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' Table 40. The distribution of sample mothers of pre-school

children by rural or urban background and by use and
non-use of physical punishment during the one week prior
to the interview,

Physical punishment

Background Use Por None Per mal
Cent  Use Cent

Rural 29 55 38 .55 67

Urban 24 W45 31 45 55

Total 53 100 69 100 122

X2 18 .01, 1 degree freedom, P 1z .90 to 495, C not calculated.

Table 41 The distribution of sample mothers af pre=-achool children
by education and by use and non-use of physical punishment
during the one week prior to the interview.

Education

Physical punishment

Use  Per Non-  Per Total
Cent use Cent
Above He Se 13 o4 22 32 35
H. S. grad, pal 40 39 57 60
Non H,S, grade 19 «36 8 Jd1 27
Total 53 100 69 100 122

X® 1s 10.29, 2 degrees freedom, P is .01, C 1s .41.




66

Table 42 The distribution of sample mothers by sociow-economie
status and by use and non-use of physical punishment
during the one week prior to the interview.

Physical punishment

Clags Tee Per Non-  Per Total
Cent use Cent

Upper 17 32 23 o33 40

Middle 14 «26 26 «38 40

Lower 22 o42 20 «29 42

Total 53 100 69 100 122

X 1g 2,59, 2 degrees freedom, P iz +20 to .30, C not calenlated,
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CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Zhe problem

This study is concerned with association between certain socio=-
cultural variables and perental-child control prectices within a
gelected religio-culturel setting., The purpose of this study is to
isolate some of the gocio-cultural factors that acecount for the
method by which Latter Day Saint mothers of Brighem City, Utah,
correct their three and four year old children for common fypes of
misbehavior, The socio=cultural factors considered ares:

1. church partic:lpatibn of mother

2¢ size of family

3 rural or urban background of mother

4e emount of formal education of mother

5. socio~economic status of family
The methods of correction that are tested for association with these

socio~cultural factors ares

l, reasoning

2. scolding

3. physical punighment

4o denial e
5. 4isolation

6. social punishment

7. 3ignoring

The setiing
Brigham City, Uteh, is selected for the study because it

'representu a rather homogenous religio-cultural setting conmtributing

to methodological simplicity,
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Method of procedurs

k1 L, D, S, families in Brigham City having children three
and four years of age as reported by the Box Elder County school
family census of October 31, 1950, were considered eligible for
the study. The sample did not include families unless both parenta
were members of the L. D, S, Church and were living together, Full-
time working mothers were excluded. There were 123 eligible families
living in Brigham City at the time the survey was made, one of whom
was on vacation, The remaining 122 were contacted,

Prior to the collection of data, commmity aceeptance was gained
through visits with Box Elder County Board of Education executives
and through vieits with bishops of the eight Brigham City L. D. S,
wards, During these visits, the study was outlined and suggestions
were requested. An article was printed in the Brigham City bi-
weekly newspaper outlining the purpose of the study.

Data were collscted through interviews with mothers in each
of the 122 families. The questions were bagsed on what the mother
umally does when her three or four year old child behaves in each
of the following ten ways common to children of these ages:

1, talking back

2. failure to mind

3, degtroying household property
Le meanfully hurting others

5, repeating swear words

6e telling fibs

7., quarreling with other children
8, running away '

9. wetting the bed
10, soiling or wetting the clothes
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These ten ways of migbeshaving taken collecﬂ.ively are regsrded as
valid indices of the total area of common ﬁisbehaﬂor in children,
Their validity is based upon authorities who refer to one or several
of them as common misbehaviorisms and upon interviews with ten
Brigham City mothers.

Composite scores for each of various types of parental control
are developed for the ten indices. This is done by determining
the mmber of the ten items of misbehavior which sre dealt with by
each type of control device., For example, if a mother physically
punishes for six of the ten items of misbehavior, the family has
& physical punishment score of six, If sha; scolds for the remaining
four items, the family's scolding score is four. This technique
provided every family with a score for each of the seven methods
of correction, Mothers of different socio~cultural characteristics
were then compared on each of the seven scores of correction as
outlined on page 67.

