





exposure. Depression and social support were the best predictors of father’s
likelihood of arming and protecting his family. Lastly, authoritative parenting
practices and soclal support predicted father’s engagement in community activism.

Implications for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers are discussed.



STRATEGIES USED BY AFRICAN AMERICAN FATHERS TO PROTECT

THEIR CHILDREN FROM COMMUMN..: Y VIOLENCE

by

Bethany L. Letiecq

Dis tation submitted to the Faculty of the Graduate School of the
University ¢ Maryland, College Park in partial fulfillment
of the requirements for the d _ ee of
Doctor of Philosophy
1999

Advisory Committee:
Professor Sally A. Koblinsky, Chair
Associate Professor Elaine A. Anderson
Assistant Professor Aria Davis Crump
Associate Professor Suzanne M. Randolph
Professor Tony L. Whitehead




©Copyr it by

Bethany L. Letiecq
1999



DEDICATION

ToHead St fatl : d their chil

[t is my hope that the information presented in this study is accurate and that my

interpretations serve this _ up of fathers well.
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Most of the existing literature on African American fathers tends to focus on fathering
deficits or the negative side of fatherhood (e.g., father-absence, “dead-beat dads”), and
does little to advance our understanding of how many African American fathers
nurture, teach, and protect their preschool children (McAdoo, 1993).

To address the shortcomings in the current body of Head Start literature, this
study employed both qualitative and quantitative research methods to explore the roles
played by African American fathers of Head Start children living in violent
cor 1 More specific "y, " s ady: 1) used qualitative m« * ds to identify the
strategies fathers used to protect children from neighborhood vie : ; 2) collaborated
with a larger DOE study (Randolph & Kot "~ -ky, 1996) to develop a new measure of
parenting in violent neighborhoods; 3) employed the new measure to quantitatively
examine fathering strateg 3; 4) determined if the stratt es used by fathers differed as
a function of the sex of th * child; and 5) exa  ed the ability of individual, familial,
and community variables (e.g., psychological well-being, history of violence exposure,
parenting practices, social s | !

strategies.


































































of their preschool child. The second phase also examined individual, familial, and
community variables (i.e., psychological well-being, history of violence exposure,
parenting practices, social support, and child’s sex) that predicted fathers’ protective

strategies.
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Construction of the Parenting in Violent Neighborhoods Scale (PVNS)
Construction of the “Parenting in Violent Neighborhoods Scale” was a
collaborative effort. Findings from this study’s focus groups were merged with focus
group findings from Head Start mothers who participated in the DOE study
(Koblinsky, Roberts, Letiecq, & Randolph, 1998). Drawing from both sets of data and
two previous studies involving mothers of children in violent neighborhoods
(Holland et al., 1995; Hill  al., 1995), the investigators generated scale items that fit
into  :twel cat al " initials : " 7 54 items
describing parenting strategies. Parents were to indicate their frequency of using
each strategy on a scale using the following options: never (0), once in a while (1),
uth “the time (2), very often (3), and alwa  (4). Table 1 pre  its the items of

the P\ [S scale organized within conceptual strategies.
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present only those variables that contributed to the explanation of variance in the
strategies used by African American fathers to help their preschool children cope with

community violence (Pedhazur, 1982).
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away from bad residential areas,” and “keep to oneself/do nothing” (excluding
PVNS2: “I stay to myself to protect my family from neighborhood violence”). One
additional item (PVNS25: “I keep my child busy with TV and video games so s/he
won’t want to go outside”) originally conceptualized as a supervisory strategy was
also included in this 13-item subscale as it was highly intercorrelated with the other
items in the subscale.

Asp en lin Table 7, the fifth and final subscale, “Engage in Community
Activi ' co :d the al items of the “eng~ -3 in community activism”
stra ;y (excluding PVNS17: “Tk » an eye out for people who don’t belong in the
neighborhood” and PVNS54: “I take turns with other parents doing things that keep
pr :hool children safe, like watching them at the plar  ound”) with the “confront

parents and children causing trouble” strategy tof _1a )i  subscale.
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Table 5

Correlation Matrix of PVNS  »scale 3: Reduce Exposure tc 2
. 20% 42 *oos1
PV S20% - 28% 15 .28%
\ S42 -- J8** 5
PVNS49® - 23
P JSs51 -~

FReversed item.
*p<.05. **p<.01.










