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ABSTRACT .

The p re s e n t  s tu d y  was designed  to  e s ta b l i s h  w hether o r  n o t any 

r e la t io n s h ip  e x is t s  between p e rc e iv e d  p a re n ta l  a t t i tu d e s  and drug u s in g  

b e h av io r among young male a d u l ts .  Three groups o f  20 Ss each—no drug , 

m arihuana, and h ard  drug—were compared based  upon t h e i r  response  to  th e  

F a th e rs  form o f  th e  P a re n t-C h ild  R e la tio n s  Q u e s tio n n a ire . : I t  was found 

th a t  Ss re p o r t in g  h a rd  drug usage p e rc e iv e d  th e i r . f a t h e r s  as l e a s t  p u n i­

t i v e ,  most c a s u a l , l e a s t  demanding, and l e a s t  r e je c t i n g .  S u b jec ts  . 

r e p o r t in g  only m arihuana usage p e rc e iv e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s  as most p u n i t iv e ,  

l e a s t  c a s u a l , most demanding, and most r e je c t i n g .  The no drug group 

c o n s is te n t ly  sco red  betw een th e  two extrem es e s ta b l is h e d  by th e  m arihuana 

and h a rd  drug group. : I t  was concluded th a t  c le a r  ev idence  e x is t s  f o r  a 

r e la t io n s h ip  between p e rc e iv e d  c h i ld  r e a r in g  p r a c t ic e s  and drug u s in g  . 

b e h av io r among young a d u l ts .  "



CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

R esearch in  th e  a re a  o f  drug u s in g  b e h av io r has uncovered a  

number o f  r e la t io n s h ip s  which co n trib u te  to  a more thorough u n d e rs tan d in g  

o f  th e  e tio lo g y  o f  drug dependence and a d d ic t io n . Demogra.phic d a ta  

s tu d y in g  fam ily  s t r u c tu r e ,  age , sex , and r a c i a l  background o f  th e  drug 

u s e r  i s  co n tin u o u sly  b e in g  g a th e red . P sy ch o lo g ica l t e s t i n g  o f  drug 

a d d ic ts  i s  b e in g  conducted on a more r ig o ro u s  and sy s te m a tic  b a s is  in  

o rd e r  to  de term ine  what f a c to r s  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  th e  drug u s e r  from h is  

non-drug u s in g  p e e r s .

A number o f  d e s c r ip t iv e  s tu d ie s  based  upon e x te n s iv e  in v e s t ig a ­

t io n  o f  fam ily  background, p e rso n a l in te rv ie w s  w ith  known a d d ic ts ,  and 

th e  s o c ia l  m ilie u  in  which th e  drug u s e rs  l iv e  have su g g es ted  s e v e ra l  

i n te r e s t in g  r e la t io n s h ip s .  Easton (1965) s ta t e d  t h a t  drug abuse in  

young a d u lts  i s  p receded  by a long h i s t o r i c a l  developm ent o f  b e h a v io ra l ,  

s o c ia l ,  in te r p e r s o n a l ,  and o th e r  p roblem s, . A ccording to  t h i s  re s e a rc h e r  

th e  i n i t i a l  ex p erim en ta tio n  w ith  h e ro in  and o th e r  dangerous drugs i s  a 

s o c ia l  phenomenon o c cu rrin g  th rough  th e  medium o f  f r i e n d s , and cannot be 

d i r e c t ly  a t t r i b u t e d  to  th e  drug " p u sh e r ."  Brown (1963) in  a p r o f i l e  o f  

ju v e n ile  n a rc o t ic s  a d d ic ts  and amphetamine u se rs  c h a ra c te r iz e d  th e se  

in d iv id u a ls  as u n g ra c io u s , demanding, su sp ic io u s -p a ra n o id , f e a r f u l  o f  

sex u a l r e l a t i o n s ,  and b i t t e r l y  d is tu rb e d  by fe e l in g s  o f  r e je c t i o n .  He
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su g g ested  th a t  om nipotence was th e  most common denom inator in  th e  m agical 

th in k in g  which i s  p re v a le n t in  th e se  in d iv id u a ls .

A number o f  s tu d ie s  have been conducted u s in g  more o b je c t iv e  

means o f  a s s e s s in g  th e  a t t i t u d e s  and b e h a v io r  o f  drug a d d ic te d  o r  drug 

dependent in d iv id u a ls . Q u a n tif ia b le  in d ic e s  such as th e  number o f  hours 

th e  p a re n ts  a tte n d e d  to  t h e i r  c h i ld re n ,  th e  number o f  s ib l in g s ,  fam ily  

income, and e d u c a tio n a l le v e ls  were used  in  a study  o f  young male a d d ic ts  

conducted in  S w itze rlan d  (K ieholz and B a tteg ay , 1963). I t  was concluded 

th a t  th e se  in d iv id u a ls  were exposed to  p h y s ic a lly  and em o tio n a lly  ad­

v e rse  c o n d itio n s  in  t h e i r  e a r ly  ch ildhood  as compared to  p e e rs  o f  th e  

same socioeconom ic c la s s  who were n o t drug dependent. In  an o th er s tu d y  

. (K u rtz lu n g , C av io r, and L ip to n , 1966) th e  d if fe re n c e s  betw een th e  human 

f ig u re  drawings o f  male o p ia te  a d d ic ts  and non a d d ic ts  were examined.

I t  was found th a t  more a d d ic ts  drew th e  fem ale f ig u r e  f i r s t  and drew i t  

l a r g e r  than  th e  male f i g u r e . They su g g es ted  m a te rn a l i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

and sex u a l con fusion  as e t io lo g ic a l  f a c to r s  in  th e  male a d d ic ts .

