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This paper presents some preliminary research :findings in order to facilitate 

consideration of the research ut i1ization of a multiple scal♀ personality test such as 

the California Personality Inventory (CPI) in the study of family dynamics. Such 
utilization is consistent with the increasing attention being given to the study of 

whole fami1ies(童入 Role theory(3) is also drawn upon as two of the eighteen scales 

of the CPI; Dominance (Do) and Femininity (Fe) are related to Father-husband and 
Mother-wife roles in the family. This paper is an exposition of research data and 
makes little e旺。rt here to relate data specifically to the theory frame of reference 
indicated above. This will be done later when more of the data under study h的

been analyzed. The research discussed here is part of the Chinese Family Life 
Study(4), a comparative study of fam i1y functioning in the fam i1ies of 35 delinquents. 

30 matched nondelinquents and 32 out-standing Chinese-American youth. 

In this paper. the family is seen as a social system with interaction patterns 
being form叫 by actors in the various roles of the fam i1y system的. The behavior 
of these actors is in琵uenced not only by the size, cohesivenes忌， and other char­
acteristics of the fam i1y system itself but also by the cultural values of the society 
and by the personality systems of each actor. In order to throughly study the 

句mily， we approach it through each of the systems-cultural，的cial and personality­
that is found in toto or in part within the family. While the Chinese Family Life 

Study is concerned with the study of each of these systems, here we are focusing 

on personality sy泌的ns as they affect family social system roles and the observance 

of cultural system values. 

( 1) The content of this paper was first pre繞到ed pub1icaIIy at the 15th Annual Meeting of 
the Chinese ASêocÎation of Psychological Te滋íng on January 14泊，的時 in Taipei. 

(2) Hand仗， Gerald “Psycho哩。gical Study of Who:e Fami1ies" 泣 The Psychosocial lnlericr (j 
t};p Fa押:ily， edîted by Gera!d I:Ia泊del. Aldine PublishinεCompany， Chicago, 1967, 517-5W. 

(3) One of the best current sumn:aries of Role Theory can be found in Bîddle, Bruce J. and 
Edwin J. Tho紋路 (ed.) Rde Thec1γ Concrþts a.nd R~secrch， John Wiley and Sons, Inc. New 
York, 196巷.

(4.) Abl: o役， Kenneth A. T.如 αincslJ Fatr. ily in Sa.n Fr.:l甜cisco: Part II A Group 1主esearch

Proj忍心t Under tl::e Faculty Supervi-sion of Kenneth A. Abbo役， Univ_ of Ca1ifor 
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Fam i1y roles such as Father-husband and Mother-wife are defined in a society's 

cu1tural system and adapted in some variation to each family system. These cul­

tural v泛lues become social norms that are enacted in each fam i1y in a manner both 

unique to the family and general to the society. However, a family role can be 

profoundly in航lenced by the personality system of its actor and by other actors 

within the fam i1y system. It is this last influence that we are attempting to assess 

through the use of the CPI. 

The CPI has eighteen scales(6). Each of them is descriptively labeled and is 

comprised of iìems that reflect “folk feeling" about generally recognized “favorable 

and positive" personality characteristics. Each scale was empirically developed and 

the whole test has undergone many validity and reliability studi的. The test has 

been translated into severallanguages and is being used extensively in cross-cultural 

research(7已

For use in the Chinese Family Life Study in San Francisco, the test was tran­

slated into Cantonese. The Cantoneses and English for each item was then placed 

on a small card. When it was certain that the pe侃侃 taking the test spoke English 

well, he was given an English test booklet. When there was any doubt about either 

his English or Chinese language ability, he was given the test on the b i1ingual 

cards. If he were illiterate, the test was read to him. The test also was used in 

San Fransisco in order to familiarize t如tors in a common reading of the test. Here 

we are concerned with only two of the 18 scales…Dominance (Do) and Femininity 

(Fe)(S). We hypothesize that the Dominance Scale should have a relationship to the 

Father-husband role and the Femininity Scale to the Mother柵wife role. That is, we 

( 6) These are Dominance. Capacity for Sta'u3, Sociabi1ity, Social Pre3ence，加:f-acceptanc旱，

Sen:::e of WeJl-being, Respcn3ibi1i ty, SJCializatÎon. Self-control, Tole t'ance. Gcod-impr的sion.

Communali旬， Achiev控ment via conformity, Achievement via ind睦pendence， Inte1Jectual 
efììciency. Psychologica!-mindedne戀， Flexib i1ity, and Femininity. 

