
3 7 9 

m 38 (8 

THE EFFECTS OF PARENTAL MARITAL STATUS, JUST WORLD 

BELIEFS, AND PARENTAL CONFLICT ON TRUST IN 

INTIMATE HETEROSEXUAL RELATIONSHIPS 

DISSERTATION 

Presented to the Graduate Council of the 

University of North Texas in Partial 

Fulfillment of the Requirements 

For the Degree of 

DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY 

By 

Bryce E. Taylor, M.S, 

Denton, Texas 

December, 1993 



3 7 9 

m 38 (8 

THE EFFECTS OF PARENTAL MARITAL STATUS, JUST WORLD 

BELIEFS, AND PARENTAL CONFLICT ON TRUST IN 

INTIMATE HETEROSEXUAL RELATIONSHIPS 

DISSERTATION 

Presented to the Graduate Council of the 

University of North Texas in Partial 

Fulfillment of the Requirements 

For the Degree of 

DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY 

By 

Bryce E. Taylor, M.S, 

Denton, Texas 

December, 1993 



/ 

Taylor, Bryce E., The Effects of Parental Marital 

Status. Just World Beliefs, and Parental Conflict on Trust 

in Intimate Heterosexual Relationships. Doctor of Philosophy 

(Counseling Psychology), December, 1993, 137 pp., 8 tables, 

3 illustrations, references, 95 titles. 

The effects of divorce on trust in intimate 

heterosexual relationships were investigated using a sample 

of 478 college students (156 males, 322 females). Subjects 

were asked to respond to scenarios and questionnaires 

assessing parental marital status, just world beliefs, 

parental conflict, and trust. Attitudes toward divorce and 

common problems were also assessed. Responses were 

investigated using ANOVA and MANOVA. It was hypothesized 

that parental divorce would affect trust in relationships of 

subjects from divorced as well as intact parental 

backgrounds. In support of hypotheses, results indicated 

that subjects from intact families reported lower levels of 

trust when their scenario partners were described as coming 

from divorced rather than intact parental backgrounds. 

Regardless of the marital status of ones parents, higher 

parental conflict was associated with the reporting of more 

common problems and with lower levels of trust of scenario 

partners. While subjects from divorced families had more 

positive attitudes toward divorce than those from intact 



families, the most positive attitudes toward divorce were 

held by. subjects from divorced families who also reported 

low parental conflict. Contrary to what was predicted, just 

world beliefs were not associated with trust levels of 

subjects from intact families and subjects with divorced 

parents were more trusting when they had higher levels of 

just world beliefs. When scenarios depicted a partner who 

had experienced parental divorce, subjects who imagined 

themselves in a marital relationship reported higher levels 

of trust than those who imagined an intimate dating 

relationship. Overall, females were found to have higher 

levels of trust of their scenario partners. Implications 

for understanding the impact of divorce on relationship 

development of college students are discussed. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Statement of Purpose 

The purpose of this study was to investigate various 

aspects of the effects of divorce on college students who 

have and have not experienced parental divorce. The degree 

to which just world beliefs and parental conflict are 

related to the level which those from divorced and intact 

families are willing to trust others in heterosexual 

relationships was investigated. Specifically, the effect of 

these factors on one's willingness to trust at various 

levels of intimacy in heterosexual relationships was the 

subject of investigation. Levels of coping and attitudes 

toward divorce were also assessed. 

Rationale for Study 

Divorce has become a phenomenon raising growing concern 

and attention in both the popular media and social and 

clinical research. Previous estimates predicted that by 

1990 over one-third of all children under the age of 18 

would experience the divorce of their parents (Glick, 1979) 

and 49 percent of first marriages of 25 to 30 year olds 

would end in divorce. But divorce does not only touch the 

lives of those who have directly experienced its effects. 



Divorce is something we have all heard of, if not 

experienced, and it is something we all wish to avoid. In 

Falk's (1987) study of fifth through eighth graders, 

children who had not experienced the divorce of their 

parents were not lacking in knowledge of the topic. 

Clearly, ideas about divorce are beginning to form in 

children at an early age. How these perceptions develop and 

are played out in the formation of relationships later in 

life should be an area of concern for both researchers and 

clinicians. 

It has been recognized that interventions are needed to 

address the problems that children have coping with divorce. 

However, research has tended to focus on either general 

characteristics of these children (Cain, 1989; Covell & 

Turnbull, 1982; Falk, 1987; Gardener, 1976; Kurdek & Berg, 

1987; Mendell, 1983; Tessman 1978; Wallerstein, 1983) or on 

environmental and familial factors associated with their 

degree of adjustment (Slater & Calhoun, 1988; Stolberg, 

Camplair, Currier, & Wells, 1987). While this research has 

contributed to our understanding of the characteristics of 

victims of divorce, it has done little to enhance our 

understanding of the cognitive aspects of the child's long-

term coping with this experience. 

One factor which has been identified as common in the 

experience of offspring of divorced parents is blame 

attribution; blame of oneself and blame of one's parents 



(Coffman & Roark, 1988; Falk, 1987; Kurdek & Berg, 1987; 

Patten-Seward, 1984; Wallerstein, 1983). Specifically, 

blame has been characterized both as a means of coping with 

the traumatic experience of divorce and as something which 

these children must overcome to develop gratifying 

relationships of their own (Wallerstein, 1983). It has been 

suggested that if blame related to the divorce of one's 

parents is not resolved and one is not able to achieve 

perspective on the divorce, negative reprecussions may 

result in one's own intimate relationships. Surely, one's 

general beliefs and assumptions about the world affect the 

development of divorce attributions. However, the questions 

of how negative attributions are formed and what effects 

they have on the formation of intimate relationships in 

adolescence and young adulthood have not been adequately 

addressed in divorce research. 

Previously, Taylor (1991) addressed the question of 

attributions of blame for parental divorce in a study using 

220 female college students of ages 25 and under. 

Predictions of the just world hypothesis were investigated. 

The just world hypothesis predicts that when one perceives 

an injustice and one is unable to right the wrong one will 

derogate the victim in order to maintain one's belief that 

people get what they deserve in the world. It follows that 

those who believe more strongly in a just world will be more 

likely to derogate victims. In this study, a measure of 



beliefs that the world is just was administered as well as 

measures of blame attributions for parental divorce. No 

significant difference in blame attributions was found 

within the parental divorce group. However, those from 

intact families tended to attribute more blame to child 

victims of divorce than did those with parents who had 

divorced. In addition, contrary to the predictions of the 

just world hypothesis (Lerner, 1970), it was found that 

those from intact families who held a low level of just 

world beliefs tended to blame children of divorced families 

more for the divorce than did those with high just world 

beliefs. 

The findings of this study called into question the 

predictions of the just world hypothesis. The lack of 

significant findings within the parental divorce group could 

be explained by the fact that these subjects were 

simultaneously the victims and the respondents. Blame 

attributions were indirectly being applied to oneself. 

Lerner and Miller (1978) suggest that such conditions would 

contraindicate just world hypothesis effects. Within the 

intact group, however, no similar explanation is available. 

One plausible explanation may be that the predictions of the 

just world hypothesis may not be found in cases in which 

blame is being applied to child victims. 

The current study is in part an attempt to address some 

of the questions raised by Taylor (1991) in an previous 



study. The findings seemed to indicate that negative blame 

attributions are made to those who come from divorced 

families. Such attributions may be a function of the 

subjects' own parental marital status and their adherence to 

world beliefs, such as the belief that the world is just. 

However, how one's world beliefs and parental marital status 

interact in the formation of attributions remains unclear. 

It is possible that the predictions of the just world 

hypothesis were not found in the previous study because the 

victims presented were children. The present study will use 

college students both as subjects and as the victims of 

divorce. Because it is believed that if negative 

attributions are being made to victims of divorce we would 

see this in developmentally context-specific ways, the 

formation of intimate relationships will be the context of 

this investigation. 

Some of the findings of divorce research indicate that 

treating divorce as an isolated traumatic event may not be 

as useful as viewing it as a process with various aspects of 

this process contributing to post-divorce adjustment (Booth, 

Brinkerhoff, & White, 1984; Cummings, Ianotti, & Zahn-

Waxler, 1985; Hess & Camara, 1979; Hetherington, 1979; Long, 

1986; Long, Forehand, Fauber, & Brody, 1987; Long, Slater, 

Forehand, & Fauber, 1988; Porter & O'Leary, 1980; Proulx & 

Koulack, 1987). This growing body of research suggests that 

the degree of parental conflict experienced by offspring is 



a better predictor of the negative efffects of divorce than 

one's parents' marital status alone (Emery, 1982). It is 

suggested that the attention of researchers and clinicians 

concerned about the negative effects of divorce should focus 

on this aspect of the parental divorce experience. Taking 

these findings into account, the second part of this study 

addresses the factor of parental conflict. Parental 

conflict is treated as a variable possibly affecting 

attitudes towards divorce, coping, and the degree one is 

willing to trust in intimate heterosexual relationships. 

Research findings have been helpful to our 

understanding of the effects of divorce, but they have not 

addressed the larger context in which college-age offspring 

of divorce interact with others and form intimate 

relationships. Adolescents and young adults from divorced 

families do not form intimate relationships in a vacuum, but 

form them with others from both divorced and intact 

families. Those with whom offspring of divorced families 

interact have their own perceptions of and attributions to 

those who come from a divorced family background. The 

questions of what these attributions are and how they affect 

trust in the forming of intimate relationships will be 

addressed in this study. 

Children of Divorce 

In 1971, Wallerstein and her colleagues began the most 

monumental study of divorce conducted to date. This study 



began with interviews of sixty families, including 131 

children, who were going through divorce. All of the 

children were performing at age-appropriate academic levels 

and none of the children had been identified as needing 

psychological treatment prior to the divorce. The children 

ranged in age from 3 to 18. Face to face interviews were 

conducted on two to four separate occasions over several 

weeks. The focus of the interviews with the children was on 

their views of the experience and their feelings regarding 

the impact of divorce on their lives. The sixty families 

were subsequently followed over the course of time and 

interviewed again at one, five, ten, and fifteen years after 

the divorce (Wallerstein & Blakeslee, 1989). 

Following the ten-year follow-up, Wallerstein (1985) 

concluded that developmental factors are "critical" to our 

understanding of children's and adolescents' responses to 

marital rupture. The focus of the child's needs, the 

central psychological preoccupation and conflict, dominant 

relationship patterns and expectations, his or her capacity 

to perceive and understand family events, and the mechanisms 

of defense and coping which are available for his or her use 

were said to all reflect the child's age and developmental 

stage. Age groups were identified within which similar 

patterns of responding were seen. Preschool ages 3 to 5, 

early latecy ages 5 1/2 to 8, latency ages 8 to 11, and 

adolescent ages 12 to 18 were the groups identified as 
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sharing commonalities in behaviors, underlying fantasies, 

and perceptions. 

Preschool children were found to respond with 

regression, sleep disturbance, irritability, aggressive and 

demanding behaviors, and intensified fears and fantasies of 

abandonment. Those of early latency age showed more open 

grieving, proccupation with feelings of concern and longing 

for the departed parent, terrifying fantasies of 

replacement, decline in their academic performance, and 

disbelief that the divorce would endure. In the latency 

group, the central response tended to be intense anger at 

one or both parents for causing the divorce. Decline in 

school performance and peer relationships, perceiving one 

parent as good and the other as bad, assuming a helpful, 

empathic role in the care of the needy parent, and the 

experience of grief and powerlessness were also typical 

responses made by children falling into this developmental 

age group. Regarding adolescents, Wallerstein (1985) stated 

that they are "very vulnerable to their parents' divorce" 

but also pointed out their surprising capacity to grow in 

maturity and independence as they respond to this crisis. 

Acute depression, intense anger, suicidal preoccupation, 

acting out, and passing moral judgments on their parents' 

behavior are common responses of adolescents. Concerned 

that they may experience marital failure as their parents 



did, anxiety regarding their entry into adulthood is also 

prevalent. 

Other research has also added to our understanding of 

children of divorce. Kurdek and Berg (1987) addressed the 

belief systems of children in their evaluation of the 

psychometric characteristics of the Children's Beliefs About 

Parental Divorce Scale. From their analysis, six subscales 

were revealed: Paternal Blame, Maternal Blame, Self-Blame, 

Peer Ridicule and Avoidance, Fear of Abandonment, and Hope 

of Reunification. The study was conducted with three 

nonclinical samples totalling 170 children of ages 6 through 

17 years. The mean length of parental separation was 17.19 

months. They concluded that problematic beliefs varied by 

family structure (divorced or intact) but generally did not 

vary by age, gender, or length of parental separation. 

Overall, problematic beliefs did not relate significantly to 

beliefs about control, interpersonal problem solving, or 

parents' and teachers' ratings of children's behavior 

problems. However, children with problematic beliefs were 

found to be anxious and to report little social support. 

Those who adhered to self-blaming beliefs tended, as did 

those who had higher total problematic belief scores, to 

have poor self-concepts. 

Gifted children's perception of divorce was 

investigated by Falk (1987), providing further insight into 

the significance of cognitions in children's process of 
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coping with divorce. Forty-one children from grades 5 

through 8 were subjected to several measures including 

interviews, writing samples, and a subtest of the Defining 

Issues test. Twenty-five of the children were classified as 

gifted and 16 were not. About half of all the children had 

experienced divorce in their families. All groups, 

regardless of their previous experience, considered the 

family an important unit and its breakup a serious matter. 

Qualitative analysis of the data led to the conclusion that 

the incidence and impact of divorce affects all students. 

Differences in responses centered around the subject's 

cognitive abilities more than their family status as 

divorced or intact. Gifted children were able to see more 

reasons, options, and consequences to the divorce phenomenon 

whereas non-gifted students were more egocentric and were 

more limited to seeing short-term consequences. In the 

stories produced by both groups of children, there was hope 

that the parents would reunite and the most commonly 

reported theme in these stories was self-blame. 

Examining variables influencing children's post divorce 

adjustment, Stolberg et al.(1987) evaluated 82 divorced 

mother/child pairs and 47 non-divorced mother/child pairs. 

The children of divorced families ranged from ages 7 through 

13 with the maximum separation time being 16.73 months. The 

intact group was similar in make-up except for their intact 

marital status. Independent variables of divorced or non-
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divorced status, age and sex of children, life change 

events, marital hostility, parenting skills, and parental 

adjustment were compared using the dependent measures of the 

child's behavior adjustment and their self-concept. The 

purpose of the study was to investigate the relative 

importance of individual, familial/parental, and 

environmental/extrafamilial variables in influencing 

children's adjustment following divorce. 

The findings of this study revealed that environmental 

and familial characteristics were more important 

determinants of children's adjustment than the individual 

factors of age and sex (Stolberg et al.,1987). The 

children's life change events were found the most 

significant determinants of their post divorce 

maladjustment. Higher frequencies of events requiring 

change by the child and better parent adjustment were both 

associated with lower self-concept. 