G ilb e r t  and Lombardi (1967) a ls o  conducted com parisons betw een male 

n a rc o t ic s  a d d ic ts  and non a d d ic ts  o f  s im i la r  socioeconom ic background 

u s in g  th e  MMPI. They concluded th a t  th e  a d d ic ts  had f a r  more deep 

se a te d  and w idespread  p a tho logy  than  th e  non a d d ic ts .  O u tstand ing  

among th e  d e v ian t t r a i t s  were p sy ch o p a th ic  te n d e n c ie s , d e p re ss io n , 

ex cessiv e  te n s io n ,  fe e l in g s  o f  in s e c u r i ty ,  fe e lin g s  o f inadequacy , and 

d i f f i c u l t y  in  form ing warm and l a s t in g  in te rp e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s .

The p re s e n t  s tu d y  i s  in ten d ed  to  in v e s t ig a te  some o f  th e  f a c to r s  

which may c o n tr ib u te  to  drug u s in g  b e h a v io r  among young a d u l ts .  I t  i s



a lso  in te n d e d  to  determ ine i f  d if f e re n c e s  e x is t  betw een m arihuana u s e r s ,  

non drug u s e r s ,  and th o se  in d iv id u a ls  a d d ic te d  to  o r dependent upon 

b a r b i tu a r a t e s , amphetamines, o p ia te s ,  o r h a llu c in o g e n s . The v a r ia b le ,  

chosen f o r  s tu d y  was th e  r e la t io n s h ip  o f  young male c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts ' 

a t t i t u d e s  tow ard t h e i r  f a th e r s  and th e se  s tu d e n ts ' drug u s in g  b e h a v io r .

I t  has been p re v io u s ly  shown [Oltman and Friedm an, 1967) t h a t  heavy drug 

u se rs  .show h ig h  le v e ls  o f p a re n ta l  d e p r iv a tio n  in  th e  p e r io d  b e fo re  

t h e i r  n in e te e n th  b ir th d a y s .  Along r e la t e d  l in e s ,  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  i s  

in te n d e d  to  ex tend  th i s  f in d in g  by exam ining r e la t io n s h ip s  between p e r ­

ceived  p a re n ta l  a t t i t u d e s  du rin g  ch ildhood  and drug u s in g  b e h av io r ;

The P a re n t-C h ild  R e la tio n s  q u e s tio n n a ire  (PCR) (Roe and S ie g e l-  

man, 1963) was chosen as th e  means o f a s s e s s in g  p e rc e iv e d  p a re n ta l  

a t t i t u d e s .  The o r ig in a l  q u e s tio n n a ire  was. s im p l i f ie d  by th e  om ission 

o f th e  m iddle c a te g o ry , reducing  th e  f iv e  p o in t  s c a le  to  a fo u r  ca teg o ry  

measure in  o rd e r to  f a c i l l i t a t e  ease  o f s e l f - a d m in is t r a t io n .  The 

o r ig in a l  q u e s tio n n a ire  was n o t m odified  in  any o th e r  way. The q u e s tio n ­

n a ire  was then  ad m in is te red  to  th e  sample p o p u la tio n  and th e  r e s u l t a n t  

answer sh e e ts  were d iv id ed  in to  th re e  groups based  upon re p o r te d  drug 

e x p e r ie n c e s . The sco res  o f  th e se  Ss on th e  te n  su b sc a le s  o f  th e  PCR 

q u e s tio n n a ire  were then  compared in d iv id u a l ly  and by g ro u p s . I t  was 

h y p o th esized  th a t  a d i f f e r in g  p a t te r n  o f  p r o f i l e s  over th e  te n  su b sc a le s  

would be o b ta in ed  fo r  th e  th re e  ex p erim en ta l g roups. T his p a t te r n  sh o u ld  

p ro v id e  ev idence f o r  a more in te g r a te d  c o n c e p tu a liz a tio n  o f  th e  e f f e c t  o f 

c h i ld - r e a r in g  p r a c t ic e s  on drug o r ie n te d  b e h av io r among young male a d u l t s .  

For exam ple, i t  m ight be expected  th a t  f a th e r s  who a re  g e n e ra lly



p e rc e iv e d  as hav ing  been more p e rm iss iv e  would be a s s o c ia te d  w ith  sons 

whose drug r e la te d  b eh av io rs  a re  le s s  r e s t r i c t i v e .  This could  imply a 

continuum o f  drug o r ie n te d  b e h av io r from no drug to  m arihuana usage to  

h a rd  drug u s in g  b e h av io r as a fu n c tio n  o f  th e  p e rm iss iv en ess  o f the  

f a th e r .



CHAPTER 2

v METHOD 

Subjects^

The th re e  ex p erim en ta l groups were composed o f  w h ile  male un d er­

g rad u a te  Ss ran g in g  in  age from e ig h te en  to  tw enty-tw o, a l l  o f  whom were 

e n ro lle d  in  in tro d u c to ry  psychology courses a t  The U n iv e rs ity  o f  A rizona 

Each group co n ta in ed  20 Ss f o r  a t o t a l  N o f  60. The Ss were co n tac te d  

in  t h e i r  psychology cou rses by th e  E who re q u e s te d  v o lu n te e rs  to  f i l l  

ou t h is  q u e s t io n n a ire .

