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CHAPTER I 

REVIEUI OF LITERATURE AND STATEIYIENT 

OF THE PROBLEM 

Introduction 

There are many factors affecting each child as he 

matures to adulthood. The children who exhibit functional 

speech problems are affected by the same basic factors as 

all children, but in addition are affected by some variable 

or variables in these factors which cause them to develop 

functionally defective speech. One way to determine what 

variable or variables contribute to the defective speech 

of children is to study one variable as it is related to 

functionally speech defective children while controlling 

as many other variables as possible. This study is primarily 

concerned with discipline as a variable in the lives of 

children with defective speech. The investigation compared 

the discipline used by the parents of children with defective 

speech and the discipline used by the parents of children 

without defective speech. 

Review of the Literature 

Stuttering and Parental Environment 

In the area of stuttering an abundant amount of works 

concerned with factors related to the etiology of the 



problem has been published. As early as 1939, Rotter 

studied the relationship between family position and 

stuttering. The experimental group consisted of 522 case 

studies of individuals who stuttered and who ranged in 

age from two years six months to forty-four years. This 

group included 425 males and 97 females. For his control 

population Rotter used the 3tatistics of the Uihite House 

Conference of Child Health and Protection which he presumed 

were generally representative of a nonstuttering group. 

He controlled the socioeconomic levels by matching the 

levels of his experimental group with cases from the 

Conference records. Rotter compared the case studies and 

the control group data taken from the Conference records 

for family relationships. 

Rotter concluded that children who stuttered were 

more often the youngest or the only child in the family. 

The children who stuttered were more often pampered than 

the control group children. A high correlation between the 

degree of pampering and the development of stuttering was 

found to exist. 

In 1949 Glasner studied the personality characteristics 

and emotional problems in seventy children under the age of 

five years who stuttered. These children were being seen 

by Johns Hopkins Hospital Psychiatric Service. Glasner's 

study included the presentation of several cases. He 



concluded from his observations of these cases that the 

children who stuttered were generally overprotected and 

pampered by overanxious, perfectionist parents. 

3, P. Filoncur (1952) investigated the parental environ

ment of children aged five to seven years who stuttered. 

This study was a re-evaluation of the data he had collected 

in an earlier study (lYloncur, 1950), 

In the earlier study Moncur studied factors in various 

aspects of the environment of children aged five to seven 

years who stuttered as compared to those factors in the 

environment of a group of children who did not stutter. 

The two groups of children were matched for age, sex, 

school placement, and residential area. The mothers of 

both groups were asked 330 items on an interview form 

concerning information about the child's basic needs, 

symptoms of maladjustment, training areas, speech develop

ment, environment, and certain adverse influences. Moncur 

concluded that the parents of the children who stuttered 

were as a group more dominant than the parents of the 

children who did not stutter. 

In re-evaluating this earlier study Moncur classified 

the data according to a list of dominant characteristics 

suggested by several authorities in psychology and psychi

atry. The results indicated that the parents of the children 

who stuttered reflected dominance characterized by the 



expectance of blind obedience by the child. The parents 

of the children who stuttered more often threatened, 

spanked, and nagged their children than did the parents 

of the children who did not stutter. 

LaFollette (1956) studied the parental environment 

of children who stuttered. The purpose of the study was 

to investigate traits and attitudes of two groups of 

parents. One group of parents had children who stuttered 

and the other group of parents had children who did not 

stutter. A self-administered battery of tests was sent 

to an unspecified number of families. The tests included: 

the California Test of Personality, Allports' Test of 

Ascendance-Submission Reaction, Psychosomatic Inventory 

by lYlcFarland and Seitz, and the Ammons-Gohnson Test of 

Attitude toward stuttering. Eighty-five families who 

had children who stuttered from twenty-five states and 

two Canadian provinces returned the battery of tests. 

Fifty control families whose children neither stuttered 

nor had any speech defect responded, LaFollette concluded 

l) the parents of the children who stuttered were more 

submissive than were the control parents; 2) the fathers 

of the children who stuttered were more submissive than 

the mothers of these children; 3) the fathers of the 

children who stuttered were generally less well adjusted 

than were the fathers of the children who did not stutter; 



4) the fathers of the older children who stuttered were 

less well adjusted and less tolerant of the stuttering 

than were the fathers of younger children who stuttered, 

Kinstler (l96l) investigated the attitudes of mothers 

of children who stuttered and the attitudes of mothers 

of children who did not stutter. The purpose of the 

study was to see if the mothers of children who stuttered 

revealed a greater degree of convert rejection than did 

the mothers of children who did not stutter. Sixty white 

urban mothers served as subjects. Thirty of these mothers 

had children who stuttered and thirty of the mothers had 

children who did not stutter. The subjects were matched 

for age, education, husband's education, socioeconomic 

level, incidence of psychological counseling or therapy, 

religion, and ages, sexes, and number of children, Kinstler 

concluded that mothers of young males who stutter appear 

to a casual observer to be "good" accepting mothers, while 

in actuality they are more rejecting than accepting and 

use more covert rejection than do mothers of children 

who did not stutter. 

Summary of Stuttering and 
Parental Environment 

The research presented in the area of stuttering and 

parental environment seems to indicate that certain forms 

of parental treatment can be associated with stuttering 

speech. These forms include pampering, overprotection, 



use of covert rejection, and setting standards which are too 

high for their children. The parents of children who stutter 

were found to be overanxious. There is some support for the 

statement that parents of children who stutter expect blind 

obedience and tend to nag, threaten and spank more than do 

parents of children who do not stutter. 

Cerebral Palsy and 
Parental Environment 

Hood, Shank, and U/illiamson (1948) investigated the 

relationship between the adequacy of speech of cerebral 

palsied children and certain aspects of family environment. 

The subjects were forty-one families with cerebral palsied 

children. The cerebral palsied children of these families 

included twenty-four males and seventeen females aged two 

years six months to twenty-three years. The parents of these 

children were given the California Test of Personality, 

adult series; the Allport's Test of Ascendance-Submission 

Reaction; the C-R opinionaire by Lentz; the Mental Health 

Analysis, adult series; the Clark adaption of the Murray 

T.A.T,; and an original questionnaire to "determine the 

attitudes of the parents concerning their child's future 

and cerebral palsy in relation to other physical defects." 

