
486

The present study aims to analyze the psychometric properties of the student form (Grades 7 to 12) of the Social 
Skills Questionnaire authored by Gresham and Elliott (1990), on a sample of Portuguese adolescents. Participants 
included 573 students, both female and male, aged 14 to 19. Reliability was assessed through Cronbach’s alpha 
and was .87 for the total scale, ranging from.58 to .72 for the subscales. A confirmatory factor analysis revealed 
that the main adjustment indices presented unexpected values. A principal components analysis indicated that 
several items of the cooperation subscale correlated with other factors. Adequate adjustment indices were 
found when cooperation was removed from the model. Semantic dualities due to cultural factors and difficulties 
assuming the cooperation dimension as an independent dimension might explain the results observed. The 
reorganization of the SSQ offers a reliable and valid instrument for research within the Portuguese population. 
Keywords: assessment of social skills, Portuguese version for adolescents, confirmatory factor analysis. 

El presente estudio ha tenido como objetivo el análisis de las propiedades psicométricas del Cuestionario de 

Habilidades Sociales (QHS) de Gresham y Elliott (1990), en la versión para estudiantes del 7º al 12º grado 

escolar. La muestra está compuesta por 573 estudiantes con edades comprendidas entre los 14 y los 19 años 

de ambos sexos. El análisis de consistencia interna con las dimensiones originales del cuestionario ha revelado 

un alpha de Cronbach total de .87 y alphas parciales entre .58 y .72. Un primer análisis factorial confirmatorio 

ha revelado índices inadecuados de ajuste comparativo con el modelo original. El análisis factorial exploratorio 

en componentes principales confirma una dispersión de los ítems de la dimensión cooperación. La eliminación 

de la dimensión cooperación mejora substancialmente los índices de ajuste en el análisis confirmatorio posterior. 

Entre las posibles explicaciones barajadas destacan: las dualidades semánticas, debidas a factores culturales 

y a dificultades en asumir como independiente la dimensión cooperación. La reorganización del QHS aporta un 

instrumento válido y fiable para la investigación en la población portuguesa. 

Palabras clave: evaluación de las competencias sociales, versión portuguesa para adolescentes, análisis 

factorial confirmatorio.
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The importance of social competence has become 
increasingly evident in a variety of areas over the past 20 
years. Greater attention on social competence has benefited 
from a variety of factors, including work done in the area of 
psychotherapy and clinical intervention that has identified 
and taught specific social behaviors, movements toward 
teaching assertiveness and affective education in educational 
psychology, movements toward deinstitutionalization and 
integration, as well as initiatives promoting regular and 
inclusive education (Walker, Ramsey, & Gresham, 2004). 
As a result of these developments, great investments have 
been made in promoting social competence in children, 
generally, and at-risk adolescents, in particular.

 Social competencies constitute fundamental aspects 
for the personal and social development of children and 
adolescents. From early on, children are confronted with 
the necessity to interact and, more importantly, to be 
accepted in their interactions. According to Gresham and 
Elliott (1984), social competencies involve learning socially 
acceptable behaviors that allow children and adolescents 
to explore positive relationships with adults and with peer 
groups. Personal interaction is considered relevant to the 
acquisition of cognitive concepts, abilities and strategies that 
affect social development and learning (Coll & Sole, 1995). 
Satisfactory social interaction between adolescents and 
their peers and teachers requires an appropriate conjunction 
of social competencies, or in other words, of different 
classes of social behaviors, in order to adequately deal with 
the demands of interpersonal situations (Del Prette & Del 
Prette, 2003; 2005). Difficulties with social competencies, 
defined as acquisition or performance deficits, therefore 
interfere with the quality of these relationships (Del Prette 
& Del Prette, 2005; Gresham, 1992; 1995; Malecki & 
Elliott, 2002; McClelland, Morrison, & Holmes, 2000). 

The analysis of social behaviors in adolescents has now 
begun to emphasize the effect that personal competencies 
have on the adolescent, their value as a social stimulus, the 
sequences of social behavior dynamics and the extent to 
which these personal skills meet social interaction needs 
(Phillips, 1985). Studies indicate that social competencies 
are an important attribute for adolescents, having been 
negatively correlated with various behavioral problems 
and emotional maladjustment, such as internalizing and 
externalizing behaviors, involvement with drugs and 
delinquency (Fletcher, Darling, Seinberg, & Dornbusch, 
1995). Difficulty in acquiring social competencies is, in 
many cases, associated, though not causally, with poor 
academic performance, social adjustment problems, as well 
as psychopathology indices (Gresham & Evans, 1987).

Peterson and Leigh (1990) propose that social 
competence represents the sum of a variety of attributes. 
Social competence has been described as a desirable 
characteristic, one of extreme relevance in relation to 
education and the development of empathic attitudes 
toward teachers and peers, leading to effective and creative 

problem solving skills (Fletcher et al., 1995). This attribute 
interacts with other aspects also highlighted by Peterson 
and Leigh (1990), namely the concepts of assertiveness 
and self control, attributes that are equally relevant to 
the social competence of adolescents who are able to 
react in an autonomous manner, meeting their own needs 
without undervaluing their relationships with others. The 
development of basic social competencies therefore 
translates into greater emotional stability for adolescents, 
who in turn feel accepted and valued. Cecconello and Koller 
(2000) put forth the identification of social competencies 
as a protective factor in the course of human development, 
which has stimulated efforts toward the learning of these 
abilities within distinct groups and contexts, as well as 
research on both clinical (in the context of psychological 
counseling) and non-clinical (through field studies in 
schools and the general community) populations.

The assessment of social competence requires the use of 
valid and reliable measurement tools, capable of adequately 
measuring these competencies, with the objective of gaining 
knowledge about the characteristics of the subjects studied 
or to evaluate the effect of psychological intervention 
programs (Bellack, 1983; Lange & Jakubowski, 1976). 

Existing literature offers a significant number of valid 
and reliable methods for evaluating social competencies. 
Walker, Hops and Greenwood (1981) classify the methods 
of analysis of social competencies into two categories: 
diagnosis and intervention. Diagnostic methods provide 
information about the existence of difficulties in 
social competencies and allow for the identification of 
adolescents who require social competency training. These 
methods include behavior rating scales (Asher & Hymel, 
1981; Matson, Esveldt-Dawson, & Kazdin, 1983), social 
skills scales such as the Social Skills Rating System 
(SSRS), sociometric techniques (Gomes da Silva, 2001), 
self-reports (Caballo, 2003; Del Prette & Del Prette, 2005), 
interviews (Caballo, 2003), inventories (Del Prette & Del 
Prette, 2002) and the observation of natural interactions 
between subjects and others within their own environment 
(Del Prette & Del Prette, 2005; Falcone, 2002; Löhr, 
2003). Sources of information may include the subjects 
themselves as well as other significant individuals such 
as parents (Baraldi & Silvares, 2003), teachers (Lemos & 
Meneses, 2002) and peers (Casares & Caballo, 2000; Del 
Prette & Del Prette, 2003).