The hypothesis states that certein socio-cultural factors are
asgociated with methods by which mothers in Brigham City, Utah |
correct their three and four year old children for common patterns
of migbehavior, In order to establish the positive hypothesis
of relationship, the opposite or mull hypot.hoaisv is tested for the

purpose of ruling out chance. The mall hmothasip states that ne
reletionship exists between the socio-cult'éral variables and the

use of each corrective method.
The Chi Square statistieal technique is used to determine the
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significance of diffeerences between the obgerved frequency distribu=
tion and that expected under conditions of irza.m:lon digtribution.
The statistical level of five per cent was adopted as the level of
significance for rejection or non~rejection of the hypothesis,
Esgociation, if present, is measured by the Coefficient of Contingency,
For the purpose of testing significance of differences between
families, according to different socio-cultural characteristics,
corrective method scores were classified into categories of "high®,
"some® and "none", Yhigh® and "low" and "practice™ and ™on-practice®,
corresponding to agpg;'oximtely eqﬁally divided proportions of a ranked
series, For example, it was found that approximately onme-third of
the sample mothers did not scold for ém‘ o} the misbehaviorisms,
spproximetely one -third scolded for one of the misbehaviorisms and
the final third scoldéd for two or more of the migbehavierisms. Thus
geolding is divided into ™none", "some" and "high", Some of the
eﬁeio-cultural factobs to be correlated with these scores were
divided into logical categories wherever possible. Examples of
logical cé.tegory groupings are rural or urban residence background
and smount of formal education achieved, Other socio-cultural
factors where such logical divisione are not so clearly evident
were classified into equally divided ecategories of "maximm",
*pedium® and "minimum® and ®upper", ®middle" and "lower”.

Findings and iheir interpretation |
There sre three variables that yroved to be signifieantly

related to parent-child corrective ascores. The greater assoclation
ijg to be found between reasoning scores and church pa;ticipation
of the mother. This association is irregular, Maximum church
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participants are found to use reasoning in more of the temn misbehavior
situations than either of the remaining groups. However, minimum
church participants use reasoning for slightly more misbehaviorisms
than medium church participants, There 1s also associetion between
physical pnnishnént scores and size of family. The mother of one
or two children is found to use physical punishment in a mmech fewer
mumber of misbehavior situations than the mother of three or more
children, In this latter classification, there 1s a slight irregularity
with the mother of four children using physical punishment in fewer
misbell:avier situations than other large family mothers, 4 third
significant finding shows that the mother of rural background uses
igolation in more misbehavior situations than the mother of urban
background, |

In ‘the remaining 32 associations betwegn socio=cultural variables
and scores of the various correction methods that were tested, no
significant associations were found. This finding along with the
real but relatively low associations that were found in the three
positive findings, suggests that differences in the methods the
mother uses to correct misbehavior problems of three and four year

old children are few.

Yelne of this study
These findings should tend to discourage over-generalization

sbout the reletionship between socio-eulturai variations within
commnities of a common general culture orie!n'bation apd the use of
certain corrective methods to overcome misbehavior in three or four
yar old children. Could it be that the home enviromment of children
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within such a cultural setting has few basic differences culturally?
This study would suggest that such isg the case. However, it cannot
be said that there are no differences in Brigham City in child
rearing in general or in the use of certain psrent corrective
methods in particular. It means only that if differences exist,
they are not significantly manifest on the pattern or the cultural
level. However, on the frequency level = the extent to which a certain
control device is used daily =~ there may be many significant dif-
ferences., This study, in fact, has shown some significant differences
in the frequency of use of physical punishment among families of
certain socio-cultural characteristics. These findings are suggestive
of what may be found in reference to the other control devices
were the frequency data available for analysis.
Suggestions for further research

The next logical step for future research growing out of this
thesis would be to investigate the frequency of practice among
socio-cultural groups of each corfective method as calculated in terms
of a period of time rather than in terms of number of items of mis-
behavior for which it is used.