Confirmatory Factor Analysis

A factor analysis employing the principal components method of extraction
with varimax rotation was used to perform a confirmatory factor analysis of the scale
data. The advantage of varimax rotation 1s that the resulting factors are mutually
independent of one another. Results revealed fifteen factors with eigenvalues greater
than one (1) that accounted for 78.20% of the variance in parenting strategies.
However, examination of a scree plot (see Figure 1), percentages of variance associated
with each factor, and terpretability of the factors (Comrey & Lee, 1992) 1to
conclusion that five factors provided the best fit of the data to the conceptual
foundation of the instrument. Although factors 6 through 15 combined explained
30.37% of the variance in responses, each factor contained only 1 to 2 items and
in vidually accounted for 2% to 4% of the variance ir owasec 1t
interpretation of the initial factor analysis, a second factor  lysis was run forcing five
factors. The mi 1load” criterion for  temr ) be included on a factor was .35.
1€ five factors accour . fi 18.17% of the total » oS I
16.04% of the variance, factor 2 accounted for 9.27%, factor 3 ac  1ted for 8.27%,

factor 4 accounted for 8.05%, and factor 5 accounted for 6.54%.

66









their own children how to behave safely in the neighborhood may be attentive to the
potentially dangerous behaviors of older children on the streets, and may make
efforts to correct and guide these youth.

The fifth and final factor drew items only from the “Reduce Exposure to
Media Violence” subscale. This subscale consisted of 4 items (PVNS20, PVNS42,
PVNS49, and PVNS51) as shown in Table 5.

Based on the results of the factor analysis, seven items (PVNS6, 19, 29, 31,
47,52,and 3)included int preliminary subscales ¢t ‘ructed with the results of
the correlation matrices were excluded from the final subscales. These items either
failed to load on any factor, or loadedn  nally on two or three different factors.
Table 8 presents the me 3, standard deviations, and factor loadings for each of the

items that make up the five final subscales.
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However, fathers of sons were significantly more likely to attempt to reduce their

child’s exposure to violent media (M = 2.67, SD = .76) than fathers of daughters (M

=222,8D 71),t(58) = -2.36, p< .0S.

Table 11

Paternal Strategies as a Function of Child’s Sex

KLY

Pa al Strate - Male Female

~ ~T e YaS

Mean (Standard Deviation)

Supervise Children & . .ach Personal Safety 2.70(0.71)  2.92 (0.68)
Teach Home and Nei  borhood Safety 2.69 (0.79)  2.65(0.78)
Reduce Exposure to Violent Media 2.67(0.76)  2.22 (0.71)*
Arm and Protect Family 1.45(0.75)  1.39(0.74)

igage  Con { 1.76 (0.83)  1.78 (0.82)
*p<.05. o -
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likely to also engage in community activities that improved the safety of their

neighborhood (e.g., participate in Neighborhood Watch, work with churches to reduce

violence).
Table 19
Regression Analysis Examining Predictors of the
“Engage in Community Activism” Strategy

Strategy Predictor Variables  Slope = SE Beta p< R? Change
Engage in
Community
Activism

Total Social Support 0.48 £0.17 340 005 A5

Authoritative 0.02 £0.01 299 014 .09

F(2,57) = 8.98, p <.001
R®=24
Adjusted R*=.21

A summary of :fi s inF re3.
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VII. ___ ed4: [ 1Y%

LAV YY 11T v venvmne

with potential neighborhood violence?

VIII. _onclusion...Summing it all up

I 1
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55. I take into account our child’s preferences in making plans for the

family.
56. When our child asks why he/she has to conform, I state: because I

said so, or [ am your parent and [ want you to.
57. I appear unsure on how to solve our child’s misbehavior.
58. I explain the consequences of the child’s behavior.

59. I demand that our child do things.
60. I channel our child’s misbehavior into a more acceptable activity.

61. I shove our child when the child is disobedient.
62. I emphasize the reasons for rules.
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50. I participate in neighborhood watch or other groups that try to reduce

neighborhood violence.
51. I'’keep my preschool child from playing video games that have a lot of

—_—

violence.
52. I call the police when I see a fight/violent incident in the neighborhood.

__53.1 pray that God will protect my child from violence.
54. I take turns with other parents doing things that keep presch

like watching them at the playground.

"chi” " en safe,
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