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CHAPTER IV: RESULTS 

 

In this study, Latino couples conflict resolution styles were examined.  Although 

the data were analyzed collectively, yielding couple data, for most of the analysis, 

husbands and wive’s were compared to each other to examine the relationship 

demographic variables had on their conflict resolution styles.  Below, the results of 

preliminary analysis and testing the hypotheses are presented. 

Preliminary Analysis 

First Marriage  

Preliminary analyses were conducted to examine demographic data describing the 

sample.  Four 2x2 (gender by first marriage) MANOVAS were conducted for first 

marriage and conflict resolution style, two MANOVAS for wife’s education, one using 

the items from the MCS and the other using the redefined dependent variables.  Gender 

(wife and husband) was a repeated measure and first marriage (yes or no) was the 

between measure.  In Table 5, the means and standard deviations for wive’s and 

husband’s first marriage and conflict resolutions styles can be seen.  The dependent 

variables used to measure conflict resolution style are from Gottman’s (1994) Marital 

Conflict Scale (MCS) (avoidance, volatile, and validator) and the redefined variables and 

direct statements from the MFT literature (conservatism, harmony, autonomy, passion, 

and unity). The Wilks Lambda did not indicate a significant multivariate F-test result for 

wife’s first marriage F (3, 287) = .59, p = .98 for the MCS or for the redefined variables F 

(5, 183) = .39 , p = .86.  For the husband’s first marriage, the Wilks Lambda did not 
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indicate a significant multivariate F-test result, F (3, 185) = 44, p= .72 for the MCS or the 

redefined variables F (5, 183) = .39, p= .86.  There were no statistically significant 

multivariate effects for gender nor the interaction between gender and first marriage for 

the MCS or the redefined variables subscales.  Overall, it appears that being in the first 

marriage or not, does not yield a significant relationship with conflict resolution style. 

Age and Number of Years Married  

Exploratory analyses were conducted to determine if wives and husband’s age 

and number of years married related to their conflict resolution style.  Pearson product 

correlations between conflict resolution style and wife’s and husband’s age and number 

of years married can be seen in Table 6.  For the MSC, the significant correlations for 

wife’s and husband’s age and number of years marriage was with the Avoidance 

subscale.  It appears the Avoidance is related to age and the number of years a couple is 

married.  However, age and number of years married does not appear to be related to the 

Volatile or Validator style of resolving conflict. There were no significant correlations for 

the Volatile or Validator scale.  As can be seen in Table 6, there were statistically 

significant correlations for the Redefined variables, Conservative, Harmony, and Passion 

subscales, but not for the Autonomy and Unity subscales.   Husband’s and wive’s age and 

number of years married are not significantly related to how much they feel validated or 

do things together or the autonomy they feel in their marriage.    

 



 72

________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 5. 
Multiple Analysis of Variance Results for Conflict Resolution Style by Wives’ and 
Husbands’ First Marriage. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

                         

Wife’s First Marriage            Husband’s First Marriage 

             Yes (n=163)       No (n=28)    Yes (n= 159)      No (n=30) 

MCS   M SD          M        SD     M    SD         M        SD 

Avoidant                        
Wife  2.58     .29         2.58      .26    2.58   .29         2.59     .30  

 Husband 2.61 .27   2.61    .27    2.62   .27     2.58     .25 
Volatile 
 Wife  2.44 .30   2.48      .38    2.44   .31     2.48     .36 
 Husband 2.41 .31   2.36    .34    2.41   .31     2.41     .34 
Validator 
 Wife  2.98 .37   2.93    .35    2.98   .38      2.94     .35 
 Husband 2.94     .36   2.95    .37    2.96   .43      2.86     .44 
 
Redefined Variables     
Conservatism        Yes          No          Yes            No 
 Wife  2.83 .46   2.74    .41    2.82   .47      2.79     .40 
 Husband 2.82 .43   2.66    .43    2.82   .42      2.69     .47 
Harmony 
 Wife  2.45 .34   2.47    .33    2.45   .34      2.47     .35 
 Husband 2.47 .36   2.46    .29    2.47   .33      2.46     .33 
Autonomy 
 Wife  2.23 .53   2.33    .61               2.24   .55       2.26     .53 
 Husband 2.25 .52   2.20    .49    2.24     .53      2.22     .45 
Passion 
 Wife  2.33 .37   2.34    .47    2.32   .38      2.39     .39 
 Husband 2.33 .37   2.26    .41    2.32   .36      2.32     .42 
Unity 
 Wife  3.03 .44   3.00    .47    3.04   .44      2.98     .45 
 Husband 3.02 .43   3.04    .44    3.04     .43      2.96     .46 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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Independent Variables  

 Ten independent variables were correlated together to see which ones related to 

each other.  The first one was age, which describes the individual, years married and first 

marriage describes the marriage, language in which they answered the survey, language 

preference, born in the U.S., years in the U.S. if foreign born, religion, and religiosity are 

the culture variables, and educational attainment may be used to provide insight into 

possible socioeconomic status and non-traditional beliefs.   

 Age-  As can be seen in Table 7, many of the variables correlated with wife’s and 

husband’s age.  Of special intrigue was the significant correlation for husband’s religion 

and age, but not for the wife’s.  Neither religiosity nor education was significantly 

correlated with age.   

Years married- Years married positively correlated with age, language in which 

they answered the survey, language preference, born in the U.S., years living in the U.S.  

Years married was also negatively correlated with first marriage although the correlations 

was not statistically significant.  Surprisingly, years married did not significantly 

correlate for the wife’s religion but it did for the husband’s.  Also, years married did not 

correlate with wife’s and husband’s religiosity and education at a significant level. 

First Marriage-  As stated above, the number of years married did not 

significantly correlate with many of the other independent variables.  As can be seen in 

Table 7, other than wife’s and husband’s age and first marriage, the only other variable 

that significantly correlated with first marriage was the number of years living in the 

united States for the Husbands who immigrated from another country.   
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 6. 
Pearson Correlations between Conflict Resolution and Wives’ and Husbands’ Age and 
Number of Years Married. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
                 Age                                      Number of Years Married                
                           Wife             Husband              Wife             Husband   
   n = 191          n = 188            n = 191           n = 191                   
MCS_______________________________    __________________  
Avoidance      
      Wife  .21**  .19*   .18*         .18*       
      Husband  .20**  .18*   .23**  .23**   
Volatile 
      Wife  -.14  -.09   -.13  -.13   
      Husband  -.10  -.05   -.02  -.02   
Validator 
      Wife    .04  .06   .09  .09   
      Husband    .13  .07   .09  .09   
 
Redefined Variables 
Conservatism 
      Wife  .18*  .17*   .16*  .16*   
      Husband  .16*  .08   .17*  .17 
Harmony 
      Wife  .15*  .14   .13  .13   
      Husband  .13  .16*   .17*  .17*   
Autonomy 
      Wife  .01  .01   -.03  -.03   
      Husband  .03  .05   .09  .09   
Passion 
      Wife            -.18*  -.12   -.16*  -.16*   
      Husband  -.15*  -.09   -.06  -.06   
Unity 
      Wife  .04  .03   .07  .07   
      Husband  .11  .07   .08  .08  
  
________________________________________________________________________ 
*    p<.01 
**  p<.05 
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Both wife’s and husband’s first marriage correlated with the husband’s years in the U.S., 

but first marriage negatively correlated for the wive’s years in the U.S. although the 

correlation was not significant.  Overall, whether or not the wives or husbands were in 

their first marriage mostly related to the husband’s number of years living in the United 

States, not the wives. 

 Language Survey- This independent variable examined the relationship between 

the language in which the participants answered the survey (English or Spanish), and the 

other independent variables.  As can be seen in Table 8, the language in which the 

participants answered the survey positively correlated with wive’s and husband’s age, 

years married, preferred language spoken, and born in the U.S., all at the significance 

level of .01.  Language of the survey negatively correlated with the years living in the 

U.S., however, the correlation was only statistically significant for the husband’s 

language of survey and years living in the U.S. but not for the husband’s living in the 

U.S. and the wives language of the survey.  In addition, the language in which the wives 

and husband’s answered the survey did not correlate with wive’s or husband’s religion, 

but wife’s language of survey did correlate with wife’s religiosity at a significant level. 

Language of the survey also significantly correlated with the wive’s education but not 

with the husband’s education. 

 Preferred Language- This variable was the language in which the participants 

reported as the one they felt the most comfortable speaking; English, Spanish or other 

Latin languages.  As predicted, the participant’s preferred spoken language correlated 

with the same variable as the language in which they answered the survey.  The only 
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exception was that the husband’s preferred language did not correlate with wife’s or 

husband’s education, but there was a significant negative correlation with wife’s 

education. 

Born in the United States-   Pearson Product Correlations were run to examine 

which independent variables were related to participants born in the U.S. versus being 

foreign born.  As expected, born in the U.S. significantly correlated with the same 

independent variables (age, years married, language of survey, preferred language, and 

wife’s education) as the other culturally related variables.  The only exception was that 

the years living in the U.S., which did not significantly correlate with wives or husbands 

born in the U.S. since the participants that were born in the U.S. did not state how many 

years they had lived in the U.S. 

 Years Living in The U.S.- As can be seen in Table 9, the amount of years living in 

the U.S. significantly correlated with age, years married, first marriage, language of 

survey and preferred language, but did not significantly correlate with wives and 

husband’s religion nor education.  However, years living in the U.S. correlated with the 

number of years the husband’s lived in the U.S. with his religiosity, but not with the 

wive’s religiosity.  

Religion- Overall, religion did not correlate highly with the other variables.  The 

exception was husband’s religion, which had a significant correlation with wife’s and 

husband’s age, years married, and husband’s religiosity.  In addition, wife’s religion 

negatively correlated with wive’s and husband’s religiosity at a significant level, and 
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husband’s religion negatively correlated with wife’s and husband’s religiosity at a 

significant level. 