The severity of each child's handicap was rated by the 

child's physician and physical therapist. Each child's 

speech adequacy was rated by three "trained personnel." 



The results indicated that no relationship existed 

between speech adequacy and socioeconomic levels. The 

children whose mothers' tests indicated a high degree of 

stability had more adequate speech than those children 

whose mothers' tests indicated less stability. 

Articulation and Delayed Language 
• I I - |- I - I -•••• M ^m^m^^-^^^m ^ I I — •- • I • 

Parental Occupation and 
Socioeconomic Level 

In 1937 Davis studied the articulation of 436 

children, including 248 who were five years six months, 

63 who were six years six months, and 125 who were nine 

years six months of age. The number of males and females 

were approximately equal. The parents of these children 

represented the following occupational divisions: pro

fessional, semiprofessional, managerial, clerical, skilled 

trades, retail businesses, slightly skilled, and day 

laborers. 

The articulation ability of each of the children was 

rated by "trained personnel." The rating scale ranged 

from one to seven. One meant perfect articulation and 

seven meant nearly unintelligible articulation. The 

results indicated that a greater percentage of perfect 

articulation was found in the upper occupational groups 

than in the lower occupational groups. 

Beckey (1942) studied the relationships between the 
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retardation of speech and the following factors: heredity; 

prenatal, natal, and postnatal conditions; childhood 

diseases; brain injuries; physical development; intelli

gence; behavior; sibling birth order; general physical 

conditions; environment; and speech habits. The subjects 

were fifty children with retarded speech and fifty matched 

control children who did not have retarded speech. The 

data was gathered from the following sources: case 

information forms, family histories from parent interviews, 

physicians records, teachers' reports, home visits, and 

intelligence tests, 

Beckey found that certain factors were more often 

associated with the environment of children with retarded 

speech than with the environment of the children without 

retarded speech. These factors were: l) the children 

with retarded speech were more often from lower socio

economic levels; 2) the parents of the children with 

retarded speech had lower educational levels than the 

parents of the children without retarded speech; 3) the 

parents of these children with retarded speech more often 

anticipated the child's wants than did the parents of the 

children without retarded speech, 

0, C. Irwin (1948, a,b) examined the effects of the 

family occupational level and the child's age on the 

development and frequency of phoneme types. The subjects 



included 360 subjects under the age of two and a half years.. 

The fathers* occupation determined in which of two classes 

each child was placed. Skilled and unskilled occupations 

were considered the laboring class. Business, clerical, 

and professional were considered the nonlaboring class. 

The phoneme development of each child was studied bimonthly 

for each group. 

The results indicated that at one month of age the 

two groups were exactly alike in phoneme development and 

frequency of phoneme type. At thirty months of age the 

laboring class used twenty-five phoneme types and their 

phoneme frequency was 123.C, while the nonlaboring class 

used twenty-eight phoneme types and the phoneme frequency 

was 170.6. Both the phoneme type development and the 

phoneme frequency continued to proceed with the nonlaboring 

class increasing at a faster rate than the laboring. 

In 1952 Irwin studied factors related to the speech 

development of infants and young children. The factors 

he investigated included: age, sex, siblings, race, 

intelligence, reduced stimulation, brain damage, and 

parental occupational status. 

The subjects were 363 children including 95 infants 

under thirty months of age, 50 infants over thirty months 

of age, 80 infants between the ages of one year six months 

and two years six months (30 of these were Negro and 50 were 
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w hite), 90 orphanage babies, and 48 congenitally deaf five-

year-old children. Speech sound profiles were drawn for 

each child. Irwin concluded that the children from 

professional occupation families verbalized more frequently 

and used more phoneme types than did children from lower 

occupational level families. 

Everhart (1956) studied the relationship between 

articulation and parental occupation as measured by the 

Minnesota Scale for Parental Occupation. The experimental 

group consisted of 78 boys and 30 girls who had defective 

articulation. The control group consisted of 70 boys 

and 28 girls who had adequate articulation. All of the 

children were in grades one through six. Everhart found 

that, contrary to other research, the occupational class of 

the subjects' families was independent of their speech 

category. 

Templin (1957) studied the relationship between parental 

occupational categories and the speech of children. The 

children in the families studied were ages three, three 

years six months, four, four years six months, five, six, 

seven, and eight years. There were 60 children in each 

age group. The parents' occupations were determined by 

the Minnesota Scale for Parental Occupations, The articu

lation of each child was tested by the 176-item Articulation 

Test. Templin concluded that the children from the lower 
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socioeconomic level families had poorer articulation than 

did the children from the higher socioeconomic level 

families. The greatest differences were found between 

the groups of children in each of the age categories from 

four to seven years. Between the seventh and eighth year 

the children from the lower socioeconomic levels appeared 

to "catch-up" with the upper socioeconomic level children. 

In a similar study Weaver, Furber, and Everhart 

(i960) investigated the relationship between parental 

occupational class and articulatory defects in children. 

The subjects were 594 first grade children. Of these 

children 157 exhibited no articulatory defects and 437 

of the children exhibited articulatory defects. Each 

child's articulation was tested both in isolated sounds and 

in connected speech. The parental occupational class was 

determined by the Minnesota Scale for Parental Occupation. 

The results indicated that the articulation of the children 

from the lowest occupational classes had a higher mean 

number of articulation errors than the children from the 

higher occupational classes, 

Prins (1962, a,b) did two related studies to investi

gate the relationship between the economic status of the 

family and defective articulation. The Minnesota Scale 

for Parental Occupational class was used to determine the 

socioeconomic status of each family. The experimental 
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group included ninety-two children between the ages of 

three and six years who demonstrated various types of 

articulation errors. A control group was used which 

included children in the same age range but who demon

strated no articulation errors. Each child's articulation 

was tested in fifty-nine consonantal items. Multiple 

comparisons were made between the groups. Prins concluded 

from these studies that the experimental group came 

from significantly lower socioeconomic levels than did 

the control group. 