Although the authors (Stolberg et al., 1987) concluded 

that their results demonstrated the greater importance of 

environmental and familial characteristics over individual 

factors in determining children's adjustment to divorce, it 

should be noted that "individual" variables were narrowly 

defined as age and sex. The fact that the degree of 

children's maladaptive adjustment was associated with 

variables of change for both the parent and the child 

suggests that the child's means of coping with this change 
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is likely an important factor in determining his or her 

level of adjustment. Surely an individual's perceptions and 

beliefs, including attributions regarding divorce, are 

individual factors which would likely influence a child's 

adjustment to this change. 

Adolescents and Young Adults and Parental Divorce 

Possibly due to the tendency for parents to divorce 

earlier in children's lives, the focus of research has been 

on younger age-groups. While efforts are growing, only a 

relatively small number of studies have appeared which 

attempt to identify factors associated with the effects of 

divorce on adolescents and young adults. Because of this 

neglect of older offspring, less is known about the process 

of coping and the effects of parental divorce on college-age 

children. 

Lopez, Campbell, and Watkins (1989) conducted a study 

of young adults' adjustment following parental divorce. 

This study included 255 subjects (college students) from 

intact homes and 112 from divorced homes. The mean age of 

the sample was 20 years. Subjects completed measures of 

psychological separation and college adjustment. Although 

some differences were found along the dimensions of 

psychological separation, no significant differences were 

found between divorce versus intact groups in terms of their 

college adjustment. This suggests that either these 

students were not as affected by their parents' divorce as 
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other populations or they had found an effective means of 

coping with parental divorce. However, it should be noted 

that the researchers' use of measures reflected a primary 

focus on the degree of students' adjustment to college 

rather than the means by which they adapted. Five 

adjustment scores were obtained, four indicating degree of 

adjustment to different aspects of college (academic, 

social, personal, institutional attachment) and one total 

(general) adjustment score. Neither specific means of 

coping with the divorce nor divorce attributions were 

assessed. 

In their rationale for conducting an exploratory study 

into the reactions of older adolescents to parental divorce, 

Cooney, Smyer, Hagestad, and Klock (1986) state that 

developmental differences have been neglected and the impact 

of divorce on older offspring has been minimized in divorce 

research. Findings of their study of thirty-nine 18 to 23-

year-olds revealed that this is a critical event in their 

lives as well. Subjects commonly revealed themes including 

the unpredictability of the divorce and feelings of lost 

control (Cooney, 1988). Under the conditions of perceived 

uncontrollability and unpredictability, victims tend to 

search for attributional targets to regain a sense that they 

have some control and that the world is predictable (Janoff-

Bulman, 1989b; Janoff-Bulman & Frieze, 1983). It is 

probable that as some subjects reported anger towards their 
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parents and likely blamed them for their misfortune, others 

may have resorted to other attributions including blaming 

themselves, but this was not assessed. 

In their research investigating locus of control of 

those from intact and divorced families, Parish and Boyd 

(1983) concluded that in their sample locus of control was a 

function of family background. Although discrepant from 

previous findings of no significant difference between 

groups, those from divorced families were found to be more 

external than those from intact families. Applied to the 

context of attributions for divorce, this data suggests that 

those from intact families would tend to attribute their 

parents' marital status as being the result of internal 

factors, or factors within their control. Likewise, they 

would tend to attribute the divorce of others' parents to 

internal, controllable factors. Those from divorced 

families, on the other hand, would tend to place one's 

parents' marital status and that of their own parents as the 

result of external factors beyond their control. 

Findings from Carson and Pauly's (1990) study 

indirectly support the findings of Parish and Boyd (1983). 

Approximating the focus of the study at hand is their 

research addressing perceptions of marriage of young adults 

with and without histories of parental divorce. Carson and 

Pauly (1990) collected data on male and female college 

students (N=94) ranging in age from 18 to 29 years. Data 



15 

resulting from the administration of several questionnaires 

indicated that few significant differences existed between 

the expectancies and ideals of those with intact versus 

divorced parental histories. Of significance were 

perceptions of control. Those from divorced families 

perceived that they would have significantly less control in 

their ideal family environment than those in the non-divorce 

group. The authors suggest that these perceptual 

differences may influence actual family relationships in the 

future. As trust involves relinquishing a degree of 

control, perceptions of control would likely influence one's 

willingness to trust in intimate relationships. 

In an effort to add to our knowledge of college 

students' experience and coping with parental divorce, some 

researchers have attempted to identify more specific 

characteristics of this age-group. An exploratory study of 

college students (Cain, 1989) was conducted with interviews 

of 48 subjects who were aged 18 through 26. Their parents 

had been married at least 19 years and had divorced after 

the student had left home. The general conclusion of this 

study was that the psychological responses of young adult 

offspring to parental divorce differ from those of younger 

children and adolescents. It was reported that young adults 

are more likely than those of fewer years to deny the 

impending divorce, to aggressively challenge parents' moral 

standards, to experience a series of role realignments with 
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their parents, and to demonstrate altered attitudes toward 

romantic love and marriage. From this exploratory study it 

is apparent that specific developmental issues of identity 

and the formation of intimate relationships are likely 

affected by parental divorce and warrant further 

investigation. 

In his discussion of the shortcomings of divorce 

research Lopez (1987) cited Hillard (1984) to point out that 

an offspring's coping strategies can have a significant 

impact on his or her accomplishment of developmental tasks. 

He cautioned that disturbances resulting from the divorce 

may be disguised as academic motivation or social adjustment 

problems. While several of the studies mentioned above 

identify developmentally specific issues and problems which 

face adolescents and young adults from divorced families, 

the effects of divorce on the formation of their own 

intimate relationships remains unclear. Lopez (1987) 

acknowledges the importance of such information. Research 

which addresses attributions made regarding parental divorce 

would likely contribute to our increased understanding of 

the effects of divorce on the forming of intimate 

relationships. 

Based on longitudinal research findings, Wallerstein 

(1983;1987) developed a model of a youth's coping with the 

divorce of his or her parents. The model identifies six 

psychological tasks: 1) understanding the divorce; 2) 
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strategic withdrawal; 3) dealing with loss; 4) resolving 

anger and self-blame; 5) accepting the permanence of 

divorce; 6) achieving realistic hope regarding 

relationships. "Resolving anger and self-blame" was 

identified as the fourth task in this process. This task is 

characterized by the child's working through of intense and 

long-lasting anger and blame. This anger is often directed 

towards one or both parents for their perceived self-

centeredness or for not fulfilling the child's wishes of 

maintaining an intact family. They may blame one or both 

parents for the divorce or they may blame themselves. 

Wallerstein (1983) suggested that until anger and self-

blame are resolved, the child is unable to achieve closure 

of the divorce experience. Resolution, therefore, rests on 

the child's ability to achieve perspective regarding the 

actual reasons for and circumstances which precipitated the 

divorce. Forgiveness may occur which includes the child's 

forgiving of oneself for either wishing the divorce to 

happen or for failing to keep the family together. 

The tasks of forgiveness and the cooling of anger 

parallel the emotional development of the child in his or 

her increasing capacity to recognize that others' needs are 

not always the same as his or her own and that achieving a 

sense of gratification may at times require negotiation of 

divergent needs (Kegan, 1982). Evidence for the role of 

cognition in this process is found in Faulk's (1987) study 
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in which he found that gifted children were better able to 

achieve appropriate perspective on divorce. Successful 

completion of this fourth task determines the child's 

readiness to move on to the fifth task of "accepting the 

permanence of the divorce" and the final task of "achieving 

realistic hope regarding relationships". 

It is suggested by Wallerstein (1987) that during 

adolescence, the youth whose parents have divorced in his or 

her childhood should be working on the final task. However, 

if feelings of anger and self-blame have not yet been 

resolved, they will not be able to work towards achieving 

realistic hope for their own relationships. Because this is 

a time when adolescents begin developing intimate 

relationships with their peers (Erickson, 1968), it is 

likely that those who have not resolved these feelings will 

have difficulties developing trusting, intimate 

relationships of their own (Wallerstein 1983). 

As stated above, Wallerstein (1983) has proposed a 

process that children of divorce must go through to lessen 

or negate the deleterious effects that the divorce of their 

parents will otherwise have on their lives. The achievement 

of a better perspective on the divorce and on their own 

relationships is an essential step in this process. 

Although it has been observed that children of all ages make 

attributions to their parents or themselves for the divorce 

of their parents, we do not know what long-term effects this 
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has on their lives. It is also unclear how divorce 

attributions of young adults from intact and divorced homes 

affect the formation of their own intimate relationships. 

An understanding of these aspects of the beliefs of college 

students would likely enhance the effectiveness of 

intervention strategies aimed at this population. 

Parental Divorce and Forming Intimate Relationships 

Receiving specific attention in divorce literature 

pertaining to college students are the effects of divorce on 

female development (Kalter, Reimer, Brickman, Chen, 1985; 

Kinnaird & Gerrard,1986; Southworth & Schwarz, 1987). This 

focused attention appears to be related to the belief that 

father absense has differential and perhaps more damaging 

effects on the development of females as opposed to males. 

The designs of these studies typically address issues 

pertaining to the development of heterosexual relationships. 

In response to conflicting evidence regarding the 

negative effects of divorce on the development of female 

offspring, Kalter et al. (1985) conducted three studies 

which compared females from divorced versus intact families 

at different developmental stages. Two of the studies 

included adolescents and young adults. Of the 606 subjects 

in these two studies, 104 were from divorced and 502 were 

from intact families. Based on their findings, the authors 

concluded that differences between the divorced and intact 

groups were most striking in the adolescent sample. The 
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findings for the group of college women who had experienced 

parental divorce (42 intact, 42 divorced) indicated that 

they may be at greater risk for experiencing difficulty in 

their development of long-term heterosexual relationships. 

Kinnard and Gerrard (1986) also focused specifically on 

the effects of divorce on single female college students. 

Rather than addressing developmental issues, their research 

investigated premarital sexual activity and attitudes toward 

divorce and marriage of those from intact, divorced, and 

reconstituted families. Although it was found that those 

from divorced and reconstituted families were more skeptical 

about marriage and more accepting in their attitudes toward 

divorce than were those from intact families, the vast 

majority of subjects in each group expressed a desire to 

marry. Subjects from divorced families when compared to 

those from reconstituted families held more negative 

attitudes toward divorce and were less likely to state that 

divorce is a possibility for them. Those in the intact 

group were less likely than the others to state that they 

might experience a divorce. Their responses also suggested 

that they felt more control over events in their lives than 

did those in the other two groups. Subjects from divorced 

and reconstituted families were more likely to be sexually 

active and tended to begin sexual activity at an earlier age 

than did those from intact families. 
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In their investigation of heterosexual trust in female 

college students, Southworth and Schwarz (1987) assessed the 

attitudes of 52 students whose parents had divorced and 52 

students who had not experienced parental divorce. 

Consistent with the finding mentioned above (Kinnaird & 

Gerrard, 1986) the vast majority in both groups expected to 

marry in the future. Those whose parents had divorced, 

however, were more likely to anticipate cohabitation before 

marriage and to plan more years of gainful employment after 

college. The authors suggest that this difference may 

reflect a higher expectation that love relationships will 

not last and that marriage involves a great deal of risk. A 

significant correlation was found between heterosexual trust 

and consistency of love from the opposite sex parent. The 

authors summarize their findings by stating that the 

experience of parental divorce and its aftermath have long-

term effects for female offspring. These effects can be 

seen in differences in their plans for the future and in 

their trust of the opposite sex. 

Courtship behavior of both males and females from 

divorced versus intact families has been investigated by 

Booth, Brinkerhoff, and White (1984). Analysis of their 

data indicated that courtship activity is greater in those 

from divorced than those from intact families even when 

parental conflict continues, parent-child relations 

deteriorate, and the custodial parent does not remarry. 
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Lower quality of these relationships appeared to be 

associated with post-divorce conflict and decline in parent-

child relationships. Effects were similar for males and 

females. While this study supports the hypothesis that 

parental divorce is associated with differences in the 

development of intimate relationships in offspring, it gives 

us little insight into how these relationships might be 

differentially affected. The quality of relationships was 

measured by general self-assessments of the relationships 

(i.e., very happy, somewhat happy, not too happy) and by 

whether the respondents had threatened to break up the 

relationship. Factors such as meaningfulness and trust were 

not addressed in this study. 

Franklin, Janoff-Bulman, and Roberts (1990) give us 

some insight into likely effects of divorce on the formation 

of intimate relationships. In two studies, they 

investigated the long-term impact of parental divorce on 

beliefs about oneself and others. They were particularly 

concerned with whether students from intact versus divorced 

homes differ in their view of interpersonal relationships 

and their optimism regarding their success in these 

relationships. The first study included 190 male and 378 

female college students. One-hundred-and-ten of the 

students reported that their parents had been divorced. 

Based on the results of their research, the authors 

concluded that the experience of the life event of parental 
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divorce is related to college students' beliefs that they 

will have less successful marriages of their own. For those 

whose parents had divorced, one's belief about the 

benevolence of people was the best predictor of one's own 

marital optimism. The more they believed in the benevolence 

of others, the more optimism they had for their own 

marriage. For those from intact families one's belief of 

his or her self-worth predicted marital optimism in a like 

manner. The divorce group did not view people more 

negatively nor trust them less, yet their responses 

reflected acknowledgement of the role of other people in 

determining the outcome of a marriage. Although overall 

women were more optimistic about marriage, gender and age-

related interactions were not found. 

The second study of Franklin et al. (1990) looked more 

closely at the variable of interpersonal trust. The 

researchers used 57 pairs of college students (31 male, 26 

female), matched except for their parents' marital status, 

and assessed both their general level of trust and their 

trust of specific others, including parents, intimates not 

related to marriage, and intimates related to marriage. 

Analysis of the data indicated that one's level of 

generalized trust did not differ according to his or her 

parents' marital status. They did differ on measures of 

interpersonal trust, but only on those specifically related 

to marriage. In this context, subjects with divorced 



24 

parents reported lower levels of trust. The authors 

concluded that the experience of parental divorce affects 

interpersonal trust only specific to the marital situation. 

Just World Hypothesis 

As stated above, the purpose of this study was to 

investigate divorce attributions. It is believed that these 

attributions are affected by general beliefs about the 

world. One such belief may be that the world is just, a 

place where people get what they deserve. What follows is 

an explanation of just world beliefs and the related just 

world hypothesis which was used in the study. 

In order for one to survive in the world as an 

effective human being, he or she must perceive that the 

world is in some way orderly and predictable. To the degree 

that one makes causal connections between events in one's 

environment and one's own behaviors, this perception of the 

world can be maintained. "When I do X, it results in Y" 

becomes the blueprint for the organization of one's 

experiences. It is through this organization of experiences 

that one's life and the world are perceived as somewhat 

predictable. Lerner and Miller (1978) have argued that 

without some notion of causal relationships and the belief 

that these are fairly stable, one would be unable to plan 

and anticipate future events. He or she would be paralyzed, 

not knowing whether his or her next action would bring harm 

or well-being. 
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Another blueprint which develops out of perceived 

cause-and-effeet relationships is "when others do X, they 

will also get Y" because that is the way the world works. 