 Religiosity- Religiosity is operationally defined as the amount of times a person 

attends religious services or activities. The categories were grouped by once per week or 

more, every now and then, and rarely or never.  Religiosity did not correlate with many 

other variables at a significant level.  However, as mentioned above, wife’s and 

husband’s religiosity correlates with wife’s religion, but not for husband’s religion and 

wive’s religiosity. 

Education-  The level of educational attainment was measured by grade school 

education, high school, some college, and college degree or higher.  As seen in Table 9, 

wive’s education had significant negative correlations with wive’s and husband’s 

language of survey, preferred language, and born in the U.S.  Husband’s education did 

not significantly correlate with the other independent variables, except for wive’s 

education 

Dependent Variables  

In Table 10, the correlations among the wives and husbands dependent variables 

can be seen.  The correlations show that the variables in the MCS correlated with each 

other, except for the validator and volatile subscales.  The validator and avoidant 

subscales have high correlations at the .01 level.  When examining the Redefined 

variables, the correlations have somewhat different patterns.  For example, the Avoidant 

subscale was correlated with the Validator subscale, but not with the Unity subscale, 

which mostly has Validator items.   
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Table 7. 
Pearson Correlations between Independent Variables for Wives and Husbands. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
                  1. Age    2. Years Married   3. First Marriage    
                                    Wife      Husband         Wife       Husband   Wife        Husband 
1.Age             
    Wife  ---     .92*  .86**        .86**    .21**          .08  
    Husband  .92*     ---  .80**        .80**    .22**          .24** 
 
2.Years Married 
    Wife  .86*     .80*    ---        .86**    -.09          -.11  
    Husband  .86*     .80*  .80**         ---    -.09          -.11 
 
3.First Marriage 
    Wife  .21*     .22** .-.09        -.09      ---            .39** 
    Husband  .08     .24** -.11        -.11      .39** --- 
 
4. Language Survey           
    Wife  .27**     .32** .30**          .30**     -.08           -.08 
    Husband  .24**     .29** .25**          .25**          -.06            -.06 
 
5. Preferred Language 
    Wife  .27**     .34** .30**          .30**          -.06            -.06 
    Husband  .21**     .22** .19**          .19**          -.03            -.03 
 
6. Born in U.S. 
    Wife  .22**     .31** .26**          .26**     -.09            -.09 
    Husband  .22**     .26** .23**            .23**     -.04            -.04 
 
7.  Years in U.S.  
    Wife  .30**     .23** .31*          .31**     -.10            -.10 
    Husband  .31**     .45** .19*          .19*       .21*  .21* 
 
8.  Religion 
    Wife  .07     .07  .09          .09       .04             .04 
    Husband  .20**     .15*  .19**          .19**       .04             .04 
 
9. Religiosity  
    Wife  -.13     -.09  -.12        -.12      .07             .07 
    Husband  -.10     -.05  -.10            -.10      .12              .12 
 
10. Education 
     Wife  -.09     -.10  -.09        -.08     -.07            -.07 
     Husband  -.01      .01  -.02        -.02     -.10            -.10 
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Table 8. 
Pearson Correlations between Independent Variables for Wives and Husbands-Cont. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
          4. Language Survey    5. Preferred Language            6. Born in U.S. 
                      Wife      Husband           Wife           Husband            Wife        Husband 
1.Age             
    Wife .27**     .75**   .27**  .21**  .22**         .22**  
    Husband .32**     .24**   .34**  .22**  .31**         .26** 
 
2.Years Married 
    Wife .30**     .25**   .30**  .19*  .26**         .23** 
    Husband .30**     .25**   .30**  .19**  .26**         .23** 
 
3.First Marriage 
    Wife -.08     -.06    -.06  -.03  -.09         -.04 
    Husband -.05     .03     .03   .05  -.03          .07 
 
4. Language Survey           
    Wife ---     .75**   .82**  .60**  .68**         .57** 
    Husband .75**     ---    .70**  .63**  .62**         .62** 
 
5. Preferred Language 
    Wife .82**     .70**   ---  .58**  .71**         .57** 
    Husband .60**     .63**   .59**  ---  .51**         .62** 
 
6. Born in U.S. 
    Wife .68**     .62**   .71**  .50**  ---         .56** 
    Husband .57**     .56**   .57**  .62**  .56**         --- 
 
7.  Years in U.S 
    Wife -.30**     -.25**   -.32** -.30**  .03         -.14 
    Husband -.17     -.21*   -.02  -.39**  .04         -.06 
 
8.  Religion 
    Wife .02     .01    .01  -.04  -.07         .03 
    Husband .01     .03    .02  -.04  -.04         .05 
 
9. Religiosity  
    Wife -.12     -.11    -.17*  -.02  -.05         -.09 
    Husband -.10     -.01    -.10  -.04   .02         -.07 
 
10. Education 
     Wife -.18*     -.19**   -.21** -.13  -.24**         -.24** 
     Husband -.01     -.09    -.02  -.08  .02         -.14 
______________________________________________________________________________________  
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Table 9. 
Pearson Correlations between Independent Variables for Wives and Husbands-
Cont.___________________________________________________________________ 
        7.Years in U.S.    8.  Religion          9. Religiosity      10. Education 

       Wife      Husb        Wife      Husb.       Wife     Husb      Wife     Husb 
1.Age             
    Wife        .30** .31**    .07      .20**      -.13      -.10         -.09      -.01 
    Husband        .23** .45**    .07      .15*        -.09      -.05         -.10  .01 
 
2.Years Married 
    Wife        .31** .19*    .09       .19**     -.12      -.10         -.09  -.02 
    Husband        .31** .45**    .09         .19**      -.12      -.10         -.08  -.02 
 
3.First Marriage 
    Wife       -.10 .21*    .04       .04          .07       .12         -.07  -.10 
    Husband       -.20* .19*   -.01     -.05          .10       .13         -.08  -.08 
 
4. Language Survey           
    Wife       -.30** -.17    .02      .01         -.12      -.10         -.18*  -.01 
    Husband       -.25** -.21*    .01      .03        -.11      -.01         -.19*  -.09 
 
5. Preferred Language 
    Wife       -.32** -.02    .01      .02       -.17*     -.10        -.21**     -.02 
    Husband       -.30** -.39**   -.04    -.04       -.02       -.02        -.13  -.08  
 
6. Born in U.S. 
    Wife        .03  .04   -.07    -.04       -.05         .02        -.24**      .02 
    Husband       -.14 -.06    .03     .05       -.09       -.07         -.24**    -.14 
 
7. Years in U.S.  
    Wife        ---              .65**   -.09    -.04      -.06         .04          .03  .06 
    Husband      .65**   ---    .03    -.11       .09         .18*       -.06        -.02 
 
8.  Religion 
    Wife      -.09               .03     ---     .73**    -.17*     -.20**      .00         -.09 
    Husband       .03      -.11    .73**     ---      -.14       -.22**     -.01        -.02 
 
9. Religiosity  
    Wife     -.06      .09   -.17*      -.14       ---         .76**     .02 -.08  
    Husband     -.01      .18*   -.20**    -.22**   .76**     ---        -.06          -.08 
 
10. Education 
     Wife      .03           -.06    .00     -.01     -.08       -.06        ---        .31**  
     Husband     -.09      -.02  -.09     -.02      .02       -.08       .31**     --- 
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The Autonomy subscale was correlated with the MCS variables, but it was not 

significantly correlated with the Conservatism variable, which has seven items from the 

Avoidance subscale and two from the Validator subscale.  Overall, wives and husbands 

Unity did not correlate with wives and husbands Avoidance, and the Volatile style did 

not correlated with the Validator style. 

Hypotheses Testing 

Self-report data from each spouse was examined to measure their conflict 

resolution style and the impact certain demographic variables had on the preferred style 

of conflict resolution.  Conflict resolution style was measured with the Marital Conflict 

Scale(MCS) and direct statements from MFT literature, and the redefined variables from 

the MCS and the direct statements from the MFT literature.  Multiple analysis of variance 

(MANOVA) was used for each of the analysis.  The following hypothesis related to 

gender, culture (determined by country of birth, years living in the United States, and 

language preference was tested), religion (Catholic or non-Catholic) and religiosity 

(extent to which the participants attended religious services), and educational attainment. 

Hypothesis 1:  Gender 

 The first hypothesis tested to see if gender differences would be found due to 

traditional beliefs about gender roles.  In line with the descriptions found about Latinos in 

the MFT literature, it is assumed that women will be more avoidant or validating, and 

men will be more avoidant or volatile.  Gender was examined through out all of the 

analyses.   Overall, there are not strong differences in conflict resolution style between 

the wives and husbands.  However, certain independent variables impacted wives and 

husbands conflict resolution style differently. 
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Hypothesis 2:  Culture 

 Hypothesis 2 examined the relationship between the culture variables and conflict 

resolution styles.  The culture variables were country of origin (U.S. or foreign born), 

number of years living in the U.S. if foreign born, language preference, and language in 

which they answered the survey.  It was hypothesized that the participants who were 

foreign born and more comfortable with speaking and writing Spanish would have a 

predominant conflict Avoidance style.  It was also hypothesized that the Latinos in the 

sample who were born in the United States, preferred speaking and writing in English, 

and had many years living in the U.S. would have more Validating style. 

Wife’s Country of Birth (U.S. or Foreign Country) 

 It was predicted that wives born in the U.S. would have a more Validating style 

and the wives born in another country would have a more Avoidant style.  Four 2x4 

(gender by born in U. S.) MANOVAS were conducted for born in the U.S. and conflict 

resolution style.  Two MANOVAS were for wives’ born in U.S., one using the items 

from the MCS and the other using the redefined dependent variables, and the other two 

were for husbands’ born in the U.S., using the MCS and the redefined variables.  Gender 

(wife and husband) was a repeated measure and wives’ and husbands’ country of origin 

(The United States or not the United States) was the between measure.   
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 10. 