Summary of Occupational Research 

Two relationships were found between the parental 

occupational classes and the articulation of children. 

More children with articulation errors were found in the 

lower socioeconomic groups than in the higher socioeconomic 

groups. Of the children from both lower and upper socio

economic groups who exhibited articulation errors, the 

children from the lower socioeconomic group had a higher 

mean number of articulation errors than did the children 

from the higher socioeconomic groups. However, the corre

lations and tests of significance when used were generally 

low. 

Family Relations and 
Functional Speech Defects 

In 1946 U/ood studied the relationship between parental 
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maladjustment and functional articulation defects in 

children. The primary goal of the study was to determine 

if maladjustment and undesirable parental traits were 

associated with functional articulation defects in the 

children. 

The subjects were fifty families with children who had 

functional articulation defects. The speech defective 

children in these families included forty boys and ten 

girls between the ages of five years six months and fourteen 

years. The parents of these children were all given the 

Bernreuter Personality Inventory, The following week, the 

parents were given the California Test of Personality, The 

twenty-five children in the appropriate age range were 

given the Printer Aspects of Personality Test; and twenty-

nine children were given the Murray Thematic Apperception 

Test. Clinical work was started immediately with all 

children. Half of the mothers were given counseling. 

w hile the other half of the mothers were not given any 

counseling. 

The results of Wood's study indicated that according 

-to the tests given, the mothers of the children with 

defective articulation demonstrated more neurotic tendencies, 

were more submissive, and were more self-conscious than 

the normative test standards. The mothers' tests also 

indicated poor adjustment and high social standards. The 
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fathers of the children with defective articulation were 

found to be not significantly different from the norma

tive test standards. The tests of the children with 

defective articulation indicated that 65 percent of 

these children showed signs of frustration, 65 percent 

demonstrated withdrawal tendencies, and 30 percent 

indicated a lack of affection. Wood stated that some of 

the children showed anxiety-insecurity reactions, lack 

of belongingness, lack of achievement, aggressiveness, 

hostility, and escape tendencies. Thirteen secondary 

factors were found to exist which would contribute to a 

poor environment. The most frequent of the thirteen 

factors ware lack of parental recreation, ignorance of 

child behavior, defective home membership, and overly 

severe discipline. 

Glasner and Adams (1954) investigated the relationship 

between emotional involvements and "some forms of mutism." 

They studied four children who generally used gesture 

language rather than verbal language to communicate. 

The cases included two girls aged four years and nine 

years and two boys aged four years and six years. The 

information was obtained through case studies, information 

intake forms, and clinical observations, Glasner and 

Adams concluded that these children came from severely 

emotionally disturbed homes which lacked emotional and 
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physical security. The parents tended to beat and threaten 

the children. The fathers had poor work records and poor 

vocational adjustment. The behavior of ths children in 

a friendly atmosphere indicated that they could not 

entertain themselves, lacked interest and spontaneity in 

activities, were sensitive, touchy children, were inter

rupted from play by noises in the hall or footsteps, and 

were defensive and withdrew when asked to verbalize. 

Turner (1965) studied parental traits of families 

who had children with functionally defective speech. The 

subjects were twenty-two sets of parents whose children 

were enrolled in therapy for functional speech problems. 

The data was gathered from general information sheets, 

form F of an index of authoritarianism, GS-RS scale of 

rigidity, sixteen personality factors, parental ratings 

of recorded defective speech, and an audiological 

screening of the parents. The pathology of the children 

was rated by clinicians during individual and group 

therapy sessions. No control group was used. 

According to Turner the fathers of this group 

demonstrated less emotional stability, less assertiveness, 

and were more "tough-minded" than the "general population," 

The mothers were less conscientious, showed less emotional 

stability, were more restrained, more adaptable, and more 

conventional than the "general population," The mothers 
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were more anxious than the fathers. Both parents were found 

to be more extroverted than the "general population," Turner 

concluded: l) the greater the degree of parental domination 

the greater the severity of speech involvement, and 2) 

the father was a primary influence on the speech develop

ment of the child. 

Andersland (1961) studied maternal and environmental 

factors related to improvement in speech training. There 

were two purposes in this study: l) to see what relation

ships existed between children's articulation and certain 

factors thought to be related, and 2) to determine how 

kindergarten speech improvement training altered these 

relationships. 

The subjects were ninety-four mothers whose children 

had been in a previous speech study by Wilson (1954). The 

children were divided into seven categories according to 

their progress in speech during the time between the study 

by Wilson and the study by Andersland. The seven categories 

were: l) no errors and no training; 2) no errors presently, 

errors previously, and no training; 3) no errors after 

training; 4) errors persisted after training in 1954 but 

no errors presently; 5) errors after training 1954, no 

additional therapy, errors still present; 6) errors after 

1952 training, additional training, errors persistent; 

7) errors in 1952, no training, errors persist at present. 
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The subjects were given the Gordon Personal Profile, 

Parental Attitudes Research Instrument (P.A.R.I.), and 

a personal data questionnaire. The factors examined 

were fifteen maternal and environmental factors including 

socioeconomic level, maternal personality characteristics, 

and maternal family attitudes. The results showed that 

children whose mothers scored high on the P.A.R.I. 

Hostility-Rejection Test achieved perfect articulation 

after therapy but did poorly without therapy. Children 

whose mothers scored low on tests of adjustment had poor 

articulation regardless of therapy. 

Dickson (1962) studied the differences between thirty 

children who had spontaneously outgrown their articulation 

errors and thirty children who had retained their articu

lation errors. The Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency 

and the Templin Short Test of Sound Discrimination were 

administered to the children. The Minnesota Multiphasic 

Personality Test was administered to the parents of the 

sixty children. The results indicated that the children 

who had retained their articulation errors had mothers 

who tended toward emotional instability. 

