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The current study examined the relationships between locus of control and
connectedness with adolescents’ prosocial. The study also determined the
moderation effect of age on the relationship between the independent and dependent
variables. Social cognitive theory was used to guide the study. A multiple stage
sampling method was used to select 384 respondents aged 13 to 16 (mean= 14.52
years; s.d.= 1.16) from four secondary schools in Kuala Lumpur. Self-administered
questionnaire with 3 main instruments which are Prosocial Behavior Tendencies-
Revised by Carlo, Hausmann, Christiansen and Randall (2003), The Child Nowicki-
Strickland Internal-External Scale (CNS-IE) by Nowicki and Strickland (1971) and
The Hemingway: Measure of Adolescent Connectedness by Karcher (2002) were
used to measure prosocial behavior, locus of control, and connectedness respectively.
Independent sample T-test, one-way ANOVA, Pearson Correlation and multiple
regression were used to answer the research questions respectively. A significant
level of 0.05 errors was used for the hypothesis testing. Results revealed that there is
no significant gender difference in prosocial behavior however, there was a
significant age difference (F=10.32) in prosocial behavior. Results also showed that
there are significant relationships between locus of control (r=-.233),family
connectedness (r=.396), academic connectedness (r=.576) and social connectedness
(r=.505) with prosocial behavior. Age, academic connectedness and social
connectedness were the unique predictors of prosocial behavior (Beta=1.34, .393,
.308). Results showed that there is moderation effect of age in relationship between
academic connectedness and prosocial behavior. The findings support to the theory
of Bandura (1963) in that prosocial behavior can be influenced by personal and
environmental factors.
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Kajian ini menelitihubungan lokus kawalan dan keberkaitan dengan tingkah laku
prososial remaja. Kajian ini juga menguji kesan moderasi umur pada hubungan
antara pembolehubah bersandar. Teori Kognitif Sosial telah digunakan untuk
membincangkan andaian kajian. Kaedah penyampelanperingkat berganda telah
digunakan untuk memilih 384 responden antara lingkungan usia 13 kepada 16 (min =
14.52 tahun; sd = 1.16) dari empat buah sekolah menengah di Kuala Lumpur. Borang
soal selidik terdiri daripada 3 instrumen iaitu Kelakuan Kecenderungan Prososial
oleh Carlo, Hausmann, Christiansen dan Randall (2003), skala Nowicki-Strickland
Children Locus of Control (CNS-IE) oleh Nowicki dan Strickland (1971) dan The
Hemingway: Adolescent Connectedness oleh Karcher (2002) digunakan untuk
mengukur tingkah laku prososial, lokus kawalan, dan keberkaitan masing-masing.
AnalisisIndependent sample t-test, one-way ANOVA, Korelasi Pearson dan regresi
berganda telah digunakan untuk menjawab hipotesis kajian masing-masing. Hasil
kajian menunjukkan bahawa tiada perbezaan antara signifikan tingkah laku prososial
antara responden tetapi ia terdapat perbezaan umur yang signifikan (F = 10.32).
Keputusan juga menunjukkan bahawa terdapat hubungan negatif yang signifikan
antara lokus kawalan (r = - 0.233),keberkaitan keluarga (r = 0.396), keberkaitan
akademik (r = 0.576) dan keberkaitan sosial (r = 0.505) dengan tingkah laku
prososial. Umur, keberkaitan akademik dan keberkaitan sosial adalah peramal unik
kepada tingkah laku prososial (Beta = 1.34, .393, .308; p < 0.001). Hasil kajian
menunjukkan terdapat kesan moderasi umur pada hubungan antara keberkaitan
akademik (p = 0.02) dan tingkah laku prososial tetapi bukan pada keberkaitan
keluarga dan keberkaitan sosial. Penemuan menyokong teori Bandura (1963) bahawa
tingkah laku prososial boleh dipengaruhi oleh faktor peribadi dan faktor persekitaran.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of the Study

The concept of prosocial behavior which has contributed to the survival of creatures
can be traced to the evolutionary theory (Darwins, 1976; Hasting, Zahn-Waxler,&
McShane, 2005; Sober & Wilson, 2000). According to Hamilton (1963) and Gintis,
Bowles,Boyd, and Fehr (2003), human beings inherited the altruistic gene from their
ancestors. Some researchers have presented evidence of the heritability of sympathy
(example, Matthews, Batson, Horn, & Rosenman, 1981) which is deemed
evolutionarily adaptive. Therefore, performance of prosocial behavior lies at the root
of every creature’s survival in order to create a harmonious society. From the
perspective of social psychology, Staub (1984) stated that human interaction has a
contrary type of functioning. He explained that the human condition can be narrowed
down to one binary opposition, namely “prosocial” (behavior that benefits other)
versus “antisocial” (behavior that harms others).

In recent years, there has been an increasing interest in positive social behaviors
among the adolescence. National Vision Policy in 2001-2010 (Malaysia, 2001)
aspired to “develop a generation of resilient youths’ who are equipped with
appropriate skills and knowledge as well as the right values. Additionally, National
Vision Policy 2011-2020 continues to emphasize the importance of morality, caring
and ethical society in its social goals.

It is believed that the prosocial behavior bring the positive interactions which
resulted in the contribution of self-exploration, socio-emotional development as well
as act as a protective factor in the adolescence development. Studies showed that
prosocial behavior is increased with age; which means that adolescents generally are
more prosocial than younger children, and this difference occurs during early
adolescence (Eisenberg & Fabes, 2007; Carlo & Randall, 2002). This phenomenon is
due to the availability of more opportunities for adolescents to engage in prosocial
behavior (Carlo, Fabes, Laible, & Kupanoff, 1999). Indirectly, it shows that cognitive
and socio-emotional developments during adolescence can lead to positive growth
especially in positive socialization. Furthermore, Carlo et al. (1999) explained the
importance of the individual’s role, as well as social and contextual factors in
influencing the development of prosocial behavior during adolescence. They
concluded that influential factors include puberty, perspective formation, moral
reasoning, social context, and culture.

Adolescence is a transitional stage from childhood to adulthood. Adolescents search
for self-identity and attempt to define their place in their social network such as



family, peers, and society. The dramatic changes due to biological and psychological
transformation during the process of transition increase conflict, reaction, resistance,
and defiance to traditional social values and standards (Reinherz, Paradis, Giaconia,
Stashwick, & Fitzmaurice, 2003; Papathanasiou & Lahana, 2007). However, there
are positive and negative outcomes during adolescence. In the viewpoint of Erikson
(1950), adolescents have an important task to achieve, which is to form a stable
identity and achieve a sense of self. He furthered the explanation with the
emphasizing of self-knowledge and continuity of experience in the path of attaining
an individual identity. In other words, understanding of personality and interaction
within the social context are important for achieving self-identity. Furthermore, some
studies show that prosocial behavior contributes to the adolescent’s identity
achievement (Hardy & Kisling, 2006). These findings explained that the maturation
of identity enables individuals to form a better interpersonal connection, develop
‘other’-oriented concern, and thus increase their desire to contribute to their
community and society (Adams, 1998; Erikson, 1950; Marcia, 1980). On the other
hand, it also shows that higher maturation of identity has a linkage between
connectedness and performance of prosocial behavior.