Pearson Correlations between Conflict Resolution Style For Wife’s and Husband’s. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

                WIFE 

              Avoid.     Volatile     Validator    Conservatism    Harmony     Autonomy      Passion      Unity 

Avoidant .57**       .21**   .15*  .66**  .48**          .20**       .16* .08  

Volatile .25**       .45**          -.09  .14*  .24**           .43**       .34** -.20** 

Validator .18*       .05    .60**  .29**  .06         -.16*       .00  .61** 

HUSBAND Conservatism .66**         .14    .27**  .58**  .23**           .03       .09  .20** 

Harmony .46**         .24**  -.01  .14  .55**           .21**       .26** -.11 

Autonomy .24**        .29**  -.19**  .08  .23**           .62**       .12  -.31** 

Passion .18*         .41**  -.14  .10  .23**           .25**       .41** -.24** 

Unity  .09           -.01     .59**  .21**  -.06         -.23**      -.06  .70** 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

p<.05 * 

p<.01** 
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As can be seen in Table 11, the means scores for wive’s conflict resolution styles 

show that the highest means scores for wive’s conflict resolution style are for the 

Validator style for both wives born in the U.S., M=2.96, and not born in the U.S., 

M=2.98, with the wives born outside the U.S. having slightly higher means scores.  The 

lowest mean scores for the wives country of origin was for the Volatile style.  For the 

redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for the wive’s Unity style, for the 

wives born in the U.S., M=3.00 and out of the U.S., M=3.05.  Again, when the wives 

were born outside the continental U.S., they had higher means scores for the Unity 

conflict resolution style. 

The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.91, 

when the wives were born in the U.S., and M= 2.96, when the wives were not born in the 

U.S., and for the redefined variables, the husband’s had the highest mean scores for the 

Unity style, M=2.96, when the wives were born in the U.S., and M= 3.06, when the 

wives were not born in the U.S.  As with the wive’s, the husbands both had a slightly 

higher Validating scores and Unity scores when the wife was born outside of the U.S. 

These results do not support the hypothesis that Latina’s born in the U.S. would be more 

validating.   

Husband’s Country of Birth 

 As can be seen in Table 12, similar to the Wive’s Born in the U.S. variable, the 

mean scores for wive’s conflict resolution styles show that the highest means scores for 

wive’s conflict resolution style were born were for the Validator style for both wives born 

in the U.S., M=2. 92, and not born in the U.S., M=3.00, with the husband’s born outside 

the U.S. having slightly higher mean scores for both wives and husbands.  The lowest 
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mean scores for the Husband’s Born in U.S. variable was for the Volatile style.  For the 

redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for the wive’s Unity style, M=2.92 for 

husband’s born in the U.S., and out of the U.S., M=3.08.  Overall, when the husbands 

were born outside the continental U.S., the wives had higher mean scores for the 

Validator and Unity styles of conflict resolution. 

The husbands also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.89, 

when the husbands were born in the U.S., and M= 2.96, when the husband’s were not 

born in the U.S., and for the redefined variables, the husbands had the highest mean 

scores for the Unity style, M=2.91, when the they were born in the U.S., and M= 3.07, 

when the husbands were not born in the U.S.  As with the wive’s, the husbands both had 

a slightly higher Validating scores and Unity scores when the they were born outside of 

the U.S. These results do not support the hypothesis that Latino’s born in the U.S. would 

be more validating.   

In contrast to the Wives Born in the U.S. variable, the husband’s born in the U.S. 

did yield statistically significant multivariate or univariate effects for wive’s country of 

origin.  As can be seen in Table 13, there was not a significant multivariate or univariate 

F-test results for the MCS subscales.  However, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant 

multivariate F-test result for Husband Born in U.S.,  F (5, 185) = 2.22, p = .05 for the 

redefined variables.  There were no statistically significant multivariate effects for gender 

or the interaction between gender and husbands born in the U.S.  Thus, the only 

statistically significant difference was for the between-groups main effect for husband’s 

born in the U.S. 
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Table 11. 
Mean scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Wives Born or Not Born in the U.S.A.. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

                           Wife 
          Born in U.S.A. (n=69)  Not Born in U.S.A (n=121) 
MCS  ____________M SD    M SD_________ 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.56 .25    2.60 .31  
 Husband  2.57 .24    2.63 .28  
 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.47 .28    2.43 .33 
 Husband  2.42 .33    2.40 .31 
 
Validator 
 Wife   2.96 .37    2.98 .37 
 Husband  2.91 .27    2.96 .40 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism 
 Wife   2.80 .42    2.83 .48 
 Husband  2.76 .40    2.82 .45 
 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.42 .31    2.46 .36 
 Husband  2.44 .28    2.43 .35 
 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.23 .49    2.25 .57 
 Husband  2.21 .49    2.26 .53 
 
Passion 
 Wife   2.38 .37    2.30 .39 
 Husband  2.36 .38    2.29 .37  
  
Unity 
 Wife   3.00 .42    3.05 .46 
 Husband  2.96 .35    3.06 .47 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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 Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically significant differences in husband’s born 

in the U.S. for the Autonomy subscale F (1, 189) = 5.26, p = .02 and the Unity subscale F 

(1, 189) = 6.76, p = .01 of the redefined variables.  To clarify which country of origin 

differed from each other, four one-way ANOVAs were run with husband’s born in the 

U.S. as the independent variable and wife Autonomy and husband Autonomy and wife 

Unity and husband Unity as the dependent variables.  ANOVAS indicated that both 

wives F (1, 189) = 5.47, p=02 and husbands F (1, 189) = 5.94, p=02 were more unified 

when the husband’s were born outside the U.S.  When the husband’s were born in the 

U.S. the wives and husbands were both more autonomous, however, only the husband’s 

Autonomy was statistically significant F (1, 189) = 5.56, p=02.   

Overall, it appears that wive’s country of birth did not demonstrate statistical 

differences in conflict resolution styles.  However, husband’s country of origin did 

related to husband’s and wives feeling more unified if the husbands were born outside of 

the U.S. and the husbands feeling more autonomous when they were born in the U.S. 

Number of Years Living in the United States 

 Table 14 presents the correlations between conflict resolution styles and the 

number of years the foreign born wives and husbands lived in the United States.  The 

subscales that correlated at a significant level were for the number of years the husband 

lived in the U.S., not the wives.  From the MSC subscales, the husband’s Validator 

subscale was the only style that correlated with the number of years the husband lived in 

the US., r = -.20, p<.05.  



 88

Table 12. 

Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Husbands Born or Not Born in the United 
States. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

                            Husband  
          Born in U.S.A. (n=59)  Not Born in U.S.A (n=132) 
MCS  ____________M SD    M SD_________ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.56 .27    2.59 .30  
 Husband  2.57 .23    2.63 .28  
 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.47 .31    2.44 .32 
 Husband  2.43 .31    2.39 .32 
 
Validator 
 Wife   2.92 .38    3.00 .36 
 Husband  2.89 .27    2.96 .39 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism    
 Wife   2.79 .50    2.82 .44 
 Husband  2.76 .36    2.81 .46 
 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.44 .28    2.46 .36 
 Husband  2.44 .26    2.48 .36 
 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.35 .58    2.20 .52 
 Husband  2.37 .56    2.18 .49 
 
Passion 
 Wife   2.33 .39    2.33 .39 
 Husband  2.34 .36    2.31 .38  
  
Unity 
 Wife   2.92 .47    3.08 .42 
 Husband  2.91 .35    3.07 .45 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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The more years the husbands lived in the U.S., the less validating they were.  There were 

no significant differences between the number of years the wives lived in the U.S. and the 

wives and husband’s conflict resolutions styles. The number of years the husband lived in 

the U.S. also negatively correlated with the wive’s  r = -.20, p<.05 and husband’s  r = -

.18, p<.05 Unity.  It appears that the wive’s number of years in the U.S. did not 

significantly relate to the wives or husbands Unity or any other conflict resolution style. 

The husband’s who lived many years in the U.S. had less of a Unity style of conflict 

resolution, as well as the wives whose husband’s lived many years in the U.S.  These 

correlations do not support the hypothesis that the more years Latinos live in the U.S., the 

more validating they will be. 

Wife’s Language 

It was hypothesized that the wives language preference would relate to her 

conflict resolution style, with wives preferring English to have a more Validating style 

and wives preferring Spanish a more Avoidant style.  Four 2x4 (gender by wive’s 

language) MANOVAS were conducted for wive’s language preference (English, Spanish 

and English, and Spanish) and conflict resolution style.  Two MANOVAS were for 

wives’ language preference, one using the items from the MCS and the other using the 

redefined dependent variables, and the other two were for husbands’ language preference, 

using the MCS and the redefined variables.  Gender (wife and husband) was a repeated 

measure and wives’ and husbands’ language preference was the between measure.   
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 13.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance for Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and Husband’s Country of Birth (Born in the U.S. or Not 

Born in U.S.). 

