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Spouse as Mediator and Moderator of the Disruptive Influence of Economic Strain on Parenting.
CHILD DEVELOPMENT, 1992, 63, 12821301, A model is presented regarding associations between
economic strain, support from spouse, and quality of parenting. The model was tested using a
sample of 451 2-parent families, each of which included a seventh grader (age 12—-13). Parent
and adolescent reports, as well as observational ratings, were used as indicators of constructs.
Analysis using structural equation modeling procedures indicated that level of spouse support
was positively relzted to supportive parenting, whereas economic strain operated to undermine
parental involvement. As posited, economic strain produced its effect through a direct relation
with parenting and indirectly through its association with spouse support. These findings held
for mothers and fathers, regardiess of the gender of the child. Spouse support moderated the
impact of econumic strain on supportive parenting for mothers but not fathers. Possible explana-
tions for this gender difference are presented.

Although a profusion of studies have
documented the impact of parenting prac-
tices on child psychosocial development
{Maccoby & Martin, 1983), it has only been
within the past few vears that researchers
have begun to devote significant attention
to the causes of variations in parenting. In
constructing models of the determinants of
parenting, investigators have tended to
build on concepts and assumptions from ei-
ther the ecological framework (e.g., Belsky,
1980, 1984) or social learning/exchange
theory {e.g., Simons, Whitbeck, Conger, &
Melby, 1990). Regardless of the theoretical
perspective employed, however, models of
parenting emphasize the effect of contextual
factors on parental behavior. Thus, in addi-
tion to the personal characteristics of the par-
ent and child, events external to their rela-
tionship are seen as influencing the parent’s
behavior toward the child. The present
study investigates the impact of two contex-
tual factors—economic strain and spouse
support, More specifically, the study exam-
ines the extent to which support from the
marital partner mediates and moderates the
effect of economic strain on parenting.

There is strong evidence indicating that
econornic strain exerts a disruptive influence
on parenting. Studies using data collected
during the Great Depression have reported
a relation between income loss and the ten-
dency for fathers to be less nurturant and
more arbitrary and punitive in their parent-
ing (Elder, 1974; Elder, Liker, & Cross,
1984; Elder, Van Nguyen, & Caspi, 1985).
A recent study using a more contemporary
sample found this association to hold for
both mothers and fathers (Lempers, Clark-
Lempers, & Simons, 1989). Several surveys
concerned with abusive parenting have also
reported an inverse relation between family
income and parents’ use of harsh discipline
{Gelles, 1578; Gelles & Hargreaves, 1981;
Gil, 1970; Parke & Collmer, 1973; Straus,
Gelles, & Steinmetz, 1980),

This relation between economic strain
and disrupted parenting is to be expected
given recent findings from studies of the
consequences of aversive events. Evidence
from both laboratory and survey research in-
dicates that unpleasant occurrences promote
hostility, negative thoughts and memories,
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psychomotor tension, and a tendency to be-
have aggressively toward others (Berkowitz,
1989). Thus, in general, the frustration pro-
duced by economic hardship should foster
an irritable, aggressive psychological state
that operates to decrease warmth and in-
crease hostility displaved toward others, in-
cluding one’s children. Consistent with this
contention, two recent studies found that the
effect of economic strain on parenting was
mediated by parents’ level of emotional dis-
tress and perceptions of the child as trouble-
some and difficult (Conger, McCarty, Yang,
Lahey, & Kropp, 1984; Simons et al., 1990).

Whereas economic strain is thought to
disrupt parenting, social support is usually
assumed to be a coping resource that serves
to foster competent parenting. Belsky (1981,
1984; Belsky & Vondra, 1989) has argued
that although friends, relatives, and neigh-
-bors may operate as a secondary support net-
work, the principal support system for par-
ents is their spouse. Individuals typically
invest much time and emotional energy in
their marriage compared to other relation-
ships. When the marital relationship is posi-
tive, the spouse is a source of advice, as-
sistance, and emotional support. Such a
relationship should foster psychological
well-being and increase the probability of
supportive parenting. A tense, conflictual re-
lationship, on the other hand, would be ex-
pected to function as an aversive event, serv-
ing to increase hostility and poor parenting.

Consistent with this view, a variety of
studies have reported a positive association
between quality of the marital relationship
and guality of parenting (Belsky, Gilstrap, &
Rovine, 1884; Easterbrooks & Emde, 1988;
Engfer, 1988; Feldman, Nash, & Aschen-
brenner, 1983; Mever, 1988; Pederson,
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1982). This relation has been shown to hold
for both mothers and fathers, in various
countries, and for parents of infants, tod-
dlers, and preschoolers (Belsky, 1890). A re-
cent study by Cox, Owen, Lewis, and Hen-
derson (1989) reported that the influence of
marital quality on parenting remains after
controlling for the effects of parents’ psycho-
logical characteristics. Studies that have ex-
amined the relative importance of marital
versus other kinds of support consistently
find that quality of the marital relationship
is a stronger predictor of parenting than so-
cial network support (Crnic, Greenberg,
Ragozin, Robinson, & Basham, 1083;

Friedrich, 1979; Wandersman & Unger,
1983).

While these studies suggest that parent-
ing behavior is influenced by the quality of
the marital relationship, past research indi-
cates that economic strain often creates mari-
tal tensions (Conger et al., 1990; Liker & El-
der, 1983). As noted earlier, aversive events
such as financial hardship tend to foster irri-
table, aggressive behavior. Thus, as a conse-
quence of economic strain, individuals are
likely to display hostile behavior toward
both their spouse and children. This sug-
gests that in addition to any direct effect,
economic hardship may influence parenting
indirectly through its deleterious impact on
marital interaction.

Simons et al.

This pattern of effects is illustrated in
Figure 1. The figure indicates that economic
hardship (e.g., income, ratioc of debts to
assets, employment instability) increases the
probability of perceived economic strain
(i.e., the perception that the family does not
have enough money to buy necessities and
pay bills). Economic strain, in turn, is de-
picted as influencing parenting both direct]y
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(path A) and indirectly through its negative
impact on the marital relationship (paths B
and C). The model indicates that it is only
through its impact on perceptions of eco-
nomic strain that economic circumstances
and events operate to disrupt spouse support
and quality of parenting. Stated differently,
the model suggests that economic conditions
‘interrupt the marital relationship and paren-
tal behavior to the extent that spouses expe-
rience the distress of perceiving that family
respurces are not adequate to maintain an
expected or desired standard of living (see
Kessler, Turner, Blake, & House, 1988, for a
discussion of the importance of perceptions
of economic strain as a mediator between
economic circumstances and emotional dis-
tress).

