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This study was designed to explore possible demographic 

and personality correlates of pregnancy-resolution alterna-

tives. A total of 146 female college students were given 

the Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale, the Intrinsic-

Extrinsic Religious Orientation Scale, a demographic 

questionnaire, and a Pregnancy-Resolution Questionnaire. 

The data were analyzed by means of the chi-square statistic 

and discriminant analysis. 

No differences were found between racial groups in 

preferences for resolving a pregnancy. Also, although no 

relationship was found between religious orientation and 

pregnancy-resolution preferences, a significant positive 

correlation was found between frequency of church attendance 

and pregnancy-resolution preferences. Indirect support for 

a relationship between preference for the abortion alternative 

and a troubled mother-daughter relationship was also obtained. 

Overall, it was found that abortion seemed to be the 

preferred method of resolving an unwanted pregnancy. Based 

upon the findings of this study, some clinical and research 

implications were discussed. It was also suggested that 

additional studies examining other potential correlates of 

preferences for resolving a pregnancy be examined. 
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PREGNANCY-RESOLUTION CORRELATES: AN EXPLORATORY 

STUDY INTO DEMOGRAPHIC AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES 

With the liberalization of sexual mores over the past 

several years, the incidence of pregnancy has increased 

among unmarried as well as married women who do not desire 

children (Elster & McAnarney, 1980). Such pregnancies! have 

been referred to as problematic because they are not planned 

or wanted, A woman Mio finds herself with a problematic 

pregnancy has several alternatives available to her as means 

of resolving this problem pregnancy. The most common are: 

electing to abort, having the child adopted out, or raising 

the child. 

Attitudes towards abortion have become somewhat more 

lenient in the past several years. However, abortion 

continues to be a very controversial means of resolving a 

problematic pregnancy (Krannich, 1980). On one hand, 

supporters of abortion claim the woman has sole rights over 

her body and life and her decision to have an abortion, 

while the opposition claims that abortion is equivalent to 

premediatated murder. Thus,the woman with a problematic 

pregnancy apparently is faced with the choice of either 

losing her autonomy or committing murder, al.th<buglv.7thfe 

third alternative, placing the baby for adoption immediately 

after delivery, has been largely overlooked and underpublicized, 



Motherhood can be seem as a probable stage in normal 

female adult development (Erikson, 1969) . But a woman's 

attitude towards her pregnancy and motherhood are subject to 

numerous environmental pressures. The attitudinal component 

of motherhood is extremely important since those who have 

trouble adjusting to their roles as mothers may later have 

problems managing their infants to the degree that may even 

abuse or neglect them (Field & Widmayer, 1982). 

Thus, a woman faced with a problematic pregnancy must 

deal with these environmental pressures in choosing from 

among the controversial alternative means of resolving the 

pregnancy. The decision made has significant developmental 

implications not only for the woman (Bibring, 1959; Bibring, 

Dwyer, Huntington, & Valenstein, 1961), but also for the 

future well-being of any resulting children. 

Therefore, this study has been designed to explore 

variables that influence this important decision-making 

process. With attention focused upon college students who 

were not pregnant and their preferences towards pregnancy-

resolution alternatives, variables have been identified 

which can be used by counselors, therapists, and other 

professionals who come into contact with women who have 

problem pregnancies. The results of this study have been 

construed as useful in helping such professionals to 

a better understanding of what pregnancy<-res61ution alterna-

tive would be most congruent with a particular woman's 



situation. Such a resolution can best aid the positive 

development of the woman and the social adjustment of 

resulting children. 

Previous Research on Pregnancy-Resolution 

Utilizing several sources of data, Krannich (1980) 

reviewed historical and current trends in the incidence of 

abortion. He notes that abortion has existed as a means of 

fertility control in all societies with the first recorded 

abortion dating back to 3,000 B. C. in China. Abortion was 

common in the United States and legal until the twentieth 

century. The incidence of illegal abortions has been a 

matter of speculation, with approximately 1,000,000 

abortions per year being an accepted estimate. By the 1970's 

some states had passed more liberal legislation, but two 

separate Supreme Court rulings on the constitutionality of 

abortion laws in 1973 essentially legalized first trimester 

abortion. 

Although numerous studies have been done, little has 

been learned about what variables affect one's decisions 

about the termination of a pregnancy. Olson (1980) reviewed 

the recent literature on pregnancy-resolution among unmarried 

adolescent women. He suggests that those who sought and 

followed through with an abortion did not comprise a "special" 

population, but were similar to others their age in many of 

their social and psychological characteristics. However,, he 

further suggests that teenage abortion patients d i f f e r e d ; from 



their term counterparts on a number of significant 

variables. 

Sociodemographic data (Olson, 1980) on pregnancy-

resolution presents a picture of the unmarried adolescent 

abortion patient as distinctive from her term counterpart 

in many ways: she appears slightly older, of higher social 

class, better educated, and more financially independent. 

Her home environment appears to be more stable, and she 

appears somewhat less reliant on parents or boyfriend. 

Indeed, one has the impression of an average student from an 

intact, small family, who, like many teenagers, actively 

participates in the workforce. These characteristics s u 

suggested that, in comparison with her term counterpart, the 

abortion patient is likely to be more independent, judging 

from her partial self-support, more motivated, judging from 

her school record and academic aspiration, and more optimistic, 

as the abortion decision itself appears to imply, for implicit 

in this decision is a belief that the situation and dilemma 

it presents can be resolved without compromising the woman's 

future plans. 

Investigators (Olson, 1980) also indicated that unwed 

teenagers who carry to term are likely to have a poorer 

self-image and less sense of competence and control than 

others of their age. The baby is wanted to strengthen their 

sense of identity, to bolster a poor self-image, and to 

enhance their sense of control over their lives. 



In short, previous research suggests that teenage 

abortion patients differ from their term counterparts on a 

number of significant variables. Despite this, Olson (1980) 

concludes that few relatively firm statements can be made 

about the social and psychological correlates of pregnancy 

since few systematic studies have been done and the data 

which were available were preliminary and impressionistic. 

Ortof (1980) also feels that a combination of social 

and psychological variables influence a woman's decision as 

to how to resolve her unwanted pregnancy. He states that 

women who do not want to have children become pregnant for a 

variety of conscious and unconscious reasons, Some dynamic 

factors in an unwanted pregnancy are a desire to get closer 

to a man, to ward off loneliness, to prove one's femininity, 

to know that one can become pregnant, and to compensate for 

the death of a loved one. Obviously, adoption is a more 

viable alternative than abortion when the fetus is valued as 

life and abortion is equated with murder. For women with 

these views, placing the childthrough adoption is better 

than enduring guilt. 

Developmental Aspects of Pregnancy 

Pregnancy is & period of crisis accompanied as it is by 

profound somatic, endocrine, and psychological changes 

(Bibring, et al., 1961), Bibring, et al, (1961) construes 

crisis as a turning point in a woman's life such that the 

outcome of the crisis can have either positive or negative 



psychological consequences. He and his colleagues outlined 

three stages of pregnancy. First is the integration and 

acceptance of the fetus as part of the woman. The second 

is initiated with quickening, when the woman begins to 

recognize the coming baby as a separate being. The third 

and last stage is delivery and anatomical separation. If 

these stages of the pregnancy crisis are negotiated 

successfully, the mother forms a relationship with her infant 

characterized by a freely changeable fusion of narcissistic 

and object-libidinal strivings, or, in other words, the 

maternal attachment. The nature of this attachment relation-

ship varies according to the inner and outer life circumstances 

of the woman, the child, and the husband. 

The formation of this relationship between a mother and 

her child can be viewed as a major developmental milestone. 

It can be considered as an aspect of Erikson's (1959) second 

adult developmental stage. This stage of development, called 

generativity, is characterized by the giving up of egocentric 

needs and becoming immersed in the care of offspring. 

Benedek (1970) furthered the idea of a developmental 

progression for the new mother. She wrote about the new 

mother's task of consolidating and resolving her feelings 

about her own mother during her pregnancy in order to emerge 

as a fully functioning mother herself. Obviously, the 

successful completion of this task requires that the new 

mother raise her baby and not abort the pregnancy or place the 

child for adoption. 



Leifea? (1977) , in an intensive study, found empirical 

support for such a notion. She studied 19 primigravidas 

between the first trimester of pregnancy and the seventh 

postpartum month. Intensive interviews were conducted on 

several occasions; 12 paper and pencil tests were also 

administered. Over the courseoof pregnancy, little affective 

attachment was evident during the first trimester,' but the 

quickening was the initiating of feelings of the unborn child 

as a separate organism. By the third trimester, images of 

what the baby would look like had merged with the mother's 

fantasies of the baby after birth. That is, the mothers 

underwent a progression of feelings towards the unborn child 

from relatively undifferentaited emotions to a highly 

differentiated affective attachment to the unborn child as 

a separate person. Psychological adjustment early in 

pregnancy was found to be predictive of psychological adjust-

ment in late pregnancy and the quality of postpartum maternal 

care. Support provided by the husband was found to be 

particularly important in this adjustment process. 

Margaret Mahler (Mahler, Pine, & Bergman, 1975) describes 

the psychological development of infants in a similar manner. 

Infants are described as first entering a stage of unrespon-

sivity to the environment, termed the normal autistic phase. 

Shortly afterward, the infant enters a symbiotic phase where 

the mother, orrpriitiary caregiver, is incorporated and fused 

with the infant so that distinctions between the infant and 
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mother are not made. From, this symbiotic union the infant 

embarks upon a course of gradual separation from the symbiotic 

mother and towards an individuated and autonomous person. 

This process of attachment and separation is seen as being 

basic to all other later developmental phases. That is, the 

person is expected to experience a continual process of 

attaching and separating throughout the entire life cycle. 

Although their views were, of necessity, based more upon 

speculation than empirical data, Verny and Kelly (1981) 

make interesting arguments from the viewpoint of the unborn 

child. While the effects of maternal health and nutrition 

upon the unborn child, as well as the unborn child's sensory 

capabilities, have been known for some time, the authors 

extended this known influence into the emotional sphere. 

That is, they postulate that the child's personality is linked 

to the mother's emotional view of the pregnancy and the child. 

If the mother's tendency is to be nurturant (or to be over-

anxious) a corresponding reaction in the child can be 

predicted. In essence, this extends the prenatal bonding 

between mother and child into the postnatal period. From 

this perspective, forcing a hesitant mother to carry a 

pregnancy to term can be seen ultimately self-defeating in 

light of the potentially damaging effects to both mother and 

child. 

Thus, the experience of pregnancy can be seen as both a 

developmental process and a developmental task. However, this 



construction of pregnancy assumes that the pregnancy is 

carried to term. The effects, positive or negative, of an 

abortion or of placing a child for adoption, instead of 

keeping and raising the baby, are not studied in this 

developmental perspective. 

However, Valentine (1982) reports that abortion is often 

accompanied by feelings of depression and loss if the 

attachment process of the second trimester has begun. Ballou 

(1978) found very similar reactions in women who miscarried 

after fetal movements had been felt, after the beginning of 

the attachment process. Thus, the emotional impact of the 

decision to have an abortion can be seen as affected by the 

stage the pregnancy has reached at the time the abortion is 

performed, or, more specifically, whether the woman has begun 

to form an attachment to the unborn child. 

Religious Correlates of Pregnancy-Resolution 

Several studies have found correlations between religious 

values and a woman's preference for resolving a pregnancy. 

In a survey of a large number of nurses and social workers, 

Hertel, Hendershot, and Grimm (1974) found religion to be 

the most important predictor of abortion attitudes. As in 

other survey data, members of liberal churches were more 

likely to be pro-abortion than members of conservative 

churches; however, contrary to predictions, frequent church 

attenders were less likely to be pro<-ahortion regardless of 

whether membership was in a conservative or a liberal church. 
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Other studies seemed to corroborate the findings of 

Hertel et al. (1974). Comparing the findings of polls taken 

in 1962 and 1975, Mcintosh and Alston (1977) concluded that 

both Catholics and Protestants as groups had relaxed somewhat 

from an adamant anti-abortion position but it was only among 

the young Catholics that attitudes toward abortion had become 

significantly more liberal. 

Jones and Westoff (1978) found substantial liberalization 

in attitudes towards abortion since 1965. They used data 

from the National Fertility Studies of 1965, 1970, and 1975, 

which surveyed attitudes amongst white, continuously married 

women. Education, religion, religiousness, number of children 

desired, and attitudes concerning women's roles were found 

to be continuing predictors of abortion attitudes. 

