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BACKGROUND RESULTS

* Previous literature has shown a relationship between marital quality Association between Positive Interparental Conflict Resolution on Youth Connectedness Association between Positive Interparental Conflict Resolution on Youth Outcomes

and the parent-child relationship and youth outcomes (e.g., Gerard, with Parent Mediated by Mean Level Parenting and Parenting Lability Mediated by Mean Level Parenting and Parenting Lability
Krishnakumar, & Buehler, 2006; Harold, Osborne, & Conger, 1997).

Mechanisms include:
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Day
Current Study MEASURES CONCLUSIONS

(1) Using daily diary methods, we examined whether positive conflict » Positive conflict resolution impacts both mean level and lability of parenting

. . . . Baseline
Irzts)?llil:tlon Impacts daily parenting behaviors, both mean level and Positive Conflict Resolution * Mean level enforced rules positively impacts youth’s connectedness with their parent
Y . . _ _ Parent report on Conflict and Problem Solving Scale (Kerig, 1996) * Mean level praise positively impacts youth’s anxiety 6 months late
(2) Whether the association between positive conflict resolution and youth 21 Davys (Daily Diaries) * Lability impacts youth’s antisocial behaviors and depression 6 months later

connectedness and youth adjustment is mediated by parenting behavior.

Parenting Quality * Fluctuations in daily parenting provide us with additional information above and beyond
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