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When examining the effectiveness of parenting measures, the degree to which the
measure is valid across racial/ ethnic groups Is a critical issue fo consider. Although some
investigators have expressed concerns with validity of the HOME- Short Form across racial/
ethnic groups, the issue has not been systemarically analyzed.

The purpose of this working paper is to examine the comparability across three major
racial/ethnic groups (European American, Afvican American, and Mexican American) of the
Jactor structure and predictive validity of three versions of the HOME-Short Form
{infant/toddler, early childhood, and middle childhood versions) used in the 1988 wave of the
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement. Factor analyses were carried out
examining the factor structure in the full sample and for each racial/ethnic subgroup separately,
In the early childhood and middle childhood versions of the HOME-Short Form, there is great
similarity in the factor structures found for the three racial/ethnic groups and for the sample as a
whole. This is not the case, however, for the infant/toddler version. Prediction to child outcomes
in longitudinal analyses was comparable when scales were created based on full-sample factor
analyses and on factor analyses for separate racial/ethnic groups. That is, use of race/ethnicity-
specific scales did not improve prediction. It is noteworthy, however, that the particular
subscales that served as significant predictors of the child behavioral and cognitive outcomes
differed for the three racial/ethnic groups. ‘

In general, the findings indicate that while the same underlying constructs appear to exist
in parenting behavior and the home environment across racial/ethnic groups (except in very
early development), these constructs do not relate to later developmental outcomes in the same
way across groups. Rather, different aspects of parenting and the home environment serve as
the strongest predictors of development for each group.
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Introductioﬁ

~ AXkey question regarding the usefulness of the HOME-Short Form in survey
adminiStrétion is that of whether it functions similarly when used in différent racial/ethnic
groups. One way to address this q‘uestion is to ask whether the factor structure that emerges from
factor analyses with the items of the HOME-SF is the same across racial/ethnic groups. A
second perspective concerns prediptive validity: whether scales formed from the items of thf:
HOME-Short Form predict to child outcomes in a comparable manner across racial/ethnic
groups.

In previous work, Sugland and colieagues (1995) examined the comparability across
racial/ethnic groups_ of the earlyr childhood version of the HOME-Short Form, using National
Longitudinal Suﬁey of Youth-Child Supplement data from the 1988 wﬁve of data collection.-
The factor structure and predictive validity of thé HOME-SF were examined for Furopean-

American, African-American and Mexican American subsamples as well as for the sample as a

This paper was completed as part of the work on NICHD Grant No. R01 HD31056. The authors would like to thank
Connie Blumentha} and Deanna Cooke for their work on analyses, Deborah Coates for helpful input on interpretation of
findings, Kristin A, Moore for input on ail phases of this set of analyses, and Julie A. Floryan for much appreciated help in -
bringing this paper to closure. '
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whole. Inthe pfesent paper we report on. paralle] analyses for the versions of the HOME-Short
Form for infancy/toddlerhood and for middle childhood, again using data from the 1988 wave of
the Naﬁonﬁl Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement. To present a comprehensive
picture across the three age groups (infancy/toddlerhood, early childhoed, and middle childhood},
we incorporate into our presentation of results a summary of the findings for the early childhood
.period that have been repoﬁed on previously.

Current literature on the HOME-SF is limited toa émall number of studies which address
racial/ethnic gréup differences. This information may be especially meaningful in the design of
new measures of parenting and the home environment, sinée differences in the underlying factors
in different racial/ethnic groubs could warrant either the developmept of measures épecific to
these groups or the broadening of a common set of measures to better reflect parenting in all
racial/ethnic groups.

Method
Sample

Special Characteristics of the Children of the NLSY. The National Longitudinal
Survey of Youth (NLSY) is a sample of youth who have been followed into early adulthood.
Some of the young women had children, who were then studied in the National Longitudinal
Survey of Youth-Child Supplement (NLSY-CS) (Baker, Keck, Mott and Quinlan, 1993). Since
thé origihal youth were the sampling base, rather than the children of these youth, the children

have particular characteristics which could be impprtant to the interpretation of any NLSY-CS

data. These children are the first children born in the sample. Therefore, they are born to
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younger mothers and are more likely to be first born than the general population of children in
the US. Addiﬁonally, because the first group of children are born to the youngest mothers in the
NLSY, the children of the NLSY are more likely to live in poverty or receive welfare than the
general population. |

Characteristics of the Samples Reported on in Pres-ent Analyses. Among different
‘age groups of NLSY-CS children used in the cﬁrrent analyses, important differences also exist.
The older the age group of children, the younger their mothers were when they first gave birth.
Also, the oldest group of children has mothers who are currently slightly older, less educated, and
‘-more likely to be éingle when compared to younger groups of children (see Table 1). Because
the particular child from egch family included in the current analyses was selected randomiy,
those children in the youngest age .group are least likely to be first born, when compared to the
other age groups in this sample. Thege differences between the age groups should be kept in
mind when interpreting differences in factor stru'cturer between the groups.

As shown in Table 1, some differences in sample cﬁaraoteristics also exist between
racial/ethnic. groups;. For example, among mothers of the youngest children (0 to 2.11 years), 13
percent of European—Americgn mothers were unmarried, compared to 28 percent of Hispanic |
mothers, and 59 percent of African-American mothers.

The total nqmber of eligible children was 5380, although 11% of thése children were
removed from the analysis when one sibling was selected per family. Hispanics made up 19

percent of the sample, with 29 percent African American, and 52 percent white.

Measures Used in Present Analyses
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Three versions of the HOME-SF were used: Infant/Toddler, for 0-2.11 year old children;
Early Childhood, for 3-5.11 year olds; and Middle Childhood, for 6-9.11 year olds. The
Infant/Toddler versioﬁ has 18 items, 10 é.nswered by the mother, and 8 rated by the interviewer.
The Early Childhood version has 27 items (15 maternal report, 12 interviewer rating}, as does the
Middle Childhood version (17 matemal report, 10 interviewer rating). Both the maternal report
items an& the interviewer ratings were collected during an in-hoﬁe interview, during which both
the mother and the child were present.

