
1 The influence of socioeconomic 
change and culture on 
intergenerational relations 1 

Gisela Trommsdoiff 

Introduction 

Why is a culture-contextual lens important for the study of intergenerational 
relations? Intergenerational relations can be viewed from a structural perspective 
focusing on the relationships among different cohorts who share the same historical 
and sociocultural background in their socialization experiences (Mannheim, 
1929/1964). Different from this approach is the psychological perspective on 
biologically and psychologically related individuals from different generations 
within a family. lntergenerational relations influence one's individual development 
by transmitting cognitive, motivational, social and emotional resources. Further­
more, intergenerational relations may also influence the sociocultural and economic 
context, e.g. economic exchange among generations, stability of families, changes 
of cultural values. At the same time, taking an ecocultural perspective, intergenera­
tional relations are influenced by the sociocultural and economic context. 
Accordingly, intergenerational relations are related to cultural values in several ways. 
They function to transmit certain values from one generation to the next, and they 
are shaped by the respective value orlentation in a culture. 

Adolescents play a n1ajor role in this process since they are developing value 
preferences as part of their identity development, which in turn is influenced partly 
by the quality of the parent-child relationship . The parent-child relationship 
influences the child's social, cognitive, and emotional development, which in turn 
is relevant in the development of intergenerational relations throughout the life­
span (Albert & Trommsdorff, 2014; Trommsdorff, 2006). For example, attachment 
relationships in early childhood are the basis of further developmental outcomes, 
including the later relationship with one's ageing parents. 

Additionally, parents and their children generally share the same cultural context 
and related developmental conditions that influence parenting, the parent-child 
relationship, and the relationships with family members from different genera­
tions. Thus, we conceive of parent-child relationships as a specific element within 
a network of extended intergenerational relationships that is in turn embedded 
in a particular cultural context and its value system. This view is informed by 
Bronfenbrenner's (1979) ecocultural model of development. 
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111 line with 'chwartz (1992, 2007, 2012), we understand value rienmions a 
motivati11g and guiding individual behaviom (Tromrmdorft~ 2012b). chwartz 
claims univer aliry often basic human vallles w.ith distinct goals. Thc rebtive import­
ance of these values may change over time, espe ially in times of socioeconomic 
and cultural changes. Here, the question ari e about what kind of value changes 
:'Idole cen are experiencing, and how these changes are affecting adol~scent 
devdopmem and also intcrgencrational relations in a society. Part of such value 
changes are precondition fi r , nd con equcnce of intergenerati nal relations, 
particularJy with resp et to the cu1Tenr widcspread globalization. All ovcr the world, 
ongoing fund:nnental demographic ch:mgcs - increa ing life expectancy and 
decrea ing hirth rate - are interrcfated with major economic and ocial changes, 
and respective change in va1uc orienration· :lnd inrergenerational relations in the 
family. 

Until after the Second World War, a typical traditional family consisted of 
three generations - grandparents, parents and children - with all three generations 
usuaUy living togethcr in one h u ehold. However, during the last decades ongoing 
socioeconom.ic, demographic and cultural ch:mges ltave affecred tbi family structure 
significantly (Bertram & Ehlert, 2012). hanging econom.ic and sociaf r ·ource , 
and related value orientations ofthe older and younger generation have also affecrcd 
changcs in intergenerati nal relations. 

For c>:-ample, the incrcasing Jife expectancy implies a potentially langer lifo 
span sharcd :lmong generational cohorts differ.ing in age. Howevcr, decreasing birth 
rares as patt of rbe demographic change are giving rise to sociopolitical concern , 
e.g. regarding justic in thc di tr.ibution of resourc · among thc generations. lt i 
discus ed whctber conAicts between the generations may arise due to the economic 
strain of young cohorts who are supposed to carry the burden of supporting the 
eldcdy. 

ociocultural changes imply questions about how parent-child relationships will 
changc, and h wand 011 which basis fanüly in mber.;, e pecially cruldren and ageing 
parents, can expect eo reccive and providc care :md sllpporr. ngoing sociocultural 
changcs may ca11se morc individualization relared eo a di ·solution of fomily bonds 
or it may a tivate a rcvival of fruitful and mutually supportive intergeneration:il 
relation . Herc, p ychological and sociological approache are needed tO clarify thc 
complexity of the ongoing changes, the condition for and ehe con equcnces of 
change in intergenerationaJ relati ns, and the role of adolescents and their value 
orientations in this proces$. 

