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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study is to analyze gender differences in adult daughters' and 

sons' perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents using socialization 

and life course theoretical perspectives. As predicted by gender socialization 

perspective, adult daughters had higher affectual solidarity for mothers and for fathers 

than had sons. Adult daughters had higher affectual solidarity for mothers than for 

fathers as predicted by the life course perspective. Contrary to expectations, adult sons 

had higher affectual solidarity for mother than for fathers. Role occupancy was also 

related to affectual solidarity. Adult children whose parents were married and living 

together had higher affectual solidarity for their natural parents than had those whose 

parents were not married and living together. Adult daughters who had more children 

had higher affectual solidarity for fathers than had those who had fewer children. Adult 

daughters who had more siblings had lower affectual solidarity for mothers than had 

those who had fewer siblings. Contrary to expectations, adult children's marital status 

was not related to adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. 



LIST OF TABLES 

1. T-Test of Significance and Chi-Square Test of Significance for Demographic 
Description of the Generation Three Adult Daughters and Sons at 
Time 3 27 

2. T-Test of Significance of Generation Three Adult Daughters' and Sons' 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers 28 

3. Paired-Comparisons T-Test of Significance of Generation Three Adult 
Daughters' and Sons' Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers 29 

4. Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Children's 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting 
Standard Estimate (S Es) and Standard Error (S Er) 30 

5. Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Daughters' 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting 
Standard Estimate (S Es) and Standard Error (S Er) 31 

6. Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Sons' Affectual 
Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting Standard 
Estimate (S Es) and Standard Error (S Er) 32 

7. Correlation Matrix 49 

VI 



CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Family ties are supported by deep and sometimes complex emotions, years of 

shared experiences and meanings, and social roles and norms. There are four 

weaknesses in the existing research on this topic. First, a majority of the studies of 

parent-adult child relationships has concentrated on the mother-adult daughter 

relationship (Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Fischer, 1981; Martell, 1990; Thompson & 

Walker, 1984; Thompson & Walker, 1987; Walker & Thompson, 1983; Walker, 

Thompson, & Morgan, 1987), and examinations of the parent-adult son relationship are 

rare (Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 1992). Second, many studies have found gender 

differences in family relationships (Caplow, Bahr, Chadwick, Hill, & Williamson, 1982; 

Giamisso, Stallings, & Bengtson, 1995; Rosenthal, 1985; Rosenthal, 1987; Rosenthal & 

Marshall, 1986; Rossi & Rossi, 1990), but the predictors of gender differences in parent-

adult child relationships have not been investigated. Third, many researchers of parent-

adult child relationships have focused only on the perspectives of one or both parents, 

neglecting the children's perspectives of the parent-child relationship (Barber & Thomas, 

1986; Giarrusso, Stallings, & Bengtson, 1995; Moss, Moss, & Moles, 1985). Fourth, 

because much of the literature on this research topic is atheoretical, there is a need to use 

theory to predict gender differences in parent-adult child relationships (Bamett, Marshall, 

& Pleck, 1992; Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Walker, Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). The goal 

of this paper is to analyze gender differences in adult children's perceptions of their 



affectual solidarity for their natural parents and to examine predictors of the adult 

children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents using socialization and life course 

theoretical perspectives. 



CHAPTER n 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

One way of conceptualizing family and intergenerational bonds is in terms of 

solidarity, which reflects the cohesion within a family. Durkheim (1933) distinguished 

two types of solidarity: mechanical and organic. In mechanical solidarity, individuals 

share emotions, values, and norms. In organic solidarity, individuals share functional 

interdependence. Solidarity within family and intergenerational relationships is both 

mechanical and organic solidarity as seen in Bengtson, Mangen, and Landry's (1984, p. 

9) definition of family solidarity. They defined family solidarity as "the totality of 

activity, feeling, expectations, and functions that family members share." Bengtson and 

Schrader (1981) further conceptualized family solidarity in terms of six dimensions: 

consensual solidarity, normative solidarity, associational solidarity, functional solidarity, 

family stmcture, and affectual solidarity. They defined consensual solidarity as the 

agreement between family members in beliefs that are not about family issues, such as 

religious and political beliefs. Normative solidarity is the agreement between family 

members in beliefs that are about family issues, such as familism and filial obligation. 

Bengtson and Schrader (1981) defined associational solidarity as shared interactions 

between family members, such as telephone conversations and visits. Functional 

solidarity is the extent to which family members depend upon and help each other. 

Bengtson and Schrader defined family stmcture as the number, type, and proximity of 

family members. Finally, affectual solidarity is the degree of positive emotions toward 



family members and the degree of reciprocity of these positive emotions. Some of the 

positive emotions considered in affectual solidarity are love, understanding, affection, 

closeness, togethemess, faimess, tmst, praise, pride, acceptance, and respect. 

In Giarmsso, Stallings, and Bengtson's (1995) examination of affectual solidarity 

between parents and adult children, they assessed a sample of 121 mother-adult child and 

77 father-adult child dyads in a twenty-year period (fi-om 1971 to 1991). Because the 

parents' mean level of affectual sohdarity for adult children was consistently greater over 

the twenty-year period than the adult children's mean level of affectual solidarity for 

parents, Giarmsso et al. found that the dynamics behind the difference in affectual 

solidarity between parents and adult children seemed to be related to generational lineage 

position (parent, child) rather than individual developmental stage, as originally 

proposed. They also found that mothers' affectual solidarity for adult children was 

significantly greater than fathers' at Time 1 (1971). Whereas Time 1 was the only time 

when mothers' and fathers' affectual solidarity was not comparable, the adult children 

reported significantly greater affectual solidarity for their mothers than for their fathers at 

all four times across the twenty-year period. Giarrusso et al. stated that the sample of 

parent-adult child dyads was not large enough to break the dyads down by gender of the 

parent and adult child to determine if there are differences in affect by daughters and 

sons. In response to Alice S. Rossi's (1995) critique that gender cannot be adequately 

analyzed in any study of intergenerational relationships unless gender is considered for 

both sides of the parent-child dyad, Giarmsso, Jendian, Feng, Shieh, and Bengtson (1995) 

recalculated the regression analyses to calculate separate equations for each of the four 



parent-adult child gender dyads (mother-daughter, mother-son, father-daughter, father-

son). They found that the gender interaction terms were not significant. They did not, 

however, mention the sample sizes of each of the four dyads. Since there were only 121 

mother-child and 77 father-child dyads before the breakdown into the four dyads, it is 

possible that the small sample sizes of the four parent-child gender dyads influenced the 

lack of significant differences. 