Ebaugh and Haney (1978), using data obtained from the 

National Opinion Research Center's General Social Survey, 

examined religious attitudes and pregnancy-resolution. They 

found church attendance in fundamentalist denominations was 

positively correlated with anti-abortion attitudes. However, 

they found no relationship between church attendance and 

abortion attitudes amongst more liberal churches. They 

stated that this difference may be due to the fundamentalist 

church's concern with individual morality and tendency to 

have official, doctrinaire positions stated on such issues, 

whereas the liberal churches tended to emphasize social and 

political issues and tended to allow more individual flexibi-

lity. 
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In a more recent study, again utilizing data from the 

National Opinion Research Center's General Social Survey 

1972-1978, Ebaugh and Haney (1980) detected a continued 

increase of pro-abortion attitudes until 1975 when a reverse 

trend was noted. The authors then hypothesized about the 

underlying causes of this shift in attitude. They noted 

that following the 1973 Supreme Court decisions on abortion, 

attitudes were more polarized. There were no differences 

between findings from males and those from females in the 

latest survey, which represented a shift from an earlier 

pattern of males being more pro-abortion than females. 

Younger respondents had more literal attitudes than older 

respondents, although the youngest and oldest categories of 

respondents both showed a general trend toward more conserva-

tive abortion attitudes, The more education that a respondent 

had, the more liberal were abortion attitudes. Catholic 

respondents held the most conservative attitudes, followed by 

Protestant, nonaffiliated, and Jewish respondents respectively. 

Renzi (1975) argued for preferred family size as an 

intervening variable in abortion attitude among differing 

religious groups. He based this conclusion on national survey 

results that showed in many cases that preferred family size 

was a more important mediating variable than was religion. 

Family Correlates of Pregnancy-Resolution 

Parents have been thought to influence a daughter's 

decisions about pregnancy-resolution in two ways. One way 
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is by giving advice to the prospective mother during the 

pregnancy. The question of whether adolescents are capable 

or competent to give effective consent to have an abortion 

performed became an issue following a 1976 Supreme Court 

decision that declared adolescents to be incompetent to give 

such consent. Lewis (1980) interviewed 4 2 unmarried women 

between the ages of 13 and 25 years of age. All subjects 

were interviewed in a pregnancy clinic while awaiting the 

results of pregnancy tests. Lewis concluded that the 

adolescent subjects were more likely to perceive decisions 

about their pregnancy to be externally determined by their 

mother than were the adult subjects. Thus, in some instances, 

it appeared as if the mother played a direct role in the 

decision as to how to resolve a daughter's pregnancy. 

A second way parents affect their child's decisions 

about a pregnancy is in terms of the nature of the parent-

child relationship prior to the child becoming pregnant. 

In an effort to understand the decision to deliver or abort 

as a product of the physical, mental, and emotional aspects 

of the whole person, a group of London general practitioners 

met weekly over a four-year period with a psychoanalyst. 

The physicians presented cases from their practice to the 

seminar with dual goals of training and research into diagnosing 

and treating the patient's real needs. Tunnadine and Green 

(1978) reported the results of this informal investigation 

of 147 pregnant women requesting therapeutic abortions. It 
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was concluded that a request for a therapeutic abortion was 

the presenting symptom of a mildly schizoid character disorder 

rather than an attempt to correct an accident. The authors 

rejected the notions of unwanted pregnancies being the result 

of a lack of sex or contraceptive knowledge and inadequate 

personal or societal morality. Rather they suggested that 

a deficient primary maternal relationship might encourage a 

young girl to acquire an unwanted pregnancy. The infant girl 

was thought to suffer from an inadequate attachment to her 

mother. As the child matured into a lonely and uncertain 

adolescent, her attempts to make meaningful relationships 

were rebuffed. As a result, the girl tried to become a 

mother because she never felt sufficiently mothered. The 

resolution of the pregnancy was a secondary issue. Raising 

the baby herself became for some a means of aiding personal 

growth while in other cases the young mother would use the 

child to batter her own mother, who was the cause of her 

problems. When society attempted to help the girl through 

therapeutic abortion, the means for possible personal growth 

were removed. 

Other writers (Babikian & Goldman, 1971; Wright, Schaefer, 

& Solomons, 1979} have also found a disturbed or deficient 

mother-daughter relationship to be an important factor in 

understanding subjects who elect to have an abortion. 
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Demographic Correlates of Pregnancy-ResolutiQn 

Wilcox CL976) examined the contributions of various 

demographic variables to abortion attitudes in a group of 

296 college students. This was a manipulative study in 

which one group heard a pro-abortion speech during a course 

section on human sexuality, another group heard an anti-

abortion speech during a course section on sexuality, and a 

third group served as a control. The speeches appeared to 

have little affect, for the attitudes about abortion were 

found to be stable and resistant to change. On the other 

hand, Wilcox found that religious affiliation, frequency of 

church attendance, and marital status were all significantly 

related to abortion attitudes, The demographic variables 

found to not be significantly related to abortion attitudes 

were age, sex, race, number of siblings, political inclina-

tion, size of hometown, and college class. 

McEwan, Owens, and Newton (1974) compared a group of 

adolescents who had aborted with a group of adolescents who 

had delivered their babies and were attending a postnatal 

care group. Both groups tended to come from large families, 

but the abortion group was more likely to be attending school 

and to have more knowledge about contraception. There were 

more black adolescents in the abortion group and this group 

had significantly more fathers employed in manual labor. 

Utilizing demographic data collected from interviews 

with 172 childless women, Lind (1978) attempted to determine 
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how and why women decide to become pregnant and become 

mothers. Two groups of planned pregnancy were found. One 

group was characterized by women who view marriage and mother 

roles to be one in the same. These women therefore did not 

use contraceptives and started a family as soon as possible. 

These women tended to come from working-class families. The 

other group who had planned pregnancies was characterized by 

women who interrupted effective contraception solely in order 

to conceive. These women tended to be married for a longer 

time than the other group and were predominantly from the 

middle class. Unplanned pregnancy was found more frequently 

in lower working-class women where unplanned pregnancy and 

unplanned motherhood was common. Yet these women reported 

that motherhood appeared to be more attractive than other 

career options. The women who chose to have an abortion 

were often from the middle class and were either involved in 

school or a career where unplanned pregnancy, marriage, or 

motherhood were unthinkable. 

Fischman (1977) attempted to determine the personal 

and social characteristics that differentiated the unmarried 

adolescent who chose to have her baby from the adolescent 

who decided to have an abortion. Interviews were conducted 

with 229 black, unmarried, primigravida girls between 13 and 

18 years of age. These subjects all came from an inner-city 

area. The subjects' ca,ses were followed in order to determine 

which girls changed their decisions about pregnancy-resolution, 



16 

The subjects who chose to abort were characterized as desiring 

to postpone childbearing in order to pursue either an educa-

tion or a career. Some of the aborting subjects apparently 

wanted to get pregnant in order to prove their reproductive 

normality and therefore desired an abortion after their 

reproductive capacity was confirmed by the pregnancy. The 

subjects who chose to deliver their babies were characterized 

as having more support for their decisions from boyfriends 

and parents. They also tended to be of lower financial and 

educational status than the subjects who chose to have 

abortions. The subjects who elected to deliver their babies 

also seemed to accept the maternal role without difficulty. 

This acceptance of the mothering role was seen as a function 

of poverty and a poor outlook in life; in other words, the 

idea of being a parent may have been appealing to these 

subjects simply because of a lack of other viable alternatives. 

Only 17 subjects changed their preferred means of pregnancy-

resolution? eight changed from delivery to abortion and nine 

changed from abortion to delivery. 

As can be seen, while several studies have found 

significant correlations between various background characteri-

stics and pregnancy—resolutions, these findings have not been 

consistent. For example, Gabrielson, Gabrielson, Goldsmith, 

Leak, Matthews, and Gabrielson (1977) compared pregnant 

adolescents who chose to have an abortion with those who 

were in a home for unwed mothers. No differences in race, 
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social class, or religious affiliation were found between 

these groups and attitudes towards abortion. 

In a review of the literature, Chilman (1980) found 

that those adolescent girls who chose to have an abortion 

tended to come from intact, non-Catholic families not on 

welfare. These girls also seemed to do better in school, 

have higher educational goals, and feel self-confident when 

compared to adolescent girls who elected not to have an 

abortion, Avoidance of severe criticism and social exclusion 

were cited as reasons for not placing the child for adoption. 

The long-term consequences of childbearing appeared to be 

minimal when socioeconomic status, race, and the availability 

of quality obstetrical care were controlled. 

Personality Correlates of Pregnancy-Resolution 

A recent literature review has summarized previous 

studies which have attempted to compare individuals who elect 

to abort to those who surrender their child for adoption. 

Wright, Schaefer, and Solomons (1979) stated: 

In general, objective and projective psychological 

tests fail to globally differentiate pregnant 

adolescents before abortion from nonpregnant control 

groups. There are three distinguishing variables, 

however, that seem to be mentioned consistently in the 

literature. First, preabortion patients do not have 

close relationships with other females, particularly 

their mothers. Second, the preabortion patients seem 
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to be detached from, or uninterested in, their bodily 

sensations and functions. For example, they report 

fewer menstrual symptoms than their nonpregnant counter-

parts, exhibit little curiosity about their bodies, and 

speak of pregnancy as a temporary physical ailment that 

needs medical treatment. Finally, although they did not 

differ in total neuroticism, preabortion patients scored 

higher on the anxiety factor of the Neuroticism Scale 

Questionnaire. Compared to older females, adolescent 

abortion patients more frequently require general 

anesthesia during the abortion because of high anxiety 

levels. Even if there were no data contradicting the 

hypothetical relationship between abortion and subsequent 

emotional maladjustment, a pregnant female would have a 

better prognosis following abortion than if she wanted 

an abortion but was refused, decided to give the baby 

up for adoption, or simply give birth, because the 

incidence of postpartum depression requiring hospitali-

zation is higher than the incidence of postabortion 

depression {p. 5). 

Rader, Bekker, Brown, and Richardt (1978) investigated 

possible correlates of unwanted pregnancy due to a failure 

to take contraceptive precautions. They explored four 

hypotheses that were derived from clinical observations. The 

hypotheses were: that women who had an unwanted pregnancy 

were inclined to take risks as a general personality style, 
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that these women were inclined to rely on denial and related 

defenses as a general response pattern, that these women 

were more inclined toward masochism or intropunitiveness, 

and that these women had more guilt concerning sexual behavior 

than those using medically—prescribed contraceptive methods. 

The subjects for this study were white college women, 33 of 

whom had voluntarily sought an abortion, 25 of whom used 

medically-prescribed contraception, and a control group of 26 

women unselected for their sexual activity or contraceptive 

practices. Utilizing a variety of self—report measures, 

the authors reported that the abortion group had significantly 

higher scores on scales reflecting denial and masochism, but 

that no differences were obtained concerning greater risk-

taking or sexual guilt. 

In a study of 268 single, white girls in a maternity 

home, Vincent (1961) found that those girls who gave their 

babies up for adoption were better adjusted, as measured by 

the California Psychological Inventory. He found, too, that 

these subjects seemed to have come from homes with less 

conflicts than did girls who kept their babies. He stated 

that: 

Unwed mothers, in keeping their children, show their 

desperate need for at least one primary relationship in 

which they are needed and loved by someone whose 

dependence on them makes it safe for them to receive and 

return that love in their own way (p. 193). 
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Babikian and Goldman (1971) conducted psychiatric 

diagnostic interviews with 15 pregnant black and Puerto Rican 

adolescents. They found three predominant themes in the 

sample. First was the relationship with the mother which 

centered on issues of dependency versus separation and 

individuation. Second was the relationship with the father 

(or his absence) which usually dealt with unresolved Oedipal 

issues. Third was social and peer relationships which 

centered upon the girl's need to prove herself as an undamaged 

woman. It was speculated that a home with no consistent 

behavioral limitations and no constant reality factors to 

test against contributed to a poor structuralization of the 

ego. In assessing the ego functions, the authors found 

intense dependency needs, very low frustration tolerance, and 

extremely poor judgment. They also found few superego deriva-

tives, such as shame or guilt about their pregnancy and 

sexual behavior and few adequately formed ego ideals. 

Steinlauf (1979) compared 155 single women who were 

participating in programs from either a family planning clinic 

or an abortion clinic in an effort to study the relationship 

between contraceptive effectiveness and the cognitive factors 

of problem-solving skills and locus of control. It was found 

that there was a significant relationship between the number 

of unplanned pregnancies and a belief in chance control. In 

other words, the women who had unplanned pregnancies tended 

to believe in external control and further to have a poorer 

problem-solving ability. 
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Zongker (1977) compared 88 pregnant female students with 

108 nonpregnant female control students. Using the Tennessee 

Self-Concept Scale and a demographic questionnaire, a serious 

degree of emotional disturbance was found in the pregnant 

group. Findings included a higher incidence of absent 

fathers, lower self-concept, poor family relationships, 

increased conflict, increased defensive posturing, and lower 

grade level. The pregnant group tended to be black and 

generally older than the nonpregnant group. All but one of 

the pregnant subjects intended to keep the baby, but the 

dynamics of the decision to keep the child tended to be a 

need for love, which produces poor mothering behaviors. 

