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ICHILD ABUSE IN INDIA: AN EMPIRICAL REPORT ON PERCEPTIONS

Abstract
A sma&l, but growing, body of literature has begun to provide an
understanding of the issue of child abuse in India, however, there is a dearth

of empiricél evidence to support general observations. As it is believed that

thild abuse in India has not received adequate attention primarily because of

a general |ilack of sensitivity to the issue, this study sought to assess

perception
|

services f

L et

‘warkers, o hérvﬁuman servicé-péﬁgessionals and those .not involved in human
elds indicated that there was negligible wvariations between the
groups andilalsa that there was little ability to discriminate between the
severity o different forms cf abuse. Implications of the findings are

discussed. ~

of child abuse by Indian naticnals. Cumpar;sgns’betweenu sacial
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CHILD ABUSE IN INDIA: AN EMPIRICAL REPORT ON PERCEPTIONS

Introduction

Recent||ear5 have brought recognition that child abuse is an issue naot
limited to the West. The maltreatment aof children is found in all societies, and

Third-Horld ountries such as India are beginning to rally around the cause of the

readily be ansferred to the East from the West, where mast information about

as heen generated. In order to avoid the ethnocentric transfer aof

abused and “ eglected child. However, knowledge about causes and effects may not
t
. |
child abuse|
|
|
|

knowledge, 1t is imperative that theoreticians and researchers evaluate child

abuse w1th1 i the constructs of their own socio-cultural environments.

The naﬁ re and extent of child abuse in India has, thus far, received little
attention, % d there is a paucity of empirical data on its occurrence. NIPCCD
|
|
|
|

(1988) indi%%tes that the lack of sensitivity to child abuse in India can .he .

the right ofj parents to determine what is best for their children. Nevertpeless,

of the family is being questioned as human servige professionals

the widespread acceptance af corporal punishment and the belief in
the privacy [

(Ashtekar, 1[89 Mehta, 1982), social scientists (MNath & Kohli, 1988; Rane,’1988),

and even media reporters (Menon, 19873 Srinivasan, 1989) are beginning to discuss

the widespre

%e prevalence of child abuse around the country. Professicnal groups

are calling |for the study ofsy and intervention in, child abuse, as is evidenced by

two recent seminars, the First National Seminar on Child Abuse in Indiay; held in
New Delhi in| 1988, and the National Seminar on Research on Families with Problems,
i

held in Bomb:y in 1989.

f
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A small,

understand

but growing, body of literature has started to probide an

ing of the issue of child abuse in India, yet there is a dearth of
' i

empirical évidence to support general observations. This project sought to go

beyond rev

to the call

extent of

because of

this study|

|
jewing the available literature on child abuse in India and to respond

for empirical studies. Since it is believed that the nature and

child abuse in India has not received adequate attentian érimarily
@ general lack of sensitivity te the issue (NIPCCD, 19885 Rath, 198%),

sought to assess perceptions af child abuse in India and to ascertain

to what extent certain behaviors exhibited by caregivers was considered abusive by

Indian nat

ilonals.

Theoretical Backqround

In a dountry such as India, which is 1,269,340 square miles in size with a

population
Reference
poverty 11
nutrition
(Rane, Nai
itself, wa
population
service pré
needs of ch
in the intgy

an issue to

While

Constitution has made

Although n

legislative

—=——m

A
]
d

of 852.4 millien that is projected to double in 33 years (Population

ureau, 1990) and where almost half the population lives below the

s many of the problems faced by children are in the areas of fhealths

nd education and are a result :pf!impgygrished economic.. conditions
u and Kapadia, 1984&). India’s child population under the agé'nf 14,

i
L 319.3 million in 1988 (UNICEF, 1990), 47.9 million more than the total

pf the United States. Consequently, governmental agencies and human

feesionals have, almost by necessity, focused on the basic ;survival

ildren. However, gradual increases  in public and professional interest

a~familial maltreatment of children suggests that child abuse will be

warrant attention in India in the 1990s.

little general knowledge about child abuse, Indian

there is thg

provision to guard the interests and rights of children.

o single legislation specifically addresses child abuse, several

Acts proscribe the maltreatment of children., The Natienal Policy for

2



Ckildren e%presaes the obligation of the country to protect children from neglect,

exploitatiF

|

a

-exclusion
the 1987 C

different

recognition
be a pervé
1,
enfarcers (
|
very.existe

focus on th

Severﬁr
child advoc
19893 MNath

Naidu & Kap

families, ar

within the

proponents o
f

addition t
the magnitud
long-term ei

The ide
the parent,
Norgard, 196
the ages (BP
it has alway

of observer

for alarm.

sive ignorance = among human service professionals
NIPCCD, 1988)
ce of child abuse in India.

e societal abuse of children.

I

n and cruelty. The 1986 National Policy on Education calls -for the

f corporal punishment in the schools. The 1986 Juvenile Justi?e Act,
ild Labour Act and the 1978 Child Marriage Restraint Act each prohibits

forms of abusive behavior toward -children. Despite legislative

of the need far society to protect children, however, there appears to

(Singh, 1988), law

and the general public (Nath & Kohli, 1988) about the

And, interestingly, the Acts, themselves,

Focus on parental abuse is negliéihle.

9

forms of societal abuse have greatly attracted the involvement of

tes. Child labor (Satyarthi, 1989) child prostitution (Ashtekar,

Kohli, 198B), child marriage (Jabbi, 1984) and child beggary: (Rane,

adia, 1986) are all forms of abuse, that though perhaps suppo;ted by

e in fact perpetuated by society. Parental child abuse that occurs

boundaries of the family has failed to elicit a similar response. fram

f cFild weff;}e. 1t appears that this may well be because; in
the general acceptance of parental supremacy, little is know# about
e of the problem, the causes of parental child abuse or the shért— and
fects of abusive behavier on children.

ntification of child abuse requires the interplay of thg behaéinr of
the effect on the child and the reaction of the observer (Mayhall &
3). Since child maltreatment has been common to all societies .through

attacharyya, 19825 Finkelhor & Korbin, 1988), it can be assumed that

H
s existed also in India. Changes have occurred, then, in perceptions

who have recently indicated that abusive parental hehavior is cause

; . . . . e
Furthermore, in order for far-reaching interventions to be possible,

t

3
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observers, B

it becomes |i

mperative that the general public be able to recognize and identify

certain behaviors as abusive. However, the perceptions of observers are ‘greatly

influenced b
Before
who are simh

that occur

intervene dg
of intervent|
sensitivity

T

professional

in their per

y societal norms and cultural conditiaoning.

