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Parental Authority Questionnaire 

John 13. Buri 
Uniuerstfy of St,  Thomas 

.4 questio~nalre was developed for the parpose of measuring Baumrind's ( IO7i :  

?err;.,issive, auchor~tarian. and ar?thori:at?ve parentai authority pro:ocypes. It 
consists of 30 I:ems per parent and perrr,issi\~t, aurtioritarian? and authori.. 

ratve scores far both the mother and the father; each of these scores is derived 

from rhe phenomenoiogicai appraisais of :he parents' authority bv h i :  sor, or 

daughter. The resuls oi  several studies have supported :he Parencai Aurharq 

Q~estionnaire as 2 p~~chornetricai!~ sound and valid measure cf 3aumrind's 

paren:& authority prorotypes, and they have s~ggested thzt :his o~lestionnaire has 

considerabie po~enrial as a valuable too: in the imestigation of correlates of 

parectal perm~ssiveness~ authorit~rianism, and ail:horitativeness. 

The  use of parentai authority in cI-,ikirenvs lives i: an  often-debated issue (e.g., 

Dobson, 1 C X ;  Dmr, Zax, & Banner: 1983; Gordon, 1975; Keiil, 1977; 
Rubinsrein & Slife, 19841. In what manner thar authority should be exercised, 

how often i: sbouid be exercised, irr what contexts it should be exercised, and 

whe~her  it should even be exercised h v e  Seen discussed at. great Iength and with 

considerabie canviction. 

Nurnerous mo.dels have derived from empirical investigations of parerirai 

authority (e.g., see Roilins & Thomas, 1979). One  particular model, however, 

has frequently been eked for its multidimensiona! character, its typological 

c:iarity, and its ernpiricaleffi~ac~. Within this model (proposed by Baumrind! 

19711, three distinct protorypes of parentai arrthariry have been pro5ered- 

permissiveness, authoriterianism, and authoritativeness. Baurnrind suggested 

that permissive parents tend t s  make fewer demands on their chijdrerr rhat do 

other parents, aiIowing them t c  regulate their own activities as much as 
-. 
ihus ,  permissive parens  are relatively ncncon tmihg  and tend t.c use a 

rn in imm of punishment with their children. A~choritarian parents, on the 

other hand, tend to be highly directive with their children and value unques. 

tiorling obedience in their. exercise of authority over their children. Being 

detached and iess warm than other parents, the authoritarian parents dis- 
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courage verbal give-and-take a n i  favor pu~ i t ive  measures tc conrrol their 
, . 

chxiren's heh2::ior. Authorita%e parents, houever, tend tc? tali wmewhere 
... , 

be:a.een chese extremes. They are characterized a. Froixixg ciear and fr: 

directixi for their children, biz discipiinary clarzv is noderared by warmth, 

reeson, tlexihillty, and verhai give-and-rake. 

h4easurements bv Baurxinci (iB;!) and Baumrind 2nd Ziack ( i967'  d 

perxiss:ve, aurhoritarian, and autiiorit3:ive parenting have been based or: 

interviews with parents and :heir chiidren as weii as obser;,atic?r,c of parents 

i~teracting w:& their chiidren. h4ore recen:j)i, Dornbusci;, Xitrer, !-eidernan, --. 
~ o b e r t s .  and Fraleigh (lB3:) reported :he use oiqnes~:crnnaire daca from h g h  

s c h o ~ l  studext: tc determine i~hrch  oi Bailrrirind's authcrity sr-tie: ivas exercised 

'..a. their parents. The type of indirecr mezssre of parental proton-pes errrpicved 
7 

by Dornbnsch e: ai. has se\wal advantages for family researchers! such as: i he 

cost is Iow in terms of time required for data coliecricn and in rerrr.s o i  speciai 

t r shing required for &:a-gathering personnel; subject a\.ailaMiry for par:ici?a- 

ticrn is high; and standarcaizaazn of the measuremen: tool is ?ossibie. Hox.ei-e:, 

:his perticuiar measure p:c?posed by Dornbuscb et 2:. mey be unsatisfactarv icr 

u-ide-scaie usc for several reascrns: (a) academic-reia:ed cnment was nsed ire. 

quer~tiy in the questionnaire items, ib'! this tool did ni.t aIicw for :he separate 
, . 

measuremen: of the authority prototypes emplcred ky mother> and h h e r s ,  2nd 

ic! the Cronbaci; alpha me&ier,:s reported for the scaies were only cf mocierate 

srrezgch :'i.e., .60, .?St and .66 for permissiveness? authorirariansm, and au~hor-  

itativeness, respectively). In chi: arricie. I describe 2 Like;?-rrpe q~estionnaire 
designed ro meaFure t h e  perm~ssive, authoritarian. and au:horicarivc p a x n t i n g  

provided by both mothers and fzthers. 