Therefore, to be more specific, socialization process creates a sense of connectedness
to others, thus developing protective relationships which exist between adolescents
and their environments. These relationships include individuals from inside or
outside the family and from broader social contexts such as schools and other
institutions (Allen, McElhaney, Kuperminc, & Jodl, 2004; Resnick, 2008).
Consequently, Evans, Foa, Gur, Hendin, O’Brien, and Seligman (2005) stated that
formation of positive connections to the larger world is important to reduce or
eliminate problems among children and adolescents.

Furthermore, these connections create a social context for adolescents to learn
interactive skills. Adolescents are reinforced to acquire the perspective taking and
reciprocity skills through socialization process. Piaget (1965) and Sullivan (1953)
believed that these skills contributed to the emergence of prosocial skills. Weinstein
and Ryan (2010) and Gagne (2003) also reported that there are some associations
between the feelings of autonomy and the satisfaction of connectedness and prosocial
tendencies. In other word, it shows how the role of locus of control plays on the
prosocial behavior.

The original concept of locus of control is based on the nature of learning process.
Tarnowski and Nay (1989) defined locus of control as an individual’s perception of
environmental control. For instance, strong perception on environmental control
contributes to better connectedness within the social contexts. Moreover, previous
studies showed that people who are high in the level of internal locus of control tend
to engage in prosocial behaviors (Staub, 1978; Aronoff & Wilson, 1984, Piliavin,
Dovidio, Gaertner, & Clark, 1981, Rushton, Chrisjohn, & Fekken, 1981). This is
because the power of internal control encouraged people to make decisions to help
others in that situation. On the other hand, adolescents with high external locus of
control have conflicts on autonomy issues, believe that faith is determined, believe



that positive reinforcement cannot be gained through personal effort, and lack
feelings of competency in peer situations (Lindal & Venables, 1983).

As a result, adolescents have more opportunity to perform prosocial activities by
comforting or providing instrumental help as age increases. Thus, prosocial behavior
can be encouraged and promoted with increasing age.lt is supported that prosocial
behaviors are more likely yo occur as children get older in a meta-analysis
(Eisenberg, Fabes, & Spinrad, 2007). As the age increases, children have a better
conception of situations (Pearl, 1985) and they are able to identify the emotional
state of others (Gosselin, Warren, Diotte, 2002). Eventually it is important for
establishment of positive behavior nurturing during early stages of adolescence to
assist them to grow up to become better human beings in the future.

On the other hand, past researchers are also interested in examining gender
differences with regards to prosocial behavior (Fabes et al., 1999). They believed
that gender-role behavior contributes to gender differences in prosocial behavior and
that it became significantly greater during adolescent stage. Girls are more prosocial
than boys and this difference increased with age (Eisenberg et al., 2007). It was also
found that there are moderating effects of gender on prosocial behavior and social
impact (Zimmer, Geiger, & Crick, 2005), for instance Crick (1996) also found that
prosocial behavior is more important for acceptance by peers among girls, than
among boys.Therefore, these findings are consistent with gender stereotypes in the
adolescent social context. Previous researchers suggested that analyses should be
done separately for boys and girls to provide an accurate account of association
between prosocial behavior and their social context. Therefore, in order to see the
moderation effects of gender on prosocial behavior and different ecological contexts
and personality trait; it is important to explore how the role of gender play a
moderating effect in prosocial behavior when the study is done are in a difference
cultural context such as Asian countries.

Based on the above findings, child characteristics (age and gender) should be taken
in consideration in order to obtain a complete understanding between prosocial
behavior and their social context.

1.2 Problem Statement

There were some studies neglected the prosocial motives and it eventually may cause
the differences outcome of the study on prosocial behavior. A study involving
helping stranger was designed by using experiment method showed that Malaysia
ranks as the second last among the 21 countries involved (Levine, Norenzayan &
Philbrick, 2001). This research was done without concerning the prosocial motives.
According to Aydinli, Bender & Chasiotis (2013), past literatures indicated the gap of
prosocial behavior should be looked into the prosocial motivation in order to help us
to have a holistic picture on the performance of prosocial behavior and eventually it
helps to explain different tendencies of helping behaviors.



Prosocial behavior is a protector factor especially during the adolescence stage in
order to attain a well-being development. According to Amin, Yusof, and Haneef
(2006), they proposed that social problems need to be addressed in order to attain a
balanced development. Iteven found that the good values and good deeds contributes
in reducing social problems and eventually it also leads to good social behavior,
thereby reducing the incidence of social problems. He also stressed that teenagers’
social behavior is important to address this issue. He stated that teenagers are our
next generation and are vital for making contributions to the development of the
country. Hence, their social behavior should raise concerns especially from the
perspective of moral development. In other words, the practice of values should be
applied within their social contexts. Through the interaction and engagement of
positive behavior, it is believed that society can attain a balanced development in the
aspects of economic and moral development.

With the concern issue above, Ministry of Education also launched The Interim
Strategy Plan (2011-2020) in order to strengthen the importance of values, beliefs,
character-building and also connectedness with social context among youths in order
to achieve the goal of National Vision Policy 2011-2020 (Malaysia, 2011).
Interestingly, See (2010) found that sub-urban and urban schools have lower positive
behaviors compared to rural schools. It showed the Malaysian adolescents in sub-
urban and urban areas were found to have lower effective interpersonal relationship,
healthy thought patterns and social service behavior in the findings on psychological
profile in the study. Therefore, this present study attempts to explore the positive
behavior among the adolescents in urban schools and hopefully it can contribute
towards reducing social problems, increase positive connectedness and eventually
contribute to morality development among children. It is supported by the findings
from Bandura (1999) and Bandura, Barbaranelli, Caprara, and Pastorelli (1996)
which found that prosocial orientation curbs aggression, both directly and by
engaging moral self-sanctions for harmful conduct. In addition, parents, educators,
and societal agency centers are interested in influencing children’s psychosocial
development to promote socially valued life courses, and ideally to prevent
detrimental or antisocial outcomes (Cairns and Cairns, 1994). Therefore, protective
factors are needed to fill the gaps in the adolescent’s social development.

In the viewpoint of Goulet (1992), development should reflect improvement in
human life, not only in the material or quantitative sense, but even more importantly,
in the qualitative aspects of development. In this respect, values form the basis of the
essential components of development which are qualitative in nature, and it is values
that will “ultimately determine whether a human society, community or individual is
‘developed’ or not”.

Previous studies also showed that the factor of locus of control may determine the
action of respondents on different tendencies of helping behaviors. This is because
locus of control acts as the attribution to direct the adolescent’s thought and action in
order to accomplish helping behavior (Schunk, 2001; Zimmerman, 2000). Past
studies also indicated that adolescents who are high in internal locus of control are
more responsible for their behavior and more likely to engage in prosocial behavior



(Staub, 1978; Aronoff et al., 1984). Phares (1976) also found that people with high
internal locus of control are more quick to offer help in face-to-face situations.
Therefore, it is believed that locus of control contribute to different tendencies of
positive behaviors in daily life context.

In this present study, it is believed that prosocial behaviors need a medium to be
performed and that medium is the ecosystem of an individual. The ecosystems of
children create connection and interaction among the different people. It indicates
that theconnectedness within the children’s ecological contexts such as family,
school, peers and friends, community, and different cultural contexts influence to
prosocial behavior performance (Chasiotis et al., 2006). From past literatures, Piaget
(1965) proposed that social skills such as perspective taking, empathy, and
reciprocity skills in the socialization process create a positive interaction in the social
context and it thus contributes to the emergence of prosocial skills. Throughout the
socialization process such as connection and interaction within the ecosystems,
adolescents acquire the social helping skills where the feeling of empathy and
reciprocity skills assist them to be involved in helping situations.

