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ABSTRACT

The current study explores college students' perceptions of corporal punishment with a
specific focus on how religious affiliation influences attitudes towards corporal punishment. The
data is based on a convenience sample of 318 students attending a southern university. All
subjects were administered the same IRB-approved survey instrument on-site. The survey
included a wide variety of measures including items assessing participants’ religious affiliation,
attitudes toward corporal punishment, and demographics. Multivariate logistic regression models
were estimated to test the relationship between the independent variables and each dependent
variable. The odds of males, non-Whites, Republicans, Protestants, and those previously
corporally punished and raised outside the United States believing corporal punishment is
acceptable for children under 2, 2-12, and/or 13-17, intending to use corporal punishment, and/or
believing corporal punishment is emotionally harmful are greater than the odds of their

counterparts.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Despite controversy, corporal punishment as a means of discipline remains prevalent in
American homes. Finkelhor, Turner, Wormuth, Vanderminden, and Hamby (2019) report that
37% of children in the United States were spanked in 2014, with children ages 0-9 experiencing
the highest rate of corporal punishment (49%). Although many parents appear to endorse
spanking and other forms of corporal punishment in their homes, some scholars are calling for
eradication of physical forms of punishment (Cuddy & Reeves, 2014). Resistance to physical
discipline is the result of a number of studies that identify a host of harmful effects associated
with the use of corporal punishment including, but not limited to, depression, intensification of
introversion and aggression, and cognitive injury (Berlin et al., 2009; Gershoff, 2002; Gershoff
& Grogan-Kaylor, 2016; Gershoff et al., 2010; Gunnoe & Mariner, 1997; Kandel, 1990; Pagani
et al., 2004; L. Simons, Simons, & Su, 2013; Straus & Paschall, 2009)

Despite a variety of studies examining the effects of corporal punishment, the existing
literature on perceptions of corporal punishment is scant and quite dated, with an even smaller
body of research exploring the role of religion. Summarily, these studies suggest Protestantism,
especially conservative Protestantism, is associated with favorable attitudes toward corporal
punishment (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Ellison & Sherkat, 1993; Grasmick, Bursick, & Kimpel,
1991; Grasmick, Morgan, & Kennedy, 1992; J. P. Hoffman, Ellison, & Bartkowski, 2017

Wiehe, 1990). Research recognizing who favors corporal punishment and discerning why they



favor spanking and similar discipline is integral in understanding the processes underlying
corporal punishment; such studies identify, firstly, who needs to be made aware of the
consequences of corporal punishment and, secondly, the reason(s) why certain groups employ
physical discipline. In an effort to add to this literature, the current study explores college
students’ perceptions of corporal punishment with a specific focus on how religious affiliation
influences attitudes towards corporal punishment. Specifically, the current study will rely on a
college student sample to examine how religious affiliation influences students’ perceptions of

corporal punishment.



CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW

Harms of Corporal Punishment
Most of the literature regarding corporal punishment has investigated the harm associated
with spanking and other types of physical discipline. For instance, L. Simons et al. (2013) that
corporal punishment can lead to unexpected negative results including depression and
delinquency. Moreover, Straus and Paschall (2009) found that children’s cognitive development
is hindered by spanking and slapping. Studies further suggest that corporal punishment might
even contribute to the behavior it is meant to deter (Berlin et al., 2009; Boutwell, Franklin,
Barnes, & Beaver, 2011; Eisenberg, Chang, Ma, & Huang, 2009; Gershoff, 2002; Gershoff &
Grogan-Kaylor, 2016; Gershoff et al., 2010; Gunnoe & Mariner, 1997; Kandel, 1990; J. T. Lau
et al., 2005; Pagani et al., 2004). More specifically, Gershoff (2002) asserts that:
Parental corporal punishment is associated with the following undesirable
behaviors and experiences: decreased moral internalization, increased child
aggression, increased child delinquent and antisocial behavior...increased adult
aggression, increased adult criminal and antisocial behavior,...and increased risk
of abusing [one’s] own child or spouse (p. 544).
Despite highlighting the significant consequences of spanking, the extant literature has
not sufficiently investigated contemporary perceptions of corporal punishment. However, the
few attitudinal studies that do exist identify several demographic characteristics, which influence

the use and perceptions of corporal punishment.
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Religious Affiliation and Corporal Punishment

Over the years, research has found religious affiliation to be related to attitudes about
various social issues including divorce, nonmarital sex, sex education, abortion, and patriarchy
(Cochran & Beeghley, 1991; Grasmick et al., 1991; Wald, Owen, & Hill, 1988; Woodrum,
1988). Similarly, scholars have found that religious beliefs influence views on the acceptability
of corporal punishment. Specifically, Protestantism, especially conservative Protestantism, is
associated with favorable attitudes toward corporal punishment (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009;
Ellison & Sherkat, 1993; Grasmick et al., 1991; Grasmick et al., 1992; J. P. Hoffman et al., 2017,
Wiehe, 1990). There are a number of reasons that Protestantism may be linked to attitudes about
physical punishment. Firstly, many Protestants believe the Bible is inerrant, dictates how its
followers should live, and should be read literally (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Wiehe, 1990).
Regarding its attitude toward corporal punishment, the Bible — for example, Proverbs 23:13-14
(NIV), which reads “Do not withhold discipline from a child; if you punish them with the rod,
they will not die. Punish them with the rod and save them from death.” — praises and demands
parents to employ physical punishment when disciplining their children (Ellison & Bradshaw,
2009). In summary, some Protestants may favor corporal punishment because the Bible approves
of corporal punishment (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Wiehe, 1990).

Secondly, central to Protestantism is the belief in the original sinfulness of its believers
which can and must be corrected by fellow believers (Bartkowski, 1995; Ellison & Bradshaw,
2009; Ellison & Sherkat, 1993). In elaboration, original sinfulness, as defined by Dobson (1976)
and LaHaye (1977), is the concept that humans are born into sin, that is, selfishness and rebellion
against worldly as well as divine authority. It is dangerous because it hinders people in becoming

productive members of society and/or results in spiritual punishment (Bartkowski, 1995; Ellison



& Bradshaw, 2009; Ellison & Sherkat, 1993). In pertinence to corporal punishment, some
Protestants may believe spanking and similar discipline classically conditions their children out
of sin (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009) Not surprisingly, Flynn (1996b) reports Protestants employ
corporal punishment more often than Catholics. Of course, not all Protestants agree regarding
how the Bible should be interpreted and the impact of original sinfulness. For instance, Wiehe
(1990) reports that Southern and Independent Baptist, Church of God, Holiness, Nazarene, and
Pentecostal followers more often literally interpret the Bible than Disciples of Christ,
Presbyterians, Episcopalians, and Methodists.

Likewise, some studies suggest that conservative/fundamentalist Protestants are more
likely to favor corporal punishment than liberal/moderate Protestants and Catholics (Ellison &
Sherkat, 1993; Grasmick et al., 1991; Grasmick et al., 1992; J. P. Hoffman et al., 2017; Wiehe,
1990). More specifically, Ellison and Sherkat (1993), J. P. Hoffman et al. (2017), and Wiehe
(1990) report that Southern, Missionary, Primitive, and Independent Baptist, Church of God,
Pentecostal/Holiness (e.g., Sanctified, Church of God in Christ, Full Gospel, Apostolic),
Nazarene, Assembly of God, Seventh Day Adventist, Alliance, Church of Christ, Missouri
Synod and Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran, and Jehovah's Witness followers more often favor
corporal punishment than Disciples of Christ, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, and Methodists. In
contrast, Ellison and Bradshaw (2009) state denomination does not affect attitudes toward
corporal punishment. This may be due to a number of factors, including post-World War Il
socioeconomic and geographical mobility (i.e., denominations no longer “belong” to specific
social classes or regions) and interdenominational marriage, which “have increased the internal
heterogeneity of denominations” and eliminated any historical denominational differences in the

interpretation of the Bible (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009, p. 334).



Childhood Corporal Punishment and Perceptions

In addition to religion’s influence on perceptions of corporal punishment, studies suggest
those who were corporally punished as children are more likely to favor and employ corporal
punishment when disciplining children (Deater-Deckard, Lansford, Dodge, Pettit, & Bates, 2003;
Gagne, Tourigny, Joly, & Pouliot-Lapointe, 2007; D. A. Simons & Wurtele, 2010; R. L. Simons,
Whitbeck, Conger, & Chyi-In, 1991; Witt et al., 2017). For example, D. A. Simons and Waurtele
(2010) found 87% of sampled children who were commonly spanked supported corporal
punishment as a disciplinary measure for punishing a brother/sister, compared to 20% of children
who never experienced corporal punishment. These findings may best be explained by what
academics refer to as the “cycle of violence” theory. In general, the cycle of violence theory
asserts children who have fallen victim to repetitive violence are at a greater risk of becoming
violent themselves (Witt et al., 2017). Regarding corporal punishment in particular, Straus and
Donnelly (2001) argue that when parents employ corporal punishment they are teaching their
children that spanking, slapping, and/or hitting loved ones (e.g., children) who “do wrong” is
appropriate. As will be discussed, certain demographic groups more often experience corporal
punishment than others. Therefore, it would make sense that those same groups more often

endorse the use of corporal punishment.

Race/Ethnicity, Socioeconomic Status, and Corporal Punishment

Focusing on race/ethnicity, the plurality of studies suggest that Black individuals more
often favor corporal punishment than Whites and Hispanics (Deater-Deckard & Dodge, 1997;
Deater-Deckard et al., 2003; Flynn, 1994, 1998; Jambunathan, Burts, & Pierce, 2000; Lorber,

O’Leary, & Slep, 2011). Moreover, multiple studies suggest Black individuals are more likely to



employ corporal punishment than White, Hispanic, and Asian individuals (Berlin et al., 2009;
Day, Peterson, & McCracken, 1998; Deater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, & Pettit, 1996; Deater-
Deckard et al., 2003; Dietz, 2000; Finkelhor et al., 2019; Flynn, 1994; Giles-Sims, Straus, &
Sugarman, 1995; MacKenzie, Nicklas, Brooks-Gunn, & Waldfogel, 2011; Pinderhughes, Dodge,
Bates, Pettit, & Zelli, 2000; Straus & Stewart, 1999; Wissow, 2001). For instance, Finkelhor et
al. (2019) report that 59% of sampled Blacks spanked their 0-9-year-old children in comparison
to 46% of Whites and 48% of Hispanics.