PHASE 1: SCALE CONSTRUCTION 

Method 

Procedure. Initially, 43 questionnaire items were constructed based or, the 

clescriprions of the permissive, asthoritarian, and authoritati\:e prororypes 

propased 51; Baumrind i.1911). Each of these items was stated f ron  the point of 

view o i  an  indi\.iduai evaiuaring the patrerns of autho;itr esercsed by his or her 

parents. Consistent wit6 a svr=lbolic interactic~isr perspective :e.g., ConIey, 

1902; ktead, :?34>, it was reasoned thar the actuai parental hehsvior to which 
an :nd:vidual has beer: exposed will largely aMct that :nd:viduai in :he way ~ n 2  

-> 
t o  the extent chat he or she perceives that behavior. I [>ereisre, rarher than 

develqing scale kerns to  measure parents' reports of the parentai prototypes 

employed, :he !:ens i~ the ?resent instrument were designed rc measure rhe 

pmissi\:eness. authoritarianisrr:, and authxita:ivenesz o i  p a r e ~ t s  as ?henom- 

enologicai!y a~praised bv their son or daughter. 
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,.... 
; wentyone professionah (1 I women, 10 men: working ir. the fields of 

psychology, education, sociology, and social work were presented rhe 4P ques- 

tionnaire Items. Each of these professionals was aiso given verbatim descriptions 

of the permissive, authoritarian, and authoritztrve pror:=.types (Baumrind, 197 1, 

pp. 22-23) and was asked ro judge each item according ta iis accuracy irr 

characterizing each of the prototypes. Each professional was encouraged to 

refrain from categorizing a particular item if he or she judge2 that it failed to 

delineate cleariv one of the three parental patrerns. If more than 95% of the 

judges (i.e., at least 20 of the il judges) agreeci, char an iterr: unequivocaliy 
represenred one of the three p r e ~ t a :  prototypes, then it was incladed in a k a J  

pod of items. 

Results 

c?f't;he initial 41 items, 36 met criterion, and there was i00% agreement among 

the judges on two thirds of these items. This large amount of agreement among 

the 21 professionaks thar these cjinestionnzire items accurarelp reflect the con- 

scructs of permissive, authoritarian, and authoritative parenring (as defined by 
Baumrind) suggest that. the content vaiidiry of this questio~naire is good. 

From the pooi ofthe 36 questionnaire items that met criterion, IG permissive, 

1.C aurhoritzrian, and ic? authoritative items were rsained for the final Parental 

Aurhority Questionnaire (PAQ). Twc! forms of this questionnaire were con- 

srructed: one to e\duate the parent21 authority provided by the mother and one 

to e\&ate the authority of the father. The X PAR irerns pertaining to the 

mother's parentai authority are presented in Tabie 1. Responses to each of these 

items are made on a -5point Likert scale ranging from strongly disagree (11 ro 

strortgly agree (5). Thus, the PAQ yields six separare scores for each pardcipanr: 

mother's permissiveness, mother's zuthorirariznism, mother's authoritativeness: 

father's permissiveness, father's authoritarianism, and farher's authoritativeness. 

Scores on each of these variabies can range from IG to 56; the higher the score, 

the greater the appraised level of the parencai authority prototype measured. 

PHASE 2: RELIABILITY TESTING 

Study 1 : Test-Retest Reliability 

Method. Students from an inrroduc:ory ps~&oIogy ciass (30 women, 32 

men) completed the PAQ at the end of a ciass period early in the semester. Twc 

weeks h e r ,  61 of rhe original participants (29 women, 32 men) again completed 

the FAQ a: the end of a ciass period. Foliiowing rhe completion of this latter 

testing session, the participants were debriefed ccncerning the purposes of their 

pzrticipation, 
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TABLE I :%orrtinuedl 