In order to enrich the knowledge on prosocial behavior as well as address the gaps in
previous literature, this present study aimed to provide a comprehensive picture of
how the adolescent prosocial behavior was influenced by the connectedness and
locus of control in the Malaysian context.

1.3 Research Question

1. Are there any differences in locus of control, connectedness (familial,
academic and social) and prosocial tendencies according to age and gender of
respondents?

2. s there any significant relationship between locus of control, connectedness
(familial, academic and social) and prosocial behavior?

3. What is (are) the significant predictor(s) of adolescence prosocial behavior?

1.4 Research Objectives

General Objective: To determine the relationships between locus of control, and
connectedness (family, academic, and social) on the prosocial behavior among the
adolescents.

Specific Objectives:

1. To describe the demographic background characteristic of respondents and
the level of locus of control, connectedness (family, academic and social) and
prosocial behavior.



2. To determine the differences in locus of control, connectedness (family,
academic and social) and prosocial behavior according to age (from age 13 to
16) and gender (male and female).

3. To determine the relationships between locus of control, connectedness
(family, academic and social) and prosocial behavior.

4. To determine the unique predictor(s) of prosocial behavior.

5. To examine the moderation effect of age on the relationship between
connectedness (family, academic and social) and prosocial behavior.

The relationships between the demographic variables with the independent variables
and dependent variables will also be explored to check on the roles of these factors in
explaining the phenomenon.

1.5 Hypothesis

This present study attempts to examine the influence of locus of control and
connectedness on an adolescent’s prosocial behavior. It is hypothesized that if any,
the variables of connectedness, locus of control, and demographical factors play
significant roles in prosocial behavior. It is also hypothesized that there will be a
significant relationships between an adolescent’s connectedness and locus of control
in attaining higher levels of prosocial behavior.

Hol: There is no significant difference in locus of control between age groups (from
age 13 to 16)among respondents.

Ho2: There is no significant difference in family connectedness between age groups
(from age 13 to 16)among respondents.

Ho3: There is no significant difference in academic connectednessbetween age
groups (from age 13 to 16)among respondents.

Ho4: There is no significant difference in social connectedness between age groups
(from age 13 to 16)among respondents.

Ho5: There is no significant difference in prosocial behavior between age groups
(from age 13 to 16)among respondents.

Ho6: There is no significant difference in locus of control between male and female
respondents.

Ho7: There is no significant difference in familial connectedness between male and
female respondents.

Ho8: There is no significant difference in academic connectedness between male and
female respondents.

Ho9: There is no significant difference in social connectedness between male and
female respondents.

Ho10: There is no significant difference in prosocial behavior between male and
female respondents.

Holl: There is no significant relationship between locus of control and prosocial
behavior.



Hol2: There is no significant relationship between familial connectedness and
prosocial behavior.

Hol13: There is no significant relationship between academic connectedness and
prosocial behavior.

Hol4: There is no significant relationship between social connectedness and
prosocial behavior.

Ho15: The regression coefficient of the independent variables equal to zero when
regressed against prosocial behavior.

Ho16: There is no significant moderating effect of age on the relationship between
academic connectedness and prosocial behavior.

Hol7: There is no significant moderating effect of age on the relationship between
social connectedness and prosocial behavior.

1.6 Significance of Study

The main purpose of this present study is to examine the relationship between locus
of control and connectedness on prosocial behavior among adolescents.

Past studies (Jackson, 1987; Bandura, 1986) view the acquisition of prosocial
behaviors as multifaceted and highly complex. Therefore, in order to explore in depth
about prosocial behavior, it is important and necessary to determine what factors
within a student will contribute to, or detract from his ability to acquire prosocial
behaviors.

The current study will also contribute to the literature by helping to clarify how
prosocial behaviors can be taught or increased through the implementation of
adolescence connectedness and locus of control. The implementation of suppressing
incidental antisocial behavior alone is insufficient for educators to be successful at
preventing and remedying the increasing of social problems among the adolescents.
Rather, educators must develop programs that encourage engage in prosocial
behaviors within the academic, family and social context (Cashwell, Skinner, &
Smith, 2001). These can be done by providing instruction to children such as skKills,
decision making and dispositions of appropriate prosocial behaviors by including
different tendencies of prosocial behaviors in order to enhance students’ confident
and ability to engage in individual prosocial behaviors.

Moreover, the findings will provide insights for youth program planners and
educators to advocate and cultivate prosocial behavior, especially among adolescents
in the Malaysian context. By means of implementing prosocial activities, it is
expected to promote positive interaction among adolescents within their social world
and thus indirectly help reduce social problems in society nowadays.

Furthermore, the study also contributes to help ascertain what factors influence the
different dimensions of prosocial behavior, especially altruistic motives. It is
assumed that intrinsic motives (e.g. altruistic) modeling healthy mental concepts
contribute to higher stages of moral development, in accordance with the concept of
internalized moral value proposed by Eisenberg (1979).



1.7 Theoretical Framework

In social cognitive theory, the learner is viewed as holistically integrated with the
environment within which he or she is learning. Cognitive aspects, behaviors, and
environment are all integrated together to create learning. Thus, prosocial behavior
can be emphasized in adolescents' growth throughout the behavioral learning.
Bandura (1986) initiated this basic concept of theory of the learner being integrated
into the social environment.

Social cognitive theory was originally initiated by observational learning theory
(Bandura &Walters, 1963). Bandura (1977) expanded this theory to social learning
theory that stressed the importance of abstract modeling, language, and conceptual
learning on observational model. Later, he included cognitive processes such as goal-
setting, self-efficacy, and self-regulation into the behavioral learning.

The triadic reciprocity of social cognitive theory is the core concept of this study that
proposed prosocial behavior. The factors include personal factors, environmental
influence, behavior interplay and their influence on one another (Figure 1-1).

Personal | - — | Environmental

Factors Influence

Behaviors

Figure 0-1The Triadic Reciprocity of Personal Factors, Environmental
Influence and Behavior (Source: Bandura, 1986)

In order to explain the triadic reciprocity of these factors into the present study,
another model was developed which attempts to integrate the ecological, individual,
social and interpersonal influences on prosocial behavior. The factors include the
social contextual variables such as connectedness and personal factor, i.e. locus of
control, age and gender.

Bandura (1977) explained that the continuity functioning of a person is a product of a
continuous interaction between cognitive, behavioral and contextual factors. The
change of any factor from the triadic reciprocity will affect the other factors. For
instance, changes of interactive environment will influence one’s personality and his



or her behavioral outcome. Hence, the developed model is explained by the
illustration of how the variables relate to prosocial behavior.