Another profitable direction for further exploration might be
to study differences among families of different socio=cultural
characteristics in the method of correction of each of the ten ways
of migbehaving. In this study, attention has been on the composite
of all ten ways taken collectively. This procedure may have con=
cealed differences among families on individual items. The findings
of this study are in no way minimized by the above suggestions for

further research, '
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Tables showing number and percent=
age of mothers within each socio-cultural
group who are confronted with certain
misbehaviorisas,
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Table 43, The number and percentage of sample mothers within each
church participation group* who are confronted with
certain misbehaviorisms among their three and four year

old children.
Church participation
¥igbehaviori
shensvorsen ¥aximum Yedlum ¥inimum
No, % No. % No. .. %
1. Talking back 39 92 39 o 40 100
2. Fallure to mind L2 IQO 40 100 40 100
' 3, Destroying household .
property 38 9 33 82 33 82
4e Deliberately hurting
others 3, 8 35 87 38 95
5. Repeating swear words
and other undesire
eble language 34 80 34 85 38 95
6. Telling fibs 28 66 29 72 32 80
7. Qnarreling 41 o 39 97 40 100
8., Running away 32 76 26 65 29 72
9. Bed wetting 23 54 23 57 21 52
D. Soiling or wetting
in elothes 28 66 23 57 26 65

# Total semple mothers in each church participation group:
. Maxizpum 42
Nedium 40

¥inimum 4o
Total 122
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Table 44. The number and percentage of sample mothers within the
Very Large and large Size family groups who are confronted
with certain misbehaviorisms among their three and four
year old children.

Size of family

Misbehaviorism .
Very large Iarge
No. Per cent No. Per cent
l. Talking back 31 100 25 96
2. Failure to mind 31 100 26 100
3« Destroying household
property 28 90 23 a8
4Le Deliberately hurting
others 29 93 25 96
5« Repeating swear words
and other undesirable
language 28 90 22 84
6. Telling fibs 22 70 20 76
7. Quarreling 31 100 26 100
8. Running away 26 83 20 76
9., Bed wetting A 23 A 14 53

10, 8o0iling or wetting
in elothes ' 22 70 20 76
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mable 45. The number and percentage of sample mothers within the

8mall and Medium size family group# who are confronted
with certain misbehaviorisms among their three and four
year old children.

Si,e of family

Misbehaviorism
Medium . Small
To. Per Cent “TNo. Per Cent

1. Talking back 36 97 26 92
2, Failure to mind 37 100 28 100
3. Destroying househeld :

property 30 8l 23 82
4 Deliberately hurting .

others 28 75 22 78
5. Repeating swear words

and other undesirable

language 30 81 26 92
6, Telling fibs 27 72 20 71
7. Quarreling 36 _ 97 27 96
8. Running away 26 70 15 53
9. Bed wetting 19 51 11 39

10. So0iling or wetting
the clothes 20 54 15 53

% Total sample mothers in all family size groupss

Very large 31

Iarge 26
Medium 37
Small 28

Total v
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rable 46, The number and percentage of sample mothers within

the rural and urban residence backgrounds# groups who
are confronted with certain misbehaviorisms among
their three and four year old children,

Background
Misbehaviorism
Rural — yrban
No.  Per Gent No.  Per Cent
1, Talking back 64 95 54 98
2, Failure to mind 67 100 55 100
3. Destroying household
property 59 88 45 81
4e Deliberately hurting
others 60 &9 44, 80
5+ Repeating swear words
and other undesirable
language 58 - 86 48 87
6, Telling fibs : 51 76 38 69
7. Quarreling 65 97 55 100
8. Rumning away 53 79 34 61
9. Bed wetting 43 64 24 43
10, Soiling or wetting

the clothes 45 67 32 58

# Total sample mothers in background groups:

Rural 67
Urban 55
Total ~I122
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Teble 47. The number and percentage of sample mothers within each
education groups which are confronted with certain mis—
behaviorisms among their three and four year old children,