Here, I conceptualize intergenerational relations as relationships between 
individual, biologically connected member of a family who belong to different 
generations. Accordingly, my interest is iJ1 cbildren's rclations to their parents nnd 
grandparents, and parenr ' rcl:ltion ro rheir own parents (children' · grandparents). 
These relations are asymmetrical and bidirectioual, and they imply a long-rerm 
commitment usually based on trust and reciprocity. 

Bengtson (2000) and Bengtson and Roberts (1991) have suggested a model of 
fam.ily solidarity to characterize intergenerational relations in the family . However, 
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social change in families due to individualization, geographic mobility, separation, 
step-parenting and changes during the individual life course may undermine life­
long solidarity relations among family members and thereby affect children's sense 
of responsibility with respect to supporting their ageing parents (Silverstein & 

Conroy, 2009). The question remains: what effect does the dissolution of both 
sociocultural norms as weil as biological and economic bonds have on the parent­
child relationship? Is its socioemotional quality perhaps thereby affected? 

Moreover, since parent-child relations do not remain the same over time, studies 
of intergenerational relations need a lifespan approach that takes various age groups 
into account: beyond extending the notion of parent-child re!ations to more than 
only two generations (including grandparents, parents, and chÜdren), I argue that 
the developmental age and the developmental process in parent-child relations 
should be considered (Trommsdorff, 2006). 

This perspective borrows from psychological research that shows how closely 
individual development is related to the family and the cultural context. The quality 
of the early parent-child relationship sets the tone for further developmental 
outcomes of the child, including internalization of values, social and emotional 
competence, resilience to risks, coping with challenges, and prosocial motivation 
for supporting ageing parents. Therefore, early parent-child relations (based on 
attachment, see Bowlby, 1969, 1988) can partly predict the quality of intergenera­
tional relations in the family through the generations. Furthermore, the quality of 
relations among generations is assumed to be an important factor in the structure 
of societies, and the socialization function of the family, affecting the continuity 
of cultural values. 

Most research on intergenerational relations have studied Western, European­
American samples, largely ignoring the diversity of cultures and the impact of the 
cultural context on societal and interpersonal phenomena (named 'WEIRD: 
Western, Educated, Industrialized, Rich, and Democratic' by Henrich et al., 2010). 
This is especially problematic given the ongoing trends in demographic changes, 
migration and urbanization, and continuous political and socioeconomic changes 
in most parts of the world. In order to avoid an ethnocentric bias, more cross­
cultural studies that focus specifically on culture are needed (Trommsdorff & 

Nauck, 2005, 2006, 2010) . These could test the universality and culture-specificity 
of intergenerational relations and their socioeconomic and culture-psychological 
correlates. Cultures are not homogeneous entities; they are continuously chang­
ing in various aspects and directions, which makes it difficult to form a culture­
informed theory on intergenerational relations. However, one may start from some 
general psychological assumptions and their empirical validation and focus on to 
what extent psychological implications of the context influence the theoretically 
interesting relations among the variables under study. Using this framework, 
the present study deals with intergenerational relations in diverse cultural contexts, 
partly based on theoretical perspectives and results from the international Value­
of-Children and Intergenerational Relations Study (VOC-IR) (Trommsdorff & 

Nauck, 2010). 
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My focus is first and foremost on demographic and value change in diverse 
cultures. Second, I discuss issues of intergenerational transmission of values. Third, 
1 deal with questions of support in the family between the generations. 

Demographie change and changing values of the family 

Globalization and demographic shifts are affecting societies and families all over 
the world, especially in terms of value changes (Bertram & Ehlert, 2012). Life 
expectancy in most industrialized countries is continuously rising, while fertility 
rates are continuously declining. This ongoing pattern implies an increase in the 
relative number of old people and a relative decrease of the younger generation. 
Additionally, the divorce rate and different patterns of family structure (e.g. living 
apart together) have been increasing (Nave-Herz, 2012). As a consequence, people 
are facing the prospect of living in their old age without close family ties. In all 
European countries, persons above age 80 are reported to be living alone (Börsch­
Supan et al., 2005). Whether this implies loneliness and dependency on professional 
care is an empirical question. R ecent studies show considerable differences in 
loneliness between South-European and North-European countries (Börsch-Supan 
et al„ 2005). 