The assumption is that this works the same for everyone and 

it is, therefore, just. Lerner (1980) suggested that so 

fundamental is this belief that when some people perceive 

another doing X and not getting Y (i.e., perceived 

injustice), they take actions which will allow them to 

maintain the integrity of this belief. This sometimes 

includes derogating the victim. This phenomenon is called 

the just world hypothesis. 

Support for Lerner's assertions are found in the 

research which shows that when one observes or is informed 

of another being victimized in a wide variety of situations 

they use various methods to bring this observation in line 

with their just world beliefs (Furnham & Gunter,1984; 

Janoff-Bulman, 1989a; 1989b; Lerner & Miller, 1978; Miller & 

Porter, 1983). Lerner (1980) claimed that all of us adhere 

to some degree to a belief in a just world and resort to 

various methods to preserve this. Lerner (1970) stated that 

when a perceived injustice occurs, people will be motivated 

to restore justice in one of two ways. An individual may 

attempt to compensate the victim or right the perceived 

wrong. Alternatively, a person may persuade oneself that 

the victim deserves to suffer. When the first means is 

blocked, the second is pursued. 
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The model for a series of just world experiments was 

developed by Lerner and Simmons (1966). Female subjects 

watched another student on a videotape react as if in pain 

to a series of supposed electric shocks. The subjects were 

led to believe the victim was receiving the shocks as 

punishment for her errors in a learning experiment. 

Subjects were placed in conditions where they either could 

or could not compensate or reward the victim, or in which 

they were led to believe that the victim had allowed herself 

to be talked into being shocked for their (the subjects') 

sake and for the sake of the experimenter (martyr 

condition). When possible, subjects restored justice by 

compensating the victim. When subjects in all three 

conditions were asked to evaluate the victims, subjects in 

the victim-compensated condition rated the victims more 

favorably than did those in the other two conditions. It 

seemed as if the sight of an innocent person suffering 

tended to elicit the observer's attempt to right the 

injustice. When this opportunity was not provided, 

subjects devalued the victim, apparently to reduce the 

discrepancy between the victim's fate and her character. 

This general finding has been replicated with diverse 

populations (Simmons & Pilamin, 1972; Sorrentino & Hardy, 

1974). 

The martyr condition in this early experiment raised 

the question of whether the victims were devalued because of 
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their suffering or because of the apparent weakness of 

character because they allowed this to happen to them 

without adequate justification. In order to separate out 

these possibilities, Lerner (1970) varied the consequences 

of the martyr's actions. The martyr was derogated only when 

her actions (agreeing to suffer) actually resulted in 

suffering. This lends support to the notion that it is the 

actual injustice which elicits the observer's response 

rather than just the victim's willingness to suffer. 

Other researchers have argued that observers in the 

Lerner and Simmons (1966) experiment devalued the victims in 

order to reduce feelings of guilt. Subjects may have 

believed that they were in some way responsible for the 

plight of the victims and when they were unable to right 

this wrong, they had to resort to devaluing the victim. In 

their review, Lerner and Miller (1978) concluded that in 

order for harm doers to derogate victims they must perceive 

that they have some choice in whether they cause the victim 

to suffer. However, this fails to explain why observers in 

the Lerner and Simmons (1966) situation, who were removed 

from any responsibility as harmdoers, still devalued the 

victims. 

Some clarification of this issue may be found in 

Regan's (1971) study. Her subjects either caused or 

witnessed the simulated accidental ruination of a graduate 

student's thesis research. Both groups were found to be 
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more likely to offer help to a third party in the next 

immediate situation than were controls. However, a 

different pattern of results was found in a group of 

subjects who participated in an interview immediately 

following the incident which was designed to facilitate 

confession and expiation of any feelings of guilt. When the 

subjects in this group were subsequently given the 

opportunity to help a third party, those who were actually 

responsible for the accident showed no more helping behavior 

than did controls. Those who were only witnesses but 

participated in the "confession" still showed an increased 

level of helping. Thus, it appears that two different 

processes are operating when an injustice occurs. Guilt may 

be experienced when there is responsibility. However, when 

there is no responsibility, threat to the observer's belief 

in justice is experienced. Confession can eliminate the 

guilt but cannot re-establish one's sense of justice. The 

fact that those responsible engaged in helping behaviors at 

the level of the controls rather than at that of the 

observers strongly suggests that the experience of guilt and 

the threat to one's just world beliefs may be mutually 

exclusive. 

Thus, it appears that there is support in the research 

for both the notion that 1) in the just world paradigm an 

actual injustice is perceived and 2) it is something other 

than guilt over one's responsibility for the situation that 
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often motivates one to right this injustice. Based on the 

research, the defense of one's just world beliefs seems in 

many situations to be a more plausible explanation for one's 

motivation for reacting to injustices than does the 

experience of guilt. The responsibility one attributes to 

oneself for the event may be the differentiating factor. 

Whatever the motivation behind the derogation of 

victims, it seems that imbedded in this action is an 

assignment of responsibility to the victim for his or her 

own fate. Jones and Aronson (1973) looked more closely at 

this phenomenon with victims of rape or attempted rape. 

They simulated a jury context in which the defendant was 

depicted as having raped (or attempted to rape) a divorcee, 

a married woman, or a virgin. It was established in a 

pretest that subjects differentiated these three types of 

women in terms of respectability. The virgin was found to 

be perceived as most respectable and the divorcee as least 

respectable. The subjects sentenced the same defendant to a 

longer term when they believed he raped a virgin than when 

they believed the divorcee was the victim. The jurors' 

subjective sentencing is not surprising when the issue of 

respectability is taken into account. However, the finding 

that the victim of the rape was seen as more personally 

responsible for the event when she was portrayed as either a 

virgin or married woman than when she was portrayed as a 

divorcee is rather counter-intuitive. Lerner and Miller 
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(1978) suggest that the knowledge that a more innocent and 

respectable female could be raped was particularly 

threatening to the subjects' belief in a just world. In 

order to avoid this threat to their belief system, the 

subjects attempted to find fault with the actions of the 

victim. 

Smith, Keating, Heston, and Mitchell (1976) found, when 

using a paradigm similar to that of Jones and Aronson 

(1973), that when the victim was presented as unacquainted 

with the perpetrator, greater responsibility was assigned to 

her than when she was presented as an acquaintance. It was 

reasoned that because the assault was seen as more random 

when the involved parties were unacquainted, there was an 

increased need on the subjects' part to make sense of the 

event, especially when the subject was more respectable 

(Lerner & Miller,1978). 

One of the interesting inconsistencies in the subjects' 

responses in the Jones and Aronson (1973) study is found in 

the observation that the subjects recommended greater 

punishment for the perpetrator at the same time that more 

personal responsibility was attributed to the victim. 

Lerner and Miller (1978) proposed that Kelly's (1973) work 

on causal schemata, which suggests a direct relationship 

between the extremity of events and the tendency of people 

to assign multiple necessary rather than multiple sufficient 

causes of events, might explain this phenomenon. According 
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to this theoretical notion, both the virgin and the 

defendant were held responsible in their case because this 

case was seen as more extreme or severe. 

Lincoln and Levinger (1972) offered support for Lerner 

and Simmons' (1966) finding that when there is no 

opportunity to actually restore justice, observers of an 

injustice will attempt to restore it by lowering their 

evaluations of victims. They found that subjects' ratings 

of a victim were more negative when they could not lodge a 

complaint than when they could. This idea seems similar in 

many respects to Rothbaum, Weisz, and Snyder's (1982) notion 

that when one's ability to have primary control over a 

negative situation (actually doing something) is blocked, 

they will resort to a secondary measure in order to gain a 

sense of control over the situation (derogating the victim). 

Another question which has been researched is "What 

effect does the degree that one perceives his or her own 

situation to be similar to that of the victim have on the 

likelihood that he or she will blame the victim for his or 

her fate?." Underlying this question seems to be the idea 

that the preservation of one's self-esteem may have an 

effect on his or her victim-derogating behavior. That is, 

if derogating the victim would mean one could not easily 

deny fault in one's own character, perhaps he or she would 

not derogate the victim. Chaikein and Darley (1973) found 

that when the outcome was severe, observers derogated 
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victims, as would be expected. However, when the observers 

were led to believe they would experience a similar severe 

fate, they blamed the harm-doer rather than the victim. The 

belief that one is likely to experience the same fate seems 

to be a factor which contraindicates that what is predicted 

by the just world hypothesis will occur. 

Although the research cited above offers a great deal 

of support for the just world hypothesis, it also indicates 

that some people are more likely than others to derogate 

victims. In fact, one third of the subjects in the original 

Lerner and Simmons (1966) experiment did not derogate the 

victim at all. More recent research has focused on 

delineating what types of individuals are more likely to 

blame victims for their own fate. 

Rubin and Peplau (1973,1975) devised a scale which is 

intended to measure one's belief in a just world. They 

found that the scores of subjects in the Lerner and Simmons 

situation were positively correlated with their derogation 

of victims. This scale, the Belief in a Just World Scale 

has been used in several studies seeking personality and 

behavioral correlates of the belief in a just world such as 

religiosity (Ma & Smith,1975; Zweigenhaft, Phillips, Adams, 

Morse, Horan,1985), authoritarianism (Connors & 

Heaven,1987), political conservativism (Smith & Green,1983; 

Wagstaff,1983; Wagstaff & Quirk,1983), and support of social 

institutions (Finnamore & Carlson,1987). 
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Traumatic Life Events and Just World Beliefs 

Traumatic events may be seen as an exception to the 

consistency and order one is likely to experience under 

normal life circumstances. Throughout the history of 

psychology, researchers and practitioners have attempted to 

address the effects that traumatic events have on one's 

life. Freud (1926) suggested that the traumatic events of 

one's childhood were perhaps at the root of neurosis. 

Others since Freud, including Frankl (1962), Beck (1972), 

and Kelly (1955), have developed theories of human 

psychology which stress the importance of one's perception 

of life events, oneself, and one's world. 

Lerner (1980) and Janoff-Bulman (1989a) support the 

notion that from one's experience and perception of the 

world one comes to hold various assumptions about how the 

world works. These assumptions serve the purpose of 

maintaining one's perception of the world as predictable. 

They also enable one to continue to perceive themselves as a 

viable participant in outcomes in his or her environment. 

Janoff-Bulman (1989b) states that "illusions" regarding the 

interworkings of people and their environment can have both 

beneficial and deleterious effects. Lerner and Miller 

(1978) emphasize the extent to which people will go to 

maintain the integrity of their assumptions about the world. 

Janoff-Bulman and her associates (1979, 1983, 1989a) 

have researched the effects of the traumatic events of rape 
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and other forms of victimization. Specifically, they have 

investigated the events of parental and sibling death, 

incest, rape, fire destroying one's home, and accidents 

resulting in serious disability as those which would tend to 

violate one's core assumptions about oneself and one's 

world. One of these assumptions is that the world is a 

place where people get what they deserve ("just world 

hypothesis"; Lerner & Miller, 1978). Janoff-Bulman (1989a) 

suggests that when one's basic assumptions about the world 

are seriously called into question by his or her experiences 

in the world, these assumptions or his or her perception of 

the experience need to be altered in some way in order for 

one to continue functioning in the world in an effective 

manner. 

The concept of the just world hypothesis has been 

applied to investigations of attitudes towards various 

groups of the victimized. Victims of poverty, disease, and 

physical and sexual assault have all been subject to such 

investigations (Furnham & Gunter, 1984; Meyerowitz, 

Williams,& Gessner, 1987; Summers & Feldman, 1984; Wagstaff, 

1983). As pointed out above, one's just world beliefs are 

believed by some to be among those central to one's feeling 

of comfort and security in the world. It should not be too 

surprising, then, that when one perceives victimization they 

will often resort to derogating the victims in order to 

maintain or re-establish these beliefs. Two studies 
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(Franklin, Janoff-Bulman, & Roberts,1990; Taylor, 1991) have 

investigated the role of just world beliefs in perceptions 

related to divorce. This study investigated just world 

beliefs as one of several factors possibly associated with 

negative attributions made to victims of divorce. 

Attributions Based on Just World Beliefs and 

Parental Marital Status 

One area which remains virtually untouched in divorce 

literature is attributions made by outsiders for the divorce 

of one's parents. In an unpublished study previously cited, 

Taylor (1991) investigated blame attributions for divorce 

made by both females who were victims of divorce and those 

from intact families. It was found that of female college 

students who tended not to believe the world is just, those 

from intact families blamed children significantly more for 

the divorce of their parents than did those who had actually 

experienced parental divorce. This difference was not found 

between divorced and intact groups who tended to believe 

that the world is just. Although this study indicated that 

not everyone blames offspring from divorced families for 

their fate, some apparently do. This appears to be a 

function of more general world beliefs. This finding raised 

questions regarding not only societal issues relating to 

divorce attributions, but also regarding the effect of 

divorce blame attributions on the formation of intimate 

relationships. 
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Previous studies of the effects of divorce on 

relationship formation have addressed the issue as if it was 

unidirectional. That is, the experience of parental divorce 

has been treated as a factor affecting only one's perception 

of oneself or his or her ability to trust another in an 

intimate relationship (Franklin, Janoff-Bulman, & Roberts, 

1990; Kinnaird & Gerrard, 1986; Southworth & Schwarz,1987). 

It has been assumed that one's willingness to trust or enter 

into sexual relations with another are factors affected by 

one's experience of parental divorce but not by his or her 

perceptions of others who have had this experience. It has 

addressed the issue of the intergenerational transmission of 

divorce (Southworth & Schartz, 1987), but only one side of 

it. One's beliefs resulting from parental divorce might 

result not only in a reduction in his or her ability to 

trust others but may also lead to negative perceptions of 

oneself and others from divorced families. Those who have 

not experienced parental divorce also hold perceptions and 

attributions regarding those who have. How these 

attributions enter into college students' formation of 

intimate relationships is the topic of this study. 

When one enters into an intimate relationship with 

another, one brings self-perceptions and world perceptions 

to the relationship and one brings his or her perceptions of 

others. These perceptions are based somewhat on stereotypes 

and preconceived notions about the nature of the world and 
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other people. Beliefs in the justness of the world may 

influence the formation of these perceptions. Attributions 

related to parental divorce which are made from the 

framework that people get what they deserve in this world 

could lead to the derogation of victims of divorce. 