Z j . hiiy mother did no? view herself as responsibk for directing and guiding my behavior as I was 

growing up.* 
-, 7 

LL. MY mocher had ciear standards olbehzvio: fo:. the chlidren in our home as l was growing 
,..- ,p, but she was willing to adj9st rhose standards t:, the needs of each of :he ind!vidunl 

children in the tam:!\..*** - - 
L.5. Mv mother gave me dkemon for my behavior and activities as I was growlrlg up and she 

expec:ed me to fdlow her direction, bur she was aiways wiliing to listen rr, mv concerns and 

ro d:scuss :hat direction with me.*** 
-, 
ir. As I was growing iap m y  mother allowed me :e form my own goin: of view on f ~ x l i i v  marters 

~ n d  she generally aliowed me to decide for rnysel: w h x  1 was going to do.* 
- 7  

L:. M y  mo:her has dwaps  feic :hat mos: probiems in soaetv wauid be solved ii we couid ge: 

parents :o s:ricrly and f ~ r c i b ! ~  deai with their c'hiidren when they don't do uihat they art. 

supposed to as they are growng up ** 
20. ,4s i was growing up  my mother often told me exac:ly what she wanted me :o dc a d  how 

sht expe2:ed me ~3 do it ** 
27. As I was growing up mv mother gave me clear direction far mv behaviors a d  activitres, but 

she was aiso understanding when I disagreed with her.*** 

28. As I was growing up m y  mother did no: $rec: ?he behawars, activkies, and desires oi  :hr 

chlld;.en in the ia:miy.* 

29. As I was growi:~g tip: 1 knew what xiy mother ex?ectrd 0:' me in :he fami!y and shc insisted 

:ha: I conform to those expectations simpiv out o i  respect fgr her authority.** 

30. AE I was growing UP; if my nothe; made a decision in the farnil!; that hurt me, she was 

wiilmg :o discuss that cieclsion with me and :0 admi: it ii she ha3 made a miscakc: "*+ 

Note. The parenral protorype represented hv  each item is denoted as iollouw *permissive. 

**authoritariar., and ***aurhorirative. 

Results. The testing sessions over rhe ;-week e r i o d  yielded the following 

reliabilities N = 6:; mean age = 13.2 years): .8! for mother's permissiveness, 

.St; for mother's aathorjrariansm. .?S for mother's asthoritativeness, .?7 for 

father's permissiveness, '85 for father's authoritarianisrr,, and '92 for father's 

ai;thoritativeness. 

Study 2: Internal Consistency Reliability 

Metlrud. The participants were 185 students (95 women, PC me>) u:ho 

agreed ro participate ir. the st.ady as part of an introductory psychology course 

requirement. The mean age of :hese participants was i8.7 years. Foliowing their 

parskipation, the subjects were raid that their responses would be used to 

determine speci6c psvchometric measures. pertaining ro the PA.Q. 

R e  The faljowring Cronbach (1951) coeEicient alpha values were ob- 

tained for each of the six PAQ scaies: .75 for Mother's Permissiveness, .85 for 

h4other's Authoztarianism, .82 fer Mother's hthoritativeness, .74 for Father's 

Permissiveness, 2'1; for Father's Authoritarianism, and .85 for Farher's Author- 

itativeness. Both the test-retest reliability coefficients and the Cranbach alpha 

d u e s  are highly respectable, especially given h e  fact that there are only !C: 

items per scale. 
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PHASE 3: V A U D I D  TESTKG 

Study I : Dnscrirninant-Related Validity 

Resuifs. As the resdts ir: Table 2 reveai, rhe resgonses af the 124 7ar::ci- 

yams supporred the hvpothesized dk~ergence ir, P A 2  scores. 3lo:her'. 
. , 3 -. 

au:Forita;iansm was inversely reiated t c  marher.'s pern::ss:irenrss : r  = - .3., 7 

< .SO?i) and to mother's au:hcrj:ati\:eness ( 7  = -.-is< 3 < .;2Jl5), Simliar]v. 
a"'. 

. , 

&-.. :-.-6er's acth~rita:ianism n a  inversely relatea to tather's perm:ss:i,eness ( r  = 
- . jc, .> < .@25? an$ ro {zthrr's autj-,critarj\~eness t r  = -, 52, $ < ,332 jj. ,Aisc. 

motF:er's perx-,issiveness was not  significant!^ re!atcd rc mother's aurhorita::ve- 

Study 2: Criterion-Related Validit! 