Summary of the Literature 

The research indicated that the parents of children 

who stutter tended to be more emotionally unstable and 

less adjusted than parents of children who did not stutter. 
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Research has indicated that the occupational status of the 

family is correlated to the number of articulation errors. 

Lower socioeconomic status was frequently associated with 

poor articulation and language of the children in these 

families. The parents of children with functional speech 

defects were found to be more emotionally unstable and 

less well adjusted than the parents of children without 

speech defects. 

Statement of the Problem 

In the previously published literature little attention 

has been given to discipline as a primary factor in the 

environment of children with functionally defective speech. 

Many of the children who exhibit functional speech defects 

have been labeled by classroom teachers and clinicians as 

behavior problems. This latter statement would suggest that 

a relationship exists between the discipline used by the 

parents of children with functional speech defects and 

the existence of the speech defect. 

This study was designed to investigate certain aspects 

of the discipline used by the parents of the children with 

functional speech defects and the same aspects of the 

discipline used by the parents of children who do not 

have speech defects. Throughout this study speech defect 

refers to poor articulation or delayed language with no 

known organic basis. The terms normal and adequate when 
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used in relationship to speech refer to the range of speech 

which is considered acceptable by the society in which 

American English is spoken. 

The following null hypotheses were tested: 

1) There is no difference between the method of 

discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used when the child was 

between the ages of six months and two years by the parents 

of children who have functional speech defects and the 

discipline used by the parents of children who do not 

have speech defects, 

2) There is no difference between the method of 

discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used at the child's 

present age by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the discipline used by the parents of 

children who do not have speech defects. 

3) There is no difference between the method of 

discipline (verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing) used 

when the child was between the ages of six months and two 

years by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the discipline used by the parents 

of children who do not have speech defects, 

4) There is no difference between the inter-parent 

consistency for the number of disciplinary tools used by 

the parents of children who have functional speech defects 

and the inter-parent consistency for the number of 



20 

disciplinary tools used by the parents of children who 

do not have speech defects. 

5) There is no difference between the inter-parent 

consistency for the number of disciplinary methods used 

by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and the inter-parent consistency for the number 

of disciplinary methods used by parents of children who 

do not have speech defects. 



CHAPTER II 

METHODS AND PROCEDURES 

Subjects 

The experimental group consisted of the parents of 

fifteen clients of the Texas Tech University Speech and 

Hearing Clinic enrolled in either group or individual 

language or articulation therapy. All of the parents 

were the natural parents. The children in therapy were 

between the ages of four years and six years six months 

and had no known physiological abnormalities contributing 

to their speech defects. The characteristics of the 

experimental families are presented in Appendix A, 

The experimental group was matched with a control 

group for: l) the father's occupation; 2) the ages of 

all family members within three years for the parents, 

twelve months for the child with defective speech, and 

eighteen months for the siblings; and 3) the number and 

order of the children in the family. None of the children 

in the control group had ever been in speech therapy or 

had any known physiological abnormalities. The control 

group was gathered through personal contacts by the 

investigator and through the Southwest Private School in 

Lubbock, Texas. All of the subjects represented Lubbock 

and the surrounding communities, 

21 
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Procedures 

Each family in both groups was sent a form letter 

(Appendices B and C) explaining the study in general terms, 

requesting their cooperation, and stating that they would 

be contacted by telephone to arrange an appointment for 

the investigator to visit their home and conduct the 

interview. One week was allowed for the letters to be 

delivered to the selected families. Four families, 

including two control families and two experimental 

families, served as a practice group for the questionnaire-

interview technique. These four families were not used 

in the study. 

The thirty families used in the study were contacted 

by telephone. During the telephone conversation one parent, 

usually the mother, was given all of the available times 

for the interview. Interview times were available weekday 

mornings, evenings, and any time Fridays through Sundays. 

The parent then chose a time for the interview which was 

convenient for the family. The interviews proceeded in 

as random an order as the investigator's and the families' 

schedules permitted. 

The investigator visited each home and interviewed 

each parent individually. The home interview provided 

an opportunity to observe the family in their natural 

setting. In several instances the home did not provide 
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adequate isolation to prevent one parent from hearing his 

spouse's responses. Therefore, the second parent's responses 

may have been contaminated by prior hearing of the questions 

and the spouse's answers. The investigator asked each 

parent the same questions and recorded the subject's 

answers. 

Instrument 

Definitions of Terms 

Throughout the questionnaire certain terms used were 

in reference to particular ideas of communication. The 

terms have the following definitions within the context of 

the questionnaire: 

1) Discipline refers to active discipline, such as 

physical or verbal reprimands which require that the parent 

discontinue the activity in which he was involved and correct 

the child. This is opposed to the simple "stop" or "don't 

do that" with the parent's activity continuing, 

2) Mixed refers to discipline which is the simultaneous 

application of physical and verbal reprimands. 

3) Nothing refers to avoiding the necessity for 

discipline by previous action by the parents, such as 

putting objects out of the child's reach, 

4) Tools refer to the instruments such as hand, belt, 

and switch which the parents use to administer physical 

discipline. 



24 

Questions 

The questionnaire (Appendix D) was used to assure 

basic consistency in the interviews. The questionnaire 

consists of twenty-five questions. The questions of 

primary importance to the study were numbers five, eight, 

and fourteen. The purpose of the other twenty-two 

questions was to gather additional information about the 

family. 

Question number five was "When he/she (child) was 

between the ages of six months and two years, if there were 

things (ornaments, matches) which you did not want him/her 

to touch did you . . . a) put them out of his reach; b) 

scold him when he touched them; c) slap his hand or spank 

him when he touched them; or d) scold him and slap him 

when he touched them?" This question was designed to 

determine the type of discipline (either verbal or nonverbal; 

and verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing) used by the parents 

when the child was between the ages of six months and 

two years. 

Question number eight asked each parent to rate each 

of ten methods of discipline. The rating scale was from 

zero to five. Zero meant that method was never used and 

five meant that method was used exclusively. The methods were 

a) spank his bottom; b) slap his hands; c) slap his face; 

d) use loud verbal punishment; e) tell him that his actions 

made you ashamed of him; f) talk to him about why you 
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don't like what he did; g) sit him on a chair for a given 

number of minutes; h) tell him his dad/mom will get him 

when he/she gets home; i) make him go to his room; j) 

threaten—"if you don't behave . . , something will happen." 