Figure 1 portrays the manner in which
spouse support is assumed to medicte the
impact of economic difficulties on parental
- behavior. In addition to this mediating func-
tion, support from a spouse might be ex-
pected to moderate the relation between
economic strain and parenting. Recently,
Belsky and Vondra (1989) have argned that
a strong marital relationship might serve as
a coping resource that reduces the damaging
influence of life stress on parenting. Sup-
portive spouses are likely to provide high
levels of encouragement, advice, and assis-
tance when they perceive their mate to be
under intense stress. This warmth and un-
derstanding might be expected to buffer the
individual’s parenting against the disruptive
threat posed by economic hardship. Conse-
quently, economic strain would have less of
an effect on the emotional well-being and
parenting practices of persons high com-
pared to those low on spouse support.

Although several studies have investi-
gated the association between quality of the
marital relationship and parental behavior,
little consideration has been given to the
possibility that spouse support may serve to
moderate the disruptive influence of stres-
sors such as economic strain. An exception
is a study by Elder et al. {1984) that found
that income loss had a less detrimental im-
pact on the parenting of fathers when they
had a positive relationship with their wife.
This study, which utilized data collected
during the Great Depression, indicates that
support from a spouse may serve to buffer an
individual’s parenting against the disruptive
influence of economic strain.

The present study uses structural equa-
tion modeling (SEM) to test for the mediat-

ing function of marital support posited in
Figure 1. The moderating influence of mari-
tal support is then examined by comparing
the association between economic strain and
quality of parenting for parents high versus
low on spouse support. If a buffering effect
exists, the impact of economic strain on par-
enting should be significantly lower for par-
ents high on spouse support.

Level of involved, supportive parenting
is the dimension of parenting used as an out-
come in the analysis. Rutter (1983a, 1985b)
has contended that competent parenting in-
volves the provision of an environment con-
ducive to children’s cognitive and social de-
velopment. This suggests that parenting, in
addition to being a set of techniques and
skills, functions as a special kind of social
relationship (Quinton & Rutter, 1988). Con-
sistent with this view, several theorists have
argued that a fundamental feature of effec-
tive parenting is the extent to which parents
establish -an involved, supportive relation-
ship with their children (Maccoby & Mar-
tin, 1983; Rollins & Thomas, 1979). This
involvement and support can be expressed
in a variety of ways: “Supportive parents ex-
press interest in children’s activities, talk
with them a good deal, take them on outings
or play games with them, provide help with
everyday problems and schoolwork, express
enthusiasm and praise over accomplish-
ments, and show affection and love” {Amato,
1990, p. 613). Past research has established
that involved, supportive parenting is re-
lated to a number of child developmental
outcomes. High parental suppoert has been
linked to child self-esteem, academic suc-
cess, psychological adjustment, sacial skills,
and cognitive ability, whereas the absence
of parental support has been shown to be
associated with delinquent behavior and
other negative developmental outcomes (Ar-
gvle & Henderson, 1983; Maccoby & Mar-
tin, 1983; Peterson & Rollins, 1987, Rollins
& Thomas, 1979). Thus, if one defines par-
enting as the task of providing an atmo-
sphere conducive to children’s psychosocial
development (Rutter, 19835a, 1985b), the evi-
dence indicates that level of parental sup-
port is a fundamental feature of such an envi-
ronment.

Certainly one can identify other impor-
tant dimensions of parenting (e.g., type of
discipline, consistency). It appears to be the
case, however, that no other dimension is
related to such a broad range of develop-
mental outcomes, plus these other dimen-
sions have been shown to be rather highly




correlated with supportive parenting (Mac-
coby & Martin, 1983; Rollins & Thomas,
1979). Compared to distant or rejecting par-
ents, supportive parents are more likely, for
example, to be consistent and to use induc-
tive rather than coercive disciplinary tech-
niques.

In addition to considering both the me-

. diating and moderating effects of marital
quality, there are several other ways in
which the present study differs from most
previous research concerning the impact of
economic strain or marital guality on parent-
ing. First, this study focuses on families with
adolescents, while prior investigations of the
association between marital quality and par-
enting have concentrated almost exclusively
on the parents of infants and preschoolers.

Consideration of older children is important,

as the relation between spouse support and
parenting practices may vary by develop-
mental level of the child (Easterbrooks &
Emde, 1588), Although studies that focus on
families with infants and preschoolers have
reported a positive association between mar-
ital quality and parenting, Brody, Pellegrini,
and Sigel (1986) found a negative relation
between spouse support and positive par-
enting for mothers of school-aged children.
Perhaps spouse support enhances parenting
during infancy, whereas parents of older
children may compensate for an unsatisfac-
tory marital relationship by forming a warm,
supportive relationship with their child.

Second, whereas much of the research
on parenting has focused on mothers, fathers
are also included in the present study. It is
essential that both mothers and fathers be
considered, as the effect of either economic
strain or spouse support may differ by gen-
der of parent. Elder (1874), for example,
found that economic hardship affected the
parenting of fathers but not mothers, and
there is evidence that marital quality may
influence the parenting of fathers more than
mothers (Goldberg & Easterbrooks, 1984).

Third, the effects of economic strain and
spousal support are analyzed separately by
gender of the child. This is significant, as
some studies have found that a child’s gen-
der affects the relation between marriage
quality and parenting (Cox et al, 1989;
Goldberg & Easterbrooks, 1984). It might
be, for instance, that in response to low sup-
port from their spouse parents become less
supportive and involved with chiidren of the
opposite sex, but seek support and involve-
ment with same-sex children. Should this be
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the case, the effect of social support on par-
enting would differ in direction depending
on the gender of the parent and child.

Finally, the present study contrasts with
much of the previous research on stress,
marital quality, and parenting in that multi-
ple sources are used to form indicators for
the constructs in the model. Most studies
have collected data concerning level of
stress, the marital relationship, and parent-
ing practices from a single source. Measur-
ing all study variables through reports from
a single source may vield inflated estimates
of associations between constructs because
of the respondent’s overarching personality
dispositions, attributional style, or emotional
state (Baucom, Sayers, & Duhe, 1989; Lo-
renz, Conger, Simons, Whitbeck, & Elder,
1991; Watson & Clark, 1984). Such disposi-
tions or traits may color the respondent’s
judgments about conceptually distinct ideas.
Individuals who are depressed, for example,
are apt to display a negative bias in their
view of the family’s economic situation,
their parenting skills, and the behavior of
their spouse and children. Consequently,
there is the danger that one might obtain cor-
relations between these variables that are a
function of respondent bias rather than sub-
stantive relations between constructs (Bank,

- Dishion, Skinner, & Patterson, 1989; Pat-

terson, 1982). In an attempt to circumvent
this problem, self, spouse, and child reports,
as well as observational ratings, were used
as indicators of constructs.