One impcrtar.: dimensicn of Baumrind's au:hari:i FrOtCKiTpeS rh2r was m t  

expiici:i\: mentiones ir. :he verbatim descriptions oi' each is parental nzrmth or. 

parenral narturance. 3ecause chis par:icuiar dimension was no: discusset :E rrhe 

\,erbarirx Sescriptlons, the 2 :  prot'essianais who jiidged thc appoprixeness csi 

each PAQ item far inciujion in the qsestionnaire were unabie t o  :akc paren:ai 

ncrturance Inw considerstiisn when mik:ng cheir !ndgnen:s. Thcrefxe! if the 

1.48LP 2 

Intercarreiations of P A Q  Scores for Mothers and Fathers 

' 
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PAQ is a vnlid measure of Baumrind's protor-;pep, then parental acthoritative- 

ness should be pasitiveiy reIated to parentai nxturance, author::arian:sm 
. , 

should be negatrveip reiated to curturance, and perrzissiveness shouid no: be 

zign:ficsritly related t c  riurturance. 

Method. Buri, Ivlisuka~is, and h4ueUer (!88SI developed a 24-irem Parend  

Kzrcurance Scaie. Test-retest rellabiIitzes for :his scale were .9i for mother's 

nurturance 2nd .9$ fcr father's curturance. Crmbach's coeKiciex a!+ values 

were .35 for nother's nurturance and: .93 for faiher's zurturznce. In my srudy, 
127 college srucienrs were asked to complete the FAQ and the Parecta! 
Nurturance Sczie as part of an ir,troducto:-,. psych~1cgy coilrse reqsiremen:, 

The s&.ec~s were de'r;rie<ed ?&!owing their participion. 

Resdts. Consistenr with Baumrind's szggestions for ?he reiatmnship be- 

t~ L,%,en ,- pa:ental authority and parentaj warmth, the foilou-ing bivariate correia- 

:ions between the ?AQ score: and :he Parentd Nurturance Sc& scores were 

obtazned: the authorirative p z r e ~ t s  were fomd t c  be highest in parenta'i 

nurturance for barh morhers i r  = 5 6 ,  9 < .301":.5) and fzthers (7 -- .68, b <. 
, , 

.SOC'j); authcritarian parenting was inverseiy relared :a nurturance ?or ~ o t h  

mothers ( r  = - "36,  P < .00C5! and for fathers ;r = - .53, < .0005); and 

parentai permsskeness was cnre!a:ed r= narturance for both mothers ( r  = .04., 
. - 

g > .I?, and fathers ( r .  = . i ~ ,  p > .iO). These resuits ccntrirm thar parermi 

alarm& is a dimension oi p a r e n d  authority that is inherent In the PA,;? 
measxrement. 

Study 3: Correlations With Marlowe-Cwwne Suciai 
Desirability Scale 

an the face of j:, rhe PAQ maj! be vulnerable tc. response biases. For exampie, 

agreemem with the authcrirative items and nonagreement wirh the authori- 

tarian items may be perceive6 as soaa',i:; desirable responses. If the PAR is tc  be 

a useiui measure s f  parental authoritp prototype:., then responses to the BAQ 
items should be free of such response biases. 

Metirod. Studects from ail in:roductory psychelogy class (N = 69) com- 

pleted the PL4Q and rhe Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scaie {Crowne & 

Mariozve, 1964) at the end ~f a dass period. The subjczts were ~nformed that 

their participation wouid help vali:ia:e the PAQ. 

Restkits. The foi.liowing bivariare correlations berween the P A Q  scores and 

the Maricwe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale were obtained: r = "2.3 for 

morher's permissiveness, 7 = - .14 for mother':. asthcritarianisx, r = .10 for 

mother's a~thoritativeness, r = .10 for father's permissiveness, 7 = .01 for 
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PHASE 4. SORhl TESTING 

. . .-. , 
dkussro:: c?r: parenting. The ocher s:.mple conaxcii. cr i: I <oiit.gt; sts&n:s 

. ,. 
(mean age = i b . 3  vears: who compieted rhc P.4Q iR partial ftili:iirrier,t oi a:! - 
intrcrdactor:,. ~svchoiogy coxse  requ:remeni. i he subjects :I: each of :hesc 

saxpies iqyre intart f~r;~i',ies; thej- were &+ri&J :-nc-rr,iy.n :);i. 7:;Wse: - . . . - 
of rherr prtlcip;:icr, f ~ i i l ~ ~ - i i > g  the cor;l;ierion d the ~t:i%. i he m e a n s ,  

? .  

neSians, and stanzarc! dewitions :or :he pe~mssive, aurhoritar~a::, and a ~ t h a r -  
. , * .. * .  
itat:r,e sc-res h: the mgthers and the tathers fcr 59th tE;e i;igj-: siE;~c?i arL,j 

. . . - 
ccilege ~ z ~ : c ; p a n : s  are ;l.resenteJ :r, Tabie i. 