Theoretical Perspectives 

Gender, what is feminine and masculine, is socialized. While sex is a biological 

constmct, gender is a social constmct. Chromosomes, hormones, anatomy, and 

reproductive physiology define biological sex. Gender is defined by all the learned social 

phenomena associated with biological sex. Gender socialization focuses on the process 

by which children accept the values, motivations, and characteristics appropriate to their 

sex. The understanding of the process of socialization has shifted fi"om an unidirectional 

process with parents as agents and children as objects of socialization to a more 

bidirectional process with both parents and children as agents (Glass, Bengtson, & 

Dunham, 1986). Once children accept the norms of what is appropriate for each sex, 

they will control their behavior in order to conform to these norms. Adults (parents, 

family members, and teachers) and other children contribute to the socialization of 

children by serving as examples, reinforcing behavior thought of as appropriate for their 

sex, and punishing behavior thought of as inappropriate for their sex. While there are 

forces outside the family that also contribute (such as schools, television, and peers). 



parents are thought of as the main influence of socialization since they have the most 

contact with and control of children during the particularly malleable period of childhood 

(Maccoby, 1992). Expectations and beliefs about femininity and masculinity affect the 

way in which parents treat their children from how they describe their male infants as 

strong and alert and their female infants as delicate and soft to how they assign household 

chores to their daughters and sons (Antill, Goodnow, Russell, & Cotton, 1996; Barber & 

Thomas, 1986; Benin & Edwards, 1990; Brody & Steelman, 1985; Crouter, Manke, & 

McHale, 1995; Giarmsso, Stallings, & Bengtson, 1995; Lackey, 1989; Maccoby, 1988; 

Maccoby, 1998; Rosenthal, 1985). 

Gender differences in socialization lead one to expect that there are gender 

differences in intergenerational affectual solidarity. Chodorow's (1978) theory of 

socialization gives compelling reasons to expect women and men to experience 

relationships differently. Women have more of a biological role in childbearing and are 

still the primary family caretakers (of children, the elderly, and the home). Because 

women are usually the most important figures in children's lives, Chodorow argues that 

girls and boys have different experiences during childhood. While daughters can identify 

with their mothers as well as being attached to them, sons can only be attached to their 

mothers but must identify with their fathers. Individuals engage in roles, which 

continually influence them and others with whom they interact, by influencing their 

abilities, motivations, and attitudes, and the manner in which they develop (Elder, 1985, 

1998). Since daughters are more likely than are sons to share similar roles, demands, 

experiences, abilities, and developmental courses with their mothers, daughters have 



more in common with their mothers than have sons, and thus, daughters can identify with 

their mothers more than can sons. This similarity between daughters' and mothers' 

developmental stages encourages more understanding, closeness, and affect between 

daughters and mothers. Thus, daughters have a stronger bond with their mothers than do 

sons. Sons have to learn to identify with their more absent fathers, which detaches them 

from the emotional intensity of the mother-child relationship. As a result, sons repress 

their relationship needs and may have less capacity to nurture, love, and share intimacy. 

Since sons are more likely than are daughters to share similar roles, demands, 

experiences, abilities, and developmental courses with their fathers, sons have more in 

common with their fathers than have daughters, and thus, sons can identify with their 

fathers more than can daughters. This similarity between sons' and fathers' 

developmental stages encourages more understanding, closeness, and affect between sons 

and fathers. Because daughters have closer relationships with their mothers, women are 

socialized to be more emotionally expressive, nurturant, and relationship-oriented than 

are men. Because sons have less close relationships with their mothers, men are 

socialized to be more individualistic, repressive of their feelings, authoritarian, 

competitive (Maccoby, 1998). 

The emphasis on family members' mutual influence on one another in 

socialization theory is asserted in life course theory as well. Life course theoretical 

perspective emphasizes the interdependence of family members' lives (Elder, 1985, 

1998). How each family member reacts to an event or role transition influences the 



developmental or life courses of the other family members, within and across generations 

(Bronfenbrenner, 1995). 

The interdependence of family members can also be expressed through social 

roles. Individuals' roles affect those individuals and others with whom they interact, by 

influencing their attitudes, the demands made upon them, and the way in which they 

develop. Social roles also cause individuals to be exposed to the stresses and support of 

others. The family is saturated with social roles, such as parent, child, spouse, sibling, 

and grandchild. Family social roles illustrate the interdependence between family 

members in how they overlap, such as an adult daughter's child is not only her child but 

also her parents' grandchild. Each family member's roles and the meanings they attach 

to these roles influence the other family members and the relationship between family 

members (Gubrium & Holstein, 1990). An adult child's roles as spouse and parent may 

cause him/her to reevaluate the relationship with his/her parents. Research has found 

that adult children having children and parents' and adult children's marital status 

influence the parent-adult child relationship (Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Richards, 

Bengtson, & Miller, 1989; Walker, Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). Bamch and Bamett 

found that daughters who had children perceived their relationship with their mothers as 

less rewarding. Richards, Bengtson, and Miller found that the divorce of parents is far 

more harmful to the parent-adult child relationship than divorce of the child. Walker, 

Thompson, and Morgan found less attachment between married daughters and their 

mothers than between single daughters and their mothers. Research has found support 



for the influence of the adult child's social roles of parent and spouse and the parent's 

social role of spouse on the parent-adult child relationship. 

Gender and Affectual Solidarity 

Much of the study of parent-adult child relationships has focused on the mother-

daughter relationship (Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Fischer, 1981; Martell, 1990; Thompson 

& Walker, 1984; Thompson & Walker, 1987; Walker & Thompson, 1983; Walker, 

Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). Bamch and Bamett (1983) interviewed 171 white women 

aged 35 to 55 in the Boston area about their perceptions of their relationships with their 

mothers. The random sample was divided almost equally among the following six role 

pattern groups: (1) never-married, employed, (2) divorced, with children, employed, (3) 

married, childless, employed, (4) married, childless, not employed, (5) married, with 

children, employed, and (6) married, with children, not employed. In general, they found 

that the women perceived their relationships with their mothers as rewarding, which 

supports Chodorow's belief of the close daughter-mother relationship. Relationships 

were seen as less rewarding by women who had children and by women who were not 

married, especially divorced women. 

Walker, Thompson, and Morgan (1987) also examined the mother-daughter 

relationship. From self-administered questionnaires completed by 135 pairs of 

University of Oklahoma female students and their mothers and 119 pairs of the students' 

mothers and their mothers, they studied the relationship between role positions and three 

interdependence measures, attachment, contact, and aid. The role positions they 



examined were marital status for the students, launching of children and work status for 

the students' mothers, and marital/widowhood status for the students' grandmothers. 

Walker, Thompson, and Morgan (1987) found no relationship between interdependence 

and the role positions, singly or in combination, except for the marital status of the young 

daughters. They found perceptions of less attachment, contact, and aid between young, 

married daughters and their mothers than between young, single daughters and their 

mothers. 

Studies of the quality of parent-adult son relationships are rare. By interviewing a 

random sample of 285 married, white sons, aged 25 to 40, from two Boston-area towns, 

between the fall of 1989 and the spring of 1990, Bamett, Marshall, and Pleck (1992) 

examined the perceived quality of the sons' relationships with their parents. They asked 

the sons how much they perceived their relationships with their mothers and fathers as 

rewarding or a source of concem. They found that son-father relationship quality was 

significantly higher than son-mother relationship quality, which shows the sons' 

perceptions of more rewarding relationships with their fathers than with their mothers. 

From surveys of 478 adult residents of Middletown, Indiana, during 1976 to 1981, 

Caplow, Bahr, Chadwick, Hill, and Williamson (1982) found that daughters expressed 

more affection for parents than did sons. Caplow et al. (1982) also found that mothers 

received more affection than did fathers. 

