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The Effect of Middle School Students’ Perception of Interparental Conflict
on Middle School Students’ Aggression
- Multiple Group Structural Equation Modeling of Male and Female Students
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Abstract

This study examined the effect of middle school students’ perceived marital conflict on the middle school
students’ aggression, Also it examined the differences of male and female middle school students, The researcher
surveyed 500 questionnaires for middle school students and was using 444 questionnaires in the final analysis, To
analysis the data, t—test, Pearson correlation and the multiple group Structural Equation Modeling approach was
used, It was sown that in the middle school students who highly perceived their interparental conflict, the higher
the aggression, Interpartental conflicts significantly affected on middle school students aggression in male and
female students, It was sown, also that in the male middle school students who highly perceived their
interparental conflict than girl students who highly perceived, the higher the aggression.

In conclusion, this study demonstrates the importance of parental roles have effects on middle school students’
problem behavior, Especially it was found that male middle school students aggression are influences by
interparental conflict, Accordingly, this study has significances by proposing methods of efficient parental

consultation and education to resolve parental conflicts,
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Table 1. Characteristics of Research Sample
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Classification N %
Gender Male 256 47.7
Female 281 52.3
the best class 72 16.4
Academic record the second class 269 6l.1
the low class 99 225
the upper classes. 185 42.0
Social class the middle classes. 205 46.6
the lower classes. 50 114
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Table 2. Composition of Scale & Reliability

Scale Sub Scale Item R(e:;:) l:::)ty
Conflict frequency 5 .854
Interparental Conflict Conflict severity 5 .808
Conflict solution 5 812
Physical aggression 6 665
Verbal aggression 6 688
Aggression Indirect aggression 6 672
Negation 6 671
Agitation 6 706
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Table 3. Correlations among research variables

Conflict Conflict Conflict Physical Verbal Indirect . o
frequency severity solution aggression | aggression | aggression Negation Agitation
Conflict frequency 1
Conflict severity 739" 1
Conflict solution 658" 640" 1
Physical aggression 244" 243" 099" 1
Verbal aggression 242" 180" 038 669" 1
Indirect aggression 202" 225" 114”7 637" 702" 1
Negation 238" 223" 136" 436" 534" 522" 1
Agitation 247" 1877 078" 637" 645" 622" 496" 1
Table 4. Descriptive statistics of observed variables
Unobserved variable Observed variable Mean SD Kurtosis Skewness
Conlflict frequency 2.4059 .84652 353 -403
Iél(zirf‘]’iirtenml Conflict severity 23486 81690 724 154
Conflict solution 2.2800 78166 475 177
Physical aggression 2.0163 50515 474 182
Verbal aggression 2.0000 49190 359 371
Aggression Indirect aggression 2.0742 55743 303 016
Negation 2.2800 78166 475 177
Agitation 1.9682 53680 571 .760
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(Figure 1) Structural Equation Modeling for adolescents’ aggression
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Table 5. Model fit summary

Model X df P CFI NFI TLI RMSEA
Unconstrained 80.947 38 .000 976 956 .965 051
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Table 6. Mean and Standard Deviations of Study Variables
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sex
Factor Male(n=221) Female(n=219) t
M(SD) M(SD)

Conflict frequency 2.293(.812) 2.519(.866) 2.828"
lcngirﬁs:mal Conflict severity 2229(.787) 2.269(.830) 31 18:

Conflict solution 2.185(.747) 2.375(.804) -2.563

Physical aggression 2.108(.501) 1,192(.492) 3913

Verbal aggression 2.095(.448) 1.903(.515) 4.179™
Aggression Indirect aggression 2.147(.537) 2.000(.568) 2.803"

Negation 2.207(.490) 2.218(.492) -235

Agitation 2.019(.535) 1.916(.534) 2.026"

Hp<v01x*xp<v001



Table 7. Regression weights

Male Female

B B S.E CR P B B S.E CR P
Interparental Conflict — Aggression 306|434 058 5.282] *** 159 243 .050 | 3.196 | .001
Conflict frequency — Interparental Conflict 1.000| .708| - - - 1.000 767 - - *EX
Conflict severity — Interparental Conflict 1.232] 843 .114| 10.954| *** 1.140 .848 091 | 12.521 | ***
Conlflict solution — Interparental Conflict 1.330] .866| .121| 11.011] *** 1.240 .884 098 | 12.700 | ***
Physical aggression — Aggression 1.000| .744| - - - 1.000 817 - - kA
Verbal aggression — Aggression 9921  .826| .084| 11.765| *** 1.105 .862 076 | 14.567 | ***
Indirect aggression — Aggression 1.143] 793 .101| 11.332] *** 1.174 .830 .085 | 13.889 | ***
Negation — Aggression 812|617 093] 8.764| *** .800 653 079 | 10.184 | ***
Agitation — Aggression 1.099 766 .100| 10.943| *** 1.036 79 081 | 12.754 | ***

"p<.01""p<.001
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Table 8. Pairwise Parameter Comparisons ; Critical Ratios for Differences between Parameters

al_1 a2_1 a3_1 ad_1 b1_1 aS_1 a6_1
al 2 -767 -1.254 1.190 -.020 7.732 2.523 306
a2 2 -.082 -.578 1.918 .692 8.230 3.177 1.010
a3 2 -1.072 -1.575 .993 -299 8.376 2.445 .052
a4 2 -.551 -1.057 1.520 237 8.474 2.883 575
bl 2 -8.777 -8.972 -8.522 -8.759 -1.982 -6.219 -8.395
a5 2 -3.262 -3.679 -1.671 -2.684 5.063 -.103 -2.344
a6 2 -1.546 -2.022 368 -.829 7318 1.811 -.489
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