intervention can eccur, social scientists need to assess haw

oth those wha are in a position to professionally intervene and those

]

ly members of the society, perceive the different forms of child abuse

in India. If the general public and those with the potenfial to

not identify certain parental behaviors as abusive, the development

ion programs needs to be postponed until there is more awareness and

to the problem. Literature suggests that different groups of people,

and non-professional and also persons of different professions, vary

ceptions of child abuse (Giovannoni & Becerra, 1979). In addition,

the perceived seriousness of abuse is considered to vary not only with its nature,

but also whe

n the consequence to the child is known (Mayhall & Nnrgard,L 1983),

therefore, this project sought to study.the perceptions and opinicns of observers

and formula?

ed the following research questiaons:

1. Do

a? se described?
c. Dqt§ assessment of the

s the assessment of seriousness vary with the nature of the

seriousness of an abusive parental behavior

increase with the addition aof a consequence to the child?

3. Do:.

]

ahy
Instrument

The ins

parents towa

including manpy of

attempt to define child abuse in

43 vignettes

service
child

people across human
ups agree about the
15e?

service professional and non-human
seriousness of different forms of

Methaod

truments used to study the subjects’ perceptions of the behav%or of

rd children, were two child abuse guestionnaires modelled after and

the questions used by Giovannoni and Becerra (1972) in* their

the United States. Each questionnaire included

of abusive behavior by parents and required respondents to evaluate




them an a gc
based an th
described.
were includ
developed to

variations

ten Indians

the new qUﬁs
vignettes t%
parents, bﬁ‘
prostitubion
delinquencn
physical abT

Based F
(1979), eac#
parent/careF
cﬁild. The11
vignettes:
were COmpose
vignettes wf
vignette wiL
stem and cor
presentatinp

order effect

Setting and:

2ir perceptions of the severity of the abusiveness

od in

found in Indian society.

stions were modified to be mare relevant

ign neglect,

ale of 1 to 9y with 1 being the least serious and 7 the most seriaus,
of the behavior
Thirty-six of Giovannoni and Becerra’s (1977) seventy-eight vignettes

this study (Table 2), and another twenty three vignettes were

make the questionnaires reflect same of the social and cultural

The sixty-three questions were pre-tested on

residing in the United States, and based on their reactions, twelve of

to the Indian culture. The

emselves could be divided into 17 categories: Alcohol/ drug abuse by

child beggary, child labor, child marriage, child

y cleanliness, educational neglect, emational maltreatment, fostering
housing, medical neglect, nutritional neglect, parental sexual mares,

se, sexual abuse, and supervision.

'n the method used for vignette construction by Giovamnoni and Becerra

vignette consisted of a stem-—or the behavior exhibited by the
iver——and a consequence--the effect the parental behavior had on the -

final pool of vignettes used, in actuality, consisted of 126

Sixty-three of the vignettes included only the stem while the other &3

d of bhoth stem and consequence. Each questionnaire included :several

th only a stem and several with both stem and consequence. If a

h only a stem was used in one questionnaire, that vignette with both

sequence was found in the second questionnaire. Finally, the aorder of

of vignettes was varied on the two questionnaires to control for

Se.

Sample

[

Three groups of pecple were sampled

Delh

India:

in each of three metropolitan cities in

i, Bombay and Hyderabad. Social workers, who are most involved in

|
I
|
!
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dealing wi#

second grou
children,
less aware
included pe
business pe

The sa

professions

questionnai

in the thre

werkers, 44

human servi

pple whe had no  involvement with the human services field, such as

h

h children with, or without, their families constituted oﬁe grch. The
p was composed of other human service professiecnals who wofk with
uch as doctors, nurses and teachers,. but whe in India maf be somewhat

of the phenomenon of intra-familial child abuse. The thir& group

3

ple and housewives.

, .
mple was not random since a few social workers, other human: . service

N ]
1s and nan-human service participants were recruited to distribute the

'es and collect completed anes. Of the 400 questionnaires distributed

=)

@ cities, 133 questionnaires were completed and returned, 45 by social

by other human service professionals and 42 by people not involved in

tes fields. Table ! presents the ages, gender and educational’ levels

of the resgpondents and identifies whether or not they had child rearing
experience.
i
Insert Table 1 : -
Results !

Means and standard deviations of responses on the survey for all respbndents
combined and for each subject group, separately, are presented in Table 2. The
overall categary rating is presented in parentheses, and the statements in

|
parentheses|ladded to the stem vignettes and those follawed by the word “or" are

the vignette

consists of

while the se

with consequences. The first row of numbers for each vignette pair

=]

lthe mean rating and the standard deviation without a ‘tansequence,

F

cond row is composed of the ratings that include the consequence.




Seriousness

Inzert Table 2

Based on the Nature of Abuse

The ca
overall per
most abusiv
(X=3.72).
conditions

abuse varie

appear to be relatively high.

S

tegories of types of abuse are presented in decreasing order of the
reived seriousness in Table 2. Child prostitution was considered the
e (X=B8.41) and poor housing canditions were cansidered the least

However, an a scale of 1 to 9, the overall ratings for even the housing

Thus, assessment of the seriousness af

between the means of 5.75 and 8.41 for the different types of abuse

of the abuse did influence perceptions of

of ahuse, all forms of abuse were believed to be rather serious.

indicating [that while the nature
seriuusnesi
Seriauanes§ of Consequences

To deé@q

a parent or

|
+

E
means compar

rmine if the addition of a known consequence of a potential action of
caregiver significantly changed perceptions of seriousness, t-tests of

ed the ratings of the basic vignettes and the ratings of the vignettes

namely the

nen-human s

Table €

significant
ratings of
overall rat
appreciable
The ge
a differenc

or decrease’

social

3

T

'method,'*

sequence added. This followed Giovannoni and Becerra’s (1979)

for all respondents as a group and between the three specific .groups,

workers (SW), other human service professionals (HS)} and the

rvice persons (NHS),

shows that the effect of the addition of a consequence was a

increase in the perceived seriousness of the vignettes in the averall

3

nly 280 of the 63 pairs of vignettes and a significant decrease in the

ings of 4 pairs. Thus, the addition of a consequence  made an

difference in just over one third of the total et of statements.

reral pattern was similar for all three respondent groups in that when
was found between a stem and a consequence, the direction of increase

was the same for all groups that evidenced a significant change.