Social Contextual
Background Variables
(Connectedness, gender
and age)

Prosocial Behaviors

A
A\ 4

Personality
(Locus of Control)

Figure 0-2 A Socioecological Developmental Model of Prosocial Behaviors

Social Contextual Background Variables. The social contextual background
components explain the environmental influences of an adolescent. They include the
socialization agents such as parents, siblings, teachers, peers, school, neighbors and
self within the connectedness of familial, academic and social aspects. The
connectedness within the adolescents' social context provides the opportunity to learn
prosocial behavior through observation and modeling. They learned behavior through
four processes namely: attention, retention, production, and motivation, in
observational and modeling learning. For instance, adolescents must be aware of the
engagement of prosocial behavior, and then the transformation of symbolic forms has
to be stored for future use. When they face the helping situation, symbolic forms will
be produced from stored codes and this helps them to perform prosocial behavior.
Finally, they must understand their motivation in the engagement of prosocial
behavior in order to help them continue performing positive behavior and even
recreate new skills for the next helping. Therefore, connectedness within family,
academic and social spheres is important in influencing adolescents' prosocial
behavior engagement.

Personal Domain. The cognitive processes associated with higher levels of prosocial
responding include self-efficacy, attributions, and goal-setting. Bandura (1986)
explained the definition of locus of control by applying self-efficacy. Self-efficacy is
the expectation that people hold about their ability to accomplish certain tasks. In this
present study, locus of control was used to represent the personality trait factor in the
triadic reciprocal diagram. It is believed that locus of control is highly associated
with self-efficacy, goal-setting and attributions. Reykowski (1982) proposed that
prosocial behavior is goal-oriented toward a state of affairs that produces benefits for
someone else. In other words, locus of control plays the role to determine the self-
efficacy, attribution and goal-setting in order to perform prosocial behavior.
Tarnowski et al., (1989) define locus of control as an individual’s perception of
environmental control. Locus of control acts as the attribution to direct the



adolescent’s thought and action in order to accomplish helping behavior (Schunk,
2001; Zimmerman, 2000). Therefore, locus of control has a significant impact on
Bandura’s self-efficacy theories, and how individuals’ expectations shape the goals
they set for themselves. Past studies indicated that adolescents who are high in
internal locus of control are more responsible for their behavior and more likely to
engage in prosocial behavior (Staub, 1978; Aronoff et al., 1984; Piliavin et al., 1981,
Ruston et al., 1981).

Lastly, based on the concept of social cognitive theory, the conceptual framework of
locus of control, connectedness and prosocial behavior has been developed. Locus of
control and connectedness will be the independent variablewhile prosocial behavior
will be the dependent variable. In addition, it is found that age has moderation effects
on prosocial behavior. Therefore, age will be included in this conceptual framework
and acts as the moderator of locus of control and connectedness towards prosocial
behavior. The unique predictors of prosocial behavior were also explored in the
study.

10



1.8 Conceptual Framework

Figure 0-3The Relationships between Locus of Control and Connectedness on Prosocial Behavior among

Adolescent in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

Connectedenss
Family
Academic

Social

Gender

Locus of Control

v

A 4

Prosocial Behavior

Public
Compliant
Emotional

Anonymous
Altruistic

Dire
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1.9 Terminology

191 Prosocial Behavior

Conceptual: Goal-oriented and voluntary actions toward a state of affairs that are
intended to produce benefits for someone else in different contexts of helping behavior
(Eisenberg & Mussen, 1989). These behaviors may be adopted for a variety of motives
and not necessarily for altruistic purposes.

Operational: Respondents’ scores on Prosocial Behavioral Tendencies-Revised (Carol,
Hausmann, Christiansen, & Randall, 2003) measuring the six dimensions of prosocial
behavioral tendencies. It includes public, anonymous, dire, emotional, compliant, and
altruism. Higher scores on the composite scale mean higher level of prosocial behavior.

1.9.2 Adolescent’s Connectedness

Conceptual: Involvement within the person, objects, groups, or environment of an
individual that promote a sense of comfort, well-being, and anxiety reduction (Townsend
& McWhirter, 2005)

Operational: Respondents’ scores on The Hemingway: Measure of Adolescent
Connectedness (Karcher & Lee, 2002) measuring the three major influences in the life
of an adolescent which include family, academic, and social aspects. Higher scores on
each domain mean higher connectedness level for that particular domain.

1.9.3 Locus of Control

Conceptual: Tarnowski et al., (1989) defines locus of control as “an individual’s
perception of environmental control. Externally oriented individuals perceive the
occurrence of positive and negative events as independent of personal control. Internally
oriented individuals perceive their actions as contingently related to the occurrence of
these events” (p.381).

Operational: Respondents scores on The Child Nowicki-Strickland Internal-External
Scale (CNS-1E) measuring the extent of internal locus of control and external locus on
control among children. Higher scores on the composite scale mean higher level of
external locus of control.

1.10 Scope of study

The primary concern of this study covers prosocial behavior, and the relationship
between connectedness (family, academic, and social) and locus of control. This study

20



specifically centers on the tendencies of prosocial behavior which includes the
dimensions of public, anonymous, emotional, dire, altruistic, and compliant prosocial
behavior. The study also investigates the difference of age and gender in the relationship
between independent and dependent variable. Respondents from age of 13 through 16
were chosen in the four government secondary schools which located in the area of
Kuala Lumpur. The findings of this study can be used as a reference for further research
in the field of prosocial behavior among the adolescents in Malaysia context.

21



REFERENCES

Adam, D. A., Johnson, T.C., Cole, S.P. (1989). Physical fitness, body image, and
locus of control in college freshman men and women. Perceptual and Motor
Skills, 68, 400-402.

Adams, G. R. (1998). The Objective Measure of Identity Status: A reference
manual. Unpublished Manuscript, University of Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

Allen, J.P., McElhaney, K.B., Kuperminc, G.P. & Jodl, K.M. (2004). Stability and
change in attachment security across adolescence. Child Development, 75
(6), 1792-1805.

Amin, R.M., Yusof, S.A., Haneef, M.A.M. (2006). Values, social problems and
balanced development in Malaysia. The Journal of Socio-Economics, 35, 151-
163.

Anderson, D., Sweeney, D. & Williams, T. (1996). Statistics for Business and
Economics. St.Paul, MN: West Publishing.

Archer, S. L., Waterman, A. S. (1988). Psychological individuation: Gender
differences or gender neutrality? Human Development, 31, 65-81.

Armsden, G.C.& Greenberg, M.T. (1993). Inventory of parent and peer
attachment (IPPA). Unpublished scoring manual, University of Washington.

Aronoff, J., Wilson, J. P. (1984). Personality in the Social Process. Hillsdale, NY:
Erlbaum.

Aydinli, A., Bender, M., & Chasiotis, A. (2013). Helping and Volunteering across
Cultures: Determinants of Prosocial Behavior. Online Readings in Psychology
and Culture, 5(3).

Baker, J. A. Baker, (2006). Contributions of teacher—child relationships to
positive school adjustment during elementary school, Journal of School
Psychology, 44, 211-229.

Bandura, A. (1973). Aggression: a social learning analysis. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.:
Prentice-Hall.

Bandura, A. (1977). Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying theory of behavioral
change. Psychological Review, 84, 191-215.

88



Bandura, A. (1986). Social foundations of thought and action: A social-cognitive
view. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall

Bandura A. (1999). A social cognitive theory of personality. In Handbook of
Personality, ed. L Pervin, O John, pp. 154-96. New York:Guilford. 2nd ed

Bandura, A. & Walters, R. (1963).Social Learning and Personality Development. New
York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston.

Bandura, A., Barbaranelli, C., Caprara, G. V., and Pastorelli, C. (1996).
Multifaceted impact of self-efficacy beliefs on academic functioning.
Child Development, 67,1206-1222.