Silverstein (197 8) attempted to differentiate pro- and 

anti-abortion group members on the Adjective Check List 

factors of origin and intelligence. Data were collected from 

46 members of a Right to Life group and 29 members of the 

National Organization of Women. The NOW women tended to 

cluster in masculine quadrants, indicating self-confidence, 

initiative, and drive with a range of sensitivity and an 

ability to respect other people's feelings. The Right to 

Life group clustered in both feminine quadrants indicating 

self-control, maturity, and sensitivity plus a range of 

assertiveness, social poise, and emotionality. 

Kane and Lachenbruch (197 3) compared a group of pregnant 

adolescents who elected to have abortions with a group of 

pregnant adolescents who elected to have their children but 
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were living in a home for unwed mothers. More of the 

adolescents in the unwed mother's home were judged to have 

character disorders, but this finding might have been due to 

a selection problem. 

Consequences of Pr.egnancy Decisions 

Williams (1979) has speculated that in situations where 

a child is relinquished for adoption or judicially freed 

from parental control after a parent-child relationship has 

been established, the birth parents experience bereavement. 

Birth parents also experience their decision to place a new-

born as a loss even though the child is an infant who has 

not been in their care. Recent research suggests that 

emotional attachment to a newborn begins during pregnancy 

when movements can be felt in utero. This is demonstrated by 

the fact that parents begin to attribute certain characteristics 

to the unborn child . The separation for placement constitutes 

a loss with all the attendant feelings. In the foster—care 

experience parents experience sadness, worry, emptiness, 

anger, bitterness, a sense of failure, and relief; it is 

assumed that the same range of feelings is evoked when 

children are relinquished for adoption. 

How people react to a woman's decision about her unplanned 

pregnancy may be a significant factor in that decision. Pope 

and Cunningham (1978) had a group of 70 college students view 

a videotape of a counseling session with a woman with a 

problem pregnancy. The subjects were divided into groups such 
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that each group heard different tapes. The tapes varied as 

to whether the woman was married or single, and whether she 

chose to have an abortion or to keep the baby. Subjects 

were asked to rate the woman on 15 bipolar adjective pairs 

as they saw her in the present and in the future. The 

results indicated that the married woman was seen in a more 

negative fashion than was the single woman with a problem 

pregnancy. The ratings for the future were more positive 

than the ratings for the present, with the future rated even 

more positively by the female subjects than by the male 

subjects. There was no effect due to the treatment of 

varying pregnancy outcome, that is, abortion versus delivery. 

Brown (1979) stated that the great majority of women 

who place children for adoption are teenagers. Although the 

availability of abortion has led to a drastic reduction in 

the number of women who bear children and place them for 

adoption; this alternative is still chosen by those for whom 

abortion is unacceptable or unfeasible. While the psycho-

logical sequelae of placing an infant for adoption have not 

been systematically studied, clinical impressions and 

spontaneous testimonials suggest that such women do not suffer 

gross psychiatric disability, but do experience prolonged 

unresolved guilt, sadness, and yearning for the "abandoned" 

child. 

Social Desirability and Behavioral qhoice 

A personality characteristic not specifically considered 

in the literature but which may be a general indication of 
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behavioral choice is social desirability. Marlowe and 

Crowne (1961) define social desirability as a need for 

social approval and acceptance and the belief that this can 

be attained by means of culturally acceptable and appropriate 

behaviors. A low need for social approval implies a degree 

of independence from cultural definitions of acceptable and 

appropriate behavior. Such a definition indicates that 

those individuals who score high on measures of social 

desirability show a general need for self-protection, 

avoidance of criticism, social conformity, and social approval. 

Those who choose unfavorable items are motivated by a need for 

attention, sympathy, or help in meeting personal problems 

(Anastasi, 1968). 

Growne and Marlowe (1960) devised a scale to measure 

social desirability. Their major objective was to arrive at 

a scale that: avoided the problems inherent in the social 

desirability scale of Edwards (1957) that shared many items 

with the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory and 

therefore correlated very highly with the MMPI. The authors 

selected their items from a population of behaviors which 

were culturally sanctioned and approved, but which were 

improbable of occurrence. The behaviors included as test 

items also carried no implications of pathology or deviancy 

whether they were responded to in a socially desirable or 

socially undesirable manner. The resulting scale did not 

correlate as highly with the MMPI as did the Edwards scale. 
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For 120 undergraduate students, the correlation between the 

Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale and the Edwards 

scale was .35. For the same 120 students, the mean score on 

the Marlowe-Crowne scale was 13.72 with a standard deviation 

of 5.78. 

Marlowe and Crowne (1961) compared social desirability 

with conformity behavior. In order to assess whether the two 

concepts varied in their ability to predict behavior, 

Marlowe and Crowne administered to 57 undergraduate students 

social desirability scales and a conformity scale. The 

authors concluded that there is clear theoretical support for 

viewing social desirability as a motivational construct, a 

need for social approval accompanied by a belief or expectancy 

that this need can be satisfied by engaging in culturally 

and situationally sanctioned behaviors. The two concepts 

were differentiated in their study in that social approval 

was used as a motivational variable while conformity referred 

to a class of behaviors. 

Among 119 undergraduate students, Katkin (1966) found 

differences in responses obtained from the male and female 

subjects on the Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale. 

Similar differences were obtained when the original data 

from Crowne and Marlowe (1960) were reanalyzed. More signi-

ficant correlations between the Marlowe-Crowne Social 

Desirability Scale and the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality 

Inventory were obtained for females than for males. It was 
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concluded that socially desirable responses are more strongly 

reinforced for female than for male undergraduates and that 

the admission of undesirable responses would be associated 

with signs of social deviance. 

In a series of studies, Breger (1966) found a strong 

inverse relationship between social desirability and insight-

fulness. This, along with a positive correlation between 

social desirability and covert hostility, was concluded to 

support the interpretation of social desirability as a 

measure of repressive ego defensiveness. 

Attitudes and Behavior 

In his early formulation, Allport (1935) defines an 

attitude as a mental or neural state of readiness which is 

organized through experience and exerts a directive or 

dynamic influence upon the individual's response to all 

objects and situations with which it is related. In other 

words, an attitude can be seen as a learned readiness to 

respond in a certain way to a set of variables. Attitudes 

are thus not seen as behavior, but as the precondition of 

behavior. The behavior which is provoked is characterized as 

directional, that is favorable or unfavorable, positive or 

negative. 

Fishbein and Ajzen (1975) hold that an attitude is a 

learned predisposition to respond in a consistently favorable 

or unfavorable manner with respect to a given object. This 

definition agrees with Allport1s (1935) definition on several 
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points. Specifically, these points are that attitudes are 

learned, that they predispose behavior, and that the resulting 

behavior is either favorable or unfavorable towards an 

object* Therefore, attitudes are differentiated from 

thoughts, beliefs, and feelings in that attitudes predispose 

behavior. Thoughts and beliefs do not necessarily imply the 

evaluative component of attitudes. Thus, while the evalua-

tive component is present in feelings, a predisposition to 

behavior is not present. 

Attitudes have been measured in various ways. The most 

common and cost-efficient method of attitude measurement has 

been the self-report inventory, with Leikert's (1932) summated 

ratings scales being incorporated into many studies. 

Leikert's inventory includes items in which subjects are 

asked to indicate their degree of agreement or disagreement 

with the item. Numerical values are assigned to each of the 

various degrees of agreement and disagreement. An item 

analysis is then conducted to exclude items which do not 

address the attitude under evaluation. (However, this item-

analysis portion of Leikert's method is not routinely 

included in attitude measurement studies, especially if the 

study is exploratory in nature (Keisler, Collins, & Miller, 

1969).) Thus, any scale that includes items which require a 

response in terms of agreement and disagreement is referred 

to as a Leikert-style attitude scale. 
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The literature has assumed that because attitudes pre-

dispose behavior and therefore that attitudes also predict 

behavior. However, as Wicker (1969, 1971) points out, most 

studies of the correspondence between attitudes and behaviors 

account for less than ten percent of the variance in the 

measured behaviors. This assertion led Ajzen and Fishbein 

(1977) to examine the correspondence between attitude and 

behaviors in terms of four elements of correspondence. They 

judged correspondence as to the action performed, the target 

of the action, the context of the action, and the time at 

which the action was performed. They speculated that as the 

correspondence between attitudes and behaviors among these 

four elements increased, so would the correlation between 

attitudes and behaviors increase. Indeed, when studies were 

categorized into groups of high and low correspondence, their 

speculations were borne out by the empirical data. That is, 

among studies with high correspondence, significant correla-

tions between attitudes and behaviors were found. Among 

studies with low correspondence, nonsignificant correlations 

were found. Thus, under circumstances of high correspondence, 

attitudes did predict behavior. 

A clearer conceptual understanding of the prediction of 

behavior from attitudes was proposed by Ajzen and Fishbein 

(1980). In their theory, behavioral intentions were 

described as the immediate antecedents of behavior. These 

intentions were in turn seen as determined by two factors, 
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attitudes and subjective norms. Attitudes were based upon 

beliefs that a given behavior would lead to a certain outcome 

and to a subsequent affective evaluation of the outcome. 

Subjective norms were beliefs about what important other 

people think the person should do and the person's motivation 

to comply with these beliefs. Thus, knowledge of behavioral 

intentions was predictive of behavior and knowledge of 

attitudes and subjective norms was the basis for understanding 

why the behavior occurred. Thus, an accurate prediction of a 

given person's behavior remains a function of the correspon-

dences between attitude and behavior, subjective norm and 

behavior, and behavioral intention and behavior. 

Purpose of Study 

The purpose of this exploratory study is to examine 

whether a relationship exists between demographic and 

personality variables and attitudes toward pregnancy-resolu-

tion. More specifically, this study examines attitudinal 

correlates toward three forms of pregnancy-resolution: 

abortion, placement for adoption, and keeping the baby. No 

attempts are: made to test a priori hypotheses in this study. 

Method 

Subjects 

Participants consisted of 146 female students enrolled 

in undergraduate psychology courses. Subjects ranged in age 

from 17 to 49 years, with a mean age of 22.03 years and a 

median age of 19.90 years. The educational levels of 
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participants were 51 freshmen, 49 sophomores, 21 juniors, 

12 seniors, and one graduate student. 

The vast majority (n = 120) of the subjects were single, 

with 22 being married and two being divorced. 

The racial composition of this sample included 118 

whites, 21 blacks, two Chicanos, two native Americans, and 

two Orientals. 

Participants included 37 Roman Catholics, 27 Baptists, 

20 Methodists, 13 "Christians," and 32 "other." Eight 

subjects attended church services more than once a week; 50 

attended services once a week, 23 attended twice a month, 

and eight attended once a month. 

Measures 

All participants were administered four inventories. 

These inventories have been described in the following 

paragraphs. 

Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale. This scale 

was developed by Crowne and Marlowe (I960). The M-C SDS 

consisted of 33 items. Each item was in the form of a 

statement that subjects responded to as being either true or 

false as it pertained to them personally. Eighteen of the 

items, which were culturally acceptable but probably not 

true, were keyed in the true direction. The remaining 

15 items, which were true but undesirable, were keyed in the 

false direction. One point was scored for each keyed item 

resulting in a possible range of scores from zero to 33, with 
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higher scores indicating higher social desirability (see 

Appendix A) . 

Marlowe and Crowne (1961) reported the results of 

administering the M-C SDS to 120 undergraduates. The 

obtained mean score was 13.72 (s.d. 5.78). This compared 

favorably with data presented by Robinson and Shaver (1969) 

where, among 1,400 undergraduates, the mean score for males 

was 15.10 (s.d. = 5.6) and females was 16.80 (s.d. = 5.50). 

Test-retest reliability was .88 for a sample of 57 under-

graduates over a one-month interval. The internal consistency 

coefficient was .88. 

Crowne and Marlowe (1964) reviewed the experimental 

results that attest to the validity of the M-G SDS. They 

found that people who score high on the M-C SDS show a 

greater susceptibility to social influences by their favorable 

attitudes toward a dull and boring task, greater verbal 

conditionability, tendency to give popular word associations, 

setting cautious goals in a risk-taking situation, and 

susceptibility to persuasion. 

Edwards (1957), Crowne and Marlowe (1964), and 

Frederiksen (1965) argue for the concept of an unconscious 

tendency on the part of subjects to respond to self-report 

inventories in a way that conforms to socially-appropriate 

standards. Although controversial, the resulting inventory 

of social desirability is thought to measure an individual 

subject's tendency to respond in a socially-desirable 
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fashion. An individual who scores high on the social 

desirability scale is thought to have greater needs for self-

protection, avoidance of criticism, social conformity, and 

social approval. Individuals who choose socially undesirable 

responses are thought to be motivated by a need for attention, 

sympathy, or help in meeting personal problems (Crowne & 

Marlowe, 1964). 

Social desirability has also been found to be a motivating 

variable (Crowne & Marlowe, 1961). In this context the measure 

of a response's social desirability is taken as more than 

just a means of ruling out a response set bias in test 

validation. It can also be used as an index of the individual's 

need for social approval and social acceptance obtained 

through appropriate behaviors. Conversely, cultural indepen-

dence is manifested by a low need for social approval. 