The measures of child well-being were taken in 1990, and included tiw PIAT Reading
Recognition subtest and the Behavior Problems Index (BPI). The PIAT (Peabody Individual
Achievemeni Test) measures word recognition and pl;onunciation abiiity for children ages five
and up. The BPI is a sum of 28 items measuring a wide range of problems, such as cheating,
fighting, unhappiness, and confusion. More information about these measures can be found in
the NLSY Child Handbook (Baker, Keck, Mott and Quinlan, 1993).
| Covariates used in regression analyses were measure.d in 1988, and included dummy
variables for mother’s education less than high school and high school, no college; mother not
married; mother a teen at child’s birth; child gender; and child weight less than 2,500 grams at
birth.

Strategy of Analysis

Three types of analyses were conducted. First, principal axis factor analyses with oblique

rotation was performed on both the full sample and the three racial/ethnic group subsainples.

Oblique rotation was used to allow correlations between the different components of parenting,
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since previous research in the field of parenting supports this expectation. Second, Cronbach’s
alpha was calculated for factor-based subscales in each of the samples. Third, ordinary least
squares regressions were run, predicting the PIAT and BPI from new subscales made based on
the factor analyses.

Results

Full Sample Analvses

The factor strﬁctures derived from looking at the full sample (thai 1s, all racial/ethnic
groups combined) are reported for the three age groups, infant/toddler (0 to 2 yéaxs), eaﬂy
childhood (3 to 5 years), and middie childhood (6 to 10 years), in Tables 2a to 2¢. Those items
which did not. load at .30 or higher are not listed in the tables, which contain only the strongest
loadings for each item. |

In comparing the three age groups, the first thing whiph stands out is a difference in the
number of factors. This may well be an artifact,_however, of the number of items on the different
scales. The Infant/T0<.1dler scale has only 15 items, while the Early Childhood and Middle
Childhood scales have more than 20. Thus, no strong conclusions can be drawn. Additionally, '
due to differences in item content, the emergence of a School-Preparation factor during early
childhood, an Expectations-of-Self-Care factor in middle chjidhood, and Physz'cal—Envirohment
factors at both older ages cannot be interpreted as the emergence of new factors at these ages.
Perhaps the only interpretable aspect of the comparison between the three age groups is that the
items which remain similar on the three scales lead to similar factors of Stimulation and Positive

Maternal Involvement in all three age groups.
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Analyses for the Separate Racial/Ethnic Groups: Early Childhood

Faetor Analyses. Next, we will look within each age group and compare the factors
derived from analyses with the full sample to the factors that emerge from analyses within each
racé/ethnicity groﬁp. To recapituiafe what was discﬁssed in the earlier article by Sugland and
colleagues (1995), in the early childhood group, the full sample analyses found five factors,
Stimulation, School Preparation, Positive Maternal Involvement, Physical Environment, and No
Observed Phjsical Punishmeﬁt (see Table 2b). These five chtors are reproduced almost item for
item in each of thé three racial/ethnic groups, alth_o.ugh the importance of the factors varies
between groups (see Table 3).

Cronbach's alphas on subscales formed 0;1 the basis of full sample analyses and separate
analyses for the three racial/ethnic groups are of sirnilér magnitude to each other and slightly
larger than the alphas of the two original HOME-SF subscales (Table 4).

Prediction to Child Qutcomes. Subscales were formed on the basis of factor analyses
with the full samplé and the separate racial/ethnic ga'oup samples. Unit weighting of items,
reversing negative loadings where appropriate, was used. Longitudinal predictions of PIAT
Reading Recognition scores and Behavior Préblem Index scores from these factor-based
subscales also demonstrates the similarity of the full-sample and racial/ethnic group factors
‘(Tables 5 and 6). It should be noted that, while the figures in Tables 5 and 6 are identical to
those reported by Suglahd and colleagues (1995), the significance levels are not. Rather, we
report here on analyses referred to in the footnotes in Sugland et al. (19995) that rély ona

procedure called “weighting up,” in which the significance levels of the smaller groups
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(Hispanic—Americans and African-Americans) are calculated as though the number of
participants was equal to the number in the largest group (European-Americans). ‘

| To coxﬁpare the percent of variance explained by each set of factor subscales, the
appropriate figures to compare are the “R’ Change” in models 2 and 3 of each analysis.
Interestingly, while the subscales formed on the basis of analyses with the full sample and on the
basis of the analyses for the three racial/ethnic groups separately predicted similar amounts of
variance to each other, both predj(:ted slightly better to the PIAT (2% to 7%) than to the BPI (2%
to SD;G) and the prediction patterhs were different in the different racial/ethnic group;s.

7 Since the findings for the factors based on the combined sample and the factors based on
analyses for the separate racial/ethnic groups were so similar, further discussion will be limited to
the findings regarding the scales developed from the factors for the combined sample (model 2).
Among Hispanic-American 3;t0-5~year olds, Physical Environment was the strongest prediétor
of BPI scores, while No Observed Physical Punishment predicted PIAT best. Among both
African-Americané and European-Americans, Stimulation, which was not significant in the
Hispanic-American group, even after weighting up the small sample, was the strongest predictor
of the BPL. Stimulation was also the strongest predicfor of the PIAT in European-Americans, but
no scale clearly stood out in predicting the PIAT scbres of African-Americans during’early'
childhood. As was reported by Sugland and colleagues (1995), more of the scales predicted
significantly in the European-American sample, but the difference across racial/ethnic groups

was less dramatic using the weighted up results.

