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Abstract
The aim of this study was to adopt theMultidimensional Neglectful Behavior Scale – Parents Form (MNBS-PR) into Turkish and
to examine the psychometric properties of the Turkish version of the Form. The participants of the study were 316 parents (166
mothers and 150 fathers) who have children between 10 and 15 years old. The validity of the Form was examined by construct
and criterion related validity analysis. For the construct validity analysis, confirmatory factor analysis was performed. The
analysis revealed a construct of 6 factors and 23 items. In terms of the criterion related validity, significant correlations (p <
0.05) were found between the scores of the Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ) and the cognitive neglect,
supervisory neglect, abandonment, failure to protect, alcohol use sub-dimensions and the total neglect scores of the MNBS- PR.
The internal consistency coefficients were computed in terms of the reliability analysis. The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for the
total neglect score was found to be 0.68. According to the results, this study provides an instrument that can be used for assessing
parents’ neglectful behaviors towards their children in a Turkish sample.
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In most cultures and societies, parenting practices involve
goals such as meeting the needs of the children, ensuring their
health and safety and preparing them for future life as inde-
pendent individuals. However, beyond the significance of
these goals, parenthood practices are quite complex, and
may result in deficiencies in achieving these goals (Mag,
2011; Hornor 2014; Maguire-Jack and Wang 2016). As the
parents are the primary caregivers, the neglect cases primarily
occur in the home setting. In this context, child neglect is
defined as Badults’ deficiency in meeting the needs and main-
taining the welfare and the protection of the child they are
responsible for^ (Weekerle et al. 2008; Muela et al. 2012).

Child neglect is one of the most common forms of child
maltreatment (Hornor 2014; Jones and Logan-Greene, 2016)
and is examined under a variety of categories, such as physi-
cal, emotional, supervisory, cognitive, medical and

educational neglect (Straus 2004; Stowman & Donohue,
2005). However, unlike the other types of child maltreatment,
the conceptualization and the identification of neglect is rela-
tively harder as it is a vague concept that refers to the acts of
omission, which largely result in invisible forms of harm.
Hence, it can be challenging to accurately diagnose, and most
cases remain undetected and continue for extended periods
(Straus and Kantor 2005; Polat 2007). It is also harder to
differentiate the various forms of neglect, as in most of these
cases, these various forms occur concurrently (Gershater-
Molko et al. 2003; Dubowitz et al. 2005).

In a number of studies on child neglect, is has been shown
to be associated with a number of prominent risk factors such
as alcohol and drug use of parents, depression, anti-social
tendencies and relevant psychological disturbances (Stewart
et al. 2006; Lee et al. 2012; Clement et al. 2016). Additionally,
factors such as divorce of the parents and marital conflict
(Chen et a l . 2011) , low soc io-economic s ta tus
(Dunn et al. 2002; Slack et al. 2011), unhealthy living condi-
tions (Dubowitz et al. 2002; Berry et al. 2003) and parents’
being maltreated in their childhood are among the causes of
child neglect. According to the World Health Organization
(1999), the screening and monitoring of such risk factors to
identify the parents’ who are at risk of neglecting their chil-
dren must receive priority consideration in the efforts to
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protect children against maltreatment. In terms of the strate-
gies aiming to prevent child neglect, once the parents who are
at risk of neglecting their children are detected, the assessment
and the monitoring of these cases in terms of the relevant
characteristics, such as prevalence, type and severity, are of
significant importance (Berube et al. 2014; Dijken et al. 2016).
However, although there are a variety of measurements to
assess child abuse, only a limited number of measures
are available to assess child neglect, such as the
Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (Rohner
et al. 1980), Childhood Experience of Care and Abuse
Questionnaire (Bifulco et al. 1994), the Neglect Scale
(Harrington et al. 2002), the Mother-Child Neglect
Scale (Lounds et al. 2004), the Maltreatment and
Abuse Chronology of Exposure (Teicher and Parigger
2015). Some of these measures are self-report instru-
ments and they assess the test participants’ childhood
experiences of neglect retrospectively, whereas some of
them are designed to be administered by child protec-
tion professionals in social welfare services (Gershater-
Molko et al. 2003; DePanfilis and Dubowitz 2005).