In this study, the M-C SDS was used as a measure of the 

need for social approval. Social approval was then seen as 

an indirect measure of the subjective norm (Ajzen & Fishbein, 

1980). In other words, the need for social approval was 

determined by a respondent's willingness to do what signifi-

cant others think the respondent should do. 

Intrinsic-Extrinsic Religious Orientation. The 

Intrinsic-Extrinsic Religious Orientation scale Was developed 

by Feagin (1964) and Allport and Ross (1967). There are two 

forms of the scale that are identidal except for the inclusion 

of one extra item as reported by Feagin (1964). Therefore, 
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the scale consists of either 20 or 21 items, with both forms 

being essentially equivalent (Robinson Si Shaver, 1969). 

The scale is comprised of statements that subjects respond to 

in a forced-choice format indicating their agreement or 

disagreement with the item. A score of either four or five 

is given to responses indicating the extrinsic orientation 

while a score of either one or two is given to responses 

indicating the intrinsic orientation. A score of three is 

given to omitted responses. The scale yields a total score, 

as well as the more meaningful scores for the intrinsic and 

extrinsic subscales (see Appendix B). 

However, the scoring system used in this study is that 

advocated by Feagin (1964) and Hood (1971). Both writers 

recommend that this scale be scored in such a manner that two 

subscales are derived, an Intrinsic subscale and an Extrinsic 

subscale. Feagin (1964) factor analyzed the entire scale and 

obtained two factors. The first factor measured the acceptance 

of an intrinsic, or devout, religious orientation while the 

second factor measured the acceptance of an extrinsic, or 

utilitarian, religious orientation. By dropping items that 

did not load highly on either factor, the revised scoring 

consisted of six items for each subscale. The six items 

included in the Intrinsic subscale were 2, 8, 9, 13, 18, and 

20. The six items included in the Extrinsic subscale were 

1, 3, 4, 5, 11, and 21. From a sample of 286 subjects, the 

items on the intrinsic factor had a mean score of 8.20 
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(s.d. = 8.13) and the items on the extrinsic factor had a 

mean score of 16.91 (s.d. = 6.00). 

The data in support of the reliability of the scale 

exist in the form of item—to^scale correlation coefficients. 

Feagin (1964) reports coefficients ranging from .22 to .54 

when items are compared to the entire scale. These coefficients 

increase up to .71 when items are compared to the Intrinsic 

and Extrinsic subscales. The validity of the scale has been 

demonstrated by Feagin (1964) and Allport (1967) in that 

subjects with an extrinsic orientation are consistently more 

racially prejudiced than are those subjects with an intrinsic 

orientation, as predicted by Allport's (1954) theory of 

prejudice. Robinson and Shaver (1969) state that the 

construct validity of the scale has been demonstrated 

consistently. 

In studies correlating religiosity with racial prejudice 

Feagin (1964) and Allport and Ross (1967) found it useful to 

designate two types of religious belief from extrinsic 

religious belief. The intrinsic orientation could thus be 

defined as a tendency to be more devout and more mystical. 

For these intrinsic believers, religion could be seen as a 

part of their personality; they lived for their religion. 

The extrinsic believer used religion as a tool with a strong 

external function. Such a belief was protective and provided 

a sense of status and security. In their studies, both 

Feagin (1964) and Allport and Ross (1967) found that while 
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both orientations to religion were correlated negatively with 

racial prejudice, the intrinsic believers were significantly 

less racially prejudiced than the extrinsic believers (see 

Appendix C) . 

Demographic Questionnaire. A questionnaire especially 

designed for this study was also administered to all parti-

cipants. This inventory included questions regarding 

participants* age, marital status, socioeconomic status, and 

educational level. In addition, questions were included which 

assessed the stability and intactness of the family as well 

as the amount and type of support received during the times 

of stress which had occurred previously and those expected in 

the future. In order to obtain data pertaining to the 

subject's emotional support system, several ratings were 

given. Each subject was asked to rate several significant 

others as to the amount of support received from each during 

times of stress, discomfort, or uncertainty. Two ratings 

were made for each support figure; one for support received 

in the past and one for support expected in the future. Each 

person was rated on a one-to-five point scale ranging from 

"very much" to "none." This questionnaire concluded with 15 

questions concerning the subject's personal attitudes toward 

abortion, adoption, or keeping the baby as a means of 

pregnancy-resolution. Participants were asked to rate their 

attitudes using a six-point, Leikert-style scale, without an 

item analysis, ranging from "strongly agree" to "strongly 

disagree" (see Appendix C). 
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Pregnancy-Resolution Questionnaire. The Pregnancy-

Resolution Questionnaire was devised by the author and 

designed to assess the subject's behavioral intention towards 

various means of pregnancy-resolution of a hypothetical 

unwanted, unplanned pregnancy. Three forms of pregnancy-

resolution were offered: abortion, adoption, and raising 

the child. The subjects were instructed to respond as if 

they were pregnant and as if this hypothetical pregnancy was 

neither planned nor wanted. Subjects rated their degree of 

agreement or disagreement with the three forms of pregnancy-

resolution on a Liekert-style scale (see Appendix D). 

Procedure 

Potential female subjects were recruited from under-

graduate psychology courses at two midwestern state 

universities. 

Participants who volunteered to take part in this study 

were administered the inventories in groups of approximately 

20 subjects per session. Prior to filling out the inventories, 

a standardized statement was read which informed subjects as 

to the nature of the tasks required of them, the approximate 

length of time required to complete all tasks, and their 

prerogative to withdraw from the tasks at any time (see 

Appendix E). Following the recitation of this statement and 

the answering any questions, all subjects were asked to sign 

a standard human subjects' informed consent form (see 

Appendix F). 
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Next, all subjects were provided a packet of question-

naries. Each packet contained the demographic questionnaire, 

Pregnancy-Resolution Questionnaire, Marlowe-Crowne Social 

Desirability Scale (titled "Personal Reaction Inventory" as 

suggested by Crowne and Marlowe (I960) to prevent establishing 

a confounding response set), and the Intrinsic-Extrinsic 

Religious Orientation Scale (titled "Inquiry Concerning 

Social and Religious Views" as suggested by Feagin, 1964). 

The order in which questionnaires appeared in any one packet 

was randomized. 

Results 

Data Analysis 

In order to assess whether demographic and personality 

variables were individually related to the behavioral inten-

tion indicated on the Pregnancy-Resolution Questionnaire, a 

series of chi-squares were computed. These results were 

summarized in Table 1. 

For the purposes of statistical analyses and ease of 

interpretation, responses to the 15 attitude items were also 

dichotomized into agree and disagree categories. The 

statistics presented in each table are subjects' responses 

prior to the data's being collapsed. 

The second method used in this study was to examine all 

personality and demographic variables simultaneously. This 

analysis consisted of three separate step-wise discriminant 

analyses. The discriminant analysis served two purposes. 
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First, it provided weighted linear combinations of the 

discriminating personality and demographic variables which 

best separated groups. Thus, for this study, the discriminant 

function partitioned levels of agreement and disagreement 

with the pregnancy-resolution alternatives. Secondly, this 

statistical technique permitted classification of each 

subject, utilizing the obtained weighted linear combinations 

or discriminant functions. Comparisons of the classification 

results with how the subject actually responded to the 

pregnancy-resolution alternatives yielded the percentage of 

subjects that were correctly classified with only knowledge 

of their responses on the personality and demographic 

variables (Nie, Hull, & Jenkins, 1975; Tatsuoka, 1970). 

Demographic Correlates of Type of Pregnancy-Resolution 

Several significant chi square values were found and 

these results have been summarized. 

Church membership was found to relate to a woman's 

preferences for resolving a pregnancy. More precisely, it 

was found that church members tended not to endorse the 
*) 

abort alternative, whereas nonmembers did (X [25] = 45.23, 

£ < .05). Further, it was found that those subjects who 

attended church services frequently objected to the abort 

alternative while infrequent attenders tended to endorse it. 
2 

(X [20] = 46.39, £ < .05.) The reverse was true in the 

relationship between church attendance and the keep alter-
2 

native (X [20] = 31.00, £ < .05). That is, frequent 
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attenders endorsed the keep alternative while infrequent 

attenders disagreed with it. No relationship was found 

between church membership and other pregnancy-resolution 

preferences. 

Marital status was also found to be related to pregnancy-

resolution preferences. More specifically, the results 

indicated that single subjects were more likely to endorse 

the adopt alternative than other subjects (X2 [10] = 20.31, 

£ < .05). 

There were 101 subjects who reported sexual activity. 

These participants were more likely to endorse the abort 

alternative than those who reported no sexual activity 

2 

(X [10] = 19.29, £ < .05). It was also found that individuals 

who were using a contraceptive were more likly to endorse 

the abort alternative than participants who did not use 
2 

contraceptives (X [5] = 19.12, £ < .05). 

Table 1 

Tabulation of Frequency of Subject's Responses to 
Demographic Correlates of Pregnancy Resolution 

Tabulation of Subject's Religious Preferences 
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agree 
disagree 

16 
20 

9 
10 

9 
17 

7 
6 

17 
13 

12 
3 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

10 
25 

4 
15 

7 
19 

3 
10 

7 
24 

1 
13 
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Table 1—Continued 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

18 
17 

11 
8 

18 
8 

7 
6 

19 
12 

6 
8 

Tabulation of Subject's Frequency of Attendance at Church 
Services 

Abort (p < 

Less than 
Less than Once Twice a Once a once 

agree 
disagree 

1 
7 

13 11 
35 11 

5 
3 

41 
13 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

1 
7 

14 7 
33 15 

2 
6 

8 
44 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

6 
2 

33 13 
14 9 

4 
4 

22 
30 

Tabulation of Subject's Marital Status 

Abort Single Married Divorced 
agree 
disagree 

60 
57 

10 
12 

1 
1 

Adopt (p < .05) 
agree 
disagree 

31 
83 

1 
21 

6 
2 

Keep 

disagree 52 
16 
6 

1 
1 

Tabulation of Subject's Frequency of Intercourse 

Abort (p < .05) Never Rarely Frequently 
agree 
disagree 

13 
27 

23 
12 

37 
29 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

13 
26 

8 
27 

11 
54 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

28 
11 

14 
21 

37 
28 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subject's Frequency of Attendance at Church 
Services 

Less than 
Abort* 

Once Twice a Once a 
month 

Less 
than once 

agree 1 13 11 5 41 
disagree 7 35 11 3 13 

Adopt 
agree 1 14 7 2 8 
disagree 7 33 15 6 44 

Keep 
agree 6 33 13 4 22 
disagree 2 14 9 4 30 

Tabulation of Subject's Marital Status 

Abort Single Married Divorced 
agree 60 10 1 
disagree 57 12 1 

Adopt* 
agree 31 1 0 
disagree 83 21 2 

Keep 
agree 62 16 1 
disagree 52 6 1 

Tabulation of Subject 's Frequency of Intercourse 

Abort* Never Rarely Frequently 
agree 13 23 

+ akm 

37 
disagree 27 12 29 

Adopt 
agree 13 8 11 
disagree 26 27 54 

Keep 
agree 28 14 37 
disagree 11 21 28 

*£ < .05 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subject's Involvement in a Longlasting 
Relationship with Routine Intercourse 

Abort Yes No 
agree 34 39 
disagree 28 41 

Adopt 
agree 10 23 
disagree 52 55 

Keep 
agree 33 47 
disagree 29 31 

Tabulation of Subject's Use of Contrac 

Abort* Yes No 
agree 44 29 
disagree 22 47 

Adopt 
agree 11 22 
disagree 54 53 

Keep 
agree 33 47 
disagree 32 28 

Tabulation of Subjects with Previous I 

Abort Yes No 
agree 20 53 
disagree 15 45 

Adopt 
agree 5 28 
disagree 29 78 

Keep 
agree 21 59 
disagree 13 47 

*£ < .05 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subjects with Children 

Abort Yes No 
agree 10 63 
disagree 8 62 

Adopt 
agree 2 31 
disagree 16 91 

Keep 
agree 13 67 
disagree 5 55 

Tabulation of Subjects with Previous 1 

Abort* Yes No 
agree 10 63 
disagree 5 65 

Adopt 
agree 3 30 
disagree 11 96 

Keep 
agree 7 73 
disagree 7 53 

Tabulation of Subjects with. Previous P. 