M a te r ia ls

The F a th e rs  form o f  th e  P a re n t-C h ild  R e la tio n s  q u e s tio n n a ire  

was used  to  o b ta in  th e  S s ' r a t in g s  o f  t h e i r  f a th e r s ' b e h a v io r . T his 

q u e s tio n n a ire  i s  composed o f  130 q u e s tio n s  d iv id ed  in to  10 s u b sc a le s , 

fo u r o f  which c o n ta in in g  10 item s each , and s ix  c o n ta in in g  15 item s 

each . The s u b te s t  r e l i a b i l i t y  c o e f f ic ie n ts  range from .687 to  .896 f o r  

th e  F a th e rs  form w ith  the. H arvard sample, t e s t e d  by Roe and SiegeIman 

(1963). D esc rip tio n s  o f  th e  te n  su b sc a le s  a re  as fo llow s (P gs. 558-564)

Demanding (DEM-15 i te m s ) . P a re n ts  in  th i s  group s e t  up 
h igh  s tan d a rd s  o f  accom plishm ent in  p a r t i c u l a r  a re a s ,  m anners, 
s ch o o l, e tc .  They impose s t r i c t  re g u la t io n s  and demand un­
q u estio n ed  obedience to  them, and th ey  do n o t make e x c e p tio n s .
They expec t th e  c h i ld  to  be busy a t  a l l  tim es a t  some u s e fu l 
a c t i v i t y .  They have h igh  p u n it iv e n e s s . They r e s t r i c t  f r ie n d ­
sh ip s  in  accord  w ith  th e se  s ta n d a rd s . They do n o t t r y  to  f in d  
ou t what a c h i ld  i s  th in k in g  o r f e e l in g ,  they  t e l l  him what to  
th in k  o r f e e l .
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R e je c tin g  (REJ-15 ite m s ) . P a ren ts  in  th i s  group fo llow  
th e  more extrem e p a t te r n s  o f  th e  p reced in g  groups h u t t h i s  
becomes r e je c t i n g  when th e  a t t i tu d e  i s  r e je c t i o n  o f  th e  
c h ild is h n e s s  o f  th e  c h i ld . They may a ls o  r e j e c t  him as an 
in d iv id u a l .  They a re  co ld  and h o s t i l e ,  d e ro g a te  him and make 
fun o f him and h is  in ad eq u ac ies  and p ro b lem s. They may f r e ­
q u e n tly  leave  him a lo n e , and o f te n  w i l l  n o t p e rm it o th e r  
c h ild re n  in  th e  house. They have no re g a rd  fo r  th e  c h i ld 's  
p o in t o f  view . The re g u la t io n s  they  e s ta b l i s h  a re  n o t fo r  
th e  sake o f  t r a in in g  th e  c h i ld ,  b u t fo r  p ro te c t in g  th e  p a re n ts  
from h is  in t r u s io n s .

N eg lec tin g  (NEG-15 i te m s ) . These p a re n ts  pay l i t t l e  
a t te n t io n  to  th e  c h i ld ,  g iv in g  him a minimum o f  p h y s ic a l  c a re ,  
and no a f f e c t io n .  They fo rg e t  prom ises made to  him , fo rg e t  
th in g s  f o r  him. They a re  c o ld , b u t a re  n o t d e ro g a to ry  o r  
h o s t i l e .  They leave  him alone b u t do n o t go out o f  t h e i r  way 
to  avo id  him.

Casual (CAS-15 i te m s ) . These p a re n ts  pay more a t te n t io n  
to  th e  c h ild  and a re  m ild ly  a f f e c t io n a te  when th ey  do. They 
w i l l  be re sp o n siv e  to  him when th ey  a re  n o t busy about some­
th in g  e l s e .  They do n o t th in k  about him o r p lan  f o r  him very  
much, b u t tak e  him as p a r t  o f  th e  g e n e ra l s i t u a t io n .  They 
d o n 't  worry much about hirn^ and make l i t t l e  d e f in i t e  e f f o r t  
to  t r a i n  him. They a re  easy  go ing , have few r u l e s , and do n o t 
make much e f f o r t  to  en fo rce  th o se  th ey  do h av e .

Loving (LOV-15 i te m s ) . These p a re n ts  g ive  th e  c h i ld  warm
and lo v in g  a t t e n t io n .  They t r y  to  h e lp  him w ith  p r o je c ts  th a t
a re  im p o rtan t to  him , b u t th ey  a re  h o t i n t r u s i v e . They a re  
more l ik e ly  to  reaso n  w ith  th e  c h ild  th an  to  p un ish  him , b u t 
th e y .w i l l  p un ish  him. They g ive p r a i s e ,  b u t n o t in d is c r im i­
nately. They t r y  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  h e lp  him w ith  problem s in  the  
b e s t  way f o r  him. The c h ild  f e e ls  ab le  to  con fide  in  them and 
to  ask them f o r  h e lp . They in v i te  h is  f r ie n d s  in to  th e  house 
and t r y  to  make th in g s  a t t r a c t i v e  fo r  them. They, encourage i n ­
dependence and a re  w i l l in g  to  l e t  him tak e  a chance in  o rd e r 
to  grow tow ards i t .  D is t in c t io n  betw een lo v in g  and c a su a l 
c a te g o r ie s  can be d i f f i c u l t .  A b a s ic  d if f e re n c e  i s  th e  amount
o f  th o u g h t g iven  to  th e  c h i ld 's  problem s.

P ro te c t in g  (PRO-15 i te m s ) . This ca tego ry  in c lu d e s  p a re n ts  
who gave th e  c h i ld 's  i n t e r e s t s  f i r s t  p r i o r i t y .  They a re  very  
in d u lg e n t, p ro v id e  s p e c ia l  p r iv i l e g e s ,  a re  dem onstrably  a f ­
f e c t io n a te ,  and may be gush ing . They s e le c t  f r ie n d s  c a r e f u l ly ,  
b u t w i l l  r a r e ly  l e t  him v i s i t  o th e r  homes w ith o u t them. They 
p r o te c t  him from o th e r  c h ild re n , from ex p erien ces  in  which he
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may s u f f e r  d isap p o in tm en t, d isco m fo rt, o r in ju r y .  They a re  
h ig h ly  in t r u s iv e  and expec t to  know a l l  about what he i s  th in k ­
in g  and e x p e r ien c in g . They rew ard dependency.