Due to the lack of instruments to assess child neglect in the
Turkish sample, the number of studies on the subject remains
very limited (McSherry 2007; Stoltenborgh et al. 2013). Only
a minimal number of self-report measures assessing parents’
patterns of maltreating their children have been adapted into
Turkish. In these measures, child neglect is considered as a
unidimensional, homogenous subtype of child maltreatment
rather than a multidimensional concept which displays dis-
tinctive types and characteristics. The efforts to prevent child
neglect have increased in importance as the subject has be-
come increasingly important in the north of Cyprus, which is
populated by the Turkish Cypriot community. However, no
particular measures are available to assess parents’ neglectful
behaviors towards their children, to collect data for the scien-
tific studies focusing on the subject, to screen the prevalence
of child neglect and to examine the effectiveness of the pro-
grams designed to prevent child neglect. Taking this as the
starting point, the present study aims to translate the
Multidimensional Neglectful Behavior Scale – Parents Form
(MNBS-PR) into Turkish and conduct its validity and reliabil-
ity study. The Multidimensional Neglectful Behavior Scale
was developed between the years 1995 and 2004 and consists
of six different scales for the purpose of monitoring and
assessing neglect experiences of children and parents neglect-
ful behaviors of their children. The Parents Form of the scale
was chosen to be adapted into Turkish as the theoretical basis
is dependent of the complementary conceptualization of child
neglect; in other words, the Form assesses parents’ neglectful
behaviors towards their children in seven different dimen-
sions, which are physical, emotional, supervisory and
cognitive neglect, as well as abandonment, failure to
protect and alcohol use (Straus and Kantor 2005).

Another advantage of MNBS is that it involves a self-
report format and is easier to administer.

Recently, various forms of MNBS have been used in many
countries for the purpose of assessing the prevalence, severity,
causes and the consequences of child neglect and the assess-
ment of the effectiveness of child neglect prevention programs
(Straus 2004, 2006).

Method

Participants

The participants in this study were parents who have children
between 10 and 15 years old. The participants were recruited
through their children who were attending primary, secondary
and high schools in north Nicosia, which is populated by the
Turkish community of Cyprus. In order to select the schools in
which the pilot study was planned to be conducted, the
Ministry of Education of north Cyprus was consulted.
Information was obtained from the Ministry in regard to the
north Cypriot community, the number and the socio-
demographic profiles of students enrolled in each school.
Resultantly, a total number of four schools - one primary
school, two secondary schools and one high school - were
chosen for the pilot study. The Turkish Form of the MNBS-
PR was administered to fourth and fifth grades students in the
primary school; first, second and third grade students in the
secondary schools; and first grade students in the high school.
The grades to which the Form was administered were chosen
according to the average ages of the students in those grades,
as the sample was planned to consist of six age groups be-
tween 10 and 15 years old. In each class, the forms were
distributed to students in closed and anonymous envelops
and they were asked to convey these envelops to their parents.
In order to avoid mothers and fathers effecting each others’
responses in the same household, the forms for mothers and
fathers were distributed in separate classes. For instance, two
classes were chosen from the fourth grade in the chosen pri-
mary school in one class, forms were distributed to children to
be conveyed to mothers, while in the other class, the forms
were distributed to be conveyed to fathers. The students were
asked to bring the completed forms to their classroom
teachers. After one week, the completed forms were collected
in closed and anonymous envelops with the help of the class-
room teachers and counselling services of the schools. Out of
the total of 550 forms distributed, 330 forms were returned.
However, 16 of the returned forms were excluded due to the
high number of omitted items. Consequently, this meant that a
total number of 316 parents (166 mothers and 150 fathers)
were included in the study. The socio-demographic character-
istics of the mothers and fathers participated in study are
shown in the Table 1.
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Instruments

