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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study was to compare abusing parents to a 

random sample from the general population. A questionnaire given to 

613 abusing parents was administered to a small (n = 30) control group. 

Data reported supported prevailing theories in literature that parents 

abuse because of low self-esteem, negative attitudes towards their 

roles as parents and dissatisfaction with their children as well as 

being socially isolated and undergoing high stressors without adequate 

means of dealing with stress or resources for support. 

Results did not support the theory which claims parents abuse 

because they have inadequate knowledge of children or child 

development. 

Implications for future research are the necessity of a 

nationwide study comparing abusive parents and a random sample, more 

studies of abusive fathers as well as examining the validity of some of 

the prevailing theories of causality. Implications for the therapist 

are, that to deal effectively with abusive parents, a multi-dimensional 

approach is necessary. 

v  



INTRODUCTION 

Prior to 1974 there had been few studies comparing abusive and 

non-abusive parents. In 1974 Behavior Associates of Tucson, Arizona 

developed and administered a profile to 613 subjects who were members 

of Parents Anonymous, a national self-help group of abusive parents. 

The results of this survey raised additional questions. 

If this profile was administered to a control group from the 

general population, what differences would there be? How do abusive 

parents differ from the general population? Are abusive parents more 

socially isolated; are they less knowledgeable of children; do they 

have more negative feelings about themselves than non-abusive parents 

as the literature suggests? 

Answers to these questions could provide valuable insight to 

the treatment of abusive parents and their families as well as 

identifying problems that all parents encounter in child rearing. The 

purpose of this study was to identify differences and similarities of 

abusive parents and the general population. 

Review of the Literature 

Child abusers come from all races, social and economic 

backgrounds although reports of child abuse are made more often when 

the family is of lower class standing. Eighty-six percent of the 

abusers are natural parents or parent-surrogates; women make up 

slightly more than half of this group. In \2% of the cases, another 
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relative was the offender. In 46% of cases of abuse the biological 

father is present in the home; in 20% the stepfather was present and 29 

1/2% have no male parent in the home. The average age of battering 

mothers is 26 and the average age of battering fathers is 30 (Justice, 

1976; Van Stolk, 1972). 

According to prevailing literature, the following factors are 

seen quite consistently in abusive parents: They were almost always 

abused, battered or neglected as children; they are usually socially 

isolated, unable to identify with or relate to others and their self-

image is poor. Abusive parents often pick spouses who are either 

abusive or passive. Their understanding of the needs and limitations 

of children are restricted yet their own needs for nurturing are great. 

They are chronically unable to cope with stress while discounting the 

importance of problems and solutions. In many cases, abusive parents 

have a history of foster home placements, hospitalization for some form 

of mental disorder, juvenile court experiences, criminal records, 

deviant intellectual functioning and problems with alcohol (McNeese, 

1977; Justice, 1976; Walters, 1975; Fontana, 1973; Van Stolk, 1972; 

Steele, 1970; Kempe, 1971). 

There are many theories explaining the causes of child abuse. 

One theory explains that child abuse is handed down through families, 

with incidences and methods being traced as far back as four 

generations. Other theories include such predisposing factors as 

poverty, low social class status, alcohol abuse, neglect by parents, 

family stress and mental retardation of the parents. Another theory 
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stresses emotional pressure on the parents or some form of psychiatric 

disorder, however, some researchers feel that less than 10% of abusive 

parents can be psychiatrical ly diagnosed. (McNeese, 1977; Justice, 

1976; Walters, 1975). Evans (1980) feels that one area of special 

conflict is hostility expression. Some abusive parents exhibit both 

anger and depression while some exhibit just one of these 

characteristics (Gibbens and Walker, 1956). 

Milner and Wimberley (1979) described a comprehensive review of 

the literature for personality traits that research and theory suggest 

are characteristic of abusive individuals. General areas reported 

were: inadequate child rearing attitudes and expectations, anxiety 

over child's behavior, problems in interpersonal relationships, 

feelings of inadequacy, isolation and loneliness, depression, 

vulnerability, insecurity, inability to handle stress, rigid attitudes, 

impulsivity, dependency, immaturity, negative childhood experiences, 

problems in parental relationships. This list was not exhaustive or 

mutually exclusive, having some degrees of overlap. It is important to 

include personal characteristics to describe abusive parents (from 

poverty, lack of education, drug abuse, psychosis to having unlisted 

telephone numbers and keeping house curtains closed. It is difficult 

to judge from the literature which traits are the "best" predictors. 

Feelings About Self 

Personality traits attributed to abusive parents are: 

1) insecurity and feelings of inadequacy (Steele, 1970; Tuteur 
and Glalzer, 1966); 
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2) defensiveness (Steele and Pollock, 1968); 

3) anger and hostility (Branigan, 1964); and 

4) low tolerance for frustration (Silverman, 1965). 

Early researchers postulated that abuse was caused by parents 

exhibiting certain pathological personality characteristics. They 

found a significantly higher degree of emotional problems such as 

frequent crying, depression and disturbances in eating and sleeping in 

abusive mothers (Conger et al., 1981; Elmer, 1967). Other common 

characteristics in abusive parents were alcoholism (Johnson and Morse, 

1968; Blumberg, 1974; Young, 1964), rigid and domineering personality 

(Johnson and Morse, 1968), impulsiveness and immaturity (Kempe, 1962) 

and low self-esteem (Spinetta and Rigler, 1972; Curtis, 1963). 

Wright (1974) studied 13 convicted child abusers and 13 control 

parents (prisoners convicted of a non-abuse crime). He found that the 

test variables with items in which social desirability was obvious 

showed abusive parents as healthier than controls but in items not 

apparent as socially desirable, the abusive parents appeared more 

disturbed. He concluded that abusive parents try to portray themselves 

as normal but may have an underlying pathology. 

In 1974, Paulson et al. compared subjects from a psychiatric 

outpatient clinic using the Minnesota Multi-phasic Personality 

Inventory (MMPI). All subjects were in a low socio-economic scale. 

These investigator reported that female abusers showed little neurotic 

activity and very little self-doubt, depression and insecurity; that 

these women used projection as a defense mechanism. The male abusers 
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exhibited the least defensiveness but score highest on psychotic-like 

disturbances. 

Mel nick and Hurley (1969), however, reported that abusive 

mothers scored significantly lower on the measure of family concept and 

lower on the Sense of Personal Worth subscale of the Calif. Test of 

Personality. They scored significantly higher on the measure of 

pathogenesis and dependence frustration, which indicates that they tend 

to meet their own needs at the expense of their children when faced 

with conflicting needs. 