Specifically, victims of divorce may be seen as less 

trustworthy in the context of intimate relationships, thus 

affecting the degree to which one perceives that a 

prospective intimate dating relationship with them would be 

a gratifying experience. It is also probable that the 

prospect of divorce is a salient factor in determining one's 

willingness to trust and enter into an intimate marital 

relationship with another. As it has been suggested that 

those from divorced homes may be less willing to trust 

others in a marital relationship (Franklin et al., 1990), 

others may also be less willing to trust them in a marital 

relationship. They may believe that when one comes from a 

divorced family the likelihood that a marriage with them 

would end in divorce is greater, making them less willing to 

trust and enter into such a relationship. 

Parental Conflict 

As mentioned above, in some studies researchers have 

chosen not to treat divorce solely as a traumatic event but 

have investigated parental conflict prior to and following 

the marital breakup as an intervening variable in 

determining post-divorce adjustment of offspring. This body 
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of research indicates that parental marital conflict is 

actually more detrimental than the divorce event itself 

(Booth, Brinkerhoff, & White, 1984; Cummings, Ianotti, & 

Zahn-Waxler, 1985; Hess & Camara, 1979; Hetherington, 1979; 

Long, 1986; Long, Forehand, Fauber, & Brody, 1987; Long, 

Slater, Forehand, & Fauber, 1988; Porter & O'Leary, 1980; 

Proulx & Koulack, 1987). Emery's (1982) comprehensive 

review of the literature seems to back this assertion. 

Emery (1982) cites five lines of research which appear 

to indicate that it is the conflict, rather than the divorce 

itself, which is detrimental to children's adjustment. 

First, investigators comparing children from homes broken by 

divorce or separation with those from homes broken by death 

have found more behavior problems in the former, suggesting 

that something other than separation from the parent is 

having a significant negative effect. Second, research 

indicates that children from unbroken, conflictual homes are 

more likely to have problems than are children from broken 

but conflict-free homes. Third, children's responses, such 

as undercontrolled behavior, buffering effects, and sex 

differences are found to be similar for children of both 

discord and divorce. Fourth, children whose parents divorce 

but continue to experience conflict tend to have more 

problems than do children for whom parental conflict ceases 

at the time of divorce. Finally, some research indicates 

that many of the problems experienced by children from 
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broken homes were present well before the children were 

separated from a parent. 

In sum, some research appears to indicate that it is 

not necessarily the divorce alone that results in problems 

among children but rather conflict which surrounds the 

divorce may be another important contributing factor. 

Furthermore, there seems to be considerable evidence to 

support the assertion made by Hetherington, Cox, and Cox 

(1979) that children from intact or broken homes 

characterized by parental conflict are at greater risk than 

are children from intact or broken homes characterized by 

relative harmony. This body of research suggests that an 

alternative to viewing divorce as a traumatic event in and 

of itself is to view it as one example of a conflictual 

family environment. Following this line of thinking, one's 

divorce attributions and level of trust in intimate 

relationships would be a function of parental conflict 

rather than one's experience of the traumatic event of 

divorce. Taking this body of research into account, both 

views will be investigated in this study. 

Statement of Problem 

Previous research on just world beliefs has 

investigated the derogation of victims and subsequent 

research has attempted to extend its application to victims 

of traumatic events (Janoff-Bulman, 1989a; Taylor, 1991). 

The divorce of one's parents can be viewed as a traumatic, 
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victimizing event for children, whatever their age. 

However, only one previous study has addressed the role that 

adherence to just world beliefs has in predicting the 

likelihood that college students will engage in derogation 

of those victims (Taylor, 1991). This study included only 

females and no study of this sort has included male college 

students. 

Although heterosexual trust has been a topic of divorce 

research related to college students, only one study has 

addressed the connection between interpersonal trust and 

larger-world beliefs (Franklin et al., 1990). In addition, 

previous studies have treated issues related to trust as 

unidirectional, neglecting attributions which youths who 

have not experienced parental divorce may make as a result 

of the phenomenon of divorce. Finally, it has also been 

suggested in previous divorce research that the degree of 

parental conflict experienced is a factor which needs to be 

included in studies investigating the impact of divorce on 

offspring. This study is an attempt to address these 

issues. 



CHAPTER II 

METHOD 

Subjects 

The subjects for this study were 478 heterosexual 

college students (156 males, 322 females) ages 17 to 27. 

Participants were volunteers from psychology classes who 

received extra credit points in these classes for their 

participation. Eighty percent of the sample were Caucasian, 

7.3 % were African American, 8.8% were either Hispanic or 

Asian/oriental, 1.9% were Native American, and 1.9% were of 

some other ethnicity. Data of subjects' relationship status 

indicated that 37% were "single, in a long-term 

relationship", 33.3% were "single, actively dating", 25.1% 

were "single, not actively dating", 4.2% were " married", 

and .4% were "divorced". 

Measures 

The following measures were included in the study: 

Personal Data Questionnaire. This provided demographic 

information including age, sex, ethnicity, number of 

siblings, sexual orientation, marital status, parental 

marital status, time since parental divorce (when 

applicable), age at time of parental divorce (when 

41 
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applicable), and other traumatic events experienced by the 

subjects 

Belief in a Just World Scale (Rubin & Peplau, 1973; 

1975). Scores from this instrument provided a measure of 

subjects' degree of adherence to just world beliefs. To 20 

items, respondents indicated their agreement or disagreement 

with statements on a 6-point Likert scale. Nine of the 

items were scored in the negative direction and eleven in 

the positive direction when calculating scores. In a sample 

of 90 male and 90 female undergraduates (Rubin & Peplau, 

1975) the mean individual item score on the scale was 3.08, 

indicating a slight tendency towards rejection of the idea 

that the world is a just place. However, a wide 

distribution of total scores on the scale was also 

indicated. Reported internal consistency (coefficient 

alpha) scores of this revised 20-item scale equal .80, 

indicating the scale is tapping an underlying general belief 

that may be viewed as a single attitudinal continuum. For 

analysis of the data, a median split was used to divide 

subjects into 2 groups. The low just world beliefs group 

consisted of those subjects who had scores falling at or 

below the 50th percentile value (males= 68.00, females3* 

68.06). The high just world beliefs group was made up 

subjects falling above the 50th percentile value. 

Trust Scale (Rempel, Holmes, & Zanna, 1985). This 

questionnaire was developed to measure levels of trust 
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within close relationships. Subjects respond to 17 

statements about their partner on a 6-point scale with 

endpoints of 1-strongly disagree and 6-strongly agree. The 

items were designed to assess three distinct aspects of 

trust: predictability, dependability, and faith. 

Predictability addressess beliefs about the consistency of a 

partner's behavior (e.g./"My partner behaves in a very 

consistent manner."). Dependability encompasses the 

dispositional qualities of the partner that enable a person 

to feel confident in the face of risk and potential hurt 

(e.g.,"I can rely on my partner to keep the promises he or 

she makes to me."). Faith assesses one's confidence in the 

relationship and the responsiveness of the partner when 

facing an uncertain future (e.g.,"Though times may change 

and the future is uncertain, I know my partner will always 

be ready and willing to offer me strength and support."). 

Cronbach alpha reliabilities for the predictability, 

dependability, and faith subscales have been reported at 

.70, .72, and 80, respectively. The overall alpha was .81. 

In the present study, the Trust Scale was modified to allow 

subjects to respond to hypothetical heterosexual 

relationships with individuals depicted in a brief 

description. 

Hardv Divorce Scale (Hardy, 1957). This scale was used 

to assess subjects' attitudes towards divorce. Using a 5-

point Likert-type scale, subjects responded to 12 items 
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relating to their attitudes toward divorce. The items were 

composed of 6 pairs of statements representing an attitude 

expressed both positively and negatively. In regards to the 

reliability of the inventory, Ganong & Coleman (1987) 

reported a test-retest correlation of .83, a Cronbach's 

coefficient alpha of .82, and a split-half reliability of 

.69. Construct validity was investigated through the use of 

correlations between several self-ratings and scores on the 

scale. Findings supported contentions that self-perceived 

liberality is related to favorable attitudes towards divorce 

(Jorgensen & Johnson, 1980). A factor analysis of the scale 

indicated that it assesses two factors: 1) marital 

dissolution attitudes (9 items), and 2) family dissolution 

attitudes (3 items). Based on their analysis of the scale, 

Ganong & Coleman (1987) stated that the instrument is 

sufficiently reliable and valid for empirical and clinical 

use. 

Conflict Scale (ICS; Schwarz & Getter, 1980). A 

version of the Interparental Conflict Scale modified for use 

with those from both divorced and intact families was used 

to measure subjects' perceptions of parental conflict. This 

scale contains a list of 37 issues over which parents might 

experience conflict. Subjects were asked to use a 7-point 

Likert scale ranging from 0 ("never") to 6 ("at least once a 

week") to indicate how frequently their parents had been in 

conflict over each issue. Issues are grouped into four 
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categories: joint family activities (5 items); spouse's 

personal characteristics (13 characteristics); finance and 

spouse's responsibilities (8 items); childrearing practices 

(11 items). In the present study, only the overall parental 

conflict score was utilized. Overall scores can range from 

1 to 182. The one week test-retest reliability is .86 and 

the internal consistency for ratings by college students is 

.90. For analysis of the dataf a median split was used to 

divide subjects into 2 groups. The low parental conflict 

group consisted of those subjects who had scores falling at 

or below the 50th percentile value (males= 67.12, females = 

59.5). The high parental conflict group was made up 

subjects falling above the 50th percentile. 

Inventory of Common Problems (ICP; Hoffman and Weiss, 

1986). The ICP was initially designed to aid college 

counselors in their assessment of presenting problems of 

college students. It is composed of 24 items to which 

respondents indicate on a five-point Likert scale the degree 

each problem has bothered them over the previous few weeks. 

The measure is broken down into six symptom areas 

(depression; anxiety; academic; interpersonal; physical 

health; substance use) composed of four questions each. 

Possible symptom area scores range from 4 to 20, while the 

total presenting problem range is 24 to 120. Reported 

estimates of internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha) range 

from .45 for substance use to .75 for anxiety and 
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depression, and .85 for the total score (Hoffman & Weiss, 

1986). The correlation coefficient (.79) between the ICP 

and the Hopkins Symptom Checklist (HSCL; Derogaitis, Lipman, 

Rickels, Uhlenhuth, & Covi, 1974), used to assess concurrent 

validity, was sufficient to suggest that the two instruments 

are measuring similar, yet not totally overlapping, 

symptomotology. Individual item scores were summed to 

calculate subjects' scores on each of the six subscales 

(listed above) and their total score for all symptoms. The 

total score was of primary interest in this study and served 

as a general measure of functioning. 

Procedure 

The study was described to the students as "a study of 

beliefs of college students." Students were asked to 

complete a series of paper-and-pencil questionnaires. 

Included in the packets completed by the volunteers were an 

Informed Consent Form, the instruments described above, and 

a "scenario" which included a brief description of a person 

of the opposite sex with instructions for responding to 

related questions on the Trust Scale. 

Eight variations of the scenario were used. These 

scenarios varied by three factors only: 1) whether the 

person described was a male or a female; 2) whether the 

person described was from a divorced or intact family; and 

3) whether the subject was given the task of imagining 

themselves in an intimate dating relationship or a marital 
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relationship with this person. Each subject was given only 

one scenario. Scenarios 1 through 4 depicted a female and 

were distributed across the groups of males from "divorced" 

and "intact" families. Scenarios 5 through 8 depicted males 

and were distributed across the groups of females from 

"divorced" and "intact" families. The resulting scenario 

variations were: 

Scenario 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Person Described 
Gender Parents' Status 

female 

female 

female 

female 

male 

male 

male 

male 

intact 

intact 

divorced 

divorced 

intact 

intact 

divorced 

divorced 

Type of imagined 
relationship 

dating 

marital 

dating 

marital 

dating 

marital 

dating 

marital 

A manipulation check was administered to subjects to 

ensure that they had read the scenarios thoroughly and that 

their responses to the Trust Scale were made with knowledge 

of the information provided in the scenarios. After they 

had turned in the rest of their completed questionnaires, 

described above, subjects were given the manipulation check 

paper and pencil questionnaire. Subjects responded to two 

questions regarding the scenario which they had previously 

read in the questionnaire packet. They were asked 1) 

whether the parents of the person described were married or 
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divorced and 2) whether they were asked to imagine 

themselves in an intimate dating or marital relationship 

with the person described. 

The student volunteers were asked not to put their 

names on any of the materials, with the exception of the 

consent form. Their responses were identified only by the 

identification number preassigned on the materials. This 

was done to ensure confidentiality and candid responding to 

the measures. 

Hypotheses 

Hypothesis 1. Lower levels of trust will be evidenced 

in groups led to believe their potential partner has 

parents who have divorced (Scenarios 3,4,7,& 8). 

Hypothesis 2. Those subjects who have higher just 

world belief scores will evidence lower levels trust of 

those with divorced parents (Scenarios 3,4,7,& 8). 

Hypothesis 3. Trust scores will not differ by gender. 

Hypothesis 4. Of subjects asked to imagine their 

partner as someone with a history of parental divorce 

(Scenarios 3,4,7, & 8), those asked to imagine 

themselves in a marital relationship (Scenarios 4 & 8) 

will report lower levels of trust of their partner than 

those asked to imagine themselves in a intimate dating 

relationship (Scenarios 3 & 7). 

Hypothesis 5. Higher parental conflict will be 

associated with lower trust. 
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Hypothesis 6. Higher parental conflict will be 

associated with reporting a greater incidence of common 

problems. 

Hypothesis 7. Subjects with divorced parental status 

will evidence more positive attitudes toward divorce 

than those from intact families. 

Hypothesis 8. Subjects with divorced parental status 

and low conflict scores will evidence the most positive 

attitudes towards divorce. 



CHAPTER III 

RESULTS 

Five-hundred-fifty subjects completed all of the 

questionnaires and met inclusion criteria for the study. Of 

these, 87 percent (156 males, 322 females) responded 

correctly to manipulation check questions. Only the 

questionnaires of these 478 subjects were used in the data 

analysis for this study. 

The first hypothesis stated that lower levels of trust 

would be evidenced in groups led to believe their partner 

had parents who had divorced. This hypothesis was tested as 

part o f a 2 x 2 x 2 x 2 ANOVA with gender (male/female), 

parental marital status (intact/divorced), just world 

beliefs (low/high), and scenario parental marital status 

(intact/divorced) as independent variables. Subjects' total 

trust score from the Trust Scale served as the dependent 

variable for this analysis. A 2 x 2 x 2 x 2 MANOVA for 

trust subscales was run with the same independent variables 

as above to test for differences in more specific aspects of 

trust. Due to high correlations between trust subscales, 

subsequent stepdown analysis (with ordering determined by 

MANOVA significance levels) was also conducted to 

50 
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investigate relative contributions of individual subscales 

to main, effects for total trust. 

The ANOVA indicated an interaction effect for the 

subject's family background and scenario family background 

(F(1,462) = 4.41, £ < .05). Multivariate analyses for this 

interaction were nonsignificant (see Appendix F, Table Fl). 