Multidimensional Neglectful Behavior Scale-Parents Form

The Parents Form of the MNBS was developed by Kaufman
Kantor et al. (2003) in the United States. The Form is a 45 item
Likert-type self-report scale which can be administered to
mothers and fathers who have children between 10 and
15 years old. In terms of the scoring of the original form of
the scale, the responses that indicate neglectful behaviors of
the parents are scored as 1, which are Bnever^ in the positive
worded items, and Boften^ and Balways^ in the negative
worded items. In items 21, 37, 38, 44 and 45 Bsometimes^,
Boften^ and Balways^ are scored as 1. The minimum score
that can be obtained from the scale is 0 and the maximum
score is 69. The high scores indicate the neglectful behaviors
of parents towards their children (Kaufman Kantor et al. 2003;
Kaufman Kantor 2004).

The validity study of MNBS-PR was conducted by
Kaufman Kantor et al. between 2002 and 2003 with the par-
ticipation of 327 parents who were recruited from general
population. In the study, the correlations between the
MNBS-PR scores and a number of measurements related to
the individual and parental risk factors are examined.
Resultantly, it was found that the total scores of MNBS-PR
were significantly correlated with parental depression (r =
0.17, p < .05), domestic violence (r = 0.10, p < .05), lack of
social support and perceived stress (r = 0.19, p < .01) and
stress in family life (r = 0.17, p < .01) (Kaufman Kantor
2004). On the other hand, Holt et al. (2004) developed a
shorter form of MNBS-PR by choosing 10 items among the
items in the long form. In the validity study of the short form,
it was found that the correlation coefficients between the long
and short form of MNBS-PR varied between .42 and .76. In

the study, it was also found that the scores of the
Conflict Tactics Scale were significantly correlated with
the long (r = 0.25, p < .01) and the short form (r = 0.09,
p < .05) of MNBS-PR.

Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ)

PARQwas developed by Rohner et al. in 1978 for the purpose
of assessing the parents’ acceptance and rejection of their chil-
dren. The questionnaire has seperate forms that can be admin-
istered to parents, children and adolescents (Rohner et al.
1980). In the present study, the Parents Form of PARQ, which
assesses a similar construct with MNBS-PR, is used as a cri-
terion measure to examine the criterion related validity of the
Turkish Form of MNBS-PR.

The original PARQ consist of 60 items. The Questionnaire
has also a 24 item, 4-point Likert-type short form in which the
responses range from Balmost never true^ (1) to Balmost al-
ways true^ (4). In the present study, the short form is used.
PARQ consists of four sub-dimensions, namely Aggression/
Hostility (6 items), Warmth/Affection (8 items), Indifference/
Neglect (6 items) and Undifferentiated Rejection (4 items). In
terms of the scoring, the responses are scored as Balmost al-
ways true^ (4), Bsometimes true^ (3), Brarely true^ (2) and
Balmost never true^ (1). The 13th item in the scale is scored
reversely. The minimum score that can be obtained is 24 and
the maximum score is 96. Higher scores indicate higher levels
of rejection, whereas lower scores indicate higher levels of
acceptance (Khaleque and Rohner 2013; Hoşcan 2010).

The Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of the original form of
PARQ were found to vary between .72 and .90 (Khaleque and
Rohner 2013). The form was adapted into Turkish by Erdem
(1990) and the Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient was found to
vary between .78 and .90.

Table 1 The socio-demographic
characteristics of the mothers and
fathers particiapted in the study

The Socio-demographic characteristics Mothers Fathers Total

n % n % n %

Age groups

30 years old and below 16 16.7 8 5.3 24 7.6

Between 31 and 40 years old 108 50.0 64 42.7 172 54.4

Between 41 and 50 years old 38 33.3 69 46.0 107 33.9

Above 51 years old 10 83.3 9 6.0 13 4.1

Place of birth

Cyprus 82 49.4 59 39.3 141 44.6

Turkey 75 45.2 86 57.3 161 50.9

A country other than Cyprus and Turkey 9 5.4 5 3.3 14 4.4

Education level

Able to read and write but were not graduates of any schools 11 6.6 5 3.3 16 5.1

Graduate of basic education of 11 years 101 60.8 102 68.0 203 64.2

University graduate 54 32.5 43 28.7 97 30.7
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Procedure