Schneider et al. (1976) found perceptions of low self-esteem were 

more characteristic of abusive parents. Feshbach (1980) theorizes that 

abusive parents experience a child's non-compliance as a threat to 

their own self-esteem which elicits extreme anger toward child. 

Evans (1980) found abusive parents significantly different from 

non-abusive parents on personality measures; the abusive family 

portrays as anxious, less affectionate, more conflict ridden, more 

nonsupportive, less trusting, close or intimate. He postulated that 

abusive families have a low sense of personal worth and see themselves 

as less important while having a strong tendency to be apathetic and 

depressed as well as resentful and aggressive. Evans postulates that 

child abuse seems to be more a function of personality disorganization 

than of disciplinary attitudes. 

Shorkey (1980) reported that abusive mothers see themselves as 

having lower personal worth based on perception of others' ratings of 

their attributes and capabilities but they do not rate themselves as 
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having personal feelings of lower self-esteem, which may indicate a 

defensive reaction to feelings of alienation and perception of low 

evaluations of self-worth by others. In this study, they also 

exhibited a denial of the need for change in areas related to their 

children. 

These results appear to indicate that abusive mothers view 

their own capabilities and attractiveness as perceived by others as 

lower than control mothers but they did not get higher scores than 

controls on a self-esteem scale, indicating lower self-esteem (Shorkey, 

1980). 

In interviews with abusive mothers on a low socio-economic 

scale, Green et al. (1974) identified low self-esteem as one of six 

common psychological characteristics. These mothers felt worthless and 

devalued because of of rejection and criticism by adults during 

childhood. This supports the role-reversal hypothesis of Morris and 

Gould (1963). Abusive parents invest their children with the same 

negative feeling displayed to them by their parents and retaliate with 

assault. These parents are seen as having overwhelming feelings of 

lack of worth which they project onto their children. Mel nick and 

Hurley (1969) investigated the self-esteem of abusive mothers and 

controls utilizing the Sense of Personal Worth scale of the California 

Test of Personality and discovered a significant difference between 

abusive mothers and controls, showing more positive feelings of 

personal worth by controls. 
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Lahey et al. (1984) tested abusive and matched non-abusive 

mothers on objective measures of parenting behavior and emotional 

distress. They found that abusive mothers show a significantly higher 

degree of depression and physical distress, in fact, all but one 

abusive mother scored in the range of clinical depression. 

Other studies report maternal depression linked to poor 

parenting. They report clinically depressed moms as irritable, 

punitive, unaffectionate and distant (Anthony, 1980; Evans, 1980; 

Cohler et al., 1976). These characteristics are similar to those found 

in abusive mothers. 

Webster-Stratton (1985) found that mother depression was the 

only significantly discriminated psychological variable and only the 

mother's physical negative behavior was significantly higher in 

observation variables. 

A study by Milner and Wimberley (1979) tried to determine if 

abusive mothers differed from non-abusive mothers in interpersonal 

values. They found no significant differences in background 

characteristic as assessed by demographic measurements. Abusive 

mothers value conformity and benevolence less and authority over others 

significantly more than non-abusive mothers, however, they also 

reported no significant differences in the areas of support, 

recognition or independence. These investigators also reported that 

rigidity had the strongest effect on abuse and that loneliness seemed 

to have little impact. Parental problems seemed to affect abuse, 

reflected through unhappiness and distress. They feel the most salient 
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factors to understanding why people abuse involves rigidity, 

unhappiness and distress. 

Feelings About Self as Parent 

Battering parents usually want to be "good" parents. The 

parent-child relationship is fine until the child stops fulfilling the 

parent's emotional needs by disobeying, misbehaving or an inability to 

comprehend. This threatens the parent's ideal of being a good parent 

and often leads to abuse (Van Stolk, 1972). 

Other factors contributing to a mother's caretaking ability are 

her sensitivity and responsiveness to infant cues, quality of 

verbalization and physical contact, ease of caring for the child and 

her ability to cooperate with the infant during feeding, being more 

expressive and verbal in interactions with babies and more positive 

feelings toward them (Egeland et al., 1980). 

The social-situational approach to abuse focuses on the 

immediate social context involving parent and child and the more 

encompassing social environment, including people and events that 

affect the parent-child relationship. Interpretations of intent, 

disposition and negative feelings about one's child-rearing 

capabilities most likely occurs, precipitating a situation with a high 

probability of triggering negative interactions. Such triggering 

situations include such normal parenting activities as feeding and 

dress and training or "obedience" situations (toilet training, 

disobeying parental commands, and continual crying (Zimbardo and Ruch, 

1975; Gelles, 1973; Steele, 1970; Gil, 1970). 



In a study by Milner and Wimberley (1979), abusive mothers 

scored significantly lower on two of the three scales (conformity, 

benevolence) which are characterized by high scores for the general 

female population. This implies a cycle of failure, frustration and 

aggression in the abusive syndrome. Abusive parents get less 

gratification in nurturing, and have few means of compensating for the 

pyschological and economic stresses of child-rearing. Pleasure from 

filling the social role is blocked by rejection of the rules, 

regulations and cultural proprieties in a value structure of low 

conformity. 

Feelings About Children 

Abusing parents usually experienced unsatisfactory mother-chi1d 

symbiosis in which there was severe emotional deprivation, the child's 

rights were not respected and the child could not meet the parent's 

emotional demands. These parents form the notion that only one person 

can get what he needs. Both parents are therefore caught up in a 

constant jockeying for this position (Justice, 1976). 

Larrance and Twentyman (1983) postulate that abusive parents 

are so preoccupied with their own needs that they view their children 

as competitors fighting for the little attention and emotional support 

available in a hostile environment. 

Collins and Pancoast (1976) feel people "free from drain" can 

afford to give and share because their needs and resources are favored 

and that socially impoverished environments lack people who are free 

from drain and operate on a "scarcity" economy in neighboring. Elmer 



(1977) reports a high-risk family presents a child-rearing environment 

with a destructive influence on development even when no abuse is 

present (the socially and psychologically damaging climate is the 

principal source of maltreatment [Martin, 1976]). Burgess and Conger 

(1978) state interaction patterns between these family members are 

devel opmental ly destructi ve. 

Bel 1 (1977; 1971; 1968) reported that the most important 

determinant of parental discipline is child behavior; that difficult 

child behavior elicits punitive parenting behavior and vice versa. 

Bates and Pettit (1981) modified this model and suggest that individual 

differences between parents moderates the effect of child behavior on 

parenting behavior. Lahey et al. (1984) suggests that perhaps parents 

experience a variable rather than fixed threshold of child behavior 

that is controlled by many factors, particularly emotional and somatic 

problems. 