Variation in the use of physical discipline across racial/ethnic groups is unlikely due to
heredity, rather these differences are likely associated with socioeconomic status and being
previously punished with corporal punishment. More specifically, Blacks are disproportionately
represented in lower socioeconomic groups (L. W. Hoffman, 2003; Vittrup & Holden, 2010),
and various studies contend that individuals who belong to lower socioeconomic groups more
often favor and employ corporal punishment when disciplining children compared to higher
socioeconomic groups (Dietz, 2000; Flynn, 1994; Friedson, 2016; Gunnoe & Mariner, 1997;
Pinderhughes et al., 2000; Straus & Stewart, 1999). Dietz (2000) argues the lower-class’ greater
inclination to spank is a symptom of increased stress, resulting from financial pressures, that
augments parents’ sensitivity to even the most trivial of their children’s incivilities. Moreover,
multiple studies suggest Black children are more likely to experience corporal punishment than
their White counterparts (Berlin et al., 2009; Gershoff, Lansford, Sexton, Davis-Kean, &
Sameroff, 2012; Hanson et al., 2006; Hawkins et al., 2010; Lorber et al., 2011; MacKenzie et al.,

2011; Taillieu, Afifi, Mota, Keyes, & Sareen, 2014).



Regarding non-Black minorities’ attitudes toward and employment of corporal
punishment, Hispanics report more supportive attitudes toward corporal punishment than
European Americans (Cardona, Nicholson, & Fox, 2000; Chaudhuri, Easterbrooks, & Davis,
2009). This may best be explained by the prioritization of obedience, politeness, and proper
demeanor distinctive of Latin cultures and/or Hispanics’ typically lower socioeconomic status
(Chaudhuri et al., 2009; Harwood, 1992; Harwood, Miller, & Lucca Irizarry, 1995; Harwood,
Scholmerich, Ventura-Cook, Schulze, & Wilson, 1996; Leyendecker, Harwood, Lamb, &
Scholmerich, 2002). Interestingly, the literature regarding Hispanics’ employment of corporal
punishment is mixed (Berlin et al., 2009; Hashima & Amato, 1984; Hawkins et al., 2010;
Regalado, Sareen, Inkelas, Wissow, & Halfon, 2004; Wissow, 2001). Furthermore, Hong and
Hong (1991) and Jambunathan et al. (2000) report Asian American immigrants more often favor
corporal punishment than native-born Whites and foreign-born Hispanics. This disparity may
best be explained by filial piety, a value of Asian culture which will be discussed shortly (Hong
& Hong, 1991; A. Lau, Takeuchi, & Alegria, 2006). Finally, Native Americans/Alaskan Natives
more often employ corporal punishment than Whites (Hawkins et al., 2010). This difference may
be due to Native Americans’/Alaskan Natives’ greater likelihood of experiencing corporal
punishment (Taillieu et al., 2014). It should be noted that Pinderhughes et al. (2000) report that
race and attitudes toward corporal punishment are not related; however, such findings comprise

the extreme minority of the literature.



Sex and Corporal Punishment

Day et al. (1998) suggest mothers are more likely than fathers to employ corporal
punishment, possibly because mothers have historically raised children and fathers serve as the
“back-up.” For example, 8-19% of fathers (depending on the race) in comparison to 25-40% of
mothers reported spanking their 5-11-year-old child within the last week (Day et al., 1998).
However, men at large are significantly more likely than women to believe children sometimes
need a “good, hard spanking” (Child Trends Databank, 2015, paragraph 7; Flynn, 1996a, 1996b,
1998; Friedson, 2016). This may be because boys — who are more likely to misbehave and/or
expected to be “tough” — have a greater probability of being corporally punished than girls (Day
et al., 1998; Dietz, 2000; Douglas & Straus, 2006; Giles-Sims et al., 1995). It should be noted,
however, that some scholars suggest being corporally punished as a child and gender may not be
significantly related (Deley, 1988; Hanson et al., 2006; Regalado et al., 2004; Taillieu et al.,

2014).

Country of Origin and Corporal Punishment

Country of origin and regional location are other key demographic characteristics that
researchers have examined when investigating the prevalence of corporal punishment. Regarding
the former, most studies have examined variation in the employment of corporal punishment
across groups with different nativity statuses rather than attitudes toward corporal punishment.
However, attitudes toward corporal punishment are intrinsically linked to its employment,
suggesting whoever is more likely to employ corporal punishment is also more likely to favor
corporal punishment (Ateah & Durrant, 2005; Chung, Mathew, & Rothkopf, 2009; Durrant,
Rose-Krasnor, & Broberg, 2003; Holden, Coleman, & Schmidt, 1995; Vittrup, Holden, & Buck,

2006). That being said, research suggests the culture into which a person is born affects his or



her attitudes toward and employment of corporal punishment (Hong & Hong, 1991;
Jambunathan et al., 2000; S. J. Lee & Altschul, 2015; S. J. Lee, Altschul, Shair, & Taylor, 2011).
Specifically, foreign-born Hispanic Americans are less likely to favor and employ spanking than
their counterparts born on U.S. soil (Jambunathan et al., 2000; S. J. Lee & Altschul, 2015; S. J.
Lee et al., 2011). This difference may be attributable to the concept of familism distinctive of
Latin American countries (S. J. Lee & Altschul, 2015). Familism refers to a commitment to
cultural values such as closeness and harmony within the family (S. J. Lee & Altschul, 2015).
Because corporal punishment could strain family relations, corporal punishment violates
familism, which may dissuade foreign-born Hispanic Americans from spanking their children (S.
J. Lee & Altschul, 2015). Additionally, Asian American immigrants more often favor corporal
punishment than native-born Whites and foreign-born Hispanics (Hong & Hong, 1991;
Jambunathan et al., 2000). This disparity may best be explained by filial piety and similar values
distinctive of Asian cultures (Hong & Hong, 1991). Filial piety “emphasizes the duty of children
to be obedient...[and consequently] promotes absolute control of the parent over the child,” and
encourages parent-to-child aggression including corporal punishment (A. Lau et al., 2006, p.

1262).

Regional Location and Corporal Punishment

Regarding regional location, Finkelhor et al. (2019), Flynn (1996b), and Straus and
Mathur (1996) suggest that those born in the Southern United States are the most likely to
approve of corporal punishment. A southern subculture of violence may best explain this
variance. The South has traditionally experienced above-average rates of violence, resulting in

decades of research suggesting a subculture of violence may be at least partially responsible
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(Doucet, D’antonio-Del Rio, & Chauvin, 2014; Gastil, 1971; Hackney, 1969; M. R. Lee,
Bankston, Hayes, & Thomas, 2007; Loftin & Hill, 1974; Nisbett & Cohen, 1996; Smith &
Parker, 1980). The southern subculture of violence is characterized by (1) a frontier spirit, (2) a
strong sense of honor, and (3) Protestantism (Doucet et al., 2014; Gastil, 1971; Hackney, 1969;
M. R. Lee et al., 2007; Loftin & Hill, 1974; Nisbett & Cohen, 1996; Smith & Parker, 1980).
Following settlement of the Northeast, the South was the new frontier (Doucet et al., 2014;
Gastil, 1971). Initially, it lacked the rule of law, leaving disputes to be handled through duels,
brawls, and lynchings (Cash, 1941; Doucet et al., 2014; Hackney, 1969; Redfield, 1880). Of
course, the South is no longer lawless. Nevertheless, this frontier culture is more recent in
Southern history. Furthermore, multiple studies suggest Southerners value honor to such a degree
that they will employ violence to maintain it (Doucet et al., 2014; Nisbett & Cohen, 1996; Reed,
1982). For instance, Nisbett and Cohen (1996) discovered that southern males perceived insults
as threats to their reputation and responsively thought about using or used violence. Finally,
Protestantism prevails in the South and, as previously stated, is associated with favorable
attitudes toward corporal punishment (Doucet et al., 2014; Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Ellison &
Sherkat, 1993; Grasmick et al., 1991; Grasmick et al., 1992; J. P. Hoffman et al., 2017; Wiehe,
1990).

Additionally, Flynn (1996b) suggests these disparities may stem from the regions’
average parental education; more specifically, Flynn (1996b) found higher parental education to
be associated with the Northeast in comparison to the South. To briefly touch on education’s
relationship with corporal punishment, the literature suggests that as education increases,
favorable attitudes toward and employment of corporal punishment decreases (Finkelhor et al.,

2019; Flynn, 1996b; Jackson et al., 1999; Straus & Mathur, 1996). This may be attributable to

11



increased familiarity with the consequences of corporal punishment which accompanies higher
education (Finkelhor et al., 2019). Finally, disparate racial compositions may partially explain
regional differences regarding corporal punishment. In elaboration, Blacks are most highly
concentrated in the South, and, as previously discussed, Blacks are more likely than Whites and
non-White Hispanics to both favor and employ corporal punishment (Berlin et al., 2009;
Brookings, 2019; Day et al., 1998; Deater-Deckard & Dodge, 1997; Deater-Deckard et al., 1996;
Deater-Deckard et al., 2003; Dietz, 2000; Finkelhor et al., 2019; Flynn, 1994, 1998; Giles-Sims
et al., 1995; Jambunathan et al., 2000; Lorber et al., 2011; MacKenzie et al., 2011; Pinderhughes

et al., 2000; Straus & Stewart, 1999; Wissow, 2001).
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CHAPTER 3

METHODOLOGY

Current Study

Despite a variety of studies examining the effects of corporal punishment, the existing
literature on perceptions of corporal punishment is scant and quite dated, with an even smaller
body of research exploring the role of religion and employing a sample of college students.
Furthermore, the extant literature suggests religious affiliation and multiple other demographic
factors influence attitudes toward as well as the employment of corporal punishment, requiring
additional studies for corroboration. Research recognizing who favors corporal punishment and
discerning why they favor spanking and similar discipline is integral in understanding the
processes underlying corporal punishment; such studies identify, firstly, who needs to be made
aware of the consequences of corporal punishment and, secondly, the reason(s) why certain
groups employ physical discipline. Therefore, the current study seeks to address the following
research questions:

1. Do college students believe corporal punishment is acceptable?

2. Do college students intend to use corporal punishment to discipline their own

children?
3. Do college students believe corporal punishment causes emotional harm?

4. How does religious affiliation affect these attitudes?

13



The following sections will describe the data, the sample, and the variables that were used for
this study. Further, a description of the plan for analysis will be provided, and then findings from

the current analyses will be presented.