This question was designed to determine the type of 

discipline, either verbal or nonverbal, used by the 

parents and to determine the inter-parent consistency 

of disciplinary methods. 

Question number fourteen asked each parent to rate 

each of twelve tools. The rating scale was zero to five. 

Zero meant that tool was never used and five meant that 

tool was used exclusively. The tools were: a) never use 

physical discipline; b) your hand; c) belt; d) spoon; 

e) fly swatter; f) yardstick; g) hairbrush; h) twist ears; 

i) switch; j) slap face; k) attack other body parts; and 

l) a variety of the above or other. This question was 

designed to determine the inter-parent consistency of 

disciplinary tools. 

Scoring of the Questions 

In scoring the questions frequency counts were made 

for each group of subjects. The two groups used were 

experimental parents and control parents. 

Method of Discipline (Verbal 
or Nonverbal) Child's Age 
Six Months to Two Years 

In scoring question number five for the method of 
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discipline, either verbal or nonverbal, the investigator 

classified each method as either verbal or nonverbal. The 

frequency counts were made for each classification of 

discipline for each group of parents. 

Method of Discipline (Verbal or 
Nonverbal) at the Child's Present Age 

Question number eight was used to determine the 

method of discipline—verbal or nonverbal. The investi

gator classified the methods in this question as either 

verbal or nonverbal. Frequency counts were made for each 

method of discipline for each group of parents. 

Method of Discipline (Verbal. 
Nonverbal, Mixed, or Nothing) 
Child's Age Six Months to Two Years 

Question number five was used to determine the method 

of discipline (verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing). The 

investigator classified each method as verbal, nonverbal, 

mixed, or nothing. The frequency counts were made for 

each classification of discipline for each group of parents 

Inter-parent Consistency for 
the Number of Disciplinary Tools 

Question number fourteen was used to determine the 

inter-parent consistency for the number of disciplinary 

tools. Each tool was rated by each subject from zero to 

five. The number of disciplinary tools was divided into 

six divisions. The observed frequency was the number of 
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parents in each group (experimental or control) who rated 

1-2, 3-4, 5-6, 7-8, 9-10, or 11-12 tools over zero was 

counted. For example, in the experimental group thirteen 

parents rated 1-2 tools over zero. Therefore, the frequency 

observed for the experimental parents was thirteen in the 

1-2 division of disciplinary tools. 

Inter-parent Consistence for the 
Number of Disciplinary Methods 

Question number eight was used to determine the inter-

parent consistency for the number of disciplinary methods. 

Each method in question number eight was rated by each 

subject from zero to five. The number of disciplinary 

methods was divided into five divisions. The frequency 

observed was the number of parents in each group (experi

mental or control) who rated 1-2, 3-4, 5-6, 7-8, or 9-10 

methods over zero. For example, four experimental parents 

rated 3-4 methods over zero. Therefore, the frequency 

observed for the experimental parents was four in the 3—4 

division of disciplinary methods. 

Statistical Analysis 

In determining the method of discipline as either 

verbal or nonverbal the Chi-square Correction for Discrete-

ness of X values having one degree of freedom known as 

the Yates Correction for Continuity (Tate, 1955) was used. 

In determining the methods of discipline as verbal. 
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nonverbal, mixed, or nothing the Chi-square test for the 

divergence of Observed Values from Values Calculated 

on the Hypothesis of Equal Probability (Garrett, 1947) 

was used. In determining the inter-parent consistency 

for the number of disciplinary tools and methods the 

Chi-square test for the Divergence of Observed Values 

from Values Calculated on the Hypothesis of Equal 

Probability (Garrett, 1947) was used. The level of 

significance to be accepted for this study was .05. 



CHAPTER III 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIOl 

The discipline used by the parents of children with 

functional speech defects and the discipline used by the 

parents of children without speech defects was studied. 

The five null hypotheses tested were: l) There is no 

difference between the method of discipline (verbal or 

nonverbal) used when the child was between the ages of 

six months and two years by the parents of children who 

have functional speech defects and the method of discipline 

used by the parents of children who do not have speech 

defects. 2) There is no difference between the method 

of discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used at the child's 

present age by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the method of discipline used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

3) There is no difference between the method of discipline 

(verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing) used when the child 

was between the ages of six months and two years by the 

parents of children who have functional speech defects 

and the method of discipline used by the parents of children 

who do not have speech defects, 4) There is no difference 

between the inter-parent consistency for number of discipli

nary tools used by the parents of children with functional 

29 
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speech defects and the inter-parent consistency for th 

number of disciplinary tools used by the parents of 

children who do not have speech defects, 5) There is 

no difference between the inter-parent consistency for 

the number of disciplinary methods used by the parents 

of children who have functional speech defects and the 

inter-parent consistency for the number of disciplinary 

methods used by the parents of children who do not have 

speech defects. 

e 

Results 

A Chi-square statistical analysis was computed to 

determine if differences existed between various aspects 

of the discipline used by the parents of children who 

have functional speech defects and the same aspects 

of the discipline used by the parents of children who do 

not have speech defects. The Chi-square values are 

presented in Appendices E through I, 

Method of Discipline (Verbal 
Nonverbal) Ch'ild's Age 
Six Months to Two Years 

Question number five specified the method of discipline 

used by the parent when the child was between the ages of 

six months and two years. In the analysis of question 

number five a nonsignificant Chi-square value of 0.54 

(Appendix E) was computed. Therefore, the null hypothesis 



31 

cannot be rejected. There is no significant difference 

between the method of discipline (verbal or nonverbal) 

used when the child was between the ages of six months 

and two years by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the method of discipline used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

Method of Discipline (Verbal or 
Nonverbal) at the Child's Present Aae 

In comparing the method of discipline (verbal or 

nonverbal) used by the parents at the child's present age 

a nonsignificant Chi-square value of .20 (Appendix F) was 

computed. The null hypothesis cannot be rejected. There 

is no significant difference between the method of discip

line (verbal or nonverbal) used at the child's present age 

by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and the method of discipline used by the parents 

of children who do not have speech defects. 