Analvses of the Separate Racial/Ethnic Groups: Middle Childhood
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Factor Analyses. Looking next at the middle childhood group (ages 6 to 10), we see a

somewhat similar pattern of results in the factor analysis. As in early childhood, the combined
- sample analysis found five factors (Table 2c), which, while different in content from the early-
childhood factors, are replicated in each of the three racial/ethnic groups for the middle-
childhood age range (Table 7). Again, the order of the factors varies between the groups. In this
case, howéver, one factor, Stimulation, is not as similar acroés groups as the others are. The
combined sample Stimulation factor has six items, as does the Stimulation factor in the African-
American sample. However, the Stimulation factor has only four of thése six iterhs in the
European-American sample, and 6n1y three in the Hispanic-American sample. Yet, these
differences do not seem to reflect a major difference in the concept of stimulation. Rather, all
three race-specific factors still seem to point toward literacy and eh:ichment as stimulation. As
With the early childhood sample, Cronbach's aiphas for both the combined sample and
racé/ethnibity-speciﬁc factor subscales are similar to or higher than the alphas for the original
HOME-SF subscales and are similar to ea;ch othér'(Table 8).

~ Prediction to Child Outcomes. Concerning the 10ngitﬁdina1 predictions of the PIAT and
BPI, the middle childhood data again conﬁrm.the similarity of the combined sample and separate
race/ethnicity factors. Differences in prediction between the combined sample and
race}eﬂmicity-speciﬁc factor subscales are minimal and the percent of variance explained is
similar (Tables 9 and 10).

As with early childhood, differences between racial/ethnic groups emerge in the patterns

of prediction, that is; which specific scales serve as the strongest predictors of child outcomes for
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each group. Again as for the early childhood results, findings for the combined sample factors
will be discussed.

. In this age group, Physical Environment is again the best predictor of BPI scores among
Hispanic-Americans. The three factors which are similar in the two age groups, Positive
Maternal Involvement, Stimulation, and Physical Environment, predict similar amounts of
variance in PLAT.scores in middle and early childhood among Hispanics, but the strongest-
predictor during early childhood, No Observed Physical Punishment, is no longer measured in
middie childhood. Among AfricamAme_ricans, Stimulation, which was the strongest predictor of
BPI scores in early childhood has a beta of .01 (not significant), while the Paternal Involvement
factor is the strongest predictor in middle c.hildhood‘(-.14, p<.001), followed closely by Positive
Maternal Involvement (.12, p<.01). |

The ﬁndiﬁg of Sugland and colleagues (1995) at early childhood that prediction is more
consistent among Eu_ropgan—Americans is not evident during middle childhood. That is, for this
age group, none of the racial/ethnic groups clearly shows more consistent prediction of HOME
subscales to child outcomes. Overall, prediction of BPI and PIAT is slightly weaker in middle
childhood than in ‘early childhood, and patterns of prediction within racial/ethnic groups are only
partially replicated between early and middle chijdhood.

Analvses of the Specific Racial/Ethnic Groups: Infants and Toddlers

Factor Analyses. The youngest grbup of children, infants and toddlers, shows an entirely
different pattern than that found at other é.ges. There are three factoi:s in the combined sample,

Stimulation, Positive Maternal Involvement, and Non-Punitiveness (Table 2a). When we look at

10
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the analyses by racial/ethnic groups, however, we see that the three factors are not reproduced
closely in any of the racial/ethnic groups (see Table 11). While the Hispanic-American group
does have a three-factor structure, none of the three factors are similar to the factors for the
combined sample. Among Hispanic-American infants and toddlers, in contrast to the pattern for
the combined sample, Stimularion does not include toys. Rather, Toys make up a third factor,
which has no parallel in the combined sample analyses. Factor 2 among Hispanic-Americans is
titled Positive Maternal Involvement, but actually includeé both the items from the combined
sample involvement factor, plus Non-Punitiveness items. These results suggest the existence of
four constructs - stimulation, toys, positive maternal involvement, and non-punitiveness - which
are combined differently into three factors in the combined sample and the separate Hispanic-
American sample. |

This idea of four constructs is supported in the European-American sample of infants and
toddlers, which has four factors, essentially representing the four constructs discussed above
(Table 11). The African-American sample, on the other hand, has ‘a combined stimulation and
toys factor, a Non-Punitiveness factor, and a Positive Maternal Involvement factor, as would be
expected from the four constructs, but also adds a fourth factor different from aﬁy of the others.
Factor 4 is titled Mother-Views-Self-as-Social-Partrer/Teacher. This factor is made of two items
which did not load on any factors in the other racial/ethnic groups or the combined sample. The
two items concern talking to the child while working, and.believing in spending time to teach -
children rather thanvletting children learn on their own.

Prediction to Child Outcomes. While this finding could mean that this particular type

11
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of maternal involvement is important in the home environments of very young African-American
children, results of longitudinal predictions do not support this view.- Factor 4 does not predict
significantly to either the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (Table 12) or the Behavior
Problems Index (Table 13), measured fdur years after the HOME. Also, it should be noted that
this unique African-American factor is made up of mother-report items, while the maternal-
involvement factor found in African-Americans, European-Americans and the combined sample
contains only observational items. It isrpossible that this unique factor is sirﬁply a mother-
reported-maternal-involvement factor. While further evidence would be needed to draw a firm
conclusion, the lack of prediction to both a cognitive and a social/behavioral outcome measure
suggests that this particular race/ethnicity-specific factor is not very important to understanding
the home environments of young children. |
Looking now at the full pattern of predictions to PPVT-R and BPI in the infant/toddler

sample, wé see that factors .derived from the combined sample analyses and the analyses within
the separate raciél/ethnic groups again predict similar amounts of variance (Tables 12 and 13). In
a dramatic departure from the results from the two other age groups, one prediction, PPVT-R in
Hispanic-Americans, has a much larger percent of explained variance (13% to 14%) than any of
the other predictions (1% to 5%). This seems to be the result of strong prediction by the

| Positive-Maternal-Involvement subscale, whether looked at in the combined sample‘ (model 2)
or race/ethnicity speciﬁé (model. 3) analysis.

As with the other two age groups, thevpattems of prediction differ somewhat between

racial/ethnic groups looked at using the combined sample factor subscales. However, differences

12
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in predictive patterns are more difficult to interpret, since the race/ethnicity-specific factors differ
substantially between the racial/ethnic groups in the infant/toddler sample.