Methods of intervention, in turn, include techniques 
for teaching social competencies, such as modeling, 
direct teaching of behavioral rules and responses, as 
well as strategies for mediation through peer and group 
contingencies (Gresham & Evans, 1987). The literature 
presents two methods of applying interventions for the 
development of social skills: multi- and unicomponent. 
Multicomponent interventions involve multiple 
objectives and various themes for discussion, including 
communication skills. This is the case for, among others, 
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couples’ psychotherapy (Cordova & Jacobson, 1999), 
group treatments for depression (Hermolin, Rangé, & 
Porto, 2000), interventions for individuals with social 
phobia (Markway, Carmin, Pollard, & Flynn, 1999), panic 
and agoraphobia (Rangé, 2001), prevention of domestic 
violence (Haase, Käppler, & Schaefer, 2000), chronic pain 
management (Murta, 1999), stress management (Lipp, 
1996), alcohol-related relapse prevention (Marlatt, 1993) 
and occupational development programs for unemployed 
youth (Sarriera, Town, & Berlin, 2000). Typically, these 
interventions include skills training in assertiveness, 
empathy and anger management, besides other specific 
areas that might require attention depending on each 
context and population. Unicomponent interventions differ 
from the multicomponent model in that they focus only on 
social skills.

Three main approaches to defining social competence 
can be found in existing literature (Gresham, 1986): a 
definition based on acceptance by others or popularity 
among peers, introduced by Moreno (1984), a behavioral 
definition and a definition based on social validity. The 
behavioral definition identifies specific competencies and 
behaviors (commonly referred to as social skills) that 
will supposedly lead to competent and effective social 
functioning. However, this approach does not guarantee 
that the social skills identified are in fact competent 
forms of social behavior. The social validation approach 
specifically emphasizes the need to consider socially 
validated behaviors. Combining these approaches, the 
definition adopted by Gresham (1983, 1986, 2002) views 
social skills as the observable behaviors that are part of 
the individual’s performance in face of the demands posed 
by interpersonal situations and which are necessary for 
social competence. The relevant social outcomes are those 
that parents, teachers or other members of the community 
consider important, adaptive and functional. 

It is important to emphasize the difference between 
social competence and social skills, given that social 
competence is a general term of an evaluative nature, based 
on the judgment of others in terms of an individual’s social 
effectiveness or functionality in a given situation. On the 
other hand, social skills refer to communication skills and 
interpersonal relationships, the understanding of others’ 
feelings (help) or organization and leadership in group 
situations (McFall, 1982). From this perspective, it can be 
said that the Social Skills Questionnaire (SSQ), evaluates 
social skills that influence the social competence of children 
and adolescents.

Note, however, that the Social Skills Rating System 
(SSRS) scales, in which the adapted questionnaire for 
this study is integrated, are not based on an exclusively 
behavioral design, instead incorporating a social validation 
perspective. This perspective is based on the evaluation 
system of Gresham and Elliott through the inclusion of 
scales for various contexts and informants (e.g., teachers, 

parents) and an assessment of the importance attributed 
by the informant to each of the listed behaviors. Thus, the 
scales contain two types of records for each behavior: the 
frequency and the importance of the behavior from the 
perspective of the respondent. Importance is one of the 
components of social validity (Walker, Ramsey, & Gresham, 
2004) that refers to the effects of specific behaviors on 
social competence. In the case of the SSRS, evaluation 
of importance indicates to what point specific behaviors 
will have expected effects on teacher-student relationships, 
on peer acceptance and on academic achievement 
(which are indicators of social competence in children 
and adolescents). This is highly relevant for identifying 
preferred target behaviors for psychological intervention 
(such as, for example, behaviors with low frequency and 
high importance). The SSRS scales, like the majority of 
social competence evaluation scales are, as such, extremely 
useful as one of the most frequent methods of quantitative 
assessment. They present, nonetheless, specific advantages 
and disadvantages. On one hand, they imply fewer costs 
given the collective administration method, they are more 
objective and provide immediate and valid information 
and are helpful in identifying maladaptive behaviors 
that will require future intervention. On the other hand, 
various limitations can be identified, which relate to the 
understanding of the items and the actual context in which 
adolescents place themselves, in other words, the behavior 
referred to in the items may be understood in terms of 
adolescents’ experiences as well as in terms of their family 
context. The situational dimension suggests that social 
skills can be fully developed in the school context but not at 
the family level, or vice versa. In this sense, adolescents are 
sensitive to their own situations, in turn either reinforcing 
the development of these skills or not. Similarly, there are 
certain obstacles in the assessment of social skills, which 
relate to the subject who evaluates (parents, teachers, 
friends) and to the perception that this individual has of 
situations (Bolsoni-Silva, 2002). One must also consider 
that subjects can change their behaviors according to 
different contexts, which is why for the assessment of 
social competence and in particular with the SSRS, there is 
good reason to use different versions (parents, teachers and 
students) in order to complete the data that is obtained after 
using a single scale (Gresham & Elliott, 1990).

The following study focused on the SSQ integrated in the 
SSRS, having conducted psychometric property analyses in 
order to adapt the instrument to the Portuguese population. 

The current study sought to test the factorial structure 
of the SSQ, an instrument supported by a structured 
conceptual model that provides a reading grid for the 
interpretation and comprehension of its results, from which 
practical implications may be derived. Accordingly, the 
first objective was to test to what extent the conceptual 
model underlying this instrument can be applied to the 
present sample. Furthermore, we intended to establish an 
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instrument that would be not only reliable and valid for 
research but also useful for practice in educational and 
clinical settings in the Portuguese population.

Method

Participants

The sample consisted of 573 adolescents in secondary 
school, attending grades 7 through 12 (M = 10.40; 
SD = 1.23), between the ages of 14 and 19 (M = 16.60; 
SD = 1.23). A total of 350 (61.10%) females and 223 
(38.90%) males were included, 350 (61.10%) of which came 
from intact families, 101 (17.60%) from divorced families 
and 122 (21.30%) from institutions (orphanages and group 
homes). The age of fathers varied from 29 to 85 years (M 

= 46.31; SD= 6.20), while the age of mothers varied from 
29 to 59 years (M = 43.30; SD = 5.20). The education 
level of both parental figures ranged from the first year 
of primary education to postgraduate studies: (M = 7.54; 
SD = 3.69) and (M = 7.61; SD = 3.77) for fathers and 
mothers, respectively. As for institutionalized adolescents, 
the total time spent in an institution ranged from 0 to 15 years  
(M = 5.69; SD = 3.93). For adolescents from divorced families, 
76.80% lived with their mother, 10.50% with their father, 
8.40% were in joint custody situations and 4.20% lived with 
other individuals (aunts, uncles, grandparents, etc.).

Instrument

Social Skills Rating System (SSRS)

The SSQ (Gresham & Elliott, 1990) is part of the SSRS, 
an evaluation system consisting of various scales for the 
documentation of behavior. This system was developed by 
Gresham and Elliott (1990) in order to fulfill requests for 
the assessment of social competence and to serve as a basis 
for planning interventions in this area. The system includes 
several formats, comprising three age groups: pre-school 
(3-5 years of age), primary school (grades 1 to 6) and 
secondary school (grades 7 to 12), and three informants: 
parents, teachers and the students themselves¹. The various 
versions of the SSRS have been widely used to assess social 
competencies in pre-school and primary/secondary school 
settings, playing an important role in working with children 
and adolescents with emotional and functional disturbances 
as well as identifying risks to psychosocial development 
(Abikooff, Vitiello, & Riddle, 2007; Bandeira, Rocha, & 
Freitas, 2006; Carpenter & Nangle, 2006; Ferreira, 2000; 
Mistry, Minkovitz, Strobino, & Borzekowski, 2007; 

Rutherford, DuPaul, & Jitendra, 2008; Stanforn-Chapman, 
Justice, & Skibbe, 2007; Tse, Hamiwka, & Sherman, 2007; 
Vitiello, Abikoff, & Cuang, 2007; Ward, 2008). 