Initially, the required approvals to conduct the study were
obtained from the Ethics Board and the Ministry of
Education. Additionally, the necessary permissions from
Murray A. Straus, the developer of the MNBS and Ronald
Rohner, the developer of the PARQ, were provided. The
school administrations and the classroom teachers were given
information about the content and the procedures of the study
and their permission was also obtained. In each classroom, the
children were given information about the study and it was
explained that their participation was purely voluntary. The
ethical guidelines of the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki were
followed during the course of the study and participant ano-
nymity was ensured through the use of coded responses.

The following steps were followed to adapt the MNBS-
PR into Turkish: Translation of the form from English to
Turkish, assessment of the suitability of the content of the
translated form and the assessment of the suitability to
Turkish culture, implementation of a pilot study, conduc-
tion of confirmatory factor analysis in terms of the model
fit, criterion related validity and reliability analysis. In the
first step, the form was translated from English, which is
the original language of the form, into Turkish by two
translators. Two other independent translators back-
translated the scale from Turkish to English. After the
forward and backward translation, in order to examine
the compatibility of the differences between the
translations, all of the forms were brought together and
the translation of the items were compared individually.
Finally, four professionals from the fields of child
development and psychology were consulted to assess
the convenience of the translated form in terms of the
Turkish language and necessary revisions were made
acco rd ing to the f eedback p rov ided by the se
professionals. In the second the step, eight other
p ro f e s s i ona l s f r om the f i e l d s o f p sycho logy,
psychological counselling child development, social
services and measurement and assessment, were
consul ted to examine the form in terms of the
effectiveness of the items in assessing the neglectful
behaviors of the parents, as well as the clarity and the
comprehensibility of the items. The feedback given by
the professionals for each item were recorded on the
form and were compiled in order to examine the
agreement levels of the professionals in terms of each
item. Büyüköztürk (2004) stated that the agreement level
for each item should be at least 90% and the items that
have a 70–80% or lower agreement level should be re-
vised. According to this, the items that the professionals
agreed upon with a rate of 70–80% were revised accord-
ing to the suggestions and feedback, whereas the items
that the professionals agreed upon with a rate of 90%

percent were included in the form without any revision.
Additionally, the response format of the form, which was
Bnever^, Bsometimes^, Boften^ and Balways^, was revised
to be Balmost never^, Bsometimes^, Boften^ and Balways^.
Prior to the pilot study, a pre-pilot study was conducted
for the preliminary Turkish form, with the participation of
five mothers and five fathers. The participants were asked
to identify the items with which they had difficulty in
understanding and responding. They were also asked for
their suggestions in terms of the revisions of the items that
they could not understand. By considering the feedback of
the participants, some items were revised and some items
were corrected in terms of grammar and spelling mistakes.
Subsequently, the procedure continued with the pilot
study. According to Seçer (2015), reliability and validity
studies should consist of at least 300 participants for a
robust statistical analysis. For Kline (1994, 2005), the
sample size should be at least two times more than the
number of items analyzed. Within this context, a total of
200 parents (100 mothers and 100 fathers) were planned
to be included in the adaptation study of the scale, which
originally had 45 items. The LISREL (ver, 8.80) software
was used for the statistical analysis of the data collected in
the pilot study.

Results

In terms of the adaptation of the MNBS- PR into Turkish,
validity and reliability studies were conducted. In the validity
study, construct and criterion-related validity models were
employed and in the reliability study, the Cronbach’s alpha
coefficients were computed to examine the internal
consistency.

Validity

Construct Validity In terms of the construct validity of the
MNBS- PR, confirmatory factor analysis was performed.
The result of the χ2 test in terms of multivariate normality
was found to be significant, indicating a non-parametric dis-
tribution of the data. In the analysis, the Relative Multivariate
Kurtosis (RMK) value was found to be 1.821. A RMK value
closer to 1 indicates a multivariate normal distribution. Due to
the non-parametric distribution, the analysis was made ac-
cording to the asymptotic covariance matrix (ACM).