"Commonly noted are misperceptions of the baby as being 

'bad'...Abusive parents in various way describe their infants as too 

dependent, too fussy, uncooperative, stubborn, disobedient, 

inconsiderate, unloving, worthless and bothersome. To an outside 

observer, the baby looks helpless, little, sometimes content, sometime 

fussy, crying, and hard to comfort" (Steele, 1970, p. 457). 

Burgess and Conger (1978) reported that abusive mothers 

interacted less often and in a less supportive manner with their 

children but had a higher proportion of negative interactions that 

nonabusive mothers. Reid et al. (1981) reported that abusive mothers 



have more negative interactions with their children. Others (Bousha 

and Twentyman, 1984) found less positive verbal and nonverbal behavior 

but more verbal and nonverbal aggression towards their children. These 

studies support a theory proposed by Patterson (1982) who suggests that 

high rates of aberrant parent behaviors can lead to a reciprocal 

acceleration of coercive interactions between parents and children that 

increases the risk of abuse. 

Rosenberg and Repucci (1983) reported findings that abusive 

mothers expressed more self-criticism and anger in situations where 

child disobeyed or would not stop crying supporting the theory that 

situations in which abusive mothers feel threatened by their children's 

behavior are those most likely to evoke anger and potential for abuse. 

Other researchers have suggested that abusive parents have 

negative perceptions of their children (Berger, 1980; Spinetta and 

Rigler, 1972) but there have been no attribution studies to determine 

whether normal or maltreating parents generalize their own self-serving 

attributions to their children. 

Understanding of Children 

Larrance and Twentyman (1983) propose a four-stage model of 

child abuse: 

1) parents hold unrealistic expectations; 

2) the child acts to disconfirm expectations; 

3) parents misattribute the child's actions to intentional and 
negative motivations; and 

(4) the parents overracts and excessively punish the child. 



Pollock and Steele (1972) suggested that abusive parents see 

their children as older than their age and that these children possess 

a greater intellectual development and physical ability than really 

exists. Spinetta and Rigler (1972) cite nine references alluding to 

the premature expectation assumption and agreed that parents expect too 

much at too early an age (Gregg, 1968; Johnson and Morse, 1968; Steele 

and Pollock, 1968; Heifer and Pollock, 1967; Galdston, 1965; Korsch, 

1965; Bain, 1963; Morris and Gould, 1963; ) Feshback (1980) also felt 

that cognitive attributions of abusing parents should be studied, 

especially believing children to have capabilities beyond normal. 

Larrance and Twentyman (1983) found an increasing concern in 

the literature for role of cognitive factors in abuse (Melnick and 

Hurley, 1969). Research supports the view the expectations of abusive 

mothers for their children may be unrealistic (Twentyman and Plotkin, 

1982). Larrance and Twentyman (1983) reported that abusive mothers 

demonstrate a greater bidirectionality of error than control mothers 

when asked to estimate their own child's abilities, i.e., they expected 

too much from children in some situations, too little in others. 

Abusive parents are said to 1) interpret certain age-

appropriate behavior as "willful disobedience" or intentional behavior 

when child's actions oppose parent's comand (Heifer et al., 1976; 

Zimbardo and Ruch, 1975; Pollock and Steele, 1972) and 2) interpret 

noncompliant behavior as evidence of child being bad (Steele, 1970). 

One important part in the judgment of intentionality is the premise 

that the perceiver (the abusive parent) believes that the child has the 



knowledge and ability to bring about the effects observed (Jones and 

Davis, 1965). 

Investigators (Larrance and Twentyman, 1983) report data that 

showed that the less abusive a mother was, the more positive were her 

expectations for her child's behavior. Mothers were given some 

expectations that children's behavior would be negative or unsuccessful 

and, in the abusive mothers groups, the more abusive she had been 

rated, the more she saw her child's behavior as caused by internal 

dispositions that were stable of time and situation. Abusive mothers 

reported they would administer a greater level of punishment and that 

they considered the child was misbehaving to annoy more frequently than 

to control. 

Some evidence of behavioral differences between abusive and 

nonabusive parents has been reported (Burgess and Conger, 1978) but 

there has been very little documentation of cognitive problems. Steele 

and Pollock (1968) report that unrealistic expectations of a child's 

behavior by abusive parents has an important role in abuse because the 

parents overestimate the child's capabilities. When the child is 

unable to meet these expectations, the parents become frustrated and 

aggressive against their child. Two studies attempted to prove this 

dysfunctional expectation theory but failed (Starr, 1980) or made 

errors in over- and underestimating children's capabilities (Twentyman 

and Plotkin, 1982). 

Rosenberg and Repucci (1983) found no group differences in 

attributions of intent and disposition, in fact, abusive mothers 



reported a wider variety of positive behavior interpretations than 

nonabusive mothers in situations where their child broke an object and 

would not stop crying and abuvsive mothers were more critical of their 

own childrearing abilities than the nonabusive mothers in situations 

where their children disobeyed. Abusive mothers, however, were 

reported to have experienced significantly more stress than the 

nonabusive mothers. These investigators found no support for the 

hypothesis that abusive mothers differ from nonabusive mothers in 

attributions of intent and dispositional characteristics. They 

reported that attributions of intent and negative disposition did not 

seem causally linked with abusive outcomes. 

Johnson and Lobitz (1974) demonstrated that parents engaging in 

high rates of negative interaction with children (complaining, 

threatening, commanding a great deal) increase the incidence of deviant 

behavior of their offspring. Since the majority of abusive indicences 

occur in situations where parents are attempting to control 

inappropriate actions of children (Gil, 1970), parents who are 

excessively negative actually promote undesirable responses and 

increase probability of severe punishment. 

Another area of cognitive deficit is that parents may not be 

able to generate alternative solutions to child-rearing problems (Reid 

et al., 1981). Azar et al. (1984) suggest both unrealistic 

expectations and poor problem-solving ability are involved in abuse. 

These investigators reported using a measure of developmental 

milestones and on requiring judgments of more complex sequences of 



child behavior. They reported that abusive parents had greater 

unrealistic expectations and porrer problem-solving skills than 

controls; with the strongest difference on a subscale pertaining to 

family responsibility and care of siblings. In the area of problem-

solving skills, abusive parents elaborated less on solutions and used 

fewer content categories in solutions. Starr (1980) postulates that 

abusive parents can come up with solutions but not as many as controls 

and that they do not elaborate as often on the solutions they generate. 

As a result, childrearing problems are more difficult for these 

parents. 