Data and Sample

The data for the current research were collected during the fall of 2017. More
specifically, the data is based on a convenience sample of 318 students attending a southern
university. By limiting the sample to college students, the variable of education — which previous
studies suggest negatively influences attitudes toward and employment of corporal punishment —
is controlled, supplementing the analyses (Finkelhor et al., 2019; Jackson et al., 1999; Straus &
Mathur, 1996). See Table 1 for sample characteristics. All subjects were administered the same
IRB-approved survey instrument on-site. The survey included a wide variety of measures
including items assessing participants’ religious affiliation and attitudes toward corporal
punishment. Additionally, demographic information was collected from each participant
regarding his or her sex, race, previous experience with corporal punishment, country of origin,

political affiliation household of origin setting, and age.
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Table 1 Characteristics of Sample

n % X S Range
Sex
Male 108 34.2 - - -
Female 208 65.8 - - -
Race
White 246 79.6 -- - --
Non-White 63 20.4 - -- -
Punished with Corporal
Punishment?
No 42 13.2 - - -
Yes 276 86.8 - - -
Born in the U.S.?
(Country of Origin)
No 15 4.8 - - -
Yes 299 95.2 - - -
Political Affiliation
Republican 130 42.2 -- - --
Other 178 57.8 - - -
Household of Origin Setting
Rural 41 13.1 - - -
Small town 104 33.3 - - -
Suburban 134 42.9 - - -
Urban 33 10.6 -- - --
Religious Affiliation
Protestant 226 71.7 -- -- --
Catholic 36 114 - - -
Other 53 16.8 -- -- --
Corporal Punishment Acceptable
for Kids Under 2 (Very Young
Children)?
No 256 81.3 - - -
Yes 59 18.7 - - -
Corporal Punishment Acceptable
for Kids 2-12 (Young Children)?
No 54 17.1 - - -
Yes 261 82.9 -- - --
Corporal Punishment Acceptable
for Kids 13-17 (Adolescents)?
No 149 47.2 - - -
Yes 167 52.8 -- - --
Will You Ever Use Corporal
Punishment?
No 79 24.8 - - -
Yes 239 75.2 - - -
Corporal Punishment Results in
Emotional Harm?
No 199 64.2 - - -
Yes 111 35.8 - - -
Age - - 19.997 3.5473 18-52

15



Key Independent Variable

Religious Affiliation
Each participant was asked “What is your religious affiliation?” Responses were dummy
coded into three different variables: Protestant, Catholic, and Other. For each variable,
individuals were coded as “1” if they indicated they associated with that particular religious
affiliation and “0” if they did not. Seventy-one and seven tenths percent (n = 226) of the sample
identified as Protestant, 11.4% (n = 36) of the sample identified as Catholic, and 16.8% (n = 53)

of the sample identified as “Other.”

Control Variables

Sex
Sex was coded as male (0) and female (1). Thirty-four and two tenths percent (n = 108)

of the sample identified as male and 65.8% (n = 208) of the sample identified as female.

Race
Race was coded as White (0) and non-White (1). Seventy-nine and six tenths percent (n
= 246) of the sample identified as White and 20.4% (n = 63) of the sample identified as non-

White.

16



Punished with Corporal Punishment
Individuals were asked “Did your parent(s)/guardian(s) ever use corporal punishment to
discipline you when you were growing up?” Individuals who were not punished with corporal
punishment were coded as “0,” and individuals who were punished with corporal punishment
were coded as “1.” Eighty-six and eight tenths percent (n = 276) of the sample were punished
with corporal punishment and 13.2% (n = 42) of the sample were not punished with corporal

punishment.

Country of Origin
Respondents were asked “Were you originally born in the United States?” Individuals
who were not born in the United States were coded as “0,” and individuals were born in the
United States were coded as “1.” Ninety-five and two tenths percent (n = 299) of the sample
were born in the United States and 4.8% (n = 15) of the sample were not born in the United

States.

Political Affiliation
Participants were asked to identify their primary political affiliation. Responses were
dummy coded into two different variables: Republican and Other. For each variable, individuals
were coded as “1” if they indicated they associated with that particular political affiliation and
“0” if they did not. Forty-two and two tenths percent (n = 130) of the sample identified as

Republican and 57.8% (n = 178) of the sample identified as “Other.”
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Household of Origin Setting

Each participant was asked “What type of setting best describes where you grew up?”

The setting of one’s household of origin was dummy coded to create variables for suburban,
urban, rural, and small-town settings. For each variable, individuals were coded as “1” if they
indicated they reported this particular setting for their household of origin and “0” if they did not.
Thirteen and one tenth percent (n = 41) of the sample grew up in a rural setting, 33.3% (n = 104)
of the sample grew up in a small town setting, 42.9% (n = 134) of the sample grew up in a

suburban setting, and 10.6% (n = 33) of the sample grew up in an urban setting.

Age
Age was coded as a scale variable ranging from 18-52. The average age of the sample

was 20 years old with a standard deviation of 3.5.

Dependent Variables

Corporal Punishment Acceptability for Children Under 2

Respondents were asked to rate their level of agreement with the following statement:
“Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of discipline for very young children (less than 2
years old) who misbehave.” All participants were asked to rate on a four-point Likert scale (1
=strongly agree, 2 = agree, 3 = disagree, 4 = strongly disagree). For the current study, individuals
who strongly disagreed/disagreed were recoded as “0,” and individuals who strongly
agreed/agreed were recoded as “1.” Eighteen and seven tenths percent (n = 59) of the sample
agreed that corporal punishment was acceptable for very young children and 81.3% (n = 256) of
the sample disagreed that corporal punishment was acceptable for very young children.
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Corporal Punishment Acceptability for Children 2-12

Respondents were also asked to rate their level of agreement with the statement:
“Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of discipline for young children (ages 2-12) who
misbehave.” All participants were asked to rate on a four-point Likert scale (1 =strongly agree, 2
= agree, 3 = disagree, 4 = strongly disagree). For the current study, individuals who strongly
disagreed/disagreed were recoded as “0,” and individuals who strongly agreed/agreed were
recoded as “1.” Eighty-two and nine tenths percent (n = 261) of the sample agreed that corporal
punishment was acceptable for young children and 17.1% (n = 54) of the sample disagreed that

corporal punishment was acceptable for young children.

Corporal Punishment Acceptability for Children 13-17

To gauge the acceptability of corporal punishment for adolescents, respondents were
asked to rate their agreement with the statement: “Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of
discipline for adolescents (ages 13 to 17) who misbehave.” All participants were asked to rate on
a four-point Likert scale (1 =strongly agree, 2 = agree, 3 = disagree, 4 = strongly disagree). For
the current study, individuals who strongly disagreed/disagreed were recoded as “0,” and
individuals who strongly agreed/agreed were recoded as “1.” Fifty-two and eight tenths percent
(n =167) of the sample agreed that corporal punishment was acceptable for adolescents and
47.2% (n = 149) of the sample disagreed that corporal punishment was acceptable for

adolescents.

19



Intention to Use Corporal Punishment

Respondents were asked to indicate their level of agreement with the statement: “If you
have or were to have children/dependents in the future, would you ever use corporal
punishment?” All participants were asked to rate on a four-point Likert scale (1 =strongly agree,
2 = agree, 3 = disagree, 4 = strongly disagree). For the current study, individuals who strongly
disagreed/disagreed were recoded as “0,” and individuals who strongly agreed/agreed were
recoded as “1.” Seventy-five and two tenths percent (n = 239) of the sample intended to use
corporal punishment and 24.8% (n = 79) of the sample did not intend to use corporal

punishment.

Belief That Corporal Punishment Results in Emotional Harm

Finally, respondents were asked to indicate whether they believed corporal punishment
resulted in emotional harm with the following statement: “Corporal punishment results in
emotional harm (e.g. low self-esteem, depression, anxiety) to children and adolescents who
experience this form of discipline.” All participants were asked to rate on a four-point Likert
scale (1 =strongly agree, 2 = agree, 3 = disagree, 4 = strongly disagree). Responses were recoded
so that individuals who strongly disagreed/disagreed were recoded as “0,” and individuals who
strongly agreed/agreed were recoded as “1.” Thirty-five and eight tenths percent (n = 111) of the
sample agreed that corporal punishment results in emotional harm and 64.2% (n = 199) of the

sample disagreed that corporal punishment results in emotional harm.
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Plan of Analysis

The analysis for the current study was conducted in stages. First, univariate statistics
were estimated to examine the distribution of variables; then bivariate analyses were estimated to
examine the relationship between each of the independent variables and the dependent variables.
Specifically, chi-square analyses were used to examine the relationships between two
dichotomous variables, and t-tests were used to examine the relationship between the ratio level
variable (age) and the dichotomous outcomes. Finally, multivariate logistic regression models
were estimated to test the relationship between the independent variables and each dependent
variable. This model is appropriate because the outcomes for the current study are all

dichotomous.
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CHAPTER 4

RESULTS

In this section, the results of the study are presented. First, findings from the bivariate
analyses examining the relationships between the stated independent variables and dependent
variables are reported. Secondly, results from a multivariate logistic regression models
estimating the effects between the stated independent variables and dependent variables are

reported.

Bivariate Results

Cross-tabulations and chi-square analyses were estimated to examine the relationships
between the dichotomous independent variables and the dichotomous outcome variables. With
regard to religious affiliation, Protestantism was significantly associated with views on
acceptability of corporal punishment for children 2 to 12, as well as whether participants
believed corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm. A significantly larger percentage of
Protestants versus other religious affiliations indicated they approved of corporal punishment for
children ages 2 to 12. In comparison, a significantly smaller percentage of Protestants reported
that they believed corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm compared to other religious
groups. Specifically, 87.1% of Protestants compared to 72.4% of participants who identified as

another denomination indicated that corporal punishment was acceptable for children 2 to 12

22



years old (y2 =9.611; p = 0.002). Moreover, 32% of Protestants indicated that they believed
corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm while roughly 46% of individuals affiliated with
another religious group indicated such (32 = 4.969; p = 0.026).

Additionally, “other religions” were significantly associated with views on acceptability
of corporal punishment for children 2 to 12 years old as well as whether participants intended to
use corporal punishment and believed corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm. A
significantly smaller percentage of those adhering to other religions versus Protestantism and
Catholicism indicated they approved of corporal punishment for children ages 2 to 12 and
intended to use corporal punishment. In comparison, a significantly larger percentage of those
adhering to other religions reported that they believed corporal punishment resulted in emotional
harm compared to Protestants and Catholics. Specifically, 66.7% (n = 34) of those adhering to
“other” religions in comparison to 86.2% (n = 225) of Protestants and Catholics indicated that
corporal punishment was acceptable for children 2 to 12 years old (x2 = 11.552; p = 0.001).
Moreover, 60.4% (n = 32) of those adhering to “other” religions in comparison to 78.2% (n =
205) of Protestants and Catholics intended on using corporal punishment (32 = 7.553; p = 0.006).
Finally, 48.1% (n = 25) of those adhering to “other” religions in comparison to 33.3% (n = 85) of
Protestants and Catholics believed corporal punishment results in emotional harm (y2 = 4.083; p
=0.043).