According to the results of the analysis, the lowest factor
loading is 0.20 (17th item). The final factor analysis revealed a
construct of six sub-dimensions (cognitive, supervisory and
physical neglect; abandonment, failure to protect, alcohol
use) and a total of 23 items. The path diagram related to this
final construct is shown in Appendix 1.
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The Goodness of Fit Indexes related to the confirmatory
factor analysis of the MNBS- PR are shown in Table 2.

The p value related to the difference between the ex-
pected and the observed covariance matrices (χ2) is ex-
pected to be insignificant. In the analysis, the p value was
found to be insignificant (p = 0,0012). The ratio of χ2 to
the degree of freedom (χ2/sd) is one of the goodness of fit
indexes assessed in the confirmatory factor analysis.

Due to the multivariate non-parametric distribution of
data, the ratio of the Satorra-Bentler scaled χ2 value to
the degree of freedom is examined. The Satorra-Bentler
scaled χ2 value was computed as 283.25 and the degree
of freedom was computed as 215. The ratio of these
values to each other (χ2/sd) was found to be 1.317.
An χ2/sd value of under 3 indicates a perfect fit
(Kline 1994; Kline 2005). A RMSEA value under 0.05
is another indicator of perfect fit. In the analysis, a
RMSEA value was found to be 0.032 (Jöroskog and
Sörbom 1993). AGFI, GFI and NFI are sensitive to
sample size and are more accurate in larger samples.
On the other hand, NNFI and CFI values are goodness
of fit indexes which are more accurate in smaller sam-
ples (Sümer 2000; Brown 2006; Tabachnick and Fidel
2013). An examination of NNFI and CFI indexes ob-
served in the final analysis revealed that a construct of
6 factors and 23 items indicate a better fit to the data.

The Spearman correlation coefficients between the sub-
dimensions of MNBS-PR are shown in Table 3.

Examination of Table 3 reveals that the sub-dimensions of
cognitive neglect (r = 0.542, p < 0.01) and supervisory ne-
glect (r = 0.180, p < 0.01) are significantly correlated with
physical neglect. Additionally, the cognitive neglect (r =
0.270, p < 0.01) and abandonment (r = 0.123, p < 0.01) sub-

dimensions are significantly correlated with supervisory ne-
glect and failure to protect is significantly correlated with al-
cohol use (r = 0.298, p < 0.01).

Criterion Related Validity In terms of criterion related validity,
the correlations between the MNBS- PR and PARQ are ini-
tially examined. PARQ has previously been adapted into
Turkish and was chosen as the criterion related measure in this
study as it assesses a similar construct to child neglect.

The Spearman correlation coefficients between the scores
of the MNBS- PR and PARQ are shown in Table 4.

According to the results shown in Table X, there are sig-
nificant correlations between the scores of PARQ and the cog-
nitive neglect (r = .171, p < 0.01), supervisory neglect
(r = .118, p < 0.05), abandonment (r = .157, p < 0.01), failure
to protect (r = .364, p < 0.01) and alcohol use (r = .265, p <
0.01) sub-dimension scores of the MNBS- PR. There are no
significant correlations between the scores of PARQ and the
physical neglect scores of the MNBS-Parents Form (r = .077,
p > 0.01). An examination of the correlation between PARQ
and the total scores of the MNBS- PR revealed a significant
and positive correlation (r = .299, p < 0.01).

Reliability

In terms of reliability analysis, the internal consistency coef-
ficients of MNBS- PR are shown in Table 5.

According to the results shown in Table 5, the Cronbach’s
alpha coefficients of the Turkish form of MNBS-PR vary be-
tween .309 and .693. The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for the
total score is calculated as .683.

