmester
1985). . .

3 At the completion of the session with the parents, the researcher asked for written
permission from the parents to allow their children to be interviewed by the researcher
“(see Appendlx D for the Parental Perm1ssron Form for Chlld Part1c1pat10n)

The researcher Wants to compare the hnkages between the quahty of 51b11ng
relatlonshlps the amount of each type of parental intervention, child temperament, and
parent-child relationships from both the parent’s and the child’s perspective. In the past,
researchers (e.g., Furman & Buhrmester, 1985) have found that it is 1mportant to get the
children’ s own perceptrons of relationships that 1nvolve them .

B 3 The children will be told that the interviews will be-conﬁdential and that their v
~ sibling(s) and parents will not be given any of the information presented in the interview. -
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