However SW

t,
i

indicated a significant change in merely 10 af the &3 vignettesfﬂ;itﬁxg

vignettes being considered less serious when a consequence was added. Likewise|the

———e - T

- -

HS evidenced a change'in their perceptions for only 11 of the vignettes;'aﬁd 3 of

these were ¢
perceived seriousness between parental behaviaor

with a conse

onsidered less serious when a consequence was added. Differences in

presented alone and the behavior

quence added were found most often with the NHS whe indicated a change

in @7 situations, with 10 of the vignettes being seen as less abusive when the

consequence|

Seriousness

was added.

Across the Groups

As can be seen from table 2, the
vignettes ib the three
marriage, rL
any differences were found between the SW and the HS, the HS,

rated the ¥

three groups agreed in their perceptions of all

categories of child prostitution, sexual abuse and child

gardless of whether or not a consequence was attached. However, when
in all situations,

gnettes as being more serious than did the SW. Likewise; when SW and

NHS were chpared and where differences were found, the NHS rated all butwone of

the vignett?

s as being more serious than did the SW. When variations. were.

evidenced btween the HS and the NHS, the HS rated the situations higher tRan did

their NHS céunterparts.

It appears, howeJer, that in general, the perceptions of

the SW and NHS were more similar to those of each aother than to thaose of the HS
who rated mény of the vignettes as being more serious than did the other two
groups. |

Social Norkérs vs. Non~-Human Service Respandents. In addition to the three

categories o

the categori

.

n which all groups agreedy SW and NHS perceptions were similar ' across

es of physical abuse, medical neglect, supervision, alcechol/drug

abusey clear
difference i

was from each

liness, educational neglect and housing. Of those cases where a

N perceptions was evidericed in the presence of a vignette alone, ane

of the following categories: Emotional maltreatment, parental

-

!



sexual morﬁ
which diffe
the categor
neglect, bg
cansequence
of the NHS.
did the per

Human Serwvi

sy benign neglect and child beggary. The remaining five vignettes in

rences were found had an associated consequence, and one each was from

ies of fostering delinguency, emotional maltreatment, nutritional

nign neglect and child 1labor. It was only in one vignette with a

from the child labear category that the SW respanse was lower than that
Therefore, overall, in only 9 of 1286 vignettes (463 vignette pairs)
ceptions of SW and NHS differ significantly.

e Professionals vs. Non—-Human Service Respondents. In addition te the

three categ
differenceé

found to b

neglect, cleanlinees, educational

difference

were from the

emotional ﬂ

parentQLjég

pries of prostitution, sexual abuse and child marriagesy where no
were found acrass the groups, the HS and the NHS perceptions were
= similar for the categories of fostering delinquency, nutritional

neglect, housing and benign neglect. Where a

nas evidenced in the absence of a consequence, two of the vignettes

category of physical abusey and one each from the categories of

altreatment, medical neglect, supervision, alcohol/drug abuse and

X

-

tual mores., The remaining vignettes in which the

involved fh

. addition of a Eo%séquence: Three were from the category of child

labor, two from that of supérvision and one each from the categories of 'medical

neglect, pa
were differ

those of th

in 15 of the

Social Work

i

nces between the two groups,

ental sexual mores and child beggary. In all vignettes where there

the HS responses were rated higher than

T

=

eir NHS counterparts, and overall, differences in perception were found
c 126 vignettes..
ers vs. Human Service Professionals, SW and HS differed i% their

perceptions

categories o

across the

differed on

‘of the seriocusness of abuse on at least one vignettes in all but four

f abuse, the three categories for which no differences were found

respondent groups and for the category of nutritional neglect. They

two vignette stems for each of the categories of physical . abuse,

re were differences . .



emotional

categories,

i

altreatment,; cleanliness and housing, and one vignette stem in the

- |
of medical neglect, supervision, alcohal/drug abuse, educational

neglect, parental sexual mores, benign neglect, child beggary and child lsbor.
l

When stems

each in the

labor and
educational

where a si

those of th

groups thar

The T

groups and

C
l

g

I
and consequences were presented together, the groups differed on two

categories of emotional neglect, parental sexual mores, and child

n one each in the categories of fostering delinquency, cleanliness,

neglect, housing, benign neglect and child beggary. In all vignettes
nificant difference was evidenced, the 5W responses were loawer than

e HS. Mare differences in perceptions were found between these two

I
in other combinations and were found in 28 of the 124 vignettes.

Discussian
1

indings of the study, using a comparison of means across réspondent

vignette pairs, allowed some beginning responses to the research

¥

|
situations,

prostitutio

gscores are

India is ca

questions |posed and were rather surprising for at least two of the ques{ions in
that they did not support expectations based an: theory or earlier findings.

The expectation that perceived seriousness would vaty:with thgfqa&gre of . .
nabuse”wgs’}suﬁborted, but  the T&i%fé:é;cés oft 6eaﬁ§l'betwéén the 1least ;abusive

poor housing conditions, and the most abusive situationh child

1y was a mere 2Z2.49 points on a @ paint scale. That the two ' extreme

: i
so close together suggest that either any form of harm te any child in

nsidered highly abusive, or/and in India or in Third World coﬁntries;

where problems with children are so numerous, the area of child abuse, a# it is

known in th
little that
both short—

Interé

overall rank

. [
and public awareness is

e Western countries, 1is so poorly defined so

knowledge of it and the ability to differentiate between the ;impact,

and long-term; on the child is relatively undeveloped.

stingly, child prostitution and child beggary received the ;highest
- i

cings for the 17 categories. This ought to have been anticipatéd since

1

10




social welf

toward the

|
pre movements in India in the past decade have turned their attentions

widespread societal abuse of children through child prostitution, child

labor, chil

disseminate

abuse must,

|
?

as India, Jh

perception

woven into
rationalized

themselves!

labbying against it, is still generally

d beggary and

the socio-

child marriages. Conscicusness raising efforts that

infoermation about the extent of societal abuse and the effects of such

by their . very nature and their objectives, influence persons’

of seriousness. It is to be expected, however, that in a country such

ere child labor, especially in housework and certain crafts has heen

cultural norms of the society for centuries, where it is

as benefitting the families of children so employed and the children

this form of societal child abuse, despite the almost militant

socially sanctioned. It was ranked only

slightly more sbusive than poar hausing coenditions, the lowest ranked category.