These assumptions, however, have not been supported by 

research. One report (Smith and Hanson, 1975) noted that the behavior 

of abusive parents is not in excess of that generally characterizing 

low social class populations. Members of Parents Anonymous were asked 

to estimate the age of development of ten types of behavior and were 

significantly different on four of ten questions about child 

development. But, for three of these four, there were significant 

differences; the expectations of abusers were later than expectations 

of nonabusers (Clark, 1975). Another study with abusive parents and 

control groups reported that abusive parents gave later expectations 

than nonabusive parents (Berg, 1975). Evidence is accumulating that 

the opposite of premature expectations is what is fact. 

Many investigators have found little relationship between 

attributions and behavior. Dweck (1975) found changes in attributions 

are related to changes in behavior in some situations. To date there 



are no reported investigations of the relationships that exist between 

cognitive variables and aggressive behavior in abusive populations 

(Larrance and Twentyman, 1983). 

Kravitz and Driscoll (1983) hypothesize that parents who abuse 

have unrealistic premature expectations for children's development but 

they reported no difference in the expectations of abusing and 

nonabusing parents. This data supports earlier studies suggesting that 

the unrealistic expectations model be discarded. 

Stress 

According to Steele and Pollock (1968), the major 

characteristic of abusive parents is that they lead alienated asocial 

and isolated lives which inhibits their ability to express their needs 

and make use of social resources. 

Steinberg et al. (1981) states that researchers feel abuse is a 

result of stress. These investigators theorize that rates of abuse and 

neglect can be indicators of the quality of life and that maltreatment 

is a symptoms rather than a cause of family and individual functioning. 

Steinberg et al. (1981) reports a study which investigated abuse in the 

context of community economic change with economic stress receiving the 

most attention, citing studies showing that abuse is most likely to 

occur among families with unemployment (Light, 1973; Gil, 1971; 

Galston, 1964). Studies (Garbarino, 1976; Garbarino and Crouter, 1978) 

show that the overall rates of abuse are higher in regions with a high 

proportion of low income families and with unusually high rates of 

unemployment (Cochran and Bronfenbrunner, 1979) however Steinberg et 



al. (1981) suggests that affluent families may be underrepresented in 

reports of AB. 

Another study by Garbarino and Crouter (1978) reports a 

relationship between economic strain and maltreatment. A study by 

Dooley and Catalano (1980) shows that disorder rises with undesirable 

change but this study has too many subgroups and inconsistencies to 

present any definitive conclusions. Starr (1979) theorizes that 

differences in communities may be a result of definition and reporting 

practices. Job loss and/or change may tax a parent's emotional 

resources, reducing the patience and their ability to care for a child. 

With job loss a parent spends more time at home with their children and 

with increased parent-child interation, comes increased opportunity. 

Parents unaccustomed to caring for children may suddenly find 

themselves in a full-time child-rearing role (Steinberg et al., 1981). 

These investigators demonstrated that the hypothesized relationship 

between unemployment and abuse is not supported, but perhaps only 

reported abuse varies as a function of work force change. 

Stress has been reported as linked to child abuse (Garbarino, 

1977; Justice and Duncan, 1977; Newberger et al., 1977; Elmer, 

1967, Garbarino, 1976) but evidence suggests it is an accumulation of 

stressors rather than isolated stressful incidents (Rohner and Rohner, 

1978). In a study reported by Egeland et al. (1980), both abusive and 

control groups experienced life changes, but those in the abusive group 

were more chaotic, traumatic and disruptive. 



Others proposed an alternative model focusing on demographic 

and social factors within the external environment (Rosenberg and 

Repucci, 1983; Parke and Collmer, 1975; Gelles, 1973; Gil, 1970). This 

model has been supported by research showing low socio-economic status 

characterizes the largest proportion of abusive families (Pelton, 1983; 

Garbarino, 1977; Spinetta and Rigler, 1972; Gil, 1970). Pel ton (1978) 

also reported that child abuse is related to degrees of poverty, with 

the highest level of abuse in families in the most extreme poverty. 

Other related social factors were unemployment (Gil, 1970), low 

education (Gil, 1970), marital discord (Green, 1976; Spinetta and 

Rigler, 1972; Young, 1964), single-parent households (Kimball et al., 

1980; Gil, 1970) and accumulation of many life stressor (Conger et al., 

1979; Rohner and Rohner, 1978). 

Egeland and Brunnquel1 (1979) compared families and reported no 

significant differences between mothers at risk and a control group in 

stressful events experienced, howver, data demonstrated a significant 

difference in the severity of an experienced stressful life event. 

A high life event score in combination with certain mother 

characteristics, baby behavior and patterns of interaction appears to 

increase the likelihood of abuse. Characteristics are: easily 

frustrated and annoyed, quick to respond to frustration in a hostile 

and aggressive fashion, tend to annoy and alienate family and friends 

instead of using relationships to help with crises, more suspicious, 

defensive and rigid, more difficult to maintain relationships and seek 



help from family, friends, difficulty trusting and confiding in others, 

do not seek sympathy, advice and reassurance (Egeland et al., 1980). 

Egeland et al. (1980) reported a high significant difference 

which supports the environmental stress hypothesis, but not all in the 

abusive group experienced changing life events, which means that other 

causes exist of which stress is only one part. These investigators 

theorize that to understand the role of stress, it is necessary to 

identify the factors explaining why the majority of mothers with high 

life event scores do not mistreat children. 

Garbarino and Sherman (1980) studied high and low risk 

neighborhoods to attempt to validate the "social impoverishment" 

hypothesis. These investigators postulated that those who need the 

most tend to be clustered in settings that must struggle to meet those 

needs. They indicate that the neighborhood influences family 

functioning as well and poorly functioning families tend drift to these 

high risk neighborhoods. They support the neighborhood homogenization 

theory by Schwartz (1979) as the answer. 

Egeland et al. (1980) cautions interpreting data and 

conclusions from broad, poorly defined stressors that suggest child 

abuse occurs in mostly low-socio-economic status populations because 

this is inconsistent with studies demonstrating that abuse occurs in a 

variety of economic and community settings (Blumberg, 1977; Steele and 

Pollock, 1968). 
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Definitions 

Abuse as used in this study is defined as "the willful harming 

of a child, either physically or emotionally, by the omission of 

commission of an act". This broad definition includes physical abuse, 

emotional abuse and neglect. For the purposes of this study, sexual 

abuse was not included in this definition. 

Abusing parents are parents who have been designated as such 

either by case workers, the courts or voluntarily. 

Limitations 

The limitations on this study were: 1) the lack of data 

available from the Parent's Anonymous Profile project; 2) the necessary 

restriction of the control group to parents with children in day care 

in Tucson, Arizona; and 3) the restriction of the size of the control 

group. 



METHODS 

This chapter describes the method used in the study. The 

following is discussed: description of subjects, description of the 

instrument, research design and procedures. 