Method of Discipline (Verbal, 
Nonverbal, Mixed, or Nothing) 
Child's Age Six Months to Two Years 

Question number five specified the discipline used 

by the parents when the child was between the ages of six 

months and two years. In the analysis of question number 

five a nonsignificant Chi-square value of 3,00 (Appendix G) 

was computed. The null hypothesis cannot be rejected. 

Therefore, with further divisions as to classifications 
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of disciplinary methods, no significant differences 

existed between the method of discipline (verbal, nonverbal, 

mixed, or nothing) used when the child was between the 

ages of six months and two years by the parents of children 

who have functional speech defects and the method of 

discipline used by the parents of children who do not 

have speech defects. 

Inter-parent Consistency for the 
Number of Disciplinary Tools 

In the analysis of question number fourteen for the 

inter-parent consistency for the number of disciplinary 

tools used by the parents, a nonsignificant Chi-square 

value of 1.50 (Appendix H) was computed. The null hypothesis 

cannot be rejected. There is no significant difference 

between the inter-parent consistency for the number of 

disciplinary tools used by the parents of children who 

have functional speech defects and the inter-parent con

sistency for the number of disciplinary tools used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

Inter-parent Consistency for the 
Number of Disciplinary Methods 

In the analysis of question number eight for the inter-

parent consistency for the number of disciplinary methods 

used by the parents, a nonsignificant Chi-square value of 

4.12 (Appendix l) was computed. The null hypothesis cannot 
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be rejected. There is no significant difference between 

the inter-parent consistency for the number of discipli

nary methods used by the parents of children who have 

functional speech defects and the inter-parent consistency 

for the number of disciplinary methods used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

Discussion 

The discussion is divided into two sections. The 

first section consists of a discussion of the results. 

The second section consists of a discussion of the pro

cedures used in the study. 

Results 

Moncur (1952) concluded that "the parents of children 

uiho stuttered spanked and threatened the children more 

than did the parents of the children who did not stutter," 

Woods (1946) concluded that the parents in the groups which 

he studied "were generally ignorant of child behavior and 

used overly severe discipline." Neither of these investi

gators studied discipline as the primary factor in their 

research nor did they describe the procedures used to study 

discipline or the basis upon which they made their conclu

sions concerning the parents' discipline. The results of 

the present study do not support the findings of Moncur 

and Woods. 
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According to the results of the present study no 

differences were found to exist between the method of 

discipline (verbal or nonverbal) when the child was between 

the ages of six months and two years; the method of dis

cipline (verbal or nonverbal) at the child's present age; 

the method of discipline (verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or 

nothing) when the child was between the ages of six 

months and two years; the inter-parent consistency for the 

number of disciplinary tools; or the number of disciplinary 

methods used by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the same aspects of the discipline used 

by the parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

Although no significant differences were found by this 

study, the investigator believes that further research 

will find differences between some aspects of the discipline 

used by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and those aspects of the discipline used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

Procedures 

Questionnaires in general have many limitations. Some 

of the limitations are that they generally do not have 

norms, the questions may or may not be valid, and question

naires are often taken too lightly by subjects who have 

filled out forms throughout their lives. Questionnaires 

may not allow the subjects the freedom to provide additional 
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information, the answers may not be valid, and those 

questionnaires which are sent to the subjects may be 

returned by a biased population. 

The questionnaire used in the present study had many 

of the limitations common to all questionnaires. The 

validity of the answers may in some cases be suspect 

because some of the terms needed explanation to some of 

the parents. There are no normative standards by which 

to judge the responses. The questionnaire in this study 

did not allow the subjects to provide additional infor

mation to be used in the study. It was also noted that 

all of the subjects qualified their responses to the last 

part of question number eight, "threaten . . . if you don't 

behave—something will happen." The most common qualifi

cation was that the threats used were not "scary or myster

ious" but were generally physical in nature. Although the 

threat of physical discipline may not be scary to an adult, 

it may be interpreted differently by a child. 

In general, the technique of interviewing has several 

limitations. Some of the limitations of this technique are 

that parents may feel ill-at-ease. Note taking may be 

distracting or may cause the parent to worry about what 

is being written. The subject may respond with answers he 

thinks the interviewer wants or with answers he considers 

to be the most socially acceptable. Interviewer reinforce

ment may cause the subject's responses to reflect the 
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reactions of the interviewer. 

The interviewer in this study attempted to conduct a 

fairly consistent, formal, but friendly, low reaction 

interview. The interview in the present study allowed 

the investigator to explain the terms which were not clear 

to some of the parents. 

In observing the families through the home visit 

it became apparent that whenever it became necessary to 

discipline a child the control parents did not hesitate 

to use one of the methods which they had previously stated 

that they used. This fact was not true of the experimental 

parents who generally did nothing about the child's 

behavior, complained to the other spouse about the behavior, 

or demonstrated a method of discipline which they had not 

stated that they used. 

In the field of Speech Pathology there are not always 

standardized tests with which to examine every aspect of 

a child's environment; therefore, some of the information 

must be gathered through other means. Ellin Bloch and 

Leonard Goldstein (I97l) stated. 

There seems to be other avenues of research 
« . . that are open to the investigator of the 
speech retarded child and his parents. One of 
these is direct observation of the mother-child 
interaction; findings from this method may 
supplement or amend results obtained from the 
mother's written responses to . . . inventories. 

In scheduling interviews in the future more time should 

be allotted for observation. In using the questionnaire 
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from this study in the future a large pilot group should 

precede the study group to allow further refinements 

of the language of the questions and the interviewing 

technique. The lists c.r the items to be rated in the 

questions number eight and fourteen should be extended. 