This is a system that evaluates several specific facets 
grouped into three scales: social competence, behavior 
problems and academic competence, factors that have been 
considered in existing literature as relevant to the process 
of social adaptation and maladjustment. Items focus on 
positive behaviors and social skills, including: the use of 
efficient social skills, the absence of behavioral problems 
and the existence of age appropriate social cognition. On 
the other hand, there is the issue of assessing problematic 
behavior and academic competence. Today’s notion of 
academic success has been expanded to include both 
academic as well as social competencies. Positive and 
responsible social behavior and interpersonal competence 
are central components of adaptation during and after 
school years. The complete system includes coordinated 
assessment by multiple informants, which can include 
teachers, parents and the students themselves (Gresham & 
Elliott, 1990). 

The scales further distinguish specific types of 
social skills. As such, social skills include cooperation, 
assertiveness, responsibility, empathy and self-control; 
three of these areas are common to all formats for 
teachers, parents and students (specifically, cooperation, 
assertiveness and self-control). Behavioral problems 
include three subscales: internalized problems, externalized 
problems and hyperactivity.

The Social Skills Questionnaire version used in this 
study was the Student Form, comprising a self-report 
questionnaire for the 7th to 12th grade levels, consisting 
of 39 items to which each student responded based on 
two parameters: the frequency of the behavior and their 
perceived importance of the behavior. For the 39 items, 
the assessment method was based on the four dimensions 
defined by Gresham and Elliott (1990): cooperation, 
which includes behaviors such as helping others, sharing 
things and respecting rules and guidelines (items 6, 9, 
13, 14, 17, 20, 31, 35, 36 and 37); assertiveness, which 
includes behaviors such as asking others for information 
or responding to the actions of others (items 1, 3, 4, 16, 
23, 26, 30, 33 and 38); empathy, which includes behaviors 
that show respect for the feelings and points of view of 
others (items 2, 5, 8, 12, 21, 24, 25, 28, 29 and 39); and 
self control, which includes behaviors that are manifested 
in conflict situations, such as responding appropriately to 
provocation or in situations where there is no conflict but 
where it is necessary to compromise attitudes (items 7, 10, 
11, 15, 18, 19, 22, 27, 32 and 34). Each item is rated on 
a 3-point frequency scale (0-never, 1-sometimes, 2-many 

¹  The student (self-report) version exists for two levels only: grades 3 to 6 and grades 7 to 12.
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times), based on respondents’ perception of the frequency 
with which they exhibit each behavior. In addition, the 
questionnaire includes a rating of importance on a 3-point 
scale (0-not at all important, 1-important, 2-very important).

The SSQ (included in the SSRS) was standardized on 
a sample of approximately 4.000 students, with an equal 
number of boys and girls, from pre-school to Grade 12. 
According to the authors, the original SSRS, on the whole, 
possesses a clean factorial structure, and the factors 
demonstrate moderate internal consistency. The student 
version for the secondary-school level reveals Cronbach’s 
alphas of .83 for the total scale, .69 for the cooperation 
dimension, .67 for the assertiveness dimension, .77 for the 
empathy dimension and .68 for the self-control dimension 
(Gresham & Elliott, 1990). Test-retest analyses were 
also conducted (with a four-week interval period) for the 
student version, presenting a .68 correlation coefficient 
for the total scale, ranging from .52 to .66 on the subscale 
values. Construct validity was analyzed through correlation 
studies of the SSQ using an internalized and externalized 
problems scale, namely the Child Behavior Checklist-
Youth Self-Report Form (YSR) (Achenbach & Edelbrock, 
1987), showing low to moderate correlations with 
internalizing and externalizing problems (between .07 and 
.43). A second validation criterion was supported by the 
correlation of the SSQ with a self-concept scale, namely 
the Piers-Harris Children’s Self-Concept Scale (PHCSCS 

- Piers, 1984). Results showed a moderate correlation 
between social competence and self-concept (.40), despite 
variation of this result in some areas, namely: behavior (.43), 
physical appearance (.30), anxiety (-.08), satisfaction and 
happiness (.45), as well as social and school status (.41). 
Therefore, these results suggest that the variables inherent 
to self-concept represent significant components in the 
effective functioning of social competencies (Gresham & 
Elliott, 1990).

In addition to research conducted by the original 
authors of the questionnaire, recent studies used the student 
version of the SSQ questionnaire with the aim of testing 
social competency development programs (Tynes-Jones, 
2007), analyzing social support development strategies and 
assessing emotional behaviors and components (Epstein, 
Mooney, & Ryser, 2004; Lang, 2005; Kirchner, 2002). 
In addition, these studies analyzed social and language 
competencies, as well as academic performance in specific 
adolescent clinical situations (Fortin & Favre, 1999; Koning 
& Magill-Evans, 2001; Stevens, 1999; Wainer 1999). 

Lemos and Meneses (2002) conducted adaptation 
studies with the SSQ in Portugal, assessing the social 
competence of adolescents with the teacher’s version. The 
sample included 342 students from grades 3 to 6. Results 
reflected the studies carried out by Gresham and Elliott 
(1990), supporting a multidimensional concept of social 
competence, with distinguishable though interrelated 
subscales, offering a contribution to the differentiation of 
adolescents’ adaptive and maladaptive social functioning. 

Procedures

The SSQ was translated by a bilingual (Portuguese-
American English) translator in order to guarantee linguistic 
and cultural equivalence. The translated version was 
submitted to a committee of three specialists in the area of 
Developmental Psychology, who examined not only the 
linguistic but also the psychological equivalence of the 
translation (Hambleton, 2005). The revised version then 
underwent a process of oral discussion among adolescents 
with similar characteristics to those included in the sample, 
allowing for the questionnaire to be tested from the point of 
view of participants’ comprehension of the items, instructions 
and response format. This analysis did not generate any 
changes to the existing content, having kept the semantic and 
cultural consistency inherent to each item in consideration. 
The original format was maintained, with only a few 
modifications made to formal aspects of the questionnaire.

Data were collected from 10 secondary schools in 
northern and central Portugal and the metropolitan area 
of Lisbon, as well as from 13 youth care institutions from 
northern and central Portugal, all randomly selected.

At the time of administration, the general objectives 
of the study were presented. Given the collective 
administration method used in both schools and institutions, 
standard instructions were provided on how to complete 
the questionnaires, emphasizing the confidentiality of 
all information provided as well as the voluntary nature 
of participation in the study. Although the expected time 
required to complete the questionnaires was 45 minutes, no 
time limits were set. 