( 7) The ManucJ for the C::liforllia Psychological Invento紗， Harrison Gough , COn.3ulting Psycholo­
gists Press Inc，吋 Palo Alto, Californ坊， 196至 (Revis皂白. includ的 a 300-ite :n selective bilio­
graphy r時arding research and analyais dcna on and with the C_ P_ 1. 

( 8) The purpose of the Do Scale is t。“assess factor晶。f leade:-s3ip a說li勻. dominance. pe~si3輛

tenc程， and Social initiative." 
High Scores tend to be seem as "agres3ive, confìder哎， persistent, an垂 p!anful; 恥 being

persuasive and verbally fiuent; as selfreliant and independent; and as having leadership 
potential and initiative." 
Low Scores tend tob思串串en as “retiring, inhibited, commonp:ace, in::Iifferen亡， silent and 
unassuming; as being slow 發 thought an ::I action; as avoiding of situation3 of ten3Ìon and 
decision; and lacking in eelf-confìdence." 
The purpose of the Fti Scale is to "as控告ss the masculinity ‘ or femininity of interest訊 (High 
score,3 indicate more feminine 皺紋的侃， low scores more mascuJine.)" 
High Score3 tend to be seem a3 “誰ppreciative， p在tient， helpful, gentle. moderate, perseveτing， 

and 電incet'e; as being respectful and accepting of others; and as ber.aving in a con~cien­
tious and sympathetic way" 
Low Scores tend to be seem as “outgoing, hard-headed, ambitious, masculine, active, 
robust, and restless; as being manipulative and opportunistic in dealing with others; 
blunt and direct in thinkìng and action; and impatient with delay, indecisio衷. and refle咚"
tion_" 
The Manual for the CaIifornia Psychological Inventory, p. 10-11. 
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believe that both Chinese and American values emphasize a Father that is (or 

should be) dominant in the fam i1y in that he takes the family leadership, tends 切

都快rt himself more than other family members (including the mother) , and is 

recognized as the head of the family(9l. Fathers therefore should have relatively 

high Dominanc思 scal告 scores. On the other hand, we feel that the Femininity scale 

should be associated more closely with the 話。th肘'-wife role in that mothers are 

(or should be) more appreciative, patient, as we l1 as respectful and accepting of 

others than other family members (including the F的her). Thus, mothers should 

have relatively high Femininity scores. We further hypothesize that in disorganized 

fam i1ies we may find these roles either reversed or confused. For example, if a 
wife is more or equal1y dominant as her husband, this upsets both the value and 

social systems of the family and may affect an adolescent member-particularly in 
regard to his social behavior in respect to authority. This means that we might 

expect to find the fathers of delinquents less dominant than their wives. Likewise, 
husbands who exceed their wives in Femininity scores would cause role confusion 

in their fam i1ies and affect the socialization of their sons. 

The Chinese Fam i1y Life Study and this paper are not primar i1y concerned with 

a study of delinquency. The functioning of fam i1ies of delinquents are being studied 

because they can be readily identified and thus offered an economical avenue to 

locating disorganized or psycho-socially maHunctioning fam i1ies. Of course this 

means that we accept the assumption that major factors (if not the principal factors) 

in the etiology of juveni1e delinquency are faulty psychological development of the 

individual, and inadequate socialization of the child within the fami1y(l的. We have 

defined our delinquent (D) sample in San Francisco as those youth of Chinese­

American (or Chinese) extraction between the ages of 13 and 17 who were on 

probation or placed on probation during our study period from June 1966 tm August 

1967. As a result of this de在nition we found that we general1y were èealing with 

youth that had committed more than one delinquent act or at least one serious offence. 

Our non-de1inquent (N) sample was matched to the D.sample according to age and 

residence. Each N fam i1y was randomly drawn from those of a smal1 group of 
matched youth ta 

(9) Alberta Guerrieri gives severaI citations from the social science literature conceτning 
this question in "The Role of the Chinese-American Motber弋 pp. 235-37, in The Chinese 
Family in San Francisco, Parl 11, pp. 235也281. Whi1e the consens帥 is tr.at the Father is 
the he叫 of the household, this is not without debate when actuaI field research resuIts 
are considered. 