Discussion

The aim of the present study was to adapt the MNBS-
PR into Turkish and to examine the psychometric prop-
erties of the Turkish version. Initially, the Form was
translated from English to Turkish. Afterwards, eight

Table 2 The goodness of fit indexes related to the confirmatory factor
analysis of the MNBS- PR

χ2 sd χ2/sd RMSEA NFI NNFI GFI AGFI CFI

283.25 215 1.317 0.032 0.83 0.94 0.88 0.85 0.95

Table 3 Spearman correlation coefficients between the sub-dimension scores of the MNBS- PR

Sub-dimensions Cognitive neglect Supervisory neglect Physical neglect Abandonment Failure to protect Alcohol use

Cognitive neglect – .270** .542** −.006 .041 .096

Supervisory neglect – .180** .123* .025 .010

Physical neglect – −.021 −.014 .016

Abandonment – .322 .234

Failure to protect – .298**

Alcohol use – –

**= p < 0.01; * = p < 0.05
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professionals were consulted to examine the Form in
terms of the clarity, comprehensibility and efficiency
of the items used to assess the neglectful behaviors of
the parents, The Form was revised according to feed-
back provided by experts. Prior to the pilot study, the
Form was tested in a pre-pilot study with the participa-
tion of a total number of 10 parents. After some cor-
rections were made in terms of detected grammar and
spelling mistakes, the procedure continued with the pilot
study, which consisted of a total number of 316 parents.

In the validity study, construct and criterion-related
validity analysis were conducted. In terms of the con-
struct validity analysis, confirmatory factor analysis was
performed. The results of the analysis revealed a con-
struct of 6 factors and 23 items for the Turkish form of
MNBS-PR. The original Form of MNBS-PR consisted
of 7 sub-dimensions (Kaufman Kantor et al. 2003). The
emotional neglect sub-dimension of the original form
was excluded in the Turkish Form, according to the
results of the confirmatory factor analysis. It should be
noted that the sample of the present study is not a
clinical sample in which severe forms of child neglect
were observed. In the general population, parenthood is
a common social and psychological construct and al-
most all parents offer emotional closeness and accep-
tance to their children. This may be the reason why
emotional neglect was not confirmed in the factor anal-
ysis of the Turkish Form. Nevertheless, such intimacy
does not mean that emotionally involved and concerned
parents will not be involved in any other forms of ne-
glect; in other words, the majority of cases of child
neglect in daily life are not chronic. The incidences
themselves involve neglect rather than the parents.

An examination of the Spearman correlation coeffi-
cients between the sub-dimension scores of MNBS-PR
revealed that cognitive neglect and supervisory neglect
were significantly correlated with physical neglect.
Additionally, cognitive neglect and abandonment were
significantly correlated with supervisory neglect and
failure to protect was significantly correlated with alco-
hol use. However, most of the correlation coefficients of
abandonment, failure to protect and alcohol use sub-
dimensions were insignificant, which may be due to
the low number of items in these sub-dimensions. In
the criterion related validity study, the correlations be-
tween the MNBS- PR and PARQ were examined.
According to the results, the scores of PARQ and the
cognitive and supervisory neglect, abandonment, failure
to protect, alcohol use sub-dimensions and the total
scores of MNBS-PR were significantly correlated.
However, no significant correlations were found be-
tween the scores of PARQ and the physical neglect
scores of the MNBS-PR. According to these results,
apart from the physical neglect scores, the sub-
dimensions of the MNBS-PR and PARQ measure simi-
lar constructs. The reason why the physical neglect sub-
dimension was not correlated with PARQ may be that
PARQ assesses a construct of emotional rather than
physical neglect. However, in general, the results of
the analysis provide statistical proof for the criterion
related validity of the MNBS- PR.

In terms of the reliability analysis, the Cronbach’s
alpha coefficients were computed in order to examine
the internal consistency of the Turkish form of the
MNBS-PR. The coefficients for the sub-dimensions
were low, although the coefficient for the total score

Table 4 Spearman correlation coefficients between the scores of the MNBS- PR and PARQ

MNBS-parents form

Cognitive neglect Supervisory neglect Physical neglect Abandonment Failure to protect Alcohol use Total

PARQ .171** .118* .,077 .157** .364** .265** .299**

**= p < 0.01; * = p < 0.05

Table 5 The internal consistency coefficients of the MNBS- PR

MNBS- PR

Cognitive neglect Supervisory neglect Physical neglect Abandonment Failure to protect Alcohol use Total