Several of the control variables were also related to the outcome variables. Sex was
significantly associated with views on acceptability of corporal punishment for children 13 to 17
years old as well as whether participants intended to use corporal punishment and believed
corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm. A significantly larger percentage of males

versus females indicated they approved of corporal punishment for children ages 13 to 17 and
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intended to use corporal punishment. In comparison, a significantly smaller percentage of males
reported that they believed corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm compared to
females. Specifically, 62.3% (n = 66) of males in comparison to 47.6% (n = 99) of females
indicated that corporal punishment was acceptable for children 13 to 17 years old (x2 = 6.059; p
=0.014). Moreover, 84.3% (n = 91) of males in comparison to 70.2% (n = 146) of females
intended on using corporal punishment (¥2 = 7.502; p = 0.006). Finally, 26% (n = 27) of males in
comparison to 40.7% (n = 83) of females believed corporal punishment results in emotional
harm (x2 = 6.505; p = 0.011).

In addition, being previously corporally punished was significantly associated with views
on acceptability of corporal punishment for children 2 to 12 and 13 to 17 years old as well as
whether participants intended to use corporal punishment and believed corporal punishment
resulted in emotional harm. A significantly larger percentage of those who were corporally
punished versus those who were not corporally punished indicated they approved of corporal
punishment for children ages 2 to 12 and 13 to 17, and intended to use corporal punishment. In
comparison, a smaller percentage of those corporally punished reported that they believed
corporal punishment resulted in emotional harm compared to those who were not corporally
punished. Specifically, 87.6% (n = 240) of those previously corporally punished in comparison
to 51.2% (n = 21) of those not previously corporally punished indicated that corporal punishment
was acceptable for children 2 to 12 years old (}2 = 33.215; p = 0.000). Moreover, 55.3% (n =
152) of those previously corporally punished in comparison to 36.6% (n = 15) of those not
previously corporally punished indicated that corporal punishment was acceptable for children
13 to 17 years old (32 = 5.000; p = 0.025); and 83.7% (n = 231) of those previously corporally

punished in comparison to 19% (n = 8) of those not previously corporally punished intended on
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using corporal punishment (32 = 81.596; p = 0.000). Finally, 31.2% (n = 84) of those previously
corporally punished in comparison to 65.9% (n = 27) of those not previously corporally punished
believed corporal punishment results in emotional harm (¥2 = 18.559; p = 0.000).

To conclude the chi-square analyses, household of origin setting was significantly
associated with views on acceptability of corporal punishment for children 13 to 17 years old. A
significantly smaller percentage of those raised in the suburbs versus those who were not raised
in the suburbs indicated they approved of corporal punishment for children ages 13 to 17.
Specifically, 44.8% (n = 60) of those raised in the suburbs in comparison to 59.7% (n = 105) of
those raised in a rural, small town, or urban setting indicated that corporal punishment was
acceptable for children 13 to 17 years old (x2 = 6.769; p = 0.009).

In addition to the chi-square analyses, t-tests were used to examine the relationship
between the ratio level variable (age) and the dichotomous outcomes. These bivariate analyses
revealed that intention to use corporal punishment was associated with age (t = -2.362; p =
0.019). Specifically, participants who reported an intention to use corporal punishment in the
future were on average older (x = 20.1841) than participants who reported that they did not

intend to use corporal punishment in the future.

Multivariate Results

As previously discussed, multivariate logistic regression models were estimated to
investigate the relationships between the independent variables (religious affiliation, sex, race,
previous experience with corporal punishment, country of origin, political affiliation, household
of origin setting, and age) and the dependent variables (perceived acceptability of corporal

punishment for children under 2, 2-12, and 13-17 years of age, intention to use corporal
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punishment, and perceived emotional harm of corporal punishment). The findings of the logistic
regression model predicting perceived acceptability of corporal punishment for children under 2
are presented in Table 2, indicating race and political affiliation were significantly related to
perceived acceptability of corporal punishment for children under 2. Specifically, the odds of
non-Whites believing corporal punishment is acceptable for children under 2 were approximately
three times the odds of Whites, holding all else constant in the model. In addition, the odds of
non-Republicans indicating corporal punishment is acceptable for children under 2 were 59%

lower than the odds of Republicans, holding all else constant in the model.

Table 2 Logistic Regression Predicting Perceived Acceptability of Corporal Punishment
for Children Under 2 Years of Age (n = 292)

Variable Odds Ratio
Sex (Female = 1) 1.253
Race (Non-White=1) 2.934*
Punished with Corporal Punishment? 1.846
(Yes=1)

Born in the U.S.? 3.771
(Country of Origin; Yes = 1)

Political Affiliation (Other = 1) 0.411*
Rural? 0.809
Small Town? 1.291
Urban? 1.432
Catholic® 1.076
Other Religion® 1.320
Age 1.018
Constant 0.024
Nagelkerke Pseudo- r? 0.074
-2 Log-Likelihood 271.690°

*p < .05. **p < 0L, ***p < .00L.
aReferent is suburban.
b Referent is Protestant.
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Regarding the findings of the logistic regression model predicting perceived acceptability
of corporal punishment for children aged 2-12 (presented in Table 3), being previously
corporally punished and adherence to “other” religions — as with the bivariate analyses — were
significantly related to perceived acceptability of corporal punishment for children aged 2-12.
Specifically, the odds of the previously corporally punished believing corporal punishment is
acceptable for children aged 2-12 were approximately 6.5 times the odds of those not previously
corporally punished, holding all else constant in the model. Additionally, the odds of those
adhering to “other” religions indicating corporal punishment is acceptable for children aged 2-12

were 80% lower than the odds of Protestants, holding all else constant in the model.

Table 3 Logistic Regression Predicting Perceived Acceptability of Corporal Punishment
for Young Children (n = 292)

Variable Odds Ratio
Sex (Female = 1) 0.629
Race (Non-White=1) 0.940
Punished with Corporal Punishment? 6.515***
(Yes=1)

Born in the U.S.? 0.258
(Country of Origin; Yes = 1)

Political Affiliation (Other = 1) 0.998
Rural? 0.606
Small Town? 0.881
Urban? 0.573
Catholic® 0.409
Other Religion® 0.197***
Age 1.145
Constant 0.699
Nagelkerke Pseudo- r? 0.237
-2 Log-Likelihood 225.3602

*p < .05. **p < .01, ***p < .00L.
aReferent is suburban.
b Referent is Protestant.
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In pertinence to the findings of the logistic regression model predicting perceived
acceptability of corporal punishment for children aged 13-17 (presented in Table 4), sex — as
with the bivariate analyses — was significantly related to perceived acceptability of corporal
punishment for adolescents. Specifically, the odds of females believing corporal punishment is
acceptable for children aged 13-17 were 47% lower than the odds of males, holding all else
constant in the model. In addition, the logistic regression model revealed race and being raised in
a small town were significantly related to perceived acceptability of corporal punishment for
children aged 13-17. Specifically, the odds of non-Whites indicating corporal punishment is
acceptable for children aged 13-17 were approximately 2.25 times the odds of Whites, holding
all else constant in the model. Furthermore, the odds of those raised in a small town believing
corporal punishment is acceptable for children aged 13-17 were approximately two times the

odds of those raised in a suburban setting, holding all else constant to the model.
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Table 4 Logistic Regression Predicting Perceived Acceptability of Corporal Punishment
for Adolescents (n = 293)

Variable Odds Ratio
Sex (Female = 1) 0.532*
Race (Non-White=1) 2.232*
Punished with Corporal Punishment? 1.893
(Yes=1)

Born in the U.S.? 0.934
(Country of Origin; Yes = 1)

Political Affiliation (Other = 1) 0.778
Rural? 2.183
Small Town? 2.043*
Urban? 0.880
Catholic® 0.930
Other Religion® 0.578
Age 0.992
Constant 0.948
Nagelkerke Pseudo- r? 0.116
-2 Log-Likelihood 378.788%

*p <.05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
a4 Referent is suburban.
b Referent is Protestant.

Regarding the findings of the logistic regression model predicting intention to use
corporal punishment (presented in Table 5), sex, being previously corporally punished, and
adherence to “other” religions — as with the bivariate analyses — were significantly related to
intention to use corporal punishment. Specifically, the odds of females intending to use corporal
punishment were 60% lower than the odds of males, holding all else constant in the model.
Furthermore, the odds of those previously corporally punished intending to use corporal
punishment were approximately 33.5 times the odds of those not previously corporally punished,
holding all else constant in the model. Finally, the odds of those adhering to “other” religions
intending to use corporal punishment were 76% lower than the odds of Protestants, holding all

else constant in the model. In addition, the logistic regression model revealed country of origin
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was significantly related to intention to use corporal punishment. Specifically, the odds of those
who were born in the United States intending to use corporal punishment were 87% lower
than the odds of those who were not born in the United States, holding all else constant in the

model.

Table 5 Logistic Regression Predicting Intention to Use Corporal Punishment (n = 294)

Variable Odds Ratio
Sex (Female = 1) 0.395*
Race (Non-White=1) 1.462
Punished with Corporal Punishment? 33.471%**
(Yes=1)

Born in the U.S.? 0.132*
(Country of Origin; Yes = 1)

Political Affiliation (Other = 1) 0.865
Rural? 1.050
Small Town? 1.183
Urban? 0.497
Catholic® 0.855
Other Religion® 0.235**
Age 1.181
Constant 0.118
Nagelkerke Pseudo- r? 0.412
-2 Log-Likelihood 232.153%

*p < .05. **p < .01, ***p < 00L.
a4 Referent is suburban.
b Referent is Protestant.

Relating to the findings of the logistic regression model predicting perceived emotional
harm of corporal punishment (presented in Table 6), sex and being previously corporally
punished — as with the bivariate analyses — were significantly related to perceived emotional
harm of corporal punishment. Specifically, the odds of females believing corporal punishment to
be emotionally harmful were approximately two times the odds of males, holding all else
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constant in the model. In addition, the odds of those previously corporally punished indicating
corporal punishment is emotionally harmful were 75% lower than the odds of those not

previously corporal punished, holding all else constant in the model.