Education
Misbehaviorism ~ Above H.S. He S, grad  Non H.S. grad
No. Per cent No. Per cent No. Per cent
1. 7Talking back 34 97 58 96 26 96
2+ Failure to mind 35 100 60 100 27 100

3+ Destroying household
property 31 88 51 85 22 81

4e Deliberately hurting .
others 31 88 50 83 23 85

5« Repeating swear words
and other undesirable

language A 88 51 85 2, 88
6 Telling fibs 25 71 43 71 2L 7
7+ Quarreling 34 97 60 100 26 96
8+ Running away 25 71 43 71 19 70
9. Bed wetting 21 60 32 53 14 51‘

10. Soiling or wetting
in clothes 23 65 38 63 6 59

* Total sample mothers in education groups:

Above H, S. 35
HO 30 gmd-- 60
Non Hl.S. grad 27
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Table 48. The number and percentage of sample mothers within each
socio~economic status groups# which are confronted with
certain misbehaviorisms among their three and four year
old children,

Class
Misbehaviorism Upper Middle ~ iower
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent
1. Talking back 9 97 39 97 42 100
2+ Failure to mind 40 106 40 100 42 100

3s Destroying household
property - 34 85 33 82 37 88

4Le Deliberately hurting
others 34 85 34 85 36 85

5« Repeating swear words
and other undesirable

language 35 87 34 85 37 88
6. Telling fibs 25 62 34 85 30 71
7. Quarreling 38 95 40 100 2 100
8. Running away 23 57 3 77 33 78
9., Bed wetting 2/ 60 17 42 26 61

10, 8oiling or wetting
in clothes 22 55 25 62 30 71

3% Total sample mothers in socio=-economic status groups:

Upper 40
Middle 40
Lower 42
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Family #
Suggested Introductions

1 am sesking information concernming child guidance practices of
parents in Brigham City.

The mether of small children is in & position to contribute
valuable first band information towards a better understanding of
parent-child relationships.

Information given will be held strictly confidential and you

will not be asked to qualify or explain sy of it at a later date,

PART I
FAMILY COMPOSITION
(Individuals living at home as members of the family)

Sex Age last Highest grade Acadeniec

birthday completed degree
Mother |

Father

1. (m) (£)

2. (m) (£)

3. (m) (1)

be (m) (f)

5. (m) ()

6. (m) (f)

Te (m) (£)

8. (m) (%)




PART II
- INFORMATION OR CHILD
le V¥Where was born?

2, I8 (he, she) usually in good health? Yes ( ) No ( )
3. ¥hen was (he, she) last dll enough to require medical atientien?

Nature of the illness '

4+ How many times has (he, she) attended Sunday School during the
past four Sundays? Primary?

: 2
Notes:

PART III

PUNISHMENT

les As & rule, which parent punishes most? Father ( ) Mother ( )
2, Which parent punishes the hardest? Father ( ) Mother ( )

3. How does react waen (he, she) becomes angry?

4e What do you do when your child openly expresses anger?

J¢ Following are some imaginary situations. Pretending that you
are the mother in these situations, please tell me what you
would do,

A. An aunt who is well liked by all members of the family
comes for a visit. On Sunday, she volunteers to drive the
family to church in her new car. (Johnny or Mary) age
wants to sit beside her in the front seat., However, ~—
someone else beats (him, her) to that position. The child
then goes into & temper tantrum in which (he, she) lies
down in the dirty cinders of the driveway kicking and
screaming. (he, she) is wearing clean, starched Sundasy
clothes at the time. What would you do?