Results

Internal Consistency Analysis 

An internal consistency analysis was performed 
using Cronbach’s alpha, calculating for each of the 
four dimensions separately (cooperation, assertiveness, 
empathy and self-control), as well as for the total, in terms 
of frequency and importance. The values varied between 
.58 and .87, as illustrated in Table 1, which compares the 
results obtained in the present study and those obtained in 
the original authors’ studies.

Confirmatory Factor Analysis
 
The confirmatory factor analysis is used in order to test 

whether the conceptual model that organizes the instrument 
as proposed by the authors applies to the current sample. 
The value of confirmatory factor analysis lies precisely in 
the explicit testing of theoretical hypotheses, as opposed 
to the method of creating a theory as is the case with 
exploratory factor analysis (Gorsuch, 1983). The first phase 
of this process consisted of conducting confirmatory factor 
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analyses for each of the questionnaire’s dimensions in 
order to test the unidimensionality of the items. Differences 
were observed in the predictive effect of the items for each 
dimension when compared to the original authors’ structure. 
To that extent, adjustment indices with values other than 
those that were expected were found for the cooperation 

dimension (specifically, GFI, AGFI and CFI values above 
.90, and RMR and RMSEA indices below .080, Bollen, 1986; 
MacCallum, Widaman, Preacher, & Hong, 2001; Yuan, 
2005). The remaining dimensions (empathy, assertiveness 
and self-control) represent models with adequate adjustment 
indices, assuring their unidimensionality.

Table 1
Cronbach Alpha of Social Skills Questionnaire, comparative results from original study of Gresham and Elliott (1990)

Social Skills Questionnaire 
Nº

Items

Sample
N=573

Frequency

Sample
N=573

Importance

Gresham, & Elliott
(1990) N=171

Frequency

Cooperation 10 .58 .70 .69
Assertion 9 .55 .60 .67
Empathy 10 .72 .78 .77
Self control 10 .65 .66 .68
Total 39 .87 .81 .83

 

Figure1. Original Model of Confirmatory Factorial Analyses - Frequency. 
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In a second phase, in order to test the general construct 
of social competence, a first-order confirmatory factor 
analysis was conducted with a model including the four 
intercorrelated dimensions suggested by the original 
authors. We chose to keep the dimension of cooperation 
in order to test its functioning in the general model. Note, 
however, that the SSQ includes 39 items, signifying that 
the number of parameters to estimate requires a significant 
number of sample participants (MacCallum et al. 2001). 
We thus employed the method of item parceling (Bandalos 
& Finney, 2001) (Figure 1; Table 2). 

As indicated in Table 2, results show that the main 
adjustment fit indices present adequately moderate values, 
given the previously mentioned critical values. The results 
also reveal the difficulty in finding adequate adjustment 
values, as it was necessary to establish a correlation 
between errors in order to improve the model (Fig. 1). 
However, this issue has not been widely accepted in the 
scientific community because, on one hand, the number of 
parameters to estimate in the model increases and, on the 
other hand, the correlations between errors from different 
dimensions indicate that there may be a problem in the 
definition between dimensions, given that the errors from 
one dimension help to measure the variance of another 
dimension (MacCallum et al., 2001). In order to find an 
explanation for the behavior of the questionnaire in this 
sample, an exploratory factor analysis was conducted.

Exploratory Factor Analysis

An exploratory factor analysis was conducted for 
the main components of the questionnaire. The basic 
requirements for the analysis were met, given that the 
values for the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Test (KMO) and the 
Bartlett Test were within the expected range, at .805 and 
3622.014, respectively, with a significance of p = .001 A 
varimax rotation was performed on four components. Note 

that this orthogonal rotation was used in order to reproduce 
the procedure developed by the authors, while at the same 
time allowing for a clearer interpretation of the organization 
of items. Results reveal that some items load on factors 
other than those originally proposed by the authors (items 
37, 9, 6, 36, 14, 20, 31, 3 and 19, which mainly correspond 
to the cooperation dimension), as illustrated in Table 3. 

Table 4 presents the content of the items in question, 
as well as the original dimensions that should have loaded 
on the new dimensions resulting from the factor analysis 
on the main components. These include items 3, 6, 9, 14, 
19, 20, 31, 36 and 37, for which interpretation was clearly 
ambiguous, namely between the cooperation and self-
control dimensions (“I listen to adults when they are talking 
with me”, item 6), between cooperation and assertiveness 
(“I use my free time in a good way”, item 31), and also 
between cooperation and empathy (“I ask my friends 
for help with my problems”, item 37). Consequently, a 
reorganized version of items within the dimensions was 
tested in order to understand whether a more appropriate 
model structure could be established. 

The reorganization of items based on the results from 
the exploratory factor analysis suggests: empathy (items 28, 
21, 5, 24, 8, 12, 29, 25, 39, 37 and 2), self-control (items 10, 
6, 18, 32, 22, 34, 27, 11, 15, 36 and 14), assertiveness (items 
20, 4, 33, 2, 26,16, 30, 1, 38 and 31), and cooperation (items 
3, 35, 13, 19, 17 and 7). The results show that the adjustment 
indices are very similar to those obtained in the original 
structure, with the exception of moderate improvements in 
the GFI and CFI indices, for which values did not meet the 
expected adjustment (see Table 5, restated version 1). 

Next, given that there was no adequate model structure 
for this sample, a further confirmatory factor analysis 
was conducted, taking into account the items that loaded 
on unexpected factors according to the exploratory factor 
analysis. Thus, a regression coefficient was introduced in this 
model, which proved that some cooperation items are also 
explained by the dimensions of self-control and empathy. 
The results showed substantially higher adjustment indices 
compared to the original model, which, firstly, confirms the 
results of the exploratory factor analysis, considering that 
the cooperation items load on dimensions other than the 
original ones, and secondly, supports the consideration of 
removing the cooperation dimension from the model (see 
Table 5, restated version 2).

A final analysis was proposed in order to refine the 
model and provide a reliable and valid instrument for the 
advancement of other analyses on this sample as part of a 
larger study that does not require further discussion here. 
As such, the cooperation dimension was removed, since in 
the exploratory factor analysis items from this dimension 
loaded mainly on unexpected dimensions, illustrating their 
dispersed nature from the original structure. The results 
showed a significant improvement compared to the version 
originally proposed by the authors (see Table 5, restated 

Table 2
Adjustment indices of theoretical model of SSQ

Adjustment Indices

SRMR .011
GFI .940
AGFI .900
CFI .839
RMSEA .083

SRMR= Standardized Root Mean Square Residual; GFI= Goodness of 
Fit Index; AGFI= Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index; 
CFI= Comparative Fit Index; RMSEA=Root Mean Square of Error 
Approximation.
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version 3), revealing adjustment indices in accordance with 
expected values. Of note are GFI, AGFI and CFI values 
above .90, as well as SRMR and RMSEA index values below 
.080 (Bollen, 1986; MacCallum et al., 2001; Yuan, 2005).