Description of Subjects 

The Parents Anonymous Profile developed by Behavior Associates 

(Tucson AZ) was administered nationally through Parents Anonymous 

chapters (a self-help group for abusing parents patterned after the 

Alcoholics Anonymous format) with 613 responses. The control group 

were anonymous respondents with children attending a Tucson day care 

facility with 30 subjects comprising the sample. 

Description of Instrument 

Information on the PA group was reported in the Overview of the 

Parents Anonymous Self-Help for Child Abusing Parents Evaluation Study 

for 1974-1976 (unpublished). This questionnaire was designed by 

Behavior Associate of Tucson, Arizona through a grant from Parents 

Anonymous, in order to test the efficacy of their program and set 

future policy for group meetings. The questionnaire was administered 

nationwide with 613 responses. Gathering information from a control 

sample necessitated some minor changes of the Parents Anonymous 

Profile. In the original questionnaire on page 5 "My Ways of Dealing 

with Stress", there were two responses pertaining to Parent's Anonymous 
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activities which were omitted in the questionnaire for the control 

group. Also on page 5 as well as on page 6, the words "punish" and 

"punishment" were substituted for "abuse". The instrument used for the 

control group is in Appendix A. 

Research Design 

The project attempted to determine differences between a group 

of abusing parents and a control group. The hypothesis was that the 

control group would be significantly different from the PA group in 

responses. A student's t-test was employed to determine, if any, 

significant differences. 

Procedure 

To ensure anonymity in the control group, the questionnaire was 

prefaced with a letter from the investigator inviting participation 

from parents and assuming them of confidentiality with instructions to 

ensure this. A plain, white envelope with the investigator's name on 

the outside was attached to each questionnaire. The questionnaires 

were displayed on a table in the entrance to the Day Care center along 

with a box for completed questionnaires. Completed questionnaires were 

taken by interested parents, filled out, sealed in the attached 

envelopes and dropped in the box. 

All envelopes remained sealed until the end of the period 

previously established for the study (three months). Responses in 

sealed envelopes were then opened, scored and tabulated. 



RESULTS 

The purpose of this study was to determine if a control group 

of parents differed significantly from abusing parents in their 

responses to the PA Profile. 

The proportion of males in the Parents Anonymous (PA) group was 

17% with 23% males in the control group. The mean age of the PA sample 

was 29.3 with a control group mean age of 30.2. The PA group reported 

an average education level as high school while the control group 

reported a mean of 15.6 years. 

The respondents in both groups reported the same percentage as 

married (67%) with the PA group having a mean of 2.6 children and the 

control group a mean of 2.1 children. 

Ethnic representation in both samples was 10% for the PA group 

and 10% for the control group with 10% not responding to this item. 

Income levels are reported in in Table 1: 

Table 1 
Per Capita Income of the Two Sample Groups 

Income per year 

< 10,000 10,000-20,000 > 20,000 

PA 47% 38% 6% 

Control 25% 55% 20% 
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Responses to the first four pages of the Profile (My Feelings 

about Myself as a Person, My Feelings about Myself as a Parent, My 

Feelings about My Children and My Understanding of Children) from both 

groups are reported in Table 2. All of the responses from the control 

group to the first three pages of the Profile were significantly 

different with a p > 0.001. Responses to page 4 of the Profile (My 

Understanding of Children), however, were not significantly different, 

indicating that the control group, while better educated than the PA 

group exhibited no greater knowledge of children or child development. 

Because of the omission of the two responses on the fifth page 

of the Profile submitted to the control group (My Ways of Dealing with 

Stress), use of a student's t-test was not possible as there was not 

sufficient data available from the Parent's Anonymous group. Theses 

response are illustrated in Table 3, however, because of insufficient 

data from the PA Overview and the change in the word "abuse" to 

"punish" it was determined that no comparison of the last two responses 

on this page could be made. Also, as respondents in the control group 

were from parents utilizing a day-care center, this data was not valid. 



Table 2 

Results of Page 1 through 4 
of the Parents Anonymous Profile 

PA Control 

M SD M SD 

Feelings about self as person 64.27 ± 14.92 80.23 ± 6.04 

Feelings about self as parent 21.19 ± 4.74 24.6 ±4.16 

Feelings about children 24.63 ± 4.80 28.4 ± 2.69 

Understanding of children and 
child development 

*31.99 ± 6.02 32.03 ± 3.23 

*No significant difference 

Values were calculated using a student's t-test, p > 0.001. 



Table 3 

Comparison of PA and Control Group 
Methods of Dealing with Stress 

A1most 
every day 

Several 
times a 
week 

Several 
times a 
month 

Once a Almost 
month never 

or less 

How often do you get away 
from the house to do some
thing enjoyable for yourself? 

PA 

Control 

8.3% 

20.0% 

23.3% 

55.0% 

34. 0% 

25.0% 

19.0% 

-0-

15.3% 

-0-

How often do you visit with 
or talk on the phone with 
friends? 

PA 24.6% 

Control 25.0% 

27.1% 

45.0% 

23.0% 

20.0% 

10.0% 

5.0% 

15.2% 

5.0% 

How often do you visit with 
or talk on the phone with 
relatives? 

PA 14.1% 

Control 5.0% 

18.7% 

20.0% 

33.2% 

35.0% 

17.8% 

35.0% 

16.2% 

5.0% 

How often do you use faci
lities such as day-care 
centers, pre-schools or 
babysitters? 

PA 17.6% 

Control 45.0% 

14.4% 

35.0% 

22.1% 

10.0% 

12.7% 

5.0% 

33.2% 

5.0% 



DISCUSSION 

Results from this study allow several conclusions. This study 

supports the theories that abusive parents have a lower self-esteem 

than nonabusing parents, that nonabusing parents enjoy their parent 

role more than the abusing parents and that nonabusing parents tend to 

feel better about their children than do abusing parents. This data 

also indicates that nonabusing parents seem to have more methods of 

dealing with stress and have better developed support systems than 

abusing parents, who tend to be socially isolated. One interesting 

item, though, was that the PA group had a more equal distribution to 

the question of how often they visited or talked on the telephone with 

relatives. One answer to this discrepancy may be that Tucson is a 

transient society with very few native to the area and relatives are 

often not in the same city or state. 

The most interesting results, however, were from the fourth 

page of the questionnaire (My Understanding of Children) which 

indicated that nonabusing parents do not have a better understanding of 

children. This finding is supported by A1 vy (1975) who suggests that 

therapy directed toward amelioration of parental attitudes and 

knowledge is misdirected. A1vy reported that the situations eliciting 

the most anger were those in which the abusing parents listed the 

greatest number of alternative solutions. A1 vy reported that providing 

knowledge of parenting skills to abusing parents may not be enough, the 
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more they know, the more desperate and out of control they feel when 

their knowledge is not enough. 