Concerning the reliabilities of the factor subscales in the infant/toddler sample, the
combined sample and race/ethnicity-specific subscales are again comparable to or better than the
original HOME-SF subscales, yet similar to each other (Table 14). The one e;(ception to this
finding is the combined sample Non-Punitiveness subscale applied to the Hispanic-American
group. In this case, the alpha was noticeably lower than the alpha for the original HOME-SF

subscale of Emotional Support (alpha=.31 versus .48). This is in keeping with the finding that
Non-Punitiveness combines with Maternal Involvement in the Hispanic-American sample, rather
than standing alone as a factor.
Discussion

In conclusion, by comparing factor analyses performed in a combined sample to analyses
performed in separate-race/ethnicity samples, we can draw three conclusions. F irst, the factor
structures are similar among the racial/ethnic groups in early and middle childhood, but quite
different in infancy/toddlérhood. [t should be remembered that the infant/toddler group is the
least skewed by the special sampling method used in the NLSY-CS. These children are the least
likely to have mothers who were very youn,c';> at first birth and are mosf likely to have better-
educated, married mothers. This subsample is also less biased toward firstborns. Because it
cannot be determined from the data currently available whether the differences between the three
age groups are the reéult of sampling bias or whether they are sﬁbstantive differences, this issue

clearly requires further investigation.

13
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Second, the use of subscales based on the factors found for specific race/ethnicity samples
neither increases nor decreases the amount of variance explained in predicting to developmental
outcomes in any of the three age groups. This is not surprising, given that for two of the age
groups studied, the same items tended to load on both the combined sample and race/ethnicity-
specific factors, despite some differences in the arrangement of these items.

Third, even where the combined sample and race/ethnicity-speciﬁg factors are quite
similar, the particular subscales which predict the BPI and the PPVT-R or PIAT are different in
the different racial/ethnic groups. This suggests that while very similar underlying constructs
exist in the home environments of different racial/ethnic groups, the constructs do not relate to
later outcomes in the same way. For example, during middle childhood, although a Paternal
Involvement factor emerges in a;l three racial/ethnic groups, it does not predict behavior
problems in Hispanics ror European-Americans, but is the most important predictor of behavior
problems in African-Americans. Clearly, this has important implications for different family
processes in the three groups.

Based on these conclusions, three recommendations can be made for the development of
future measures. First, the complexity of racial/ethnic group factor patterns in the period of
infancy/toddlerhood' {ages 0 to 2 years) seems to necessitate a measure with a greater number of
items than is currently available in the HOME-SF. The HOME—SF scale for this age group has
fewer items than the scales for either of the other two age groups. By expanding the number of
items, a future measure could shed more light on the complex factor patterns found at this age.

Second, we can proceed with some confidence in relying upon measures for early and middle

14
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childhood with one set of items and subscales for all three of the racial/ethnic groups studied; and
measures development work for these age groups can aim for a set of items that can be used |
appropriately across the three major rmiaﬂeﬂﬁic groups in the United States. Third, when
measures of the home environment are modified or extended in further work, it will be important
to ask whethér, as in the present analyses, different subscales serve as the best basis for

predicting child outcomes across different racial/ethnic groups.
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Table 1
Characteristics of African-American Mothers in NLSY CS 1988, One Sibling Study Sample'
Hispanic Mothers African-American Mothers Europeax_l-American Mothers
Characteristic of Focal Children Children Chiidren Children Children Children Children Children Children
Child’s Mother Ages 0-2.11 Ages3-5.11  Apges6-9.1l | Ages0-2.11  Ages3-5.11  Ages6-911 | Ages0-2.11  Ages3-5.11  Ages6-9.1 3
Cui‘rently Single 28% 20% 38% 59% 63% 66% 13% 24% 29%
Younger than 25 years | 20% 17% 7% 22% 21% 8% 13% 11% 6%
Education:
< 12 years 28% 33% 37% 18% 19% 25% 9% 15% 21%
12 years - 43% 43%, 43%, 45% 51% 52% 53% 57% 60%
> 12 years 30% 24%  20% 37% 30% 23% 39%, 28% 19%
Eligible Sample Size 311 327 373 415 495 630 944 970' 915

1. Some information taken from Tables 1a, b, and 1¢ of Sugland, B.W., Zaslow, M., Smith, I.R., Brooks-Gunn, J., Coates,
D. Blumenthal C., Moore, KA., Griffin, T., & Bradley, R.H. (1995), unpubhshed manuscnpt

16
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Table 2a
Factor Structure for All Races for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 0 through 2 years 11 months

Item and Description Loading

All Races:

Factor 1, Stimulation:

Has at least 10 children's books 77

Parent reads to child .70

Number of push/pull toys child has 43

Number of cuddly toys child has 42
Factor 2, Positive Maternal Involvement:

Parent spoke to child twice or more .63

Parent responded verbally to child's speech .59
Factor 3 Non—Puﬁitz‘veness:

Parent did not slap/spank child .50

Parent did not restrict child's exploration 39

Number of times parent spanked child in past week .36

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement

1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Only itemns which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are included in the table.
The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff.

17
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Table 2b
Factor Structure for All Races for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 3 through 5 years 11 months

Item and Description Loading
All Races:
Factor 1, Stimulation:
Parent reads to child 64
Has at least 10 children's books .52
Has 5 tapes/records and tape recorder 37
Child taken on outing 35
Family gets magazines regularly 35
Child taken to museum 33
Factor 2, School Preparation:
Parent helps child learn numbers -.85
Parent helps child leamn colors -78
Parent helps child learn alphabet =75
Parent helps child learn shapes -61
Factor 3, Positive Maternal Irvolvement:
Parent conversed with child af least twice -.76
Parent answered chiid's questions verbally --.67
Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling -.64

Factor 4, Physical Environment:

House/apartment reasonably clean -.82
House/apartment minimally cluttered -.56
Child's play environment is safe =54
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous 51
Factor 3, No Observed Physical Punishment:
Parent did not slap/spank child 74
Parent did not restrict/shake/grab child ) 63
SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement

1988 data, One Sibiing Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Only items which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are included in the table.
The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff,

18.
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Table 2¢
Factor Structure for All Races for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 6 through 9 years 11 months

Item and Description Loading

All Races:

Factor 1, Stimulation:

Child taken to museum .56
Child taken to theater/concert .53
Parent reads to child 38
Child reads for enjoyment 34
Child gets lessons/does activities 33
Child has musical instrument 32

Factor 2, Expectations of Self Care

Child expected to clean own room 73
Child expected to make bed .63
Child expected to clean up after spills 60
Child expected to pick up afier self - .56
Factor 3, Paternal Involvement:
Child spends time with father/father figure -.86
Child eats meal with both mother and father/father -4
figure
Child spends time in outdoor activities with -.67
father/father figure
Factor 4, Positive Maternal Involvement
Parent conveys positive feeling -.78
Parent answers child's questions verbally -.74
Parent introduces interviewer by name -.59
Parent encourages child to contribute to conversation -51

" Factor 5, Physical Environmenti:

House/apartment reasonably clean -75
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous -.54
House/apartment minimally cluttered -51
SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplemeﬁt

1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Only items which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are included in the table.
The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff.
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Factor Structure by Race/Ethnicity for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 3 through 5 years 11 months

.Item and Description Loading Item and Description Loading

Hispanic-American: Factor 3, Stimulation:

Factor 1, Stimulation: Parent reads to child 53
Parent reads to child 71 Chiid taken to museumn A9
Has at least 10 children's books .57 Chiid taken on outing 42
Child taken to mussum 54 Has 5 tapes/records and tape recorder 41
Has 5 tapes/records and tape recorder 41 Has at least 10 children's books 39
Child taken on outing 39 Family gets magazines regularly 35
Family gets magazines regularly .32

Factor 4, Physical Environment:

Factor 2, School Preparation: House/apartment reasonably clean 75
Parent helps child leam alphabet -.81 House/apartment minimally cluttered 61
Parent helps child learn colors -.81 Child's play environment is safe .58
Parent helps child learn numbers -.75 Home not dark/perceptually monotonous 45
Parent helps child learn shapes -.62

Factor 5, No Observed Physical Punishment:

Factor 3, No Observed Physical Punishment: Parent did not slap/spank child 58
Parent did not slap/spank child -.86 Parent did not restrict/shake/grab child .50
Parent did not restrict/shake/grab child -86 Number times child spanked past week 49
Number times child spanked in past week =30

European-American:
Factor 4, Positive Maternal Involvement: Factor 1, Stimulation:
Parent conversed with child at feast twice -.69 Parent reads to child 57
Parent answered child's questions verbally -.68 Has at Cast 10 children's books 42
Parent’s voice conveyed positive feeling -.62 If child hit parent, parent would hit back .39
' Family gets magazines regularly 36

Factor 5, Physical Environment: Child taken to museum .36
House/apartment reasonably clean -70 Has 5 tapes/records and tape recorder 33
House/apartment minimally cluttered -.62
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous -.54 Factor 2, School Preparation:

Child's play environment is safe -42 Parent helps child learn numbers -.86
Parent helps child learn colors -.80

African-American: Parent helps child learn alphabet -75

Factor 1, School Preparation: Parent helps child learn shapes -.65
Parent helps child learn numbers .88
Parent helps child learn colors 5 Factor 3, Positive Maternal Involvement:

Parent helps chiid learn alphabet 74 Parent conversed with child at least twice =75
Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling -.68

Factor 2, Positive Maternal Involvement: Parent answered child's questions verbally -.60
Parent conversed with child at least twice 75
Parent answered child's guestions verbally 69 Factor 4, Physical Environment:

Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling .69 House/apartment reasonably clean -82
Child's play environment is safe -.58
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous -.56
House/apartment minimally cluttered -.54
Factor 5, No Observed Physical Punishment.
Parent did not slap/spank child =77
Parent did not restrict/shake/grab child -.58

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the NLSY-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Only items which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are
included in the table. The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff.
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Table 4
Reliabilities of HOME-SF Cognitive Stimulation Sub-Scale, HOME-SF Socioemotional Sub-Scale, and of
New Parenting Scales Based on All Race and Race-Specific Factor Analyses for Child Ages 3 through 5 vears 11 months

Chronbach’s Alpha

Hispanic- African- European-
Sub-Scale Description All Races American American American
HOME-SF Sub-Scales :
Cognitive Stimulation il 69 72 70
Socioemotional Support 59 .60 .52 37
New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses of All Races
Stimulation 58 .65 62 51
School Preparation 84 .83 81 .85
Positive Matemal Involvement . 73 .69 76 72
Physical Environment 70 .66 68 71
Mo Observed Physical Punishment 63 .86 59 .60
: (r=A46y {r=76) (r=42) (r=43)
New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses Separately
by Race _
Stimulation ‘ -- .65 62 53
School Preparation - .83 82 ‘ .85
Non-Punitive/No Observed Physical Punishment - 71 59 .60
(r=43)
Positive Maternal Involvement - -- .69 76 .72
Physical Environment -- 66 .68 71
SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988
data, One Sibling Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Correlation coefficients (r) are shown in addition to alpha for two-item sub-scales.
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Table 5
OLS Regression Analyses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting PLAT Reading Recognition, 3 to 5 and 11 month year olds, Weighted Up Analyses
Hispanic-American African-American European-American
MN-217) (N=340) (N-488)
Model 1 Model 2 Mode! 3 Model | Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Controls \ :
Mother’s Education less than high school - 43*E NS R “31HEF - 30Hk# - 20k - 20%kx - 28%*E -2 %E S 23k
Mother’s Education high school, no college - 34rex - 264 - 26%%%* -.09* =07+ -.07+ - TER - 13%* - 1445
Marital Status - Single .05 07+ .07* -.09* -.09+* - -.05% 03 07% 07+
Age at first birth less than 20 -.08* = 10% 7 - 11* -.05 -.03 -03 =04 -04 -04
Gender of child-male - 1g*F* S J1*E* - 10%* -.03 -.03 -03 -.08# =05 -05
Low birth weight child (Jess than 2,500 g) -04 -.05 ~.05 - 13w -11%% - 13 -.06+ -06 -06
Sub-scales based on Analyses of Total Sample
Stimulation J0#F 1Q# 5%
School Preparation 05 04 0%
Positive Maternal Involvement 07+ Q09x* 09k
Physical Environment 1 -.05 07+
No observed Punishment ]G R L .09
Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific
Samples ;
Stimulation 09* 10%*¢ 0%*
School Preparation .05 .03 J1%#
Positive Maternal [nvolvement .06+ .09* . 09+
Physical Environment d1%* -.05 .07%
No Observed Punishment R -.06 09%
Rz ‘]7*** ‘25*** _24*** ']2*** .15**4! .]4*** .08*** '14*** '13***
R? Change® O7%%* Ryt D3 2** OpH** L05%*