Any items which elicit qualified responses should be 

changed or eliminated. In matching the experimental 

families with control families more factors should be 

controlled, such as whether or not the child in question 

is in special programs outside of the home, the number 

of hours the child spends outside of the home, sexes of 

other children in the family, and the educational level 

of both parents. 



CHAPTER IV 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Purpose 

The purpose of this study was to compare certain 

aspects of the discipline used by the parents of children 

who have functional speech defects and the same aspects of 

the discipline used by the parents of children who do 

not have speech defects. The null hypotheses tested were: 

l) There is no difference between the method of 

discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used when the child was 

between the ages of six months and two years by the parents 

of children who have functional spaech defects and the method 

of discipline used by the parents of children who do not 

have speech defects. 

2)_ There is no difference between the method of dis

cipline (verbal or nonverbal) used at the child's present 

age by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and the method of discipline used by the parents 

of children who do not have speech defects. 

3) There is no difference between the method of 

discipline (verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing) used 

when the child was between the ages of six months and two 

years by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and the method of discipline used by the parents 
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of children who do not have speech defects. 

4) There is no difference between the inter-parent 

consistency for the number of disciplinary tools used by 

the parents of children who have functional speech defects 

and the inter-parent consistency for the number of dis

ciplinary tools used by the parents of children who do 

not have speech defects. 

5) There is no difference between the inter-parent 

consistency for the number of disciplinary methods used 

by the parents of children who have functional speech 

defects and the inter-parent consistency for the number 

of disciplinary methods used by the parents of children 

who do not have speech defects. 

Subjects and Procedures 

Thirty families representing Lubbock, Texas, and the 

surrounding area were interviewed concerning their methods 

of discipline. Fifteen of the families had children who 

were enrolled in speech therapy for functional speech 

defects,either poor articulation or delayed language. 

Fifteen control families had children who had no known 

speech defects and had never been in speech therapy. The 

families were matched for the father's occupation, the 

ages of all families' members within three years for the 

parents and within eighteen months for the children, and 

the number and the order of the children in the family. 
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In the experimental group the interview was concerned with 

the discipline used by the parents with the child who had 

a functional speech defect. In the control group the 

interview was concerned with the discipline used by the 

parents with the child who was matched with the child 

from the experimental family. The parents of each family 

were interviewed individually. The questionnaires were 

filled out by the investigator during the home visit 

interview. Five null hypotheses were tested using the 

Chi-square method of statistical analysis, 

Results 

The results of the study were as follows: 

1) There was no significant difference between the 

method of discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used when the 

child was between the ages of six months and two years by 

the parents of the children who have functional speech 

defects and the method of discipline used by the parents 

of the children who do not have speech defects. 

2) There was significant difference between the method 

of discipline (verbal or nonverbal) used at the child's 

present age by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the method of discipline used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

3) There was no significant difference between the 

method of discipline (verbal, nonverbal, mixed, or nothing) 
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used when the child was between the ages of six months 

and two years by the parents of the children who have 

functional speech defects and the method of discipline 

used by the parents of the children who do not have 

speech defects. 

4) There was no significant difference between the 

inter-parent consistency for the number of disciplinary 

tools used by the parents of children who have functional 

speech defects and the inter-parent consistency for the 

number of disciplinary tools used by the parents of children 

who do not have speech defects. 

5) There was no significant difference between the 

inter-parent consistency for the number of disciplinary 

methods used by the parents of the children who have 

functional speech defects and the inter-parent consistency 

for the number of disciplinary methods used by the parents 

of children who do not have speech defects. 

Conclusions 

The following conclusions were drawn: 

1) According to the aspects of discipline studied 

and the sample used, there is no difference between the 

discipline used by the parents of children who have 

functional speech defects and the discipline used by the 

parents of children who do not have speech defects. 

2) Further research is needed in the area of discipline 

and its relationship to functional speech defects. 
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APPENDIX A: CHARACTERISTICS OF EXPERIMENTAL FAMILIES 

FATHER'S 
OCCUPA- FATHER'S MOTHER'S CHILD'S SIBLINGS' CHILD'S SPEECH 
TION AGE AGE AGE AGES POSITION DEFECT 

Farmer 
and Ser, 
St, Att. 

Salesman 

Pharma
cist 

Salesman 

Patrol
man 

Farmer 

Pub. Serv. 
Lineman 

31 

29 

30 

33 

26 

30 

29 

29 

26 

28 

29 

26 

28 

25 

5 

6 

10, 8 Last Artie. 

First Artie. 

First Lang. 

10, 7 Last Artie 

Last Artie. 

8, 2 Middle Artie. 

3, 2 First Artie. 

Manufactur
ing Employee 32 

Air Force 
(Sgt.) 25 

College Prof, 35 

32 

24 

32 

4 

6 

12 Last 

Last 

Last 

Lang. 

Lang. 

Lang. 

Truck 
Driver 

Mechanical 
Engineer 

Machinist 

Paving 
Contractor 

Elect. Eng. 
and T.V, 
Repairman 
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32 

30 

29 

28 

36 

29 

24 

26 

28 

5 

4 

5 

5 

6 

Last 

Last 

First 

8, 7 Last 

Lang. 

Lang, 

9, 1 Middle Lang, 

Artie 

Artie 
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APPENDIX B: FORM LETTER SENT TO EXPERIMENTAL PARENTS 

Speech and Hearing Clinic 

Texas Tech University 

Dear Parents, 

We are presently involved in gathering information 

about family relations and discipline methods. Fifteen 

couples have been chosen to represent the clinic popula

tion and your cooperation is greatly appreciated. Your 

help will benefit the clinicians in learning more effective 

methods of discipline in dealing with children and their 

behavior. 

Each parent will be interviewed by a clinician. The 

interview will take approximately twenty (20) minutes. 

In the next day or so you will receive a telephone call 

to arrange the time and place for the interview. The 

places available are your home, if possible, or the Speech 

and Hearing Clinic, The times will be for your convenience 

during the next three to four weeks. 

Gratefully yours. 

