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effects, regardless of the level of stress currently experienced by the individual;
and (b) the buffering or vulnerability model proposes that social support is
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or buffer such individuals from the deleterious effects of stressors (Dohren-
wend & Dohrenwend, 1981).

Based on a comprehensive review of the social support literature,
Cohen and Wills (1985) concluded that the evidence favors the main effect
model when support structure (e.g., the number of persons in one’s support
network) is measured, whereas buffering effects are found in studies that
employ measures of support function (e.g., the kind of support provided
by an individual or group). The rationale for this conclusion is as follows:
Embeddedness in a social structure provides the individual with a sense of
security and self—worth based perhaps on the reassuring knowledge that one S
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not yet fully understood (see Herting, 1985). Because procedures for con-
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problematic (see J6reskog & Sorbom, 1984, chap. 4), we elected instead to
perform the factor analyses on item parcels (Cattell, 1956; Comrey, 1973).
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Tahle I11. Standardized Parameter Estimates and Critical Ratios for the
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Factor loadings

Parcel Tangible Belonging Appraisal Self-esteem
Tangible 1 .53* 0 0 0
Tangible 2 .39 (4.33) 0 0 0
Tangible 3 .46 (4.40) 0 0 0
Belonging 1 0 56% 0 0
Belonging 2 0 72 (6.52) 0 0
Belonging 3 0 .44 (4.72) 0 0
Appraisal 1 0 0 S1* 0
Appraisal 2 0 0 .69 (8.24) 0
Appraisal 3 0 0 .70 (7.42) 0
Self-esteem 1 0 0 0 55%
Self-esteem 2 0 0 0 .52 (4.76)
Self-esteem 3 0 0 0 .43 (5.06)

. F—
Tangible —
Belonging .84 (3.63) —
Appraisal .38 (2.59) .64 (4.08) —
Self-esteem .75 (3.54) .88 (4.46) .41 (2.97) -

“Asterisk indicates a parameter fixed at 1.0 in the original solution. Criti-
cal ratios for each estimated parameter are listed in parentheses.

Statistically, the large interfactor correlations are not surprising; most
of the individual ISEL items are skewed in the same direction and the sub-
scale correlations (Table I) range from .29 to .54. What is at issue is the in-

farmratatianm Af thaca ~arralatiane Y tha Arnae hanAd lharmralica fha TOET e A






Interpersonal Support Evaluation List 147

Dwyer, J. H. (1983). Statistical models for the social and behavioral sciences. New York:
Oxford University Press.

Fornell, C. (1983). Issues in the application of covariance structure analysis: A comment. Jour-

nal of Consumer Research, 9, 443-447.

— —

] . T —

\ (iersush-P 1 _& Vagael «C_(19% \dtawe. fircter anelicic Baiarted ntoha ernnalexcsting of,

the American Educational Research Association, Los Angeles, CA.

o ¥, e (42AN) A Cwhi 3, I 1l IO TV _ 3 AT A va1l Y 3 -y e
; G _‘—:“...., L )

~