DISCUSSION 

T.4BLE 3 

PAQ Scaie Means, kledians, and Standard Deviations for thgh Schooi Smcimts and for 

Collew 5:uden:s 

:il .\id L < -. ;: 

7 7 .  

.h:~gt; s~h:>oi ~:iill;>;f' 

?ifocher': per:nisslvrnes> 
. , - 5' 
i i .  ; 5 ,,y +.5; 

Mothc:'s :icchor;:zr:;:~!sn; I,+ + .  - :.y - .- . . .  ,.-. 
hiather's n~:ho:!ra:~i.enes! 

. , ;+.s . . - ,-.: -, "L L 

- . -. 
-,. 'L. 

Fn:her'> perr;;:zs;\.eness , L  . c :  . <  c:j . . , L  2-6 . . -  ' - .?.I 
Father's zurhor!:arizn~sn: 

- -  -.\ . . 
, ?  

... .- 
hi.?? 

.\-. . 
-, 7 ,-., ., . . 

Fnihef> a~lthor~:a~i\,enesa - .. i . . - ?  ., .. , 
" .>-  i :i .. . , . .. 

~ o l i e g e  sam$tt" 

Mvi3thris prrrr.:ssiveness 25.4' 1 5 . ?.-, 
- - -  - .  
, . 

I\',:,:her's nu:hori:aria:is.r. :c.<: - -  . 1.-, - .  .\i - . -. 
. ,.- 

i:.i.+ :\Ia:he:'s a:~tii,iri:ailvenca: . ; -.<. < :,? ;.5: 

 father'^ ~erir.issil~ene.;:. -<..- :i >: 
- - . .A\. "..... - .- . .L -. .. . 

v- , 
rarhrr's author:tar:mism 3 . 7 4  - . . A  y 3; -G .--. 

Father's acr5or:ca:!\.eness 
- - 
.,>.i$ 36.3; : - -  

f '. 
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further supporr k r  the criterion vahdlrv of the FAQ was reported by Burl, 

koueselle, M~sakanls, and Mueller (1982). Burl et a!. found 2 strong positive 

relationskip between parental aurhorrtat:veness and adolescent self-esteem, a 

strong Inverse relationship between ~arental  authorrrarlanesm and adoiescect 

seF-esteem, and nc sigdicant reiationship between paren<al permissiveness azd 

adolescent self-esteem. These findings are consistent with those deriving from 

Baunrind's ( i  97 I ,  1984) original research in which interview-based crinicai 

judgments were ased tc  determine the parental almthority prototypes. Saumrind 

reported rhar chiidren of authoritative parents were more independent, self- 
reliant, responulble, and goal-oriented :ban were children of permissive. or 

authoritarian parents: fur:hermore, children of authoritarian pzrenrs were 

found to have particular deficics in these areas. Because each of these sharacter- 

istics ir?~esrigated by Baumrind is a correiate of self-esteem (see Clenes &. Bean, 

1981; Coopersm:th, 1967, 1968; Giimore? 1974; Linton & Graham, 1959; 
Purdey, 1C.X; Rosenberg, 1365; Weinhold & Hrlferty, I983), the findings 

reported by Buri et al, provide further evidence that the PAR is a valid measure 

of 8aumrind's parental authority prototypes. 

CONCLUSION 

The PA(? is usefd for assessizg the permissiveness, authsritarianism, and 

authoritativeness exercised by both mothers and fathers; it is appro~riate for 

Soch women and men who are older adolescents or young aduks. Given the fax 

rhat parental suchnrity has repeatedly been cited (along with parental accep- 

tance) as one of the principal variables of importance in parent-child ixterac- 

tiom {see Martin, 1975: Rohner, 1986; Kollins & Thomas, I W ? ,  the potenrial 

of the FrZQ as a research tool in the investigatmn of ndi.iidual correlates of 

parental permissiveness, authoritarianism, and zu~horitativeness is noteworthy. 
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