Stepdown analysis, likewise, revealed nonsignificance 

between subscales (see Appendix F, Table F2). Simple main 

effects analysis indicated that within the scenario family 

background factor, intact family background of subjects was 

significant (t(309) = 4.54, p < .001). Also within the 

subject's family background factor, intact scenario family 

background was significant (t(256) = 2.33, < .05). Cell 

means and standard deviations are shown in Table 1 (see 

Figure 1 for diagram of interaction). Significant 

differences for subjects from intact family backgrounds were 

in the direction predicted. Collapsed across gender, 

subjects with intact family backgrounds reported 

significantly lower levels of trust of their partner when 

they were led to believe he or she had parents who had 

divorced. Subjects from divorced family backgrounds 

reported low levels of trust regardless of the background of 

their partner. Levels of trust of those from divorced 

families was not significantly different for intact versus 

divorced scenario family background groups. Nonsignificance 

of MANOVA and stepdown analysis indicated that observed 
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effects were due to differences in overall trust, rather 

than differences in individual subscales. 

Table 1 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations for Interaction 

of Parental Marital Status of Subjects and Parental 

Marital Status of Scenario on Trust Score 

Trust Score 
N Mean SD 

Intact Parents 3 1 1 

as 
to • 

r-

1 1 . 1 8 

Intact Scenario 1 7 8 8 0 . 0 0 1 0 . 6 4 

Divorced Scenario 1 3 3 7 4 . 3 6 1 1 . 1 0 

Divorced Parents 1 6 7 7 5 . 9 1 1 1 . 7 7 

Intact Scenario 8 0 7 6 . 5 9 1 1 . 5 0 

Divorced Scenario 8 7 7 5 . 2 9 1 2 . 0 5 

Figure 1. Interaction of parental marital status of 

subjects and scenario parental marital status. 

Total 
Trust 

80 

7 8 

7 6 

7 4 

7 2 

Subjects 
Divorced 
Intact 

Intact Divorced 
Scenario Parental Status 
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The second hypothesis stated that those subjects who 

had higher just world belief scores would evidence lower 

levels of trust of those with divorced parents. This was 

also tested as part of the ANOVA and MANOVA mentioned above. 

This conclusion was not supported by the data. However, the 

ANOVA revealed an interaction between subject's family 

background and just world beliefs (F(1,462) = 4.45, p < 

.05). Multivariate analysis (see Appendix G, Table G2) and 

stepdown analysis of subscales for this interaction were 

nonsignificant (see Appendix G, Table Gl). Simple main 

effects analysis indicated that within the family background 

factor, low just world was significant (t(252) = 2.36, p < 

.05). Also within the just world beliefs factor, divorced 

family background was significant (t(165) = -3.38, p < .01). 

See Table 2 and Figure 2. 

As shown in Figure 2, the relationship between just 

world beliefs and trust is different when one is from a 

divorced versus an intact family. When one is from an 

intact family, the degree to which one believes in a just 

world appears unrelated to trust of their partner in a 

intimate dating or marital relationship. However, when one 

is from a divorced family background, their trust is 

significantly related to their level of just world beliefs. 

Of subjects who had divorced parents, those with higher just 

world belief scores reported higher levels of trust of their 

partners in the scenarios. 



54 

Table 2 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations for Interaction 

of Just World Beliefs and Parental Marital Status 

on Trust Factor 

Trust Score 
N Mean SD 

Low Just World 254 75. .58 11. .84 

Intact 158 76. .94 11. .65 

Divorced 96 73. .35 11. .87 

Hicrh Just World 224 78. .62 10. .69 

Intact 153 78. .26 10. .67 

Divorced 71 79. .39 10. .78 

Figure 2. Interaction of just world beliefs and parental 

marital status on trust factor. 

Total 
Trust 

80 

78 

76 

74 

72 

Divorced 
Intact 

Low High 
Just World Beliefs 

The third hypothesis stated that trust scores would not 

differ by gender. This was not supported in the analysis of 

data. Main effects for gender were significant for total 

trust (F(1,462) = 5.36, p < .05) (see Table 3 for cell means 
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and standard deviations) and trust subscales (F(3,460) = 

4.52, p <«01). Univariate analyses indicated that females 

reported higher levels of predicatability (F(1,462) = 7.24, 

£ < .01) and faith (F(l,462) = 5.86, p < .05). In stepdown 

analysis, each subscale was analyzed, in turn, with higher 

priority subscales (predictability and faith, respectively) 

treated as covariates and with predictability tested in a 

univariate ANOVA. Alpha significance values were set at 

.016 for each subscale to control for Type I error. Results 

of this analysis are summarized in Table 4. 

Table 3 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations 

for Total Trust bv Gender 

Trust Score 
N Mean SD 

Males 156 75.13 11.17 

Females 322 77.91 11.42 

Stepdown analysis revealed that predictability made a 

unique contribution to trust differences between males and 

females. Women reported more predictability (stepdown 

£(1,462) = 7.92, p < *01) their partners than did males. 

Although a univariate comparison revealed that women 

reported higher levels of faith, this difference was already 

represented in the stepdown analysis by predictability. 
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With predictability and faith used as a covariates, gender 

was not significant for the dependability subscale, 

indicating that this factor did not contribute a significant 

degree of unique variance to the effect found for gender. 

These results indicated that females reported higher levels 

of total trust, predictability, and faith than did males of 

their opposite sex partners depicted in the scenarios. 

However, differences in total trust were accounted for by 

predictability subscale differences. 

Table 4 

Stepdown Analysis of Covariance of Trust Subscales for 

Gender in Order:Predictability. Faith. Dependability 

Subscale 

Predictability 

Faith w/ Predict. 
as covariate 
Dependability w/ 
Predict. & Faith 
as covariates 

*sig. with set value of p < .016 

The fourth hypothesis predicted that of subjects asked 

to imagine themselves in a intimate relationship with 

someone with divorced parents, trust scores would be lower 

for those asked to imagine a marital relationship versus an 

intimate dating relationship. This was tested using a 2 x 2 

x 2 x 2 ANOVA and a 2 x 2 x 2 x 2 MANOVA with 

gender(male/female), parental marital status 

s s DF MS £ Sia. of F 

4 . 3 3 1 4 . 3 3 7 .92 .005* 

.46 1 .46 1 .15 .284 

1 .50 1 1 .50 5 .08 .025 
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(intact/divorced, just world beliefs (low/high), and the 

scenario relationship (dating/marital) as the independent 

variables. Only those subjects asked to imagine themselves 

in a relationship with someone of divorced parents were 

included in the analysis (N=220). Subjects' total trust 

score was the dependent variable for the ANOVA and trust 

subscales (faith, dependability, predictability) were the 

dependent variables for the MANOVA. 

The ANOVA revealed a main effect for the type of 

relationship imagined (F(l,204) = 9.57, £ <.01). In 

contrast to the hypothesis, those subjects asked to imagine 

themselves in a marital relationship had higher trust scores 

than those imagining themselves in an intimate dating 

relationship (see Table 5 for cell means and standard 

deviations). The MANOVA indicated nonsignificance for the 

scenario relationship (see Appendix H). Stepdown analysis 

was conducted with subscales prioritized in the order: 

faith, dependability, predictability. Again, significance 

was set a .016 to control for Type I error. Results 

revealed that those asked to imagine themselves in a marital 

relationship tended to have more faith in their partner 

(stepdown F( 1,204) = 8.16, £> < .01). The difference in 

dependability was already represented in the stepdown 

analysis by faith. Higher priority covariates of faith and 

dependability accounted for differences in predictability. 

Thus, according to stepdown analysis, the significant effect 
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of the type of relationshp imagined is represented in faith 

scores, with nonsignificant contributions of the other two 

subscales (see Table 6). 

Table 5 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations for 

Total Trust by Scenario Relationship 

Trust Score 
N Mean SD 

Scenario 

Dating 250 75.71 11.37 

Marital 228 78.42 11.30 

Table 6 

Stepdown Analysis of Covariance of Trust Subscales for 

Scenario Relationship in Order: Faith, Dependability. 

Predictability 

Subscale SS DF MS F Sio. of F 

Faith 4.60 1 4.60 8.16 .005* 

Dependability w/ .26 1 .26 .73 .395 
Faith as covariate 

Predictability w/ .01 1 .01 .02 .881 
Faith & Depend. 
as covariates 

*sig. with set value of 2 < .016 

The last four hypotheses were tested using two 2 x 2 x 

2 x 4 MANOVA's. The independent variables for each of these 

analyses were gender (male/female), parental marital status 
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(intact/ divorced), parental conflict (low/high), and 

scenario type (intact-dating relationship-Scenarios 1 & 

5/intact-marital relationship-Scenarios 2 & 6/divorced-

dating relationship-Scenarios 3 & 7/divorced-marital 

relationship-Scenarios 4 & 8). The first MANOVA used total 

scores on the Trust Scale, the Inventory of Common Problems, 

and the Hardy Divorce Scale as dependent variables. 

Dependent variables for the second MANOVA were the three 

subscales of the Trust Scale; faith, dependability, and 

predictability. Again, due to high correlations between 

trust subscales, stepdown analysis (with ordering determined 

by MANOVA significance levels) was also conducted to 

investigate relative contributions of individual subscales 

to main effects for total trust. 

The fifth and sixth hypotheses addressed the variable 

of parental conflict. The fifth hypothesis stated that 

higher parental conflict would be associated with lower 

levels of trust of partners described in the scenarios. In 

support of this hypothesis, a multivariate main effect for 

total parental conflict was found (F(3,444) = 8.50, p < 

.001). Univariate analysis was significant for the 

dependent variable of total trust (F(1,446) = 5.09, p < 

.05). As predicted, subjects in the high parental conflict 

group reported lower levels of trust of their partners. 

Multivariate analyses (see Appendix J, Table Jl) and 

stepdown analysis (see Appendix J, Table J2) for trust 
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subscales were nonsignificant . The sixth hypothesis 

predicted that higher parental conflict would be associated 

with reporting a greater incidence of common problems. 

Univariate analysis was also significant for the dependent 

variable of total score on the Inventory of Common Problems 

(F(l,446) £ < .001). Higher scores on the Inventory of 

Common Problems in the high parental conflict group offered 

support for the sixth hypothesis. Cell means and standard 

deviation are shown in Table 7. 

Table 7 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations for Parental 

Conflict on Trust Scale and Inventory of Common 

Problems 

Trust Scale 
Inventory of 

Common Problems 
Mean SD Mean SD 

Low Conflict 

Hiah Conflict 

77.61 

76.31 

11.79 

10.93 

43.94 

49.70 

11.40 

12.86 

The last two hypotheses addressed subjects' attitudes 

toward divorce as measured by the Hardy Divorce Scale. The 

seventh hypothesis predicted that those subjects with 

divorced family backgrounds would evidence more positive 

attitudes toward divorce than those from intact families. 

Multiple analysis of variance revealed a main effect for 

family background (F(3,444) = 3.28, £ < .05). Univariate 
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analysis indicated significance for the Hardy Divorce Scale 

score (£(1,446) = 9.80, p < .01). In support of the 

hypothesis, subjects from divorced families had 

significantly higher scores on the Hardy Divorce Scale, 

indicating more positive attitudes toward divorce (see Table 

8 ) . 

Table 8 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations for t tests of 

Parental Marital Status and Parental Conflict on 

Hardy Divorce Scale 

Parental Conflict 
Low Conflict High Conflict 

Parents N Mean SD N Mean SD Siq. t 

Intact 198 35.54 9.85 

Divorced 58 40.34 9.84 

Sia. t .001* 

113 35.13 9.47 .722 

109 37.49 10.55 .090 

.08 
*E < .01 

The final hypothesis predicted that subjects of 

divorced family backgrounds with low parental conflict 

scores would evidence the most positive attitudes towards 

divorce. Results of the MANOVA did not reveal a significant 

interaction for family background and parental conflict. 

Individual t tests revealed that differences between Hardy 

scores of subjects from divorced versus intact families were 

only significant for the low conflict group (t(254) « -3.27, 
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E <.01) (see Table 8 for results of t tests). Means for 

Hardy scores are plotted in Figure 3. Within the low 

conflict group, subjects whose parents had divorced had 

significantly higher scores on the Hardy Divorce Scale. In 

the high conflict group, attitudes towards divorce did not 

differ between subjects who had experienced parental divorce 

and those who had not. Consistent with the hypothesis, 

subjects with divorced parental marital status and low 

conflict scores evidenced the most positive attitudes toward 

divorce. 

Figure 3. Plot of Hardy Divorce Scale mean scores for 

parental marital status and parental conflict variables. 

Hardy 
Scores 

40 

38 

36 

34 

32 

Divorced 

Intact 

Low High 
Parental Conflict 

Additional Analyses 

Additional analyses were run to determine further 

relationships between variables used in the study and to 

identify areas which might be investigated in future 

studies. Correlations between measures were calculated. 
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Also, analyses of variance were calculated to identify 

relationships between just world beliefs and reporting of 

occurrences of traumatic events. 

Correlations of Measures 

The correlation matrix of the major variables of the 

study revealed several significant relationships which were 

generally consistent with findings represented in the 

analyses of variance previously discussed (see Appendix K). 

Trust subscales of faith, dependability, and predictability 

were highly correlated (e < .001) with subjects' overall 

trust scores (r -.92, r = .86, and r = .76, respectively). 

Slightly lower but significant correlations (E < .001) 

between trust subscales were also found in support of the 

conclusion that the subscales are measuring related yet not 

identical aspects of trust. These findings are what would 

be expected of a measure with internal consistency. 

Subjects who reported having more Common Problems 

tended to report more parental conflict (r = .27, e < .001). 

They reported lower levels of overall trust (r = -.11, E < 

.01) and lower levels of trust in the predictability of 

their partner (r = -.17, £ < .001). Those having less 

favorable attitudes toward divorce tended to believe more in 

the dependability of their partners in the scenarios (r = -

.12, e < .01) . 

Consistent with the pattern found with subjects with 

divorced parents, Just World Belief scores were 
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significantly correlated with overall Trust and trust 

subscale scores. Not directly related to stated hypotheses, 

inverse relationships were found between subjects' Just 

World Belief scores and their scores on both the Hardy 

Divorce Scale and the Inventory of Common Problems. This 

suggests that those who believe the world is a just place 

tend to report having fewer problems and have more negative 

attitudes towards divorce, and vice versa. 

Analysis of Traumatic Events and Just World Beliefs 

To investigate possible relationships between traumatic 

events experienced by subjects and their just world beliefs, 

information obtained from the Personal Data Questionnaire 

regarding the experiencing of traumatic events was used 

along with Just World Belief scores. Oneway ANOVA's were 

conducted for each of the eight traumatic events that 

subjects were asked about and for the category of "other". 