There are very few researchers of affection between parent and adult children 

who have considered the gender and measures of both parents and children 

simultaneously. By interviewing a random sample of 1393 Boston adults (G2) and spin-
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off samples of 323 of their parents (Gl) and 278 of their adult children (G3) between the 

fall of 1984 and the spring of 1985, Rossi and Rossi (1990) found some evidence that 

gender influences levels of affective closeness between parents and children. When 

measuring the G2 adults' perceptions of the affective closeness to their children, the 

mother-daughter dyad had the highest score, with the mother-son, father-daughter, and 

father-son dyads following with very similar scores. When measuring the G2 adults' 

perceptions of the affective closeness to their parents, the mother-daughter dyad had the 

highest level of affect, with the father-daughter dyad next. The father-son and mother-

son dyads had similar scores. 

Giarmsso, Jendian, Feng, and Bengtson (1995) also considered gender and 

measures of parents and children in their analysis of affectual solidarity by dividing the 

sample of 121 mother-child and 77 father-child dyads in Giarmsso, Stallings, and 

Bengtson's (1995) study into the four parent-child gender dyads and recalculating the 

regression analyses. They found that the gender interaction terms were not significant; 

however, it is possible that the small sample sizes of the four parent-child gender dyads 

influenced the lack of significant differences. 

There has been some evidence that gender influences affection between parents 

and children. Caplow et al. (1982) found that daughters expressed more affection for 

parents than did sons. Caplow et al. (1982) and Giarrusso, Stallings, and Bengtson 

(1995) also found that children expressed or felt more affection for mothers than for 

fathers. Furthermore, Rossi and Rossi (1990) found that the mother-daughter 

relationship is the strongest of the four parent-child gender dyads. Because of these 

11 



findings, it is important to analyze intergenerational affectual solidarity separately for 

females and males. 

There have been a few problems in the study of affectual solidarity between 

parents and adult children. Many researchers have used local or regional samples, which 

raises questions of the generalizability of the results (Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 1992; 

Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Walker, Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). Researchers of affection 

between parents and children have also used many different relationship terms, such as 

"closeness," "attachment," "intimacy," "affection," "general support," "physical 

affection," "companionship," "rewarding relationship," "emotional dependence," 

"affectual solidarity," and "psychological distress" (Barber & Thomas, 1986; Bamett, 

Marshall, & Pleck, 1992; Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Bengtson & Kuypers, 1971; Martell, 

1990; Sullivan & Sullivan, 1980; Thompson & Walker, 1984; Walker, Thompson, & 

Morgan, 1987). Only when researchers consistently use the same relationship constmcts 

will they know they are measuring the same aspect of parent-child relationships and thus 

leam more about affectual solidarity. 

Another problem in the study of affectual solidarity between parents and adult 

children is that most of the studies of affection between parents and adult children have 

used data which were collected from only one side of the intergenerational relationship 

(Barber & Thomas, 1986; Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 1992; Bamch & Bamett, 1983). 

Some researchers of affection between the generations have only examined one 

generation of the family. They have usually focused on the parent generation and the 

affection of one or both parents toward the children, neglecting the children's perceptions 

12 



of the parent-child relationship (Barber & Thomas, 1986; Giarmsso, Stallings, & 

Bengtson, 1995; Moss, Moss, & Moles, 1985). Others have examined only part of the 

family by concentrating on one gender (Fischer, 1981; Thompson & Walker, 1984; 

Thompson & Walker, 1987). Many researchers of intergenerational relationships have 

concentrated on the mother-daughter dyad, leaving the masculine gender unexamined 

(Anderson, 1984; Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Fischer, 1981; Martell, 1990; Thompson & 

Walker, 1984; Thompson & Walker, 1987; Walker, Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). 

Studies that only consider the measures of one side of the parent-child relationship only 

examine one aspect of the parent-child relationship. The measures and gender of both 

parents and children are needed for a complete examination of parent-child relationships. 

Few researchers have studied the parent-children relationship through 

Chodorow's socialization and life course theoretical perspectives, and few researchers of 

affection have tested theory about the children's views of the parent-child relationship. 

The present study will extend knowledge of parent-adult child affect by testing 

Chodorow's socialization theory and life course theory through an analysis of adult 

children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents and of 

predictors of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents. 

Hypotheses 

I propose the following hypotheses based on Chodorow's (1978) theory of 

socialization: 

13 



Hypothesis 1. Adult daughters will have higher affectual solidarity for mothers 

than will sons. 

Hypothesis 2. Adult daughters will have higher affectual solidarity for fathers 

than will sons. 

Hypothesis 3. Adult daughters will have higher affectual solidarity for mothers 

than for fathers. 

Hypothesis 4. Adult sons will have higher affectual solidarity for fathers than for 

mothers. 

Family Characteristics and Affectual Solidarity 

Because the predictors of gender differences in parent-adult child relationships 

have not been investigated, the second goal of this research is to examine predictors of 

adult daughters' and sons' affectual solidarity for their natural parents. Walker, 

Thompson, and Morgan (1987) found that there was less attachment between married, 

young daughters and their mothers than between single, young daughters and their 

mothers. Bamch and Bamett (1983) also found that daughters who had children 

perceived their relationships with their mothers as less rewarding. The data suggest 

normative pressure on adult children to move toward their spouses and children and away 

from their families of origin, to distance themselves (physically and/or emotionally) from 

their families of origin and to place their new families and roles as first priority. The 

data also support the emphasis life course theory places on social roles and the 

interdependence between family members, how each family member reacts to a role 

14 



transition influences the other family members. Based on these factors, I propose the 

following hypotheses five and six: 

Hypothesis 5. Adult children who are married will have lower affectual solidarity 

for their natural parents than wiU those who are not married. 

Hypothesis 6. Adult children who have more children will have lower affectual 

solidarity for their natural parents than will those who have fewer children. 

Blake's (1989) dilution model states that the more children parents have the 

fewer resources they have to invest in their relationships with each child. It is also 

expected that their relationships with their children will not be as close. Based on Blake's 

dilution model, I propose the following hypothesis seven: 

Hypothesis 7. Adult children who have more siblings will have lower affectual 

solidarity for their natural parents than will those who have fewer siblings. 

Family conflict, disorganization, and reorganization usually accompany divorce 

affecting not only the couple but also other family members and straining family 

relationships (Morrison & Cherlin, 1995). Richards, Bengtson, &, Miller (1989) found 

that divorce of the parents is far more dismptive to the parent-child bond than divorce of 

the child. Coleman and Ganong (1993) also found that children often experience loyalty 

conflicts during and after the parents' divorce. When one parent is blamed for the 

divorce, the children's relationships with the blamed parent are often strained and contact 

reduced. Furthermore, changes brought about by the divorce, such as parents moving 

from the family home, reductions in parents' incomes, lowered ability of parents to 

provide emotional support, and increased needs of parents for emotional support, may 

15 



contribute to rapid redefinition in the nature of the parent-child relations. The data 

support the emphasis life course theory places on the importance of roles to family 

relationships. Because of these factors, I propose the following hypothesis eight: 

Hypothesis 8. Adult children whose parents are still married and living together 

will have higher affectual solidarity for their natural parents than will those whose 

parents are not married and living together. 

Additional Variables 

Age is important in examinations of parent-adult child relationships (Giarmsso, 

Stallings, & Bengtson, 1995). Adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents could be influenced by the different developmental or life course issues adult 

children face at different ages. The affectual solidarity for parents of an adult child in 

his/her early twenties could be quite different from the affectual solidarity of the same 

adult child in his/her mid forties. Thus, the effects of the adult children's ages on 

affectual solidarity for their natural parents are examined in this analysis. 