(10) Hyman, Rodman and PauI Grams present a definitive discussion of the current Iiterature 
in this 益eld in their article “Juvenile Delinquency and the Family: A Review and 
Discu串串ion" in Task Force R，φorl: Juve咒ile Delinqu ,>ncy and Youtk Crime, The President's 
Commi串串ion on L揖w Enforcement and Administration of Justice, U. S. Government Printing 
O伍ce， Washington, 1967，帶'. 188-221. The definition. foibles and haτdships of delinquency 
research are set forth 站 Delinquency Research , Hirscl汁. Travis and Hanan C. Selv妞， The 
Free Pre串串， New York , 1967. 
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In order to study the hypotheses set forth above, the Dominance and Femininity 
scores of the members of only those families in the Delinquent (D) and Non­
delinquent (N) sub-samples of our San Francisco Chinese Family Study where the 

Father, Mother and Youth were present and tested were extracted from the ta.tal 
sample. We will now examine the following tables to delineate differences in how 
family members scored on the Do and Fe scales of the CPI. 

Table 1 shows the Dominance scores of Fathers (A )，話others (B) and Y outh 
(C) 站鈍 D families and 22 N fam i1ies. The Chinese Fam i1y Life Study cases 

missing are incomplete families or, in three Înstances, faked test results that could 
not be used. The following six columns in the table show di証erences between the 

scores of various family members. Table 2 shows the remininity scores of the same 
D and N fam i1ies. Differences between scores are shown in the same manner. 

DISCUSSION 

The Do and Fe scores of a l1 three fam iIy members will now be analyzed in the 
fo l1owing order: 如鈍， the relative position of Father and Mother is examined; 

second, the relative positions of Parents and Youth are looked at, and third, the 
Father, Mother and Youth are considered as a triad. After each scale is fully 
considered individually, the two scales 袋re then considered relatively. 

An inspection of the (B-A) column in Table 1 shows that the Do scale of the 
mother exceeds or equals her husbands 站立 out of the 誕 families in the D sample 

but in only 5 out of the 22 families in the N sample. Mean scores for family 

members are extracted from Table 1 and listed below in Table 3 to further illustrate 

the relative positions of family members in their scoring. 

From this table we can see that while the N sample Fathers clearly have a 
higher mean Do score than their wiv峙， that the D sample Fathers have a mean 

score that is not significantly different from that of their wives. 

In the N sample, 10 youth have Do scores higher than both of their parents.. 

This compares to the eight D-sample youth that have higher Eo scores than both 

of their parents. Although the mean Do score of N Youth (23.4) is higher than that 

of D Youth (21.5) the difference is not as great as that between N and D Fathers. 

In the N -sample. in 白very case where the Youth's Do Score exceeds his Father's, it 
also exceeds his 服other's. The N Youth's Do scores exceed thir mothers alone in 
two additional families. The Do score patterns in D sample families are not as 
clearly de技ned. In three out of the 11 families where the youth's score exceeds or 

equals his Father's, his score is less than his mother's. In four other fam i1ies, the 
youth's Do score exceeds his Mother's but 泣。t his Father's. 

Table 4 presents the Do score relationships between Father. 草other， and Youth. 

First, each triad was ranked-i. e. A> B>C. Then the percentages of each family 
member falling into fir哎， second, or third position were determined. Inspection of 

Table 4 reveals that N families present fewer different patterns (6) than D families 
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Table 1. Dominance Scale Scores of the Family 諮embers of Delinquents 

and Non.Delinquents and Their Differences 
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Femininity Scale Scores of the Family Members of Delinquents 

and Non-Delinquents and Their Differences 

Table 2. 
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Pamilies of Delinque認為
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Table 3. Mean Scores of D and N Fami1ies on the Dominance Scale 

Table 是. Family Triad Do and Fe Score Patterns 

INUIRberofiDobre ht-JiNumber d ih 似的 Patterna
amilie昌 J...，TV ......"" U 1. ç .&. Q,l.I. .....L ua Families 

6 A>B>C )認 B>A>C ì 
2 (A B)>C! __ 3 B>C>A > 9 

>12 
2 A>C>B ! 2 B>(A C)J 

N Sample 
2 A>(B 且 C )J 

5 11 

2 (A=B)>C ~ 11 3 B>C>A 
21 

是 A>C>B 2 至3>(A口 C)

2 2 (B C)>A 
1 B>(A ，口 C) ~ 7 2 

D Sample 
2 B>C>A 主 A>C>B J 3 

2 (B C)>A 
3 

2 C>l至>A ~ 6 
1 C>(A B) 

(10). However, the striking difference is that there are no N families which possess 
triad patterns in which B has a clearly dominant score while in 7 D families­
almost one-third of the fam i1ies-B scores are higher or equal to the highest. When 
the percentages of family members in each position are determined (Table 5) , a 
clear pattern is determined that is similiar in both D and N samples. Fathers (A) 

have a preponderance of first place position, Mothers (B) of second place positions, 
and Youth (C) of third-place position. However, these positions are much more 

clearly maintained in the N sample than in the D sample. Furthermore, dramatic 

differences exist between N and D samples at other points; 37% of D mothers are 
in first place compared with 症結 of N mothers (actually a first place shared with 
her husband) and 45.路 of N sample youth are in 益rst place comparedwith 25.96' of 
the D sample youth. 