While
control and
was seen a5+
note that wl
their'dgfdéf
significanﬁ]
other two g%

point of de

these findin

benign

ath is less

neglect, which is often discussed as a means of population

a2 methoed of allocating meager resources in poar and rural families,

more abusive than most other forms of maltreatment, it was alarming to

en a consequence was added to vignette #13 E[The parents did nat feed,

ed infaﬁt: iTHe‘cHila dies of starvation.)], the mean score dqcreased

y for the non-human services respondents and declined alsc for the

I
oups, Must ane surmise that depriving a disabled child of foad to the
abusive than occasionally failing to feed the child? Do

gs suggest a tendency for this middle-class sample to sanction such

selective neglect in seme instances?

As in
considered h
hierarchy (¢

reinfaorces,

behavior and

1ighly abusive.

Ifirst,

jlall societies with wvery strong incest taboos, sexual abuse was

That physical abuse ranked relatively low on the abuse

enth) and in fact, was slightly Ilower than parental sexual , morss,

a negative and judgmental societal attitude toward sexual

mores, especially since the consequences did not indicate " direct

11




abuse of th

against cor

and second

|
e child, barring the child’s knowledge of the parents’ sexual héhaviar,
and perhaps more importantly, a relatively low level of social censure

physical ahuse as a means of controlling

socializin

Litere

mare chroni

{Hally, Pol

respanse T

emctional

poor housi
awareness
as that of
and given

pragrams i

the seriou?

1

The mo

“in percepti
expectation

overall rat

the parenta

n',
|
|
l"
0

n

poral punishment and/or and
children.

ture indicates that emotional maltreatment and physical neglect are

cy less traumatic and more difficult to document than_physicél abuse

ansky & Polansky, 1980; Tower, 1989), and tend to evoke a less emotive
om the observer. This is supported by the lower ranking found for

altreatment, nutritional neglect, cleanliness, educational neglect and

g conditions. Given the state of infancy in which the definition and

f the problem af child abuse currently is in India, given its history,

lother countries, of handling children as the property of their parents

the consciousness raising efforts of certain social/child 'welfare

India, the general rankings of the respondents’ responses regarding

ness of 17 different categories of abuse should have been anticipated.

re surprising findings were those that indicgted an infrgqpentj‘change

bns of seriousness when a consequence was added. This did not '5upport
s. That +the addition of a consequence significantly increased the

ings in less than one third of the vignette pairs suggest that most of

1 bebaviors were considered serigus regardless of the consequence to

the child. ||This is in variance with the findings of Giavannoni and Becerra (1979)
in which the addition of a conseguence affected perceptions in over S0% of the
vignettes. ‘Barring vignette #13, the consequences that tended to decreése- the

perceived s
toc some ext

#53), or th

eriousness of vignette stems may have been those that either appeared,

ent, have some benefit to the child or the family (i.e. vignettes #38B &

at may have heen less traumatizing far the child than the respondent

may have viiualized with the stem alone (i,e, vignettes #18 & #38),. Perhaﬁs-death

12




ed child (vignette 13) was considered by this sample to be préferable

the disability. f

for a disab

|
{i

When b
. |

to life wi
oken down into the sample grodps, the addition of a consequeﬁce had
even less impact. The non-human service respondents were the most influenced by

the addition of a consequence, but for approximately one third of the vignettes in -

which they |evidenced a change, it was a change in the direction of a decrease.

The pattern

was similaW

evidenced for the two groups that provide interventions tc families

and suggests that they were less influenced by consequences and tended

to see behayiors alone as being abusive or not. Perhaps thase working:in the
!

human services are more cognizant of the occurrence of these problems and have
1

given some thought to the seriousness of each af these actions while thase with

less contact with social welfare issues and concerns may be more influenced by the

|

knowledge o

the effect on the child. That most parental behaviors, themselves,

regardless of the consequences to the child, were considered abusive by the sample

is encourag;ng. Lobbying efforts may be directed to all abusive béhavior,

régardless hf the visible effects on the child, as the effects of parental . .abuse

Ioné—;éhgé -and may evidenced in adulthood through antiscéial or

patholegical behaviors. ’ !

i
Despite the few variations that were found, however, the perceptions of the

three respondent groups were fairly similar. The differences that did exist
indicated that the social workers’ perceptions were more similar to those:of the

non-human service respondents than to those eof the human service professionals.

This was completely unanticipated and most surprising. Although there: was a

general consensus abeut the seriousness of the different acts of maltréatment,

where-a difference was present, the human service professionals rated all but one

incident as|lbeing mare serious than the social work and the non-human  service

respondentss| and the two latter groups were often in agreement. Values and
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sample at T
influence T

their perce

profESEionﬁlly influenced by human service values.

!

age and len

as projecte
b

period af t
Thus,
rated diffe

|
the additi%

& - - . . e
Furthermnrel the social wor

have been ﬁpre influenced by societal culture and less

service culf
was smaller

|
U
|
non-random- b

from three |

In addition|
welfare advd

i
ability to d

|

and to cham(
|
i

;prnfessional cultures of the human service helpers (social workers

o3ty

n social

the findings revealed that

generally have at least two global sources of influence: The societal

the professional culture (Segal, Segal & Niemczycki, 1990}. '‘Based on

onp

undergirding social work and other helping professions, would

and

service warkers), tao be more similar to those of each other than to

subscribing to human service values. It appears, for this

that the impact of societal culture and values may have more

workers than on other human service professionals in that

tions tended to be wmore consistent with those of persbns not

Perhaps this was a function of
th of years in the profession since, on the whole, the social workers,

by their mean age, bad probably been in the profession a - shorter

me than had the ather human service professionals.
while different Tarms of maltreatmeht were
ently regarding seriousness, the range itself was relatively small and

of a consequence had little influence on perceptiqns_qfi,seri?usness.

ker group and the non-human service respondents may

by a professional human
|
1

ure than were the human service professionals. The size of the sample

3

than would have been preferred, and the respondents were selec%ed on a
asis, howevery the subjects for each respondent group were r;cruited
arge cities 1in India where culture and language vary significantly.
this study may provide some much needed begimming data to allow child
tates tao

support the assertion  that there is 1little knowledge and

iscriminate between different forms of parental child abuse in India

ion the cause of abused children.