 

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Born in U.S. (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate        3, 187      .16       .00         .93  3, 187     2.09     .03        .10  3, 187       1.49     .02        .22       

Univariate 

   Avoidant     1, 189     .34       .00         .56  1, 189     1.12     .01        .29  1, 189      1.43     .01        .23 

   Volatile     1, 189     .04       .00         .84  1, 189      2.05     .01        .15  1, 189         .68     .00        .41 

   Validator     1, 189     .00       .00         .98  1, 189      1.47     .01        .23  1, 189       2.38     .01        .12  

 

Multivariate         5, 185    .18       .01          .97  5, 185       .21     .01        .96  5, 185       2.22     .06        .05 

Univariate 

   Conservatism    1, 189    .18      .00           .67  1, 189       .47      .00       .49  1, 189        .59      .00        .44 

   Harmony      1, 189    .18      .00           .67     1, 189       .37      .00       .55  1, 189        .37      .00        .55 

   Autonomy      1, 189    .29      .00           .59  1, 189        .01      .00       .93  1, 189      5.26      .03        .02 

   Passion      1, 189    .29      .00           .59  1, 189        .05      .00       .83  1, 189        .05      .00        .83 

   Unity      1, 189    .00      .00           .97  1, 189        .16      .00       .69  1, 189      6.76      .04        .01  
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As can be seen in Table 15, the mean scores for wive’s conflict resolution styles 

show that the highest mean scores are for the Validator style for wives preferring English, 

M=2.91, Bilingual, M=2.94, and Spanish, M=3.01, with the wives preferring Spanish 

having the highest mean scores.  For the redefined variables, the highest mean scores 

were for wive’s Unity style, for wives preferring English, M=2.94, Bilingual, M=3.02, 

and Spanish, M=3.08, with the wives preferring Spanish having the highest mean scores 

for Unity.   

The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.92, 

when the wives preferred English, M= 2.86, when the wives were bilingual, and M=2.96 

when the wives preferred speaking Spanish.  As with the wives, for the redefined 

variables, the husband’s had the highest mean scores for the Unity style, M=2.95 

(English), M= 2.99 (Bilingual), and M=3.06 (Spanish). The husbands also had a slightly 

higher Validating scores and Unity scores when the wives preferred speaking Spanish.  

These results do not support the hypothesis that Latina’s who prefer speaking English are 

more validating and have more validating husbands.   

As can be seen in Table 16, there were no significant multivariate or univariate     

F-test results for the MCS subscales and wive’s language preference.  However, the 

Wilks Lambda indicated a significant multivariate F-test result for wive’s language 

preference,  F (10, 368) = 2.48, p = .01 for the redefined variables.  There were no 

statistically significant multivariate effects for gender or the interaction between gender 

and wive’s language preference.  Thus, the only statistically significant difference was for 

the between-groups main effect for wive’s language preference. 
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Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically significant differences in wive’s 

language preference for the Harmony subscale F (2, 188) = 3.50, p = .03.  To clarify 

which language preference differed from each other, two one-way ANOVAs were run 

with wive’s language preference as the independent variable and wife Harmony and 

husband Harmony.  Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test indicated that there were no 

differences between groups for the wives and husbands when the wife preferred speaking 

English or Spanish, but when the wives were bilingual, preferring both languages 

equally, they and the husbands were less harmonious.  These results indicate that wive’s 

language preference relates to the her preference for the Harmony style of conflict 

resolution, with the bilingual wives preferring it less.     

Husband’s Language 

As with the wive’s, it was hypothesized that the husband’s language preference 

would relate to their conflict resolution style, with husband’s preferring English to have a 

more Validating style and wives preferring Spanish a more Avoidant style.  As can be 

seen in Table 17, the mean scores for husband’s conflict resolution styles show that the 

highest mean scores are for the validator style for husbands preferring English, M=2.87, 

Bilingual, M=3.13, and Spanish, M=2.99, with the husband’s preferring being bilingual 

having the highest mean scores.   
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For the redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for the wive’s Unity 

style for husbands preferring English, M=2.89, Bilingual, M=3.18, and Spanish, M=3.07, 

with the husbands preferring being bilingual yielding the highest mean scores for the 

wive’s Unity.   

The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.86, 

when the husbands preferred English, M= 3.03, when the wives were bilingual, and 

M=2.96 when the husbands preferred speaking Spanish.  As with the wives, for the 

redefined variables, the husband’s had the highest mean scores for the Unity style, 

M=2.90 (English), M= 3.11 (Bilingual), and M=3.06 (Spanish). Unlike the wives, the 

husbands had a slightly higher Validating scores and Unity scores when they were 

bilingual, as opposed to wives who had higher Validating and Unity means scores when 

they preferred speaking Spanish.  These results do not support the hypothesis that 

Latino’s who prefer speaking English are more Validating and have more Validating 

wives.     

Husband’s Survey Language  

As with the husband’s language preference, it was hypothesized that the language 

in which the husbands answered the survey would relate to their conflict resolution style, 

with husband’s answering in English having a more Validating style and those answering 

in Spanish having a more conflict Avoidant style.   
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Similar the husband’s language preference, Table 19 shows the mean scores for 

husband’s conflict resolution styles, indicating the highest mean scores for the validator 

style for wives when the husband’s answered in English, M=2.93, and Spanish, M=3.00, 

with the husband’s answering the survey in Spanish having the highest mean scores.  For 

the redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for the wive’s Unity style for 

husbands answering in English, M=2.97 and Spanish, M=3.08, with the husbands 

preferring Spanish yielding the highest mean scores for the wive’s Unity.   

The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.92, 

when the husbands answered the survey in English, M= 2.92 and M=2.96 when the 

husbands answered in Spanish.  As with the wives, for the redefined variables, the 

husband’s had the highest mean scores for the Unity style, M=2.97 (English) and M=3.06 

(Spanish).   Similar to the wives, the husbands had a slightly higher Validating and Unity 

scores when the husbands answered the survey in Spanish instead of English.  These 

results do not support the hypothesis that Latino’s who prefer writing in English are more 

Validating and have more Validating wives.     
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________________________________________________________________________ 
Table 14. 
 
Pearson Correlations between Conflict Resolution and Wife’s and Husband’s Number of 
Years Living in the United States if Immigrated to the U.S. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
                  Number of Years in the U.S.    
                                         Wife         Husband   
MSI Scale   _________________    ____________ 
Avoidance      
    Wife    .00  -.06 
    Husband    .04  -.10 
 
Volatile 
    Wife    -.05  -.08 
    Husband    -.06  -.09 
 
Validator 
    Wife    -.02  -.15 
    Husband    -.03  -.20* 
 
Redefined Variables 
Conservatism 
    Wife    .01  -.09 
    Husband    .03  -.17 
 
Harmony 
    Wife    -.04  -.06 
    Husband    .03  -.03 
 
Autonomy 
    Wife    .01  .08 
    Husband    .01  .12 
 
Passion 
    Wife    -.05  -.09 
    Husband    -.05  -.09 
 
Unity 
    Wife    -.04  -.20* 
    Husband    -.01  -.18* 
________________________________________________________________________ 
*    p<.05 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 15. 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolutions Style by Wife’s Language Preference. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

Wife’s Language Preference 
          English (n=62)     Spanish and English  (n=20)    Spanish (n=109) 
MCS  ______M SD  M SD   M SD___ 
Avoidant 

Wife  2.57 .27  2.50 .31   2.61 .30 
  
 Husband 2.59 .25  2.55 .30   2.63 .27  
Volatile 
 Wife  2.50 .29  2.41 .26   2.42 .33  
 Husband 2.47 .33  2.40 .21   2.37 .32  
Validator 
 Wife  2.91 .38  2.94 .32   3.01 .37  
 Husband 2.92 .29  2.86 .28   2.96 .41  
 
Redefined Variables 
Conservatism  
 Wife  2.76 .49  2.79 .35   2.85 .45  
 Husband 2.77 .40  2.68 .37   2.83 .46  
Harmony 
 Wife  2.47 .32  2.28 .39   2.47 .33  
 Husband 2.46 .29  2.31 .37   2.50 .34  
Autonomy 
 Wife  2.32 .52  2.42 .57   2.17 .54  
 Husband 2.30 .53  2.36 .53   2.18 .51  
Passion 
 Wife  2.39 .36  2.24 .36   2.32 .39  
 Husband 2.41 .39  2.27 .25   2.27 .37 
  
Unity 
 Wife  2.94 .45  3.02 .39   3.08 .44  
 Husband 2.95 .35  2.99 .46   3.06 .46  
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 16.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance for Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and Wives’ Language Preference. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Language Preference (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         6, 374     .43     .01          .86  3, 186      1.92      .03        .13              6, 374      2.04      .03        .06 

Univariate 

   Avoidant     2, 188     .09     .00           .92     1, 188      1.64      .01        .20  2, 188       1.60     .02        .20  

   Volatile     2, 188     .12     .00           .88  1, 188      1.00      .01        .32  2, 188        2.51     .03        .08 

   Validator     2, 188     .93     .01           .40  1, 188      1.47      .01        .23  2, 188        1.33     .01        .27 

 

Multivariate       10,368     .47      .01           .90                      5, 184       .47       .01        .80           10, 368        2.48     .06        .01 

Univariate 

   Conservatism    2, 188    .99     .01            .32  1, 188       .99      .00         .32 2, 188        1.16     .01       .32 

   Harmony      2, 188    .52     .00            .47  1, 188        .52      .00         .47 2, 188         3.50     .04       .03 

   Autonomy      2, 188    .26     .00            .61    1, 188        .26      .00         .61 2, 188        2.71     .03       .07  

   Passion      2, 188    .01     .00            .92  1, 188        .01      .00         .92 2, 188         2.73     .03       .07 

   Unity      2, 188    .11     .00            .74  1, 188        .11      .00         .75 2, 188         2.11     .02       .12 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 17. 
 