Methods and Procedures

Sample

Data for the present study were col-
lected as part of a broader project concerned
with the life course trajectories of parents
and their children. A sample of 451 two-
parent families was recruited through the co-
hort of all seventh-grade students (ages 12—
13), male and female, in eight counties in
north central Iowa who were enrolled in
public or private schools during winter and
spring of 1988, An additional criterion for
inclusion in the study was the presence of a
sibling within 4 vears of age of the seventh
grader. However, analysis for the present
study focused only on parenting practices di-
rected toward the seventh grader, thereby
controlling for the age of the child that was
the focus of the parents’ behavior.

Slightly less than half of the cohort of
seventh graders had families who met these
criteria. Seventy-seven percent of the eligi-
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ble families agreed to participate in the
study. This is comparable to the response
rates reported by other studies that attempt
to recruit multiple family members (Capaldi
& Patterson, 1987). Substantial remunera-
tion appears to be a requisite for obtaining
the participation of multiple family mem-
bers in studies involving intensive assess-
ment procedures {Capaldi & Patterson,
1687). Families in the present project re-
ceived 8250 for their effort, which translated
into about $10 per hour for each family mem-
ber’s time.

The families in the study lived on farms
(about one-third) or in small towns. All of
the families were white, and annual income

ranged from zero to $133,000 with a mean of -

820,642, Fathers” education ranged from 8 to
20 years with a mean of 13.5 years of educa-
tion, while for mothers the range was from
8 to 18 years with a mean of 13.4 years. The
fathers ranged in age from 31 to 68 with a
median of 40 years; mothers’ ages ranged
from 29 to 53 with a median of 38 years.
Since families of less than four were ex-
cluded from the sampling frame, the families
were larger on average than what would be
expected from a general population survey.
Families ranged from 4 to 13 members with
an average of 4.9 members.

Procedures

Each family was visited twice at their
home. During the first visit, each of the four
family members completed a set of question-
naires focusing on family processes, individ-
ual family member characteristics, and eco-
nomic circumstances. On average, it took
approximately 2 hours to complete the first
visit. Between the first and second visits,
family members completed questionnaires
left with them by the first interviewer. These
questionnaires dealt with information con-
cerning the parents’ parents, beliefs about
parenting, and plans for the future. Each
family member was instructed to place his
or her completed questionnaire in an enve-
lope, seal it, and give it to the interviewer at
the time of the second visit.

During the second visit, the family was
videotaped while engaging in several differ-
ent structured interaction tasks. The visit be-
gan by having each individual complete a
short questionnaire designed to identify is-
sues of concern or disagreements within the
family (e.g., chores, recreation, money, etc.).
The family members were then gathered
around a table and given a set of cards to
read and discuss. All four family members

were asked to discuss among themselves
each of the items listed on the cards and to
continue talking until the interviewer re-
turned. The family members were given 30
min to complete this task. The second task,
15 min in length, also involved all four fam-
ily members. For this task, the family was
asked to discuss and try to resolve the issues
and disagreements that they had cited in the
questionnaires they had completed earlier
in the visit. The third task involved enly the
two youth and was 15 min in length. The
yvouth were given a set of cards listing ques-
tions related to the way they got along, the
manner in which their parents treated them,
their friends, and their future plans. The
fourth task involved the married couple and
lasted for 30 min. Spouses were asked to dis-
cuss issues related to aspects of their rela-
tionship, areas of agreement and disagree-
ment (e.g., parenting, finances), and their
plans for the future.

The family’s interaction around these
four tasks was videotaped. Interviewers ex-
plained each task and then left the room
while the family members discussed issues
raised by the task cards. During the time
family members were not involved in a vid-
eotaped interaction task, each family mem-
ber completed an additional questionnaire
asking about significant life events, attitudes
toward sexuality, and personal characteris-
tics. The second visit lasted approximately 2
hours.

The videotapes were coded by project
observers using the Iowa Family Interaction
Rating Scales (Melby et al., 1990). These
scales focus on the quality of behavior ex-
changes between family members. The proj-
ect observers were staff members who had
received several weeks of training on rating
family interactions and specialized in coding
one of the four interaction tasks. Before ob-
serving tapes, coders had to independently
rate precoded interaction tasks and achieve
at least 90% agreement with that standard.
For purposes of assessing interobserver reli-
ability, 12% of the tasks were randomly se-
lected to be observed and rated by a second
observer. Reliability between observers was
determined by calculating a generalizability
coefficient. In the case of two independent
observers, this coefficient is an intraclass
correlation and provides an estimate of true
score variance relative to error variance
{Suen & Ary, 1989). The magnitude of this
coefficient varied by rating scale, but on av-
erage ranged between .60 and .70.




Measures

Economic conditions.—Although eco-
nomic strain (i.e., the judgment that family
resources are not adequate to meet family
needs) is posited to be the mechanism
through which economic conditions exert
their influence on family processes, indica-
tors of economic difficulties were included
as exogenous variables in the model to dem-
onstrate that perceptions of economic strain
are not merely subjective assessments but
are largely determined by the actual finan-
cial and occupational circumstances faced
by the family. Toward this end, four eco-
nomic hardship constructs were selected.
Each was based on a single indicator. Fam-
ily per capita income includes total income

from all sources (e.g., wages, interest, busi- -

ness profits, etc.) divided by the number of
family members. This measure correlates
highly (r = .977) with family income di-
vided by family need (the poverty line for
a family of a particular size) and therefore
appears to adjust for economies of scale
achieved with larger family sizes. Both par-
ents responded to four items (1 = yes, 0 =
no} that assessed unstable work: (a) chang-
ing jobs for a worse one, (b} trouble at work
such as demotions, (¢) being laid off or fired,
and (d) other involuntary losses of work.
Mother and father responses were summed
to create a single index for the family.

A debt-to-asset ratio score was com-
puted for each family. The estimated value
of all debts was divided by total family
assets. Because of skewness in the resulting
distribution of ratios, natural Jog transforma-
tions of the original scores were used in the
analysis. Each parent also provided an inde-
pendent estimate of whether family income
increased, decreased, or stayed about the
same during the preceding year. The nine
possible responses ranged from “increased
more than 30%” to “decreased more than
30%.” Scores for the couple were summed
and averaged to provide an estimate of in-
come loss.