Social class influences family and parent-adult child relationships and is often 

included in studies of parent-adult child relationships as a control variable (Anderson, 

1984; Kulis, 1992; Spitze & Logan, 1991). Thus, social class has been controlled for in 

this study. The control variables include the education and household income of the 

adult children. 
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CHAPTER m 

METHODS 

Sample 

The data for these analyses were gathered from 539 generation three (G3) adult 

children, consisting of 311 adult daughters and 228 adult sons, who participated in the 

1988 (Time 3) wave of the University of Southern California (USC) Longitudinal Study 

of Three-Generation Families. The original 1971 (Time 1) sample was drawn from a 

population of 840,000 male members of a Los Angeles area health care plan. To be 

eligible for inclusion in the original sample, members had to have been males aged 55 or 

older who had a dependent family member covered under the plan, had a living child, 

and had at least one grandchild between the ages of 16 and 26. The researchers sent self-

administered questionnaires first to all grandchildren (G3), then to the parents (G2), and 

finally to the grandparents (Gl). The mean ages for the three generations at Time 1 

(1971) were 19, 44,67 years for the G3s, G2s, and Gls, respectively. The sample 

consists of primarily Caucasian, working- and middle-class families, reflecting the bias 

of the health care plan's membership at that time. The sample was measured again in 

1985 (Time 2), 1988 (Time 3), 1991 (Time 4), and 1994 (Time 5). While the focus of 

the original survey was predominately on intergenerational consensual, associational, and 

affectual solidarity, the survey has been revised some during the past 20 years to deal 

with the other dimensions of solidarity. 
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To analyze gender differences in adult children's affectual solidarity for their 

natural parents, the sample for this study only includes the G3 adult children who 

completed the affectual solidarity items. Since there were not enough living Gls, G2 

adult children are not analyzed in this study. To obtain the largest possible sample size, 

data collected from the original grandchildren generation (G3) in 1988 (Time 3) were 

analyzed for the purposes of this study. 

Measures 

Dependent Measures 

Affectual solidarity. I examined the degree of adult children's positive emotions 

for their natural parents to measure adult children's affectual solidarity. Adult children's 

affectual solidarity for their natural mothers and fathers was measured by the responses 

to nine Likert-type, questionnaire items from the 1988 USC Longitudinal Study of Three-

Generation Families survey, which assesses the respondent's positive sentiments for 

his/her mother and father. Each item has six response categories from (1) not at all, (2) 

not too/a little, (3) somewhat/some, (4) pretty/pretty much, (5) very/quite a bit, to (6) 

extremely/a great deal. The items' responses were summed to produce two scales, one 

for affectual solidarity for mother and the other for affectual solidarity for father. Since 

each scale contains the responses to nine questionnaire items and each questionnaire item 

has six response categories, each potential scale score ranges from six to fifty-four points, 

with the higher scores reflecting higher affectual solidarity than lower scores. 

Cronbach's alpha was used to assess the reliability of the 18 items used to measure 
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affectual solidarity. The Cronbach's alpha for these items was .93887. The following is 

a list of the items with factor loadings in parentheses: 

1. "How well do you feel that you understand your mother?" (.613) father? 

(.578) 

2. "Taking everything into consideration, how close do you feel is the 

relationship between you and your mother at this point in your life?" (.774) father? (.759) 

3. "Overall, how well do you get along with your mother at this point in your 

life?" (.766) father? (.750) 

4. "How much 'togethemess' is there between you and your mother these days?" 

(.743) father? (.744) 

5. "How much do you tmst your mother?" (.661) father? (.637) 

6. "How fair do you feel you are toward your mother?" (.563) father? (.550) 

7. "How much affection do you feel toward your mother?" (.762) father? (.715) 

8. "How much do you respect your mother?" (.690) father? (.678) 

9. "How much do you feel you can talk to your mother when you are upset, 

nervous, or depressed?" (.745) father? (.698) 

Independent Variables 

Gender. Gender was coded as a dummy variable with females (1) and males (0). 

Marital status. Marital status was coded as a dummy variable with married (1) 

and not married (0), based on responses to the question, "What is your current marital 

status or living arrangement?" 
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Number of siblings. The number of siblings was measured by the open response 

to the question, "How many living sisters and brothers do you have?" 

Parents' marital status. Parents' marital status was coded as a dummy variable, 

with married (1) and not married (0), based on the responses to the question, "If both of 

your parents are still living are they still married to each other and living together?" 

Age. Age was measured by the answer to the question, "How old are you now?" 

Control variables 

Household income. Household income was coded as: (1) less than $10,000, (2) 

10,000-19,999, (3) 20,000-29,999, (4) 30,000-39,999, (5) 40,000-49,999, (6) 50,000-

59,999, (7) 60,000-69,999, (8) 70,000-79,999, (9) 80,000-89,999, (10) 90,000-99,999, 

(11) 100,000-109,999, (12) 110,000 or more in response to the question "What was your 

total household income for last year?" 

Education. Education was coded as: (1) eighth grade or less, (2) some high 

school, (3) high school or vocational school graduate, (4) specialized tech or business 

training, (5) some college, (6) college or university graduate, (7) more than one year 

beyond college including M. A., and (8) post-graduate degree in response to the question 

"What is the highest degree you have received?" 

Analytic Procedures 

The adult children's perceptions of affectual solidarity for their natural parents 

were compared using a t-test in order to determine gender differences in adult children's 

affectual solidarity. The adult children's perceptions of affectual solidarity for their 
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mothers were compared to their perceptions of affectual solidarity for their fathers using 

a paired-comparison t-test. (Affectual solidarity for mothers was higher than affectual 

solidarity for fathers.) The predictors of adult children's affectual solidarity for parents 

were examined with ordinary least squares (OLS) regression. OLS regression allowed 

me to estimate the effects of one variable on the dependent variable while controlling for 

the other predictors. The first step of the regression examines the effects of gender, age, 

marital status, number of children, number of living siblings, and parents married and 

living together on adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. The 

second step of the regression also includes the effects of household income and education 

on adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. I have reported the 

standardized estimates and standard deviations. 
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CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS 

Description of the Sample 

There was a significant difference in the ages of the daughters and sons. The age 

range for the adult daughters was from 19 to 54, with a mean of 35.11 years (Table 1). 

The age range for the adult sons was from 21 to 46, with a mean of 36.06 years. The 

mean household income for the adult daughters and sons was from $40,000 to $49,999. 

The adult sons had significantly more education than the adult daughters with 50.69% of 

the sons having a college degree or more and only 34.14% of the daughters having this 

much education. The majority of the subjects, 78.14% of the aduh daughters and 79.39% 

of the adult sons, were married. The daughters had significantly more children than the 

sons had, with a mean of 1.97 for the daughters and 1.61 for the sons. Most of the 

subjects' parents were still married and living together (79.15% of the daughters and 

78.83% of the sons). 

Gender Differences in Adult Children's Affectual Solidarity 

Table 2 shows the results of the t-test used to determine gender differences in 

adult children's affectual solidarity and to test hypotheses one and two. Hypothesis one 

proposed that adult daughters would have higher affectual solidarity for mothers than 

would sons. Hypothesis two predicted that adult daughters would have higher affectual 

solidarity for fathers than would sons. The t-test revealed that adult daughters had 
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significantly higher affectual solidarity for mothers and for fathers than had sons. 