Abort Yes No 
agree 0 73 
disagree 1 69 

Adopt 
agree 0 33 
disagree 1 106 

Keep 
agree 1 79 
disagree 0 60 

*£ < .05 



44 

Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subjects with Knowledge of Peer's Abortion 

Abort Yes No 
agree 54 19 
disagree 41 29 

Adopt 
agree 17 16 
disagree 76 31 

Keep 
agree 49 31 
disagree 44 16 

Tabulation of Subjects with Knowledge 

Abort Yes No 
agree 11 62 
disagree 17 53 

Adopt 
agree 6 27 
disagree 22 85 

Keep 
agree 18 62 
disagree 10 50 

Tabulation 
Baby 

of Subjects with Knowledge 

Abort Yes No 
agree 41 32 
disagree 50 20 

Adopt 
agree 22 11 
disagree 68 39 

Keep 
agree 57 23 
disagree 33 27 
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Table l--Continued 

Tabulation of Subjects Whom Lived at Home During Their 
Childhood 

Abort Yes No 
agree 71 2 
disagree 69 1 

Adopt 
agree 32 1 
disagree 105 2 

Keep 
agree 79 1 
disagree 58 2 

Tabulation of Marital Status of Subject's Parents 

Abort Married Divorced Widowed 
agree 54 12 4 
disagree 51 9 7 

Adopt 
agree 24 5 4 
disagree 78 16 7 

Keep 
agree 58 9 8 
disagree 44 12 3 

Tabulation of Economic Status of Subject's Parents 

Abort 
less than 20-30K/ 30-45K/ 

Abort 20K/year year year 
agree 0 3 7 
disagree 3 6 11 

Adopt 
agree 0 6 5 
disagree 3 3 13 

Keep 
agree 3 4 10 
disagree 0 5 8 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Economic Status of Subject's Parents (cont'd) 

Abort 
45-60K/ 60-70K/ more than 7 OK/ 

agree 
disagree 

8 
3 

4 
1 

j — -

6 
4 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

3 
8 

1 
4 

0 
10 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

6 
5 

1 
4 

5 
5 

Tabulation of Age of Subject's Parents 

Abort under 30 30-40 40-50 50-60 over 6 0 
agree 
disagree 

0 
0 

3 
1 

34 
29 

22 
22 

13 
18 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

0 
0 

1 
4 

13 
49 

13 
30 

6 
24 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

0 
0 

1 
4 

34 
28 

25 
18 

20 
10 

Tabulation of Subject's Political Orientations 
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agree 
disagree 

7 
2 

24 
13 

25 
27 

17 
26 

0 
2 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

1 
7 

11 
25 

12 
39 

8 
35 

1 
1 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

5 
3 

16 
20 

30 
21 

27 
16 

2 
0 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subject's Birth Order 

Abort 
Only-
Child 

Oldest 
Child 

Youngest 
Child 

Middle 
Child 

agree 
disagree 

2 
2 

22 
15 

23 
23 

26 
30 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

0 
4 

7 
30 

11 
32 

15 
41 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

3 
1 

19 
18 

25 
18 

33 
23 

Tabulation of Subject's Racial Background 

Abort Black 
Native 

Chicano American Oriental White 
agree 
disagree 

6 
14 

0 
2 

0 
2 

2 
0 

64 
52 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

4 
16 

0 
1 

0 
2 

0 
2 

28 
86 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

17 
3 

1 
0 

2 
0 

0 
2 

60 
54 

Tabulation of Subject's Age 

Abort 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 
agree 
disagree 

1 
0 

6 
7 

23 17 5 
22 12 12 

3 
4 

2 
1 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

0 
1 

4 
9 

12 7 5 
31 22 11 

2 
5 

0 
3 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

0 
1 

7 
6 

22 14 10 
21 15 6 

6 
1 

2 
1 
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Table 1—Continued 

Tabulation of Subject's Age (cont'd) 

Abort 24 25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-49 
agree 
disagree 

3 
1 

1 

0 

3 
4 

5 
4 

1 

1 

2 
2 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

0 

4 
1 

0 

0 

8 
2 
6 

1 

1 

0 

4 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

3 
1 

0 

1 

5 
2 

5 
3 

1 

1 

3 
1 

Tabulation of Subject's Employment 
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agree 
disagree 

9 
4 

13 
9 

5 
5 

3 
6 

5 
6 

34 
37 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

2 
11 

8 
13 

1 

8 
1 

8 
3 
8 

16 
54 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

7 
6 

8 
13 

4 
5 

7 
2 

8 
3 

43 
27 

Social Support and Pregnancy Resolution Preferences 

In general, individuals who indicated that they expected 

to receive support from their mothers in the future were 

more likely to endorse the abort alternative than those who 

did not expect to receive support (X2[20] = 32.04, £ < .05). 

On the other hand, those individuals who indicated that they 

had received support from their mothers in the past were 
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more likely to endorse the keep alternative (X2 [15] = 24.91, 

£ < .05). In contrast, greater indicated support from 

fathers in the past was related to endorsement of the adopt 

alternative (X [20] = 39.87, p < .05). Expected future 

support from the father was not related to pregnancy—resolution 

preferences. Interestingly, however, no relationship was 

found between perceived support from close friends and preg-

nancy—resolution preferences. The abort alternative was 

endorsed among those subjects who reported lesser amounts of 

expected support from siblings (X2 [20] = 35.60, £ < .05) 

although no relationship was found between past support from 

siblings and pregnancy-resolution preferences. Past support 

and expected support from boyfriends was not found to be 

related to pregnancy-resolution preferences. Likewise, past 

support and expected support from other family members were 

not related to pregnancy-resolution preferences. 

The 15 attitude items were the source of several rela-

tionships (see Table 2). item one, "I am personally in 

favor of having an abortion," was related to both the abort 
2 

(X [25] = 239.03, £ < .05) and the keep (X2 [25] = 89.87, 

£ < .05) alternatives. An inverse relationship was found 

between item one and the keep alternative. That is, agree-

ment with item one was associated with a desire not to keep 

the child and disagreement with item one was associated with 

agreement with a preference to keep the child. Similar 

relationships were obtained between item four, "I feel that 
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it is all right for others to have an abortion," and the 

abort (X2 [25] = 120.11, £ < .05) and keep alternatives 

2 

^ [25] = 49.14, jd < •OS) . That is, a positive relationship 

was found between item four and the abort alternative, while 

an inverse relationship was found between item, four and the 

keep alternative. 

There was a positive relationship between item two, "I 

am personally in favor of placing a baby for adoption," and 

the adopt alternative ()( [25] = 88.96, |> < .05). An inverse 

relationship existed between the keep alternative and item 
2 

^wo [25] = 5 3.96, p < »05) „ as well as between the keep 

alternative and item five (X2 [25] = 39.39, £ < .05). Item 

five, "I feel that it is all right for others to place their 

baby for adoption," was additionally positively related to 

the abort alternative (X2 [25] = 46.39, £ < .05). 

Item three, "I am personally in favor of keeping and 

raising a baby," was relat€;d to all three pregnancy—resolu-

tion alternatives. This item related positively with the 

keep-the-chiId alternative (X2 [25] = 136.65, £ < .05), but 

inversely with both the abortion (X2 [25] = 55.15, £ < .05) 

and adopt (X2 [25] = 76.57, £ < .05) alternatives. Item six, 

"I feel that it is all right for others to keep and raise 

their baby," was not related to any of the three alternatives. 

Opposing results were found for item seven, "I want to 

have children of my own someday." Individuals who preferred 

the abortion alternatives were less likely to indicate that 
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they would like to have children eventually (X2[25] = 43.05, 

£ < .05), while those participants who indicated they would 

keep children resulting from an unwanted pregnancy stated 

they would like to have children (X2[25] = 46.84, £ < .05). 

The abort alternative was related positively with item 

eight (X [25] = 106.26, £ < .05), "I feel that an abortion 

should be freely available to anyone desiring an abortion," 

and inversely related {X2[25] = 68.92, £ < .05) to item £ 

nine, "I feel that abortion should not be legal'.? The 

reverse was true of the keep alternative where there was an 

inverse relationship with item eight (X2[25] = 49.60, 

£ < .05) and a positive relationship with item nine 
2 

(X [25] = 56.65, £ < .05). Item nine was additionally 

inversely related with the adopt alternative (X2[25] = 37.76, 

£ < .05) . 

There was a positive relationship between item ten, "I 

would seriously consider adopting a child;',' and the keep 

alternative (X [25] =48.18, £ < .05). The abort alternative 

was inversely related (X2[25] = 40.34, £ < .05) to item 

thirteen, "A good mother assumes the largest share of the 

care of her child," and related positively (X2[25] = 37.77, 

£ < .05) to item fifteen, "I support the Equal Rights Amend-

ment'. ? 

Items eleven, "I would seriously consider adopting a 

child only if I could not have children of my own;" twelve, 

"Adopted children face a life long stigma against them that 
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is unfair and cruel," and fourteen, "Giving birth proves 

that one is a sexually mature woman," were not related to 

any of the three pregnancy resolution alternatives. 

Table 2 

Tabulation of Frequency of Subject's Responses to 
Personality Correlates of Pregnancy Resolution 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from the Mother 

Abort* Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 29 16 22 6 0 
disagree 47 12 10 1 0 

Adopt 
agree 16 7 10 0 0 
disagree 58 20 22 7 0 

Keep* 
agree 52 10 13 5 0 
disagree 22 17 19 2 0 

Tabulation of Future Support Expected from the Mother 

Abort* Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 39 15 9 5 2 
disagree 51 13 4 0 1 

Adopt 
agree 20 7 5 0 1 
disagree 67 21 8 5 2 

Keep 
agree 54 13 4 3 3 
disagree 33 15 9 2 0 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from the Father 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 18 20 18 13 3 
disagree 21 14 18 6 8 

Adopt* 
agree 6 14 6 3 3 
disagree 31 20 29 16 8 

Keep 
agree 23 14 23 10 6 
disagree 14 20 12 9 5 

Tabulation of Future Support Expected from the Father 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 26 16 18 4 5 
disagree 29 15 12 3 7 

Adopt 
agree 13 9 5 1 4 
disagree 40 21 25 6 8 

Keep 
agree 29 17 18 2 8 
disagree 24 13 16 5 4 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from Siblings 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 7 14 26 10 10 
disagree 16 15 17 13 4 

Adopt 
agree 5 9 11 3 3 
disagree 18 20 32 20 9 

Keep 
agree 16 17 23 14 4 
disagree 7 12 20 9 8 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Future Support Expected from Siblings 

Very Much Abort* Much Some Little None 
agree 15 14 23 7 9 
disagree 23 18 12 8 4 

Adopt 
agree 11 8 6 4 3 
disagree 27 24 29 11 8 

Keep 
agree 25 19 16 8 6 
disagree 13 13 19 7 5 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from Boyfriends 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 19 16 20 9 7 
disagree 21 10 18 9 7 

Abort 
agree 3 8 10 5 6 
disagree 35 18 28 13 7 

Keep 
agree 24 12 21 9 8 
disagree 14 14 17 9 5 

Tabulation of Future Support Expected from Boyfriends 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 26 20 10 4 9 
disagree 30 15 7 5 5 

Adopt 
agree 10 10 6 4 2 
disagree 45 25 11 5 11 

Keep 
agree 33 13 9 5 10 
disagree 22 22 8 4 3 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from Close Friends 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 30 23 15 3 0 
disagree 29 28 12 1 0 

Adopt 
agree 12 12 7 2 0 
disagree 46 38 19 2 0 

Keep 
agree 34 26 16 3 0 
disagree 24 24 10 1 0 

Tabulation of Future Support Expected from Close Friends 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 36 23 7 1 4 
disagree 28 27 11 3 0 

Adopt 
agree 13 14 4 0 2 
disagree 49 35 14 4 2 

Keep 
agree 33 27 12 4 2 
disagree 29 22 6 0 2 

Tabulation of Past Support Received from Other Family 
Members 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 8 16 20 4 20 
disagree 15 14 16 9 10 

Adopt 
agree 6 7 10 2 5 
disagree 17 21 26 11 24 

Keep 
agree 16 15 20 9 15 
disagree 7 13 16 4 14 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation 
Members 

of Future Support Expected from Other Family 

Abort Very Much Much Some Little None 
agree 
disagree 

17 
15 

15 
18 

19 
15 

3 
8 

14 
7 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

10 
22 

6 
25 

8 
26 

3 
8 

3 
17 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

21 
11 

19 
12 

16 
18 

7 
4 

11 
9 

Tabulation 
abortion". 

of Item 1 "I am personally in favor of having an 

Abort* 
agree 
disagree 

65 
11 

8 
59 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

16 
57 

17 
50 

Keep* 
agree 
disagree 

24 
49 

56 
11 

Tabulation of Item 2 
baby for adoption". 

"I am personally in favor of placing a 

Abort Agree Disaqree 
agree 
disagree 

42 
31 

31 
39 

Adopt* 
agree 
disagree 

28 
43 

5 
64 

Keep* 
agree 
disagree 

32 
39 

48 
21 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Item 3 
and raising a baby". 

"I am personally in favor of keeping 

Abort* Agree Disagree 
agree 
disagree 

39 
62 

33 
8 

Adopt* 
agree 
disagree 

16 
84 

16 
23 

Keep* 
agree 
disagree 

74 
26 

6 
33 

Tabulation 
to have an 

of Item 4 
abortion". 

"I feel that it is all right for others 

Abort* Agree Disagree 
agree 
disagree 

69 
15 

4 
44 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

22 
69 

11 
37 

Keep* 
agree 39 40 
disagree 52 8 

Tabulation of Item 5 "I feel that it is all right for others 
to place their baby for adoption". 