To this extent, it was relevant in terms of this sample 
to remove the cooperation dimension from the model, as 

it led to the improved functioning of the instrument. This 
issue could be explained by analyzing the items of this 
dimension from a semantic point of view, particularly given 
the ambiguity found in items (see Table 4) and considering 
inherent socio-cultural factors, since this scale was 
originally created for the North American population. It is 

Table 3
Exploratory factorial analyses of SSQ 

 Social Skills

Empathy (a) Self control (b) Assertion (c) Cooperation (d)

Item 28 .607 
Item 21 .544 .242 -.225
Item 5 .540
Item 24 .520
Item 8 .518
Item 12 .501
Item 29 .483 .225
Item25 .429 .208
Item39 .427 .286
Item 37 .401 (d) -.218
Item 2 .378
Item 9 .311 (d) .270
Item10 .537
Item 6 .525 (d)
Item 18 .216 .524
Item 32 .522
Item 22 .492
Item 34 .440 .245
Item 27 .405 .387
Item 11 .251 .403
Item 15 .237 .383 .250
Item 36 .374 (d)
Item 14 .358 (d) .290
Item 20 .570 (d)
Item 4 .546
Item 33 .539
Item 23 .492
Item 26 .284 .462 -.202
Item 16 .425
Item 30 .423 .306
Item 1 .386
Item 38 .339 .365
Item 31 .358 (d) .341
Item 3 .636 (c) 
Item 35 .262 .351 .464
Item 13 .333 .409
Item 19 .330 .408 (b)
Item 17 .228 .326
Item 7 --- -- (b) -- --

(a)- Items corresponding to original dimension of empathy; (b)- Items corresponding to original dimension of self control; (c)- Items 
corresponding to original dimension of assertion; (d)- Items corresponding to original dimension of cooperation
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worth noting that, as previously mentioned, prior to these 
analyses being performed, we sought to understand how 
the instrument would behave in this sample of Portuguese 
adolescents, leading to the decision to conduct the study in 
an exploratory manner. This procedure was based not only 
on the authors’ original structure but also on the significance 
of the model based on the analysis of the adjustment indices 
chosen in this study (CFI, AGFI, GFI, SRMR and RMSEA). 
This was in addition to the initial model comparison and 
the testing of release parameters using the Wald Test, the 
Lagrange Test, which allowed for the release of constraints 
and an increase in parameters by way of a significance of p = 
.05, and also the Chi-Squared Test, as well as its associated 
significance, an index considered in this study despite its 
allocation by sample size, the complexity and size of the 
model, and its distribution of variables.

Discussion

Over the past decades, although great strides have 
been made in the field of social competencies and various 
measurement tools have been constructed, only a small 

number have been produced or validated for the Portuguese 
cultural context. At the same time, we have seen an 
evolution in the literature in terms of concepts of social 
competence and skills, concepts that tend to be increasingly 
understood in relation to the subjects’ developmental, 
ecological and social contexts (Schlundt & McFall, 1985). 
As such, it makes entire sense to think about the assessment 
of social competence from a broad perspective, given that 
the use of restrictive measures may limit the possibility 
of responding to certain culturally inadequate elements. 
Similarly, a fact that has also been overlooked is that 
many social competencies and behaviors are associated 
to specific contexts. Therefore, it is essential to note that 
adolescents do not react the same way to different contexts 
and the perception of adolescents, parents and even 
teachers also varies within the same situation, implying a 
complex assessment procedure (Achenbach, McConaughty, 
& Howell, 1987, Gresham & Elliott, 1987, Kazdin, 1988, 
Renwick, 1984). 

The results found in this study allowed for the testing of 
the theoretical model underlying the SSQ for this sample, 

Table 4
Description of items load on factors other than expected in exploratory factor analyses

Nº Item Original 
Dimension

Item description Reorganized 
Dimension

3 Assertion “I ask adults for help when other children try to hit me or push me around” Cooperation
6 Cooperation “I listen to adults when they are talking with me" Self control
9 Cooperation “I ask for permission before touching other people's things” Self control
14 Cooperation “I keep my desk clean and neat” Self control
19 Self control “I ignore classmates who are clowing around in lass” Cooperation
20 Cooperation “ When I’m interested in someone I invite him (her) for a date” Assertion
31 Cooperation “I use my free time in a good way” Assertion
36 Cooperation “I use a nice tone of voice in classroom discussions” Self control
37 Cooperation “I ask my friends for help with my problems” Empathy

Table 5
Adjustment indices of SSQ- Steps of instrument adaptation 

SRMR GFI AGFI CFI RMSEA

Original Version .011 .940 .900 .839 .083
Reorganization

Version 1 .011 .944 .899 .924 .071

Reorganization
Version 2 .008 .954 .922 .911 .067

Reorganization
Version3 .007 .970 .943 .927 .064

SRMR= Standardized Root Mean Square Residual; GFI= Goodness of Fit Index; AGFI= Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index; CFI= 
Comparative Fit Index; RMSEA= Root Mean Square of Error Approximation.
 Original Version- Original model from the authors; Reorganization- Version 1- Model with items organized in new dimensions according 
to exploratory factor analyses results; Reorganization -Version 2- Model with a cooperation regression coefficient that load in latent 
variables of self control and empathy; Reorganization- Version 3- Model where cooperation dimension was deleted. 
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indicating a concept of social competence similar to the one 
originally proposed by the authors, with the exception of the 
cooperation dimension. The confirmatory factor analysis 
conducted on the original model revealed inadequate 
adjustment indices, which could only be improved through 
error correlations. This solution could, however, become 
controversial since it increases the number of parameters 
to estimate and implies a greater discrepancy between 
the recommended theoretical model and what is actually 
being measured, given that the dimensions are not entirely 
independent (MacCallum et al., 2001). 

On the other hand, the exploratory factor analysis on 
four main components allowed us to observe the dispersion 
of the majority of the cooperation dimension items by 
the remaining dimensions, leading us to consider the 
possibility that this dimension does not adjust itself to the 
model in this sample. Thus, in the first stage of the analysis, 
the reorganization of the model based on the results of the 
exploratory factor analysis revealed no improvements in 
the adjustment indices of the confirmatory factor analysis. 
In the second stage, one that strengthened already existing 
findings, the confirmatory factor analysis revealed that 
a number of cooperation items loaded on unexpected 
dimensions such as empathy and self-control (given 
its distribution in the exploratory analysis), presenting 
moderate adjustment indices. This, in a way, allows 

us to consider the possibility of differences existing in 
the distribution of items in view of the original authors’ 
dimensions. In the final stage, with the elimination of the 
cooperation dimension, it was observed that the values 
of the adjustment indices were in accordance with what 
would be theoretically expected. 

Although this study provides evidence that would 
allow for progress in the process of testing and adapting 
the instrument, it is necessary to conduct parallel studies 
with independent samples that would allow for a cross-
validation to be conducted and the replicability of these 
results to be tested. Note that the transcultural adaptation 
of the scale as originally conceived by the authors was not 
achieved in its entirety in this study. However, it is relevant 
to point out that the theoretical construct underlying the 
questionnaire was maintained. Therefore, the results 
support the idea that social competence in this Portuguese 
sample includes several attributes, namely assertiveness, 
empathy and self-control. The cooperation dimension 
appeared to be controversial, namely with item 6 – “I 
listen to adults when they are talking with me”, item 9 – “I 
ask for permission before touching other people’s things”, 
item 14 – “I keep my desk clean and neat” and item 36 – “I 
use a nice tone of voice in classroom discussions”. These 
items were originally considered as part of the cooperation 
dimension, but could clearly be included in the self-control 
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Figure 2. Model of Confirmatory Factorial Analyses of SSQ without cooperation dimension. 
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dimension. Besides the self-control dimension, some 
dispersion of items among the empathy and assertiveness 
dimensions was also observed. 