Therefore, hypotheses one and two were supported. 

Table 3 shows the results of the paired-comparisons t-test used to compare the 

adult children's perceptions of affectual solidarity for their mothers to their perceptions 

of affectual solidarity for their fathers and to test hypotheses three and four. Hypothesis 

three proposed that adult daughters would have higher affectual solidarity for mothers 

than for fathers. Hypothesis four predicted that adult sons would have higher affectual 

solidarity for fathers than for mothers. The paired-comparisons t-test revealed that adult 

daughters had significantly higher affectual solidarity for mothers than for fathers. 

Therefore, hypothesis three was supported. The paired-comparisons t-test also revealed 

that adult sons had significantly higher affectual solidarity for mothers than for fathers. 

Therefore, hypothesis four was not supported. 

Predictors of Adult Children's Affectual Solidarity 

Table 4 illustrates the results of the ordinary least squares (OLS) regression of all 

the adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents which was used to test 

hypotheses five, six, seven, and eight. Hypothesis five predicted that married adult 

children would have lower affectual solidarity for their natural parents than would single 

adult children. The OLS regression revealed no significant relationship between the 

adult children's marital status and their affectual solidarity; thus, hypothesis five was not 

supported by the regression of all adult children. Hypothesis six proposed that adult 

children who have more children will have lower affectual solidarity for their natural 
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parents than will those who have fewer children. The OLS regression showed that adult 

children who had more children had significantly higher affectual solidarity for fathers 

than had adult children who had fewer children and no significant relationship between 

number of children and affectual solidarity for mothers; therefore, hypothesis six was not 

supported by the regression of all adult children. Hypothesis seven predicted that adult 

children who have more siblings will have lower affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents than will those who have fewer siblings. The OLS regression revealed no 

significant relationship between the number of living siblings and the adult children's 

affectual solidarity for their natural parents; thus, hypothesis seven was not supported by 

the regression of all adult children. Hypothesis eight proposed that adult children whose 

parents are still married and living together will have higher affectual solidarity for their 

natural parents than will those whose parents are not married and living together. The 

OLS regression revealed that adult children whose parents were married and living 

together had significantly higher affectual solidarity for mothers and for fathers than 

those whose parents were not married and living together; thus, hypothesis eight was 

supported by the regression of all adult children. The OLS regression of all adult 

children also tested the effects of the adult children's age on their affectual solidarity for 

their natural parents. The OLS regression revealed that older children had significantly 

lower affectual solidarity for mothers than had younger children. 

Table 5 shows the results of the ordinary least squares (OLS) regression of the 

adult daughters' affectual solidarity, which was used to test hypotheses five, six, seven, 

and eight for daughters. The OLS regression revealed no significant relationship between 

24 



the adult daughter's marital status and their affectual solidarity for their natural parents; 

therefore, hypothesis five was not supported by the regression of adult daughters. The 

OLS regression showed that adult daughters who had more children had significantly 

higher affectual solidarity for fathers than had those who had fewer children and no 

significant relationship between number of children and affectual solidarity for mothers. 

Thus, hypothesis six was not supported by the regression of adult daughters. The OLS 

regression also revealed that adult daughters who had more siblings had significantly 

lower affectual solidarity for mothers than had those who had fewer siblings and no 

significant relationship between number of siblings and affectual solidarity for fathers; 

therefore, hypothesis seven was only supported for affectual solidarity for mothers. The 

OLS regression revealed that adult daughters whose parents were married and living 

together had significantly higher affectual solidarity for mothers and for fathers than had 

those whose parents were not married and living together; thus, hypothesis eight was 

supported by the regression of adult daughters. The OLS regression revealed no 

significant relationship between the adult daughter's age and their affectual solidarity for 

their mothers or fathers. 

Table 6 shows the results of the ordinary least squares (OLS) regression of the 

adult sons' affectual solidarity for their natural parents which was used to test hypotheses 

five, six, seven, and eight for sons. The OLS regression revealed no significant 

relationships between the adult sons' marital status, number of children, or number of 

siblings and their affectual solidarity; therefore, hypothesis five, six, and seven were not 

supported by the regression of adult sons. The OLS regression also showed that adult 
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sons whose parents were married and living together had significantly higher affectual 

solidarity for mothers and for fathers than those whose parents were not married and 

living together; thus, hypothesis eight was supported by the regression of adult sons. The 

OLS also revealed that older adult sons had significantly lower affectual solidarity for 

mothers than had younger sons. 

Additional Study Results 

The OLS regressions revealed no significant relationships between the control 

variables (household income and education) and adult children's affectual solidarity for 

their natural parents (Tables 4, 5, & 6). 
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Table 1: T-Test of Significance and Chi-Square Test of Significance for Demographic 
Description of the Generation Three Adult Daughters and Sons at Time 3 (N=539) 

Characteristic 

Age (Mean) 
(Range) 

Household Income (Mean) 
(Range) 

Education 
College grad/more (%) 
(N) 

Adult Daughters 

35.11 
19-54 

$40,000-$49,999 
<$10,000->$ 110,000 

34.14% 
98 

Adult Sons 

36.06* 
21-46 

$40,000-$49,999 
<$10,000->$ 110,000 

50.69%**** 
109 

Less than college grad (%) 65.85% 49.30%**** 
(N) 189 106 

79.39% 
181 
20.61% 
47 

1.61* 
0-7 

Number of Living Siblings (Mean) 2.82 2.84 
(Range) 0-10 0-9 

Parents Married & Living Together 
Married (%) 79.15% 78.83% 
(N) 243 175 
Not married (%) 20.85% 21.17% 
(N) 64 47 

Marital Status 
Married (%) 
(N) 
Not married (%) 
(N) 

Number of Children (Mean) 
(Range) 

78.14% 
243 
21.86% 
68 

1.97 
0-7 

significant < .05 (using t-test of significance) 
** significant < .001 (using t-test of significance) 

• •c ioni f ir j int < OS rnsinp chi SQUarC tCSt 
sigmiicani ^ .uui fusing I-ICM ui si^uiivcuiwy 
"significant < .05 (using chi square test of significance) 
"•significant < .001 (using chi square test of significant 
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Table 2: T-Test of Significance of Generation Three Adult Daughters' and Sons' 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers (N=539) 

Affectual Solidarity 

Affectual Solidarity for Mothers 
(Mean) 
(Range) 
(Standard Deviation) 
(Standard Error) 

Affectual Solidarity for Fathers 
(Mean) 
(Range) 
(Standard Deviation) 
(Standard Error) 

Adult Daughters 

43.08 
13-54 
8.74 
.51 

40.72 
12-54 
8.94 
.53 

Adult Sons 

39.60** 
15-54 
8.74 
.59 

38.55* 
9-54 
9.12 
.62 

* significant < .05 (using t-test of significance) 
**significant < .001 (using t-test of significance) 
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Table 3: Paired-Comparisons T-Test of Significance of Generation Three Adult 
Daughters' and Sons' Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers (N=500) 

Affectual Solidarity Adult Daughters Adult Sons 

Affectual Solidarity for Mothers 
minus that for Fathers 

(Mean Difference) 2.42** 1.28* 
(Standard Error) .50 .49 

significant < .05 (using paired-comparisons t-test of significance) 
•significant < .001 (using paired-comparison t-test of significance) 
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Table 4: Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Children's 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting Standard Estimate (S 
Es) and Standard Error (S Er) (N=539) 