Abort' Agree Disagree 
agree 66 7 
disagree 53 17 

Adopt 
agree 32 2~ 
disagree 85 22 

Keepj 

agree 81 ~~ 19" 
disagree 55 5 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Item 6 "I feeil that it is all right for others 
to keep and raise their baby". 

all right for others 

Abort* Agree Disagree 
agree 63 7 
disagree 63 6 

Adopt 
agree 29 4 
disagree 97 9 

Keep 
agree 74 5 
disagree 52 8 

Tabulation of Item 7 "I want to have children of my own 
someday". 

Abort* Acrree ni cam 
agree 
disagree 

60 
65 

10 
4 

Adopt* 
agree 
disagree 

28 
95 

5 
8 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

75 
48 

3 
10 

Tabulation of Item 
freely available to 

8 "I feel that an 
anyone desiring 

abortion should be 
an abortion". 

Abort* Agree Disaqree 
agree 
disagree 

64 
31 

9 
39 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

21 
71 

12 
36 

Keep* 
agree 
disagree 

44 
48 

36 
12 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Item 9 
legal". 

"I feel that abortion should not be 

Abort* Agree Disagree 
agree 
disagree 

5 
28 

68 
42 

Adopt* 
agree 
disagree 

8 
25 

25 
82 

Keep* 
27 53" 

disagree 6 54 

Tabulation of Item 10 "I would seriously consider adopting a 
child". 

Abort Aaree n-; 
agree 
disagree 

52 
58 

^ JL. W 

18 
12 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

22 
85 

10 
20 

Keep* 
agree 
disagree 

68 
38 

11 
19 

Tabulation 
child only 

of 
if 

Item 11 "I would seriously consider 
I could not have children of my own" 

adopting a • 

Abort Agree Disagree 
agree 
disagree 

43 
45 

30 
25 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

16 
70 

17 
37 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

50 
26 

30 
24 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Item 12 "Adopted children face a life long 
stigma against them that is unfair and cruel". 

Abort Aaree nioar 
agree 
disagree 

14 
16 

M V t ' y J L W V** 

59 
54 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

7 
23 

26 
84 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

17 
13 

63 
47 

Tabulation of Item 13 "A 
share of the care of her 

good mother assumes 
child". 

the largest 

Abort* Agree Disagree 
agree 
disagree 

41 
44 

32 
26 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

16 
68 

17 
39 

Keep 
agree 48 32" 
disagree 36 24 

Tabulation of Item 14 "Giving birth proves that one is a 
sexually mature woman". 

Abort Aaree n-i cam 
agree 
disagree 

3 
9 

u j . V - V — 

70 
61 

Adopt 
agree 
disagree 

4 
8 

29 
99 

Keep 
agree 
disagree 

9 
3 

71 
57 

*£ < .05 
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Table 2—Continued 

Tabulation of Item 15 "I support the Equal Rights Amendment". 

Abort* AcrreA nH — 
agree 55 18 
disagree 34 23 

Adopt 
agree 16 16 
disagree 70 35 

Keep 

33 

disagree 42 18 

*£ < .05 

Social Desirability and Pregnancy Resolution 

The 146 subjects in this study obtained a mean score of 

14*51 (s.d. = 5.74) on the M-C SDS. No relationship was 

found between social desirability and preferences toward 

resolving a pregnancy. 

Table 3 

Tabulation of Subject's Scores on the 
Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale 

Abort 0-5 1-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 
agree 6 18 22 TI 15 I — 
disagree 1 17 21 19 10 2 

Adopt 
agree 1 8 13 7 4 o" 
disagree 6 26 30 22 20 3 

Keep 
agree 7 17 21 19 13 3" 
disagree 0 17 22 10 11 o 
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Table 4 

Tabulation of Subject's Scores on the Intrinsic-
Extrinsic Religious Orientation Scale 

Tabulation of Intrinsic Subscale Scores 

Abort 0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 
agree 0 4 18 20 15 16 
disagree 0 16 35 11 5 2 

Adopt 
agree 0 5 11 10 5 2 
disagree 0 15 41 21 14 15 

Keep 
agree 0 16 34 16 8 5 
disagree 0 4 18 15 11 12 

Tabulation of Extrinsic Subscale Scores 

Abort 0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 
agree 0 3 18 33 14 5 
disagree 0 2 18 28 12 9 

Adopt 
agree 0 0 12 13 6 2 
disagree 0 5 24 47 18 12 

Keep 
agree 0 3 22 34 12 8 
disagree 0 2 14 26 12 6 

Intrinsic-Extrinsic Religious Orientation Scale and 

Pregnancy Resolution Preferences 

The mean score for all participants on the Extrinsic 

subscale used in this study was 18.45 (s.d. = 5.68). It 

appeared to be consistent with the mean score reported 

earlier of 16.91 (s.d. = 6.00). However, the Intrinsic 

subscale's mean score of 17.28 (s.d. = 8.13) appeared to be 

inconsistent with the earlier reported mean score of 8.20 
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(s.d. = 8.13). Neither the Extrinsic nor Intrinsic subscales 

were related to pregnancy resolution alternatives. 

Results of the Pregnancy Resolution Questionnaire 

There were three subjects who did not respond to the 

Pregnancy Resolution Questionnaire. Three other subjects 

responded to only the abort alternative, while 140 subjects 

responded to all three alternatives. The abort alternative 

had a mean score of 3.64 (s.d. = 1.92). The adopt alterna-

tive had a mean score of 4.57 (s.d. = 1.56). The keep 

alternative had a mean score of 3.20 (s.d. = 1.87). 

Results of Discriminant Analyses with Demographic and 

Personality Variables as Discriminating Variables of 

Endorsement of Pregnancy Resolution Alternatives 

There were two points to be recalled regarding the 

discriminant analyses in this study. First, three separate 

analyses were done, one for each of the three pregnancy 

resolution alternatives. Second, there were two parts to 

the discriminant analysis, the analysis and the classifica-

tion. Therefore, the following discussion of results was 

organized into three subsections, one for each pregnancy 

resolution alternative with results of the respective anal-

ysis and classification. 

Abort Discriminant Analysis. As seen in Table 5, the 

discriminant analysis on the abort alternative yielded only 

one significant discriminant function. However, this single 

function accounted for 88 percent of the variance existing in the 
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discriminating variables and 80 percent of the variance existing in 

the levels of endorsement of the abort alternative. Uti-

lizing this function, nearly two-thirds of the sample (66 percent) 

were correctly classified. That is, approximately two-thirds 

of the sample's responses to the abort alternative were 

correctly predicted utilizing only responses to the various 

measures in the weighted linear combination as specified by 

this discriminant function. This one function contained 

considerable discriminating power. 

Examination of the standardized discriminant function 

coefficients, which were interpreted in a manner similar to 

factor loading scores in factor analysis (Nie, et al., 1975), 

yielded one item which loaded extremely high on this function. 

Table 5 

Summary of the Results of the Discriminant Analysis 
of the Pregnancy Resolution Alternative 

Abort Alternative 

Percent of 
variance among 

Percent of 
variance among 
criterion 

Function Eigenvalue variables variables 

1* 3.93 88 .80 
2 0.28 6 .22 
3 0.15 3 .13 
4 0.09 2 .08 
5 0.01 1 .01 

*2 < .05 
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Table 5—Continued 

Standardized Discriminant 
Function Coefficient 

-.91 

-.35 

.33 

.24 

-.24 

-.15 

.09 

-.08 

-.02 

-.008 

Adopt Alternative 

Variable 

Item 1, "I am personally in 
favor of having an abortion". 

Item 3, "I am personally in 
favor of having and raising 
a baby". 

Age 

Item 4, "I feel that it is all 
right for others to have an 
abortion". 

Item 12, "Adopted children face 
a life long stigma against them 
that is unfair and cruel". 

Baptist affiliation 

Longlasting relationship with 
routine intercourse 

Past support from close friend 

M-C SDS 

Previous abortion 

Percent of 
variance among 

Function Eigenvalue variables 

1.25 75 
2 0.21 12 
3 0.13 8 
4 0.07 4 
5 0.02 1 

Percent of 
variance among 
criterion 
variables 

.56 

.17 

. 11 

.07 

. 02 

05 
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Table 5—Continued 

Standardized Discriminant 
Function Coefficient 

. 81 

-.61 

-.48 

-.29 

-.29 

.22 

.17 

.16 

-.05 

- . 0 2 

Keep Alternative 

Function Eigenvalue 

1* 
2 
3 
4 
5 

1.97 
0 . 2 8 
0.17 
0.06 
0.01 

Variable 

Item 2, "I am personally in 
favor of placing a baby for 
adoption". 

Living with husband 

Item 13, "A good mother assumes 
the largest share of the care 
of her child". 

Item 3, "I am personally in 
favor of having and raising 
a baby". 

Past support from boyfriend 

Expected support from close 
friend 

Past support from siblings 

Lived at home during childhood 

Past support from father 

M-C SDS 

Percent of 
variance among 
discriminating 
variables 

79 
11 
7 
2 
1 

Percent of 
variance among 
criterion 
variables 

.66 

.22 

.15 

.05 

.01 

< .05 
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Table 5—Continued 

Standardized Discriminant 
Function Coefficients 

.78 

-.59 

.38 

.38 

.35 

-.25 

-.23 

-.21 

-.19 

-.04 

Variable 

Item 1, "I am personally in 
favor of having an abortion". 

Item 3, "I am personally in 
favor of having and raising 
a baby". 

Item 2, "I am personally in 
favor of placing a baby for 
adoption". 

Expected support from boyfriend 

Currently raising children 

Past support from boyfriend 

Extrinsic religious orientation 

Political orientation 

Item 7, "I want to have 
children of my own someday". 

Item 15, "I support the Equal 
Rights Amendment". 

Item one, "I am personally in favor of having an abortion," 

seemed to reflect the content of the discriminant function. 

This conclusion was supported by the trend of other 

variables, item three, "I am personally in favor of keeping 

and raising a baby," with a negative loading and item four, 

"I feel that it is all right for others to have an abortion," 

with similar content to load on this function. Therefore, 

the discriminant function that best discriminated between 
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levels of endorsement of the abort alternative was comprised 

primarily of attitudinal orientations toward abortion. 

Adopt Discriminant Analysis. From Table 5, there was 

one significant discriminant function obtained from analysis 

of the adopt alternative. This function accounted for 75 

percent of the variance existing in the discriminating variables 

and 56 percent of the variance existing in the levels of 

endorsement of the adopt alternative. With this function, 69 

percent of the sample were correctly classified. 

The standardized discriminant function coefficients 

associated with the adopt alternative resulted in a less 

explicit content than was the case for the abort alternative. 

Item two, "I am personally in favor of placing a baby for 

adoption," loaded highly on the function. However, there 

were two other variables that loaded highly on the function 

and that had somewhat discrepant content from item two. 

Therefore, living with a husband and orientation towards a 

good mother being one that assumes the largest share of the 

care of her child, item thirteen, must be taken into account. 

This function, then, was comprised primarily of personal 

endorsement of placing a child for adoption with additional 

considerations of marital living arrangements and orientation 

towards the concept of a good mother assuming the largest 

share of the care of her child. 

Keep Discriminant Analysis. As with the previous 

analysis, there was one significant discriminant function 
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derived from analysis of the keep alternative, see Table 5. 

This function accounted for 79 percent of the variance existing 

in the discriminating variables and 66 percent of the 

variance existing in the levels of endorsement of the keep 

alternative. Using this function, 60 percent of the sample 

were correctly classified. 

The standardized discriminant function coefficients 

presented an unexpected pattern. The high negative loadings 

of items one, "I am personally in favor of having an abortion;" 

two, "I am personally in favor of placing a baby for adoption;" 

and three, "I am personally in favor of keeping and raising 

a baby," appeared to be clearly contradictory with the keep 

alternative. However, some rationality was arrived at after 

discovery of an apparent pattern among several other variables 

with lower loadings. When the two variables of currently 

raising children and item seven, "I want to have children of 

my own someday," were considered in conjunction with past 

and expected support from boyfriends, the pattern emerged of 

a desire for children in the future when more support from 

boyfriends (husbands) was expected. In other words, this 

function was comprised of a desire to keep a future baby, 

but with abortion or adoption being contemporary options. 

Discussion 

Demographic Correlates of Pregnancy-Resolution 

One major purpose of this study is to identify some 

correlates between hypothetical pregnancy-resolution and 
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various demographic variables. It is found that individuals 

indicating a preference for a hypothetical abortion are less 

likely to indicate a tendency to belong to a church, or to 

attend church services on a regular basis. Further, 

individuals preferring a hypothetical abortion are also more 

likely to be sexually active, use contraceptives, report a 

history of previous abortions, and expect their mothers and 

siblings to be supportive of them in the future. Those 

individuals indicating they would prefer to surrender their 

hypothetical child for adoption are more likely to be single 

and to have received social support from their fathers in the 

past. Participants who prefer to keep their hypothetical 

child attend church services frequently and indicate that 

they felt their mothers had been supportive of them in the 

past. 