Table 2 sets forth the Fe scores of both samples. N and D samples are virtual1y 
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Table 5. % of A, B, C, in 1, 2, 3, Rank Order in Dominance and Femininity Scores 

D-Sa:nple N-SampJe 

1 2 3 l 2 3 

B 

[\8327\\\\ \61\ 66\\、 甜4 

B 9 13 
Femininity 

A A 

I4S\m?;竺4(| 
C 8 泊\卅\ C 

1 2 3 1 2 3 

A 37 25 A lL\36 l3 

Dominance \ 

B E主 是 \\59 是5

\、

\、\\\ 

18\\戶)C 25 37 ",,41 1 C 45 
\ 

*Percen~ages do not add to 100,9;; since a family member is counted twice if scores are equal. 

the same with only four Fathers in each sample having higher Fe scores than their 

wives. Table 6 indkates that the mean Fe score of the Mother. is significant1y higher 

in both samples. The mean Fe scores for Mother惡， in both samples is virtually the 

same as is also the case for Fathers and Youth in both samples. 

Table 6. 就ean Scores on D and N Families of the Femininity Scale 

The relative Fe scores of youth compared to parents are approximately the 

same in both samples-three D youth and 3 N youth having scores equal or greater 

than their mothers and 7 D youth and 6 N youth having Fe scores equal or greater 
than their Fathers. 

When we chart fam i1y triad patterns (Table 的 we find that the Mother predo­
minates in first place in the majority of families in both samples…19 out of 訟 in

the N sample and 21 out 24 families in the D sample. Posìtion percentages (Table 
5) show similiar patterns in both samples except that more N Fathers are in third 
position (22%) 的 opposed to D fathers (4%) and more D 旺others are ìn 3rd position 
(29;的 than in the N sample (13%). 
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Table 7(11) summarizes Do and Fe Scores from selected groups in order to make 

cross-cultural comparisons. Mean (X) Fe scores for the Fathers in both N and D 
samples are higher than for the other groups, Do Scores are lower. As for the 
菇。the悶， both N and D have lower Mean scores but .their 就ean Fe Scores are 
approximately the same as most other groups. Differences between the scores of 
the various groups of youths are not significant. 

Table 7. Comparative CPI Scores 
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CONCLUSION 

The Dominance scores of family members are distributed in two patterns. The 
k叫 pattern is indicated in the N sample by the Fathers' scores exceeding those of 
their wives in 17 out of 22 families with their 豆 of 25.1 exceeding the Mothers' X 

(11) Manual for the CPI, pp. 34. 
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of 20.7. This is consistent with our hypothesis that the Father role requires a 

personality that exhibits dominance, including his relationship to his wife. This 

relative dominance presents a c1結r picture of parental role relationships to youth 
members of the family. In the D sample, the Fathers' scores exceed their wives in 
only 12 out of 24 families indicating that in many of these families that the Father's 

personality system may not provide him with the psychological resources to perform 
his role in the family social system as determined by cultural values. His failure 
to so according to social norms provîdes a poor role model to his son and may be 
one factor in the development of delinquent-type authority relationships. The second 

pattern is indicated by the almost equal distribution of relatively higher dominance 
scores between Fathers and Sons with 13 Fathers and 11 Sons out of the 24 families 
respectively having hîgher scores. D sample youth display a pattern of having 

higher Dominance scores than their fathers about half the time (11 out of 假如milies).

Their N sample counterparts have a similiar tendency (10 out of 22 臼milies).

However, while N sample Youth who exceed their fathers' score also exceed their 

mothers' scores in six out of the 10 cases, similiar D sample youth exceed their 

mothers and fathers simultaneously în only 2 families. 

The fact that both D and N youth scored higher than their parents much of the 
time may indicate a generational difference related to residence in the United States. 
Of 20 male groups reported by Gouth, only problem groups of adu1ts such as 
psychiatric hospital patients, and prison inmates had Mean Do scores lower than 
hîs large group of 3,572 high school students. Compared to the high school group's 

闊侃n score of 怒之 the other group 規ean range from 26.5 for machine operators to 
32.0 for salesmen< 帥 • In other words, American ado叫le部sc仰e軒仰r泊叫I此t males seem to have lower 

Dominance scores than adult males, but i詛n t油hi泊s sampl知e of Chi旭nes甜e-A

half of the boys have scores that exceed their fathers. 