Implications 

Research 

As yet, there has been no nationwide study comparing abusive 

parents with a random sample. This study was unfortunately restricted 

to a very small group in one city and, as such, may not be 

representative of the population as a whole. Administering the PA 

Profile again to PA members and to much larger random samples from 

selected sites nationwide would be more conclusive than this or other 

studies done on such small scales. 

There seems to be a growing discrepancy in results reported in 

the literature perhaps indicating that some of the prevailing theories 

of the causality of child abuse should be re-examined as to their 

validity. Many of the theories currently in use were originally 

developed to meet the standards of a rigid bureaucratic structure. 

Only one long-term study has been done (McCord, 1983); a 40 year study 

on the effects of child abuse and neglect and the findings of this 

study are not in accord with accepted theory. 

Another area that has been sadly neglected is the role of the 

father in abuse. As reported previously, 46% of the abusing parents 

are male and yet very few studies examine the father as an abusing 

parent, concentrating instead on the mother. 
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Treatment 

Child abuse is multiply determined with no one factor 

prominent. The therapy model that seems to be the most effective was 

developed by Justice and Justice (1976). Group therapy is the form 

used. Since abusive parents are usually isolated people, this begins 

to break up the cycle of isolation and alienation as they learn to 

trust and express their feelings. 

The objectives of therapy should be to effect a change that 

will assure the child's well-being, increase the parent's problem-

solving capabilities, help the parents live more satisfying lives 

and build their self-esteem. Job problems are often solved with 

information. 

Justice and Justice (1976) have found that it is important to 

encourage the families to break away from their families of origin as 

so many of the abusive patterns were learned from these sources. The 

results of this study seems to indicate that parents should concentrate 

on becoming less socially isolated and developing peer and neighbor 

support. 

The therapist must deal with parental depression. Abusive 

parents also need to learn how to enjoy their parenting role and how to 

enjoy their children; they must be taught methods of dealing with 

stress including information on where to go for help - budgeting money, 

welfare agencies, state-funded day care, etc. 

Education is also part of the answer. Although knowledge of 

children and their development has not been shown to be useful in 
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ameliorating child abuse, this investigator feels that this knowledge 

tends to remove stressors that cause child abuse. Also, education 

brings about awareness, awareness that child abuse is not acceptable 

and awareness is the first step to change. 



APPENDIX A 

PARENTS ANONYMOUS PROFILE 

1. MY FEELINGS ABOUT MYSELF AS A PERSON 

In order to answer the questions on this page, you will need to think 
carefully about your feelings about yourself as a person. Please put a 
check in the column below that best tel Is how often you have each of 
these feelings: 

ALMOST 
ALWAYS 

ALMOST 
NEVER 

ALMOST 
ALWAYS 

ALMOST 
NEVER 

Worthwhile 

Angry 

Capable 

Hopeless 

Strong 

Liked by others 

Helpi ess 

Hopeful 

Weak 

Important 

Trusting 

Able to 
influence others 

Kind 

Giving 

Suspicious 

Worthless 

Happy 

Cruel 

Depressed 

Desperate 

Able to 
handle stress 

Able to 
handle anger 

Adapted from Parents Anonymous-Your Personal Profile, prepared by 
Behavior Associates, 330 E. 13th Street, Tucson AZ 85701. 
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2. MY FEELINGS ABOUT MYSELF AS A PARENT 

Please think about yourself as a parent and then check the column which 
best tells how much are agree or disagree with each of these 
statements. If you are not in contact with your children now, please 
answer the items in terms of how you imagine you would feel as a parent 
now: 

1. I really enjoy being a 
parent. 

2. Playing with my child
ren is fun. 

I enjoy teaching my 
children new things. 

I am satisfied with 
the way I care for my 
children. 

5. I like going to public 
places with my child
ren. 

In being a parent, the 
positives outweighs 
the negatives. 

I talk positively about 
my children to other 
people. 

STRONGLY TEND TO TEND TO STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE 
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3. MY FEELINGS ABOUT MY CHILDREN 

Now please think about the feelings you have about your children, and 
then check the column which best tells how much you agree or disagree 
with each of these statements. If you are not in contact with your 
children now, please answer in terms of how you imagine you would feel 
toward your children. 

STRONGLY TEND TO TEND TO STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE 

1. I am satisfied with the 
way my children behave. 

2. I feel that my children 
are easy to get along 
wi th. 

3. My children like me. 

4. My children are easy 
to love. 

5. My children cause me 
to lose my temper 
frequently. 

6. I like my children. 

7. My children are 
attractive. 

8. I frequently have 
positive thoughts 
about my children. 
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4. MY UNDERSTANDING OF CHILDREN 

In this section we want you to think about your understanding of 
children, and check the column that describes your opinion about the 
following statements: 

STRONGLY TEND TO TEND TO STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE 

1. The normal 2 year old is 
often stubborn & negative. 

2. Young children should be 
allowed to express their 
anger to adults. 

3. Young children should show 
respect to their parents 
by the time they are 2 
years old. 

4. It is important for 4 year 
old children to be given a 
lot of responsibility in 
the home. 

5. Even babies often try to 
make their parents angry. 

6. If young children want to, 
they can do a lot to help 
make their parents lives 
happier. 

7. 2 year old children should 
be able to show considera
tion of their parents' 
feelings. 

8. If newborn babies are fed 
whenever they want to be 
fed, it will spoil them. 

9. Infants must be touched and 
held to develop normally. 

10. Children should be toilet 
trained by 15-18 months. 

11. Children who misbehave are 
usually trying to make 
their parents angry. 
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5. MY WAYS OF DEALING WITH STRESS 

Being with children on a daily basis is often stressful and difficult. 
People have different ways of dealing with stress. Please give some 
thought to the ways you have of dealing the stresses of parenthood and 
daily living, and then answer the questions below telling how often you 
do each of the things listed. 

ALMOST SEVERAL SEVERAL ONCE A ALMOST 
EVERY TIMES A TIMES A MONTH NEVER 

DAY WEEK MONTH OR LESS 

1. How often do you get 
away from the house to 
do something enjoyable 
for yourself? 

2. How often do you visit 
with or talk on the 
phone with friends? 

3. How often do you visit 
with or talk on the 
phone with relatives? 

4. How often do you use 
facilities such as day 
care centers, pre
school or babysitters? 

5. How often do you ask 
family, neighbors, or 
friends for advice or 
help? 

6. Do you physically 
punish you children? 
If so, how often? 

7. Do you verbally punish 
your children? 



PROFILE - PLEASE DESCRIBE YOURSELF 

Male Family Income 

( ) Over $20,000 

( ) $10,000-$20,000 

( ) Under $10,000 

Your age 

( ) Married Female 

Anglo 

Mexican-American 

Black 

Asian-American 

) Single 

) Separated 

) Divorced 

) Widowed 

( ) American Indian 

( ) Other 

Highest grade you completed in school 

Job or profession 

Are you attending school or taking vocational training now? 