Cronbach’s Alfa coefficients .634 .511 .405 .309 .693 .430 .683
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was closer to 0.70. The common assumption about
Cronbach’s alpha is that .70 is the cut-off value for
being acceptable and the values between 0.70 and 0.60
are questionable (Büyüköztürk 2004). However,
Nunnally (1988) stated that .70 should be treshold
whereas an alpha value of 0.60 can be accepted for
new measures. For the use of measures in a new culture
for the first time, the treshold can be accepted as 0.60
for all scales. On the other hand according to Schmitt
(1996), there is no general treshold for Cronbach’s al-
pha to become acceptable and the measure with low
values of alpha can still be useful in practice. The rea-
son why Cronbach’s alpha is below a generally accepted
cut-off score of .70 in this study might be due to the
limited number of items in the sub-dimensions.

Resultantly, the findings of the present study provide
significant proof for the reliability and the validity of
the Turkish form of MNBS-PR. The Form consists of
23 items and 6 sub-dimensions, which are cognitive
neglect, supervisory neglect, physical neglect, abandon-
ment, failure to protect and alcohol use. In each sub-
dimension the number of items included are: 7 in cog-
nitive neglect, 6 in supervisory neglect, 4 in physical
neglect, 2 in failure to protect and 2 in the alcohol
use sub-dimension. The sample items of the Turkish
Form of MNBS-PR is shown in Appendix Table 6. In
terms of scoring, the positive items (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17) are scored as almost
never (3), sometimes (2), often (1) and always (0).
The negative items (8, 11, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23) are
scored as almost never (0), sometimes (1), often (2),
always (3). The minimum and maximum scores of the
sub-dimensions vary between 0 and 21, whereas the
minimum and maximum scores from the overall form
range from 0 to 69. The high scores indicate the ne-
glectful behaviors of the parents.

This study provides an instrument for the assessment
of parents’ neglectful behaviors of their children in a
Turkish sample. It is thought that the Turkish form of
MNBS-PR will be beneficial in services related to the
protection of children from neglect, the monitoring and
screening of the high risk groups and the assessments of
the effectiveness of the programs designed to prevent
child neglect. However, it should be noted that the
present study also has some limitations. Kaufman
Kantor et al. (2003) tested the original version of the
scale in a sample drawn from a general population of
low level socio-economic status. Despite the fact that
poverty and unemployment are among the most com-
mon risk factors that may cause child neglect (Sebre

et al. 2004; Lewin and Herron 2007; Annerbäck et al.
2010; Davidson-Arad et al. 2010the neglect of children
may be seen at all levels of socio-economic status
(Harrington et al. 2002; Straus and Savage 2005).
Therefore in the future studies, it may be useful to test
the reliability and validity of MNBS-PR in sample
groups drawn from different socio-economic levels.
The study consisted of a relatively small number of
participants, which limits the generalizability of the re-
sults. The external validity of the scale should be im-
proved by testing the scale on larger samples. It should
also be noted that the parents may have also responded
in a socially acceptable manner, resulting in inaccurate
data. It may be argued that the higher the social desir-
ability tendency, the lower neglect scores may be.
Hence, the future studies should also examine the extent
to which social desirability influences parents’ re-
sponses, by administering established social desirability
measures. Despite the results of confirmatory analysis
confirming both sub-subdimensions as potential factors,
the limited number of items in the abandonment and
alcohol use sub-dimensions might be considered as a
limitation in terms of reliability. However, the multidi-
men s i on a l n a t u r e o f t h e n eg l e c t r e qu i r e s a
multdimensional assessment of the concept. It is thought
that assessment of parents’ neglectful behaviours in
terms of abandonment and alcohol use may be particu-
larly useful for screening severe cases of child neglect.
Therefore, the sub-dimensions were not eliminated from
the form. The present study was designed only for psy-
chometric purposes, which meant that no personal infor-
mation of the participants was kept and no subsequent
actions were planned to be taken. Future studies should
also offer preventive and protective services for parents
that are identified to be at risk of neglecting their
children.
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