Economic strain.—Mothers and fathers
completed a five-item Economic Strain
Scale adapted from the Financial Strain
Scale (Pearlin, Lieberman, Meneghan, &
Mullen, 1981). The scale items focus on the
extent to which the family has enough
money for clothing, food, and medical care,
and to pay bills. Responses to each item
range from 1 (no difficulty at all) to 5 (a great
deal of difficulty). Coefficient alpha for this
scale was .88 for mothers and .89 for fathers.
Each of the parents also completed an Eco-
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nomic Adjustiment Scale that asked respon-
dents to indicate which of 23 strategies they
had used in an attempt to cope with eco-
nomic hardship. The strategies included be-
haviors such as cashing in life insurance,
changing residence, eliminating medical in-
surance, borrowing money, selling property,
and receiving government assistance. The
five items from the Economic Strain Scale
and the score from the Economic Adjust-
ment Scale were standardized and summed
to form a composite measure of economic
pressure.

Spouse support.—Measures of social
support are often criticized for relying exclu-
sively on self-report instruments. Such mea-
sures are problematic in that perceptions of
social support, whether from a spouse or a
friend, may be colored by the respondent’s
level of self-esteem, mood, or other person-
ality characteristics. Thus, studies that find
a relation between self-reports of spouse
support and parenting practices leave open
the possibility that the association between
the two is spurious, explainable by the per-
sonal dispositions of the respondent. In an
attempt to reduce this problem, a composite
measure of spouse support was formed by
combining scores on a self-report instrument
with those from an observational scale.

The self-report instrument consisted of
20 items focusing on various behaviors that
spouses sometimes display during interac-
tion with each other. Respondents were
asked to think about times during the prior
month when they had spent time talking or
doing things with their spouse and to indi-
cate how often during these occasions their
mate had engaged in the actions deseribed
in each item. The response format ranged
from 1 (always) to 7 (never), with a middle
category of 4 (about half of the time). Eight
of the items involved supportive behaviors
{e.g., helping you with something important
to you, showing support and understanding,
acting loving and affectionate} and they
were summed to form a Supportive Interac-
tion Scale. The other 12 items focused on
coercive actions contrary to expressions of
support (e.g., criticize you, ignore you, try
to make you feel guilty), These items were
summed to form a Coercive Interaction
Scale. The correlation between these two
scales was —.52 for mothers and —~.63 for
fathers. The two scales were standardized,
and a measure of spouse support was formed
by subtracting the standardized Coercive In-
teraction Scale from the standardized Sup-
portive Interaction Scale.
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It was important to include both posi-
tive and negative items in the spouse sup-
port measure, as some persons may be in-
consistent in their behavior, sometimes
showing support but at other times engaging
in criticism and attack. Clearly, such a per-
son is a less dependable source of support
than a mate who is consistently helpful and
affectionate. Thus, respondents obtained a
high score on the self-report scale if their
spouse displayed high levels of warmth, en-
couragement, and assistance while manifest-
ing few coercive behaviors.

The observational scale was constructed
from the warmth/support and hostility ob-
servational ratings of spousal interaction
from task 4 (the marital interaction task).
Each scale is rated from 1 to 5, with 1 indi-
cating no evidence of the behavior and 5
extreme evidence of the behavior. The
Warmth/Support Scale focuses on the extent
to which a person shows interest and con-
cern for his or her spouse. Coders cue to
nonverbal communication (e.g., physical
gestures, eye contact), emotional expression
{e.g., smiling, laughing), supportiveness
{e.g., showing concern for the other’s wel-
fare, offering encouragement), and respon-
siveness (e.g., asking questions to show in-
terest, head nods}. The Hostility Scale
focuses on the extent to which an individual
displays hostile, angry, critical, or rejecting
behavior toward his or her spouse.

The interobserver reliability coefficient
for the Warmth/Support Scale was .72 for
both fathers and mothers, while for the Hos-
tility Scale the coefficients were .79 and .78
for fathers and mothers, respectively. The
correlation between the Warmth/Support
Scale and the Hostility Scale was — .46 for
mothers and —.435 for fathers. As with the
self-report measure, an observational mea-
sure of spouse support was formed for both
mothers and fathers by subtracting the Hos-
tility Scale from the Warmth/Support Scale.
Thus persons who scored high on the obser-
vational indicator of spouse support were in-
dividuals whose partners were displaying
high levels of affection and encouragement
coupled with little anger and criticism, that
is, they were a dependable source of sup-
port.

The correlation between the self-report
and observational measures of spouse sup-
port was .34 for mothers and .30 for fathers.
A composite measure of spouse support was
formed for each of the parents by standardiz-
ing and then summing their self-report and

observation scores. A composite measure
was constructed, rather than utilizing the
measures as two separate indicators of a la-
tent construct, to facilitate testing for the
moderating influence of spouse support.

When multiple regression procedures
are employed, moderator effects are investi-
gated by testing the significance of interac-
tion terms formed by multiplying the poten-
tial moderator by the explanatory variable it
is thought to moderate. Such interaction
terms are problematic, however, when SEM
is employved to investigate the effect of ex-
planatory variables consisting of latent con-
structs constituted by multiple indicators, as
is the case with economic strain in the pres-
ent analysis. The recommended approach in
such situations is to divide the sample into
groups high and low on the moderator con-
struct and to examine differences in the ef-
fect of the explanatory variable between the
two groups (Bollen, 1989; Joreskog & Sor-
bom, 1889). However, if the moderator con-
struct is to be divided at the median, it is
necessary that it be represented by a single
indicator. For this reason, the self-report and
observational indicators were summed to
form a single composite measure.

Supportive parenting.—Supportive par-
ents show concern about their child’s feel-
ings, take an interest in his or her daily ac-
tivities, manifest love and acceptance,
encourage appropriate behavior, help with
problems, and reinforece accomplishments.
Measures based on parent self-report, child
report, and observational data were used as
indicators of this construct. The self-report
measure consisted of a nine-item Supportive
Parenting Scale that focuses on the various
components of supportive parenting (e.g.,
concern, assistance, communication, etc.).
The scale items are presented in Appen-
dix A. Coefficient alpha was .81 for fathers
and .78 for mothers. These same nine items
were reworded to so that the adolescent
could report on the behavior of his or her
parents. Coefficient alpha was .87 and .83 for
child report of his or her father and mother,
respectively.