14




The fo

and percepf

incident, h
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. ‘.
those inl:i.t:ii
generally £

nutritional

relatively

Western per

the physica

These
the area of
gsize and se

there is ge

K

cus of this study has been on attitudes, rather than actual behavior,

lons may vary when a sgpecific respondent is presented with a real

bwever, this is outside the scope of this study. It is also clear that
ents that were rated as less abusive, barring physical ahusé, were

hose that were .associated with poverty, such as physical neglect,

ineglect, lack of supervision and lack of cleanliness. _However, the

. |
oW rating of physical abuse . (X=4.92) is greatly in variance with

eptions where a major facus of child abuse reporting laws is placed on

abuse af children.

Implications and Summary

Jata and their implications, once again point to the realization that

ichild abuse and neglect is in embryonic state in India. While the

lectivity of the sample were not ideal, it is relatively clear that

nerally little discrimination between the severity of different forms

of intra-fa

sensitive to

not trainedf

pilial child abuse and professionals appear to be no more, or no less,

the varying effects of abusive behavior than are those people.who are

|
L

in providing interventive services for people.

Finkell

to priorit

or and Korbin (1988} indicate the necessity for individual countries

the types of abuse most urgently needing attention while focusing
|

ize

on the three widely occurring forms of child abuse, namely, child baﬁtering,

selective ne

abuse and be

of children

i
is consider?

] 1
{
= sexual abuse.

glect and Although this study indicated that ' sexual

nign, or selective, neglect are considered unacceptable, the battering

j| when campared with other farms of maltreatment found in the country,

d much less detrimental to the welfare of the child. This reinforces

i

the relative acceptance of corporal punishment as a viable method of socialﬁzation

and discipli

awareness of

ne and further supports literature that suggests that there is 'little

the problem. Professionals in the human services field are not much
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more sensit

are those
aWwareness

effect of

intergeners

to the prob

and impact.
The fi

abuse in ab

should addr

since inter

)

ized to the issues involved or the impact of child maltreatment than

persons not affiliated with the human services professions. Public

children, the

ampaigns by child advocates regarding the rights of
. o

abuse on the child and the society and the rvesulting cycle or

tianal pattern of abuse may be the initial step in bringing attention

lems; while research efforts must be directed toward assessing i

ts. scope
\ ,

ndings of this study reinforce the need to go beyond defining child

stract +terms and attempting to operationalize it. Such definitions

2ss issues regarding parental motivation and consequences to children

vention programs will reflect the beliefs of policy-makers and service

praviders. || In other words, the definition should attempt to answer the questions
of whether
* . . J} all forms of physical aggression against children are abusi@e;
wheth%r - + . primary consideration (should be given) to adult
motivations and behavior regardless of the actual impact on the child,
to the, potential harm to the child of adult behavior or the actual
impacﬁguf adult behavior on the child’s ongoing physical, social, -
emotiopal and sexual development . . . * (Ross & Zigler, 1980:295)

While

assess the

both the sh

working in

repercussio
responsiven

active inve

research is needed among both clinical and non—clinical papulations to

scope of the problem, before the general public can be made aware of

Iﬁt— and long-term effects of abuse on the child, all professionals

the human services must receive more education about the deleterious
[

ns of child abuse that can reverberate throughout India. The call for

ss to the issue of child abuse was made in 1988 (NIPCCD, 19Bé), and
1

itigation and intervention need to begin.
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TABLE 1

Characteristics of Respondent Group

N = 133 '
Prafessipn (N) Mean Age Female Child Rearing Education#
: Experience
i
Social BA 13.5%
Work (43) 30.7 71.3% 33.3% MSW 73.3%
PhD 11.1%
Human HS  8.9%
Servicqs (46) 34,4 &5.8% 546.3% BA 17.8B4%
| MA 55.5%
| PhD 17.8%
E
Non—Huméz HS 10.0%
Services (42} 3%.8 54.8% bb. 7Y BA 42.35%
MA 45.0%4
PhD 2.5%
|
Total |(133) 34.8 &3.9% S2.6% 100.0%
| .
* HS = ﬂfgh School
BA = Bachelor of Arts
MA = qaster aof Arts
MSW = Master of Sacial Wark
PhD = Doctor of Philosophy




|

TABLE 2

}
HEQNS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR ALL THREE GROUPS FOR EACH CATEGORY

‘ = 133 ‘
L4 Overall® Social Work  Human Non—Human
VIGNETTES ™’ Rating Sarvice Sarvice
n=45 n=4é n=42
I .
; - X = X =d X sd . X sd
Child Prostitutionl(X=8.41) e SR
1. The parents sold their daughter to a brothel. !
(The money made it!pussible to feed their other 8.38 1.31 8.38 1.31 8.30 1.77 | 8.56 1.43
five children for [three months). 8.43 1.58 8.00 1.764 8.78 0.52 ' B.64 0.74
t
2. The parents send their child out to praostitute g.42 1.62 g8.28 1.89 8.44 1.09 . B8.64 1.08
every night. (She gften cries when they leave her). B.42 1.33 7.3 1.79 B8.48 1,28 . 8.62 1.06
Child Beggary (X= E'll)
3. The parents force the child to beg all day. (She abh  8.09 1.27 7.50 1.40 8.32 0.90 8.79 0.58,
. '
may return home if||she has collected Rs. 10}. ac 7.40 1.57 &.80 1,83 8.23 1,08 7.04 1.77
4. The parents broke the child’s hands and sent
her to beg. The amount of money she brings hame 6.48 1.24 8.32 1.3l §.91 0.89 ! 8.50 1.1&
now has daubled. | B.46 1.46 8,06 1.95 8.70 0.77 8.48 1.40
|
Sexual Abuse (X=8.046}
5. On one occasion, tle parent and the child '
engaged in sexual intercourse.
| ar. B.63 1.12 8.46 1,42 B8.96 0.21_ 8.79 0.80
The parent and thechild repeatedly engaged 8.35 1.55 B.40 1,12 B.30 1.58° 8.33 1.80
in sexual intercourse. .
. i R - -
& On one occasiony. the parent and the child \
engaged in mutual masturbation.
| ex 8.28 1.&2 7.83 g.09 8.52 1.20 8,79 0.80
The parent and the child repeatedly engaged g8.02 1.91 7.54 2.3¢ 8.22 1.54 e.07 1.98
in mutual masturbatjfion. '
7. On one occasion, t.h parent fondled the
child’s genital arda.
| er. 6.56 2.30, 6.0 2,27, &-9% 2.14 . .32 2.46
The parent has repeatedly fondied the child’s B.11 1.51 7.72 1.89 B.48 0.99 8.23 1.24
genital area. ;
8. A female child is uged for sexual pleasures
by a staff member.|(1n exchange, she gets better 8.21 1.3 g.06 1.73 8.52 1.38 8.26 1.48
foad and works at lpss difficult tasks). 8.31 1.57 7.79 g2.09 8.65 1.11  8.36 1.08
9. The parent allous E e child to be used in
parnographic p1ctur s. (The child acts sexually 7.99 1.34 7.43 B2.35 8.30 -14 8.07 1.73
toward other cruldx]- ni. 7.86 1.99 7.75 1.4¢ 8-09 1.31 8,00 1.36
i
0. The child of a pros, itute is sexually maolested
by a customer. (The| prostitute is paid well 7.94 1,57 7.81 1.4 /-82 1.84  8.07 1.33
afterward by the ciustomer). 8.45 1.39 8.21 49 8.56 1.31 8.85 0.3