Table 6 Logistic Regression Predicting Perceived Emotional Harm of Corporal
Punishment (n = 287)

Variable Odds Ratio
Sex (Female = 1) 1.926*
Race (Non-White=1) 0.530
Punished with Corporal Punishment? 0.249%**
(Yes=1)

Born in the U.S.? 0.714
(Country of Origin; Yes = 1)

Political Affiliation (Other = 1) 1.495
Rural? 0.985
Small Town? 0.867
Urban? 2.050
Catholic® 1.390
Other Religion® 1.756
Age 0.945
Constant 3.958
Nagelkerke Pseudo- r? 0.156
-2 Log-Likelihood 342.1602

*p <.05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
a4 Referent is suburban.
b Referent is Protestant.
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CHAPTER 5

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The purpose of the current study was to examine college students’ perceptions of
corporal punishment with a specific focus on how religious affiliation influences attitudes toward
corporal punishment. The multivariate analyses indicated the odds of Protestants (1) believing
corporal punishment is acceptable for children 2 to 12 years old and (2) intending to use corporal
punishment were greater than the odds of those adhering to “other” religions, contributing to the
empirical validity of the literature’s previous assertions that Protestantism is associated with
favorable attitudes toward corporal punishment (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Ellison & Sherkat,
1993; Grasmick et al., 1991; Grasmick et al., 1992; J. P. Hoffman et al., 2017; Wiehe, 1990).
According to Ellison and Bradshaw (2009), this relationship may be rooted in two concepts
distinctive of conservative Protestantism: a hierarchical image of God and a belief in Hell.
Regarding the former, a hierarchical image of God involves perceiving God as an authority
versus advisory figure, a master and judge instead of spouse and lover (Ellison & Bradshaw,
2009). Consequently, some Protestants believe His commands, provided by the Bible, should be
followed to the letter (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009; Wiehe, 1990). One such command is Proverbs
23:13-14 (NIV), which reads “Do not withhold discipline from a child; if you punish them with
the rod, they will not die. Punish them with the rod and save them from death.” In summary, a
hierarchical image of God prompts a literal interpretation of the Bible, which blatantly mandates

parents to corporally punish their children (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009).
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In comparison, Hell refers to the destination in the afterlife where all unsaved persons
will suffer, the operative word being “unsaved” (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009). Protestantism at
large contends salvation from Hell is possible (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009). Depending upon the
denomination, salvation may either require subordination to God’s will or acceptance of his
grace signified by subordination to God’s will (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009). In other words, a
person’s sinfulness is alterable (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009). This supposed opportunity
encourages some Protestants to attempt to erase their children’s sinful tendencies through
corporal punishment (Ellison & Bradshaw, 2009).

In addition to religious affiliation, the multivariate analyses revealed sex, race, political
affiliation, being previously corporally punished, and nativity status are associated with various
attitudes toward corporal punishment. Regarding sex, the odds of males (1) believing corporal
punishment is acceptable for children 13-17 years old and (2) intending to use corporal
punishment were greater than the odds of females. In contrast, the odds of females believing
corporal punishment to be emotionally harmful were greater than the odds of males. These
findings substantiate the studies contending men are significantly more likely than women to
support corporal punishment (Child Trends Databank, 2015; Flynn, 1996a, 1996b, 1998;
Friedson, 2016). This disparity may be due to a couple of reasons. Firstly, men have more
testosterone than women, and testosterone is associated with aggressive behavior (Collias,
Barfield, & Tarvyd, 2002; Giammanco, Tabacchi, Giammanco, Di Majo, & La Guardia, 2005;
Mehta & Beer, 2009; Oliveira, Almada, & Canario, 1996; Ruiz-de-la-Torre & Manteca, 1999;
Sapolsky, 1991; Wingfield, Hegner, Dufty, & Ball, 1990). Secondly, boys, who become men,
have a greater probability of being corporally punished than girls, who become women (Day et

al., 1998; Dietz, 2000; Douglas & Straus, 2006; Giles-Sims et al., 1995). Being corporally
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punished, as previously stated, predicts favorable attitudes toward and employment of corporal
punishment, a finding also shared by the current study (Deater-Deckard et al., 2003; Gagne et al.,
2007; D. A. Simons & Waurtele, 2010; R. L. Simons et al., 1991; Witt et al., 2017).

Specifically, the odds of those previously corporally punished (1) believing corporal
punishment is acceptable for children 2 to 12 years old and (2) intending to use corporal
punishment were greater than the odds of those not previously corporally punished. In contrast,
the odds of those not previously corporally punished believing corporal punishment to be
emotionally harmful were greater than the odds of those previously corporally punished. This
relationship may best be explained by the “cycle of violence.” Summarily, this theory postulates
experiencing childhood violence (e.g., corporal punishment) normalizes and leads to violence as
an adult (Witt et al., 2017). Of course, the perpetuation of the cycle of violence depends on a
number of factors. According to Gagne et al. (2007), “adults who were frequently spanked
during childhood (but not severely hit)...Jand] who have not been (or did not feel) threatened,
humiliated, or ridiculed by their parents... [are] the most in favor of spanking” (p. 1298).
Moreover, Witt et al. (2017) report those who are female, younger, not divorced, and married
and living with their spouse are more likely to disfavor corporal punishment despite being
corporally punished as children, breaking the cycle of violence.

Regarding race, the odds of non-Whites believing corporal punishment is acceptable for
children (1) under 2 years old and (2) 13 to 17 years old were greater than the odds of Whites,
corroborating the literature suggesting members of racial minorities more often favor corporal
punishment than Whites (Cardona et al., 2000; Chaudhuri et al., 2009; Deater-Deckard & Dodge,
1997; Deater-Deckard et al., 2003; Flynn, 1994, 1998; Hong & Hong, 1991; Jambunathan et al.,

2000; Lorber et al., 2011). Depending on the racial group, financial deprivation, a greater

34



likelihood of being corporally punished as children, and cultural differences may best explain
these disparities.

In elaboration, Blacks and Hispanics are disproportionately represented in lower
socioeconomic groups (Chaudhuri et al., 2009; L. W. Hoffman, 2003; Vittrup & Holden, 2010),
and various studies contend that individuals who belong to lower socioeconomic groups more
often favor and employ corporal punishment when disciplining children compared to higher
socioeconomic groups (Dietz, 2000; Flynn, 1994; Friedson, 2016; Gunnoe & Mariner, 1997;
Pinderhughes et al., 2000; Straus & Stewart, 1999). This in turn may be due to increased stress or
higher expectations of children to follow the rules which reflect the expectations of the
employers overseeing lower-class parents (Curtner-Smith, Bennett, & O’Rear, 1995; Erlanger,
1974; Friedson, 2016; M. Kohn, 1963; M. Kohn, 1969; Lareau, 2011).

Moreover, Black children in particular are more often corporally punished than White
children (Berlin et al., 2009; Gershoff et al., 2012; Hanson et al., 2006; Hawkins et al., 2010;
Lorber et al., 2011; MacKenzie et al., 2011; Taillieu et al., 2014), and as previously explained,
those who were corporally punished as children are more likely to favor and employ corporal
punishment when disciplining children (Deater-Deckard et al., 2003; Gagne et al., 2007; D. A.
Simons & Waurtele, 2010; R. L. Simons et al., 1991; Witt et al., 2017). According to Patton
(2017), this Black cycle of violence is rooted in the slave experience and a parental need to,
through immediate physical discipline, protect children from neighborhood crime and race-
related violence. Finally, Hispanics and Asians may support corporal punishment more often
than Whites because of their corresponding cultures’ prioritization of obedience, politeness, and
proper demeanor (Chaudhuri et al., 2009; Harwood, 1992; Harwood et al., 1995; Harwood et al.,

1996; Leyendecker et al., 2002).

35



Lastly, the odds of those who were not born in the United States intending to use corporal
punishment were greater than the odds of those who were born in the United States, supporting
some studies’ suggestion that corporal punishment is more so a foreign (specifically Asian)
custom than an American custom (Hong & Hong, 1991; Jambunathan et al., 2000). This could be
due to some Asian cultures’ emphasis on filial piety (Hong & Hong, 1991; A. Lau et al., 2006).
Rooted in Confucianism, filial piety involves placing the parent’s needs before the child’s (Hong
& Hong, 1991; A. Lau et al., 2006). Consequently, “socialization...[in filial-piety-oriented
cultures focuses] on training children in proper conduct, impulse control, respect for elders, and
fulfillment of obligations” through corporal punishment and even child abuse (A. Lau et al.,

2006, p. 1262).

Limitations

Limitations for this study include the employment of a convenience sample, which is not
necessarily representative of the population of the United States of America (Rennison & Hart,
2018). Those surveyed included only those attending the University of Tennessee in Chattanooga
(UTC) on campus. In comparison to the demographic makeup of UTC, the sample appears
representative. More specifically, 65.8% of the sample identified as female in comparison to
56.8% of UTC students, and 79.6% of the sample identified as White in comparison to 75.4% of
UTC students (University of Tennessee at Chattanooga, 2020).

Moreover, our independent variable of interest, religious affiliation, lacked in attributes.
Various other Non-Christian religions exist, and multiple denominations comprise Protestantism.
Moreover, Ellison and Sherkat (1993), J. P. Hoffman et al. (2017), and Wiehe (1990) report that

Southern, Missionary, Primitive, and Independent Baptist, Church of God, Pentecostal/Holiness
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(e.g., Sanctified, Church of God in Christ, Full Gospel, Apostolic), Nazarene, Assembly of God,
Seventh Day Adventist, Alliance, Church of Christ, Missouri Synod and Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran, and Jehovah's Witness followers more often favor corporal punishment than Disciples
of Christ, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, and Methodists. However, respondents in the current
study were upon analysis classified as either Protestant, Catholic, or “Other.” (Likewise, other
control variables’ attributes were too general in scope.) If the response rate allows, similar future
studies should measure and compare specific Protestant denominations and non-Christian
religions of respondents.

Furthermore, we reduced our dependent measures to dichotomous variables thereby
equating individuals who strongly agree with those who agree. We also did not present a "neither
agree or disagree™ or "it depends™ option for those who might feel neutral about the item,
restricting the variability of our measure and consequently the conclusions that can be drawn
about our sample's attitudes.

Finally, this study lacked a measurement for socioeconomic status. However, this was
due to the restriction of the sample to college students. In 2014, 54% of college completers’
immediate families earned $116,466 or more annually superfluous (The Pell Institute for the
Study of Opportunity in Higher Education, 2015), substantially surpassing the 2016 median
household income of $59,039 (United States Census Bureau, 2017). This seems to suggest that
the wealthy are overrepresented among college students and the incorporation of a
socioeconomic status measurement into the present study would have been superfluous.
However, incorporation of a socioeconomic status measurement by future studies employing a

sample representative of the American population could be informative.
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Implications

The present study’s findings suggest males, non-Whites, Republicans, Protestants, and
those previously corporally punished and raised outside the United States are not as aware and/or
do not respect the documented harm of corporal punishment. Of course, cause and effect are not
easily discernible in social scientific studies. Though the current findings corroborate the
findings of many previous studies, further similar investigations are needed because the extant
literature regarding attitudes toward corporal punishment remains mixed. Furthermore, the
present study suggests political affiliation and household of origin setting — two variables
ignored by the previous literature - influences attitudes toward corporal punishment. Future
studies should similarly account for the influence of these variables alongside sex, race, nativity
status, etc. Finally, if the current study’s findings hold true in future research, males, non-Whites,
Republicans, Protestants, and those previously corporally punished and raised outside the United

States should be targeted and made aware of the harm associated with corporal punishment.