An observational measure of supportive
parenting was formed by summing the
warmth/support, quality time, and positive
reinforcement parenting scales from task 1.
Importantly, interaction task 1 (family inter-
action) and task 4 (marital interaction) were
coded by different raters, thereby reducing
the problem of method variance between
observational ratings of parenting and




spouse support. The Warmth/Support Scale
focuses on the extent to which the parent
shows caring and concern for the child. The
generalizability coefficient for this scale was
.79 for fathers and .70 for mothers. The Qual-
ity Time Scale is concerned with the quality
of parenta] involvement in the child’s life. It
rates the extent to which the parent takes
advantage of opportunities for conversation,
companionship, and the like. The generaliz-
ability coefficient for this scale was .60 for
fathers and .63 for mothers. Finally, the Posi-
tive Reinforcement Scale rates the degree to
which the parent provides praise, approval,
smiles, and other rewards contingent on ap-
propriate behavior, Coeflicient alpha was .70
and .54 for fathers and mothers, respectively.
As noted, an index of supportive parenting
was constructed by summing these three ob-
servational scales. Coefficient alpha for this
new three-item measure was .74 and .72 for
fathers and mothers, respectively.

Results

The mean, standard deviation, and
range for each of the study variables is pre-
sented in Appendix B. The correlation matri-
ces used for the structural equation model-
ing are displayed in Tables 1 and 2. Four
matrices are presented, as analvses were
performed separately for mothers and fa-
thers by gender of child. Overall, the indica-
tors for any particular constructs tend to cor-
relate more strongly with each other than
with those of other constructs, indicating
good convergent and discriminant validity.
The four matrices show associations be-
tween self-report, child report, and observer
ratings of supportive parenting ranging from
.18 to .38, The magnitude of these coeffi-
cients is similar to those reported by other
researchers who have emploved multiple
sources to measure family processes (e.g.,
Furman, Jones, Buhrmester, & Alder, 1989).
The correlations between father and mother
reports of economic strain were more robust,
ranging from .63 to .66. As expected, the ma-
trices show mother and father reports of eco-
nomic strain to be negatively correlated with
both suppost from spouse and the measures
of supportive parenting, whereas support
from spouse is positively related to the sup-
portive parenting measures. The four mea-
sures of economic hardship tend to be asso-
ciated with economic strain but not with
either spouse support or quality of parent-
ing, consistent with the hypothesis that the
impact of economic circumstances on family
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processes is mediated by perceived financial
strain. .

The results from fitting the data to the
proposed model are shown separately for
mothers (Fig. 2) and fathers (Fig. 3) by gen-
der of child. The coefficients in the figures
are maximum likelihood estimates obtained
using LISREL VII {Joreskog & Sorbom,
1989), No residuals were correlated in these
analyses, and in no case did the modification
indices indicate that any set of residuals
should be correlated. As can be seen in the
figures, the factor Icadings for the indicators
of the various constructs are in the accept-
able range and are relatively stable across

groups.

Model A in Figure 2 shows the results
for mothers of boys. The hypothesized
model produced a small chi-square relative
to degrees of freedom {(p = .39} and a good-
ness-of-fit coefficient of .973. Thus the
model fits the data well. Three of the eco-
nomic hardship constructs—Unstable Work,
Debt-to-Asset Ratio, and Income—show sig-
nificant paths to Economic Strain. Together,
these constructs explain 453% of the variance
in Economic Strain. No significant paths
were found between any of the economic
hardship constructs and either Spouse Sup-
port or Supportive Parenting, and including
any such paths served to significantly in-
crease the value of chi-square. There are sig-
nificant paths between Economic Strain and
Supportive Parenting (B3, = —.31), Spouse
Support and Supportive Parenting (B =
.29}, and Economic Strain and Spouse Sup-
port (Bg; = ~.21). In addition to being statis-
tically significant, Table 3 shows that delet-
ing any one of these paths results in a
significant increase in chi-square. Thus for
mothers of boys, the best-fitting model is one
where Economic Strain influences Support-
ive Parenting both directly, and indirectly
through its impact on Spouse Support.

Model B shows the results for mothers
of girls. The chi-square with 27 degrees of
freedom and the goodness-of-fit index indi-
cate that the model provides a good fit of
the data. All four of the economic hardship
constructs demonstrate significant associa-
tions with Economic Strain, combining to
explain 51% of the variance, As was the case
for mothers of boys, no significant paths
were found between anv of the economic
hardship constructs and either Spouse Sup-
port or Supportive Parenting. Thus, as was
the case for mothers of boys, difficult eco-




‘[@a9) GO 243 e juedyudtg

N 32w 51 plIyd Bsoym sapE] 10] e [EucBeIp Ay} mofaq SJuUSYIReD {pEE = N) a[BW3] S1 PIYD H50yMm SI2UFE] 10] are [eucBeIp Ay} sA0qe SIUSI[a0)— LLON

81— «86 — el - « S - «18 - * 06 8y
(1) e S0 Lo 18 er £0'— o0 —
08 — £0 — e LT «BE’ ¥ L0~ 1 B
4 L0 61" e +FE +F¢ FA B 90—
«OF — 08" *0E’ +0% e +99 8T — Bl —
¥ — 0% *«6¥ N4 =59 T ] 80—
i L0 — LT - L1 - «5& — FA o «FE
Py YO 60 — =8 — «L1°— P *0¢" e
60° i) M wL1 - 80— [+ G +88 — «BE” 08"
80 4 60— 60" — 08 — 285 — 0% 60’
01 8 A 9 | 4 €

6

g

0
(41
LG
a0
or
<o
*G0
61"

R0z =
- @c. .................... B ANissdaariER s Ereasatantnas OEOQ:m
- £ — T $80] 2wodu|
_ O — oo e WaCl
- €0 — FIom IgEISUNy
- &8 - urens DHucueoa Jo podar syop
_ 6l — v ureHs JNUOIEN Jo Jodar 1agie,]
oHE e Bunusied jo uonearssq(
o1 + Bunuaied jo jrodar ppryny
+6F sevsesressseereen Gunnared jo ﬁo&w,—.m—um
PN st g o1y oddng

1 a[qenep

SHABLY HOA SADIILY W NOLLY THRHO)