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES:

"This statistic compares the R? in Model 1 to the applicable model.

+ p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001.
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Table 6
OLS Regression Analyses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting Behavior Problems Index (BPI), 3 to 5 and 11 month year olds, Weighted Up Analyses

Methods Working Paper # 98.2

Hispanic-American African-American European-American
(N-222) (N=349) (N-508)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model L Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Controls ]
Mother’s Education less than high school 02 -01 -.01 -.035 - 10* - 11* .06 .01 .02
~ Mother’s Education high school, no college -01 -004 -.0007 -.06 - 10* - 10* 05 -01 0006
Marital Status - Single J2%* A3k 3k JSkER q2%4k 2%k 18%¥¥ A 5¥EE BELLL
" Age at first birth less than 20 .06 04 04 05 .03 .03 -.03 -.04 -.04
Gender of child-male 07+ 07+ 07+ 00009 -01 -.02 -.08* - 11*#* - 10%#*
Low birth weight child (less than 2,500 g) -.06 -.06 -.06 .04 .01 .01 .03 .02 .03
Sub-scales based on Analyses of Total Sample
Stimulation -05 - 16¥** -.16%*
School Preparation .06 -.05 -.06+
Positive Maternal Involvement 07+ -.05 -.05
Physical Environment - 14Fx¥ .04 - 0G%*
No observed Punishment .03 -.09* -.03
Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific
Samples
Stimulation -.05 - 1G¥*¥ AT L
School Preparation .06 -.03 -.08
Positive Maternal Involvement .06 -.05 -.05
Physical Environment - 14kk% .04 - Ok
No Observed Punishment 05 - 12%% -03
RZ .03*** .06*** '06*** '03** .07*** _08*** .05*** _10*** ‘09***
R? Change® L03%* O3F** 0gH* 5*x N5+ % N b

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., catculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES:

+ p<0.10; * p<0.03; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001.

*This statistic compares the R? in Model 1 1o the applicable model.
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Factor Structure by Race/Ethnicity for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 6 through 9 years {1 months

Item and Description Loading Ttemn and Description Loading
Hispanic-American:
Factor 1, Expectations of Self-Care Facror 4, Stimulation:
Child is expected to pick up after seif 83 Child taken to museum .66
Child is expected to clean spills 69 Child taken to theater/concert .65
Child is expected to clean own room .58 Child has musical instrument 44
Child is expected to make bed .55 Child gets lessons/does activities 41
Parent encourages hobbies 39
Factor 2, Paternal Imvolvement Parent reads to child 34
Child spends time with father/father figure .86
Child spends time with father outdoors 1 Factor 5, Physical Environment:
Child eats meals with both mother and father .69 House/apartment reasonably clean .79
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous 49
Facror 3, Positive Maternal Involvement: House/apartment minimally cluttered 46
Parent answered child's questions verbally .78
Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling 1 European-American:
Parent encouraged child to contribute to 45 Factor 1, Positive Maternal Involvement:
conversation Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling 77
Parent answered child's questions verbally 74
Factor 4, Physical Environment: Parent introduced interviewer to child .61
House/apartment reasonably clean 79
House/apartment minimaily cluttered .65 Factor 2, Expectations of Self-Care
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous .60 Child is expected to clean own room 71
Child is expected to make bed .63
Factor 5, Stimulation: Child is expected to clean spills .56
Parent reads to child 41 Child is expected to pick up after self 49
Child gets lessons/does activities 41
Has at least 10 children's books .39 Facior 3, Palernal Involvement
: Child spends time with father/father figure -.82
African-American: Child eats meals with both mother and father =71
Factor |, Expectations of Self-Care Child spends time with father outdoors -.66
Child is expected to clean spills .81
Child is expected to clean own room 77 Factor 4, Stimulation:
Child is expected to pick up after self .73 Child taken to museum .56
Child is expected to make bed .61 Child taken to theater/concert 51
Child reads for enjoyment 38
Factor 2, Paternal Involvement Parent reads to child 33
Child spends time with father/father figure .86 .
Child spends time with father outdoors 74 Factor 5 Physical Environment:
Child eats meals with both mother and father .73 House/apartment reasonably clean -7
Home not dark/perceptually monotonous -.56
Factor 3, Positive Maternal Involvement: House/apartment minimally cluttered -.53
Parent's voice conveyed positive feeling -.81 '
Parent answered child's questions verbally -.68
Parent encouraged child to contribute to
conversation -.67
Parent introduced interviewer to child -.59

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the NLSY-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

. Only items which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are
included in the table. The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff.
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Table 8
Reliabilities of HOME-SF Cognitive Stimulation Sub-Scale, HOME-SF Secioemotional Sub-Scale, and of
New Parenting Scales Based on All Race and Race-Specific Factor Analyses for Child Ages 6 through 9 years 11 months

Chronbach’s Alpha

Hispanie- African- European-

Sub-Scale Description All Races American American American

HOME-SF Sub-Scales
Cognitive Stimulation .60 58 .63 58
Socioemoticnal Support : .60 37 .65 54