Final1y, a look at the Table 3 showing the Mean Dominance scores of the N 
families reveal a c1ear difference between Fathers (25.1) and 阻others (20.7) with 
the Youth's scores (23.4) fa l1ing in between.τhe Mean Dominance scores of D 

families ind泌的e a much smal1er difference between Fathers (22.4) and Mothers 
(21.5) with the Youth's (21.5) equa 
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experiences a mother with more dominant person討ity charact學ristics than his father, 
he also experiences a father with greater Fe characteristics than his inother. One 

could speculate that these three D families possess the greatest role discontinuities 
in our sample. But. in general. it seems that the Fe and Do scales do not measure 
opposite characteristics; that 拾， a high Do score does not necessarily inply a low 

Fe score. 

SUMMARY 

This paper illustrates the use of the California Psychological Inventory in the 

study of family roles and dynamics. The scores of the Mother, Father and Youth 

on the Dominance and Femininity Scales in two groups are comparatively studied. 
One group is comparised of 24 Chinese.American delinquents and their p我rents. The 
other is made up of 22 matched non翎delinquent youth and their parents. Both groups 
were part of the Chinese Family Life Study in San Francisco which was done under 
a grant from the Institute of International Studies of the University of California 
(Ber keley ). 

lt was hypothesized that Fathers would have higher Dominance scores than 

their wives and that Mothers would have higher Femininity scores than their 
husbands. lt was believed that deviation from this pattern would indicate role 
confusion and possibl思 delinquent behavior. 

Analysis of the data revealed that the families of delinquents did tend to have 
Mothers with higher Dominance scores when compared to their husbands. However, 
the Femininity scale did not distinguish between the two groups. Unexpectedly, a 
sign站cant number of youth in both groups scored higher on the Dominance scale 
than their parents. 

The data seems to support our hypothesis that there is a higher incidence of 

Mothers with "D位ninant" personality traits among the families of the delinquents 
than among the families of the non-delinquents. This may result in role confusion 
and in the development of attitudes or relationship patterns towards authority figures 

that are a f詠ctor underlying delinquent behavior. Further research is now needed 
to determine the items on the Dominance scale that distinguish the parents of 
delinquents from those of non-delinquents. 
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加州人格品質量表在家庭

關係研究上之應用

發健

摘饗

本軒昂係龍海[如:的人格晶質主義義J (CPI) 以研究教庭成員在家廳中的地位 (role) "}乏其鍛

豆豆髓的動龍鐘鼠，篇章01偉大學醫療研究游資助下在美聽聽金山市JYf誰行的牛國家庭生指研究工作的

一部分。受:稅費去為兩姐:共中-組包含二十盟{歸家庭中發生華裔撓蟬少年古巴及其父母，另…紐是扭

扭艷接聽冉的二十二儒家腔中的正常少年五其父母。本研先按鐘還兩輯中的少年，父親和母親在

f玄酷佐江Dominance) 和「女4愷化 J (Feminini ty )量提f二的至于數，瓏位比較的研究。

首先，價是父組蠶豆支比母親有較高的「支配怯J 分數:互之，母親鑼鼓比欠教有較蹋的 f女性

化J 分數。如果串串j喜愛訝得品結會漿，背離了此一限定的直接悔，銷毀示其嚴庭站位遠聽不惜，可能導致

少年也罪行為的證位。

本研完捌驗辟得驚料經;品誰計分析後，顯品在少年犯台全眾路中，說「女配控」分散認霄，母親

臨有為最父鶴的主義勢 ， i且我 f立艷梅J 分澈的比較中，頭組之商議無差別。正眩扒潛親中有相當多

的至今年，在 f支配揖J 分數1平，高於慨fr穹的父母，貴手拉始辛辛豆亨氏。

總之，根接本街路的搬來，我們可以背自在少if:犯的主義庭中，美智「女單位 J 人梅特質的母輯

辟值的比華芋，蓋等於一聲正常少年的家膺，還可能混汶泉路角色的混滑 P 影響說家庭中的少年對樽J!G.

人物的態度和關法之站立與發鐘，鼠哭了輯是少年混擇行為略成的聽聽之一。至於擔一步的研亮，

紅須再就「艾麗怯」量擬中的普車j鞍題項間加Q(分析，眩耀是其妻鑒別的功能。

F . 