Wilnette Monnier, B,S, 
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APPENDIX C: FORM LETTER SENT TO CONTROL PARENTS 

Speech and Hearing Clinic 

Texas Tech University 

Dear Parents, 

We are presently involved in gathering information 

about family relations and discipline methods. Fifteen 

couples have been chosen to represent the general population 

and your cooperation is greatly appreciated. Your help 

will benefit teachers and clinicians in learning more 

effective methods of discipline in dealing with children 

and their behavior. 

Each parent will be interviewed by a trained clinician. 

The interview will take approximately twenty (20) minutes. 

In the next day or so you will receive a telephone call 

to arrange a time, at which the clinician will visit your 

home for the interview. The times will be at your con

venience during the next four weeks. 

Gratefully yours, 

Wilnette Monnier, B.S. 
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1. 

3, 

APPENDIX D: QUESTIONNAIRE 

What was mother's age at child's birth? 

Father's age? 

2. What did you do when cried between feedings? 

a) pick him up 
b) go on with your business and let him "cry it out" 
c; check on him 

In your honest and most objective opinion i 

spoiled? yes no 

4, Have you ever spanked this child on his "bottom"? 

5, When he/she was between 6 months to 2 years, if there 

were things (ornaments, matches, etc.) which you did 

not want him to touch did you . . . 

a) put them out of his reach? 
b) scold him when he touched them? 
c) slap his hand or spank him when he touched them? 
d) scold him and slap him when he touched them? 

6, How often does this child now need to be disciplined? 

a) once/day 
b) 2 to 4 times/week 
c) several times/day 
d) once/week 

e) once/month 

7, Has your method of discipline changed during the last 

2 years? yes no 

8, Do you now more often: rate these with 0 means never 

used; 1 rarely; 2 occasionally; 3 usually; 4 frequently; 

5 that's the only way (exclusive use). 
) spank his "bottom' 
) slap his hands? 
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9, 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

c) slap his face? 
d) use loud verbal punishment? 
e) tell him that his actions make you ashamed of him? 
f; talk to him about why you don't like what he did? 
g) sit him on a chair for a given number of minutes? 
h) tell him his dad/mom will get him when he/she 

gets home? 
i) make him go to his room? 
j) threaten—"if you don't behave . , . something 

will happen"? 

Does the other parent, as far as you know, use the same 

method or methods as you described above? yes no 

Do you feel that you are consistent in your discipline? 

yes no In the rules you set? yes no 

Do you feel that your spouse is consistent in his/her 

discipline? yes no 

In the rules set? yes no 

Do you consider yourself strict? yes no 

Do you consider your spouse strict? yes no 

When you physically discipline this child what do you 

you usually use? rate these 0 never used; 1 rarely; 2 

occasionally; 3 usually; 4 frequently; 5 only— 

exclusively used. 

a) never do physically discipline 
b) your hand 
c) belt 
d) spoon 
e) fly swatter 
f) yardstick 
b) hairbrush 
h) twist ears 
i) switch 
j) slap face 
k) attack other body part 
l) a variety of the above 

15. What does the other parent usually use to physically 
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discipline this child? Rate these to the best of 

your knowledge, 

a) how often physical as opposed to verbal 
b) hand 
c) belt 
d) spoon 
e) fly swatter 
f) yardstick 
g) hairbrush 
h) twist ears 
i) switch 
j) slap face 
k) attack other part of body 

l) a variety of the above or additions not mentioned 

16. Do you feel your discipline method is effective? 

yes very yes no 

17. Do you feel your spouse's discipline method is 

effective? yes very yes no 

18. Who is the primary (main) disciplinarian? mother, 

father, other 

19. How many hours/day average does your spouse spend 

with this child? 

20. How many hours/day average do you spend with this child? 

21. Is there someone else who spends a considerable amount 

of time with this child? who? 

a) baby-sitter 
b) teacher (pre-school, etc.) 
c) other relative 

22, If another person does spend considerable time with him/her 

do you know that person's method? yes no 
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23. What is that person's usual method? 

24. Do you feel that person's method is effective? 

25. Is the other person consistent in his/her limits? 
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APPENDIX E: COMPARISON OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF VERBAL AND 
NONVERBAL RESPONSES FOR EXPERIMENTAL PARENTS 
AND CONTROL PARENTS (CHILD'S AGE BETWEEN THE 
AGES OF SIX MONTHS AND TWO YEARS) 

GROUPS FREQUENCIES OBSERVED df 

VERBAL NONVERBAL 

Experimental 
Parents 

Control 
Parents 

10 

15 

20 

15 

,54 



APPENDIX F: COMPARISON OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF VERBAL AND 
NONVERBAL RESPONSES FOR EXPERIMENTAL PARENTS 
AND CONTROL PARENTS (AT CHILD'S PRESENT AGE) 

GROUPS FREQUENCIES OBSERVED df X^ 

VERBAL NONVERBAL 

Experimental 
Parents 60 26 

Control 
Parents 56 30 

.20 

54 
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APPENDIX G: COMPARISON OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF VERBAL, 
NONVERBAL, MIXED, OR NOTHING RESPONSES OF 
EXPERIMENTAL PARENTS AND CONTROL PARENTS 
(CHILD'S AGE BETWEEN SIX MONTHS AND TWO YEARS) 

GROUPS FREQUENCIES OBSERVED df 

VERBAL NONVERBAL MIXED NOTHING 

Experimental 
Parents 19 

3,00 

Control 
Parents 0 21 
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APPENDIX H: COMPARISON OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF 
DISCIPLINARY TOOLS FOR EXPERIMENTAL PARENTS AND 
CONTROL PARENTS 

GROUPS FREQUENCIES OBSERVED df X̂ . 

1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-10 11-12 

Experimental 
Parents 13 13 2 1 1 0 

Control 
Parents 15 11 3 1 G 0 

1.50 
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APPENDIX I: COMPARISON OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF 
DISCIPLINARY METHODS FOR THE EXPERIMENTAL 
PARENTS AND THE CONTROL PARENTS 

GROUPS FREQUENCIES OBSERVED df X' 

1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-10 

Experimental 
Parents G 8 13 

4.12 

Control 
Parents 0 10 