How many children are living with you now? 

Have any of your children been removed from you by court order? 

( ) Yes ( ) No 

Were you punished when you were a child? ( ) Yes ( ) No 

If yes, what kinds of punishment did you experience? 

( ) Physical 

( ) Verbal 

( ) Emotional 

( ) Other, please explain 

( ) Yes ( ) No 

How many children have you had? What are their ages? 



REFERENCES 

Alvy, J.K.T. Preventing child abuse. American Psychologist 30, 921, 
1975. 

Azar, S.T., Robinson, D.R., Hekimian, E. and Twentyman, C.T. 
Unrealistic expectations and problem-solving ability in 
maltreating and comparison mothers. Journal of Consulting and 
Clinical Psychology, 52, 687, 1984. 

Bain, K. The physically abused child. Pediatrics, 31, 895, 1963. 

Behavior Associates. Overview of the Parents Anonymous Self-Help for 
Child AbusingTarents Project, l¥//. • 

Berg, P. Parental expectations and attitudes in child abusing 
families. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, University of 
Southern California, 1975. 

Berger, A. The child abuse family: Methodological issues and parent-
related characteristics of abusing families. American Journal 
of Family Therapy, 8, 53, 1979. 

Blumberg, M. Psychopathology of the abusing parent. American Journal 
of Psychotherapy, 28, 21, 1974. 

Blumberg, M.C. The treatment of the abused child and child abuser. 
American Journal of Psychotherapy, 31, 20, 1977. 

Burgess, R.L. and Conger, R.D. Family interactions in abusive, 
neglectful and normal families. Child Development, 49, 1163, 
1978. 

Clark, K. Knowledge of child development and behavior interaction 
patterns of mothers who abuse their children. Doctoral 
dissertation, Wayne State University (Univ. Microfilms, No. 76-
10, 931), 1975. 

Cochrane, M. and Bronfenbrenner, U. Child rearing, parenthood, and the 
world of work. In C. Ker and J. Roson (eds.), Work in America: 
The Decade Ahead. New York: Van Nostrand Reinhold, 1979. 

Collins, A and Pancoast, D. Natural helping networks. National 
Association of Social Workers, Washington DC, 19751 

37 



38 

Conger, R, Burgess, R. and Barrett, C. Child abuse related to life 
changes and perceptions of illness: Some preliminary findings. 
Family Coordinator, 28, 73, 1979. 

Curtis, G. Violence breeds violence. American Journal of Psychiatry, 
120, 386, 1963. 

Dooley, D. and Catalano, R. Economic change as a cause of behavioral 
disorder. Psychological Bulletin, 87, 450,1980. 

Dweck, C.S. The role of expectations and attributions in the 
alleviation of learned helplessness. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 31, 647, 1975. 

Egeland, B. and Brunnquell, D. An at-risk approach to the study of 
child abuse: Some preliminary findings. American Academy of 
Child Psychiatry, 18, 219, 1979. 

Egeland, B., Breitenbucher, M. and Rosenberg, D. Prospective study of 
the significance of life stress in the etiology of child abuse. 
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 48, 195, 1980. 

Elmer, E. Children in Jeopardy: A Study of Abused Minors and Their 
Famines, Pittsburgh: university or Pittsburgh Press, iyt>/. 

Elmer, E. Child abuse and family stress. Journal of Social Issues, 
35, 60, 1977. 

Evans, A.L. Personality characteristics and disciplinary attitudes of 
chi1d-abusing mothers. Child Abuse and Neglect, 4, 179, 1980. 

Feshbach, S. Child abuse and the dynamics of human aggression. In 
Gerbner, C. Ross and E. Zigler, (eds.), Child Abuse: An Agenda 
for Action, New York: Oxford University Press, 1980. 

Fontana, Vincent. Somewhere a Child is Crying: Maltreatment - Causes 
and Prevention. New York: New American Library, 1973. 

Galston, R. Observations on children who have been physically abused 
and their parents. American Journal of Psychiatry, 122, 440, 
1965. 

Garbarino, J. A preliminary study of some ecological correlates of 
child abuse: The impact of socioeconomic stress on mothers. 
Child Development, 47, 178, 1976. 

Garbarino J: The human ecology of child maltreatment: A conceptual 
model. Marriage and the Family, 39, 721, 1977. 



Garbarino, J. and Crouter, A. Defining the community contact for 
parent-child relations: The correlates of child maltreatment. 
Child Development, 49, 604, 1978. 

Garbarino, J. and Sherman, D. High-risk neighborhoods and high-risk 
families: The human ecology of child maltreatment. Child 
Development, 51, 188, 1980. 

Gelles, R.J. Child abuse as psychopathology: A sociological critique 
and reformulation. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 43, 
611, 1973. 

Gibbens, T. and Walker, A. Cruel Parents. London: The Institute for 
the Study and Treatment ot Delinquency, 1956. 

Gil, D. Violence Against Children. Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard 
University Press, 19/U. 

Green, A. A psychodynamic approach to the study and treatment of child 
abusing parents. Journal of Child Psychiatry, 15, 414, 1976. 

Green, A.J., Gaines, R.W. and Sandgrund, A. Child abuse: Pathological 
syndrome of family interaction. American Journal of 

Psychiatry, 131, 882, 197T. 

Gregg, G. Physicians, child-abuse reporting laws and the injured 
child: Psychosocial anatomy of childhood traume. 
Clinical Pediatrics, 7_, 720, 1968. 

Heifer, R and Pollock, C. The battered child syndrome. Advances in 
Pediatrics, 15, 9, 1967. 

Heifer, R, E., McKinney, J. and Kempe, R. Arresting or freezing the 
development process. In R.E. Heifer and C.H. Kempe (eds.), 
Child Abuse and Neglect: The Family and the Community. 
Cambridge, Massachusetts: Bailinger, iy/b. 

Johnson, B and Morse, H. Injured children and their parents. 
Children, 15, 147, 1968. 

Jones, E.E. and Davis, K.E. From acts to dispositions: The 
attribution processin person perception. In L. Berkowitz 
(ed.), Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, Vol. 2. New 
York: Academic Press, I9bt>. 