Despite having done translation work in order to maintain 
the linguistic and cultural equivalence of items, future studies 
might allow for the improvement of some items, namely 
those related to cooperation. However, we must consider the 
possibility that the concept of cooperation, as it is presented 
in this instrument, may not be universal in nature, but instead 
determined by the socio-cultural conditions of the country of 
origin (Hambleton, 2005). This issue does not suggest that 
the questionnaire does not meet the objectives outlined by 
the authors for assessing social competencies. The construct 
is in fact the same one, it is simply not assessed in exactly 
the same manner. The removal of the cooperation dimension 
does not compromise the ability to validate the instrument, 
since social competencies are adequately and significantly 
represented by the empathy, assertiveness and selfcontrol 
dimensions. Further, the exclusion of the cooperation 
dimension allowed us to find an adapted model (from the 
point of view of item functionality and not only in terms 
of model adjustment) for the present sample of Portuguese 
adolescents. From this perspective, we may consider that 
the student version of the SSQ allows for the identification 
and comprehension of social competencies within the school 
context. In summary, despite the identification of inherent 
difficulties in adapting instruments, specifically due to 
cultural or linguistic discrepancies, we believe this analysis 
may provide a construct-equivalent tool that is valid and 
reliable for research and intervention, allowing for its use in 
future studies on the Portuguese-speaking population.

References

Abikoff, H. B. Vitiello, B., & Riddle, M. A. (2007). Methylphenidate 
effects on functional outcomes in the Preschoolers with 
Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder Treatment Study 
(PATS). Journal of Child and Adolescent Psychopharmacology, 
17, 581-592. doi:10.1089/cap.2007.0068

Achenbach, T. M., & Edelbrock, C. (1987). Manual for youth 
self-report and profile. Burlington, VT: University of Vermont 
Department of Psychiatry.

Achenbach, T. M., McConaughy, S., & Howell, C. (1987). Child/
adolescent behavioral and emotional problems: Implications 
of cross-informant correlations for situational specificity. 
Psychological Bulletin, 101, 213-232. doi:10.1037//0033-
2909.101.2.213

Asher, S. R., & Hymel, S. (1981). Children’s social competence in 
peer relations: Sociometric and behavioral assessment. In J. D. 
Wine & M. D. Smye (Eds.). Social competence (pp. 125- 157). 
New York, NY: Guilford Press.

Bandalos, D. L., & Finney, S. J. (2001). Item parceling issues in 
structural equation modeling. In G. A. Marcoulides & R. E. 
Schumacker (Eds.), Advanced structural equation modeling: 
New developments and techniques. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence 
Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Bandeira, M., Rocha, S. S., & Freitas, L. C. (2006). Habilidades 
sociais e variáveis sociodemográficas em estudantes do ensino 
fundamental [Social skills and sociodemographic variables 
in elementary school students]. Psicologia em Estudo, 11, 
541-549. doi:10.1590/S1413-73722006000300010

Baraldi, D. M., & Silvares, E. F. M. (2003). Treino de habilidades 
sociais em grupo com crianças agressivas, associado à 
orientação dos pais: Análise empírica de uma proposta de 
atendimento [Teaching group social skills to aggressive 
children, associated to parent orientation: An empirical 
analysis on a proposal for assistance]. In A. Del Prette & Z. A. 
P. Del Prette (Orgs.), Habilidades sociais: Desenvolvimento e 
aprendizagem - Questões conceituais, avaliação e intervenção 
(pp. 235-259). Campinas, SP: Alínea.

Bellack, A. S. (1983). Recurrent problems in the behavioral 
assessment of social skill. Behavior Research and Therapy, 
21, 29-41. doi:10.1016/0005-7967(83)90123-7

Bollen, K. A. (1986). Sample size and Bentler and Bonett’s 
nonnormed fit index. Psychometrika, 51, 375-377. doi:10.
1007/BF02294061

Bolsoni-Silva, A. T. (2002). Habilidades sociais: Breve análise da 
teoria e da prática à luz da análise do comportamento [Social 
skills: A brief review of theory and practice in light of behavior 
analysis]. Intervenção em Psicologia, 2, 233-242.

Caballo, V. E. (2003). Manual de avaliação e treinamento das 
habilidades sociais [Assessment and social skills training 
manual]. São Paulo: Santos.

Carpenter, E. M., & Nangle, D. W. (2006). Caught between stages: 
Relational aggression emerging as a developmental advance 
in at-risk preschoolers. Journal of Research in Childhood 
Education, 21(2), 177-188. doi:10.1080/02568540609594587

Casares, M. I. M., & Caballo, V. E. (2000). A timidez infantil 
[Childhood shyness]. In E. F. M. Silvares (Org.), Estudos de 
caso em psicologia clínica comportamental infantil (Vol. 2, 
pp. 11-42). Campinas, SP: Papirus.

Cecconello, A. M., & Koller, S. H. (2000). Competência social 
e empatia: Um estudo sobre a resiliência com crianças em 
situação de pobreza [Social competence and empathy: A study 
on the resilience of children in poverty]. Estudos de Psicologia 
(Natal), 5, 71-93. doi:10.1590/S1413-294X2000000100005

Coll, C., & Sole, I. (1995). A interacção professor/aluno no 
processo de ensino aprendizagem [Teacher-student interaction 
in the teaching-learning process]. In C. Coll, J. Palácios, & A. 
Marchesi, (Orgs.). Desenvolvimento psicológico e educação: 
Necessidades educativas especiais e aprendizagem escolar. 
Porto Alegre: Artes Médicas.

Cordova, J. V., & Jacobson, N. S. (1999). Crise de casais 
[Couples in crisis] In D. H. Barlow (Org.), Manual clínico 
dos transtornos psicológicos (2nd ed) (pp. 535-567). Porto 
Alegre: Artmed. 

Del Prette, Z. A. P., & Del Prette, A. (2002). Avaliação de 
habilidades sociais de crianças com um inventário multimídia: 
Indicadores sociométricos associados à frequência versus 
dificuldade [Assessing the social skills of children using a 

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44


ASSESSMENT OF ADOLESCENTS’ SOCIAL COMPETENCIES 497

multimedia inventory: Sociometric indicators associated to 
frequency versus difficulty]. Psicologia em Estudo, 7, 61-73. 
doi:10.1590/S1413-73722002000100009

Del Prette, Z. A. P., & Del Prette, A. (2003). Habilidades sociais 
e dificuldades de aprendizagem: Teoria e pesquisa sob um 
enfoque multimodal [Social skills and learning disabilities: 
A multimodal approach to theory and research]. In A. Del 
Prette & A. P. Del Prette (Orgs.). Habilidades sociais, 
desenvolvimento e aprendizagem: questões conceptuais, 
avaliação e intervenção (pp. 167-206). Campinas: Alínea.

Del Prette, Z. A. P., & Del Prette, A. (2005). Treinamento de 
habilidades sociais na infância: Teoria e prática [Social skills 
training in childhood: Theory and practice]. Petrópolis: Vozes.