Mean scores for Conflict Resolution Style by The Language in which the Wives 
Answered the Survey. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

Wife’s Language Survey 
 

             English (n=78)          Spanish (n=113) 
MCS  ____________M SD   M SD_______________ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.56 .26   2.60 .30  
 Husband  2.59 .23   2.62 .29 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.48 .29   2.41 .33 
 Husband  2.44 .33   2.38 .30 
Validator 
 Wife   2.92 .36   3.01 .37 
 Husband  2.91 .28   2.96 .41 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism    
 Wife   2.78 .48   2.84 .44 
 Husband  2.77 .40   2.81 .45 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.43 .32   2.46 .35 
 Husband  2.45 .28   2.48 .36 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.27 .51   2.22 .56 
 Husband  2.28 .50   2.21 .53 
Passion 
 Wife   2.38 .36   2.30 .40 
 Husband  2.38 .40   2.28 .35 
Unity 
 Wife   2.95 .42   3.09 .45 
 Husband  2.95 .35   3.07 .47 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 18. 
 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Husbands’ Language Preference. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Husband’s Language Preference 

 
          English (n=54)   Spanish and English  (n=18)         Spanish (n=119) 
MCS  ______M SD  M SD   M SD___ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife  2.56 .26  2.62 .33   2.59 .30 
  
 Husband 2.56 .23  2.68 .32   2.62 .28  
Volatile 
 Wife  2.48 .29  2.48 .34   2.43 .33  
 Husband 2.42 .29  2.42 .41   2.40 .31  
Validator 
 Wife  2.87 .37  3.13 .33   2.99 .36  
 Husband 2.86 .27  3.03 .30   2.96 .40 
  
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism   
 Wife  2.77 .47  2.98 .48   2.81 .44  
 Husband 2.74 .38  2.89 .47   2.80 .45  
Harmony 
 Wife  2.42 .30  2.41 .37   2.47 .35  
 Husband 2.43 .26  2.48 .35   2.49 .35  
Autonomy 
 Wife  2.36 .55  2.26 .53   2.19 .53  
 Husband 2.30 .57  2.30 .54   2.20 .49  
Passion 
 Wife  2.35 .34  2.31 .42   2.33 .39  
 Husband 2.35 .36  2.29 .49   2.31 .36 
  
Unity 
 Wife  2.89 .46  3.18 .39   3.07 .43  
 Husband 2.90 .36  3.11 .42   3.06 .46  
________________________________________________________________________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
Table 19. 
 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by The Language in which the Husbands 
Answered the Survey. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Husband’s Language Survey 

 
             English (n=88)          Spanish (n=103) 
MCS  ____________M SD   M SD_______________ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.53 .27   2.63 .30  
 Husband  2.56 .24   2.65 .28 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.48 .28   2.41 .34 
 Husband  2.41 .31   2.93 .36 
Validator 
 Wife   2.93 .36   3.00 .38 
 Husband  2.92 .28   2.96 .42 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism    
 Wife   2.78 .46   2.84 .45 
 Husband  2.76 .38   2.83 .47 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.39 .32   2.50 .34 
 Husband  2.41 .31   2.51 .34 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.29 .50   2.21 .57 
 Husband  2.26 .50   2.22 .53 
Passion 
 Wife   2.36 .36   2.30 .40 
 Husband  2.33 .39   2.30 .35 
Unity 
 Wife   2.97 .41   3.08 .46 
 Husband  2.97 .36   3.06 .48 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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As can be seen in Table 20, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant multivariate 

F-test result for the language the husband used to answer the survey,  F (3, 187) = 4.04, p 

= .01 for the MCS, and  F (5, 185) = 2.84, p = .02 for the redefined variables.  There was 

also statistically significant multivariate effects for the within group for gender, F (3, 

187) = 3.01, p = .03 but not for the interaction between gender and language in which the 

husband answered the survey.   Thus, the statistically significant difference was for the 

within groups for gender and the between-groups main effect for husband’s language 

used for the survey.  For the within groups for gender, univariate F- Tests did not reveal 

any statistically significant differences in the language the husband used to answer the 

survey for MCS subscales nor for the Redefined variables subscales.  Therefore, no 

ANOVAS were conducted for gender. 

 Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically significant differences in Husband’s 

language for survey for the Avoidance subscale for the MCS,  F (1, 189) = 7.33, p = .01  

and the Harmony subscale F (1, 189) = 6.07, p = .02  of the Redefined variables.  To 

assess which language husband’s use to answer the survey differed from each other, two 

one-way analyses of variances were run with husband’s language used for the survey as 

the independent variable and wive’s Avoidance and husband Avoidance and wive’s 

Harmony and husband’s Harmony as the dependent variables.  Since there were only two 

groups, Duncan Multiple Range post hoc tests could not be conducted.  One way 

ANOVAs indicated an F-Result of (1, 190) = 6.56, p=.01 for wive’s Avoidance and F (1, 

190) = 4.84, p= .03 for husband’s Avoidance.  Means plots indicated that both wives and 

husbands were more avoidant when the husband’s answered the survey in Spanish.  For 
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the Redefined Variables, one way ANOVAs indicated an F-Result of (1, 190) = 4.96, 

p=.03 for wive’s Harmony and F (1, 190) = 4.39, p= .04 for husband’s Harmony.  As 

with Avoidance subscale, means plots indicated that both wives and husbands were more 

harmonious when the husband’s answered the survey in Spanish.   Overall, it appears that 

when husband’s answered the survey in Spanish, they and the wives were more Avoidant 

and harmonious than if the husbands who answered in English.  These results support the 

hypothesis that the language in which the husband’s answered the survey would relate to 

them having a more Avoidant style of conflict resolution. 

Hypothesis 3: Religion 

It was hypothesized that religious and/or traditional values, in addition to active, 

consistent religious participation would yield greater preferences for an Avoidant style. 

The means and standard deviations are provided for wives and husbands’ religious 

affiliation and religiosity, and MANOVA tables are provided for Husbands’ religion, and 

wives’ and husbands’ religiosity.  

Wives’ Religion 

Four 2x4 (gender by religion) MANOVAS were conducted for religion and 

conflict resolution style.  Two MANOVAS were for wives’ religion, one using the items 

from the MCS and the other using the redefined dependent variables, and the other two 

were for husbands’ religion, using the MCS and the redefined variables.  Gender (wife 

and husband) was a repeated measure and wives’ and husbands’ religion (Catholic or 

Protestant) was the between measure.   



 103

There were no significant multivariate or univariate F-test results for the MCS 

subscales and wives’ religion.  However, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant 

multivariate F-test result for gender,  F (3, 183) = 2.60, p = .05 for the MCS variables and 

a significant multivariate F-test result for wives’ religion,  F (5, 181) = 2.74, p = .02 for 

the Redefined variables.  There were no statistically significant univariate effects for 

gender or wive’s religion for either subscales, nor were there other significant 

multivariate F-results for the interaction between gender and wives’ religion.  Thus, the 

only statistically significant difference was for the gender for the Gottman variables and 

between-groups main effect for wives’ religion for the Redefined variables. 

As can be seen in Table 21, the mean scores for wives’ conflict resolution styles 

show that the highest mean scores are for the Validator style for both wives who were 

Catholic, M=2.98, and Protestant, M=3.00, with the Protestant wives having slightly 

higher mean scores.  The lowest mean scores for the wives religion was for the Volatile 

style.  For the redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for wive’s Unity style, 

with Catholic wives, M=3.03 and Protestant, M=3.06.  Again, when the Protestant wives 

had higher means scores for the Unity conflict resolution style.  There were slight 

differences in the Avoidance subscale for the Catholic wives, M=2.59 and Protestant 

wives, M=2.56, with the Catholic wives being more avoidant than the Protestant wives.  

However, for the redefined variables, the Protestant wives had a more Conservative style 

of conflict resolution, M=2.91 than the Catholic wives, M=2.80 and a more Harmonious 

style, M=2.47 than the Protestant wives, M=2.39. 
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The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the validating style, when the 

wives Catholic, M=2.94, and when the wives were Protestant, M= 2.95.  In contrast to the 

wives, there were no differences the Avoidance styles with the husbands when the wives 

were Catholic, M=2.61 and Protestant, M=2.61.  However, the husbands were more 

Conservative when the wives were Protestant,  M=2.88 than when the wives were 

Catholic, M=2.77. 

In regard to hypothesis 3, wives’ religion related more to a Validator Style of 

conflict resolution, for the wives and husbands.  However, when examining the Avoidant 

subscale means, Catholic wives were slightly more avoidant than the Protestant wives, 

and there were no differences for the husbands Avoidance regardless of the wives’ 

religion.  In regard to the Redefined variables, the wives and husbands had higher means 

scores for the Conservative subscale when the wives were Protestant.  This is important 

since most of the items of the Conservative subscale are from the MCS, Avoidant 

subscale. 

Wives’ Religiosity 

As can be seen in Table 22, the means scores for wive’s conflict resolution styles 

show that the highest means scores for wive’s conflict resolution style are for the 

Validator style for wives who attended religious services weekly, M=3.01, sometimes, 

M=3.00, and rarely, M= 2.78.  As with the wives’ religion, the lowest mean scores for 

wives religiosity was for the Volatile style.  For the redefined variables, the highest mean 

scores were for wive’s Unity style, with wives who attended religious services once per 

week, M=3.03, sometimes, M=3.09, and rarely, M=2.86.  Unlike the Validator subscale, 
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the wives who attended services sometimes had higher means scores for the Unity 

conflict resolution style.  In regard to the Avoidance subscale, wives who attended 

religious services once per week were more avoidant, M=2.63, than the wives who attend 

sometimes, M=2.54, or rarely, M=2.50.   The Redefined variables showed the same 

pattern with the wives and husbands having highest means scores for the Conservative 

and Harmonious if they attended religious services once per week. Overall, it appears that 

the more the wives attended religious services, the more Validating they and the 

husbands were, not Avoidant, and that the wives who attended services had more Unity if 

they attended services sometimes instead of once per week. 

As with the wives, the husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the 

Validating style when the wives attended religious services once per week, M=2.98, than 

when she attended services sometimes, M= 2.96, or rarely, M= 2.79.  However, when 

examining the means scores for the Avoidance subscale, the husbands were more 

avoidant when the wives attended religious services once per week M=2.66, than when 

she went to church sometimes, M= 2.57, or rarely, M=2.54.  The husbands were also 

more Conservative if the wives attended services weekly, M=2.95, than when she 

attended services sometimes or rarely.  However, the husbands were more Harmonious 

when the wives attended religious services rarely, M=2.50 and was equally Harmonious 

when the wives when to church once per week or sometime, M=2.46. 