I n 
Mothers Fathers Mothers Fathers 
SEs SEr SEs S Er SEs SEr SEs SEr 

Gender .189** .85 .112* .83 .172** .91 .075 .91 

Age -.119* .12 -.049 .12 -.128* .13 -.077 .13 

Marital 
Status -.006 1.10 .013 1.08 .004 1.26 -.031 1.25 

No. of 
Children .062 .32 .120* .32 .081 .34 .143* .34 

No. of 
LvgSiblngs -.053 .25 -.039 .25 -.063 .27 -.025 .28 

Parents 
Mrrd& 
LvgTog .221**1.03 .363**1.02 .220**1.09 .361**1.09 

Household 
Income .005 .19 .068 .18 

Education -.011 .29 -.038 .29 

Adjusted 
R Square .095 .151 .091 .147 

*p. < .05 
**p. < .001 

30 



Table 5: Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Daughters' 
Affectual Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting Standard Estimate (S 
Es) and Standard Error (S Er) (N=311) 

I n 
Mothers Fathers Mothers Fathers 
SEs SEr SEs SEr SEs SEr SEs SEr 

Age -.105 .17 -.035 .16 -.093 .17 -.052 .17 

Marital 
Status .029 1.40 .058 1.33 .076 1.60 .028 1.57 

No. of 
Children .084 .41 .188* .39 .085 .43 .203* .42 

No. of 
LvgSiblngs -.139* .33 -.084 .33 -.177* .37 -.079 .38 

Parents 
Mrrd& 
Lvg Tog 

Household 
Income 

Education 

Adjusted 
R Square 

*p. < .05 
**p. < .001 

.227** 1.36 

.061 

.408** 1.31 

.195 

.234** 1.46 .397** 1.44 

-.016 .24 .035 .23 

-.079 .40 -.060 .39 

.072 .190 
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Table 6: Ordinary Least Squares Regression on Generation Three Adult Sons' Affectual 
Solidarity for Mothers and Fathers at Time 3 Reporting Standard Estimate (S Es) and 
Standard Error (S Er) (N=228) 

Age 

Marital 
Status 

No. of 
Children 

I 
Mothers 
S Es S Er 

-.134 .20 

-.031 1.87 

.031 .52 

Fathers 
S Es S Er 

-.060 .20 

-.011 1.91 

.022 .53 

n 
Mothers 
S Es S Er 

-.163* .21 

-.043 2.13 

.042 .58 

Fathers 
S Es S Er 

-.097 .22 

-.054 2.17 

.027 .59 

No. of 
LvgSiblngs .053 .37 .007 .38 .068 .41 .041 .43 

Parents 
Mrrd& 
Lvg Tog 

Household 
Income 

Education 

Adjusted 
R Square 

*p. < .05 
**p. < .001 

.236* 1.61 

.051 

.307** 1.65 

.073 

.226* 1.71 .313** 1.75 

.054 .30 .127 .31 

.061 .42 .004 .44 

.044 .076 
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CHAPTER V 

DISCUSSION 

The purpose of this present study was to examine gender differences in adult 

children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents and to examine 

predictors of adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. Hypotheses 

were generated based on Chodorow's socialization theory and life course theory. Adult 

daughters had higher affectual solidarity for mothers and for fathers than had sons. Adult 

daughters and sons had higher affectual solidarity for mothers than for fathers. There 

were gender differences in the predictors of adult children's affectual solidarity for 

parents. Adult daughters who had more children had higher affectual solidarity for 

fathers than those who had fewer children. Adult daughters who had more siblings had 

lower affectual solidarity for mothers than those who had fewer siblings. Adult 

daughters and sons whose parents were married and living together had higher affectual 

solidarity for parents than those whose parents were not married and living together. 

Older sons had lower affectual solidarity for mothers than had younger sons. Adult 

children's marital status was not significantly related to adult children's affectual 

solidarity for parents. The following discussion will provide a more thorough 

interpretation of the results, review the strengths of the study, address the limitations of 

the study, and consider directions for future research. 
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Interpretation of Studv Results 

As in previous studies of parent-child relationships (Caplow, Bahr, Chadwick, 

Hill, & Williamson, 1982; Rossi & Rossi, 1990), the present study found support for the 

strength of the mother-daughter bond. In this study, adult daughters had higher affectual 

solidarity for mothers than had sons and than had daughters for fathers. This finding 

supports Chodorow's socialization theory's proposal of daughter's strong bond with her 

mother. 

Likewise, the present study found support for previous findings of daughters' 

socialization to be more emotionally expressive, nurturant, and relationship-oriented than 

are sons' (Chodorow, 1978; Maccoby, 1998). In this study, adult daughters had higher 

affectual solidarity for mothers and fathers than had sons. This finding also supports 

Chodorow's socialization theory. 

Contrary to a proposed hypothesis based on Chodorow's socialization theory, 

adult sons had higher affectual solidarity for mothers than for fathers. Perhaps because 

women are usually the main caretakers of children and are associated with emotions, 

adult sons, as well as adult daughters, would perceive more affectual solidarity for 

mothers than fathers. Chodorow argues that sons have to leam how to identify with their 

fathers. Perhaps mothers being the primary caretakers of children and more associated 

with emotions than fathers is more salient for sons than identifying with and sharing 

similar developmental courses with fathers. It could also be that identification does not 

influence affection. 
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The present study also found gender differences in the predictors of adult 

children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents. The number 

of children was a significant predictor for only adult daughters' affectual solidarity for 

fathers. Contrary to the findings of previous studies (Baruch & Bamett, 1983; 

Rosenthal, 1985; Walker, Thompson, <& Morgan, 1987), the present study had no 

findings suggesting a negative relationship between adult children's marital status and 

number of children and adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. The 

present study found quite the opposite for the number of children of adult daughters. 

Adult daughters who had more children had higher affectual solidarity for fathers than 

those who had fewer children. It is possible that because daughters are socialized to be 

relationship-oriented the number of children (and grandchildren to the adult daughters' 

fathers) strengthens the aduh daughters' affectual solidarity for their fathers through the 

daughters' efforts to nurture the relationships between their children and their fathers 

(children's grandfathers). It could also be that because the daughter-father bond is 

weaker than the daughter-mother bond, the adult daughter having the role of mother, as 

well as the role of daughter, and the father having the role of grandfather, as well as the 

role of father, strengthen the daughter-father bond. Perhaps the daughters and fathers 

each having two roles which tie them together instead of just one strengthens the adult 

daughters' affectual solidarity for their fathers. This finding supports life course theory's 

priority on social roles and the mutual interdependence of family members. It is also 

possible that the norms of adult children leaving (physically and/or emotionally) their 

family of origin for their new families are not as strong as predicted or do not exist. 
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Another gender difference in the predictors of adult children's perceptions of 

their affectual solidarity for their natural parents was found in this study. The number of 

living siblings was a significant predictor for only adult daughters' affectual solidarity for 

mothers. Adult daughters who had more siblings had lower affectual solidarity for 

mothers than those who had fewer siblings. This finding provides some support for 

Blake's (1989) dilutional model, which states that parents with more children have fewer 

resources in each child and may also invest less emotional attachment. Because 

daughters can be attached to and identify with their mothers, perhaps daughters require 

more attention from their mothers than from their fathers and more than do sons. Thus, 

when daughters have more siblings, they receive less attention from their mothers and 

have lower affectual solidarity for their mothers. Since number of siblings was not 

related to adult sons' affectual solidarity, it is possible that sons' bonds with their 

mothers are not as sensitive as daughters'. 