New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses of All Races
Stimulation .54 .50 .62 Sl
Positive Maternal Involvement .74 62 A7 73
Physical Environment .63 .70 .68 .60
Expectations of Self Care .74 .79 81 7
Paternal Involvement 78 90 91 .86

New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses Separately

by Race
Stimuiation - 45 .65 49
Positive Maternal Involvement - .62 17 75
Physical Environment - 70 .68 60
Expectations of Seif Care - 79 81 T
Paternal Involvement - .90 91 .86

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988
data, One Sibling Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Correlation coefficients (r) are shown in addition to alpha for two-item sub-scales.
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Table 9

Methods Working Paper # 98.2

OLS Regression Analjses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting PIAT Reading Recognition, 6 fo @ and 11 month year olds, Weighted Up Analyses

Hispanic-American African-American European-American
(N-208) (N=380) (N-393)
Modet | Model 2 Model 3 | Model1 ~ Model2 = Model 3 | Model1l  Model2 = Model 3
Controls
Mother’s Education less than high school - 298 *% - 2% EE “21H#4 - 27*%% < 25%%% - 25%%% - 28%* - 22HE% - 23k
Mother’s Education high school, no college -09+ -.05 -05 - 13%* - ]2%* - 2% - 14%% - 09+ -.09+
Marital Status - Single =07+ 004 .03 -.06 -.01 -.01 -.02 -.04 -.04
Age at first birth less than 20 -.05 -.04 -.02 .01 02 02 - [2%% -.10¥ - 11
Gender of child-male -.05 -.04 -.03 - 10*# - 10 - 10%#* - 12%% = 12%% - 12%*
Low birth weight child (less than 2,500 g) - 1or** - 14x%% - 15%%% -.094# -.08* -.08% - 12%% - 2% - 12k
Sub-scales based on Analyses of Total Sample
Stimulation .08* .08 J3%xx
Expectations of Self-Care .04 04 -03
Paternal Involvement d1E 05 -07
Positive Maternal Involvement 07+ -.04 .09
Physical Environment 09¢# JO** 3%
Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific
Samples
Stimulation 4w .03 3%
Expectations of Self-Care 04 04 -.03
Paternal Involvement R ¥And 05 -.07
Positive Maternal Involvement 03 -.04 .09*
Physical Environment 10** 0%+ g
RZ '10*** RELLL _14*** 8k L GEE* ‘10*** ‘12*** .17*** _17***
R? Change* 03 *%* Q4 *Es 02%% 02%* L)5Hr® O5%x*

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES:

*This statistic compares the R? in Model 1 to the applicable model.

+p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; ¥** p<0.001.
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Table 10 ‘
OLS Regression Analyses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting Behavior Problems Index (BPI), 6 to 9 and 11 month year olds, Weighted Up Analyses

Methods Working Paper # 98.2

Hispanic-American

African-American

European-American

(N-218) (N=372) (N-413)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Madel 1 Meode! 2 Mode! 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Controls
Mother’s Education less than high school 22xwk 16%* 16** J2* J2¥ A2x¥ A1 - .04 .05
Mother’s Education high school, no college 16** A1# d1* .07 .08+ .08 .08 .03 04
Marital Status - Single L 4EE g J12%% A3¥E .06 .05 RELL .08+ 09+
Age at first birth less than 20 -.005 -02 -.03 - 13*** - 3Rk B ELL =04 =05 -.03
Gender of child-male .001 =02 -02 - 07+ -.06¢ -.06+ 04 .02 01
Low birth weight child (less than 2,500 g) o VAl - 14¥** o KLk .08* 07* 07* 08+ 07+ 07+
Sub-scales based on Analyses of Total Sample
Stimulation ' S 11%¥ .01 - 14%%%
Expectations of Self-Care -02 -.05 -07+
Paternal Involvement =03 - [4x# -.06
Positive Maternal Involvement 0+ g2 -02
Physical Environment - 20%¥* -.04 - 3%
.Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific
Samples
Stimulation - 14ERk .02 PR L
Expectations of Self-Care -.02 -.05 -.06
Paternat Involvement -.06 - 14%4% -.06
Positive Maternal Involvement RELLL RELL 02
Physical Environment -2 HH* -04 - 14¥%%
I.{2 _06*** _12*** '12*** _05**# .08*** _08*** ‘03*’? .08*** _07***
RZ Changea _06*#* .06*** 03*** .03*** .05*** _04***

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

" NOTES:

+p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001.

*This statistic compares the R? in Madel 1 to the applicable model.
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* NOTES:

Table 11

Methads Working Paper # 98.2

Factor Structure by Race/Ethnicity for the HOME-SF for Child Ages 0 through 2 years 11 months

Ttem and Description Loading Item and Description Loading
Hispanie-American:
Factor 1, Stimulation: Factor 3, Positive Maternal Involvement:
Parent reads to child .7 Parent answered child's questions verbally  -.67
Has at least 10 children's books .66 . =53
Child taken on outing 44 Parent conversed with child at least twice
Factor 2, Positive Maternal Involvement: Factor 4, Mother Views Self as Social
Parent conversed with child at least twice .62 Partner/Teacher -79
Parent answered child's questions Parent talks to child while working
verbally 58 Parent believes in spending time to teach
Parent did not slap/spank child 54 children (as opposed to letting child leam -38
Parent kept child in view 45 on own)
Parent did not restrict chiid’s exploration .33 '
Child's play environment is safe 31 Eeropean-American:
Factor 1, Stimulation: .82
Factor 3, Developmentally Appropriate Has at least 10 children's books 1
Toys: Parent reads to child .40
Number of cuddly toys child has .78 Child taken on outing
Number of push/pull toys child has 51
Factor 2, Positive Maternal Involvement: 63
African-American: Parent conversed with child at least twice 55
Factor I, Stimulation: Parent answered child's questions verbally .46
Number of cuddly toys child has .62 Parent provided toys/activities for child
Has at least 10 children's books .59
Number of push/puil toys child has 32 Factor 3, Non-Punitive .54
Parent reads to child 49 Parent did not slap/spank child .35
Child taken on outing 31 Parent did not restrict/shake/grab child 34
Number times child spanked past week
Factor 2, Non-Punitive: :
Number times child spanked past week 51 Factor 4, Developmentally dppropriate Toys .64
‘Parent did not restrict child's exploration .36 Number of cuddly toys child has 33
Parent did not slap/spank child 32 Number of push/pull toys child has

SOURCE:

data, One Sibling Study Sample.