Sym bolic-love Reward (S-L REW-10 i te m s ) . The p a re n ts  
u s in g . th i s  k ind  o f  rew ard p ra is e d  t h e i r  c h ild re n  f o r  approved 
b e h a v io r , gave them s p e c ia l  a t te n t io n  and were a f f e c t io n a te ly  
d em o n stra tiv e .

D ire c t-O b je c t Reward (D-0 REW-10 i te m s ) . These in c lu d e  
ta n g ib le  rew ards as g i f t s  o f  money o r to y s , s p e c ia l  t r i p s ,  o r  
r e l i e f  from ch o res.

Symbolic-Love Punishm ent (S-L PUN-10 ite m s ) . Such p u n ish ­
ments in c lu d e  shaming th e  c h ild  b e fo re  o th e r s , i s o l a t i n g  him 
and w ithdraw ing lo v e .

D ire c t-O b je c t Punishment (D-0 PUN-10 ite m s ) . These i n ­
clude p h y s ic a l pun ishm ent, ta k in g  away p la y th in g s , red u c in g  
a llow ance, denying prom ised t r i p s ,  and so  on.

In  a d d itio n  to  a mimeographed copy o f  th e  PGR q u e s tio n n a ire  

each S_was given a m u ltip le  cho ice answer sh e e t designed  f o r  d i r e c t  

computer s c o r in g . An in s t r u c t io n  sh e e t was a ls o  su p p lie d  to  th e  Ss.
i .

The seven page q u e s tio n n a ire  was s ta p le d  to g e th e r  w ith  th e  in s t r u c t io n  

and answer sh e e ts  a tta c h e d  to  th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  w ith  a p a p e r c l ip  to  

f a c i l i t a t e  t h e i r  easy  rem oval. Number 2 le ad  p e n c ils  were g iven to  a l l

P rocedure

Each S_was g iven  th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  along w ith  th e  a tta c h e d  i n ­

s t r u c t io n  and answer s h e e ts .  The w r i t t e n  in s t r u c t io n s  re q u e s te d  th a t  

th e  Ss p la c e  a l l  answers d i r e c t ly  on th e  m u ltip le  cho ice  answer s h e e t 

u s in g  th e  p e n c ils  su p p lie d . They were f u r th e r  in s t r u c te d  to  supply  only  

t h e i r  age , le v e l  o f e d u c a tio n , and s p e c i f ic  drug e x p e r ie n c e , i f  any. I t
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was su sp ec ted  th a t  d e ta i le d  q u e s tio n in g  o f  th e  Ss would reduce th e  

number who a c c u ra te ly  re p o r te d  t h e i r  drug ex p e rien ce . T h e re fo re ," th e  

in s t r u c t io n s  were designed  to  m inim ize f e a r  o f  exposure f o r  b e in g  h o n es t 

about r e v e a lin g  drug u sage . No names were re q u e s te d  and demographic 

in fo rm a tio n  was k ep t a t  a minimum in  o rd e r  to  reduce th e  f e a r  o f  i d e n t i ­

f i c a t io n  o r le g a l  a c tio n  a g a in s t  re p o r te d  drug u s e r s .  These p re c a u tio n s  

were taken  to  reduce th e  number o f  f a l s e  p o s i t iv e s  and n e g a tiv e s  in  th e  

sample g roup. The f i r s t  tw enty answer sh e e ts  c o l le c te d  th a t  s a t i s f i e d  

th e  c r i t e r i a  fo r  each o f  th e  th re e  c a te g o r ie s  o f  no d rug , m arihuana o n ly , 

and h a rd  drug ex p erien ce  were used  fo r  th e  exp erim en ta l g ro u p s . The 

c r i t e r i a  f o r  membership in  each o f  th e  th re e  groups were as fo llo w s:

NO DRUG: hav ing  n ev er used  o r experim ented  w ith  m arihuana,

amphetamines o th e r  than  under a d o c to r 's  p r e s c r ip t io n  ( i . e . , w eight 

r e d u c t io n ) ; hav ing  n ev er used  o r experim ented  w ith  b a r b i tu r a te s  o r o th e r  

n a rc o t ic s  o r any h a llu c in o g e n ic  drugs such as LSD, STP, o r m e s c a lin e .: 

MARIHUANA: hav ing  used o r experim ented  w ith  m arihuana and on ly

m arihuana, excluded  from t h i s  group a re  any Ss hav ing  u sed  o r  e x p e r i­

mented w ith  any b a r b i tu r a te s ,  h a llu c in o g e n s , am phetam ines, o r o p ia te s .

HARD DRUG: hav ing  used  o r experim ented  w ith  amphetamines

(S sp eed "), secono l ( " r e d s " ) ,  h e ro in , m orphine, o r o th e r  o p ia te s ,  h a l ­

luc inogens (LSD, STP, m esca line) o r any o th e r  n a rc o t ic s  o r  h a l lu c in o ­

gen ic  d ru g s .

Those Ss re p o r t in g  th e  u se  o f  hasheesh  a ls o  re p o r te d  usage o f 

o th e r  drugs p la c in g  them c le a r ly  in  th e  h a rd  drug c a te g o ry . The 60 

answer sh e e ts  were d iv id e d  in to  th re e  groups based  upon s e l f  re p o r te d  

drug ex p e rien ce . Each o f  th e  answer sh e e ts  was then  com puter sco red .