Table 2 (continued)

VIGNETTES

Benign Neglect (X57.90}

11. The parent feeds |boy children first, the remains
are given to the ;irls. (The girls are all
malnurished).

12, The parents aband
on the sidewalk,

ined their infant daughters
They had six children already).ab

—— ==

t feed their deformed infant. ab
starvatiaonl.

13. The parents did n
(The child dies c

I
Child Marriage (X|7.55)
14. Families execute : marriage between two young
children. (The girl is fgorced to leave her
parents at a young age).

15. Parents execute q;marriage of a girl child
with an adult. (THe child suffers frequently
from vaginal lacerations).

16. A child is widowed scon after marriage. (She
is never allowed Ju remarryl.

Fostering Delinguency (X=7, 46)
17. The parents make their child steal small
articles out of tre supermarket. (The child
was caught‘stealigg). . - . ab

Medical Neglect CFF7.0B)
18. The parents ignored the fact that their child

was obviously 111'| crying constantly and nat

eating. (When they finally brought the child a

to a hospital, hejlwas found to be sericusly c

dehydrated). \
19. The parents ;gnured their child’s camplaint of

an earache and chronic ear drainage. (The child ¢

was found to have|a serious :nfect:on and

damage tao the 1nner ear).

Supervisian (X=5. ﬂ?}
20. The parents regularly left their child alone

outside the house|lafter dark often as late as aa
midnight. (Neighbors have spotted the child
wandering three kllometers away from home),

g2l. The parents regula ly left their child alene
inside the house d ring the day. Often they
did not return unf 1 m;dn;ght. {On ane occasian ¢
the child startedfa small fire}.

Ovarall Social Hork Human | Non-Human
Rating Service | Service
X sd X sd X sd ; X =d
_________ ———— i
7.34% 1.82 5.94 1.98 7.87 1.52, 7.07 1.92
7.76 1.73 7.31 2.07 8.18 1.18° B6.00 1.42
[}
7.94 1.43 7.59 1.58 8.13 1,74 7.88 1.&1
8.14 1.39 7.57 1.71 8.52 0.95. 8.71 0.82
8.27 1.33 7.76 1275 8.65 0.57 8.79 0.80,
7.94 1.70 7.62 1.86 B.44 1,31 7.47 1.8%
f
5.52 1.94 5.94 1,73 7.18 1.6  &.29 2,19,
7.06 1.90 6,55 1.84 7.44 1.95., 7.89 1.75
i
8.09 1.36 7.71 1.8 6.22 1.31, B.71 0.47
g.03 1.70 7.79 1.95 8.35 1.11: 7.89 1.97
8.00 1.17 7.76 1.24 B.22 1.20 . 8.14 0.95
7.57 1.61 7.25 1.8 8.17 1.15. 7.21 1.71
7.35 1.9, 6.69.2.81 8.13 1.36 ,-7.04 "1.99_
7.58 1.94 6.50 2.20 8.35 1.3% ' 8.43 1.1%
7.68 1.78 7.07 2.00 B.26 1.42 . 8.08 1.55_
6.98 1.97 6.62 1.89 7.91 1.47 | 6.36 2.13
|
6.71 2.07 6.9 1.88 7.56 1.24 | s5.79 2.39
5.94 1.84 6.46 1,69 7.35 1.94 ! 7.50 1.40
6.94 1.70 6.31 1.52 .82 1,40 ! .48 1.70
7.63 1.84 7.00 2.19 B8.17 1.30 8.07 1.54
:
7.85 1.91 6.79 1.86 7.65 1.93 j 7.57 1.95_
6.60 2.00 6.0 1.63 7.44 1.50 ' 5,89 2.30




Table 2 {continued)

a3.

2.

as.

26,

£27.

2a.

2.

30.

31.

32.

33.

0On one occasion,
alone all night.

VIGNETTES

the parents left their child

ar

The parents regularly left their child alone

all night. '

i

Parental Sexual Mares (X=5.94)

The parents permi

a relative who is a

prostitute to bring customers to their house.

(The child knows
|
The parents have
can sea, (The ch

A divorced mather
is a prostitute,

Physical Abuse !X
The parent hit th
him with the flst

his).

ntercourse where the child
1d knows this).

whoe has custody of her child,
Her child knows this).

6.92)
child in the face, striking
(The child suffered a black

eye and a cut lipp.

The parent banged the child against the wall
while shaking h:m by the shoulders. (The ‘child

suffered a con:ua

The parent strucé

ian}.

the child with a wooden stick.

(The child suffered a concussion).

The parents usualll
spanking him uitm
marks on the child

The parents usualll
spanking him uxth
on the child’s sk

y punish their child by
a leather strap (leaving red
's skin).

y punish their child by
the hand (leaving marks
in).

The parent threw
child suffered se

hot water on the child.