Regarding non-European countries, significant changes also abound. Japan has 
undergone enormous transformations in a short time , from being an agrarian to 
an industrial and a post- industrial society. At present, it is experiencing a shrinking 
population due to low birthrate, and at the same time the highest percentage of 
elderly in the world. These changes have significant effects on the family and on 
intergenerational relations, partly also since traditional values of 'filial piety' are 
declining (Linhart, 2012). 

Fertility rates in less economically developed countries such as those in Sub­
Saharan Africa remain rather high, while the life expectancy of the population 
increases due to improved medical care. An increasing number of young people 
who are facing unemployment and poverty choose to migrate, leaving their ageing 
parents. Thus, socioeconomic and demographic change affect family as well as care 
of the older generation (e.g. Ntozi, 2012). 

Socioeconomic changes are related to demographic changes, especially insofar 
as both imply value changes. Values have been conceived of as motivating 
individuals to achieve certain goals. Values may differ between individual societies, 
and also depend on the cultural context and related cultural values (e.g. rather 
individualistic goals of independence, autonomy, and self-reliance are in contrast 
to rather collectivistic goals of interdependence and relatedness). On the cultural 
level, values function as a basis for social rules and legitimation of institutions 
integrating individuals into the society (see Trommsdorff, 2012a) and characterizing 
culture-specific general tendencies. Considerable value change from materialistic 
(e.g. security) to post-materialistic values (e.g. self-fulfilment) has been observed 
in European industrialized societies (Inglehart, 1997). This change has been accom­
panied by changes in family values (e. g. decreasing preference of extended to 
increasing preference of nuclear fami.lies and single households), and changes in the 
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value of children in society (Kagitcibasi, 2007; Trornmsdorff, 2012b; Trommsdorff 
& Nauck, 2005). 

Trommsdorff and Nauck (2005, 2006) relate demographic changes to changes 
in parent-child relationships and in the value of children in different cultural 
contexts. In traditional societies with less econornic development, children are 
valued in terms ofhow much social status and old-age security they provide. Here, 
one can say that the economic and social value of children is higher than in more 
industrialized societies, where children are primarily valued for how much emotional 
reward they provide the parents. This may explain the decreasing fertility rate in 
industrialized countries, since more than one or two children would not necessarily 
provide a higher degree of emotional satisfaction (Mayer et al„ 2005) . In contrast, 
in less industrialized countries, each child is potentially contributing to the parents' 
old age security, thereby reinforcing the economic or material value of children 
(Kirn & Park, 2005; Mishra et al„ 2005; Trornmsdorff & Mayer, 2012). In his 
cross-cultural study on adolescents' family models, Mayer (2009, 2013) has shown 
how the interdependent family model is related to the material value of children, 
while the independent family model is related to the emotional value of children 
(Mayer & Trommsdorff, 2010, 2012). Furthermore, in a cross-cultural and multi­
level study we have shown how adolescents' value of children is related to the 
intention to have children in the future. Most adolescents from diverse cultures 
wish to have children and are motivated by expecting close and satisfying emotional 
relationships with their offspring - thus clearly giving priority to an emotional (in 
contrast to an economic or social) value of children (Mayer & Trommsdorff, 2010). 

Transmission of values 

Intergenerational relations in the family are an important basis of socialization 
processes. Here, the transmission of values and behavioural preferences between 
the generations are grounded. Values can be transmitted from the older to the 
younger generation and vice versa, thereby infl.uencing the direction of value change 
or cultural continuity (Trommsdorff, 2009a). The transmission of values follows 
both vertical (e.g. parent-child relations) and horizontal (e.g. peer relations; dyadic 
partnership; 'Zeitgeist') directions. Transmission is based on interaction processes 
among components of the microsystem - that is, in the family, school, peers and 
neighbourhood. According to Bronfenbrenner's (1979) ecosystem approach, the 
microsystem is embedded in and interacting with the meso- and exosystem (mass 
media, friends of family, legal and social welfare services), while these are interacting 
with the macrosystem (cultural values, religion, ideologies). An ecosystem approach 
assumes bidirectionality in the transmission of values. 