Justice, B. and Duncan, D. Child abuse as a work-related problem. 
Journal of Behavior Technology, Methods, and Therapy, 23, 53, 
i y / / .  



40 

Justice, B. and Justice, R. The Abusing Family. New York: Human 
Science Press, 1976. 

Kempe, C. The battered child syndrome. Journal of the American 
Medical Association, 181, 17, 19ST. 

Kimball, W. A comparison of family interaction in single vs. two-
parent abusive, neglectful, and control families. In T. Field 
(ed.), High Risk Infants and Children. New York: Academic 
press, ~rm: 

Korsch, B. Infant care and punishment. American Journal of Public 
Health, 55, 1880, 1965. 

Kravitz, R.I. and Driscoll, J.M. Expectations for childhood 
development among child-abusing and nonabusing parents. 
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 53, 336, 1983. 

Lahey, B.B., Conger, R.D., Atkeson, B.M. and Treiber, F.A. Parenting 
behavior and emotional status of physically abusive mothers. 
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 52, 1062, 1984. 

Larrance, D.T. and Twentyman, C.T. Maternal attributions and child 
abuse. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 92, 449, 1983. 

Light, R. Abused and neglected children in America: A study of 
alternative policites. Harvard Educational Review, 43, 556-
1973. 

Martin, H (Ed.). The Abused Child: A Multidisciplinary Approach to 
Developmental Issues at Treatment. Cambridge, Massachusetts: 

Bal linger, 1976. 

McNeese, M.C. and Hebeler, J.R. The abused child: A clinical approach 
to identification and management. Clinical Symposia, 29, 2, 
1977. 

I 

Mel nick, B and Hurley, J. Distinctive personality attributes of child-
abusing mothers. Journal of Consulting and Clinical 
Psychology, 33, 746, 1969. 

Milner, J.S. and Wimberley, R.C. An inventory for the identification 
of the child abuser. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 35, 95, 
1979< 

Morris, M.G. and Gould, R.W. Role reversal: A concept in dealing with 
neglected/battered-child syndrome. In V. DeFrancis (ed.), The 
Neglected-Battered Child Syndrome. New York: Child Welfare 
League of America, 1963. 



Newberger, E.H., Reed, R.B., Daniel, J.H., Hyde, J.H. and Kotel chuck, 
M. Pediatric social illness: Toward an etiological 
classificatoins. Pediatrics, 60, 178, 1977. 

Parke, R and Col liner, C. Child abuse: An interdisciplinary analysis. 
In E.M. Hetherington (ed.), Review of Chi 1 d Development, Vol. 
5. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 197b. 

Paulson, M.J., Afifi, A.A., Thomason, M.L. and Chaleff, A. The MMPI: 
A descriptive measure of psychopathology in abusive parents. 
Journal of Clinical Psychology, 30, 387, 1974. 

Pollock, c. and Steele, B. A therapeutic approach to the parents. In 
C. Kempe and R. Heifer (eds.), Helping the Battered Child and 
His Family. Philadelphia: Lippincott, 197Z. 

Reid, J.B., Taplin, P.S. and Lorber, R. A social interactional 
approach to the treatment of abusive families. In R.B. Stuart 
(ed.), Violent Behavior: Social Learning Approaches to 
Prediction. New York: Bruner/Mazel, 1981. 

Rohner, R.P. and Rohner, E.C. A Multivariate Model for the Study of 
Parental Acceptance, Rejection and Child Abuse. Storrs, 
Connecticut: University of Connecticut at Storrs, 1977. 

Rosenberg, M.S. and Reppucci, N.D. Abusive mothers: Perceptions of 
their own and their children's behavior. Journal of Consulting 
and Clinical Psychology, 51, 674, 1983. 

Schneider, C.W., Hoffmeister. J. and Heifer, R.E. A predictive 
screening questionnaire for potential problems in mother-child 
interaction. In R.E. Heifer and C.H. Kempe (eds.) Child Abuse 
and Neglect: The Family and the Community. Cambridge, 
Massachusetts: baI linger, iy/b. 

Schwartz, E. Neighborhood!*sm: A conflict in values. Social Policy, 
9, 8, 1979. 

Shorkey, C.T. Sense of personal worth, self-esteem, and anomia of 
child-abusing mothers and controls. Journal of CIinical 
Psychology, 36, 817, 1980. 

Silverman, F.N. The battered child. Manitoba Medical Review, 45, 473, 
1965. 

Smith, S. and Hanson, R. Interpersonal relationships and child-rearing 
practices in 214 parents of battered children. British Journal 
Psychiatry, 127, 513, 1975. 

Spinetta, J. and Rigler, D. The child abusing parent: A psychological 
review. Psychology Bulletin, 77, 296, 1972. 



42 

Starr, R.H., Jr. Child abuse. American Psychologist, 34, 872, 1979. 

Steele, B.F. Parental abuse of infants and small children. In E.J. 
Anthony and T. Benedek (eds.), Parenthood: Its Psychology and 
Psychopathology. Boston: Little, 1970. 

Steele, B.F. and Pollock, C.B. A psychiatric study of parents who 
abuse infants and small children. In R.E. Heifer and C.H. 
Kempe (eds.), The Battered Child. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1968. 

Steinberg, L.D., Catalano, R. and Dooley, D. Economic antecedents of 
child abuse and neglect. Child Development, 52, 975, 1981. 

Tuteur, W. and Glalzer, J. Further observations on murdering mothers. 
Journal of Forensic Science, 11, 373, 1966. 

Twentyman, C.T. and Plotkin, R.C. Unrealistic expectations of parents 
who maltreat their children: An educational deficit pertain-'ng 
to child development. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 38, 497, 
1982. 

Van Stolk, M. The Battered Child in Canada. Toronto/Montreal: 
McClelland and Stewart Limited, 19/2. 

Walters, D.R. . Physical and Sexual Abuse of Children: Causes and 
Treatment! Indianapolis: Indiana university Press, 1975. 

Webster-Stratton, C. Comparison of abusive and nonabusive families 
with conduct-disordered children. American Journal of 
Orthopsychiatry, 55, 59, 1985. 

Wright, L. The sick-but-slick syndrome. Journal of Clinical 
Psychology, 30, 41, 1974. 

Young, L. Wednesday's Children: A Study of Child Neglect and Abuse. 
New York: McGraw HI 1 1, 1964. 

Young, M. Lonely parents: Observations by public health nurses of 
alienation in child abuse. Research in Education, July 1977, 
ED134894. 

Zimbardo, P.G. and Ruch, F. Psychology and Life (9th Ed.). Glenview, 
Illinois: Scott, Foresman, 19/b. 