& H'TIV.L

‘[2A3] ¢0' @Y iE wivayBig ,

(g0 = N)
S[BML ST PEIYD A50UM SISO 10} 318 [eHOBRIP Sy} mO]S SUSINIS0D (ZFE = N) B[BWR] SI P> SOYM SIBGIOUT 10] are {ruodelp 8y} IA0GE SJUSYYI0)—FLON
) 81— 88 €1 - 3 «18 — ¥e i Ir e 2UIGIU]
o1 - e S0 74y 43 er 10— o — LO— L= s SSO[ swicau}
*cmu —_ vc- _ e N.ﬁ- *mm. *vmo ~ - — N-‘—n - mo. L E, Tt L.  eerrrecrmmissecrasssssbrsasssidsbiisiddaitiiinsssannnn HQ“D
4 L0 «08’ T T +¥E 80" — S0~ - " plom Jqqeisupy
WP~ 46T +TE «I% T *99° - BU— WP =  WBE~ U URRS o1uouocdd jo podar taop
«0F — =81 +6F° G% =09 ot ¥l - e 81~ 91 uress Jouna o podar 1oyiey
60 el — Lo~ LT - 91 — 11 - o «Fe 08 LT e Gupualed Jo uoljRAISSGO)
1w €0~ LT - BT — ar - s - 98 T 1t LT Bunuaied jo yodar piyD)
€0 80 — L0 — Zl— 80'— O — 08 LI ca SBT e Funuaaed jo tc&wuu.wmwm
Ir S0 - g8 - C B — «9% — 0% — +S3’ 5 +6% T e pueqsuy woxy yoddng
01 6 ] 9 b F € % 1

L

ScpeEA

SHAHLOW Y04 SHOTHLVIN NOLLY THNHOD)

I H1dV.L




Asaets

[ 138

Economic
Strain

1291

Simons et al.

\ A
xm;‘ 28.42 Male Child
= .390 (N =205 )
GFI = 973
R?. .22

Supportive
Parenting

L

Father
Report

Economic
Strain

472
\ 840 454\
Fett Mo Mother Cbservar
ather othar Report Ratin:
Report Report Su::’:rt ’
Spouse Child
Report
R’J 05
B.
2 _ Female Child
)(m)- 33.67 (N =222 )
Pe=.176 —_—
GFl = .971 R°e .25

Supportive
Parenting

. Rrey 513
/" \N 5'? 522\
Mother | Observer

Mother Report Rating
Report

Chid

Raport

F1c. 2.—The effect of economic strain and support from husband on parenting of mother (*p <

.05).

nomic circumstances influence the marital
relationship and quality of parenting for
mothers of girls indirectly by fostering the
perception that family resources are not ade-
quate to maintain an expected or desired
standard of living.

There is a significant path between Eco-
nomic Strain and Spouse Support (B =
~.27) and between Spouse Support and
Supportive Parenting (B3, = .45}, but the
path between Economic Strain and Support-
ive Parenting (Ba,) only approaches signifi-
cance (t = 1.45), Consonant with these find-
ings, Table 3 shows that deleting either By,
or By significantly increases chi-square,

whereas the change in chi-square obtained
by deleting B3 only approaches significance
with a probability level of .16. This indicates
that for mothers of adolescent daughters a
model that specifies the influence of Eco-
nomic Strain on Supportive Parenting as in-
direct through Spouse Support provides a
marginally better fit of the data than a model
that provides for a direct effect of Economic
Strain on Supportive Parenting in addition
to an indirect effect through Spouse Support.

This suggests that the impact of eco-
nomic strain on quality of parenting may dif-
fer for mothers of boys versus mothers of
girls; that is, there is a direct effect for boys
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but not for girls. This hypothesis was tested
by using the group comparison option avail-
able in LISREL VII. Using this procedure,
the chi-square obtained when all parameters
in model B (the model for boys) were con-
strained to be equal to those in model A (the
model for girls) was compared with the chi-
square obtained when all parameters in the
two models were constrained to be equal
except for the path between Economic
Strain and Supportive Parenting (Bj;). The
resulting difference in chi-square was .62
with 1 degree of freedom. The p value for a
chi-square of this magnitude is .43, sug-
gesting that this seeming difference by gen-
der of child in the impact of economic strain

on the parenting of mothers may be due to
random error.

The models in Figure 2 indicate that
there may be a difference by gender of child
regarding the impact of support from spouse
on the parenting of mothers. The path be-
tween Spouse Support and Supportive Par-
enting is .29 for mothers of boys and .45 for
mothers of girls. Using the group compari-
son option available in LISREL VII, the chi-
square obtained when all parameters in
model B were constrained to equal those in
model A was compared with the chi-square
obtained when all parameters in the two
models were constrained to be equal except
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TABLE 3

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVE MODELS FOR MOTHERS AND FATHERS BY GENDER OF CHILD

p Value for
Model Description ¥ df  adL AxX1)
Supportive parenting of mothers:
Male child:
BASEline ..ocoveeveniviieiiisecsniierassiitnrassssseonn all B’s free 28.42 27 e .
Alternative model 1 .ccoirvvniinnieniionnins fix Ba; 3772 28 9.30 002
ES—Par
Altemative model 2 . fix Bs; 36.08 28 7.67 006
ES—Sp Sup
Alternative model 3 ..ocoiiiciniinicniiceniens fix Bas 3793 28 9.51 002
Sp Sup—Par
Female child:
Baseline .....cecornniiinnnisns . all B’s free 33.87 27 . -
Alternative model 1 ..o..ccvreenrvcrrnvererersennes fix Bg; 3562 28 1.95 .163
ES—Par
Alternative model 2 ... fix By 4697 28 13.30 .000
ES5—5p Sup
Alternative model 3 ..o ninncnn. fix Bap 58.17 28 2255 .000
Sp Sup—Par
Supportive parenting of father:
Male child:
Baseline .iivvervrcrvenreeresriersseneesresseseessnsnes all 8’s free 27.65 27 - .
Alternative model 1 ..ocvnennnciininnnanns fix Ba 3169 28 4.34 037
ES—Par
Alternative model 2 ... fix By, 37.12 28 9.47 002
ES—Sp Sup
Alternative model 3 .o fix B 4881 28 2116 .000
Sp Sup—Par
Female child:
Baseling ....ocorermimeicmrerncsnennemssnnineniens all B’s free 39.58 27 C. ces
Alternative model 1 ...oveevvrvnivicvininiens fix Bar 51.24 28 11.66 001 .
ES—Par
Alternative model 2 ... fix By 5531 2B 1573 .000
ES—8p Sup
Alternative model 3 ..o fix Bay 46.38 28 6.80 009
Sp Sup—Par

NoOTE,—ES = Economic Strain, Par = Parenting, Sp Sup = Spouse Support.

for the path linking support from spouse
to quality of parenting. The difference in
chi-square was 1.00, which, with 1 degree
of freedom, has a nonsignificant probability
of .32.