Baron, R.M., & Kenny, D.A. (1986). The Moderator-Mediator Variable
Distinction in Social Psychological Research: Conceptual, Strategic, and
Statistical Considerations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 51, 6,
1173-1182.

Baumeister, R. F., & Leary, M. R. (1995). The need to belong: Desire for
interpersonal attachments as a fundamental motivation. Psychological Bulletin,
117, 497-529.

Beretvas, S. N., Suizzo, M., Durham, J. A. & Yarnell, L. M. (2008). A reliability
generalization study of scores on Rotter's and Norwicki-Strickland's Locus of
Control scales. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 68, 97-119

Blum, R. (2005). School connectedness: Improving the lives of students.
Baltimore: John Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health. In Johnson, K. F.
I. (2011). The influence of school connectedness and academic self efficacy on
self-reported norm related pro-social behavior (Doctoral dissertation, The
Pennsylvania State University).

Bond, L., Butler, H., Thomas, L., Carlin, J., Glover, S., Bowes, G., & Patton, G.
(2007). Social and school connectedness in early secondary school as predictors
of late teenage substance use, mental health, and academic outcomes. Journal of
Adolescent Health, 40(4), 357-€9.

Bonny, A. E., Britto, M. T., Klostermann, B. K., Hornung, R. W., & Slap, G. B.
(2000). School disconnectedness: Identifying adolescents at risk. Pediatrics,
106(5), 1017-1021.

Broaleubremier U. (1979).The ecology of human development: experiments by nature
and design. Cambridge. MA: Harvard University Press, 330.

89



Bryan, J. H., Test, M. A. (1967). Models and helping behavior: naturalistic
studies in aiding behavior. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 6, 4,
400-407.

Bryant, B. (1982). An index of empathy for children and adolescents.Child
Development, 53, 413-425.

Cairns, E., McWhirter, L., Duffy, U., & Barry, R. (1990). The stability of self-
concept in late adolescence: Gender and situations effects. Personality and
Individual Difference, 11, 937-944.

Cairns, R. B. & Cairns, B. D. (1994).Lifelines and risks: Pathways of youth in our
time, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Caporael L.R. (2001). Evolutionary psychology: toward a unifying theory and a
hybrid science. Annual Review Psychology. 52:607—28.

Carlo, G., Allen, J., & Buhman, D. (1999). Facilitating and disinhibiting prosocial
behaviors: The nonlinear interaction of trait perspective taking and trait personal
distress on volunteering. Basic and Applied Social Psychology, 21, 189-197.

Carlo, G., Eisernberg, N., & Knight, G.P. (1992). An objective measure of
adolescents’ prosocial moral reasoning. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 2,
4, 331-349.

Carlo, G., Eisenberg, N., Troyer, D., Switzer, G. & Speer, A. L. (1991). The
altruistic personality: In what contexts is it apparent? Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 61, 450-458.

Carlo, G., Fabes, R. A., Laible, D. J., & Kupanoff, K. (1999). Early adolescence
and prosocial/moral behavior Il: The role of social and contextual
influences. Journal of Early Adolescence, 19, 133-147.

Carlo G., Hausmann A., Christiansen S., and Randall B.A. (2003).Sociocognitive and
behavioral correlates of a measure of prosocial tendencies for adolescents.The
Journal of Early Adolescence. 23, 107-134.

Carlo, G., Knight, G. P., Eisenberg, N., and Rotenberg, K. J. (1991). Cognitive
processes and prosocial behaviors among children: The role of affective
attributions and reconciliations. Developmental Psychology. 27: 456-461.

Carlo, G., Knight, G.P.,, McGinley, M., Zamboanga, B., Jarvis, L. H. (2010).The
multidimensionality of prosocial behaviors and evidence of measurement

90



equivalence in Mexican American and European American early
adolescents.Journal of Research on Adolescence, 20, 2, 334-358.

Carlo, G., Koller, S. H., Eisenberg. N., Da Silva, M. S., & Frohlich, C. B. (1996). A
cross-national study on the relations among prosocial moral reasoning, gender
role orientations, and prosocial behaviors. Developmental Psychology, 32, 231—
240.

Carlo, G., Randall, B. A. (2001). Are all prosocial behaviors equal? A
socioecological developmental conception of prosocial behavior. In F. Columbus
(Ed.), Advances in psychology research, Volume Il (pp. 151-170). Huntington,
NY: Nova Science Publishers.

Carlo, G., & Randall, B. A. (2002). The development of a measure of prosocial
behaviors for late adolescents. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 31, 31-44.

Carlo, G., Roesch, S. C., & Melby, J. (1998). The multiplicative relations of
parenting and temperament to prosocial and antisocial behaviors in
adolescence. Journal of Early Adolescence, 18, 266-290.

Cashwell, T. H., Skinner, C. H., & Smith, E. S. (2001). Increasing second-grade
students’ reports of peers’ prosocial behaviors via direct instruction, group
reinforcement,and progress feedback: A replication and extension. Education and
Treatment of Children, 24, 161-175.

Chasiotis, A., Hofer, J., & Campos, D. (2006). When does liking children lead to
parenthood? Younger siblings, implicit prosocial power motivation, and explicit
love for children predict parenthood across cultures. Journal of Cultural and
Evolutionary Psychology, 4, 95-123.

Chubb, N. H., Fertman, C. I., & Ross, J. L. (1997). Adolescent self-esteem and
locus of control: A logitudinal study of gender and age
differences. Adolescence, 32(125), 113-29.

Clark, K. E., & Ladd, G. W. (2000). Connectedness and autonomy support in
parent-child relationships:Links to children’s socioemotional orientation and peer

relationships. Developmental Psychology, 36,485-498.

Cochran, W. G. (1977). Sampling techniques (3rd ed.). New York: John Wiley &
Sons.

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences (2nd edition).
Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

91



Cooper, C. R., Grotevant, H. D., & Condon, S. M. (1983). Individuality and
connectedness in the family as a context for adolescent identity formation
and role-taking skill. In H. D. Grotevant & C. R. Cooper (Eds), Adolescent
development in the family. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Crick, N.R. (1996). The role of overt aggression, relational aggression, and
prosocial behavior in the prediction of children’s future social adjustment. Child
Development, 67, 2317-2327.

Darwins, R. (1976). The selfish gene. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

Dekovic,M., & Gerris, J. R.M. (1994). Developmental analyses of social cognitive
and behavioral differences between popular and rejected children. Journal of
AppliedDevelopmental Psychology, 15, 367—386.

Dellas, M., Jernigan, L. P. (1987). Occupational identity status development,
gender comparison, and internal-external control in first-year Air Forces
cadets. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 16, 587-600.

DeVellis, R. F. (1991). Scale development: Theory and applications. Newbury Park:
Sage Publications.

Dlugokinski, E., & Firestone, 1.J. (1974).Other centeredness and susceptibility
to charitable appeals: effects of perceived discipline. Devl Psychol. 10,
21-28. InPhilippe Rushton, J., Chrisjohn, R. D., & Cynthia Fekken, G.
(1981). The altruistic personality and the self-report altruism
scale. Personality and individual differences, 2(4), 293-302.
Dovidio, J.F., Penner, L.A. (2001). Helping and altruism. In International
Handbook of Social Psychology: Interpersonal Processes, ed. G Fletcher, M
Clark, pp. 162-95. Oxford:Blackwell Sci.