The finding that single subjects prefer adoption as a 

means of resolving a hypothetical pregnancy deserves comment. 

This finding is surprising in that previous findings (Chilman, 

1980) indicate that placing an unwanted child for adoption 

continues to be viewed by women as a source of severe 

criticism and social exclusion. Indeed, the hypothetical 

endorsement of placing an unwanted child for adoption is a 

low-frequency endorsement in this study. It is speculated 

that this finding could have resulted from the married 

subjects' lack of endorsement of the hypothetical adoption 

method of pregnancy-resolution. Such an interpretation of 
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the data is based upon possible moral sanctions imposed upon 

married couples to avoid voluntary surrender of their child 

for adoption. Of course, the same moral sanctions can apply 

to single subjects as well. 

Several characteristics which have been found to be 

correlated with hypothetical pregnancy-resolution preferences 

by other investigators are not found to be associated with 

pregnancy preferences in the present study. One of these is 

ethnic group membership. No significant racial differences 

are found between black and white subjects and hypothetical 

preferences for pregnancy resolution. This finding is 

inconsistent with the results reported by previous investiga-

tions (McEwan, Ownes, & Newton, 1974). 

This investigation reports a higher incidence of abortion 

among black subjects. Several reasons are available to 

account for this lack of concordance in findings. One 

obvious explanation is that there are less discrepancies 

among the races in attitudes to pregnancy-resolution than 

there were when these previous studies were done. Another 

potential explanation is that the sample used in this study 

may have been a unique one and therefore may not accurately 

represent the attitudes of any specific ethnic groups. 

Moreover, although precautions were taken to obtain a random 

and therefore representative sample, it is still possible 

that a nonrepresentative sample was used in this study. 

Indeed, the present sample was mostly white and middle class 
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rather than black and working class. It would be helpful to 

conduct additional studies to explore whether these findings 

are replicable. 

Measures of intrinsic, devout religious orientation and 

extrinsic, utilitarian religious orientation are also not 

found to be significantly related to hypothetical pregnancy-

resolution alternatives. Similarly, denominational affili-

ation is not found to be strongly related to preferences 

toward resolving a hypothetical pregnancy. 

Although no relationship is found between either one's 

commitment to religion or denominational affiliation, 

frequency of church attendance is found to be related to both 

the abort and keep alternatives. That is, as the reported 

frequency of church attendance increases, endorsement of the 

abort alternative decreases and endorsement of the keep 

alternative increases. This finding is also consistent with 

findings reported by Hertel, Hendershot, and Grimm (1974). 

Given the relatively consistent finding that church attendance 

is related to pregnancy-resolution, results of this study 

and others seem to indicate that a person who attends church 

frequently would likely be resistant to abortion as a means 

of pregnancy—resolution. It would therefore be of value to 

counselors to consider other areas such as church attendance 

when working with clients who have an unwanted pregnancy and 

wish to explore ways of resolving that pregnancy. 
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Another area that deserves comment is that of subjects 

with a history of prior abortions. These subjects tended to 

endorse the abortion alternative as a means of resolving 

another hypothetical problem pregnancy. Emotional problems 

secondary to abortion are frequently cited as contraindica-

tions for abortion. But just as Wright, Schaefer, and 

Solomons (1979) refute this argument, the current findings 

also serve to refute the argument from a different perspec-

tive. Apparently, the enduring guilt and depres 

to be caused by abortion does not seem to be an 

consequence among all women since results of thi. 

indicate that those who have had an abortion in 

indicated a willingness to have another as a me^ns of 

disposing a hypothetical unwanted pregnancy. 

Although a desire for children is found to 

among the sample, only those subjects endorsing 

thetical keep alternative indicate a desire to adopt a child 

Apparently, a strong maternal desire, that is a desire to 

rear and care for children, is being tapped here and may be 

an important variable to assess in the counseling situation. 

One set of variables which has not been systematically 

examined in previous studies is the relationship between 

pregnancy-resolution preferences and parental characteristics 

In this study two types of parental characteristics are 

examined: socioeconomic variables and parental social 

support. Neither was found to be significantly related to 

sion said 

unavoidable 

s study 

the past 

be widespread 

the hypo-



74 

participants' attitudes toward the resolution of a hypothetical 

unwanted pregnancy. While it may be reasoned that partici-

pants in this study were individuals who did not feel a close 

attachment to their parents, this study does affirm that 

emotional variables are much more salient than are parents' 

demographic variables in relation to a daughter's pregnancy-

resolution. 

Social Support and Attitudes Toward Pregnancy-Resolution 

The pattern of relationships between the emotional 

support items and hypothetical pregnancy-resolution alterna-

tives seems fairly clear cut. Those subjects reporting more 

support from mothers, and siblings, both in the past and 

expected in the future, tend not to endorse the hypothetical 

abort alternative. Perhaps a related finding is the 

endorsement of the hypothetical adopt alternative among 

subjects indicating more past support from the mother. This 

would seem to be consistent with a troubled mother-daughter 

relationship felt by daughters who choose abortions (Tunnadine 

& Greene, 1978; Wright, Schaefer, & Solomons, 1979; Babikian 

& Goldman, 1971). This conclusion is supported by the 

incidental observation that no participants in this study 

indicate a lack of emotional support in the past from their 

mothers. Further, the lack of clear-cut relationships among 

the other support categories, by default, posits the greatest 

contribution to the abort alternative with the quality of the 

relationship with the mother, and to a lesser degree 
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with siblings. Therefore, counselors would be well advised 

to assess the relationships a pregnant college student has 

with her mother and her siblings in regard to her decision 

for or against an abortion. 

Social Desirability and Pregnancy-Resolution 

Although profiles are found which characterize hypo-

thetical pregnancy-resolution alternatives, these results 

should be viewed with caution for several reasons. One 

reason is that some of the questions consisted of subjects' 

attitudes toward certain variables. There is an assumed 

relationship between attitudes and behavior. However, this 

assumption is not universally accepted (Ajzen & Fishbein, 

1977). The resulting controversy in the literature focuses 

on whether attitudes predict behavior. 

Of studies examining the relationship between attitudes 

and behavior, very few found attitude-behavior correlations 

above .30. This implies that most studies find attitudes to 

account for less than ten percent of the variance in measured 

behavior (Wicker, 1971). Such conclusions lead Wicker (1969, 

1971) to seriously question the usefulness of a concept such 

as attitude and to recommend that the concept be abandoned 

as a means of determining behavior. 

In the years since the ability of attitudes to predict 

behavior were challenged, several publications have attempted 

to resolve this controversy. One of the major theoretical 

and review articles (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1977) concludes that 
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the ability of attitudes to predict behavior rests primarily 

on the degree of correspondence between the attitude and the 

behavior. Correspondence is judged with regard to four 

elements. These elements are the action, the target of the 

action, the context within which the action is performed, 

and the time at which the action is performed. As the 

correspondence, or similarity, between the measured attitude 

and criterion behavior increases, so do the correlations 

between attitude and behavior. Indeed, when studies are 

viewed and categorized into groups of high correspondence 

and low correspondence, empirical support is found for the 

conclusion that attitudes can predict behavior. Among the 

studies with high correspondence, high and significant 

correlations between attitudes and behavior are found. Those 

studies that manifest low correspondence also yield low and 

nonsignificant correlations. 

Although the controversy is not fully resolved, there 

are writers recently claiming that attitudes can indeed 

predict behavior (Petty & Cacioppo, 1981). 

This basically descriptive study examines the relation-

ship between preference for resolution of a hypothetical 

pregnancy and various demographic and attitudinal correlates. 

Results of this study have implications both for research 

and clinical practice. At a research level, this study 

provides information regarding current attitudes toward 

pregnancy and hypothetical dispositional preferences of an 
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unwanted pregnancy. Previous research has found that the 

preferred method of terminating a pregnancy has been through 

adoption. However, results of the current study seem to 

indicate that abortion is now becoming an increasingly 

preferred alternative. 

A limitation of this study is that while several rela-

tionships between hypothetical pregnancy-resolution and other 

variables have been found, no indications as to why these 

relationships exist is identifiable based upon findings of 

the present study. Additional studies seem needed which 

identify some possible reasons for the relationships found 

in the present study. 

In addition, the number of variables examined in this 

study was somewhat limited. Therefore, a full profile may 

not be present in the current study. Several other variables 

which are not included in the present study have been found 

to be significant correlates, or predictors, of behavior and 

may also be predictors of hypothetical resolution preferences 

for problem pregnancies. Among these are self-concept and 

locus of control. Additional studies examining other 

correlates of pregnancy-resolution preferences would be of 

use to counselors. 

The instrument measuring behavioral intentions of 

hypothetical pregnancy-resolution in this study is written 

by the author. In the process of devising this measure 

attempts have been made to insure item clarity and to reduce 
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the possibility of biasing participants' responses to 

questions. However, it is still possible that this instrument 

may provide some misleading findings. Other measures from 

the literature, such as the Parental Attitude Research 

Instrument (Schafer & Bell, 1958), are not entirely 

appropriate for the purpose of this study. Thus, until the 

present Pregnancy-Resolution Questionnaire withstands the 

rigors of further test-retest reliability studies, it must 

be considered as an impressionistic and experimental measure 

of a person's behavioral intentions regarding the resolution 

of a hypothetical, unwanted pregnancy. The failure to the 

M-C SDS to correlate with behavioral intentions requires 

further study to determine if it is an indirect measure of 

the subjective norm. Perhaps only direct measurement of the 

subjective norm is indicated. The attitudinal assessment of 

pregnancy-resolution alternatives in this study seems to be 

satisfactory due to the correspondence with previously-

reported attitude studies. 
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Appendix A 

MARLOWE-CROWNE SOCIAL DESIRABILITY SCALE 

"Personal Reaction Inventory" 

Listed below are a number of statements concerning personal 
attitudes and traits. Read each item and decide whether the 
statement is true or false as it pertains to you personally. 

1. Before voting I thoroughly investigate the qualifications 
of all the candidates.. (T) 

2. I never hesitate to go out of my way to help someone in 
trouble. (T) 

3. It is sometimes hard for me to go on with my work if I 
am not encouraged. (F) 

4. I have never intensely disliked anyone. (T) 

5. On occasion I have had doubts about my ability to 
succeed in life. (F) 

6. I sometimes feel resentful when I don't get my way. (F) 

7. I am always careful about my manner of dress. (T) 

8. My table manners at home are as good as when I eat out 
in a restaurant. (T) 

9. If I could get into a movie without paying and be sure 
I was not seen I would probably do it. (F) 

10. On a few occasions, I have given up doing something 
because I thought too little of my ability. (F) 

11. I like to gossip at times. (F) 

12. There have been times when I felt like rebelling against 
people in authority even though I knew they were right. 
(F) 

13. No matter who I'm talking to, I'm always a good 
listener. (T) 

14 ^F^an remember "playing sick" to get out of something. 
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15. There have been occasions when I took advantage of 
someone. (F) 

16. I'm always willing to admit it when I make a mistake. 
<F) 

17. I always try to practice what I preach. (T) 

18. I don't find it particularly difficult to get along 
with loud mouthed, obnoxious people. (T) 

19. I sometimes try to get even rather than forgive and 
forget. (F) 

20. When I don't know something I don't at all mind 
admitting it. (T) 

21. I am always courteous, even to people who are disagree-
able. (T) 

22. At times I have really insisted on having things my own 
way. (F) 

23. There have been occasions when I felt like smashing 
things. (F) 

24. I would never think of letting someone else be punished 
for my wrongdoings. (T) 

25. I never resent being asked to return a favor. (T) 

26. I have never been irked when people expressed ideas 
very different from my own. (T) 

27. I never make a long trip without checking the safety of 
my car. (T) 

28. There have been times when I was quite jealous of the 
good fortune of others. (F) 

29. I have almost never felt the urge to tell someone off. 
(T) 

30. I am sometimes irritated by people who ask favors of 
me. (F) 

31. I have never felt that I was punished without cause. 
(T) 
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32. I sometimes think when people have a misfortune they 
only got what they deserved. (F) 

33. I have never deliberately said something that hurt 
someone's feelings. (T) 
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Appendix B 

INTRINSIC-EXTRINSIC RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION 

"Inquiry Concerning Social and Religious Views" 

The following items deal with various types of religious 
ideas and social opinions. We should like to find out how 
common they are. 

Please indicate the response you prefer, or most closely 
agree with, writing the letter corresponding to your 
choice in the right margin 

If none of the choices expresses exactly how you feel, then 
indicate the one which is closest to your own views. If no 
choice is possible you may omit the item. 

There are no "right" or "wrong" choices. There will be 
many religious people who will agree with all the possible 
alternative answers. 