As can be seen in Table 23, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant multivariate 

F-test result for wives’ religiosity,  F (6, 372) = 4.07, p = .001 for the MCS, and  F (10, 

366) = 6.59, p = .000 for the Redefined variables.  There were no statistically significant 
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multivariate effects for the within-group for gender or for the interaction between gender 

and wives’ religiosity.   Thus, the statistically significant difference was for the between-

groups main effect for wives religiosity.  Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically 

significant differences in wives’ religiosity for the Avoidance subscale, F (2, 187) = 4.31, 

p = .02 and for the Validator subscale, and F (2, 187) = 4.82, p = .01 for the MCS, and 

the Conservative subscale F (2, 187) = 23.79, p = .000  of the Redefined variables.  To 

assess which level of wives’ religiosity differed from each other, Six ANOVAS were run 

with wives’ religiosity as the independent variable and wive’s Avoidance, Validator, and 

Conservatism, and husband’s Avoidance, Validator, and Conservatism as the dependent 

variables.   

Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test indicated that wives were more Avoidant 

when they attended religious services once per week.  The wives who attended services 

sometimes were not statistically different from other groups, and the wives who attended 

religious services rarely were the least Avoidant.  The same pattern was true for 

husbands’ Avoidance. Overall, wives and husbands were more Avoidant when the wives 

attended religious services at least once per week.   
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 20.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance of Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and Language Husband’s used to Answer the Survey. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Language Survey (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         3, 187     .79      .01         .50  3, 187     3.01     .05        .03  3, 187      4.04      .06        .01 

Univariate 

   Avoidant      1, 189      .31     .00         .58  1, 189     2.02     .01        .16  1, 189     7.33      .04       .01         

   Volatile      1, 189    1.41    .01          .24  1, 189     2.99     .02        .09  1, 189       .95       .01        .33 

   Validator      1, 189      .52    .00          .47  1, 189     1.60     .01        .21  1, 189      1.42      .01        .24 

 

Multivariate          5, 185     .196   .01          .96  5, 185    3.3       .01        .97  5, 185     2.84       .07       .02 

Univariate 

   Conservatism    1, 189     .01     .00          .92  1, 189       .33     .00        .57  1, 189     1.45       .98       .23 

   Harmony      1, 189     .04     .00          .84  1, 189       .71     .00        .40  1, 189      6.07       .99       .02 

   Autonomy      1, 189     .59     .00          .44  1, 189       .04     .00        .85  1, 189        .72       .96       .40 

   Passion      1, 189     .28     .00          .60  1, 189       .25     .00        .62  1, 189      1.01       .98       .32 

   Unity      1, 189     .21     .00          .65  1, 189       .14     .00        .71  1, 189      3.08       .98       .08 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 21. 
 
Mean scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Wives’ Religion. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Wife’s Religion 

 
          Catholic (n=133)          Protestant (n=54) 
MCS  ____________M SD   M SD_______________ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.59 .29   2.56 .30  
 Husband  2.61 .27   2.61 .26 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.48 .30   2.36 .34 
 Husband  2.41 .31   2.39 .34 
Validator 
 Wife   2.98 .37   3.00 .35 
 Husband  2.94 .39   2.95 .27 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism 
 Wife   2.80 .43   2.91 .45 
 Husband  2.77 .42   2.88 .46 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.47 .34   2.39 .33 
 Husband  2.48 .34   2.44 .30 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.30 .51   2.11 .59 
 Husband  2.27 .51   2.15 .52 
Passion 
 Wife   2.38 .38   2.22 .38 
 Husband  2.31 .37   2.32 .38 
Unity 
 Wife   3.03 .44   3.06 .43 
 Husband  3.03 .45   3.02 .37 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 22. 
 
Mean scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Wives’ Religiosity. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Wife’s Religiosity 

 
          Once Per Week (n=91) Sometimes  (n=72) Rarely (n=27) 
MCS  ____________M SD  M SD  M SD___ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.63 .29  2.54 .30  2.50 .20 
 Husband  2.66 .28  2.57 .25  2.54 .23 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.42 .31  2.49 .33  2.42 .28 
 Husband  2.37 .34  2.43 .31  2.46 .24 
Validator 
 Wife   3.01 .36  3.00 .35  2.78 .40 
 Husband  2.98 .36  2.96 .31  2.79 .44 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism  
 Wife   2.99 .40  2.73 .42  2.46 .47 
 Husband  2.95 .44  2.72 .32  2.50 .46 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.48 .33  2.40 .36  2.42 .28 
 Husband  2.46 .35  2.46 .33  2.52 .27 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.22 .59  2.23 .50  2.36 .49 
 Husband  2.24 .58  2.21 .45  2.32 .47 
Passion 
 Wife   2.29 .36  2.40 .42  2.30 .36 
 Husband  2.28 .38  2.35 .35  2.36 .38 
Unity 
 Wife   3.03 .45  3.09 .38  2.86 .52 
 Husband  3.05 .43  3.04 .38  2.87 .52 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 23.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance of Conflict Resolution Scores by Gender and The Wives’ Religiosity. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Religiosity (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         6, 370      .44      .01         .85           3, 185      1.48    .02         .22  6, 372       4.07    .06         .001 

Univariate 

   Avoidant      2, 187     .09       .00          .91           1, 187       1.78    .01        .18  2, 187      4.31    .04        .02 

   Volatile      2, 187     .86       .01          .43           1, 187         .77    .00        .38    2, 187       1.27    .01          .28 

   Validator      2, 187     .32       .00          .73           1, 187         .61    .00        .43  2, 187       4.82    .05          .01 

 

Multivariate         10, 366    1.03     .03          .42                  5, 183        .39    .01     .86  10, 366     6.59     .15         .000  

Univariate 

   Conservatism      2, 187      .48     .01          .62            1, 187        .00    .00         .96  2, 187    23.79     .98        .000  

   Harmony        2, 187     2.00    .02          .14                  1, 187      1.54    .01         .22  2, 187         .42     .98        .42 

   Autonomy        2, 187       .31    .00          .74                  1, 187        .07    .00         .79    2, 187         .64     .95         .64 

   Passion        2, 187 .53    .01          .53            1, 187        .00    .00         .96  2, 187        1.50    .98       1.50 

   Unity        2, 187     1.01    .01          .37            1, 187        .06    .00         .80  2, 187        2.77    .98       2.77 
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The Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test for wives’ Validator Style indicated that 

wives were more Validating when they attended religious services sometimes or at least 

once per week.  There were no statistically significant differences in those groups.  And 

the wives who attended religious services rarely were the least Validating.  The same 

pattern was true for the husbands’ Validating subscale.  With the Redefined variables, the 

Duncan Multiple Range test showed a linear trend, yielding statistically significant 

differences between the three groups.  The wives and husbands were more Conservative 

when the wives attended services weekly, and the least Conservative when the wives 

attended religious services rarely.  

 Husbands’ Religion 

It was predicted that husbands who were Catholic would have a more Avoidant 

and Conservative style of conflict resolution.  As mentioned above, four 2x4 (gender by 

religion) MANOVAS were conducted for religion and conflict resolution style.  Two 

MANOVAS were for wives’ religion, one using the items from the MCS and the other 

using the redefined dependent variables, and the other two were for husbands’ religion, 

using the MCS and the redefined variables.  Gender (wife and husband) was a repeated 

measure and wives’ and husbands’ religion (Catholic or Protestant) was the between 

measure.   

As can be seen in Table 24, the means scores for wives’ conflict resolution styles 

show that the highest means scores for the Validator style when the husbands were 

Catholic, M=2.98, and Protestant, M=2.96, with the Catholic wives having slightly higher 

means scores.  The lowest mean scores for the husbands’ religion was for the Volatile 
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style, with Protestant husbands being more Volatile.  For the Redefined variables, the 

highest mean scores were for the husband’s Unity style for the Catholic husbands, 

M=3.02 and the Protestant husbands, M=3.05.  As with the wive’s religion variable, 

when the wives had the highest scores for the Unity conflict resolution style.  When 

examining hypothesis 3, the means scores do not support the hypothesis that Catholic 

husbands are more conflict avoidant style.  However, when looking at the Avoidance 

subscale, when compared to Protestant husbands, the Catholic husbands were more 

Avoidant. 

The husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the Validating style, M=2.92, 

when the husbands were Catholic, and M= 2.99, when the husbands were Protestant, with 

the means scores for Husbands’ Validator style being slightly higher when they husbands 

were Protestant.  As with the wives, for the Redefined variables, the husband’s had the 

highest mean scores for the Unity style, M=3.00, when the husbands were Catholic, and 

M= 3.07, when the husbands were Protestant.  As with the wive’s, the husbands both had 

a slightly higher Validating scores and Unity scores when the they were Protestant. These 

results do not support the hypothesis that Latino’s who are Catholic are more conflict 

Avoidant, nor does it support the hypothesis that Catholic husbands would be more 

Conservative.  Wives and husbands were more Conservative when the wives were 

Protestant than Catholic.   

As stated above, four 2x4 (gender by religion) MANOVAS were conducted for 

religion and conflict resolution style.  Two MANOVAS were for husbands’ religion, one 

using the items from the MCS and the other using the redefined dependent variables, and 
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the other two were for husbands’ religion, using the MCS and the redefined variables.  

Gender (wife and husband) was a repeated measure and wives’ and husbands’ religion 

(Catholic or Protestant) was the between measure.   

There were no significant multivariate or univariate F-test results for the MCS 

subscales and husband’s religion.  However, for the Redefined variables, the Wilks 

Lambda indicated a significant main effect for the multivariate F-test result for husbands 

religion, F (5, 176) = 3.75, p = .003.  There were no statistically significant multivariate 

effects for gender or the interaction between gender and husband’s religion. Thus, the 

only statistically significant difference was for the between-groups main effect for 

husband’s religion for the Redefined variables. 

Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically significant differences in husband’s 

religion for the Conservative subscale, F (1, 180) = 4.88, p = .03, for the Autonomy 

subscale, and F (1, 180) = 4.82, p = .03 and the Passion subscale F (1, 180) = 5.32, p = 

.02.  Six ANOVAS were run with husbands’ religion as the independent variable and 

wive’s and husband’s Conservative, Autonomy, and Passion conflict resolution styles as 

the dependent variables.   

Three one-way ANOVAs were run with husband’s religion as the independent 

variable and wife and husband Conservatism, Autonomy and Passion as the dependent 

variables.  ANOVAS indicated that only husbands’, not wives, Conservatism was 

statistically significant at the .05 level,  F (1, 181) = 4.62, p=03, and only wive’s 

Autonomy, F (1, 181) = 5.94, p=02, and wives’ Passion, , F (1, 181) =8.38, p=004.  
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Means plots indicated that when husbands were Protestant, they were more conservative, 

and when husbands were Catholic the wives were more Autonomous and Passionate. 

Husbands’ Religiosity 

As can be seen in Table 26, as with the wives religiosity variable, the means 

scores for wive’s conflict resolution styles show that the highest means scores for wive’s 

conflict resolution style are for the Validator style for husbands who attended religious 

services weekly, M=3.04, sometimes, M=3.01, and rarely, M= 2.76.  As with the wives’ 

religiosity, the lowest mean scores for husbands religiosity was for the Volatile style.  For 

the Redefined variables, the highest mean scores were for wive’s Unity style, with 

husbands who attended religious services once per week, M=3.09, sometimes, M=3.07, 

and rarely, M=2.83.  Similar to the Validator subscale, the husbands who attended 

services once per week had higher means scores for the Unity conflict resolution style.  In 

regard to the Avoidance subscale, wives whose husbands attended religious services once 

per week had more and Avoidant style, M=2.62, than the wives who attend sometimes, 

M=2.58, or rarely, M=2.52.   The Redefined variables showed a similar pattern in regard 

to Conservatism, with the wives being more Conservative, M=3.01, if her husband attend 

services weekly, but more Harmonious when the husbands rarely attended religious 

services, M=2.47. There were small differences in the means scores for the Harmony 

subscale.  Overall, it appears that when the husbands attended religious services weekly, 

the wives were more Validating and had more Unity, but had more Harmony if the 

husbands rarely attended services.  
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As with the wives, the husband’s also had the highest mean scores for the 

Validating style when the husbands attended religious services once per week, M=3.03, 

than when he attended services sometimes, M= 2.94, or rarely, M= 2.76.  However, when 

examining the means scores for the Avoidance subscale, the husbands were also more 

avoidant when the husbands attended religious services once per week, M=2.64, than 

when she went to church sometimes, M= 2.61, or rarely, M=2.53.  The husbands were 

also more Conservative if they attended services weekly, M=2.99, than when he attended 

services sometimes, M=2.75, or rarely, M=2.49.  However, the husbands were more 

Harmonious when the husbands attended religious services sometime, M=2.50 or rarely, 

M=2.49, and was least Harmonious when the husbands went to church once per week, 

M=2.43. 

As can be seen in Table 27, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant multivariate 

F-test result for husbands’ religiosity,  F (6, 370) = 4.03, p = .001 for the MCS, and  F 

(10, 366) = 6.74, p = .000 for the Redefined variables.  There were no statistically 

significant multivariate effects for the within-group for gender or for the interaction 

between gender and husbands’ religiosity.   Thus, the statistically significant difference 

was for the between-groups main effect for husbands religiosity.  Univariate F- Tests 

revealed statistically significant differences in husbands’ religiosity for the Validator 

subscale, F (2, 187) = 9.12, p = .00 for the MCS, and the Conservative subscale F (2, 

187) = 25.10, p = .00, and Unity subscale F (2, 187) = 5.49, p = .01 of the Redefined 

variables.  To assess which level of husbands’ religiosity differed from each other, Six 
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ANOVAS were run with husbands’ religiosity as the independent variable and wive’s 

and husband’s Validator, Conservatism, and Unity as the dependent variables.   

Duncan Multiple Range post hoc tests indicated that wives and husbands were 

more Avoidant when the husbands attended religious services at least once per week.  

However, the husbands who sometimes attended religious services were not statistically 

different from the groups who attended services weekly.  The other group, and the 

husbands who attended religious services rarely, were the least Validating.  Overall, 

wives and husbands were more Validating when the wives attended religious services at 

least once per week.  With the Redefined variables, the Duncan Multiple Range test 

showed a linear trend with the Conservatism variable, yielding statistically significant 

differences between the three groups.  The wives and husbands were more Conservative 

when the wives attended services weekly, and the least Conservative when the wives 

attended religious services rarely. The Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test for 

husbands’ Unity style indicated that wives and husbands had more Unity when the 

husbands attended religious services sometimes or at least once per week.  There were no 

statistically significant differences in those groups.  And when the husbands attended 

religious services rarely, they and the wives were the least Validating.  Overall, wives 

and husbands were more Validating, Conservative, and Unified if the husbands attended 

religious services at least once per week.  
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 24. 
 
Mean scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Husbands’ Religion. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Husband’s Religion 

 
          Catholic (n=128)          Protestant (n=54) 
MCS  ____________M SD   M SD_______________ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.60 .29   2.58 .28 
 Husband  2.61 .27   2.62 .28 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.49 .31   2.33 .29 
 Husband  2.42 .31   2.37 .32 
Validator 
 Wife   2.98 .37   2.96 .36 
 Husband  2.92 .40   2.99 .28 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism  
 Wife   2.79 .45   2.92 .44   
 Husband  2.76 .41   2.90 .49 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.48 .35   2.41 .32 
 Husband  2.49 .34   2.43 .29 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.31 .54   2.10 .53 
 Husband  2.28 .52   2.15 .53 
Passion 
 Wife   2.38 .39   2.21 .32 
 Husband  2.33 .37   2.27 .35 
Unity 
 Wife   3.02 .46   3.05 .41 
 Husband  3.00     .47   3.07     .36 
________________________________________________________________________
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 25.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance of Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and The Husbands’ Religion. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Religion (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         3, 178     .97      .03         .11  3, 178     1.20     .02         .31              3, 178      2.21      .04         .08 

Univariate 

   Avoidant      1, 180    .57      .00         .45  1, 180      1.94    .01         .17             1, 180        .04      .00         .84 

   Volatile      1, 180   3.66     .02         .06  1, 180        .40    .00         .53  1, 180       6.04     .03         .02 

   Validator      1, 180   2.54     .01         .11  1, 180        .25    .00         .62  1, 180         .20     .00         .66 

 

Multivariate         5, 176     .95     .03         .45  5, 176        .20    .01         .96  5, 176        3.75    .10        .003 

Univariate 

   Conservatism    1, 180    .12     .00         .73   1, 180       .28    .00         .60  1, 180       4.88    .03         .03  

   Harmony      1, 180    .06     .00         .81  1, 180        .43    .00         .51  1, 180        1.92     .01        .17 

   Autonomy      1, 180    1.14   .01         .29  1, 180        .06    .00         .81  1, 180       4.82     .03        .03 

   Passion      1, 180    3.16   .02         .08  1, 180       .03    .00         .87  1, 180        5.32     .03        .02 

   Unity      1, 180      .81   .00         .37                        1, 180        .00    .00         .97  1, 180          .50     .00        .48 



 119

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 26. 
 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Husbands’ Religiosity. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Husband’s Religiosity 

 
          Once Per Week (n=74) Sometimes  (n=82) Rarely (n=34) 
MCS  ____________M SD  M SD  M SD___ 
 
Avoidant 

Wife   2.62 .29  2.58 .29  2.52 .29 
 Husband  2.65 .28  2.61 .26  2.53 .24 
Volatile 
 Wife   2.40 .31  2.48 .31  2.44 .34 
 Husband  2.36 .34  2.42 .30  2.46 .28 
Validator 
 Wife   3.04 .35  3.01 .34  2.76 .39 
 Husband  3.03 .37  2.94 .31  2.76 .40 
 
Redefined Variables 
 
Conservatism  
 Wife   3.01 .40  2.78 .38  2.50 .54 
 Husband  2.99 .45  2.75 .33  2.49 .39 
Harmony 
 Wife   2.46 .33  2.45 .35  2.47 .34 
 Husband  2.43 .33  2.50 .34  2.49 .31 
Autonomy 
 Wife   2.15 .54  2.25 .49  2.43 .63 
 Husband  2.19 .55  2.23 .44  2.73 .61 
Passion 
 Wife   2.29 .33  2.39 .40  2.29 .44 
 Husband  2.28 .38  2.34 .37  2.34 .37 
Unity 
 Wife   3.09 .43  3.07 .39  2.83 .53 
 Husband  3.11 .41  3.02 .39  2.82 .51 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Table 27.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance of Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and The Husbands’ Religiosity. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Religiosity (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         6, 370     .52      .01         .79                      3, 185      1.71      .03       .17  6, 370       4.03      .06         .001 

Univariate 

   Avoidant      2, 187     .04     .00         .96     1, 187     1.37      .01       .24   2, 187       2.24      .99         .11 

   Volatile      2, 187     .64     .01         .53  1, 187      1.19      .01       .28  2, 187       1.43      .99         .24 

   Validator      2, 187     .73     .01         .49  1, 187      1.10      .01       .30  2, 187       9.12      .99         .000 

 

Multivariate       10, 366     .93      .03         .50  5, 183       .38      .01       .87              10, 366      6.74     .16          .000  

Univariate 

   Conservatism    2, 187    .02      .00          .98  1, 187       .33      .00       .57  2, 187       25.10   .98           .000  

   Harmony      2, 187    1.56    .02          .21  1, 187        .96      .01       .33  2, 187            .19   .98           .83 

   Autonomy      2, 187      .63    .01          .54  1, 187        .13      .00       .72  2, 187          2.74   .95           .07 

   Passion      2, 187      .65    .01          .52  1, 187        .00      .00       .99  2, 187          1.40   .98           .25 

   Unity      2, 187      .88    .01          .42  1, 187        .08      .00       .78  2, 187          5.49   .98           .01 
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Hypothesis 4:  Education 

Hypothesis 4 examined the relation of educational attainment and conflict 

resolution style.  It was predicted that individuals having higher education would have 

more Validating styles and those with lower education would have more Avoidant or 

Volatile styles of conflict resolution.  Four 2x4 (gender by education) MANOVAS were 

conducted for education and conflict resolution style.  Two MANOVAS were for wife’s 

education, one using the items from the MCS and the other using the Redefined 

dependent variables, and the others were for husbands’ education, using the MCS and the 

Redefined variables.  Gender (wife and husband) was a repeated measure and wives’ and 

husbands’ education (grade school, high school, some college, and college degree or 

higher) was the between measure.   