PART IV

Be.
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(Johnny or Mary) age is playing in the yard with a
neighbor child of the Same age. <Lhey begin to quarrel
over same toys and 4 becoming angry, seizes a

toy and strikes the meIghbor child, hurting (him, her)
and causing (him, her) te cry. What would you do if you
were the mother of the offending child¢

PARENT CHILD CORRECTION PRACTICES
Talking backs

1.

2.

b

de

Other |

When a smell child age was told to pick up some
articles of clothing which (he, she) had left lying
in the middle of the floor, (his, her) answer to the
mother was, "I don't have to®, Would you consider
this an example of talking back? Yes ( ) No ( )

How is about talking back?

Much ( ) Average ( ) Little ( ) Nons ( )
Is she afraid to talk back? Yes ( ) No ( )

What do you do when (he, she) talks back?

Failing to mind;

be

d.

When a child is told to pick up (his, her) clothes and
beth refuses and fails to do so, would you consider this
an example of failure to mind? Yes ( ) No ( )

other

How is about minding?

Very good ( ) Average ( ) Poor ( )
Is (he, she) afraid not to mind?
What do you do if (he, she) doesnt't mind?




3e

be

Se

6.

e

8.

9.

10,

What do you de if your child destroys household property?

He, she) has never dome this, ( )

What do you do if your child meanfully hurts others?

{He, she) has never done this. ( )

What do you do if your child repeats swear words or other
language that you consider wvulgar or undesirable?

‘(He, she) has never done This. ( )
What do you do if your child tells & fib (not steries of fantasy)?

(He, she) has never cone this. ( )

What do you do if your child quarrels with other children?

(He, she) has never done this. ( )

What do you do if your child runs away (staying away from home
without asking your permission or telling you where he, she is
going)?

(He, she) has never done this. ( )

Wnat de you do if yeur child wets the bed?

This doesn't happen and hasn't for & long time, ( )

What do you de if your child fails te get to the bathroom in time
and wets or soils in (his, her) clothes?

This doesn't happen and hasntt for a long time. ( )

1.

26

How many times has been physically punished
in the past seven days?

What have you found to be the most effective method of handling
this child during the past two weeks? T
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PART V

INFORMATION OK PARENTS

1., Date of present marriage; Year

2. Have couple been married in the Temple? Yes ( ) Neo ( )
3s How long have couple lived in Brigham? Years

4« Husband!s present major occupation?

5¢ Is wife employed outside the home? Yes ( ) Ne ( )
If yes give hours

6. What is the most impertant pesitiom held im the churchp
Present Past
Mother '

Father

7« HNumber of church meetings attended during the past four weeks:
Mother ~ Sunday School 3 Sacrament meetings ; Primary 3
Nelodo 3 Relief Seciety ; Stake an.ferenco 3

Leadership meetings 3 Other ; Total .

Father - Sunday School ; Sacrament meeting 3
Priesthood meetings 3 (Priesthood held )

M. I. Ao 3 Stake Priesthood meeting this month; Yes ( )

Ko ( ) Stake conference 3 Leadership meetings H
Other .

8. Have couple lived on & farm since marriage? Yes ( ) No ( )

9¢ How many of the first fifteen years of childhood were spent
in a place with a population of

Husband Wife
2,500 or less
Over 2,500

10, Both husband and wife baptized and confirmed:; Yes ( ) No ( )

11. Person interviewed was:

Very cooperative 3 Cooperative ; Fairly cooperative’
Uncoeperative 3 Negativistic T e -




PART VI

CHAPIN'S SOCIAL STATUS SCALE (REVISED BY LOUIS GUTTMAN)

I.

Material Equipment and Cultural Expression of Living Reom |

1. Floors softwood
‘ hardwood
2, Iarge rug
— 3. Windows with drapes ea.
T 4. Fireplace with 3 or more utensils
5« Artificial lights eleciric
« kerosene
6. Library table
7. Armchairs ed.
8. Piano bench
9. Personal-social desk
+ Book cases with books ea.
« Sewing machine
e Couch pillews ea,

N YORIRE PP NY PRV v N P

Alarm clock
Periodicals, ea.
15, Newspapers, ea.
16. Telephone
17, Radie

II.