A final gender difference in the predictors of adult children's perceptions of their 

affectual solidarity for their natural parents found in this study was that age was 

significant for only adult sons' affectual solidarity for mothers. Perhaps sons identify 

with their fathers more as they age, share more similar roles and developmental courses 

with their fathers and thus, and become closer to their fathers and more detached from 

their mothers. 

In addition, the strength of parents being married to each other and living together 

was shown in the study. Adult daughters and sons whose parents were married had 

higher affectual solidarity for mothers and fathers than did those whose parents were not 
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married. This finding supports the studies that have found that parental divorce can 

negatively affect parent-child relationships (Coleman & Ganong, 1993; Morrison & 

Cherlin, 1995; Richards, Bengtson, & Miller, 1989). This finding also supports life 

course theory's emphases on roles to family relationships and on family members' 

mutual influence on one another, how one family member's developmental course 

influences other family members' developmental courses. The aduh children whose 

parents were married had not lived through the family change and conflict that can 

accompany parental divorce and hurt parent-child relationships. 

Review of Study Strengths 

In this study, I have addressed a common problem with the research of affectual 

solidarity between parents and adult children, the scarcity of research of the children's 

views of the parent-child relationship. By examining only the perspectives of the parents, 

researchers have neglected the views of the members of the other part of the parent-child 

relationship, the children. Thus, I examined the adult daughters' and sons' perceptions of 

their affectual solidarity for their natural parents. 

Another strength of this study is the examination of predictors of adult daughters' 

and sons' affectual solidarity for their natural parents, the parents' marital status and the 

aduh children's marital status, number of children, and number of siblings. It is not 

enough to research whether or not there are gender differences in adult children's 

affectual solidarity for their natural parents; one should also examine what predicts these 

gender differences. 
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Another strength of this study is the use of gender socialization theory in my 

analysis of adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. Parent-child 

relationships do not consist of just parent and child, but of mother and daughter, mother 

and son, father and daughter, or father and son. This study found that gender does 

influence adult children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents. 

Life course theory contributes to the research of affectual solidarity between 

parents and adult children because of its emphases on the mutual interdependence 

between family members and the importance of roles to family relationships. A parent 

does not usually just fulfill the role of parent, but often also fulfills the roles of child, 

spouse, and sibling. An adult child does not usually just fulfill the role of child, but often 

also fulfills the roles of parent, spouse, and sibling. How each family member reacts to 

an event or role transition influences the other family members. This study found that 

the adult child's and parent's role(s) of wife, husband, mother, father, sister, and/or 

brother influences adult children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their 

natural parents. 

Studv Limitations 

Few researchers of affection between parents and children have considered the 

measures of parents and children. In this study, I have only considered the measures of 

the aduh children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents. A more complete 
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examination of the parent-child relationship would include the measures of both parents 

and children. 

Another limitation of this study is that the measures of the adult children's 

affectual solidarity were based on the aduh children's perceptions of their affectual 

solidarity for parents. Although the adult children's perceptions should be considered, 

the study would have been strengthened by also including objective measures of the adult 

children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents, such as observations of the adult 

children and their parents and measures of how often the adult children confide in their 

parents, and argue with their parents, and hug their parents. 

The data for this present study were collected from only one wave, 1988 (Time 

3), of a longitudinal study which has spanned over 23 years. One would leam more about 

children's affectual solidarity for their parents from a longitudinal study that spanned 

most of the children's lives than from a study that began in adulthood. A longitudinal 

study could examine possible changes in the affectual solidarity between the parents and 

children as the children and parents age and live through different life experiences, roles, 

role transitions, family transitions, and historical events. A longitudinal study could 

adhere more to the life course approach by focusing on the age-graded timing and 

sequence of these events in the individual, family, and society and on how the individual, 

family, and society mutually influence one another (Elder, 1985, 1998). 

The two final weaknesses of this study lead to a problem of possibly not being 

able to generalize the results of this study to a larger population. One of these 

weaknesses of this study is that race and class cannot be addressed. Because the original 
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sample (1971) consisted of primarily white, working- and middle-class families, one 

cannot leam anything about how adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents may be influenced by race and class. The other weakness of this study is that the 

three-generational families were selected from a regional sample in 1971. Since some 

people have undoubtedly moved since 1971, this is less of a weakness in 1988 than it was 

in 1971. 

Implications for Future Research 

Although there has been some progress in the research of intergenerational 

affectual solidarity, there remains much to be done. A serious weakness is the lack of 

research considering the measures and gender of both parents and children. To date, few 

published studies have considered the measures and gender of both parents and children 

of the same family (Giarmsso, Jendian, Feng, Shieh, & Bengtson, 1995). Studies that 

only consider the measures of one side of the parent-child relationship only examine one 

aspect of the parent-child relationship. Because gender differences in adult children's 

perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents were found and gender 

cannot be adequately analyzed in any study of intergenerational relationships unless 

gender of both parents and children are considered, more studies of the influences of 

gender on intergenerational affectual solidarity which include the measures and gender of 

parents and children are needed. Not only would more research on gender and 

intergenerational affectual solidarity clarify gender interactions in intergenerational 
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relationships, but it would also add to the limited knowledge of the masculine gender in 

regards to affectual solidarity between parents and children. 

More research about predictors of adult children's affectual solidarity for their 

natural parents is also needed. Contrary to proposed hypotheses, the present study found 

no findings suggesting a negative relationship between adult children's marital status and 

number of children and adult children's affectual solidarity for their natural parents but 

instead found a positive relationship between adult daughters' number of children and 

their affectual solidarity for their fathers. The present study also only found a negative 

relationship between the number of living siblings and adult daughters' affectual 

solidarity for mothers, but contrary to a proposed hypothesis, no relationship between 

adult daughters' affectual solidarity for fathers, adult sons' affectual solidarity for 

mothers or fathers and the number of siblings was found. The present study also found a 

negative relationship between age and adult sons' affectual solidarity for mothers. 

Because gender and roles seem to have influenced the predictors of adult children's 

perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their natural parents in this study, research 

with gender socialization and life course theoretical perspectives could contribute to the 

understanding of the predictors of aduh children's affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents. 

There is also a need for consistent use of relationship constmcts in the study of 

intergenerational affectual solidarity. Only when researchers consistently use the same 

terms will they know they are measuring the same aspect of intergenerational 

relationships and thus leam more about intergenerational affectual solidarity. 
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In the research of intergenerational affectual solidarity, there is a need for more 

studies to use national samples. Many researchers of intergenerational affectual 

solidarity have used local or regional samples (Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 1992; Bamch 

& Bamett, 1983; Bengtson & Kuypers, 1971; Walker, Thompson, & Morgan, 1987). 

This leads to the problem of possibly not being able to generalize the results of the study 

to a larger population, such as the American society. 