({The
ond-degree burns).

The parent ties the child to a post by a two

{2) meter rope wh
plays there all d,

School children a
far unruly behavi
bruises from the

ere she’s working. (The child

yl.

e beaten by their teachers
r. (The teacher may leave
eating).

ac

ac

Qverall Social Work  Human +  Norm—Human
Rating Servica | Service
X sd X sd X sd’ X sd
s | ——ee e
5.96 2.12 6.17 2,32 7.70 1.55° 7.31 a.14,
6.43 1.96 5.9 2.09 7.39 1.20  5.67 2.00
7.60 2.20 6.95 2,85  7.65 a.so', .85 0.56,
7.04 1.80 6.06 1.77 7.78 1.57 6,93 1.77
7.07 2.12 &.44 2.42 8.00 1.35  &.51 2.87,
7.61 1.B& 7.41 1.97 7.22 2.00 8.6 0.93
5.34 2.38 5.93 2.5 6.83 2.3 4.31 2.06
5.96 2.31 4.88 2.78 7.22 1.59 S.43 2.04
]
6.53 2.05 .12 2.85 7.35 1.70. &.00 2.02
7.59 1.80 7.3 1.84 7.91 1.5 7.79 1.93
7.285 1.9& 6.62 2.45 6.17 1.27° 478 1.89,
7.57 1.72 7.10 1.52 7.87 1.40° B.07 1.14
6.62 2.09, 5,85 1.82 7.30 1.96, 4.36 2.5
7.33 2.03 2.00 2.03 7.77 1.60: 7.11 2.33
!
7.45 1.84 7.07 1.71 7.46 1.74 7.85 .82
7.3¢ 1.79 4.88 2.36 8.00 1.48°' 7,26 1.5&
5.48 2.37, 5.07 2.42 5.30 2,48, 6.36 2.04
s.66 2,10 6,64 2,48 7.35_2.01° &.14 1.82
7.88 2.11 7.35 2.38 B.17 2.08 B.71 0.73
7.47 1.84 7.06 2.05 B8.04 1.77°' 7.587 1.78
5.40 2.48 5.13 3.00 &.54 2,06 | 5.07 2.24
6.48 2.34 4.07 2.31 7.13 2.51  4.31 2.10
5.85 2.14 5.79 1.764 S.87 2.85 . S5.85 1.42
4.71 1.89 5.38 2.06 7.44 1,70  6.25 1.84




Table 2 (continued)

- LI

34,

33.

36.

37.

a8.

39.

41,

42,

43 .

44,

43.

* The parents 1gnoré

VIGNETTES

The juvenile corrigction centers use sticks to
control the children, (Sometimes the beatings

cause lacerations

Alcohol /Drug Abuaq
ry drunk while alone taking

A parent became wvi
care of the child.
and became intoxi

The parents leave|
hause in places Wi
(The child drank

Emotional Maltrea

on the child’s bady).
(X=4£.88)

{The child drank some whiskey ac
ated).

battles of whiskey around the

ere the child can qet ta them.

ame and became intoxicated). c

_ment (X=4.89)

The parents have kept their child locked in

since birth. The)
and pravide baszc!
is underdeveloped?

feed and bathe the child
hysical care. (The child

A child is severely mentally ill. (The parents

have allowed the #
but refuse to coop

A child has severe

hild to undergo treatment ab
erate themselves).

behavier problesms. (The

parents have alluﬁ:d the child to underqgo

treatment but refu

The parents are co
child, calling hxm
afraid to be wlth

seldom talking wit
child continually

The parents constal
his younger siblin
child is not reall
continually f:ghts
|

e to cooperate themselves).

instantly 5cfeaming ;t their
foul names. (The child is
pther children). a

n

their child most of the time,
h him or listening to him. {(The

Tights with other children}.

ntly compare their child with

g, sometimes implying the a
y their own. (The child ab
with other childrenl.

The parents cunstqhtly tell the child he’s
stupid and ugly. ﬂ ther children in the family

are praised}. |

The child is not =
children. (He has

The parents threat.
harm the child if He doesn’t abey,
fent nightmares).

suffers from recur

lowed to play with other
o work around the house).

en to give away the child or
(The child

Overall Social Work Human Non-Human
Rating Service Service
¥ = X s X s % u
7.10 1.43 6.96 1.98 7.65 1.54 4.82 1.39,
7.58 1.84 7.54 1.35 7.52 1.95 B.07 0.34
5.31 1.96 5.69 2.09, 7.39 1.20! 5.47 a.00
7.32 1.83 7.07 1.74 7.56 1.53; 7.57 1.&0
&.83 1.85 &£.32 1,56 7.09 2.19¢ 7.54 1.&1
7.04 1.97 &6.56 1.93 7.95 1.40 6.50 2.17
1
!
7.43 B.0B 7.31 2.3 7.87 .58 7.07 2.15
7.62 2.21 7.07 2.43 8.00 1.88' B8.00 1.18
1
7.97 1.35 7.36 1.47, 8.39 0.94" 8.64 1.08,
6.49 2.08 5.94 2.54 7.04 1.92' 4.32 1.93
6.48 2.10 &.75 2.27 7.87 1.28' 4.8 1.83
7.13 1.83 5.8 2.01 &.61 2,32 . 7.43 1.S%
5.88 2.09 6,00 2.13 4.74 1.82 5,07 2.07,
7.25 1.80 6£.59 1.70 7-B3 1.S5 7.84 2,04
&.63 1.B4 6,21 1.47 7.27 t.83 &.68 2.47
£.37 1.84 5.94 1.91 7.i13 1.58 S.95 1.88
6.70 2,08 5.8 1.74 7.48 1.59 ' 2.86 1.84
6,87 1.83 5,47 1.88 7.854 1.92 | 7,46 1.s1
!
&.87 2.07 &.81 2.14 7.14 1.88 | A.b4 2.25
7.23 1.83 5.61 1.85 B8.00 1.24 7.38 2.18
5.53 2.29 6,07 2.26 7.09 2.31 . 4.54 2.37
5.84 1.91 6.06 1.8t 6.286 1.89 5.29 1.90
6.26 1.83, 6.25 2.08 6.9 1.58 | 5.63 1,74 -
7.33 1.46 2.17 1.28 7.6 1.75 7.50° 1.87




Table @ (continued)

1
'
i
i

46.