Under which conditions are values transmitted within the family, between 
parents and grandparents, and children (grandchildren)? According to culture­
informed studies on the transmission of values, the quality of intergenerational 
relations is a relevant predictor for successful internalization of the respective parental 
values (Albert & Trommsdorff, 2014; Trornmsdorff, 2009a). Parenting and parent­
child relations are the transmission belt for the culture-specific transmission of 
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parental values. However, parenting alone cannot explain whether the intended 
transmission of values is successful or not. In order to understand the transrnission 
process and successful internalization of the parents' values, it is necessary to study 
the features of parental disciplinary behaviour, whether the parents' intentions are 
accurately perceived by the child, and also whether the child accepts the parents' 
message (Grusec & Goodnow, 1994). The child's acceptance of parents' goals and 
values in turn depends on the parent-child relationship, especially the quality of 
attachment (Trommsdorff, 2009a). This model for the process of internalization is 
useful to describe the successful transmission of values from the parents to their 
children. 

In empirical studies, several difficulties have to be solved. Whether the child 
accurate1y perceives parental values, and whether the child accepts the parental 
message, probably depends on the quality of the parent-child relationship and the 
cultura1 context. For example, in our studies on adolescents' perception of paren­
tal control, German adolescents overall felt rejected with respect to their parents' 
control and monitoring, while Japanese adolescents felt accepted and satisfied 
(Trornmsdortf, 1985, 2015) . 

Furthermore, the empirical assessment of parenting is difficult due to its complex 
multifaceted characteristics of e.g. warmth and control or acceptance and rejection 
(Maccoby, 2000; Rohner & Cournover, 1994; Rohner & Pettengill, 1985). 
Baumrind's (1968) distinction among authoritarian, authoritative and permissive 
parenting has been the dominant approach of studies based on Western samples. 
However, cross-cultural and culture-infom1ed studies have shown that authoritarian 
parenting has a very different meaning in Asian cultures (Chao & Tseng, 2002). 
Moreover, recent research underlines that global measures of parenting neglecting 
the situational context are insufficient. Therefore, Grusec and Davidov (2010) have 
suggested a domain-specific approach to parenting. 

Of special importance for further development is the early mother-child 
relationship; this can evoke secure or insecure attachn1ent, the basis for an internal 
working model of the seif and the world (Bowlby, 1969, 1988). Attachment research 
has shown that sensitive mothers can build an attachment relationship with their 
child which fosters a secure working model (Grossmann & Grossmann, 1990). 
However, again, sensitivity with respect to mothering takes on different meanings 
in different geographical contexts due to situational and cultural differences 
(Rothbaum et al., 2006; Trommsdorff & Friedlmeier, 2010; Ziehm et al., 2013). 

Therefore, cross-cultural and domain-specific approaches should be combined 
for a better understanding of parenting as a transmission belt for values, and the 
quality of parent-child relations should be specified to predict the transmission and 
the intemalization of values (Albert et al., 2011; Tronunsdortf, 2009b) . Furthermore, 
due to the effects of cultural norms and developmental changes, it is not easy to 
empirically assess whether value transmission was successful or not. For example, 
correlations between verbal measures of parents' and their children's values should 
be related to behavioural measures and perceived cultural norms. 

Finally, bidirectional influences should be taken into account: children come 
of age in a particular peer group and adopt values that in turn organize their 
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individual and social development, including their interaction with their parents 
- thereby influencing their parents' value orientations and resulting intergenerational 
relations. Bidirectional influences can differ among different cultures (Trommsdorff 
& Kornadt, 2003). 