.CHAPTER 3

RESULTS

In sp e c tio n  of th e  th re e  p r o f i l e s  p re se n te d  in  F ig u re  1 re v e a ls  

c o n s is te n t  d if f e re n c e s  betw een th e  th re e  groups as a fu n c tio n  o f sub~ 

s c a le s .  I t  w i l l  be n o te d , th a t  th e  non drug group was c o n s is te n t ly  

betw een th e  p r o f i l e s  o f th e  h a rd  drug and m arihuana groups whenever 

s iz e a b le  betw een group d if fe re n c e s  were found. The m arihuana group 

and h a rd  drug group a l te r n a te d  ac ro ss  th e  te n  su b sc a le s  in  c o n tr ib u tin g  

th e  h ig h e s t  s c o re s . In sp e c tio n  o f  th e  s e p a ra te  p r o f i l e s  o f  Ss w ith in  

each, o f th e  th re e  groups re v e a le d  th a t  th e  mean p r o f i l e s  were r e p re s e n t­

a t iv e  o f  in d iv id u a l  p e rfo rm an ces .

S ep a ra te  one-way an aly ses  o f v a r ia n c e  were a p p lie d  f o r  each o f 

th e  te n  su b sc a le s . The r e s u l t s ,  summarized in  Table 1, confirm ed th e  

betw een group d if fe re n c e s  which were ap p aren t in  th e  p r o f i l e s  p re se n te d  

in  F igure  1. S ig n i f ic a n t  d if f e re n c e s  between groups were found fo r  f iv e  

o f  the  te n  su b sc a le s  (PUN-S-L,REJ,CAS,DEM,PUN-D-0).

In  a d d it io n . F igure  1 re v e a ls  th a t  the  groups responded 

d i f f e r e n t i a l l y  over th e  te n  s u b s c a le s . This o b se rv a tio n  i s  supported  

by th e  p a t te r n  o f  d if f e re n c e s  found in  th e  te n  su b sc a le  a n a ly s e s . For 

exam ple, th e re  were s ig n i f i c a n t  d if f e re n c e s  between groups on th e  PUN-S-L 

s c a le  which were e x a c tly  re v e rse d  on th e  CAS s c a le ,  in d ic a t in g  th a t  th e  

groups d i f f e r e d  in  t h e i r  su b sc a le  p r o f i l e s .  I t  must be n o ted  th a t  two

■■ ' ’ ■ f  :- 9 ; :



SUBSCALE:
REW.S-L DEM PUN.D-0 LOVCAS NEC REW.D-0PRO PUN.S-L REJ

54

48

42

36

30

24

M arihuana group 

Hard drug group 

No drug group

Figure 1. P ro files  o f Average Scores for the Experimental Groups on the Ten Subscales



Table 1. Summary o f  A nalyses o f  V ariance fo r  Subscales

ii

SOURCE d f Ss_ MS F £  , SUBSCALE

Among . 2 , 21.23 10.62 .24 n . s .  * PRO
W ithin 57 2 ,536 .95 44.51
TOTAL 59 2,558 .18

Among 2 152.03 76.02 3.34 <.05 PUN S-L
W ithin 57 1,297.90 22.77
TOTAL 59 1,449 .93

Among 2 650.23 325.12 4.84 <.025 REJ •
W ithin 57 3 ,826 .70 67.14  .
TOTAL 59 4 ,476 .93

Among 2 455.63 227.82 3.70 <.05 CAS
W ithin 57 3,509 .10 61.56
TOTAL 59 3 ,964 .73

Among 2 127.90 63.95 1.74 n . s .* REW S-L
W ithin 57 2 ,096 .70 36.78
TOTAL 59 2 ,224 .60

Among 2 648.53 324.27 4.64 <.025 DEM
W ithin 57 3,986 .45 69.64
TOTAL 59 4 ,634 .98

Among 2 442.30 221.15 6.52 <.01 PUN D-0
W ithin 57 1,934.55 33.94
TOTAL 59 2 ,376 .85

Among 2 520.00 260.00 2.84 n . s . . LOV
W ithin 57 5 ,219 .00 91 .56
TOTAL 59 5,739 .00

Among 2 145.23 . 72.62 ' 1.32 n . s . NEC
W ithin 57 3,130 .70 54.92
TOTAL 59 3,275 .93

Among 2 69.10 34.55 1.07 n . s . REW D-0
W ithin 57 1,836.55
TOTAL 59

*Not s ig n i f i c a n t .
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o f th e  te n  su b sc a le s  c o n ta in  only 10 item s each , w h ile  th e  rem ainder 

c o n s is t  o f  15 item s p e r  s u b sc a le . This p rec lu d es  d i r e c t  com parisons 

a c r o s s  su b sc a le s  f o r  th e  ex p erim en ta l g roups. However, in s p e c tio n  in  

F igure  1 o f the  r e l a t io n  betw een th e se  groups combined w ith  th e  observed  

p a t te r n  o f r e s u l t s  in  th e  one way an a ly se s  c le a r ly  in d ic a te d  th a t  th e re  

a re  s y s te m a tic  su b sca le  d if f e r e n c e s .



CHAPTER .4

DISCUSSION

I t  has been e s ta b l is h e d  in  t h i s  experim ent t h a t  d if f e re n c e s  do, 

in  f a c t , e x i s t  between the. th re e  g roups. The p r o f i l e s  in  F igu re  1 

c le a r ly  d i f f e r  from one an o th e r in d ic a t in g  th a t  th e  non drug u s e r s , 

m arihuana u s e r s ,  and h a rd  drug u se rs  responded d i f f e r e n t ly  to  th e  

q u e s t io n n a ir e . I t  i s  r e a d i ly  ap p aren t t h a t  th e  continuum h y p o th e sis  

in  which non drug u se rs  and h ard  drug u se rs  would sco re  a t  th e  extrem es 

o f  th e  su b sc a le s  w ith  th e  m arihuana u se rs  sco r in g  in  between i s  

re fu te d  by th e  d a ta . The m arihuana and h a rd  drug groups were in v a r i ­

ab ly  a t  o p p o s ite  extrem es in  t h e i r  p a re n ta l  assessm ent w ith  th e  non 

drug u se rs  f a l l i n g  betw een th e se  ex trem es. No p ro g re s s io n  from no 

drugs to  m arihuana to  h a rd  drugs i s  even rem ote ly  su g g es ted  by th e  

d a ta .