38



REFERENCES

Ateah, C., & Durrant, J. (2005). Maternal use of physical punishment in response to child
misbehavior: Implications for child abuse prevention. Child Abuse and Neglect, 29(2),
169-185.

Bartkowski, J. P. (1995). Spare the rod . . . or spare the child? Divergent perspectives on
conservative Protestant child discipline. Review of Religious Research, 37, 97-116.

Berlin, L. J., Ispa, J. M., Fine, M. A., Malone, P. S., Brooks-Gunn, J., Brady-Smith, C., . . . Bali,
Y. (2009). Correlates and consequence of spanking and verbal punishment for low-
income White, African American, and Mexican American toddlers. Child Development,
80(5), 1403-1420.

Boutwell, B. B., Franklin, C. A., Barnes, J. C., & Beaver, K. M. (2011). Physical punishment and
childhood aggression: The role of gender and gene-environment interplay. Aggressive
Behavior, 37, 559 -568.

Brookings. (2019). Six maps that reveal America’s expanding racial diversity. Retrieved from
https://www.brookings.edu/research/americas-racial-diversity-in-six-maps/

Bureau, U. S. C. (2017). Income and poverty in the United States: 2016. Retrieved from
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2017/demo/p60-259.html

Cardona, P. G., Nicholson, B. C., & Fox, R. A. (2000). Parenting among Hispanic and
AngloAmerican mothers with young children. Journal of Social Psychology, 140(3), 357-
365.

Cash, W. J. (1941). The mind of the South. New York, NY: Knopf.

Chattanooga, T. U. 0. T. a. (2020). The University of Tennessee at Chattanooga 2019-2020 fact
summary. Retrieved from https://www.utc.edu/planning-evaluation-institutional-
research/pdfs/factbook/fact-summary-19-20.pdf

Chaudhuri, J. H., Easterbrooks, M. A., & Davis, C. R. (2009). The relation between emotional
availabilities and parenting style: Cultural and economic factors in a diverse sample of
young mothers. Parenting: Science and Practice, 9, 277-299.

Chung, E. K., Mathew, L., & Rothkopf, A. C. (2009). Parenting attitudes and infant spanking:
The influence of childhood experiences. Pediatrics, 124, 278-286.

39


https://www.brookings.edu/research/americas-racial-diversity-in-six-maps/
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2017/demo/p60-259.html
https://www.utc.edu/planning-evaluation-institutional-research/pdfs/factbook/fact-summary-19-20.pdf
https://www.utc.edu/planning-evaluation-institutional-research/pdfs/factbook/fact-summary-19-20.pdf

Cochran, J., & Beeghley, L. (1991). The influence of religion on attitudes toward non-marital
sexuality: A preliminary assessment of reference group theory. Journal for the Scientific
Study of Religion, 30, 45-62.

Collias, N. E., Barfield, R. J., & Tarvyd, E. S. (2002). Testosterone versus psychological
castration in the expression of dominance, territoriality and breeding behavior by male
village weavers (Ploceus cucullatus). Behavioural Brain Research, 139, 801-824.

Cuddy, E., & Reeves, R. E. (2014). Hitting kids: American parenting and physical punishment.
Retrieved from https://www.brookings.edu/research/hitting-kids-american-parenting-and-
physical-punishment/

Curtner-Smith, M. E., Bennett, T. L., & O’Rear, M. R. (1995). Fathers’ occupational conditions,
values of self-direction and conformity, and perceptions of nurturant and restrictive

parenting in relation to young children’s depression and aggression. Family Relations,
44(3), 299-305.

Databank, C. T. (2015). Attitudes towards spanking. Retrieved from
http://www.childtrends.org/?indicators=attitudes-toward-spanking

Day, R., Peterson, G., & McCracken, C. (1998). Predicting spanking of younger and older
children by mothers and fathers. Journal of Marriage and Family, 60(1), 79-94.

Deater-Deckard, K., & Dodge, K. (1997). Externalizing behavior problems and discipline
revisited: Nonlinear effects and variation by culture, context, and gender. Psychological
Inquiry, 8, 161-175.

Deater-Deckard, K., Dodge, K., Bates, J., & Pettit, G. (1996). Physical discipline among
African-American and European American mothers: Links to children's externalizing
behaviors. Developmental Psychology, 32, 1065—1072.

Deater-Deckard, K., Lansford, J., Dodge, K., Pettit, G., & Bates, J. (2003). The development of
attitudes about physical punishment: An 8-year longitudinal study. Journal of Family
Psychology, 17(3), 351-360.

Deley, W. (1988). Physical punishment of children: Sweden and the U.S.A. Journal of
Comparative Family Studies, 19(3), 419-431.

Dietz, T. L. (2000). Disciplining children: Characteristics associated with the use of corporal
punishment. Child Abuse & Neglect, 24(12), 1529-1542.

Dobson, J. (1976). The strong-willed child: Birth through adolescence. Wheaton, IL: Living
Books/Tyndale House.

Doucet, J., D’antonio-Del Rio, J., & Chauvin, C. (2014). G.R.I.T.S: The southern subculture of
violence and homicide offenses by girls raised in the South. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 29(5), 806-823.

40


https://www.brookings.edu/research/hitting-kids-american-parenting-and-physical-punishment/
https://www.brookings.edu/research/hitting-kids-american-parenting-and-physical-punishment/
http://www.childtrends.org/?indicators=attitudes-toward-spanking

Douglas, E. M., & Straus, M. A. (2006). Assault and injury of dating partners by university
students in 19 countries and its relation to corporal punishment experienced as a child.
European Journal of Criminology, 3(3), 293-318.

Durrant, J. E., Rose-Krasnor, L., & Broberg, A. G. (2003). Physical punishment and maternal
beliefs in Sweden and Canada. Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 34, 585-604.

Education, T. P. I. f. t. S. 0. O. i. H. (2015). Indicators of higher education equity in the United
States: 45 year trend report. Retrieved from
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED555865.pdf

Eisenberg, N., Chang, L., Ma, Y., & Huang, X. (2009). Relations of parenting style to Chinese
children’s effortful control, ego resilience, and maladjustment. Development and
Psychopathology, 21, 455 477.

Ellison, C. G., & Bradshaw, M. (2009). Religious beliefs, sociopolitical ideology, and attitudes
toward corporal punishment. Journal of Family Issues, 30(3), 320-340.

Ellison, C. G., & Sherkat, D. E. (1993). Conservative Protestantism and support for corporal
punishment. American Sociological Review, 58, 131-144.

Erlanger, H. S. (1974). Social class and corporal punishment in childrearing: A reassessment.
American Sociological Review, 39, 68-85.

Finkelhor, D., Turner, H., Wormuth, B., Vanderminden, J., & Hamby, S. (2019). Corporal
punishment: Current rates from a national survey. Journal of Child and Family Studies,
28(7), 1991-1997.

Flynn, C. P. (1994). Regional difference in attitudes toward corporal punishment. Journal of
Marriage and Family, 56, 314—323.

Flynn, C. P. (1996a). Normative support for corporal punishment: Attitudes, correlates, and
implications. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 1, 47-55.

Flynn, C. P. (1996b). Regional differences in spanking experiences and attitudes: A comparison
of Northeastern and Southern college students. Journal of Family Violence, 11(1), 59-80.

Flynn, C. P. (1998). To spank or not to spank: The effect of situation and age of child on support
for corporal punishment. Journal of Family Violence, 13, 21-37.

Friedson, M. (2016). Authoritarian parenting attitudes and social origin: The multigenerational
relationship of socioeconomic position to childrearing values. Child Abuse & Neglect, 51,
263-275.

Gagne, M., Tourigny, M., Joly, J., & Pouliot-Lapointe, J. (2007). Predictors of adult attitudes

toward corporal punishment of children. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 22(10),
1285-1304.

41


https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED555865.pdf

Gastil, R. D. (1971). Homicide and a regional culture of violence. American Sociological
Review, 36, 412-427.

Gershoff, E. T. (2002). Corporal punishment by parents and associated child behaviors and
experiences: A meta-analytic and theoretical review. Psychology Bulletin, 128(4), 539-
577.

Gershoff, E. T., & Grogan-Kaylor, A. (2016). Spanking and child outcomes: Old controversies
and new meta-analyses. Journal of Family Psychology, 30(4), 453-469.

Gershoff, E. T., Grogan-Kaylor, A., Lansford, J. E., Chang, L., Zelli, A., Deater-Deckard, K., &
Dodge, K. A. (2010). Parent discipline practices in an international sample: Associations
with child behaviors and moderation by perceived normativeness. Child Development,
81, 487-502.

Gershoff, E. T., Lansford, J. E., Sexton, H. R., Davis-Kean, P., & Sameroff, A. J. (2012).
Longitudinal links between spanking and children’s externalizing behaviors in a national
sample of White, Black, Hispanic, and Asian American families. Child Development,
83(3), 838-843.

Giammanco, M., Tabacchi, G., Giammanco, S., Di Majo, D., & La Guardia, M. (2005).
Testosterone and aggressiveness. Medical Science Monitor, 1, RA136-RA145.

Giles-Sims, J., Straus, M., & Sugarman, D. (1995). Child, maternal, and family characteristics
associated with spanking. Family Relations, 44(2), 170-176.

Grasmick, H. G., Bursick, R. J., & Kimpel, M. (1991). Protestant fundamentalism and attitudes
toward corporal punishment of children. Violence and Victims, 6(4), 283-298.

Grasmick, H. G., Morgan, C., & Kennedy, M. (1992). Support for corporal punishment in the
schools: A comparison of the effects of socioeconomic status and religion. Social Science
Quarterly, 73, 179-189.

Gunnoe, M. L., & Mariner, C. L. (1997). Toward a developmental—contextual model of the
effects of parental spanking on children’s aggression. Archives of Pediatric and
Adolescent Medicine, 151, 768 — 775.

Hackney, S. (1969). Southern violence. The American Historical Review, 74, 906-925.

Hanson, R. F., Self-Brown, S., Fricker-Elhai, A. E., Kilpatrick, D. G., Saunders, B. E., &
Ressnick, H. S. (2006). The relations between family environment and violence exposure
among youth: Findings from the National Survey of Adolescents. Child Maltreatment,
11(1), 3-15.

Harwood, R. L. (1992). The influence of culturally derived values on Anglo and Puerto Rican
mothers’ perception of attachment behavior. Child Development, 63, 822—839.