Diperna, J. C., & Volpe, R. J. (2005). Self-report on the social 
skills rating system: Analysis of reliability and validity for an 
elementary sample. Psychology in the Schools, 42, 345-354. 
doi:10.1002/pits.20095

Epstein, M. H., Mooney, P., & Ryser, G. (2004). Validity and 
reliability of the behavioral and emotional rating scale (2nd 
Ed.): Youth rating scale. Research on Social Work Practice, 
14, 358-367. doi:10.1177/1049731504265832

Falcone, E. O. (2002). Contribuições para o treinamento de 
habilidades de interação [Contributions to interaction skills 
training]. In H. J. Guilhardi, M. B. B. P. Madi, P. P. Queiroz, 
& M. C. Scoz (Orgs.), Sobre comportamento e cognição. 
Contribuições para a construção da teoria do comportamento 
(pp. 91-104). Santo André, SP: ESETec.

Ferreira, H. M. (2000). A competência social no contexto escolar. 
Um estudo da interface entre a competência social e a realização 
académica na criança [Social competence in school settings. 
A study on the connection between academic achievement 
and social competence in children]. (Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation). Universidade do Porto, Porto: Portugal.

Fletcher, A. C., Darling, N. E., Seinberg, L., & Dornbusch, S. 
M. (1995). The company they keep: Relation of adolescents’ 
adjustment and behavior to their friends’ perceptions of 
authoritative parenting in social network. Developmental 
Psychology, 31, 300-310. doi:10.1037//0012-1649.31.2.300

Fortin, L., & Favre, D. (1999). Caractéristiques psychosociales 
et cibles de la violence d’élèves français et canadiens du 
secondaire [Psychosocial characteristics and targets of 
violence of French and Canadian secondary school students]. 
Enfance, 51, 171-189. doi:10.3406/enfan.1999.3138

Gomes da Silva, V. R. M. (2001). Reconhecendo e prevenindo 
a rejeição entre os pares [Recognizing and preventing 
rejection among peers]. In H. J. Guilhardi, M. B. B. P. Madi, 
P. P. Queiroz, & M. C. Scoz (Orgs.), Sobre comportamento e 
cognição. Expondo a variabilidade (pp. 13-19). Santo André, 
SP: ESETec.

Gorsuch, R. L. (1983). Factor analysis (2nd Ed.). Hillsdale, NJ: 
Lawrence Earlbaum Associates.

Gresham, F. M. (1983). Social validity in the assessment of 
children’s social skills: Establishing standards for social 
competency. Journal of Psychoeducational Assessment, 1, 
297-307.doi:10.1177/073428298300100309

Gresham, F. M. (1986). Conceptual issues in the assessment of 
social competence in children. In P. Strain, M. Guralnick, & 
H. Walker (Eds.), Children’s social behavior: Development, 
assessment, and modification (pp.143-179). New York, NY: 
Academic Press.

Gresham, F. M. (1992). Social skills and learning disabilities: 
Causal, concomitant or correlational? School Psychological 
Review, 21, 348-360.

Gresham, F. M. (1995). Best practices in social skills training. 
In A. Thomas, & J. Grimes (Orgs.). Best Practices in School 
Psychology-III (pp. 1021-1030). Washington DC: The 
National Association of School Psychologists.

Gresham, F. M. (2002). Teaching social skills to high-risk children 
and youth: Preventive and remedial strategies. In M. Shinn, H. 
Walker, & G. Stoner (Eds.), Interventions for academic and 
behavior problems II: Preventive and remedial approaches 
(pp. 403-432). Bethesda, MD: National Association of School 
Psychologists.

Gresham, F. M., & Elliott, S. N. (1984). Assessment and 
classification of children’s social skills: A review of methods 
and issues. School Psychology Review, 13, 292-301. 

Gresham, F. M., & Elliott, S. N. (1987). The relationship between 
adaptive behavior and social skills: Issues in definition and 
assessment. Journal of Special Education, 21, 167-181. 
doi:10.1177/002246698702100115

Gresham, F. M., & Elliott, S. N. (1990). Social skills rating system: 
Manual. Circle Pines, MN: American Guidance Service.

Gresham, F. M., & Evans, S. E. (1987). Conceptualization and 
treatment of social withdrawal in schools. In S. G. Forman 
(Eds.) School-based affective and social interventions. New 
York: The Haworth Press, Inc.

Haase, V. G., Käppler, C., & Schaefer, S. A. (2000). Um modelo de 
intervenção psicoeducacional para prevenção da violência do 
ambiente familiar e escolar [A psychoeducational intervention 
model for preventing family and school violence]. In V. G. 
Haase, R. Rothe-Neves, C. Käppler, M. L. M. Teodoro, & 
G. M. O. Wood (Orgs.), Psicologia do desenvolvimento: 
Contribuições interdisciplinares (pp. 265-282). Belo 
Horizonte: Health.

Hambleton, R. K. (2005). Issues, designs and technical guidelines 
for adapting tests into multiple languages and cultures. In 
R. K. Hambleton, P. F. Merenda, & C. D. Spielberger (Eds.), 
Adapting educational and psychological tests for cross-
cultural assessment (pp. 3-38). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Hermolin, M. K., Rangé, B. P., & Porto, P. R. (2000). Uma 
proposta de tratamento em grupo para a depressão [A proposed 
group treatment for depression]. Revista Brasileira de Terapia 
Comportamental e Cognitiva, 2, 171-179.

Holt, J. K. (2004, October). Item parceling in structural equation 
models for optimum solutions. Paper presented at the Annual 
Meeting of Mid-Western Educational Research Association, 
Columbus, OH.

Kazdin, A. E. (1988). Treatment of antisocial behavior in children: 
Current status and future directions. Psychological Bulletin, 
102, 67-94.

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44


 PINHEIRO MOTA, MENA MATOS, AND SERRA LEMOS498

Kirchner, R. H. (2002). A contextual approach to social skills 
training: Using template matching to identify context-specific 
behaviors. Dissertation Abstracts International: Section B: 
The Sciences and Engineering, 63(6-B), 3043.

Koning, C., & Magill-Evans, J. (2001). Social and language skills 
in adolescent boys with Asperger syndrome. Autism, 5, 23-36. 
doi:10.1177/1362361301005001003

 Lang, S. C. (2005). Social support: An examination of adolescents’ 
use of strategies for obtaining support. Dissertation Abstracts 
International: Section A: Humanities and Social Sciences, 
66(5-A), 1639.

Lange, J. L., & Jakubowski, P. (1976). Responsible assertive 
behavior. Illinois: Research Press.

Lemos, M. S., & Meneses, H. I. (2002). A avaliação da competência 
social: Versão portuguesa da forma para professores do SSRS 
[Assessing social competence: Portuguese version of the 
teacher’s SSRS form]. Psicologia: Teoria e Pesquisa. 18, 267- 
274. doi:10.1590/S0102-37722002000300005

Lipp, M. E. N. (1996). A eficácia do treino do controle do stress: 
Estudos experimentais clínicos [The effectiveness of stress 
management training: Experimental clinical studies]. In M. 
E. N. Lipp (Org), Pesquisas sobre stress no Brasil: Saúde, 
ocupações e grupos de risco (pp. 149-166). Campinas, SP: 
Papirus.