The p r o f i l e  o f  th e  m arihuana groups i s  d i s t i n c t iv e  in  a number 

o f  a re as  o f  p a re n ta l  assessm en t. This group p e rc e iv e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s  as 

n o tic e a b ly  more p u n it iv e  bo th  on th e  d i r e c t - o b je c t  and sym bo lic -love  

su b sc a le s . T h e ir f a th e r s  were a lso  see n  as th e  most demanding and r e ­

je c t in g  o f  th e  th re e  g roups. T h e ir r e la t io n s h ip  to  t h e i r  f a th e r s  was 

a lso  th e  l e a s t  casu a l o f  th e  th re e  ex p erim en ta l g ro u p s. In  term s o f  

th e  d e f in i t io n s  o f  th e  su b sc a le s  developed by Roe-Siegelm an th i s  would 

be in te r p r e te d  to  mean th a t  th e se  f a t h e r s ; su b je c te d  t h e i r  sons to  more

" ' :



p h y s ic a l b e a t in g s ,  rem oval o f  toys f o r  m isb eh av io r, ta k in g  away o f 

p r iv i l e g e s ,  sham ing, i s o l a t i o n ,  and th e  w ithdraw al o f  love than  e i t h e r  

th e  non drug g ro u p .o r th e  h a rd  drug group. The low est sc o re  o f  th e  

th re e  groups was o b ta in ed  by th e  m arihuana group on th e  casu a l s u b sc a le , 

su g g es tin g  th a t  th e se  f a th e r s  were th e  l e a s t  a f f e c t io n a te ,  made th e  most 

d e f in i te  e f f o r t  o f a l l  o f  th e  f a th e r s  to  t r a i n  th e  so n , were no t easy  

go ing , made many r u l e s ,  and s t r i c t l y  en fo rced  those  they  d id  make.

These f a th e r s  were seen  as th e  most demanding o f  th e  th re e  g roups. In  

a d d itio n  they  were c a te g o r iz e d  as most r e j e c t i n g ,  a t r a i t  which Roe and 

Siegelm an d e sc r ib e  as an extrem e form o f  th e  demanding s u b sc a le . Thus 

th e  PGR p r o f i l e  su g g es ts  an o v e ra l l  p ic tu r e  o f  th e  f a th e r s  o f the  

m arihuana u se rs  as b e in g  p e rc e iv e d  as hav ing  been very  s t r i c t ,  p u n i t iv e ,  

demanding, and r e je c t i n g .

In  c o n tra s t  to  th e  m arihuana g ro u p ’s p r o f i l e  th e  h a rd  drug p ro ­

f i l e  p re s e n ts  a m arkedly d i f f e r e n t  p ic tu r e  o f  th e  f a th e r .  These f a th e r s  

were th e  l e a s t  p u n it iv e  o f a l l  o f th e  groups in  b o th  th e  d i r e c t  p h y s ic a l  

sen se  and th e  sy m bo lic -love  o r ie n ta t io n .  Furtherm ore , th ey  were th e  

l e a s t  demanding and p u n it iv e  o f  a l l  o f  th e  exp erim en ta l g roups. The . 

r e la t io n s h ip  w ith  th e  f a th e r s  in  th e  h a rd  drug group was seen  as th e  

most c asu a l o f a l l .  Thus th ese  f a th e r s  were th e  most easy  g o ing , only 

m idly a f f e c t io n a te ,  made th e  few est r u l e s ,  and made th e  l e a s t  e f f o r t  to  

en fo rce  what ru le s  they  d id  make. The PGR p r o f i l e  o f  th e se  fa th e r s  

su g g es ts  t h a t  th e  p a re n ts  o f th e  h a rd  drug Ss took th e  l e a s t  i n t e r e s t  

in  t h e i r  sons and s e t  th e  few est l im i ts  on t h e i r  b e h a v io r . Of a l l  o f  

th e  f a th e r s  th e se  were ap p a ren tly  p e rc e iv e d  as the  l e a s t  i n t e r e s t e d  in  

t h e i r  so n s .
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The non drug u s e r s  p re se n te d  a p r o f i l e  c h a ra c te r iz e d  as more 

m oderate than  e i t h e r  the  h a rs h ly  p u n i t iv e  and demanding f a th e r s  o f  

m arihuana u se rs  o r th e  a p a th e t ic  f a th e r s  o f th e  h a rd  drug group. The 

m iddle ground i s  covered alm ost com pletely  by th i s  group. The fa th e r s  

were seen  as le s s  p u n it iv e  th an  th e  m arihauna group and more p u n it iv e  

than  th e  h a rd  drug group. T h e ir  r e la t io n s h ip  w ith, f a th e r  was le s s  

form al and demanding than  the  m arihuana group b u t more so  th an  th e  h a rd  

drug group. These f a th e r s  were p e rc e iv e d  as s e t t i n g  few er l im its  on 

t h e i r  sons * b e h av io r th an  th e  m arihuana group b u t more l im i ts  than  th e  

r e l a t i v e l y  i n d i f f e r e n t  h a rd  drug group.

A number of the  s tu d ie s  m entioned in  th i s  p ap er would su g g es t 

ex p lan a tio n s  f o r  th e  d i f f e r e n t  p r o f i l e s  which c h a ra c te r iz e  th e  th re e  

g roups. The long h i s to r y  o f  b e h a v io ra l and s o c ia l  problem s re p o r te d  by 

Easton (1965) as a f a c to r  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  drug abuse i s  su g g es ted  in  

th is  s tu d y  by th e  p e rc e iv e d  lack  o f concern from th e  f a th e r  f o r  th e  s o n s ’ 

b e h av io r in  th e  h a rd  drug group and th e  absence o f any l im i t  s e t t i n g .  