Table values are based on weighted data.
Only items which loaded at .30 or higher on at least one factor are included in the table.

Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988

The highest loading was chosen for items with more than one loading above the .30 cutoff.
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Table 12

OL3 Regression Analyses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (PPVT-R) in 1992,
0 to 2 and 11 month year olds, Weighted Up Analyses

Methods Working Paper # 98.2

Hispanic-American African-American European-American
(N-204) (N=268) (N-462)
Model | Model 2 Model 3 Maodel 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Controls _
Mother’s Education less than high school ) Lk - 1G%%E R Miid - 26%k% ~25%%% - 23k S 1% - 11xe -.08*
Mother’s Education high school, no college - 16*** -04 <02 < 14#*# - 12%* - 12%% =1 - 11** -.09*
Marital Status - Single .09* 07* 05 .01 .04 .03 -09* =07+ -.07+
Age at first birth less than 20 o A N VAL -.08* - 244 =214 ~ 21 ke - 12%* ~11k# - 10%
Gender of child-male -.03 -0l -0 -04 -04 -.03 .09* .09 07+
Low birth weight child (less than 2,500 g) -.03 .06 07+ -02 -01 -02 -.04 -.03 -.03
Sub-scales based on Analyses of Total Sample
Stimulation 220Gk 20%*% A1
Positive Maternal [nvolvement 2LFR* -06 .03
Non-Punitiveness .08* 07+ 3k
Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific -
Samples
Stimulation i 2] xx# 20%%%
Positive Maternal Involvement 24xEE -.06+ -.02
Developmentally Appropriate Toys .08* n/a -.06
Parent sees self as social partner/teacher nfa .01 n/a
Non-Punitiveness na 07 2%
RZ _]2*** '26*** _26*** .17*#* _20*** .20*** _06*** _09*** _}1***
R? Change® ..13*** gk Q3% 2 LL 2% O4xe®

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES:

+ p<0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001.

*This statistic compares the R? in Model 1 to the applicable model.
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Table 13
QLS Regression Analyses of Parenting Sub-Scales Predicting Behavior Problems Index (BPI) in 1992,

0 to 2 and 11 month year olds, Weighied Up Analyses

Methods Working Paper # 98.2

Hispanic-American

African-American

European-American

(N-223) (N=277) (N-474)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 | Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Controls ‘ .
Mother’s Education less than high school A EHE AQF** AQrxE 2]¥H 2w (9% kF L THEE AGEkE 5%k
Mother’s Education high school, no college 20%%% REi B ihdad .04 .03 02 BELLL J3E* J2%*
Marital Status - Single -03 -03 -02 07+ .05 © .04 10H* .09* .09*
Age at first birth less than 20 - 2% - 14%% - 4¥%s -08* -.09% - 09* -.02 -.02 -.03
Gender of child-male .03 .02 .03 =07+ -.08* -.08* -.09 -.09% -.08*
Low birth weight child (less than 2,500 g) -03 -.04 .05 .01 004 N =04 -4 -.04
Sub-scales based on Analyseé of Total Sample ‘
Stimutation -.05 -.06 - 11+
Positive Maternal Invalvement 09% 07+ -03
Non-Punitiveness -1 7rEE - 20¥%% - L 1H*
Sub-scales Based on Analyses of Race-Specific
Samples
Stimulation ‘ -02 - 13%% - 2%
Positive Maternal Involvement -.09* 07+ -03
Developmentally Appropriate Toys .04 n/a -.02
Parent sees self as social partner/teacher n/a .05 n/a
Non-Punitiveness n/a S 22%k% - 11%**
Rz _ .ll*** .14$** .12*** _05*** 09*** »10*** . _05*** ‘08*** _08***
R? Change* 03#%s 01+ 04%%+ 05%%s 02%%* 03%#=

SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement 1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.

NOTES:

*This statistic compares the R? in Model 1 to the applicable mode.

+ p<0.10; * p<0.05; ¥* p<0.01; ¥+ p<0.001.
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Table 14 .
Reliabilities of HOME-SF Cognitive Stimulation Sub-Scale, HOME-SF Socioemotional Sub-Scale, and of
New Parenting Scales Based on All Race and Race-Specific Factor Analyses for Child Ages 0 through 2 years 11 months

Cronbach’s Alpha.

Hispanic- African- European-

Sub-Scale Description All Races American American American

HOME-SF Sub-Scales
Cognitive Stimulation ‘ 54 50 61 51
Socicemotional Support ' A0 48 4l 36

New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses of All Races :
Stimulation : .67 67 .66 .65

" Positive Maternal Involvement .58 64 .56 57
(r=A41) {=47) (=39) (r-.40)

Non-Punitive _ 40 31 .49 37

New Sub-Scales Based on Factor Analyses Separately

by Race ’ ‘
Stimulation . .67 67 66
Non-Punitive - - 49 37
Positive Maternal Invoivement - .63 .56 57

' (=39
Developmentally Appropriate Toys - .60 - 353
(r=.43) (r=36)
Mother Views Self as Social Partner/Teacher - - 45 --
{r=.30}
SOURCE: Child Trends, Inc., calculations of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth-Child Supplement
1988 data, One Sibling Study Sample.
NOTES: Table values are based on weighted data.

Correlation coefficients (r) are shown in additien to alpha for two-item sub-scales.
Because the factor analyses of the separate racial/ethnic group samples resulted in differing factors for the
three groups, alphas are only provided for those sub-scales appropriate for the specific racial/ethnic group. -
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