Figure 3 shows the results obtained for
fathers. The models are quite similar for fa-
thers of either sons or daughters. For both
models, the chi-square and goodness-of-fit
index indicate that the hypothesized model
fits the data well. As was the case for moth-
ers, models A and B show that the economic
hardship measures are associated with Eco-
nomic Strain, but they are not significantly
related to Spouse Support or Supportive Par-
enting. Thus, for fathers of both boys and
girls, the indicators of family economic cir-

cumstances exert their influence on the mar-
ital relationship and quality of parenting in-
directly through perceptions of financial
resources as inadequate to maintain an ex-
pected or desired standard of living.

For fathers of both boys and girls, there
are significant paths from Economic Strain
to Supportive Parenting (—.23 for boys,
—.33 for girls), from Spouse Support to Sup-
portive Parenting (.48 for boys, .23 for girls),
and from Economic Strain to Spouse Sup-
port {(—.24 for boys, and —.29 for girls). In
addition to being statistically significant, the
bottom half of Table 3 shows that deleting
any one of these paths results in a significant
increase in chi-square. Thus, for fathers of
both sons and daughters, the bestfitting
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model is one where Economic Strain influ-
ences Supportive Parenting both directly,
and indirectly through its impact on Spouse
Support.

Figure 3 shows the path coefficient be-
tween Spouse Support and Supportive Par-
enting to be larger for fathers of sons (.46)
than for fathers of daughters (.28). The
groups comparison option of LISREL VII
was emploved to determine whether this
difference was significant. As was the case
for mothers, this difference by gender of
child did not approach statistical signifi-
cance (x? difference = 1.18, p = .28). The
path between Economic Strain and Support-
ive Parenting is larger for fathers of girls
than for fathers of boys (—=.33 vs. ~.23, re-

spectively). Again, however, the difference’

was not significant (x* = 1.08, p = .30).

As noted earlier, moderator effects can-
not be tested through the use of multiplica-
tive interaction terms when using SEM to
evaluate models containing explanatory
variables constructed with multiple indica-
tors. Rather, the sample must be separated
into groups high and low on the moderator
variable, and the paths between constructs
compared for the two groups (Bolien, 1989;
Jorskog & Sorbom, 1989). Thus, in order to
test for the buffering or moderator effect of
Spouse Support, both mothers and fathers
were divided into two groups depending on
whether they were above or below the me-
dian on Spouse Support. The path coeffi-
cient between Economic Strain and Sup-
portive Parenting was then compared for
parents high versus low on Spouse Support
using the multiple groups comparison op-
tion of LISREL VII. For both mothers and
fathers, the pattern of findings did not differ
by gender of child. Therefore, in the interest
of parsimony, the results are presented for
boys and girls combined.

Table 4 provides the results of the group
comparison. For mothers, the path coeffi-
cient between Economic Strain and Sup-
portive Parenting, v, equals ~.27 when it is
constrained to be the same for both the
group high and the group low on Spouse
Support. When the path is free to differ be-
tween the two groups, v is —.39 for mothers
low on Spouse Support but only -.15 for
mothers high on Spouse Support. This dif-
ference is rather striking, with the path for
mothers low on Spouse Support being
highly significant (t = 3.2) while the path
for mothers high on Spouse Support does not
approach significance (t = 1.5). Table 4

shows that allowing the path to differ be-
tween groups improves the chi-square from
13.30 to 10.87. Although this reduction in
chi-square has a probability of only .11, chi-
square is a two-tailed test, whereas a direc-
tional difference in paths between mothers
high and low on Spouse Support has been
predicted. With 1 degree of freedom, z is the
square root of chi-square. Thus, employing
a one-tailed z test, the improvement in fit
derived by a model that allows the path for
mothers low on Spouse Support to be larger
than that for mothers high on Spouse Sup-
port is significant at the .06 level.

In contrast, there is no evidence of a
moderating effect for fathers. Table 4 shows

a v of —.309 when the path between Eco-

nomic Strain and Supportive Parenting is
constrained to be equal for both fathers high
and low on Spouse Support. When this path
is freed to differ between the two groups, v
is —.306 for fathers high on Spouse Support
and an almost identical —.313 for fathers low
on Spouse Support. The .01 change in chi-
square achieved by freeing the path has a
probability of .99, Thus, while the data sug-
gest that a supportive spouse serves to buffer
the potentially disruptive influence of eco-
nomic strain on the parenting of mothers,
there is no indication that spouse support
exerts this protective effect for fathers.

Discussion

A profusion of studies indicate that aver-
sive events promote hostile feelings, nega-
tive thoughts and memories, psychomotor
tension, and a tendency to behave aggres-
sively toward others (Berkowitz, 1989).
Based on these findings, economic strain
was expected to have a direct effect on par-
enting as well as an indirect effect through
its deleterious impact on the marital rela-
tionship. Findings from the present study
largely corroborated this expectation. The
results indicate that economic strain oper-
ates to undermine the supportive parenting
of mothers and fathers, regardless of the gen-
der of their adolescent child. As posited,
economic strain produced this effect through
a direct relation with parenting and indi-
rectly through its association with spouse
support.

The findings suggest that perceptions of
economic strain are determined in large
measure by a family’s concrete economic sit-
uation. Per capita income, ratio of debts to
assets, employment stability, and income
loss served to predict perceived economic
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strain. Thus, perceptions of economic strain
are not merely subjective assessments of fi-
nancial need produced by a family’s life-
style predilections. Although a sense of eco-
nomic deprivation is in part a function of the
standard of living to which a family aspires,
it is also true that this perception is shaped
by real edonomic events and circumstances.
Indeed, findings from the present study in-
dicate that economic conditions, such as un-
employment or income loss, only influence
family processes to the extent that they pro-
duce a sense of economic strain. Thus, eco-
nomic conditions disrupt the marital rela-
tionship and parental behavior ic the extent
that spouses experience the distress of per-
ceiving that family resources are not ade-
quate.

In contrast to the disruptive influence of
economic strain, spouse support was ex-
pected to facilitate supportive, involved par-
enting. Such warmth and assistance should
foster psychological well-being and increase
the probability of supportive parenting.
Consistent with this hypothesis, level of
spouse support was positively related to sup-
portive parenting for both mothers and fa-
thers, regardless of the gender of the child.

Most of the previous research on marital
quality and parenting has focused on fami-
lies with infants and preschoolers and has
found a positive association between spouse
support and quality of parenting. In contrast,
a study of mothers of school-aged children
reported a negative relation between quality
of marriage and invalved parenting (Brody
et al., 1986). This pattern of findings sug-
gests that perhaps spouse support enhances
parenting during infancy, but that the re-
verse takes place for parents of older chil-
dren as they attempt to compensate for an
unsatisfactory marital relationship by form-
ing a warm, supportive relationship with
their child. This hypothesis is intriguing, but
it was not supported by the findings from
the present study. Rather, the effect of the
marital relationship on parenting among the
parents of adolescents paralleled that re-
ported for parents of infants and preschool-
ers: spouse support facilitates warm, in-
volved parenting.