The independent variable for each ANOVA was the experience 

of the traumatic event (have experienced/have not 

experienced). The dependent variable for each ANOVA was the 

subjects' Just World Belief scores. To investigate the 

possible cummulative effect of the experiencing of traumatic 

events, a separate ANOVA was conducted with the total number 

of traumatic events experienced as the independent variable 

and Just World Belief scores as the dependent variable. 

Results of this analysis revealed significance for 

three of the traumatic events (see Appendix L, Table Ll). 
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Subjects who reported experiencing incest (F (1/475) = 8.97, 

E < *01), an accident causing serious disability (F (1/475) 

= 4.47, £ < .05), or sexual abuse (F (1/475) = 6.67, £ < 

.05) tended to have lower levels of belief in a just world. 

Results of the ANOVA for total number of traumatic events 

experienced was nonsignificant for just world beliefs (see 

Appendix L, Table L2). A cumulative effect of traumatic 

events on just world beliefs was not found. 



CHAPTER IV 

DISCUSSION 

This study was conducted to investigate perceptions and 

attributions related to parental divorce, just world 

beliefs, and parental conflict. Specifically, the effect of 

these factors on one's trust of individuals from divorced 

versus intact families was investigated through the use of 

scenarios. In addition, common problems faced by subjects 

and attitudes towards divorce were assessed. Findings 

generally supported hypothesized differences. 

Trust 

One goal of this study was to investigate factors 

affecting trust of those from divorced and intact parental 

backgrounds. The study was designed not only to assess the 

degree to which college students from divorced parental 

backgrounds trust others in intimate heterosexual 

relationships but also to assess factors associated with 

familially intact students' trust of college students from 

intact and divorced family backgrounds. This design was in 

response to the failings of previous studies which had 

treated the effects of divorce on trust as a phenomenon 

affecting only victims of parental divorce. It was believed 

that one's family background does affect others' perception 
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of them as a trustworthy partner in an intimate 

relationship. Family background was also believed to affect 

one's trust of others. The hypotheses reflected these 

beliefs. 

In support of the general hypotheses, analyses of the 

data indicated that subjects with intact family backgrounds 

presented with a scenario depicting a partner with divorced 

parents reported lower levels of trust of the their partner 

than those presented with a scenario of a partner from an 

intact family. When both subjects from intact and divorced 

families were asked to imagine themselves in a relationship 

with someone from an intact family background, those from 

intact families reported significantly higher levels of 

trust of their partner. The level of trust of partners 

reported by those from divorced families was unaffected by 

their partners family background but was consistently at a 

low level. 

This finding suggests that parental divorce has effects 

which reach beyond the youths who directly experience it. 

It is in the minds of college students seeking intimate 

relationships and the parental marital history of potential 

partners affects others' willingness to trust them. This 

was found to be particularly true in intimate relationships 

as opposed to marital relationships. 
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Scenario partners with divorced parents were trusted 

more in marital relationships than in intimate dating 

relationships. Though contradicting hypothesized findings, 

this may make sense in the context of relationship 

development. When one is entering into a relationship, 

one's parents' marital status may be a factor in the initial 

process of screening and increasing intimacy. At this 

stage, it may be very salient to the decisions of whether to 

enter into, remain in, and deepen a relationship. However, 

after the decision has been made to be married and therefore 

remain in a relationship, one's partner's family history may 

be of less importance to their trust of them. It is 

possible that their own history with their partner becomes 

of greater importance. However, the finding that faith 

(which measures beliefs more than actual experience) was the 

trust factor which contributed most to observed differences 

more likely indicates that subjects held beliefs regarding 

trust inherent in the relationship of marriage which 

superceded perceptions or beliefs regarding their partner's 

background. 

Gender differences were not predicted but were found in 

levels of trust reported by subjects. Regardless of their 

partners' family background, females reported higher levels 

of trust of their partners than did males. When broken down 

into trust subscales, predictability was the factor on which 

men and women differed most significantly. Women expected 
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more than men that their partner's behavior would be 

consistent. They also expressed more confidence in the 

relationship and in the responsiveness of their partner when 

facing an uncertain future. This finding is consistent with 

the idea that females tend to be more trusting in 

relationships. However, it seems to be in direct 

contradiction to the popular notion that "men cannot be 

trusted." Though some would argue that "men should not be 

trusted", the findings of this study suggests that they are, 

nevertheless. 

Just World Beliefs and Trust 

Of particular interest in this study was the 

relationship between just world beliefs and trust of those 

from divorced families. Based on previous research of 

victim blame and the application of the just world 

hypothesis to parental divorce, it was believed that 

subjects with higher levels of just world beliefs would tend 

to derogate those who had experienced the divorce of their 

parents and would therefore trust them less in intimate 

heterosexual relationships. However, a different pattern of 

results was found. 

First, patterns of trust were different for those who 

had versus those who had not experienced the divorce of 

their parents. When ones' parents were still married, their 

level of just world beliefs was unrelated to trust of their 

partner in the scenario. However, of subjects who had 
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experienced parental divorce, those with high just world 

beliefs reported higher levels of trust of their partner. 

Of all subjects in the low just world beliefs group, those 

with divorced parents reported significantly lower levels of 

trust of their partners. However, levels of trust reported 

by intact and divorced groups did not differ at the level of 

high just world beliefs. It appears that when college 

students have experienced the divorce of their parents, 

believing that there is predictability in the world enhances 

their ability to trust others in heterosexual relationships. 

One possible explanation for this effect is that just 

world beliefs mitigate negative effects on trust resulting 

from parental divorce. This is consistent with the premise 

that just world beliefs serve an adaptive function. 

Particularly in times of adversity, it is important for us 

to maintain a sense of control if we are to adjust to the 

circumstances and survive. Just world beliefs have 

implications not only for one's interpretation of past 

events but color one's view of possible outcomes and one's 

role in their own future. The experience of parental 

divorce can have a variety of effects on youths. Just world 

beliefs appear to be associated with positive rather than 

negative effects on interpersonal trust. 

The analysis of relationships between just world 

beliefs and other traumatic events gives us another possible 

explanation for observed findings. Relationships found 
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between having experienced incest, an accident causing 

serious disability, or sexual abuse, and one's level of just 

world beliefs suggest that experiencing certain traumatic 

events likely affect one's belief that the world is a just 

place. While this does not eliminate the possiblity that 

one's world beliefs affects their coping with traumatic 

events, it offers support to the notion that events which 

call into question one's world beliefs may cause one to 

alter their beliefs. Analysis of variance and correlational 

findings indicating a direct relationship between low just 

world beliefs and lower levels of trust may reflect effects 

of divorce on both of these variables. Research with more 

precise measures of traumatic events would be useful for 

investigating this relationship further. 

Parental Conflict 

Parental conflict, it has been argued, is a better 

predictor of negative psychological outcomes than parental 

marital status (Emery, 1982). It has been posited that 

negative effects of parental divorce experienced by the 

children result from conflict between parents experienced by 

the child over time, rather from the trauma of the event of 

divorce. With regard to trust in intimate relationships and 

common problems, the findings of this study support the 

position that parental conflict should be addressed in 

divorce research. College students who reported higher 

parental conflict, regardless of their parents' marital 
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status, reported lower levels of trust and more common 

problems. However, significant findings related to the 

event of divorce indicate that the effects of the divorce 

itself should not be ignored. 

Attitudes Toward Divorce 

Divorce is now a social reality that permeates our 

lives and relationships. As such, we all have beliefs and 

attitudes related to our perceptions of the experience of 

divorce. Necessarily, these are based on our personal 

experiences of divorce, information we have of the 

experiences of others, and our interpretation of experiences 

and information. Another aim of this study was to 

investigate specific factors influencing attitudes toward 

divorce. The associations found between ones divorce 

attitudes and ones experience of parental divorce and 

parental conflict provide a step towards understanding how 

ones family history and divorce attitudes are interrelated. 

College students who had experienced parental divorce had 

more positive attitudes towards divorce than those from 

intact families. Students who had experienced divorce but 

low parental conflict held the most positive divorce 

attitudes. 

While the experience of divorce alone was not 

associated with the reporting of more problems, it is clear 

that this experience is related to divorce attitude 

formation. In support of current trends in divorce 
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research, assessing parental conflict aids our understanding 

of the experience of parental divorce and attitudes 

regarding this experience. It seems that how one evaluates 

divorce is dependent on what this experience was like for 

them. The findings suggest that divorce may not be viewed 

as a positive solution to high parental conflict. If it 

was, it would likely follow that those who experienced high 

conflict would view divorce more positively. Rather, 

divorce is viewed more positively when conflict is low, 

suggesting that low parental conflict coupled with the 

experience of divorce may lead 

family members to view divorce as a relatively positive 

means of resolving marital differences. 

Limitations 

This study was not without limitations. The 

applications of findings may be limited by the homogeneity 

of the population sample. The majority of the subjects were 

white college students. It is possible that findings of 

this study are not representative of what would be found of 

lower SES or other ethnic groups. The use of scenarios, 

while useful, require speculation on the part of subjects. 

Because of this, subjects' reponses to questions regarding 

the scenario may only approximate how they would respond in 

an actual relationship. Regarding the assessments of trust, 

it was assumed that levels of trust affect one's intimate 

relationships. While this is an assumption widely accepted 
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in the field, no assessment was made of actual effects of 

trust on relationships or relationship development. The 

findings of this study should be viewed with these 

limitations in mind. 

Conclusions 

It is clear from the findings of this study that the 

phenomenon of parental divorce has far-reaching effects on 

interpersonal trust and attitudes towards divorce. Parental 

conflict should also be viewed, as proposed by other 

researchers, as a salient aspect of the divorce experience. 

These findings add to our understanding of the development 

of intimate relationships in our increasingly complex 

environment of family dissolution. 

With an environment of family instability, the fear of 

divorce is in mind and college students search for factors 

to aid the predictability of successful relationships. 

While those from intact families use one's family background 

as a predictor, those from divorced backgrounds appear to be 

more reluctant to trust, regardless of the family background 

of potential partners. Those from divorced families who 

hold beliefs in the predictability of their environment 

(just world beliefs), show an increased willingness to trust 

when compared to counterparts who do not hold these beliefs. 

Just world beliefs may therefore be viewed, as Janoff-Bulman 

(1989b) and Lerner (1978) suggest, as adaptive and useful to 

mitigate negative effects of parental divorce on 
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interpersonal trust. That just world beliefs contribute to 

negative attributions to victims of divorce was not 

supported in this or previous studies (Taylor, 1991). 

Further support for treating the event of divorce 

parental conflict as a salient factors to negative effects 

divorce was found. Differences between those from intact 

versus divorced backgrounds are indicated throughout 

statistical findings. It is recommended that in research 

and clinical interventions both the event of divorce and 

parental conflict be treated as salient to one's life 

experience and relationship development. 

The findings of this study reinforce the importance of 

college students' family background in current intimate 

relationship development. Trust is a factor which may be 

affected by parental marital dissolution and parental 

conflict. In interventions with students, discussion of the 

family background of one's partner may be useful to identify 

factors salient to relationship difficulties. Identifying 

students' world beliefs and ideas regarding divorce could 

lead to clarification of concerns and the development of 

realistic expectations for themselves and their partner 

regarding the course of their relationship. If trust is 

identified as problematic, exploration of the source of the 

problem and its relationship to current concerns could aid 

problem resolution. 
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Preventative measures are also indicated by the 

findings of this study. Efforts should be made to reduce 

the negative effects of parental divorce and parental 

conflict on trust and the development of youths' intimate 

relationships. As Wallerstein (1983) suggests, gaining 

perspective on their parents' divorce will aid development 

of youths' intimate relationships. To facilitate 

relationship development, one role of providers of 

psychological services may be to aid those whose parents 

have divorced to gain perspective on this event. If 

excessive parental conflict has been a part of one's 

familial experience, issues pertaining to conflict 

resolution, anger control, and possibly physical abuse will 

need to be addressed. With the phenomenon of divorce 

continually on the rise, helping clients from conflict 

ridden and divorced families to develop more useful models 

for intimate relationships should be of great concern to 

those in the helping professions. 
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Informed Consent 

agree to participate as a subject 
in this study of beliefs of college students. As a 
volunteer, I will complete several questionnaires. I 
understand that I will receive extra credit points for my 
participation. I am aware that there is no personal risk or 
discomfort directly involved with this research and that I 
may discontinue my participation at any time and will not be 
penalized in any way for doing so. 

In order to ensure the confidentiality of my responses, I 
will not put my name on any of the materials except for this 
sheet. I understand that the materials will be coded and 
the consent form will be removed once the completed 
questionnaires are received. Under this condition, I, the 
volunteer, agree that any information obtained from this 
research may be used in any way thought best for publication 
or education. 

If I have any questions regarding this study, I should 
contact Bryce Taylor at (803) 849-0278 or Ray Johnson at 
(817) 565-2671. 

Volunteer Date 

Investxgator 

Thank you for your participation. 

THIS PROJECT HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY UNIVERSITY OF NORTH TEXAS 
COMMITTEE FOR THE PROTECTION OF HUMAN SUBJECTS. 
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Personal Data Questionnaire 

____ a. What is your age? (in years) 

Instructions t In response to the items below, please write 
the number of your choice. Do not omit any items. Write 
only one number for each item. 

______ b. What is your sex? 
1. male 2.female 

_____ c. What is your classification? 
1. freshman 4. senior 
2. sophomore 5. graduate student 
3. junior 6. other 

4. Asian/oriental 
5. Asian/non-oriental 
6. Other 

d. What is your ethnicity? 
1. Caucasian 
2. African-American 
3. Native American 
4. Hispanic 

e. What is your relationship status? 
1. currently married 
2. currently separated 
3. divorced 
4. widowed 
5. single, in a long-term relationship 
6. single, actively dating 
7. single, not actively dating 

f. What is your sexual orientation? 
1. heterosexual 
2. homosexual 
3. bisexual 

g. Which of the following is true of your parents? 
1. married, living together 6. both parents 
2. married, living apart deceased 
3. divorced, not remarried 7. mother deceased 
4. divorced, one remarried 8. father deceased 
5. divorced, both remarried 9. parents never 

married 

h. Which of the following is true of your parents? 
1. my parents are not divorced 
2. my parents divorced in the last two years 
3. my parents divorced 2 to 5 years ago 
4. my parents divorced over 5 years ago 
5. my parents never married 
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i. Which of the following is true of your family? 
1. my parents are not divorced 
2. my parents divorced when I 
3. my parents divorced when I 
4. my parents divorced when I 
5. my parents divorced when I 

old 
6. my parents never married 

was 0-5 years old 
was 6-11 years old 
was 12-18 years old 
was over 18 years 

Write a "1" on the line next to the following events 
which you have experienced. If you have not 
experienced the event, write a "0". 