47.

48.

49.

50,

S1.

a2.

53.

34.

S5.

Sh.

57.

oa.

| VIGNETTES

The parents ignuﬁ the child and push him away
when he comes near, (He sits in the corner
racking himself{h
i
llawed ta sleep with his
young children sleep with

The child is not
mother. (All athe
their mothers).

Nutritional Neglect (X=&,&4)

The parents regulif]y fail to feed their child
for periods of at|least 24 hours. (The child was
hospitalized for '& weeks for being seriously
underweight},

The parents feel only milk to their child. (The

child has an'irnn”deficiencyl.

Cleanliness (X=6.33)
The parents usually leave their child on a
filthys sodden maltress. (The child has
infected sores onjhis bady!.

The parents do not| wash their child at all.
{The child’s armshand legs are cavered with
encrusted sares).|

The parents do noé wash their child’s hair nor

-bathe the child f& weeks at a time. (He has

sores in several places).

The parents make no effort to keep their child
clean. (The child}s hair is matted with bits of
old foad). i

Educational Neglect {X=4,30)
The parents frequéztly keep their child out of
school. (The child is failing in schaall.

Child Labor (X=5.7%)
The child warks aIE day in the factory. (The
owners feed him anI give him a place to stay).
"
I

The child cleans H trines all day. (He takes

the rupees from work to his parents each day).

The child is expecled tc take care of younger
children. (The pargnts wark in the fields),

|

I
The child is expecﬁed to help care for cattle,
(He must do it even when he is sick).

b

ac

Overall Social Work Non-Human

Rating Service Service

i sd X ad X sd’ X sd
7.28 1.40 6.93 1.56  7.73 1.39  7.42 '1.98
.85 1.7& &5.88 1.71 7.26 1.63  4.38 1.8%

i

5.00 2.71 5.11 2.50 4.87 2.9 4.92 3.0l
5.25 2.37 5.00 2.63  4.00 1.93 4,64 2.38
7.02 2.09, 7.85 1.45 7.61 1.88  4.33 2.39,
7.87 1.70 7.2¢ 1.92 8.22 1.48, 8.57 1.1s&
5.76 2.33 5.00 2.16 &.30 2.38, &4.23 2.28
5,59 2.82 5.38 2.09 4.30 2.18° S.00 2.3%
6.00 2,05, S.18 1.79, 7.14 1.91. 5.49 2.02
7.08 1.91 6,33 1.71 7.87 1.55) &.74 2.10
S.98 2.58, 5.19 2.79, 6.86 1.95, 85.50 2.99
7.24 1,98 4.72 1.87 7.56 2.02. 8.00 1.9
6.18 2,03 5.38 2,03, 7.04 1.77 5.89 2.08
7.8 .82 7.1 1.71 7.96 1.92° 8,08 1.71
5.03 2.14 5.8B 1.96  6.70 2.24 : &.54 1.94
4.24 2.05 S5.81 2.10 &4.78 1.9% 5.94 2.12
6.87 1.9 S.46 2.17 7.00 2.43 , 7.15 1.&8
5.73 2.06 4,75 2.38  &.77 1.90 &.26 .99
6.77 2.18, 6.90 1.86, 6.83 2.42 ' .62 2.47,
4,75 2.22 4.81 2.37° 5.5 1.95, 3.96 2.13
&6.51 2.17 5.00 2.85_, &.91 1,70 ' 5.82 2.1l
6.04 2.13 &.41 2.11° &.70 2.42  5.50 .
4.22 2.66, 4.56 2.28  4.46 2,73 4.86 2.48
5.24 2.31 3.86 2.66  4.04 1.92 | 64,31 2,53
4.00 2,40, 3.64 2.28, 4.14 2.53_. 4.17 2.17
6.09 2.09 5.62 2.12° 7.82 1.41 . S5.36 2.18
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Table 2 (continued)
' |
Cverall Social Work  Human Non-Human
VIGNETTES Rating Service i Service
; X =d X = X sd X sd
1
59. The child polishps shaes in the marketplace. (The 4,88 2.04, 4.69 2.30 3.55 1-57. 4.41 2,06
° parent spends the child’s earnings on aicohol)., 7.96 1.58 7.31 1.7 8.70 0.88° B.07 1.48
1 .
60. The child’'s nimﬁ_e fingers are used for weaving '
carpets in a paorly lit roem. (He is forced to 6.B9. 1.93 5.88 1.43 7.03 2.19  6.93 1.90,
stay out of schagl ta practice his craft). 6,08 1.80 &.74 1.81 6.96 1.59 5.29 1.70
Housing (X=5.72)| ‘
41. The parents live|with their child in an old
house. Two windgws in the living room where the
child plays have been broken for some time, and 5.56 2,04 4.87 1.84 4d.44 1.83 5.a2 2.12
the glass has verry jagged edges. (The child cut 5.89 2.29 5.28 2.27 6.17 2.39 6.77 1.48
his hand on the ljagged edges, requiring three :
stitches). ‘
\ i
&2. The parents livewith their child in a small !
rented house. (No one ever straightens up. 4,79 2.33 4,08 2.00 5.59 28.30, 4.e2 2.29
Decaying garbagey rats, and cockroaches are 6.00 2.32 5.00 2.16 4.6 2.08° 5.70 2.33
everywherel}, \ : v
&3. The parents live|with their child in a slum. f
Derelicts sleep in the doorway of the building 5.30 2.39, 5.07 2.43 5.82 2.79  4.92 1.38,
in which they live. (One of the derelict 4.76 1.81 4.3t 2.09 7.14 1.687 671 1.78

accosted the :hi}d). :

Critical t-value = 2.39

oL %

[

significant differeq
significant differen
significant differeq
significant differen

NOTE:

L

e between
te between
e between
e between

situation stem and statement including a consequence
social workers & human service workers
social workers & non-human service respondents

human service workers and non-human service respondents

1. The statements in parentheses added to the stem and the statements following

the word “oﬁ
2. The first ro
while the sec

COHSEQUEHCE1

are the vignettes with consequences.
W of numbers consists of the means & std. dev. for situation stem,
rond row contains the scores of the statement including the

2. The number i# parentheses is the overall categary rating.
with boldfaced numbers are drawn from Giavannoni & Becerra

4, All vignette
(1979).
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