42



Harwood, R. L., Miller, J. G., & Lucca Irizarry, N. (1995). Culture and attachment. Perceptions
of the child in context. New York, NY: Guilford Press.

Harwood, R. L., Scholmerich, A., Ventura-Cook, E., Schulze, P., & Wilson, S. P. (1996).
Culture and class influences on Anglo and Puerto Rican mothers’ beliefs regarding long-
term socialization goals and child behavior. Child Development, 67, 2446-2461.

Hashima, P. Y., & Amato, P. R. (1984). Poverty, social support, and parental behavior. Child
Development, 65, 394-403.

Hawkins, A. O., Danielson, C. K., de Arellano, M. A., Hanson, R. F., Ruggiero, K. J., Smith, D.
W., & Kilpatrick, D. G. (2010). Ethnic/racial differences in the prevalence of injurious
spanking and other child abuse in a national survey of adolescents. Child Maltreatment,
15(3), 242-249.

Hoffman, J. P., Ellison, C. G., & Bartkowski, J. P. (2017). Conservative Protestantism and
attitudes toward corporal punishment, 1986-2014. Social Science Research, 63, 81-94.

Hoffman, L. W. (2003). Methodological issues in studies of SES, parenting, and child
development. In M. Bornstein & R. Bradley (Eds.), Socioeconomic status, parenting, and
child development (pp. 125-143). Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Holden, G. W., Coleman, S. M., & Schmidt, K. L. (1995). Why 3-year-old children get spanked:
Parent and child determinants as reported by college-educated mothers. Merrill-Palmer
Quarterly, 41(4), 431-452.

Hong, G. K., & Hong, L. K. (1991). Comparative perspectives on child abuse and neglect:
Chinese versus Hispanics and Whites. Child Welfare, 70, 463 — 475.

Jackson, S., Thompson, R. A., Christiansen, E. H., Colman, R. A., Wyatt, J., Buckendahl, C. W.,
... Peterson, R. (1999). Predicting abuse-prone parental attitudes and discipline practices
in a nationally representative sample. Child Abuse & Neglect, 23, 15-29.

Jambunathan, S., Burts, D. C., & Pierce, S. (2000). Comparisons of parenting attitudes among
five ethnic groups in the United States. Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 31, 395-
406.

Kandel, D. B. (1990). Parenting styles, drug use, and children’s adjustment in families of young
adults. Journal of Marriage and Family, 52, 183-196.

Kohn, M. (1963). Social class and parent-child relationships: An interpretation. American
Journal of Sociology, 68(4), 471-480.

Kohn, M. (1969). Class and conformity: A study in values. Homewood, IL: Dorsey Press.
LaHaye, B. (1977). How to develop your child’s temperament. Eugene, OR: Harvest House.

Lareau, A. (2011). Unequal childhoods: Class, race and family life. Berkely, CA: UC Press.

43



Lau, A., Takeuchi, D., & Alegria, M. (2006). Parent-to-child aggression among Asian American
parents: Culture, context, and vulnerability. Journal of Marriage and Family, 68(5),
1261-1275.

Lau, J. T., Kim, J. H., Tsui, H. Y., Cheung, A., Lau, M., & Yu, A. (2005). The relationship
between physical maltreatment and substance use among adolescents: A survey of 95,788
adolescents in Hong Kong. The Journal of Adolescent Health, 37, 110-119.

Lee, M. R., Bankston, W. B., Hayes, T. C., & Thomas, S. A. (2007). Revisiting the southern
culture of violence. The Sociological Quarterly, 48, 253-275.

Lee, S. J., & Altschul, 1. (2015). Spanking of young children: Do immigrant and U.S.-born
Hispanic parents differ? Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 30(3), 475-498.

Lee, S. J., Altschul, 1., Shair, S. R., & Taylor, C. A. (2011). Hispanic fathers and risk for
maltreatment in father-involved families of young children. Journal of the Society for
Social Work and Research, 2, 125-142,

Leyendecker, B., Harwood, R. L., Lamb, M. E., & Scholmerich, A. (2002). Mothers’
socialization goals and evaluations of desirable and undesirable everyday situations in
two diverse cultural groups. International Journal of Behavioral Development, 26(3),
248-258.

Loftin, C., & Hill, R. H. (1974). Regional subculture and homicide: An examination of the
Gastil-Hackney thesis. American Sociological Review, 39.

Lorber, M. F., O’Leary, S. G., & Slep, A. M. (2011). An initial evaluation of the role of emotion
and impulsivity in explaining racial/ethnic differences in the use of corporal punishment.
Developmental Psychology, 47(6), 1744-1749.

MacKenzie, M. J., Nicklas, E., Brooks-Gunn, J., & Waldfogel, J. (2011). Who spanks infants
and toddlers? Evidence from the Fragile Families and Child Well-Being Study. . Children
and Youth Services Review, 33, 1364-1373.

Mehta, P. H., & Beer, J. (2009). Neural mechanisms of the testosterone—aggression relation: The
role of orbitofrontal cortex. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 22(10), 2357-2368.

Nisbett, R. E., & Cohen, D. (1996). Culture of honor: The psychology of violence in the south.
Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Oliveira, R. F., Almada, V. C., & Canario, A. V. (1996). Social modulation of sex steroid
concentrations in the urine of male cichlid fish Oreochromis mossambicus. Hormones
and Behavior, 30, 2-12.

Pagani, L. S., Tremblay, R. E., Nagin, D., Zoccolillo, M., Vitaro, F., & McDuff, P. (2004). Risk
factor models for adolescent verbal and physical aggression toward mothers.
International Journal of Behavioral Development, 28, 528 -537.

44



Patton, S. (2017). Spare the kids: Why whupping children won’t save Black America. Boston,
MA: Beacon Press.

Pinderhughes, E. E., Dodge, K. A., Bates, J. E., Pettit, G. S., & Zelli, A. (2000). Discipline
responses: Influences of parents' socioeconomic status, ethnicity, beliefs about parenting,
stress, and cognitive-emotional processes. Journal of Family Psychology, 14(3), 380-400.

Redfield, H. V. (1880). Homicide, north and south. Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott.

Reed, J. S. (1982). One South: An ethnic approach to regional culture. Baton Rouge, LA:
Louisiana State University Press.

Regalado, M., Sareen, H., Inkelas, M., Wissow, L., & Halfon, N. (2004). Parents’ discipline of
young children: Results from the National Survey of Early Childhood Health. Pediatrics,
113(6), 1952-1958.

Rennison, C. M., & Hart, T. C. (2018). Research methods in criminal justice and criminology.
Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, Inc.

Ruiz-de-la-Torre, J. L., & Manteca, X. (1999). Effects of testosterone on aggressive behaviour
after social mixing in male lambs. Physiology and Behavior, 68, 109-113.

Sapolsky, R. M. (1991). Testicular function, social rank and personality among wild baboons.
Psychoneuroendocrinology, 16, 281-293.

Simons, D. A., & Wurtele, S. K. (2010). Relationships between parents’ use of corporal
punishment and their children's endorsement of spanking and hitting other children. Child
Abuse & Neglect, 34(9), 639-646.

Simons, L., Simons, R., & Su, X. (2013). Consequences of corporal punishment among African
Americans: The importance of context and outcome. Journal of Youth & Adolescence,
42(8), 1273-1285.

Simons, R. L., Whitbeck, L. B., Conger, R. D., & Chyi-In, W. (1991). Intergenerational
transmission of harsh parenting. Developmental Psychology, 27, 159-171.

Smith, M. D., & Parker, R. N. (1980). Type of homicide and variation in regional rates. Social
Forces, 59, 136-147.

Straus, M. A., & Donnelly, D. A. (2001). Beating the devil out of them: Corporal punishment in
American families and its effect on children. Piscataway, NJ: Transaction Publishers.

Straus, M. A., & Mathur, A. K. (1996). Social change and trends in approval of corporal
punishment by parents from 1968 to 1994. In D. Frehsee, W. Horn, & K. D. Bussmann
(Eds.), Family violence against children: A challenge for society (pp. 91-105). Berlin,
Germany: De Gruyter, Inc.

45



Straus, M. A., & Paschall, M. J. (2009). Corporal punishment by mothers and development of
children's cognitive ability: A longitudinal study of two nationally representative age
cohorts. Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 18(5), 459-483.

Straus, M. A., & Stewart, J. H. (1999). Corporal punishment by American parents: National data
on prevalence, chronicity, severity, and duration, in relation to child and family
characteristics. Clinical Child and Family Psychology, 2, 55-70.

Taillieu, T. L., Afifi, T. O., Mota, N., Keyes, K. M., & Sareen, J. (2014). Age, sex, and racial
differences in harsh physical punishment: Results from a nationally representative United
States sample. Child Abuse & Neglect, 38, 1885-1894.

Vittrup, B., & Holden, G. (2010). Children’s assessments of corporal punishment and other
disciplinary practices: The role of age, race, SES, and exposure to spanking. Journal of
Applied Developmental Psychology, 31(3), 211-220.

Vittrup, B., Holden, G. W., & Buck, J. (2006). Attitudes predict the use of physical punishment:
A prospective study of the emergence of disciplinary practices. Pediatrics, 117, 2055-
2064.

Wald, K., Owen, D., & Hill, S. (1988). Churches as political communities. American Political
Science Review, 82, 531-548.

Wiehe, V. R. (1990). Religious influence on parental attitudes toward the use of corporal
punishment. Journal of Family Violence, 5(2), 173-186.

Wingfield, J. C., Hegner, R. E., Dufty, A. M., Jr., & Ball, G. F. (1990). The “challenge
hypothesis™: Theoretical implications for patterns of testosterone secretion, mating
systems, and breeding strategies. American Naturalist, 136, 829-846.

Wissow, L. S. (2001). Ethnicity, income, and parenting contexts of physical punishment in a
national sample of families with young children. Child Maltreatment, 6, 118-129.

Witt, A., Fegert, J., Rodens, K., Brahler, E., Luhrs Da Silva, C., & Plener, P. (2017). The cycle
of violence: Examining attitudes toward and experiences of corporal punishment in a
representative German sample. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 0(0), 1-24.

Woodrum, E. (1988). Determinants of moral attitudes. Journal for the Scientific Study of
Religion, 27, 553-573.