Löhr, S. S. (2003). Estimulando o desenvolvimento de habilidades 
sociais em idade escolar [Stimulating social skills development 
at school age]. In A. Del Prette, & Z. A. P. Del Prette (Orgs.), 
Habilidades sociais, desenvolvimento e aprendizagem: 
Questões conceituais, avaliação e intervenção (pp. 293-310). 
Campinas, SP: Alínea.

MacCallum, R. C., Widaman, K. F., Preacher, K. J., & Hong, S. 
(2001). Sample size in factor analyses: The role of model error. 
Multivariate Behavioral Research, 36, 611-637. doi:10.1207/
S15327906MBR3604_06

Malecki, C. K., & Elliott, S. N. (2002). Children’s social behaviors 
as predictors of academic achievement: A longitudinal 
analysis. School Psychology Quarterly, 17, 1-23. doi:10.1521/
scpq.17.1.1.19902

Markway, B. G., Carmin, C. N., Pollard, C. A., & Flynn, T. (1999). 
Morrendo de vergonha: Um guia para tímidos e ansiosos 
[Dying of embarrassment: A guide for the shy and anxious]. 
São Paulo: Summus.

Marlatt, G. A. (1993). Prevenção da recaída: Estratégia e 
manutenção no tratamento de comportamentos adictivos 
[Relapse prevention: Strategy and maintenance in the treatment 
of addictive behaviors]. Porto Alegre: Artes Médicas. 

Matson, J. L., Esveldt-Dawson, K., & Kazdin, A. E. (1983). 
Validation of methods for assessing social skills in children. 
Journal of Clinical Child Psychology, 12, 174-180. 
doi:10.1080/15374418309533127 

McClelland. M. M., Morrison, F. J., & Holmes, D. L. (2000). 
Children at risk for early academic problems: The role of 
learning-related social skills. Early Childhood Research 
Quarterly, 15, 307-329. doi:10.1016/S0885-2006(00)00069-7

McFall, R. (1982). A review and reformulation of the concept of 
social skills. Behavioral Assessment, 4, 1-35.

Mistry, K. B., Minkovitz, C. S., Strobino, D. M., & Borzekowski, 
D. L. G. (2007). Children’s television exposure and behavioral 
and social outcomes at 5.5 years: Does timing of exposure 
matter? Pediatrics, 120, 762-769. doi:10.1542/peds.2006-
3573

Moreno, J. (1984). Who shall survive? A new approach to the 
problem of human interrelations. Washington, DC: Nervous 
and Mental Disease Publishing Co. 

Murta, S. G. (1999). Avaliação e manejo da dor crônica 
[Assessment and management of chronic pain]. In M. M. M. 
J. Carvalho (Org.), Dor: Um estudo multidisciplinar (pp. 174-
195). São Paulo: Summus.

Peterson, G. W., & Leigh, G. K. (1990). The family and social 
competence in adolescence. In T. P. Gullotta, G. R. Adams, 
& R. Montemayor (Eds.), Developing social competency in 
adolescence (pp. 97-138). Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Phillips, E. L. (1985). Social skills: History and prospect. In L. 
L’Abate, & M. A. Milan (Eds.), Handbook of social skills: 
Training and research. New York, NY: John Wiley & Sons. 

Piers, E. V. (1984). Piers-Harris children’s self-concept scale 
(revised manual). Los Angeles, CA: Western Psychological 
Services.

Rangé, B. (2001). Programa de treinamento à distância para 
tratamento de transtorno do pânico e agoraphobia [Distance 
training program for the treatment of panic disorder and 
agoraphobia]. In M. L. Marinho, & V. E. Caballo (Org.), 
Psicologia clínica e da saúde (pp. 153-175). Granada, Spain: 
UEL e APICSA.

Renwick, M. (1984). To school at five: The transition from home 
or pre-school to school. Wellington: NZCER.

Rutherford, L. E., DuPaul, G. J., & Jitendra, A. K. (2008). 
Examining the relationship between treatment outcomes for 
academic achievement and social skills in school-age children 
with attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder. Psychology in the 
Schools, 45, 145-157. doi:10.1002/pits.20283

Sarriera, J. C., Câmara, S. G., & Berlim, C. S. (2000). Elaboração, 
desenvolvimento e avaliação de um programa de inserção 
ocupacional para jovens desempregados [Design, development 
and evaluation of an occupational preparation program for 
unemployed youth]. Psicologia: Reflexão e Crítica, 13, 189-
198. doi:10.1590/S0102-79722000000100019  

Schlundt, D. G., & McFall, R. M. (1985). New directions in 
the assessment of social competence and social skills. In 
L. L’Abate & M. A. Milan (Eds.) Handbook of social skills 
training and research. New York, NY: John Wiley & Sons.

Stanfon-Chapman, T. L., Justice, L. M., & Skibbe, L. E. (2007). 
Social and behavioral characteristics of preschoolers with 
specific language impairment. Topics in Early Childhood 
Special Education, 27, 98-109. doi:10.1177/0271121407027
0020501

Stevens, M. L. (1999). Effects of class-wide peer tutoring on the 
classroom behavior and academic performance of students 
with ADHD. Dissertation Abstracts International: Section B: 
The Sciences and Engineering, 59(8-B), 4487.

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44


ASSESSMENT OF ADOLESCENTS’ SOCIAL COMPETENCIES 499

Tse, E., Hamiwka, L., & Sherman, E. M. S. (2007). Social skills 
problems in children with epilepsy: Prevalence, nature and 
predictors. Epilepsy & Behavior, 11, 499-505. doi:10.1016/j.
yebeh.2007.08.008

Tynes-Jones, J. M. (2007). A social skills program in third-grade 
classrooms. Dissertation Abstracts International: Section B: 
The Sciences and Engineering, 67(9-B), 5387.

Vitiello, B., Abikoff, H. B., & Chuang, S. Z. (2007). Effectiveness 
of methylphenidate in the 10-month continuation phase of the 
Preschoolers with ADHD Treatment Study (PATS). Journal 
of Child and Adolescent Psychopharmacology, 17, 593-603. 
doi:10.1089/cap.2007.0058

Wainer, M. I. (1999). A study of the reliability and validity of the 
Cornell Interview of Peers and Friends - Adolescent Version 
using a clinical population. Dissertation Abstracts International: 
Section B: The Sciences and Engineering, 59(8-B), 4545.

Walker, H. M., Hops, H., & Greenwood, C. R. (1981). RECESS: 
Research and development of behavior management package

     for remediating social aggression in the school setting. In P. S. 
Strain (Ed.), The utilization of classroom peers as behavior 
change agents. New York, NY: Plenum.

Walker, H. M., Ramsey, E., & Gresham, F. M. (2004). Antisocial 
behavior in school. Evidence-based practice (2nd Ed.). 
Belmont, CA: Wadsworth/Thompson Learning.

Ward, S. K. (2008). Patterns of discrete social skills among 
incarcerated middle school youth with bullying and 
victimization problems. Dissertation Abstracts International: 
Section B: The Sciences and Engineering, 68(7-B), 4893.

Yuan, K. H. (2005). Fit indices versus test statistics. Multivariate 
Behavioral Research, 40, 115-148. doi:10.1207/s1532790
6mbr4001_5

Received May 1, 2009
Revision received February 20, 2010

Accepted May 26, 2010

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n1.44