Eductional Management Information System. (2012). Retrieved on 9" September 2012
from http://emisportal. moe.gov.my/index.php

Eisenberg, N. (1979). Development of children’s  prosocial  moral
judgment.Developmental Psychology, 15, 128-137.

Eisenberg, N. (1986). Altruistic emotion, cognition and behavior.Hillsdale, NJ:Lawrence
Erlbaum.

Eisenberg, N. 2000.Emotion, regulation, and moral development. Annual Review
Psychology, 51, 665-97.

Eisenberg, N., Cameron, E., Tryon, K., & Dodez, R. (1981). Socialization of

92


http://emisportal.moe.gov.my/index.php

prosocial behavior in the preschool classroom. Developmental Psychology, 71,
773-782.

Eisenberg, N., Carlo, G., Murphy, B., van Court, P. (1995). Prosocial
development in late adolescence: A longitudinal study. Child Development, 66,
1179-1197.

Eisenberg, N., Fabes, R. A., & Spinrad, T. L. (2007). Prosocial development. John
Wiley & Sons, Inc..

Eisenberg, N., Fabes, R. A., Carlo, G. & Karbon, M. (1992). Emotional
responsivity to others: Behavioral correlates and socialization antecedents. In N.
Eisenberg & R. A. Fabes (Eds.), Emotion and its regulation in early
development (No. 55, pp. 57-73). San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Eisenberg, N., Martin, C. L., & Fabes, R. A. (1996). Gender development and
gender effects.

Eisenberg, N., & Mussen, P. H. (1989).The roots of prosocial behavior in children.
New York: Cambridge University Press.

Erikson, E. H. (1950). Childhood and society. New York: Norton.

Evans, D. L., Foa, E. B., Gur, R. E., Hendin, H., O'Brien, C. P., Seligman, M. E. P.,
et al. (Eds.). (2005). Treating and preventing adolescent mental health
disorders: What we know and what we don't know: A research agenda for
improving the mental health of our youth. New York, NY: Oxford University
Press.

Fabes, R. A,, Carlo, G., Kupanoff, K., & Laible, D. (1999). Early adolescence and
prosocial/moral behavior: Pt. 1. The role of individual processes. Journal of
Early Adolescence, 19, 5-16.

Fraser, M.W., Galinsky, M.J., Smokowski, P.R., Day, S.H., Day, M.A., Terzian,
R.A. & Guo, S. (2005) Social information-processing skills training to promote
social competence and prevent aggressive behavior in third grade.Journal of
Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 73(6): 1045-1055.

Gagne, M. (2003). The role of autonomy support and autonomy orientation in
prosocial behavior engagement. Motivation and Emotion, 27, 199-223.

Gatz, M., Karel, M.J. (1993). Individual change in perceived control over 20
years. International Journal of Behavioral Development. 16, 2, 305-322.

93



Gest, S. D., Graham-Bermann, S. A., & Hartup,W.W. (2001). Peer experience:
Common and unique features of number of friendships, social network
centrality, and sociometric status. Social Development,10, 23—40.

Gintis, H., Bowles, S., Boyd, R., & Fehr, E. (2003). Explaining altruistic behavior
in humans. Evolution and Human Behavior, 24(3), 153-172.

Gosselin, P., Warren, M., & Diotte, M. (2002). Motivation to hide emotion and
children's understanding of the distinction between real and apparent emotions.
Journal of Genetic Psychology, 163.

Goulet, D. (1992). Development indicators: a research problem, a policy
problem. Journal of Socio-Economics, 21, 3, 245-260.

Grotevant, H. D., & Cooper, C. R. (1998). Individuality and connectedness in
adolescent development:Review and prospects for research on identity,
relationships, and context. In E. Skoe & A. von der Lippe (Eds.).Personality
development in adolescence: A cross national and life span perspective (pp. 3-
37). London: Routledge.

Hair, J. E., Anderson, R. E., Tatham, R. L., & Black W. C. (1998). Multivariate
data analysis. (5th ed.). Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice-Hall.

Hagerty, B. M., Lynch-Sauer, J., Patusky, K. L., & Bouwsema, M. (1993). An
emerging theory of human relatedness. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 25(4),
291-296.

Hamilton, W. D. (1963).The evolution of altruistic behavior. The American
Naturalist, 97(896), 354-356.

Hardy, S.A., & Kisling, J.W. (2006). Identity statuses and prosocial behaviors in young
adulthood: A brief report. Identity: An International Journal of Theory and
Research, 6(4), 363-369.

Hastings, P. D., Utendale, W. T., Sullivan, C. G., Joan, E. (Ed). (2007).The Socialization
of Prosocial Development.; Hastings, Paul D. (Ed), (2007). Handbook of
socialization: Theory and research., (pp. 638-664). New York, NY, US: Guilford
Press, xv, 720 pp.

Hastings, P. D., Zahn-Waxler, C., & McShane, K. (2005). We are, by nature, moral
creatures: Biological bases of concern for others. In M. Killen, & J. Smetana
(Eds.), Handbook of moral development (pp.483-516). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Hastings, P. D., Zahn-Waxler, C., Robinson, J., Usher, B., & Bridges, D. (2000).
94



The development of concern for others in children with behavior
problems. Developmental Psychology, 36, 531-546.

Hirschi, T. (1969).Causes of delinquency. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Hoffman, M. L. (1982). Development of prosocial motivation: Empathy and
guilt. In N.Eisenberg (Ed.), The development of prosocial behavior (pp. 281-
313). New York: Academic Press.

Hoglund, W. L., & Leadbeater, B. J. (2004).The effects of family, school, and classroom
ecologies on changes in children’s social competence and emotional and
behavioral problems in first grade. Developmental Psychology, 40, 533-544.

Jackson, M. (1987). The LD adolescent at risk: developmental tasks, social
competence, and communication effectiveness. Journal of Reading, Writing &
Learning Disabilities, 3, 3, 241-257.

Jacobson, K. C., & Rowe, D. C. (1999). Genetic and environmental influences on
the relationships between family connectedness, school connectedness, and
adolescent depressed mood: sex differences. Developmental Psychology,35(4),
926.

Jessor, R. (1984). Adolescent development and behavioral health.In J. D.
Matarazzo & S. M. Weiss & J. A. Herd & N. E. Miller & S. M. Weiss (Eds.),
Behavioral health: A handbook of health enhancement and disease prevention
(pp. 69-90). New York: Wiley.

Johnson, K. F. 1. (2011). The influence of school connectedness and academic self
efficacy on self-reported norm related pro-social behavior (Doctoral dissertation,
The Pennsylvania State University).

Jose, P. (2012). Does social connectedness promote a greater sense of well-being
in adolescence over time?. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 22, 2, 235-251.

Karcher, M. J. (2002). Measuring connectedness across the adolescent’s social ecology:
Five validation studies. Manuscript submitted for publication.

Karcher, M. J. (2004). Connectedness and school violence: A framework for
developmental interventions. In E. Gerler (Ed.), Handbook of school
violence (pp. 7-42). Binghamton, NY: Haworth Press.

Karcher, M. J, & Lee, Y. (2002). Connectedness among Taiwanese middle school

95



students: A validation study of the Hemingway Measure of Adolescent
Connectedness. Asia Pacific Education Review, 3(1), 95-114.