T ra n s la te d  in to  b e h a v io r , t h i s  i s  in  keep ing  w ith  th e  h ig h ly  i l l e g a l  and 

p h y s ic a l ly  d e le te r io u s  drug abuse o f  th e  so n s. The ap p aren t absence o f  

any in tim a te  r e la t io n s  w ith  th e  f a th e r  would su p p o rt E a s to n 's  c o n c lu s io n s .

The adverse  ch ildhood  c o n d itio n s  su g g ested  by K ieholz and 

B attegay  (1963) as a f a c to r  i n  drug abuse i s  su p p o rted  by th e  p re s e n t 

s tu d y . I t  i s  ap p aren t from th e  p r o f i l e s  th a t  the  f a th e r s  o f  th e  h a rd  

drug Ss were seen  as th e  l e a s t  concerned about t h e i r  sons r e f l e c t in g  a 

p a s s iv e ,  i n d i f f e r e n t  a t t i t u d e .  The p u n itiv e n e ss  and h ig h  le v e l  o f  

demands which c h a ra c te r iz e  th e  m arihuana group was perhaps p e rc e iv e d  by
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th e  sons as a n e g a tiv e  ex p re ss io n  o f  concern , b u t i t  was n o n th e le ss  a 

form o f i n t e r e s t  m arkedly ab sen t in  th e  p r o f i l e  o f  th e  h a rd  drug group. 

The f a th e r s  o f  h a rd  drug u se rs  were n o t in te r e s t e d  enough in  t h e i r  sons 

to  p un ish  them o r s e t  any l i m i t s . ;

The id e n t i f i c a t i o n  h y p o th e sis  su g g ested  by th e  re se a rc h  o f 

K urtz lung , C av io r, and L ip ton  (1966) a lso  re c e iv e d  su p p o rt from th e  

r e s u l t s  o f th i s  s tu d y . I t  i s  p o s s ib le  to  i n t e r p r e t  th e  b e h av io r o f th e  

h a rd  drug u se rs  as an in d ic a t io n  o f  a profound  lack  o f  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

w ith  an a d u lt  male a u th o r i ty  f ig u r e .  Again th e  absence o f  p a re n ta l  

concern c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th i s  group i s  a c e n tr a l  f a c to r .  The sex u a l 

confusion  su g g es ted  by th e  human f ig u re  drawings used  in  t h e i r  re se a rc h  

could be a t t r ib u te d  to  t h i s  lack  o f  a concerned f a th e r  f ig u r e  w ith  whom 

th e  son could  r e a d i ly  id e n t i f y .  The p e rc e iv e d  p a ss iv e  in d if fe r e n c e  o f  

the  p a re n t could  be a c o n tr ib u tin g  f a c to r  to  th i s  lack  o f  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

w ith  th e  m asculine r o le .

The i n a b i l i t y  to  form warm m eaningful r e la t io n s h ip s  w ith  o th e rs  

su g g ested  by the  MMPI s tu d y  o f G ilb e r t  and Lombardi (1967) would a lso  

be c o n s is te n t  w ith  th e  f in d in g s  o f t h i s  experim en t. The c ru c ia l  f a th e r -  

son r e la t io n s h ip  i s  a p p a ren tly  ab sen t to  th e  g r e a te s t  degree in  th e  h a rd  

drug group. The lack  o f  p a re n ta l  concern in  th e  h a rd  drug group would 

su g g es t the  e a r ly  f a i l u r e  o f th e se  in d iv id u a ls  to  form a c lo se  rew ard­

in g  r e la t io n s h ip  w ith  an o th er human b e in g .

The above r e la t io n s h ip s  su g g es t a c e n tr a l  u n ify in g  s e t  o f 

f a c to r s  which would h e lp  to  c l a r i f y  th e  meaning o f  th e  d if fe re n c e s  

betw een th e  p r o f i l e s  o f the. th re e  ex p erim en ta l g roups. This s e t  o f
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f a c to r s  could  be la b e le d  a t t e n t io n ,  concern , th e  investm en t o f  th e  

f a t h e r ’s tim e in  th e  so n , o r  th e  amount o f  energy expended by th e  f a th e r  

on th e  s o n ’s b e h a lf .  In  keep ing  w ith  th i s  th e o r e t ic a l  o r ie n ta t io n  the  

more demanding, p u n it iv e  f a th e r s  of m arihuana u se rs  would n o t i n s t i l l  

f e e l in g s  o f accep tance  and w orth in  t h e i r  sons by th i s  b e h a v io r , b u t 

they  were a t  l e a s t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  concerned to  demand from him and pun ish  

him fo r  m isb eh av io r. The l e a s t  demanding and p u n it iv e  f a th e r s ,  th o se  

o f  th e  h a rd  drug group, were seen  as th e  l e a s t  concern f o r  t h e i r  so n s . 

They f a i l e d  to  a ttem p t to  re g u la te  t h e i r  s o n s ’ b e h a v io r . The so n s ' 

drug u s in g  could  r e f l e c t  th i s  lack  o f s e l f  re g a rd  and th e  poor a b i l i t y  

to  s e t  l im i ts  on o n e 's  own b e h av io r .

I t  i s  in t e r e s t in g  to  n o te  t h a t  th e  o r ig in a l  no rm ative  d a ta  

developed in  the  H arvard sample (Roe arid,SiegeIm an, 1963), w h ile  n o t 

d i r e c t ly  comparable to  the  p re s e n t s tu d y  due to  th e  use o f  a 5 p o in t  

s c a le  in  c o n tr a s t  to  a 4 p o in t  m easure, can be compared in 'te rm s  o f th e  

rank o rd e r  o f th e  10 su b sc a le s . The most obvious d if f e r e n c e  in  rank ings 

betw een th e  o r ig in a l  H arvard group and th e  th re e  ex p erim en ta l groups o f  

th e  p re s e n t s tu d y  was found on th e  LOVING su b sca le  which re c e iv e d  th e  

number one ran k in g  in  th e  H arvard sample b u t was ranked e ig h th  by the  

m arihuana g roup , f i f t h  by th e  h a rd  drug g roup , and s ix th  by th e  no drug 

group.