)

N
[s+ T~ ¢ 'R 0 ]
i )

Condition of Articles in Living Room

18, Condition of room and furnishings (cleanliness);

a. spotted or staine =19
b. dusty : -10
cs spotless and dustless 10

19. orcierliness of room and furnishings:
a, articles strewn about in

disorder . =20
. b. articles in place or in

usable order 20

20. Condition or repair of articles and furnishings;
&, broken, scratched, frayed,
ripped or torn =16
b. patched up -8
¢. 1in good repair and well kept 8




2.

l

224
23

25

General impression of  good tastes

a. bigarre, clashing, inharmonious,
or offensive

b, drab, monotcnous, neutral,
inoffensive

ce attractive in a positive way,
harmonious, quiet and restful

Living room used as a dining room
Living room used as a kitchen
Used as bedroom or dining roeom
and kitchen combined

Used as bedroom, dining room

and kitchen combined
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February 8, 1951

Mre. Kenneth Weight
Superintendent of Schools
Brigham City, Utah

Dear Superintendent Weights

Mre Nile Meservy is doing a masterts thesis in Seciolegy
and is in need of your help, He would like to use yeur scheocl
census cards to derive a list of parents in Brigham who have
preschoel children between the ages of 3 te 6, From such a
list he will select a statistical sample. These sample families
will then be interviewed concerning parent-child relations
in the home,

In a somewhat sipilar study which I have just completed in
Carbon County, this procedure of selecting the cases for study
was used. I appreciated very much Superintendent Harmonts
help in this matter and I am sure that Mr. Meservy will be
grateful to you if you can give him your help.

Mr. Meservy's study is under my supervision and it has
the support and advice of thesis committee members from the
Departments of Socloelegy, Psychelogy, and Home Economics,

Sincerely yours,

Therel R. Black

Prefessor of Sociology

Chairman of Thesis Committee
TRBsDFM

Cc OP Y
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Article which was presented in the Box Elder News, Brigham City, Utah
Wednesday merning, February 14, 1951.

miays of Child Rearingm is the subject of a study that will be
made in Brigham City during the next few weeks, Nile D. Meservy, &
graduate assistant at the USAC will conduct the _study under the
auspices of the college department of Sociology.

Mr. Meservy has recently passed his preliminary examinations for
a masterts degree in sociology. His college tra.ining aleng with the
fact that he has two children of his own, makes h:m especially well
qualified for this work, |
| This study is a sequel to a study made in Carbon county by
Professor Therel R. Black of the USAC. Similar studies in other
parts of the state are anticipated,

As a part of the study, home visits with parents having pre-
achool children will be made. The actual way of handling children
in the homes will be the object of study. Attempts will net be made
to determine what are good or bad child rearing practices since ghis
is to some extent a matter of epinien anyway,

Information received fromindividual parents will be held strictly
confidential by the director of the study and will be used only for
the purpose of statistical tabulations,

Mr. Meservy states that there are very few studies on how present-
day parents in the United States actuslly rear their children and that

parents who help him in this study will be making & real contributien
to our knowledge of child development.,
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July 3, 1951

Box Elder News and Journal
mghat They Think" Section
Brigham City, Utah
Te the Editors

I wish to thank the management of the Bex Elder News and
Journal for their splendid cooperatiom in intreducing my Family
Iife study to the community of Brigham last February.

I also wish te express my gratitude te the one-hundred and
twenty~two methers who se generously contributed te this research
project.

I de not believe that my work could have been successfully
completed had it not been for the wonderful suppert given me
by the above mentioned individuals,

Very gratefully yours,

Nile D. Meservy
NDM:DFM

Cc OPYX
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