Intergenerational relations 

Intergenerational relations differ among individuals and also among cultures. 
Rothbaum et al. (2000) have discussed the cultural differences in intergenerational 
relations over the lifespan, distinguishing the path of generative tension and the 
related lens of individuation, and the path of symbiotic harmony with preference 
for the lens of accommodation. For example, in cultures where individualism and 
independence is highly valued, the parent-child relationship develops from 
separation and reunion experiences with the caregiver in early childhood. In 
childhood, personal preferences are built up; in adolescence and adulthood, 
negotiations serve as the basis of trust in the relationship. In contrast, in cultures 
where interdependence and relatedness are highly valued, infancy is characterized 
by union (mother-child 'oneness') . In childhood, the development of inter­
generational relations is based upon understanding and accepting the expectations 
of others, which in turn furthers the processes of internalization. In adolescence, 
when stability of the intergenerational relationships is achieved, the assurance of 
secure relatedness in adulthood is promoted (Rothbaum et al., 2000) . The culture­
informed perspective thus allows the analysis ofintergenerational relationships over 
the lifespan by taking cultural values and their transmission in the socialization 
process into account. 

Since intergenerational relations in the family have only rarely been studied 
cross-culturally, we have started the 'Value of Children and Intergenerational 
Relations' Study (VOC-IR) (Trommsdorff & Nauck, 2005, 2006, 2010) includ­
ing three-generation samples from 20 countries (in each country about 1,000 
adolescents, 1,000 mothers and 100 grandparents) (in some countries intracultural 
comparisons of urban and rural samples were carried out) . This project has been 
designed to study the quality of intergenerational relations in the cultural context 
for predicting value transmission and support for ageing parents (Schwarz & 

Trommsdorff, 2005a). We started from a lifespan perspective in order to be able 
to study later stages in the parent-child relation as weil as relations between 110l1-
adjace11t generations, such as grandchildren a11d grandparents. Therefore, our 
theoretical framework is based on an ecocultural and developmental approach. Our 
culture-informed model of intergenerational relationships across the lifespan 
considers parent-child relationships as embedded in the socioeconomic and cultural 
context (Trommsdorff, 2006) . 

The model to be tested includes (1) contextual factors, e.g. cultural values and 
socioeconomic factors, (2) person variables such as attachment and individual value 
orientations, (3) relationship variables regarding the child (e.g. preferred child-rearing 
practices and investments in the child) and regarding the parents as weil (e.g. given 
support to pursue these goals) (Trommsdorff, 2001; Albert & Trommsdorff, 2014) 
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Cultural and socioeconomic context 
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F1g11re 1. 1 Parent-child relations in three generatiom (the VOC-IR Study) 

(see Figure 1.1 ). The relation hip among the e rhree aspects ( context, person, 
paren.t-di.ild relation hip) were studied for tlu:ee (biologically related) generations: 
adolescent , morhers, and grandmöthers. Originally, six culture · were included in 
the study (Germany, Israel, Turkey, Republic of Korea, China and lndonesia). 
In the meantime, researchers from different parts of the world have joined the 
project, and currently, a !arge dataset (N = 16.461 participants) is available from 
nineteen different countries on four continents (Trommsdorff & Nauck, 2005, 2006, 
2010) . Multilevel analyses take context, person and relationships into account (e.g. 
Mayer & Tromm dorfI, 2010). 

The ma.in quescjon was w hether socioeconomic changes affcct v<i lue change 
(individua.lism/collectivisrn: family valucs; rhe valu of childrcn) and rhc quality 
of intergencrational relations. The ba ic hypothesis is as follows: there i · 111urual 
interaction betwecn parcnrs' and their children' values in all tlm~e gencrations, 
and that interaction is in turn inAuenced by the extem to which it is embedded 
in its sociocultural context. Accordingly, the analyses focused on person variables 
and relationship variables and their respective interrelations (see Figure 1.1) . Same 
selected results from the VOC-IR Study are summarized in the following. 

Vafoe of cliildren and tltefamily 

The emotional value of children was high in all countries, however, significant 
differences occurred with respect to the utilitarian (socioeconomic) value of 
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children: the more economically developed countries (e.g. Germany, France) are 
less in favour of utilitarian values of children as compared to less economically 
developed countries (e.g. China, India, Russia) . Furthermore, in all countries, the 
older generation (grandparents) favour utilitarian values of children more than their 
adult daughters do (Trommsdorff & Mayer, 2012). Whether this difference in values 
depends on a value change or on the developmental age remains an open question. 