A number o f  ex p lan a tio n s  e x i s t  to  account f o r  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  

e n t i r e  sample p o p u la tio n  p e rc e iv e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s  as ran k in g  lower on 

th e  LOVING ca teg o ry  th an  th e  o r ig in a l  1963 H arvard sam ple. I t  i s  p o s s i ­

b le  t h a t  th e  lower ran k in g s  o f  th e  LOVING ca teg o ry  by a l l  ex p erim en ta l



groups in  th e  p re s e n t s tu d y  i s  a t t r i b u t a b l e  to  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  s tu d e n t 

p o p u la tio n  o f The U n iv e rs ity  o f  A rizona. These s tu d e n ts  may r e f l e c t  a 

p a re n ta l  u p b rin g in g  d i f f e r e n t  from th e  o r ig in a l .  H arvard U n iv e rs ity  

sam ple. Such f a c to r s  as th e  h ig h e r  socio-econom ic s ta n d a rd s  o f  th e  : 

H arvard sam ples p a r e n ts ,  h ig h e r  s tan d a rd s  o f academic achievem ent, and 

g r e a te r  v a lu e  p laced  on in d iv id u a l  achievem ent may d is t in g u is h  th e  

H arvard p o p u la tio n  from The U n iv e rs ity  o f  A rizona p o p u la tio n . These, and 

many o th e r  f a c to r s  may combine to  in f lu e n c e  p e rc e iv e d  p a r e n ta l  a t t i t u d e s  

in  a manner r e f l e c te d  in  .a low ering  o f  LOVING sco re s  f o r  th e  p re s e n t , 

sample g ro u p s . -

A nother p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  th a t  th e  p r io r  knowledge t h a t  th e  p re s e n t  

s tu d y  d e a l t  w ith  drug u s in g  b eh av io r a t t r a c t e d  a group o f  v o lu n te e rs  who 

p e rc e iv e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s  as le s s  lov ing  th an  th e  H arvard sample who were 

n o t be in g  q u estio n ed  re g a rd in g  t h e i r  drug e x p e rien c e s . I t  would be 

a d v isa b le  in  th e  fu tu re  to  re q u e s t s u b je c ts  to  id e n t i f y  t h e i r  drug ■

ex p erien ces  a f t e r  com pletion  o f  th e  q u e s t io n n a ire .

Yet an o th e r e x p lan a tio n  fo r  th e  lower ran k in g  g iven  th e  LOVING 

ca teg o ry  in  th e  p re s e n t s tu d y  i s  th e  e f f e c t  o f th e  changes in  American 

s o c ie ty  which have tak en  p la c e  in  th e  e ig h t  y ears  s e p a ra t in g  th e  H arvard 

sample from th e  p re s e n t  sample g roups. I t  i s  p o s s ib le  t h a t  d u rin g  t h i s  

p e rio d  th e  c o lle g e  s tu d e n t p o p u la tio n  as a whole has become in c re a s in g ly  

d is i l lu s io n e d  w ith  th e  o ld e r  g e n e ra tio n  due to  th e  upsurge in  fo re ig n  : . 

and dom estic  s t r i f e  and th e  movement tow ard mass s tu d e n t p r o te s t .  T his 

may e f f e c t  p e rc e iv e d  p a re n ta l  a t t i tu d e s  by n e g a tiv e ly  b ia s in g  th e  p re ­

s e n t s u b je c ts  on th e  LOVING c a te g o ry .
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While th i s  s tu d y  does n o t in te n d  to  i l l u s t r a t e  d i r e c t  c au sa tio n

betw een p e rc e iv e d  p a re n ta l  a t t i t u d e s  and drug using, b e h a v io r , i t  i s

in te r e s t in g  to  n o te  th a t  th e  20 Ss who re p o r te d  th e  use  o f  o p ia te s ,

b a r b i t u r a t e s , am phetam ines, and h a llu c in o g en s  d e sc rib e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s

as b e in g  in  many re s p e c ts  le s s  concerned about t h e i r  e x is te n c e  th an

e i th e r  the  m arihauna u se rs  who d e sc r ib e d  t h e i r  f a th e r s  as th e  most.

p u n it iv e  and demanding, o r th e  non drug u se rs  who: remembered th e i r

fa th e r s  as b e in g  more m oderate in  h is  a t t i t u d e s .  : I t  i s  ap p aren t th a t

the  p e rc e iv e d  p a re n ta l  a t t i tu d e s  in  e a r ly  l i f e  do have some r e l a t i o n -  -

sh ip  to  drug u s in g  b e h av io r among young a d u lt  m a les . F u r th e r  re se a rc h

is  c le a r ly  in d ic a te d  in  th i s  a re a  w ith  th e  goal o f more c le a r ly

d e l in e a t in g  th e  e t io lo g ic a l  f a c to r s  which c o n tr ib u te  to  drug abuse.

X
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SUBSCALE:
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Figure 2. Individual Raw Scores and P ro file  o f Mean Scores for Marihuana Group



SUBSCALE:
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Figure 3. Individual Raw Scores and P ro file  o f Mean Scores for Hard Drug Group
hUK>



SUBSCALE:
CAS REW.S-L DEM PUN.D-0PRO PUN.S-L REJ UOV NEC REW.D-0

60

50

40

30

20

Figure 4. Individual R̂ w Scores and P rofile  o f Mean Scores for No Drug Group
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