In addition to examining the extent to
which quality of the marital relationship me-
diates the disruptive influence of economic
circumstances on quality of parenting, the
present study tested the possibility that
spouse support might serve to moderate the
effect of economic strain on parental behav-
ior. Findings from the present study suggest

that this may be the case for mothers but not
fathers. Rutter (1990) defines a protective
factor as a personal or environmental charac-
teristic that when present eliminates the del-
eterious consequences of a particular risk
factor. Results of the present study indicate
that spouse support operates as a protective
factor for women by negating the risk of in-
adequate parenting often associated with
financial difficulties.

The finding that spouse support served
as a buffer for mothers but not fathers is in-
consistent with the results of a study using
data collected during the Great Depression.
Elder et al. (1984) found that in response
to economic hardship husbands were less
likely to engage in explosive parenting
when they had a supportive relationship
with their wife. Perhaps the difference can
be explained by the fact that Elder et al. fo-
cused on harsh parenting, whereas the pres-
ent study was concerned with involved, sup-
portive parenting. It may be that a warm,
supportive wife is able to restrain her hus-
band from engaging in abusive parenting,
but that her support is not able to avert a
diminution in his involvement with the
child. This possibility underscores the im-
portance of being specific about the parental
behaviors that are being used as a criterion
in building models of the determinants of
parenting. It may well be the case that fac-
tors such as economic strain or emotional
support vary in effect depending on the di-
mension of parenting under consideration.

The finding that spouse support fosters
involved parenting for both mothers and fa-
thers, but moderates the impact of economic
strain on supportive parenting only for moth-
ers, suggests that different processes may be
involved regarding the manner in which
spouse support influences the supportive
parenting of mothers versus fathers. These
differences are likely to be related to gender
differences in the way men and women
approach marriage and parenthood. Past
research indicates, for example, that the
psychological well-being of women is
more strongly affected by the quality of their
marital relationship than is the case for
men (Campbell, Converse, & Rogers, 1976;
Glenn & Weaver, 1981; Lee, 1978). This dis-
similarity is probably a function of the fact
that women are more interpersonally ori-
ented than men (Coleman, 1974, 1980; Jos-
selson, Greenberger, & McConochie, 1977,
Marcia, 1980; Wright & Xeple, 1981). Re-
gardless, this gender difference suggests
that support provided by husbands is likely
to influence the self-esteem, self-efficacy,




and resulting psychological well-being of
wives more than support from wives is likely
to affect the self-concept and psychological
status of husbands. Thus the buffering effect
that spouse support provides for women may
result from the fact that a supportive hus-
band buoys his wife’s self-esteem and life
satisfaction, thereby countering the threat to
psychological well-being presented by aver-
sive events such as economic strain.

Compared to women, men’s psychologi-
cal well-being is less affected by the quality
of their marriage. Thus the impact of the
marital relationship on the parenting of fa-
thers may involve a different set of pro-
cesses. Most couples continue to view par-
enting as fundamentally the responsibility
of the wife (LaRossa, 1986). Men are usually
much less involved than their wives in the
daily care and supervision of the child, and
see themselves as cast in a supporting role
where they provide assistance to the primary
parent, the mother (Belsky et al., 1984;
Clarke-Stewart, 1980; Ehrensaft, 1983;
Lamb, 1977; Parke, 1981). It follows that

_husbands are more likely to become in-
volved in parenting, to provide assistance to
the person they see as the primary parent,
when they perceive their spouse as a source
of warmth and support. Assuming that this
is the process whereby spouse support fos-
ters supportive parenting for husbands, one
would not expect a buffering effect. Emo-
tional support from a wife would lead to in-
creased involvement in parenting, but there
is no reason why this support would serve
to protect the husband’s self-concept and
psychological well-being from the threat of
stressors such as economic strain.

In order to test the validity of these con-
tentions, future research needs to focus on
the avenues through which economic strain
and marital support exert their influence on
parenting. Just as researchers have gone be-
yond simply correlating parenting practices
across generations to exploring the mecha-
nisms whereby parental behaviors are trans-
mitted across generations (Burgess & Young-
blade, 1988; Simons, Whitbeck, Conger, &
" Wu, 1991), so studies need to investigate the
processes through which stressors and
spouse support influence parenting, rather
than limiting concern to the associations that
exist between stress, marital relationships,
and parenting. Presumably these processes
involve mediating factors relating to self-
concept, psychological well-being, feelings
about the spouse, and the like. If the argu-
ments presented earlier are correct, the me-
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diating factors may differ by gender of
parent.

The fact that findings from the present
study indicate that spouse support may serve
to moderate the impact of economic strain
on the parenting of mothers is interesting
given the large number of female-headed
households in the United States. Many of
these women experience severe financial
hardship while lacking access to the coping
resource spouse support. Belsky and Vondra
(1989) suggest that under circumstances of
single parenthood social network support
may operate as a primary source of parental -
support. Future research needs to examine
the extent to which various forms of social
network support may buffer parenting from
the disruptive effect of stressors such as eco-
nomic strain. While a few studies have ex-
amined the association between network
support and parenting, they have not gone
on to consider the possibility that such sup-
port may function as a moderator of the im-
pact of stress on parenting (Crnic et al., 1983;
Friedrich, 1979; Wandersman & Unger,
1983). Further, there is a need for studies
that investigate the degree to which network
support can substitute in the absence of sup-
port from a spouse.

Appendix A

Items That Comprise the Supportive
Parenting Scale

1. How often do you talk with your seventh
grader about what is going on in his/her life?

2. How often does your seventh grader talk to
you about things that bother him/her?

3. How often do you ask your seventh grader
what he/she thinks before making decisions
that affect him/her?

4, When vour seventh grader does something
vou like or approve of, how often do you let
him/her know you are pleased about it?

5. When vou and your seventh grader have a
problem, how often can the two of you figure
out how to deal with it?

6. I really trust my seventh grader.

7. How often do you ask your seventh grader
what he/she thinks before deciding on family
matters that involve him/her?

8. How often do you give reasons to your sev-
enth grader for vour decisions?

9. {lexperience strong feelings of love for him/

er.

Response format:

never

almost never

about half of the time
almost always

always

[+ B A
o uwna
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