Value orientations (measured on the individual level) are related to certain 
macro-level factors (measured on the cultural level) . The Human Development 
Index (HOi) is positively associated with the emotional value of children and 
negatively associated with family values for both grandmothers and adult daughters. 
Additionally, individualism (measured as cultural dimension according to Hofstede, 
1980) is negatively related to collectivism and farnily values, again, for both 
generations (Trommsdorff & Mayer, 2012) . 

Post-materialistic values (measured according to the World Value Survey 
1990-1992) correlate negatively with the socioeconornic (utalitarian) value of 
children in Germany and France and positively in South Africa and lndia, while 
Japan, Korea and China are about in-between these two groups (duster analyses) 
(Trommsdorff, 2006). 

Giving and receiving s11pport between the generations 

According to Bengtson (2000), solidarity should characterize the farnilies even in 
times of individualization. However, the question is whether respective positive 
results for European-American farnilies also hold for other countries (Bengtson 
et al., 2000). The VOC-IR study allows the comparison of mean values of giving 
and receiving support across diverse cultures. The results show that in East Asian 
and Western countries, support given to the elderly mother (grandmother) by her 
adult daughter is lower than the support given by the grandmother to the adult 
daughter. However, in Germany, the given and received support is much lower 
than in China and lndonesia, while Korea is situated in the rniddle (Schwarz & 

Trommsdorff, 2005b). A closer look at the kind of support given by the adult 
daughters to their elderly mothers (grandmothers) shows that Gennan adult 
daughters give less emotional, even less instrumental, and much less financial support 
as compared to Chinese and Korean adult daughters. German adult daughters 
distinguish clearly among the different kinds of support. When they do provide 
support, they prefer to give emotional support. 

Adolescents in traditional, collectivistic cultures (Indonesia, India, Turkey, 
South Africa) who experience a conftict between helping their parents or meeting 
friends tend to prefer to help their parents. However, in individualistic cultures, 
adolescents facing the same/sirnilar confl.ict prefer to meet up with their friends 
(Mayer & Trommsdorff, 2012; Schwarz et al., 2012) . 

It is known from studies in lifespan intergenerational relations in Western 
countries that the anticipation of giving support to one's elderly parents can be a 
burden for children, adolescents and adults. In Asian cultures, children are norma­
tively expected to support their elderly parents. Based on the Confucian tradition 
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of filial piety, this filial duty is strongly established. However, in Western countries, 
the intention to support one's elderly parents is based on the individual decision 
and related prosocial motivation. Research in prosocial motivation has shown 
that a positive relationship with the person in need facilitates the motivation to 
help and give support (e.g. Eisenberg et al., 2006; Staub, 1980). Therefore, more 
individual differences in support should be expected in those countries where values 
of individualism are high as compared to more traditional and collectivistic 
countries. More psychological conflict should also be expected in individualistic 
cultures since support is based on individual decision-making and related prosocial 
motivation. Empirical results from the VOC-IR study clearly show significant 
differences in the correlation between individualism (Hofstede's cultural dimension) 
and filial anxiety among the diverse countries with low individualism associated 
with low filial anxiety. This is the case for China, Turkey and India, while in 
Germany and France individualism is higher and at the same time filial anxiety is 
more pronounced. 

Do these results indicate less intraindividual and intergenerational conflicts in 
traditional compared to more modern societies? Here, cultural differences in the 
conditions and functions of emotions (such as anxiety) have to be taken into account 
as part of culture-specific effects of socioemotional development (Trommsdorff & 
Cole, 2011). Therefore, it should be noted that our results show more filial anxiety 
when intergenerational relations are based on personal decisions, as is the case in 
individualistic cultures. In contrast, in traditional and collective cultures where 
cultural values of filial piety prevail, the normative expectation to support one's 
elderly parents is very strong; moreover, the general value to stabilize harmony in 
one's in-group and the emotional bond that underlies that value contribute to the 
very low probability of intra-individual confl.icts. Our data clearly demonstrate that 
intergenerational conflicts are less pronounced in traditional, norm-oriented societies 
such as India, in contrast to Germany and France (Trommsdorff & Mayer, 2012). 

Summary and outlook 

Summary 

So far, the empirical studies across different cultures have shown that inter­
generational relations in the family as well as cultural values are important in the 
individual's development over his/ her lifespan. They serve as a transmission belt 
for the transmission and internalization of values, but also serve the function of 
giving and receiving support between the generations. Our results have also shown 
that the quality of the relationship is important for both the transmission of values, 
and for the mutual support between the generations. 

