Looking at the Big Picture: An Analysis of Children’s Family Drawings Across Culture
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e Families serve as children’s primary socializing agents! * Participants: 127 U.S. children (M = 5.05 years), 22 Nicaraguan children (M = 8.68 years)
* Difterent culture have different family structures * Procedures: Children asked to “draw a picture of |their| family” & drawings were coded:
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e Children’s drawings are reflective of their environment
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