1. death of a parent 
2. death of a sibling 
3. incest 
4. rape 
5. fire that destroyed your home 
6. accident which resulted in your own serious 

disability 
7. physical abuse 
8. sexual abuse 
9. other crime or disaster 

what? 
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Conflict Scale 

The following are a series of issues that are often areas of 
conflict between a husband and a wife. Using the scale 
below, please indicate how frequently your parents were in 
conflict or argued about these matters while you were living 
with them. If your parents are divorced, please respond as 
you recall the conflict or arguments of your natural 
parents. 

Never Once or About About once About Every At least 
twice in once per every few once a couple once a 
5 years year months month of weeks week 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Finance & Spouse's 
Responsibilities 
1. Budgeting 
2. Providing financial 

assistance to relatives 
3. Luxury spending 
4. Transporting family 

members 
5. Satisfaction with 

family income 
6. Buying on credit 
7. Balancing checkbook 
8. Automobile maintenance 

Spoused Personal 
Characteristics 
9. Insensitivity 
10. Ignoring spouse's needs 
11. Personal grooming 
12. Flirting 
13. Smoking 
14. Mutuality of 

recreational interests 
15. Personal crudeness 
16. Punctuality 
17. Overeating 
18. Backseat driving 
19. TV watching 
20. Spouse's feelings 

towardin-laws 
21. Acceptability of 

specific friends 

Childrearinq Practices 
22. Children's household 

duties and 
responsibilities 

23. Sexual language 
24. Methods of discipline 
25. Mealtime etiquette 
26. Demands for obedience 
27. Children's sexual 

behavior 
28. Homework requirements 
29. Control of children's 

choice of friends 
30. Dating 
31. Tolerance of 

children's 
fighting and arguing 

32. Spouse's degree of 
involvement with 
children 

Joint Family Activities 
33. Vacation plans 
34. Organizing leisure-

time activities 
35. Frequency of visiting 

with relatives 
36. Family vs. individual 

recreation 
37. Relative importance of 

recreation 
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Scenario 1 
Males/Intact/Dating 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
in an intimate dating relationship with the person depicted; 

The person with whom you have an intimate dating 
relationship is from a moderately large community. Her 
parents have education and income levels similar to those of 
your parents and they are about the same age as your 
parents. When she completes her education she will have the 
potential of earning a relatively high income. You find 
this person attractive. You enjoy some of the same 
activities and have a number of common interests. Her 
parents are still married. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to your 
imagined intimate dating relationship with the person 
described above. Use the following scale to indicate your 
responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My girlfriend would be trustworthy and I would be 
willing to let her engage in activities which other 
boyfriends find too threatening. 

.2. Even when I did not know how my girlfriend would react, 
I would feel comfortable telling her anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

_3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my girlfriend would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

_4. I would be certain that my girlfriend would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My girlfriend would be very unpredictable. I would 
never know how she was going to act from one day to the 
next. 

_6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my girlfriend had 
to make decisions which would affect me personally. 

_7. I would find that my girlfriend was unusually 
dependable, especially when it came to things which are 
important to me. 

_8. My girlfriend would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
girlfriend would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my girlfriend to 
share things with me, I still feel certain that she 
would. 
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.11.1 could rely on my girlfriend to react in a positive 
way when I exposed my weakness to her. 

.12.When I shared my problems with my girlfriend, I know 
she would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my girlfriend would not cheat on me, 
even if the opportunity arose and there was no chance 
that she would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my girlfriend because she would 
be unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

_15.I could rely on my girlfriend to keep the promises she 
makes to me. 

_16.When with my girlfriend, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

_17.Even when my girlfriend made excuses which sounded 
rather unlikely, I would be confident that she was 
telling the truth. 
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Scenario 2 
Males/Intact/Marital 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
married to the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have a marital relationship is from 
a moderately large community. Her parents have education 
and income levels similar to those of your parents and they 
are about the same age as your parents. When she completes 
her education she will have the potential of earning a 
relatively high income. You find this person attractive. 
You enjoy some of the same activities and have a number of 
common interests. Her parents are still married. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to vour 
imagined marital relationship with the person described 
above. Use the following scale to indicate your responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My spouse would be trustworthy and I would be willing 
to let her engage in activities which other spouses 
find too threatening. 

_2. Even when I did not know how my spouse would react, I 
would feel comfortable telling her anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

.3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my spouse would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

_4. I would be certain that my spouse would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My spouse would be very unpredictable. I would never 
know how she was going to act from one day to the next. 

_6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my spouse had to 
make decisions which would affect me personally. 

J. I would find that my spouse was unusually dependable, 
especially when it came to things which are important 
to me. 

_8. My spouse would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
spouse would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my spouse to share 
things with me, I still feel certain that she would. 

_11.I could rely on my spouse to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to her. 
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.12.When I shared my problems with my spouse, I know she 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my spouse would not cheat on me, even 
if the opportunity arose and there was no chance that 
she would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my spouse because she would be 
unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my spouse to keep the promises she 
makes to me. 

.16.When with my spouse, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

_17.Even when my spouse made excuses which sounded rather 
unlikely, I would be confident that she was telling the 
truth. 
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Scenario 3 
Males/Divorced/Dating 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
in an intimate dating relationship with the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have an intimate dating 
relationship is from a moderately large community. Her 
parents have education and income levels similar to those of 
your parents and they are about the same age as your 
parents. When she completes her education she will have the 
potential of earning a relatively high income. You find 
this person attractive. You enjoy some of the same 
activities and have a number of common interests. Her 
parents divorced when she was a child. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to your 
imagined intimate dating relationship with the person 
described above. Use the following scale to indicate your 
responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My girlfriend would be trustworthy and I would be 
willing to let her engage in activities which other 
boyfriends find too threatening. 

_2. Even when I did not know how my girlfriend would react, 
I would feel comfortable telling her anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

_3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my girlfriend would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

_4. I would be certain that my girlfriend would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My girlfriend would be very unpredictable. I would 
never know how she was going to act from one day to the 
next. 

_6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my girlfriend had 
to make decisions which would affect me personally. 

_7. I would find that my girlfriend was unusually 
dependable, especially when it came to things which are 
important to me. 

_8. My girlfriend would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
girlfriend would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my girlfriend to 
share things with me, I still feel certain that she 
would. 
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.11.1 could rely on my girlfriend to react in a positive 
way when I exposed my weakness to her. 

.12.When I shared my problems with my girlfriend, I know 
she would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my girlfriend would not cheat on me, 
even if the opportunity arose and there was no chance 
that she would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my girlfriend because she would 
be unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my girlfriend to keep the promises she 
makes to me. 

.16.When with my girlfriend, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

.17.Even when my girlfriend made excuses which sounded 
rather unlikely, I would be confident that she was 
telling the truth. 
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Scenario 4 
Males/Divorced/Marital 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
married to the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have a marital relationship is from 
a moderately large community. Her parents have education 
and income levels similar to those of your parents and they 
are about the same age as your parents. When she completes 
her education she will have the potential of earning a 
relatively high income. You find this person attractive. 
You enjoy some of the same activities and have a number of 
common interests. Her parents divorced when she was a 
child. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to vour 
imagined marital relationship with the person described 
above. Use the following scale to indicate your responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My spouse would be trustworthy and I would be willing 
to let her engage in activities which other spouses 
find too threatening. 

_2. Even when I did not know how my spouse would react, I 
would feel comfortable telling her anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

.3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my spouse would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

_4. I would be certain that my spouse would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My spouse would be very unpredictable. I would never 
know how she was going to act from one day to the next. 

_6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my spouse had to 
make decisions which would affect me personally. 

1. I would find that my spouse was unusually dependable, 
especially when it came to things which are important 
to me. 

_8. My spouse would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
spouse would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my spouse to share 
things with me, I still feel certain that she would. 

_11.I could rely on my spouse to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to her. 
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.12.When I shared my problems with my spouse, I know she 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my spouse would not cheat on me, even 
if the opportunity arose and there was no chance that 
she would get caught. 

.14.I would sometimes avoid my spouse because she would be 
unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my spouse to keep the promises she 
makes to me. 

.16.When with my spouse, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

,17.Even when my spouse made excuses which sounded rather 
unlikely, I would be confident that she was telling the 
truth. 
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Scenario 5 
Females/Intact/Dating 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
in an intimate dating relationship with the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have an intimate dating 
relationship is from a moderately large community. His 
parents have education and income levels similar to those of 
your parents and they are about the same age as your 
parents. When he completes his education he will have the 
potential of earning a relatively high income. You find 
this person attractive. You enjoy some of the same 
activities and have a number of common interests. His 
parents are still married. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to vour 
imagined intimate dating relationship with the person 
described above. Use the following scale to indicate your 
responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1. My boyfriend would be trustworthy and I would be 
willing to let him engage in activities which other 
girlfriends find too threatening. 

2. Even when I did not know how my boyfriend would react, 
I would feel comfortable telling him anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my boyfriend would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

4. I would be certain that my boyfriend would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

5. My boyfriend would be very unpredictable. I would 
never know how he was going to act from one day to the 
next. 

6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my boyfriend had 
to make decisions which would affect me personally. 

7. I would find that my boyfriend was unusually 
dependable, especially when it came to things which are 
important to me. 

8. My boyfriend would behave in a very consistent manner. 
9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
boyfriend would be concerned about my welfare. 

10.Even if I have no reason to expect my boyfriend to 
share things with me, I still feel certain that he 
would. 
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.11.1 could rely on my boyfriend to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to him. 

.12.When I shared my problems with my boyfriend, I know he 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my boyfriend would not cheat on me, 
even if the opportunity arose and there was no chance 
that he would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my boyfriend because he would 
be unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my boyfriend to keep the promises he 
makes to me. 

.16.When with my boyfriend, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

.17.Even when my boyfriend made excuses which sounded 
rather unlikely, I would be confident that he was 
telling the truth. 
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Scenario 6 
Females/Intact/Marital 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
married to the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have a marital relationship is from 
a moderately large community. His parents have education 
and income levels similar to those of your parents and they 
are about the same age as your parents. When he completes 
his education he will have the potential of earning a 
relatively high income. You find this person attractive. 
You enjoy some of the same activities and have a number of 
common interests. His parents are still married. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to your 
imagined marital relationship with the person described 
above. Use the following scale to indicate your responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1. My spouse would be trustworthy and I would be willing 
to let him engage in activities which other spouses 
find too threatening. 

2. Even when I did not know how my spouse would react, I 
would feel comfortable telling him anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my spouse would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

4. I would be certain that my spouse would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

5. My spouse would be very unpredictable. I would never 
know how he was going to act from one day to the next. 

6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my spouse had to 
make decisions which would affect me personally. 

7. I would find that my spouse was unusually dependable, 
especially when it came to things which are important 
to me. 

8. My spouse would behave in a very consistent manner. 
9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
spouse would be concerned about my welfare. 

10.Even if I have no reason to expect my spouse to share 
things with me, I still feel certain that he would. 

11.I could rely on my spouse to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to him. 
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.12.When I shared my problems with my spouse, I know he 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my spouse would not cheat on me, even 
if the opportunity arose and there was no chance that 
he would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my spouse because he would be 
unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my spouse to keep the promises he makes 
to me. 

.16.When with my spouse, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

,17.Even when my spouse made excuses which sounded rather 
unlikely, I would be confident that he was telling the 
truth. 
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Scenario 7 
Females/Divorced/Dating 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
in an intimate dating relationship with the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have an intimate dating 
relationship is from a moderately large community. His 
parents have education and income levels similar to those of 
your parents and they are about the same age as your 
parents. When he completes his education he will have the 
potential of earning a relatively high income. You find 
this person attractive. You enjoy some of the same 
activities and have a number of common interests. His 
parents divorced when he was a child. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to vour 
imagined intimate dating relationship with the person 
described above. Use the following scale to indicate your 
responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

l' 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My boyfriend would be trustworthy and I would be 
willing to let him engage in activities which other 
girlfriends find too threatening. 

.2. Even when I did not know how my boyfriend would react, 
I would feel comfortable telling him anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

.3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my boyfriend would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

.4. I would be certain that my boyfriend would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My boyfriend would be very unpredictable. I would 
never know how he was going to act from one day to the 
next. 

.6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my boyfriend had 
to make decisions which would affect me personally. 

_7. I would find that my boyfriend was unusually 
dependable, especially when it came to things which are 
important to me. 

_8. My boyfriend would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
boyfriend would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my boyfriend to 
share things with me, I still feel certain that he 
would. 
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.11.1 could rely on my boyfriend to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to him. 

.12.When I shared my problems with my boyfriend, I know he 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my boyfriend would not cheat on me, 
even if the opportunity arose and there was no chance 
that he would get caught. 

14.1 would sometimes avoid my boyfriend because he would 
be unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my boyfriend to keep the promises he 
makes to me. 

.16.When with my boyfriend, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

.17.Even when my boyfriend made excuses which sounded 
rather unlikely, I would be confident that he was 
telling the truth. 
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Scenario 8 
Females/Divorced/Marital 

Please read the following description and imagine yourself 
married to the person depicted: 

The person with whom you have a marital relationship is from 
a moderately large community. His parents have education 
and income levels similar to those of your parents and they 
are about the same age as your parents. When he completes 
his education he will have the potential of earning a 
relatively high income. You find this person attractive. 
You enjoy some of the same activities and have a number of 
common interests. His parents divorced when he was a child. 

Now respond to the following questions in reference to your 
imagined marital relationship with the person described 
above. Use the following scale to indicate your responses: 

Strongly Moderately Mildly Mildly Moderately Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

.1. My spouse would be trustworthy and I would be willing 
to let him engage in activities which other spouses 
find too threatening. 

.2. Even when I did not know how my spouse would react, I 
would feel comfortable telling him anything about 
myself; even those things of which I am ashamed. 

.3. Though times may change and the future is uncertain; I 
know my spouse would always be ready and willing to 
offer me strength and support. 

_4. I would be certain that my spouse would not do 
something that I dislike or which would embarrass me. 

_5. My spouse would be very unpredictable. I would never 
know how he was going to act from one day to the next. 

_6. I would feel very uncomfortable when my spouse had to 
make decisions which would affect me personally. 

_7. I would find that my spouse was unusually dependable, 
especially when it came to things which are important 
to me. 

_8. My spouse would behave in a very consistent manner. 
_9. Whenever we would have to make an important decision in 

a situation we had never encountered before, I know my 
spouse would be concerned about my welfare. 

_10.Even if I have no reason to expect my spouse to share 
things with me, I still feel certain that he would. 

_11.I could rely on my spouse to react in a positive way 
when I exposed my weakness to him. 
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.12.When I shared my problems with my spouse, I know he 
would respond in a loving way even before I said 
anything. 

.13.1 am certain that my spouse would not cheat on me, even 
if the opportunity arose and there was no chance that 
he would get caught. 

.14.1 would sometimes avoid my spouse because he would be 
unpredictable and I would fear saying or doing 
something which might create conflict. 

.15.1 could rely on my spouse to keep the promises he makes 
to me. 