Karcher, M. J., & Santos, K. T. (2011). Promoting connectedness through
developmental interventions: Adapting the Cross-Age Mentoring Program
(CAMP) for youth in Asia. Asian.Journal of Counselling, 18(1 & 2), 125-147.

Karim, N. S. A., & Hasan, A. (2007). Reading habits and attitude in the digital age:
Analysis of gender and academic program differences in Malaysia. Electronic
Library, The, 25(3), 285-298.

Kerr, M., Beck, K., Shattuck, T., Kattar, C., & Uriburu, D. (2003). Family
involvement, problem, and prosocial behavior outcomes of Latino youth.
American Journal of Health Behavior, 27, 55-65.

Keshavarz, S., & Baharudin, R. (2012). The moderating role of gender on the
relationships between perceived paternal parenting style, locus of control and
self-efficacy. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 32, 63-68.

Kidron, Y., & Fleischman, S. (2006). Promoting adolescents’ prosocial behavior.
Educational Leadership, 63(7), 90-91.

Kilian, J.M., Fish, M.C. & Maniago, E.B. (2006). Making schools safe: A system-
wide school intervention to increase student prosocial behaviors and enhance
school climate. Journal of Applied School Psychology, 23(1): 1-30.

Knoop, R. (1981). Age and correlates of locus of control.Journal of Psychology,
108, 103-106.

Kohlberg, L. (1976). Moral stage and moralization: The cognitive-developmental
approach. In T. Lickona (Ed.), Moral development and behavior: Theory,
research, and social issues (pp. 84-107). New York: Holt, Rinehart, & Winston.

Kuperminc, G.P., Blatt, S.J., & Leadbeater, B.J. (1997). Relatedness, self-
definition, and earlyadolescent adjustment. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 21,
301-320.

Lefcourt, H.M. (1976). Locus of Control: Current Trends in Theory and Research.
Hillsdale, N.J.: Lawrence Lrlbaum Associates. In Ross, R .V., J. R., Terry, L.
C., & Michael, A. H. (1983). Association between Levenson's dimensions of
locus of control and measures of coping and defense mechanisms. Psychological
Reports, 52(1), 323-333.

Levine, R. V., Norenzayan, A., & Philbrick, K. (2001).Cross-cultural differences in
helping strangers. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 32(5), 543-560.

96



Li, H. C. W. & Lopez, V. (2004). Chinese translation and validation of the Nowicki-
Strickland Locus of Control scale for children. International Journal of Nursing
Studies, 41, 463-4609.

Lindal, R. E., & Venables, P. H. (1983). Factor dimensions of the Child Nowicki-
Strickland internal-external scale. Personality and Individual Differences, 4(6),
645-649.

Luiselli, J. K., Putnam, R. F., Handler, M. W., & Feinberg, A. B. (2005). Whole-school
positive behavior support: Effects on student discipline problems and academic
performance. Educational Psychology, 25(2/3), 183-198.

Magnusson, D., Bergman, L. R., & Rudinger, G. (1994). Problems and Methods in
Longitudinal Research: Stability and Change. Cambridge University Press.

Malaysia. (2001). The Third Outline Perspective Plan, 2001-2010. Government of
Malaysia.

Malaysia (2011). Interim Strategy Plan, 2011-2020. Ministry of Education
Malaysia.

Manning, R., Levine, M., & Collins, A. (2007). The Kitty Genovese murder and the
social psychology of helping: The parable of the 38 witnesses. American
Psychologist, 62(6), 555.

Marcia, J. E. (1980). Identity in adolescence. In J. Adelson (Ed.), Handbook of
adolescent psychology (pp. 159-187). New York: Wiley.

Marsh, K. L., & Weary, G. (1995).1llusion of Control.In T. Manstead and M.
Hewstone (Eds.), The Blackwell Dictionary of Social Psychology (p. 32, 4).
Oxford, UK: Blackwell.

Matthews, K. A., Batson, C. D., Horn, J., and Rosenman,R. H. (1981). Principles
in his nature which interest him in the fortune of others: The heritability of
empathic concern for others. Journal of Personality. 49: 237 247.

McDougall, W (1908). Introduction to social psychology.London Methuen.In
Wispé L. G. (1972), Positive Forms of Social Behavior: An Overview. Journal
of Social Issues, 28: 1-19.

Midlarsky, E. & Midlarsky, M. (1973). Some determinants of aiding under
experimentally induced stress. Journal of Personality, 41, 305-327.

97



Ministry of Education, Malaysia (2001-2002). Prosocial Behaviour and Excellency
Among Secondary School Students in Malaysia: Implication for Policy.

Nowicki, S., and Duke, M.P. (1983). The Nowicki-Strickland life span locus of control
scales: Construct validation. In H.M. Lefcourt (Ed.), Research with the locus of
control construct (Vol. 2, pp. 9-43). New York: Academic Press.

Nowicki, S. & Strickland, B. R. (1971).A Locus of Control scale for children. Paper
Presented at the 79th Annual Convention of the American Psychological
Association, Washington: D.C.

Nowicki, S. Jr., & Strickland, B.R.(1973). A locus of control scale for children.Journal
of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 40, 148-154.

Nowicki, S. (1976).Factor Structure of Locus of Control in Children.The Journal
of Genetic Psychology, 129, 1, 13-17.

Nunn, G. (1987). "An investigation of the relationship between children's self-
concept and evaluation of parent figures: Do they vary as a function of family
structure?" Journal of Psychology 121:563-566.

Papathanasiou I., & Lahana, E. (2007). Adolescence, sexuality and sexual
education. ICUS Nurs Web Journal, Issue 29-30, 1-8. In See., C.M. (2010).
Psychological profile of adolescents in Malaysia.The International Journal of
Educational and Psychological Assessment, 4, 77-96.

Pearl, R. (1985). Children's understanding of others' need for help: Effects of
problem explicitness and type. Child Development, 56, 735-745.

Phares, E.J. (1976). Locus of control in personality. Morristown, N.J: General

Piaget, J. (1965). The moral judgment of the child (M. Gabain, Trans.). London:
Kegan Paul. (Original work published 1932). In Eisenberg, N., Fabes, R. A., &
Spinrad, T. L. (2007). Prosocial development. John
Wiley & Sons, Inc..

Piliavin, J. A., Dovidio, J. F., Gaertner, S. L., & Clark, R. D., 111.(1981).Emergency
intervention. New York: Academic Press.

Portney LG, Watkins MP. (2000). Reliability. In: Portney LG, Watkins MP,editors.
Foundations of clinical research — application to practice, 2nd ed. New Jersey:
Prentice-Hall Health 2000b; p. 61-77. [Chapter 5].

98


http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00221325.1976.10534005

Rain, A., Roger, D. B., & Venables, P. H. (1982).Locus of control and
socialization. Journal of Research in Personality, 16(2), 147-156.

Ramli, R. (2005). Malaysian youth: From government policies to grassroots aspirations.
In Gale, F., & Fahey, S. (Eds.). (2005). Youth in transition: The challenges of
generational change in Asia. Regional Unit for Social and Human Sciences in
Asia and the Pacific, 171-183.

Reinherz, H.Z., Paradis, A.D., Giaconia, R.M., Stashwick, C.K., & Fitzmaurice, G.
(2003).Childhood and adolescent predictors of major depression in the
transition to adulthood.American Psychiatry Journal, 160, 2141-2147.