A serious weakness in the study of intergenerational affectual solidarity is the 

lack of examination of how intergenerational affectual solidarity may be influenced by 

race and class. To date, most of the samples of studies of intergenerational affectual 

solidarity have consisted primarily or entirely of Caucasians (Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 

1992; Bamch & Bamett, 1983; Giarmsso, Stallings, & Bengtson, 1995). There may not 

be differences in intergenerational affectual solidarity, by race and class, but it is no 

longer acceptable to assume everyone is similar to middle-class whites. Thus, in the 

future, studies of intergenerational affectual solidarity need to include samples, which are 

more diverse by race and class. 

In conclusion, the relevance of the present study relates to its significant findings 

of gender differences in adult children's perceptions of their affectual solidarity for their 

natural parents and of predictors of aduh children's affectual solidarity for their natural 

parents. Prior to this analysis, there has been no study of adult children's affectual 

solidarity for their natural parents focused on Chodorow's socialization theory and life 

course theory. The use of Chodorow's socialization theory contributes to the research of 

affectual solidarity between parents and adult children because of its emphasis on gender 
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socialization and how gender influences family relationships. Life course theory 

contributes to the research of affectual solidarity between parents and adult children 

because of its emphases on the mutual interdependence between family members and on 

the importance of roles to family relationships. Also, the findings of this study contribute 

to the knowledge of adult children's perspectives of parent-child relationships. This 

study also contributes to the limited knowledge of aduh sons' affectual solidarity for their 

parents, which has been filled with conflicting findings (Bamett, Marshall, & Pleck, 

1992; Caplow, 1982; Giarmsso, Stallings, and Bengtson, 1995; Rossi & Rossi, 1990). 

Given the significance of gender in this study, I suggest that a study of intergenerational 

affectual solidarity designed to address some of the limitations of the present study is 

both justified and required to leam more about the gender differences in intergenerational 

affectual solidarity and the predictors of intergenerational affectual solidarity. 
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o ĉ  ;o 
,-; \C) '̂ . 

o 
o 
o 

o 

NO 

» 
ON 
fn 

fn 

00 

* 

ON 
fn 

« 
NO 
fn 

« 
fn 
t^ 

* 
-^ 

ON 

* 
fn 
fn 
* 
fn 
>n 
fn 
* 
00 
fn 
fn 
* 
fn 
O 
fn 

* 
00 

* 

00 
NO 

« 
NO 

\o 

* 
o 

* 
00 
o 
fn 

» 

* 
ON 

* 

ON 
(S 

NO 
fS 

» 
00 
00 
fv| 

* 
m 

* 
NO 
r--

« 
ON 

NO 
fn 

NO 

* 
o 

* 
ON 
O 
NO 

* 

fn 

* 

* 
NO NO 

<N 

* 
O 
t^ 
r̂  
* 
<N 
t—1 

(N 

fn 
NO 

* 
NO 
t--
cs 
* 
ON 
''t 
fn 

Tt 
fn 

* 
r-
o fn 
* 
•^ 
m 

* 
rt 
OS 

vn 

•<3-

i 1 1) 1 S ? :a ^ § §) B -s 
O U O H b^ Ui 

* 

fn 

* 
ON 
fn 

* 
fS 

* 

* 

NO 

NO 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

* 
ON 

O * * 
O <S NO 
o NO cs 
^- fn NO 

* 

ON 
NO 

* * * 
00 •^ TT 
t^ v£) ON 
lo rf NO 

* 

ON 

* 

fn 
fn 

* 

rf 
fn 

* 

o 
fn 

* 
fn 
ON 

« 

»n 

« 
ON 
<N 
NO 

* 

ON 

fn 

* 
00 
00 

fn 

* 
NO 

fn 

« 
00 
» 
fn 
<n 
• < ^ 

» 

fn 

* 
NO 
00 
fn 
* 
>/̂  
t^ 
fn 

O 
O 
O 

* 
00 

« 

* 
O 
O 
't 

* 

ON 

fn 

« 
00 
NO 

fn 

* 
NO 
« 

't 

« 
rf 
rr 
•A) 

o 
o 
o 

* 
00 
00 
NO 
* 
o 
NO 
* 
00 
00 
NO 

* 

fn 

* 
00 
fn 
NO 

* 
fn 

* 
00 
o 
t-. 

o 
o 
o 

* * 

NO NO 

* 
fn 

* 
fn 

fn 

00 

* 
fn 
NO 

* 
ON 

« 
ON 

* 
O 
fN 
NO 

o 
o 
o 

* 

fn 

O » * 
O <N fn 
O r~- ON 
r-" •'̂ . f^ 

* * » 
r-c NO (N 
.-I m t^ 
r-~ NO <N 

» 

't 

* 
NO 
OO 
fn 
* 
o 
fn 

« 

* « » * 
NO "^ 00 —' 
r- ^ 00 NO 
TT -t fS <N 

* 
oo 
NO 

* * 
O fn 
O —I 
NO U~i 

* 
fn 
NO 
NO 

* 
ON 
fn 
NO 

00 

« 
o 
r-o 
* 

NO 

* 
00 
ON 
SO 

» * 
•<^ ON 
^ NO 
IT) ^ 

fn 
O 
fn 

* 
m 
fn 
fn 

« 
ON 
rj-
rn 

* 
ON 
OO 

fn 

* 
ON 
OO 

* 
00 
fn 
fn 

* 
o 
NO 

• 
00 
o 

* 

* 

fn 

* 

fn 

* 
ON 
fn 
't 

* 

ON 

* 
fn 

fn 

« 
ON 
Tt 

« 
o 
fn 

* 
O 

ON 

* 

r-
fn 
• 
oo 
«n 
o 
o 
o 

o 
NO 

* 
fn 
»n 

* 

NO 

* 
fn 
»n 

* 
o 

NO 

* 
ON 
in 
fn 

O 
O 
O 

* 
00 

in 

* 
o. 
NO * 
00 
fn 
NO 

* 
00 
NO 
m 

00 

fn ^ 
fn fr. 

* 

fn 
* 
ON 
fn 

* * 
«N ON 
fn —. 
rr NO 

* 
00 
fn 

• 
«n 
fn 
fn 

» 

fn 
'it 

* 
NO 

* » 
ON ,_ 

* 
fn 
fn 

* 

fn 

* 

«S 

* 
ON 
ON 
-^ 

» 

00 

* 
o 
o 
fn 

o 
m 
(S 

* 
't 
00 
fn 
o 
o 
o 

* 
ON 
in 
fn 
« 

fn 

« 
ON 

* * O 
OO v^ O 
ON f.4 O 
in i/^ ^• 

• o » 
5 o in 
p o <s 
t^ ^ m 

§ * * 
^ Tj- 00 
O O ON 
^" t^ <n 

» 
00 
fn 

* 
o 
NO 

* 
o 
ON 
in 

* 
fn 
NO 

5 
# 
>n 

• 
o 
fn 
<n 

* 

00 

NO 
* 

ON 

fn 

• 
ON 
fn 

* 
00 
00 
NO 

* 
o 
o 't 

« 
o Tt 
NO 

* 
m 
-t 

* 
NO 

fn 

* 
o 
fn 

• * 
00 ON 
00 ^ 
fn rn 

O 
* 

NO 

m 
o 
fn 

• 
fS 
o 
fn 

* 

o 
fn 

m 
00 
fn 

« 
"<t 
00 
fn 

* 
m 
<s 
fn 

* * • 
;J NO r-
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