.16.When with my spouse, I would feel secure in facing 
unknown new situations. 

.17.Even when my spouse made excuses which sounded rather 
unlikely, I would be confident that he was telling the 
truth. 
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Manipulation Check 

The last questionnaire you filled out asked you to imagine 
yourself in a relationship with a person who was described 
to vou. 

Were the person's parents still married or were they 
divorced? 

1. married 
2. divorced 

Were you asked to imagine yourself in an intimate dating 
relationship or a marital relationship with the person 
described? 

1. intimate dating relationship 
2. marital relationship 

Comments 
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Table Fl 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations on Trust Subscales 

for Subject x Scenario Family Background Interaction 

Faith 
(7 items) 
Mean SD 

Subscale Scores 
Dependable 
(6 items) 
Mean SD 

Predictable 
(4 items) 
Mean SD 

Intact Parents 
Intact Scenario 4 .99 .76 4 .44 .73 4 .61 .74 
Divorced Scenario 4 .57 .77 4 .20 .78 4 .28 .69 
Divorce Parents 
Intact Scenario 4 .82 .83 4 .19 .73 4 .40 .71 
Divorced Scenario 4 .67 .80 4 .19 .82 4 .32 .87 

Table F2 

Stepdown Analysis of Covariance of Trust Subscales for 

Subject x Scenario Family Background in Order? 

Dependability. Predictability. Faith. 

& Depend, as 
covariates 

Subscale SS DF MS F Sig. of 

Dependability 1.70 1 1.70 2.96 .086 

Predictability w/ .18 1 .18 .46 .497 
Depend as covariate 

Faith w/ Predict. .00 1 .00 .01 .939 

^sig. with set value of £ < .016 
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Table G1 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations on Trust Subscales for 

Subject Family Background x Just World Beliefs Interaction 

Faith 
(7 items) 

Subscale Scores 
Dependable 
(6 items) 

SD 

Predictable 
(4 items) 
Mean SD 

Intact Parents 
Low Just World 
High Just World 
Divorce Parents 

4.78 
4.84 

.83 

.75 
4.28 
4.40 

.80 

.71 
4.43 
4.51 

.75 

.72 

Low Just World 
High Just World 

4.58 
4.97 

.85 

.71 
4.03 
4.40 

.79 

.70 
4.22 
4.54 

.77 

.81 

Table G2 

Stepdown Analysis of Covariance of Trust Subscales for 

Subject Family Background x Just World Beliefs in Order: 

Faith. Dependability, Predictability 

Subscale 

Faith 

SS 

2.28 

Dependability w/ .14 
Faith as covariate 
Predictability w/ .00 
Faith & Depend, 
as covariates 

DF MS F Sig. of F 

1 2.28 3.84 .051 

1 .14 .44 .505 

1 

o
 
o
 • .01 .930 

*sig. with set value of < .016 
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Table H 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations on Trust Subscales for 

Type of Relationship Main Effect 

Type of 
Relationship 

Subscale Scores 
Faith Dependable Predictable 

(7 items) (6 items) (4 items) 
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD 

Intimate Dating 

Marital 

4.69 .83 

4.89 .76 

4.21 .77 

4.36 .76 

4.41 .72 

4.45 .80 
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Table J1 

Cell Means and Standard Deviations on Trust Subscales for 

Parental Conflict Main Effect 

Subscale Scores 
Faith Dependable 

(7 items) (6 items) 
Mean SD Mean SD 

Predictable 
(4 items) 
Mean SD 

Low Parental 
Conflict 

High Parental 
Conflict 

4.83 .82 

4.74 .77 

4.30 .81 

4.26 .72 

4.46 .79 

4.39 .72 

Table J2 

Stepdown Analysis of Covariance of Trust Subscales for 

Parental Conflict Main Effect in Order; Faith. 

Predictability. Dependability 

Subscale 

Faith 

Predictability w/ .03 
Faith as covariate 

Depend, w/ Faith 
& Predct. as 
covariates 

SS DF MS F Sia. of F 

2.36 1 2.36 3.99 .046 

1 .03 .09 .766 

.17 1 .17 .57 .453 

*sig. with set value of g < .016 
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Table K 

Correlation Matrix of Maior Variables of Study 

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1) Trust 1.0 .92** .86** .76** . 1 7 * * - .08 -.09 -.11* 

2) Faith 1.0 .68** .60** .13* - • o vo
 

-.07 -.07 

3) Dependability 1.0 .55** . 1 6 * * - .03 - . 1 2 * - .09 

4) Predictability 1.0 . 1 7 * * - .07 -.02 -.17** 

5) Just World Beliefs 1.0 -.09 - . 1 5 * * - .18** 

6) Parental Conflict 1.0 .02 .27** 

7) Hardy Divorce Scale 1.0 .06 

8) Inventory of Common Problems 

o • 
rH 

1 

significance levels: * .01 **.001 
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Table Ll 

Results of ANOVA's for Traumatic Events with Just World 

Belief Scores as the Dependent Variable 

Event N Mean SD DF F Sig.F 
(4771 (68.13) (8.55) (1/475) 

Death of Parent 
Experienced 27 
Did Not Experience 450 

Death of Sibling 
Experienced 27 
Did Not Experience 450 
Incest 
Experienced 19 
Did Not Experience 458 

Rape 
Experienced 47 
Did Not Experience 430 

Fire-Destroved Home 
Experienced 13 
Did Not Experience 464 

Accident-Disability 
Experienced 12 
Did Not Experience 465 

Physical Abuse 
Experienced 47 
Did Not Experience 430 

Sexual Abuse 
Experienced 44 
Did Not Experience 433 

Other Crime/Disaster(468) 
Experienced 48 
Did Not Experience 420 

65.59 
68.28 

68.78 
68.09 

62.42 
68.37 

66.60 
68.30 

71.15 
68.05 

63.00 
68.27 

66.53 
68.31 

8.35 
8.55 

8.37 
8.57 

9.47 
8.44 

7.00 
8.70 

6.32 
8.60 

11.65 
8.43 

8.76 
8.52 

64.98 8.21 
68.45 8.53 
(68.26) (8.52) (1/466) 
66.36 8.72 
68.47 8.49 

2.53 

.16 

8.97 

1.68 

1.67 

4.47 

1.83 

6.67 

2.67 

.112 

.686 

.003** 

.195 

.197 

.035* 

.177 

.010* 

.103 

*p < .05 * * p < .01 
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Table L2 

Results of ANOVA for Just world Belief Scores bv Total 

Number of Traumatic Events Reported 

Number of Traumatic Events 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

(3081 (1001 (401 (_18J (JJJ (11 
Mean/SD Mean/SD Mean/SD Mean/SD Mean/SD Mean/SD 

68.7/8.7 68.1/7.7 66.8/8.0 66.1/8.7 63.0/8.7 47.0/0.0 

F = 2.73 
Siq. of F = .019 
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Table Ml 

Summary of Results of ANOVA for Hypotheses 1-3 

F Values and Significance Levels 

Siq.of F 
Main Effects 7.90 .000 
Gender 5.35 .021 
Parental Marital Status 1.11 .292 
Just World Beliefs 7.93 .005 
Scenario Parental Marital Status 13.51 .000 

Interaction Effects 
Two-Way 1.71 .118 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status .49 .486 
x Just World Beliefs 1.19 .276 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status .04 .839 

Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 4.45 .035 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status 4.41 .036 

Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status .08 .777 

Three-Way 1.29 .272 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs .29 .589 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status .92 .338 

x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status 3.42 .065 

Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status .22 .638 

Four-Way .04 .852 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario Parental Marital Status .04 .852 
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Table M2 

Summary of Results of MANOVA for Hypotheses 1-3 

F Values and Significance Levels 

Multivariate Univariate 
Main Faith Depend. Predict. 
Effects F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F 
1 4.52 .004 5.86 .016 .08 .779 7.24 .007 
2 2.15 .093 .04 .835 2.70 .101 .95 .329 
3 3.37 .018 7.81 .005 7.70 .006 6.66 .010 
4 4.76 .003 11.49 .001 1.76 .185 6.40 .012 

Interactions 
2-Wav 
1 x 2 1.59 .190 .04 .844 1.76 .185 1.03 .310 
1 x 3 .47 .706 .80 .373 .13 .723 1.01 .315 
1 x 4 .16 .924 .06 .810 .05 .830 .13 .721 
2 x 3 1.33 .266 3.54 .061 3.11 .079 1.28 .259 
2 x 4 1.26 .286 1.82 .178 3.33 .068 2.38 .123 
3 x 4 .13 .945 .28 .599 .07 .798 .00 .967 

3-Way 
1 x 2 X 3 .59 .622 .06 .804 .00 .961 1.22 .271 
1 x 2 X 4 1.00 .394 1.65 .199 .01 .939 .78 .379 
1 x 3 X 4 1.59 .192 4.16 .042 2.52 .113 .39 .53 
2 x 3 X 4 1.85 .136 .31 .576 1.41 .235 .65 .422 

4-Way 
1 x 2 
x 3 X 4 .10 .959 

o
 
o
 • .949 | 1 -11 .738 | | .01 .924 

1-Gender 
3-Just World Beliefs 

2-Parental Marital Status 
4-Scenario Parental Marital Status 
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Table Nl 

Summary of Results of ANOVA for Hypothesis #4 

F Values and Significance Levels 

Siq. of F 
Main Effects 4.07 .003 
Gender 3.13 .079 
Parental Marital Status .63 .429 
Just World Beliefs 3.58 .060 
Scenario-Type of Relationship 9.57 .002 

Interaction Effects 
Two-Way 1.86 .089 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status .69 .408 
x Just World Beliefs 4.93 .027 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship .98 .323 

Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 3.43 .066 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship .00 .997 

Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship 1.26 .264 

Three-Wav 1.02 .397 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs .01 .920 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship 2.03 .156 

x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship .74 .389 

Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship 1.01 .317 

Four-Way .78 .379 
Gender 
x Parental Marital Status 
x Just World Beliefs 
x Scenario-Type of Relationship .78 .379 
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Table N2 

Summary of Results of MANOVA for Hypotheses #4 

F Values and Significance Levels 

Multivariate Univariate 
Main Faith Predict. 
Effects F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F 
1 2.34 .075 3.90 .050 .05 .829 2.94 .088 
2 .69 .560 1.42 .234 .04 .847 .55 .459 
3 1.91 .129 4.46 .036 3.41 .066 4.51 .035 
4 2.02 .112 5.36 .022 4.70 .031 2.73 .100 

Interactions 
2-Wav 
1 x 2 .33 .807 .44 .510 .80 .371 .70 .403 
1 x 3 1.48 .220 4.31 .039 1.74 .189 2.37 .125 
1 x 4 .58 .631 .60 .441 .01 .925 1.14 .278 
2 x 3 1.56 .199 .63 .429 3.32 .070 2.74 .100 
2 x 4 .39 .759 .11 .742 .38 .537 .16 .691 
3 x 4 2.96 .033 1.64 .201 1.92 .168 1.32 .252 

3-Way 
1 x 2 X 3 .19 .904 .12 .727 .03 .866 .18 .672 
1 x 2 X 4 1.26 .290 2.94 .088 1.90 .169 .15 .695 
1 x 3 X 4 .11 .952 .12 .734 .25 .619 .27 .606 
2 x 3 X 4 1.44 .231 .19 .667 .01 .941 2.96 .087 

4-Wav 
1 x 2 
x 3 X 4 1.74 .161 | 2.64 .106 1 .17 .682 •

 o
 

vo
 

.764 

1-Gender 
3-Just World Beliefs 

2-Parental Marital Status 
4-Scenario-Type of Relationship 
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Summary of Results of MANOVA for Hypotheses 5-8 

F Values and Significance Levels 
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Multivariate Univariate 
Main Trust Common Probs. Hardy 
Effects F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F F Sia.F 
1 2.33 .019 5.11 .024 2.51 .114 1.19 .276 
2 3.28 .021 .10 .753 .00 .946 9.80 .002 
3 8.50 .000 5.09 .025 19.35 .000 1.82 .178 
4 1.58 .115 4.06 .007 .46 .709 .38 .768 

Interactions 
2-Way 
1 x 2 1.39 .247 2.09 .148 .92 .339 1.05 .306 
1 x 3 .64 .588 .25 .615 1.02 .313 .53 .465 
1 x 4 1.05 .394 .80 .496 .79 .501 1.92 .125 
2 x 3 1.03 .381 .96 .327 .04 .837 1.81 .179 
2 x 4 .65 .757 .98 .401 .56 .640 .25 .860 
3 x 4 .59 .804 .04 .988 .50 .685 1.17 .319 

3-Way 
1 x 2 X 3 .12 .948 .29 .592 .09 .765 .01 .938 
1 x 2 X 4 1.28 .244 2.44 .064 .38 .768 1.18 .316 
1 x 3 X 4 1.82 .060 2.40 i .067 .80 .494 2.50 .059 
2 x 3 X 4 .55 .834 .26 .856 .69 .560 .62 .600 

4-Way 
1 x 2 
x 3 X 4 .74 .674 | .99 .399 | .26 .852 

o
 

00 • .496 

1-Gender 
3-Parental Conflict 

2-Parental Marital Status 
4-Scenario 
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Table P2 

Summary of Results of MANOVA for Hypotheses 5-8 

F Values and Significance Levels for Trust Subscales 

Multivariate Univariate 
Main Faith Predict. 
Effects F Sicr.F F Sicr.F F Sicr.F F Sicr.F 
1 4.14 .007 6.78 .010 .52 .471 7.36 .007 
2 3.01 .030 .62 .433 2.19 .139 .77 .382 
3 2.00 .113 5.37 .021 1.19 .275 2.45 .118 
4 2.62 .005 5.18 .002 1.49 .216 2.59 .052 

Interactions 
2-Way 
1 x 2 2.31 .075 .14 .712 3.28 .071 3.45 .064 
1 x 3 .95 .415 .43 .512 .09 .764 1.23 .268 
1 x 4 .67 .737 1.21 .306 .35 .791 .06 .981 
2 x 3 .57 .632 .63 .426 .02 .882 1.12 .290 
2 x 4 .70 .712 .48 .698 1.45 .226 .86 .463 
3 x 4 .94 .486 .42 .739 .61 .606 .21 .887 

3-Way 
1 x 2 x 3 .23 .873 .18 .674 .12 .729 .69 .407 
1 x 2 x 4 1.14 .327 3.02 .029 .73 .536 .78 .506 
1 x 3 x 4 1.49 .148 1.72 .161 2.02 .110 1.62 .184 
2 x 3 x 4 .51 .868 .28 .837 .61 .607 .28 .839 

4-Way 
1 x 2 
x 3 x 4 .53 .850 | .70 .555 | .78 .506 •

 00
 

o
 

.492 

1-Gender 
3-Parental Conflict 

2-Parental Marital Status 
4-Scenario 
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