Resnick, M.D. (2008). Best bets for improving the odds for optimum youth
development. In K.K. Kline (Ed.), Authoritative Communities: The scientific
case for nurturing the whole child (pp. 137-150). New York: Springer.

Resnick,M. D., Bearman,P. S., Blum,R. W., Bauman,K. E., Harris,K. M., Jones, J.,
Tabor,J., Beuhring,T., Sieving, R.E., Shew,M., Ireland,M., Bearinger, L.H., &
Udry, J. R. (1997). Protecting adolescents from harm: Findings from the
National Longitudinal Study on Adolescent Health.Journal of the American
Medical Association, 278 (10), 823 —832.

Reykowski, J. (1982). Motivation of Prosocial Behavior. In V.J. Derlega &
J.Gzelak (Eds.) Cooperation and helping behavior: Theories and research, (pp.
352-375). New York: Academic.

Rosenhan, D., & White, G.M. (1967). Observation and rehearsal as determinants
of prosocial behavior. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 5, 4, 424-
431.

Rotter, J.B. (1966). Generalized expectancies for internal versus external control of
reinforcement. Psychological Monographs, General and Applied 80 (I), Whole
No. 609.

Rudasill, K. M., Reio, T. G., Stipanovic, N., & Taylor, J. E. (2010). A longitudinal
study of student-teacher relationship quality, difficult temperament, and risky
behavior from childhood to early adolescence. Journal of School
Psychology, 48(5), 389-412.

99



Rushton, J. P. and Campbell, A. C. (1977). Modeling, vicarious reinforcement
and extraversion on blood donating in adults: Immediate and long-term effects.
Eur. J. Soc. Psychol., 7: 297-306

Rushton, J.P., Chrisjohn, R.D., Fekken, G.C. (1981). The altruistic personality and
the self-report altruism scale. Personality and Individual Differences, 2-11.

Schunk, D. (2001). Social cognitive theory and self-regulated learning.In B.
Zimmerman & D. Schunk (Eds.), Self-requlated learning and academic
achievement: Theoretical perspectives (2™ ed., pp125-151). Mahwah, NJ:
Erlbaum.

Sears, R. R. (1961). Relation of early socialization experiences to aggression in
middle childhood. Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 63,466492.

See, C.M. (2010). Psychological profile of adolescents in Malaysia.The International
Journal of Educational and Psychological Assessment, 4, 77-96.Sober, E., &
Wilson, D. S. (1998).Unto others: The evolution and psychology of unselfish
behavior. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Schultz, D.P., Schultz, S.E. (2005). Theories of Personality (8th ed.). Wadsworth:
Thomson.

Sherman, A. C., Higgs, G. E., & Williams, R. L. (1997). Gender differences in the
locus of control construct. Psychology and Health, 12(2), 239-248.

Sober, E., & Wilson, D. S. (2000). Summary of: Unto Others. The evolution and
psychology of unselfish behavior'. Journal of Consciousness Studies, 7(1-2), 1-2.

Solomon, D., Watson, M. S., Delucchi, K. L., Schaps, E., & Battistich, V.
(1988).Enhancing children's prosocial behavior in the classroom. American
Educational Research Journal, 25(4), 527-554.

Staub, E. (1978). Positive social behavior and morality: social and personal influences
(vol.1). New York: Academic Press.

Staub, E. (1984). Steps toward a comprehensive theory of moral conduct: Goal
orientation, social behavior, kindness, and cruelty. In W.M. Kurtines & J.L.
Gewirtz (Eds.), Morality, moral behavior, and moral development (pp. 241-260).
New York: Wiley.

Strickland, B. R., & Haley, W. E. (1980). Sex differences on the Rotter I-E
scale. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 39(5), 930.

100



Sullivan, H.S. (1953). The interpersonal theory of psychiatry. New York: Norton. In
Eisenberg, N., Fabes, R. A., & Spinrad, T. L. (2007). Prosocial development.
John Wiley & Sons, Inc..

Tam, C.L., Lee, T.H., Kumarasuriar V., Har, W.M. (2012). Parental Authority,
Parent-child Relationship and Gender Differences: A Study of College Students
in the Malaysian Context. Australian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences,
6(2): 182-189.

Torestad, B. (1994). Problems and methods in longitudinal research: Stability and
change (Vol. 5). D. Magnusson, L. R. Bergman, & G. Rudinger (Eds.).
Cambridge University Press.

Tarnowski, K.J., Nay, S.J. (1989). Locus of control in children with learning
disabilities and hyperactivity: A subgroup analysis. Journal of Learning
Disabilities, 22, 6, 381-384.

Townsend, K. C. & McWhirter, B. T. (2005), Connectedness: A Review of the
Literature With Implications for Counseling, Assessment, and Research. Journal
of Counseling & Development, 83: 191-201

Uba, 1., Yaacob, S. N., & Juhari, R. (2009). The relationship between peer
relations and depression among adolescents in Selangor, Malaysia. European
Journal of Social Sciences, 11(1), 149-159.

Underwood, B., & Moore, B. (1982).Perspective-taking and altruism.
Psychological Bulletin, 91, 143-173.

Ungar, M. (2004). The importance of parents and other caregivers to the
resilience of high risk adolescents. Family Process, 43 (1), 23-41.

Vaillant, G.E. (1977). Adaptation to Life Boston- Little, Brown & Company,. In
Ross, R. V., J. R, Terry, L. C., & Michael, A. H. (1983). Association between
Levenson's dimensions of locus of control and measures of coping and defense
mechanisms. Psychological Reports, 52(1), 323-333.

Van de Vijver, F., Leung, K. (1997).Methods and data analysis of comparative research.
In JW. Berry, Y.H. Poortinga, & J. Pandy (Eds.), Handbook of cross-cultural
psychology, vol.1: Theory and method (pp. 257-300). Needham Heights, MA:
Allyn & Bacon.

Weinstein, N., & Ryan, R.M. (2010). When helping helps: Autonomous

101



motivation for prosocial behavior and its influence on well-being for the helper
and recipient. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 98, 222-244

Wispé€ L. G. (1972), Positive Forms of Social Behavior: An Overview. Journal of
Social Issues, 28: 1-19.

Wolf, T. M., Sklov, M. C., Hunter, S. M., & Berenson, G. S. (1982). Factor
Analytic Study of the Children's Nowicki-Strickland Locus of Control
Scale'.Educational and Psychological Measurement, 42(1), 333-337.

Zimmerman, B. (2000). Attaining self-regulation: A social cognitive perspective.
In M. Boekaerts, P.R. Pintrich, & M. Zeidner (Eds.), Handbook of self-
regulation: Theory, research, and applications (pp. 13-29). San Diego, CA:
Academic Press.

Zimmer-Gembeck, M.J., Geiger, T.C., Crick, N.R. (2005). Relational and physical

aggression, prosocial behavior, and peer relations: gender moderation and
bidirectional associations. Journal of Early Adolescence, 25 (4), 421-452.

102



	RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCUS OF CONTROL AND CONNECTEDNESS WITH PROSOCIAL BEHAVIOR AMONG THE ADOLESCENTS IN KUALA LUMPUR, MALAYSIA
	ABSTRACT
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	CHAPTERS
	REFERENCES