46



APPENDIX A

CORPORAL PUNISHMENT ATTITUDES SURVEY

47



TENNESSEE or

CHATTANOOGA

Deagt. 4915

615 NeCalle Averce
Chatanodga, TN 37401-2558
Phone: (423} 4255867

Fax |423) 8254052

STt
LR T A S T
MEMORANDUM

TO: Zachary Rush IRB#17.124
Dr. Christina Polcastro

FROM: Lindsay Pardue, Director of Ressarch inlegerty
Dr. Amy Doaittie, IRE Committee Chair
DATE: a3w2n7

SUBJECT: IRB £17.124: College Students' Perceptions of Corporal Punishment

The IR8 Comenitiee Chair has reviewed and approved your application and assigned you the IRB number
listed above. You must nclude the following approval stalement on research materials seen by
participants and used n research reports:

The Institutional Review Board of the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga (FWAO0D004145) has
approved this rescarch project # 17124,

Since your project has been deemed exempt, there is no further action needed on this proposal unless
there is a signficant change in the project that would require a new review. Changes that affect risk to
human subjects would necessitate a new apglication 1o the IR8 committee immediately.

Please remember to contact the IRE Committee immediately and submit a new project proposal for

review if significant changes ocour in ressarch design or in any nstuments used n conducting the
study. You should also contact the Commitiee immediately if you encounter any adverse effects

during your project $hat pose a nsk % your subjects,

For any addftional informason, please consull our web page Diipiwwa wtc eduird or emal
mslm&lc.m

Best wishes for a successhu research project.

48




[Taf

(=,
CHATTANOOGA
Imstitutional Raview Soard
Dapl 4515
E15 WaCails A
Chaiiancoga, TH I7831-2558
Phas: (427} 435-5867
Fax {23 4254063
(3 ]
it Ve Ll Eakiwh
MEMORANDUM
T Zachary Fush IRE & 17124

Dir. Christina Policastro:

FRoO&A: Lirsdsay Pardue, Director of Research inlegety
Dr. fumy Doolttie, IRE Committes Chair

DATE: SRy
SUBJECT: IRBE #17-124: Colisge Students’ Percepbons of Carponl Punishment

The Institutional Review Baard has revissed and approved the folowing changes for the |RES projescet
|isf=d beden

L Exira oredit was added as an incentie

Yiou miust include the folliowing approval statement on ressarch masenals ssen by participants and ussd
in research reports:

The instifutionad Review Board of the Unfversity of Tenmessee af Chattanoogs (FWAD0004145) has
approved this research projoct # 17-124.

&nnual H-lrllml..ﬁ.l apprn'md ressarch s subject fo UTC IFS review, at least once a year. Please visit
our websile | hito " ihn) fior She Form B
[continuation | |:h:|nge: -:-:rrq:dehcn luurrnj m::}tu'mll need i nu-rrnHE and subenit il your project
remains aciive and UTC IIRB approval needs. to be renswed for another year. Unless your research
mioves in a new direction or participants havwe expenenced adverss reactions, then renewal is not @ major
hundle. ¥ou as Frincipal Investigator are responsibles for turning in the Form B on time (2 weeks before
one year from now), and for defermining whether any changes will affect the curent status of the project.
When you complete your ressanch, the same changeicompletion form should be compleied indicating
project termination. This will aliow UTC's Office of Ressarch inlegrty 1o close your peoject file.

Fiease remember o contact the IRB immediately and submit a new project proposal for pesiew if
significant changes ooour in your reseanch design or in any instnements used in conducting the study. Yiou
shiould also contact the IRB immediately f you sncounder any adverse effscts during your project that

pose a risk o your subjects.

For any additional informaion, please consul our web page hitpcihwees. ubo edulind or emai
InsiroETuic e,

Best wishes for a successiiil research project.

Fage1ofl

49




Corporal Punishment Attitudes Survey

Directions: Please fill in the blank or mark the box with an “x” that is appropriate for you. Thank you for
your time.

1.) What is your current age? (years)

2.) What is your sex?
Male
Female
Transgender
Other; Please Explain:

3.) What is your ethnicity?
Hispanic
Non-Hispanic

4.) What s your race?
White
Black/African American
Asian
Native American/Alaskan Native
Other:

5.) What is your sexual orientation?
Heterosexual
Bisexual
Homosexual
Pansexual
Asexual
Other:

6.) What is your current class standing?
Freshman
Sophomore
Junior
Senior

7.) What is your major?
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8.) Do you play an organized campus sport?
Yes
No

|, 8a.)Ifyes, please check which of the following best fits the sport you are
involved in:
NCAA UTC Athletic Team Sport
Intermural Sport
Other, Please List:

9.) Do you currently belong to a fraternity or sorority?
Yes
No

|, 9a.) If yes, what year did you join your Greek organization?

10.)What is your political affiliation?

Republican
Democrat
Independent
Other, Please List:

11.)What is your religious affiliation?
Protestant (e.g. Baptist, Lutheran, Episcopalian, Methodist, etc.)
Catholic
Jewish
Muslim
Agnostic/Atheist
Other, Please List:

5 11a.) If Protestant, please identify denomination in which you belong:

12.)How often do you attend religious services?
Never
Less than Once a Month
Once a Month
2-3 Times a Month
Once a Week
2-3 Times a Week
Daily

51



13.)What type of setting best describes where you grew up?
Rural

Small town
Suburban
Urban

14.)Were you originally born in the United States?

Yes
No. If no, please answer question 14a.

—— 14a.) Are you currently a U.S. citizen?
Yes
No

15.)For the majority of your childhood, did you reside in the United States?

Yes. Please answer question 15a.
No. Please answer question 15b.

15a.) If yes, please identify which state you resided in for the majority of your
— childhood:

15b.) If no, where outside of the United States did you reside for the majority of
your childhood?

The next series of questions relate to your experiences and views of corporal punishment. For this
survey, “Corporal punishment,” is considered to be physical force resulting in pain or discomfort, but not
significant injury, and is meant to alter a child’s unfavorable behavioral patterns (Straus & Donnelly,
2001, p. 4). For example, punishments such as spanking of the buttocks and legs or a slapping of the
hands would be considered corporal punishment. For this survey, we are only interested in corporal

punishment used by parents and/or guardians of children.

16.)Did your parent(s)/guardian(s) ever use corporal punishment to discipline you when you were
growing up?

Yes. Please answer questions 16a through 16h.
No. Please go to question 17.

—— 16a.) Please check with an “x” which of the following forms of corporal
punishment were used. Please check all that apply.

Spanking of the Buttocks or Legs
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Slapping of the Hands

Slapping of the Face

Shoving

Excessive Exercise Drills (e.g. Running Suicides or Long Distances)
Subjection to Painful Body Positions

Subjection to Foul Odors (e.g. Vinegar)

Subjection to Foul Tastes (e.g. Lemon Juice in the Mouth)
Pinching

Shaking

Other, Please List:

16b.) About how often did you experience corporal punishment?

Once a Year
Monthly
Weekly
Daily

16c.) Did your parent(s)/guardian(s) use an object(s) when delivering corporal
punishment in the form of spanking or slapping?

Yes. Please answer question 16cc.
No

_I_> 16cc.) Please check with an “x” the object(s) that your

parents(s)/guardian(s) used. Please check all that apply.

Belt

Paddle

Hairbrush

Switch (e.g. stick from a tree)
Fly Swatter

Spatula/Spoon

Other, Please
List:

16d.) Why do you believe your parent(s) administered the corporal
punishment? Please check with an “x” all that apply.

Out of Anger

Out of Fear

In an Effort to Teach a Lesson

They Did Not Know What Else to Do

Unclear/l Don’t Know

Other, Please List:
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16e.) Did your parent(s)/guardian(s) use any other types of punishment other
than corporal punishment? If so, please check with an “x” those punishments
listed below. Please check all that apply.

Grounding

Timeout

Chores

Private Verbal Reprimand

Public Verbal Reprimand

Financial Penalty (i.e. Paying for a Broken Window)
Taking Away of Electronics (i.e. Cell Phone or Computer)

Other, Please List:

16f.) If your parent(s)/guardian(s) used corporal punishment when disciplining
you, how old were you when you first received some type of corporal
punishment?

(years)

16g.) If your parent(s)/guardian(s) used corporal punishment when disciplining
you, how old were you when you last received some type of corporal
punishment?

(years)

16h.) If your parent(s)/guardian(s) did use corporal punishment when
disciplining you, do you believe that you usually deserved the corporal
punishment you received from your parents?”

Yes

No

17.)Did you have any siblings or were there any other young dependents living in your household?
Yes. Please answer 17a.
No

| 17a.) If yes, did they ever experience corporal punishment?

Yes
No
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18.)Do you currently have a child(ren) or dependent(s)?

Yes. Please answer questions #18a through 18b.
No. Please go to question #19.

I 18a.) If yes, have you ever used corporal punishment?
Yes. Please answer question #18aa.

No. Please go to question #19.

18aa.) If yes, please check with an “x” which of the following forms of
punishment you have used. Please check all that apply. Then please go to
question #20.

Spanking of the Buttocks or Legs

Slapping of the Hands

Slapping of the Face

Shoving

Excessive Exercise Drills (e.g. Running Suicides or Long
Distances)

Subjection to Painful Body Positions

Subjection to Foul Odors (e.g. Vinegar)

Subjection to Foul Tastes (e.g. Lemon Juice in the Mouth)

Pinching

Shaking

Other, Please
List:

If you have or were to have children/dependents in the future, would you ever use corporal
punishment?

Yes. Please answer #19a.
No. Please go to question #20.

—

19a.) If yes, please check with an “x” which of the following forms of
punishment you would use. Please check all that apply.

Spanking of the Buttocks or Legs

Slapping of the Hands

Slapping of the Face

Shoving

Excessive Exercise Drills (e.g. Running Suicides or Long Distances)
Subjection to Painful Body Positions

Subjection to Foul Odors (e.g. Vinegar)

Subjection to Foul Tastes (e.g. Lemon Juice in the Mouth)
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Pinching
Shaking

Other, Please List:

For the next section of the survey, please indicate how strongly you agree or disagree with the following

statements by circling the number that best represents your opinion. We are interested in corporal

punishment used by a parent or guardian of a child.

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree

19.)Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for very young children (less than 2 years old) who
misbehave.

20.)Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for young children (ages 2-12) who misbehave.

21.)Corporal punishment is an acceptable form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for adolescents (ages 13 to 17) who misbehave.

22.)Corporal punishment is an effective form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for very young children (less than 2 years old) who
misbehave.

23.)Corporal punishment is an effective form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for young children (ages 2-12) who misbehave.

24.)Corporal punishment is an effective form of discipline 1 2 3 4
for adolescents (ages 13 to 17) who misbehave.

25.)There are better ways to punish a child than using 1 2 3 4
corporal punishment.

26.)Corporal punishment results in emotional harm (e.g. 1 2 3 4
low self-esteem, depression, anxiety) to children and
adolescents who experience this form of discipline.

27.)Corporal punishment should be considered child abuse. 1 2 3 4

28.)Corporal punishment should be illegal. 1 2 3 4

Thank you for your time. Please wait until the investigator asks for all of the surveys before turning

in your survey and consent form.
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