(Extrinsic Subscale) 

1. What religion offers me most is comfort when sorrows and 
misfortune strike. (.49) 

a. I definitely disagree 1 
b. I tend to disagree 2 
c. I tend to agree 4 
d. I definitely agree 5 

2. One reason for my being a church member is that such 
membership helps to establish a person in the communitv. 
(.47) 

a. Definitely not true 1 
b. Tends not to be true 2 
c. Tends to be true 4 
d. Definitely true 5 

3. The purpose of prayer is to secure a happy and peaceful 
life. (.51) 

a. I definitely disagree 1 
b. I tend to disagree 2 
c. I tend to agree 4 
d. I definitely agree 5 
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4. It doesn't matter so much what I believe so long as I 
lead a moral life. (.39) 

a. I definitely disagree 1 
b. I tend to disagree 2 
c. I tend to agree 4 
d. I definitely agree 5 

5. Although I am a religious person I refuse to let 
religious considerations influence my everyday affairs. (* 3 1 ) 

a. Definitely not true of me 1 
b. Tends not to be true 2 
c. Tends to be true 4 
d. Clearly true in my case 5 

6. The church is most important as a place to formulate 
good social relationships. (.44) 

a. I definitely disagree 1 
b. I tend to disagree 2 
c. I tend to agree 4 
d. I definitely agree 5 

7. Although X believe in my religion, I feel there are 
many more important things in my life. (.32) 

a. I definitely disagree 1 
b. I tend to disagree 2 
c. I tend to agree 4 
d. I definitely agree 5 

8. I pray chiefly because. I have been taught to pray. (.31) 
a. Definitely true of me 5 
b. Tends to be true 4 
c. Tends not to be true 2 
d. Definitely not true of me 1 

9. A primary reason for my interest in religion is that my 
church is a congenial social activity. (.33) 

a. Definitely not true of me 1 
b. Tends not to be true 2 
c. Tends to be true 4 
d. Definitely true of me 5 

10. Occasionally I find it necessary to compromise my 
religious beliefs in order to protect my social and 
economic well-being. (.18) 

a. Definitely disagree 1 
b. Tend to disagree 2 
c. Tend to agree 4 
d. Definitely agree 5 
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11. The primary purpose of prayer is to gain relief and 
protection. (.50) 

a. I definitely agree 5 
b. I tend to agree 4 
c. I tend to disagree 2 
d. I definitely disagree 1 

12. Religion helps to keep my life balanced and steady in 
exactly the same way as my citizenship, friendships, 
and other memberships do. (This item not used by 
Allport and Ross.) 

a. I definitely agree 5 
b. I tend to agree 4 
c. I tend to disagree 2 
d. I definitely disagree 1 

(Intrinsic Subscale) 

1. I try hard to carry my religion over into all my other 
dealings in life. (.39) 

a. I definitely disagree 5 
b. I tend to disagree 4 
c. I tend to agree 2 
d. I definitely agree 1 

2. Quite often I have been keenly aware of the presence of 
God or the Divine Being. (.44) 

a. Definitely not true 5 
b. Tends not to be true 4 
c. Tends to be true 2 
d. Definitely true 1 

3. My religious beliefs are what really lie behind my 
whole approach to life. (.50) 

a. This is definitely not so 5 
b. Probably not so 4 
c. Probably so 2 
d. Definitely so 1 

4. The prayers I say when I am alone carry as much meaning 
and personal emotion as those said by me during services 
(.30) 

a. Almost never 5 
b. Sometimes 4 
c. Usually 2 
d. Almost always 1 
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5. If not prevented by unavoidable circumstances, I attend 
church. (.47) 

a. more than once a week 1 
b. about once a week 2 
c. two or three times a month 4 
d. less than once a month 5 

6. If I were to join a church group I would prefer to join 
(1) a Bible Study group, or (2) a social fellowship. 
(.49) 

a. I would prefer to join (1) 1 
b. I probably would prefer (1) 2 
c. I probably would prefer (2) 4 
d. I would prefer to join (2) 5 

7. Religion is especially important to me because it answers 
many questions about the meaning of life. (.28) 

a. Definitely disagree 5 
b. Tend to disagree 4 
c. Tend to agree 2 
d. Definitely agree 1 

8. I read literature about my faith (or church). (.41) 
a. Frequently 1 
b. Occasionally 2 
c. Rarely 4 
d. Never 5 

9. It is important to me to spend periods of time in 
private religious thought and meditation. (.58) 

a. Frequently true 1 
b. Occasionally true 2 
c. Rarely true 4 
d. Never true 5 
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AGE 

COLLEGE CLASS_ 

YOUR JOB 

DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONNAIRE 

MARITAL STATUS 

COLLEGE MAJOR GPA 

YOUR INCOME (per month) 

LIVING ARRANGEMENT: 

_LIVE IN DORMITORY 
_LIVE ALONE 
LIVE WITH HUSBAND 

_LIVE WITH BOYFRIEND 
_LIVE WITH PARENTS 
_OTHER (specify) 

RACIAL OR ETHNIC GROUP: 

_BLACK 
CHICANO 
"NATIVE AMERICAN 

_ORIENTAL 
WHITE 
"OTHER (specify) 

PARENTS: AGE 

FATHER 
MOTHER 

JOB INCOME MARITAL STATUS 

SIBLINGS; 

NUMBER OF BROTHERS 
NUMBER OLDER THAN YOU 
NUMBER YOUNGER THAN YOU 

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE: 

NUMBER OF SISTERS 
NUMBER OLDER THAN YOU 
NUMBER YOUNGER THAN YOU 

DO YOU BELONG TO A CHURCH? IF YES, WHICH CHURCH? 

HOW OFTEN DO YOU ATTEND CHURCH SERVICES? 

MORE THAN ONCE A WEEK 
ONCE A WEEK 
_TWICE A MONTH 
_ONCE A MONTH 
_LESS THAN ONCE A MONTH 
NEVER 

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN PREGNANT? 

DO YOU HAVE ANY CHILDREN? 

IF YES, HOW MANY TIMES? 

IF YES, HOW MANY? 
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HAVE YOU EVER HAD AN ABORTION? IF YES, HOW MANY? 

HAVE YOU EVER PLACED A BABY OF YOURS FOR ADOPTION? 
IF YES, HOW MANY? 

DO YOU HAVE A CHILD WHICH YOU HAVE RAISED OR ARE RAISING? 
IF YES, HOW MANY? 

DO YOU KNOW WELL SOMEONE WHO HAS HAD AN ABORTION? 

DO YOU KNOW WELL SOMEONE WHO HAS PLACED THEIR BABY FOR 
ADOPTION? 

DO YOU KNOW WELL SOMEONE WHO HAS KEPT AND RAISED THEIR 
BABY? 

DID YOU LIVE WITH YOUR PARENTS DURING YOUR CHILDHOOD? 

Please rate the following person according to the amount of 
support you have received from them in the past durinq times 
of stress, discomfort, or uncertainty. 

MOTHER BOYFRIEND 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
MUCH MUCH 
JSOME SOME 
_LITTLE LITTLE 
NONE NONE 

FATHER CLOSE FRIEND 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
MUCH MUCH 
.SOME SOME 
_LITTLE LITTLE 
NONE NONE 

SIBLING OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
.MUCH MUCH 
_SOME SOME 
_LITTLE LITTLE 
_NONE NONE 

Please rate the same person again, but this time indicate the 
amount of support you could expect or depend upon receiving 
from the person at some future time of stress, discomfort, or 
uncertainty. 
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MOTHER BOYFRIEND 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
MUCH MUCH 
SOME SOME 
LITTLE LITTLE 
NONE NONE 

FATHER CLOSE FRIEND 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
MUCH MUCH 
_SOME SOME 
LITTLE LITTLE 
"NONE NONE 

SIBLING OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 
VERY MUCH VERY MUCH 
MUCH MUCH 
_SOME SOME 
_LITTLE LITTLE 
NONE NONE 

Please rate your personal agreement or disagreement with the 
following statements. When you make your ratings, please 
indicate your answer on the following scale. 

1 - STRONGLY AGREE 
2 - MOSTLY AGREE 
3 - AGREE 
4 - DISAGREE 
5 - MOSTLY DISAGREE 
6 - STRONGLY DISAGREE 

Item 1 - I am personally in favor of 
abortion. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 2 - 1 personally am in favor of 
placing a baby for adoption. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 3 - 1 personally am in. f^vor of 
keeping and raising a baby. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 4 - 1 feel that it is all right 
for others to have ap abortion. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 5 - 1 feel that it is aljl right 
for others to place their baby 
for adoption. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 6 - 1 feel that it is all right 
for others to keep apd raise 
their baby. 1 2 3 4 5 6 
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Item 7 - 1 want to have children of my 
own someday. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 8 - 1 feel that an abortion should 
be freely available to anyone 
desiring an abortion. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 9 - 1 feel that abortion should 
not be legal. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 10 - I would seriously consider 
adopting a child. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 11 - I would seriously consider 
adopting a child only if I 
could not have children of 
my own. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 12 - Adopted children face a life 
long stigma against them that 
is unfair and cruel 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 13 - A good mother assumes the 
largest share of the care 
of her child. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 14 - Giving birth proves that one 
is a sexually mature woman. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Item 1 5 - 1 support the Equal Rights 
Amendment. 1 2 3 4 5 6 

DO YOU CURRENTLY USE SOME FORM OF CONTRACEPTION? YES NO 

IF YOU THINK YOU MAY HAVE A FAMILY OF YOUR OWN SOME DAY, HOW 
MANY CHILDREN WOULD YOU WANT TO HAVE? 

1 2 3 4 5 OR MORE 

POLITICALLY, I CAN BEST BE DESCRIBED AS: 
STRONGLY LIBERAL 
LIBERAL 
UNDECIDED 
"CONSERVATIVE 
"STRONGLY CONSERVATIVE 
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Appendix D 

PREGNANCY RESOLUTION QUESTIONNAIRE 

Assume that you have recently discovered that you are 
pregnant. This pregnancy was not planned, or was it a 
wanted pregnancy. 

1. How comfortable would you feel with aborting the baby 
as a solution to this problem? 

VERY COMFORTABLE 
MOSTLY COMFORTABLE 
"COMFORTABLE 
"UNCOMFORTABLE 
"MOSTLY UNCOMFORTABLE 
"VERY UNCOMFORTABLE 

2. How comfortable would you feel with placing the baby 
for adoption as soon as it was born as a solution to 
this problem? 

VERY COMFORTABLE 
MOSTLY COMFORTABLE 
"COMFORTABLE 
"UNCOMFORTABLE 
"MOSTLY UNCOMFORTABLE 
"VERY UNCOMFORTABLE 

3. How comfortable would you feel with keeping the baby 
and raising it as a solution to this problem? 

VERY COMFORTABLE 
_MOSTLY COMFORTABLE 
_COMFORTABLE 
JJNCOMFORTABLE 
MOSTLY UNCOMFORTABLE 
"VERY UNCOMFORTABLE 
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Appendix E 

STATEMENT TO BE MADE TO ALL SUBJECTS 

"Hello, my name is Bruce Nystrom. This study, which 

you have volunteered to participate in, is concerned with 

several background and personality variables and pregnancy 

resolution. Your responses will be kept strictly confiden-

tial. Although you will not necessarily receive any 

personal benefit from participating in this study, by the 

same token, you will not experience any personal risk or 

discomfort. Should you decide to not complete the study, 

you may do so at any time. You will each be given a packet 

which contains four paper and pencil questionnaires. There 

are instructions for each questionnaire in the packet. It 

should take approximately 45 minutes to complete all 

questionnaires. Are there any questions? I will remain in 

the room to answer any questions that may arise while you 

are completing the questionnaires and to collect the packets 

as you finish." 
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Appendix F 

USE OF HUMAN SUBJECTS 

INFORMED CONSENT 

NAME OF SUBJECT: 

1. I hereby give consent to Bruce Nystrom to perform or 
supervise the following investigational procedure or 
treatment: 

Administration of various paper and pencil questionnaires 

2. I have (seen, heard) a clear explanation and understand 
the nature and purpose of the procedure or treatment; 
possible appropriate alternative procedures that would 
be advantageous to me (him, her); and the attendant 
discomforts or risks involved and the possibility of 
complications which might arise. I have (seen, heard) a 
clear explanation and understand the benefits to be 
expected. I understand that the procedure or treatment 
to be performed is investigational and that I may with-
draw my consent for my (his, her) status. With my 
understanding of this, having received this information 
and satisfactory answers to the questions I have asked, 
I voluntarily consent to the procedure or treatment 
designated in Paragraph 1 above. 

DATE 

SIGNED: SIGNED: 
Witness Subject 

or 

SIGNED: SIGNED: 
Person Responsible 

Relationship 
Instructions to persons authorized to sign: 
If the subject is not competent, the person responsible 
shall be the legal appointed guardian or legally author-
ized representative. If the subject is a minor under 18 
years of age, the person responsible is the mother or 
father or legally appointed guardian. If the subject is 
unable to write his name, the following is legally accept-
able: John H. (His X Mark) Doe and two (2) witnesses. 
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