Wife’s Education  

As can be seen in Table 30, the Wilks Lambda indicated a significant multivariate 

F-test result for wife’s education,  F (9, 448) = 1.99, p = .04 for the MCS, and  F (15, 

502) = 2.42, p = .002 for the redefined variables.  There were no statistically significant 

multivariate effects for gender or the interaction between gender and education.  Thus, 

the only statistically significant difference was for the between-groups main effect for 

education. 

 Univariate F- Tests revealed statistically significant differences in wife’s 

education for the Avoidance subscale for the MCS and the Harmony subscale of the 

redefined variables.  To clarify which levels of education differed form each other, four 

one-way analyses of variances were run with wife’s education as the independent 
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variable and wife Avoidance and husband Avoidance and wife Harmony and husband 

Harmony as the dependent variables.  Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test indicated that 

both wives and husbands were more avoidant when the wife had a grade school 

education, in comparison to when the wives had a high school, some college, or a college 

degree or higher.  There were no statistical differences found among the other education 

groups.  Four one-way analyses of variance were run for wive’s and husbands Harmony.  

Duncan Multiple Range post hoc test indicated that wives had more Harmony when they 

had a grade school and high school education and husbands had more Harmony when 

wives had achieved a grade school education.  It appears that for the wives, having a 

higher education related to them more Harmonious, but husbands were equally Avoidant 

and Harmonious when wives had a grade school education.     

 Husband’s Education  

As can be seen in Table 30, the Wilks Lambda did not indicate a significant 

multivariate F-test result for husband’s education F (12, 479) = 1.29, p = .22 for the MCS 

but did yield a significant multivariate F-test result for the redefined variables F (20, 595) 

= 1.58, p = .05.  There were no statistically significant multivariate effects for gender or 

the interaction between gender and education.  Thus, the only statistically significant 

difference was for the between groups main effect for education for the redefined 

dependent variables. Univariate F- Tests revealed no statistically significant differences 

in husband’s education for any of the subscales for the MCS or the redefined variables.  

Thus, husband’s education level does not appear to relate to conflict resolution style to 

the extent that the wive’s education level does. 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
Table 28. 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Wives’ Educational Attainment. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Wife’s Highest Educational Attainment 

 
  Grade School          High School        Some College           College   
       (n=29)      (n=66)     (n=56)      (n=39) 
 
MCS  __M SD  M     SD  M   SD_    M     SD 
Avoidant 
   Wife    2.71 .22  2.57 .31  2.56 .31 2.54 .26 
   Husband   2.74 .27  2.61 .23  2.60 .30 2.53 .26  
Volatile 
   Wife    2.51 .36  2.44 .33  2.45 .29 2.41 .29  
   Husband   2.43 .36  2.37 .31  2.45 .33 2.39 .27  
Validator 
   Wife    2.95 .36  2.94 .37  2.95 .40 3.07 .32  
   Husband   3.02 .35  2.89 .40  2.92 .32 3.00 .34  
 
Redefined Variables 
Conservatism   
   Wife    2.93 .38  2.82 .40  2.80 .51 2.74 .51  
   Husband   2.90 .45  2.86 .37  2.77 .40 2.66 .53  
Harmony 
   Wife    2.59 .29  2.46 .35  2.42 .36 2.38 .31  
   Husband   2.67 .32  2.48 .32  2.42 .34 2.37 .28  
Autonomy 
   Wife    2.31 .65  2.16 .43  2.29 .58 2.27 .57  
   Husband   2.14 .51  2.18 .45  2.35 .60 2.35 .60  
Passion 
   Wife    2.43 .43  2.35 .43  2.30 .33 2.27 .34  
   Husband   2.37 .42  2.28 .38  2.36 .36 2.28 .32  
Unity 
   Wife    2.59 .29  2.46 .35  2.42 .35 2.38 .31  
   Husband   2.67 .32  2.48 .32  2.42 .34 2.37 .28  
________________________________________________________________________ 
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Table 29.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance of Conflict Resolution Scores for Gender and Wives’ Education. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Education (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p             df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         9, 448     .70      .01         .71  3,184     2.26     .04        .08   9,448      1.99     .03       .04 

Univariate 

   Avoidant      3,186      .34      .01        .80  1,186      1.31        .01      .25     3,186      3.92     .06       .01 

   Volatile      3,186      .64      .01        .59   1,186     2.97      .02       .09   3,186        .62     .01     .60 

   Validator      3,186      1.12    .02        .34  1,186         .80     .004     .37                 3,186     1.17     .02       .32 

 

Multivariate        15,503     1.06      .03       .39  5,182       .59      .02      .71  15,502     2.42     .06       .002 

Univariate 

   Conservatism    3,186      .79        .01       .50  1,186         .66      .004    .42    3,186      1.79     .03     .15 

   Harmony      3,186      .49        .01       .69  1,186       1.00      .005    .32    3,186      4.82     .07      .003 

   Autonomy      3,186      1.74      .03       .16  1,186          .47     .003    .49    3,186      1.02     .02      .39 

   Passion      3,186      1.19      .02       .32  1,186          .30     .002    .59    3,186        .85     .01      .47 

   Unity      3,186      .70        .01       .55  1,186          .06     .000    .82    3,186       1.54    .02      .21 
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Table 30. 
Mean Scores for Conflict Resolution Style by Husbands’ Educational Attainment. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Husband’s Highest Educational Attainment 
 

  Grade School             High School           Some College          College  
       (n=28)      (n=62)     (n=61)        (n=37) 
MCS  __M SD  M     SD  M   SD_  M  SD 
7Avoidant 
   Wife     2.67 .25  2.62 .32  2.54 .27 2.55 .29  
   Husband    2.69 .27  2.60 .26  2.62 .25 2.56 .30  
Volatile 
   Wife     2.43 .29  2.48 .40  2.41 .24 2.47 .28  
   Husband    2.44 .29  2.47 .37  2.39 .29 2.37 .28  
Validator 
   Wife     2.89 .36  2.95 .38  3.00 .39 3.06 .30  
   Husband    2.93 .37  2.92 .40  2.91 .33 3.06 .33 
 
Redefined Variables 
Conservatism   
   Wife     2.80 .42  2.84 .45  2.81 .49 2.81 .46  
   Husband    2.87 .43  2.84 .42  2.75 .39 2.75 .39  
Harmony 
   Wife     2.57 .24  2.48 .39  2.39 .31 2.41 .33  
   Husband    2.61 .26  2.46 .37  2.47 .31 2.38 .31  
Autonomy 
   Wife     2.31 .49  2.26 .58  2.16 .57 2.35 .47  
   Husband    2.23 .46  2.20 .50  2.28 .58 2.27 .50  
Passion 
   Wife     2.27 .37  2.40 .46  2.29 .29 2.32 .40  
   Husband    2.35 .37  2.36 .43  2.30 .34 2.25 .34  
Unity 
   Wife     2.94 .41  3.01 .48  3.06 .48 3.11 .34  
   Husband    3.01 .43  2.98 .47  2.99 .43 3.17 .33  
________________________________________________________________________ 
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Table 31.  

Multivariate Analyses of Variance for Conflict Resolution Styles for Gender and Husbands’ Education. 

  

Source   Interaction                       Gender (within)         Education (between)  

    df             F        Eta Sq.    p         df             F        Eta Sq.    p                 df             F        Eta Sq.    p 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Multivariate         12,479    1.01      .02        .44         3,181     1.06       .02         .37  12,479       1.29    .03         .22  

Univariate 

   Avoidant      4,183      1.44      .03        .22         1,183     2.78        .02        .10  4,183       1.07    .02         .37 

   Volatile      4,183        .65      .01        .63         1,183       .01        .00        .91  4,183           .38    .01         .82 

   Validator      4,183        .81      .02        .52         1,183       .05        .00        .82                 4,183         1.57    .03        .18 

 

Multivariate      20,595     1.06     .03        .39         5,179 .60        .02        .70                 20,595        1.58   .04         .05 

Univariate 

   Conservatism      4,183     .46       .01        .76         1,183 .09       .001       .76    4,183          .64    .85        .63   

   Harmony        4,183    1.34      .03        .26         1,183  .99        .01         .32    4,183          2.18    .05        .07 

   Autonomy           4,183    2.17      .05        .08          1,183       .68        .00         .41    4,183          1.01    .02        .41 

   Passion                4,183    .67        .01        .61         1,183        .01       .00         .94    4,183            .80    .02        .53 

   Unity                   4,183    1.50      .03        .21         1,183         .39      .00         .54    4,183         1.16     .03        .3 
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