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The Conceptual Model

Affection
+ -

Conflict

+ ambivalent disharmonious

- amicable detached



Current states of intergenerational 
relationships are the result of former
choices (in case of conflict)…

 Loyalty
 Voice
 Neglect
 Exit
Research question: Which choices are most
likely under specific societal conditions?



Intergenerational Ambivalence

Theoretical aim
- extend the explanation of intergenerational ambivalence to

culturally and economically diverse societies
- relate intergenerational ambivalence of women to

institutional settings of the kinship system

Empirical aim
- replication of the solidarity-conflict-model from the younger

generation‘s perspective
- analysis of affect and conflict in a three-level-framework of

societal, individual and relational conditions



Research Program
Value of Children in Six Cultures
Fertility behavior and intergenerational relationships
in cross-cultural comparison

(at present: PR China, Taiwan, South Korea, Indonesia, North 
and South India, South-Africa, Nigeria, Ghana, Israel, 
Palestine, Turkey, Czech Republic, Russia, Estonia, Poland,
France, East and West Germany, Jamaica, United States,
Lithuania)

Principal investigators: 
Bernhard Nauck, Chemnitz University of Technology
Gisela Trommsdorff, University of Konstanz

Funded by the German Research Foundation 1998 - 2006
(Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft DFG)



Design of the Study

In every participating area about
- 300 young mothers whose oldest child is 

between two and five years of age
- 300 older mothers with at least one adolescent 

child between 14 and 17 years





Welfare Hypothesis

Affluence and corporate welfare states provide 
alternatives to functional solidarity within 
intergenerational relationships. Relationships 
“survive” only, if based on emotional closeness.

Disharmonious intergenerational relationships
are „opted out“ and transformed into detached
relationships.  





Lineage Hypothesis

Emotionally unrewarding relationships are 
maintained as conflictual and not transformed 
into detached ones.
Emotionally rewarding relationships are
more likely to be transformed into
ambivalent ones.

Unilineal kinship systems provide clear
borderlines and fewer alternatives outside 
the lineage than bilineal kinship systems –
exits are unlikely.



Interaction between societal and relational 
characteristics

 In societies with a patrilineal kinship system, 
functional relationships with the family of origin are
more conflictual than in societies with a bilineal or
matrilineal kinship system.

 In affluent societies, functional intergenerational 
relationships are less normatively supported and
result in a higher likelihood of conflictual and
ambivalent ones.



Design of the analysis

- based on 16 areas (Level 3)
- based on the data from young and older mothers

(8.756 respondents) (Level 2)
- Respondents were asked about their relationship

to their mother and father (12.860 relationships) 
(Level 1)
- 7.522 existing relationships to mothers
- 5.338 existing relationships to fathers



Correction for response styles

- accounts for culture specific response styles
- „strong opinion“ vs. „modesty“

- correction is based on 126 attitude items of
various contents

- based on responses to either 1 or 5 category
- responses were weighed on the individual level





Measurements of intergenerational relationships

Conflict
- respondents rated 3 items (from (1) „never" to (5) „always")
Affection
- respondents rated 3 items (from (1) „never" to (5) „always")

Items were chosen from sub-scales of the Network of
Relationships Inventory (NRI), developed by Furmann & 
Buhrmester (1985)

Factor analysis revealed 76 % explained variance for a 2 
factor solution (r = .15)



The Measurement Model
Latent Class Probabilities

(12.860 relationships with 2 parents in 16 areas)

Relationship type

amicable detached ambivalent disharmonious

appraisal .89 .11 .96 .10
approval .94 .26 .97 .21
admiration .89 .14 .96 .16
disagreement .10 .06 .93 .88
arguing .11 .04 .93 .82
being upset .05 .04 .82 .76
Total
prevalence 45 % 28 % 22 % 5 %









Design of the 3-Level-Analysis
Level 1: interaction level of intergenerational relationships

Parent’s age
Sex of parent (reference: father)
Proximity of parent
Contact to parent
Functional exchange

Level 2: individual characteristics
Rural background                                                  Educational level
Female workforce inclusion                                   Household welfare level
Number of children                                                Age of respondent
Perception of an instrumental value of children
Perception of a stimulation & affection value of children
Perception of normative family obligations

Level 3: area level
Gross National Income per Capita
Matrifocal kinship system



Relationship characteristics predicting class membership
Multinomial regression (reference: amicable) controlled for level 2 and 3 

variables

ambivalent detached disharmonious
Parent‘s age .99*** .99** .97***
Mother
(vs. Father)

1.36*** .55*** .83*

Proximity 1.05 1.22*** 1.55***
Contact .95 .77*** .77***
Mutual help 1.09*** .91*** .85***



Individual characteristics predicting class membership
Multinomial regression (reference: amicable) controlled for level 1 and 3 

variables

ambivalent detached disharmonious
Rural background .90*** 1.06* 1.01
Education .94 .94 .99
Workforce inclusion .99 .97*** .98
Family welfare level .99 .93*** .90***
* Comfort VOC 1.36*** .85** .81*
* Affection VOC .61*** .79** .86
* Normative obligations .13*** .94 .28***



Area characteristics predicting class membership
Multinomial regression (reference: amicable) controlled for level 1 and 2 

variables

ambivalent detached disharmonious
Matrifocal
kinship system .94 1.09 1.07

GNI .83 .88 .70*
Culture of
comfort utility of
children

1.06 .73 .38**



Interaction effects predicting class membership
Multinomial regression (reference: amicable)

ambivalent detached disharmonious
Matrifocal * proximity .99 .98 .94***
Matrifocal * contact 1.01 .99 1.04*
Matrifocal * exchange .99 1.00 1.00
GNI * proximity .94* .98 .95
GNI * contact .99 .91*** .93*
GNI * exchange 1.01 1.00 1.10**



Research questions revisited

Are affection and conflict in intergenerational relationships
structured by institutional settings (or just a matter of
opportunities, individual choices and internalized norms)?

Yes, very much so!
area effects remain strong, when individual 

characteristics are controlled for



Research questions revisited
Is intergenerational ambivalence related to a culture of

individualism?

No,
ambivalence is highest in areas with high 

functional interdependence! 



Take home message in one sentence
(if there is any):

Intergenerational ambivalence is not 
bound to „Western“ individualism, but 
depends on how „exit“ and „voice“ are
institutionally structured in relation to
emotional and functional
interdependence.



Thank you for your patience!

Criticism and suggestions are welcome to

bernhard.nauck@soziologie.tu-chemnitz.de