The results from our VOC-IR study are clearly in line with the assumptions 
based on the model of pathways for intergenerational relations over the lifespan 
by Rothbaum et al. (2000). The intergenerational relationship in individualistic 
cultures is more characterized by generative tension, while in collectivistic and 
interdependent cultures, it is more characterized by symbiotic harmony. The results 
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from our VOC-IR study are only partly in line with the assumptions by Kagitcibasi 
(2007), since we could not observe the predicted direct change of cultures (high 
in independence and of cultures high in interdependence) towards a symbiosis of 
emotional interdependence. Our results are based on multilevel analyses involving 
very different cultures. However, in future research, the processes and effects of 
ongoing multi-facet cultural changes should be assessed. 

The results of our studies do in general fit to Bengtson and Roberts's (1991) 
model ofintergenerational solidarity, which had not previously been tested in large­
scale cross-cultural comparisons. This underlines the assumption that socioeconom.ic 
changes do not disrupt family solidarity and mutual support among the generations 

in the family. 

011tlook 

In the present chapter, I could not report about gender effects in intergenerational 
relations. However, this is a very interesting issue, deserving more attention in 
culture-informed studies. Much of ongoing gender-related value change and 
change in intergenerational relations can be directly linked to cultural values. For 
exarnple, in rnany traditional societies (e.g. in East and South East Asia), the eldest 
son is obliged tobe in charge ofhonouring the ancestors, thus contributing to the 
continuity of the farnily. Or in India, the daughter has to leave her farnily of origin 
after rnarriage and live in her husband's household, fulfilling duties of a daughter 
to the rnother-in-law. Cultural change of the patriarchal farnily system in Japan 
has resulted in substantial change with respect to the value of children and the 
value of family, including the role of rnen and warnen: three-generation households 
are decreasing, an increasing number of men and warnen do not marry (or get 
divorced at a later age), while the value of having a daughter instead of having a 
son (who has to fulfil duties in the service of the family and the ancestors) has been 
increasing (e.g. Linhart, 2012). 

The transrnission of values depends among other variables on the 'Z eitgeist' 
and the homogeneity of the context. Hence, the intergenerational relations in 
rnigrant families is an important area for future research, especially regarding 
questions of support and transmission of values (see Albert & Tronunsdorff, 201 4; 
Barni et al„ 2012). For example, studies on rnigrants and non-rnigrants in Gerrnany, 
in the Netherlands (Phalet & Schönpflug, 2001; Schönpflug, 2001), andin Israel 
(Knafo et al„ 2009) found more similarities than differences between cultural groups. 
These studies clarified the importance of the culture-specific meaning of parenting 
variables for value transmission. 

Since the transmission of values has implications for intergenerational relations 
and well-being, culture-informed studies on migrant families are of special 
importance. Hadjar et al. (2012) who have compared adolescents from migrant and 
minority families to majority families in Germany and Israel were able to show 
that value similarity between adolescents and their parents rnight promote well­
being in farnilies from the majority culture. Adolescents' well-being from rnigrant 
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(or minority) families depends on the similarity of their families' values with the 
general cultural value orientation ('goodness- of-fit'). A related question has been 
asked by Albert, Ferring and Michels (2013) in their study on the function of 
intergenerational value similarity for intergenerational solidarity in migrant and 
non-migrant families in Luxembourg. Their results show that shared values within 
the family promote supportive intergenerational relations. However, sharing values 
does not mean 'absolute' value similarity (independent of situations), which is less 
preferable for intergenerational solidarity, while 'relative' value similarity (taking 
into account given circumstances) allows for flexibility between generations. 

These studies aim to contribute to a better understanding of universal and 
culture-specific processes of development over the lifespan, the transmission 
of values over several generations in the family and the basis of support between 
the generations. The conditions and consequences of intergenerational relations 
and sociocultural change may thereby be clarified. 

Note 

This chapter is based on the international 'Value of Children and lntergenerational 
Relations Study (VOC-IR)', PI: Gisela Trommsdorff and Bernhard N auck, supported 
by the Gennan Research Council (Tr 169/1-4). 
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