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1. Background and Research Questions

Industrialized countries with rising life expectancy and falling birthrates are ex-
periencing a far-reaching demographic transformation involving changes in various
areas of society. The increasing life expectancy signifies a potentially longer com-
mon lifespan among generational cohorts of different ages.

These changes imply questions about the shaping of intergenerational rela-
tions under conditions of demographic and also socioeconomic change. Adding to
the drama of these relationships for modern industrialized societies at present is the
question of whether intergenerational conflicts will arise, The scenario acquires
cven more explosive power when scen against the idea ol the individualization of
society and the dissolution of familial bonds ostensibly associated with i, On the
other hand, Bengtson has developed another scenario, supported by an abundance
of empirical data, which includes the model of intergenerational solidarity (Bengt-
son 2001, Bengtson/Roberts 1991, Silverstein/Bengtson/Lawton 1997). The theo-
retical and empirical advantage of Bengtson’s approach is that intergenerational re-
lations are not simply seen at the aggregate level as relationships between cohorts,
On the contrary, Bengtson sees intergencrational relations as relationships between
generations that have familial attachments to one another, such as those that chil-
dren have to their parents and to their parents’ parents (the children’s grandpar-
ents). Bengtson®s approach, however, means that studies must focus on individuat
family members who belong to the different generations and on the relationships
that they have to one another.
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Familial relationships imply a reciprocal interdependence, where one’s own be-
havior and well-being is not independent from that of the other family members.
Such familial relationships are asymmetrical and bidirectional; they are long-term
commitments that cannot be terminated at will. Unlike partnerships, they do not
come about through agreement. Furthermore, they are relevant for the identity of in-
dividuals, because these family relationships are adopted into an individual’s lifelong
socialization. Finally, intergenerational refationships grounded in the family are so-
cially relevant because they are a driving force anchored in the conditions of sociali-
zation to pass on values, knowledge, and behavioral preferences. Familial relation-
ships not only influence the new, children’s generation, but also the generations of
the parents and grandparents (Trommsdorff 2009b). The transmission effects in both
directions determine the continuity of the society and the direction of its change.

This chapter pursues the question of how such interdependent intergenerational
relationships grounded in the family come about in an era of far-reaching demo-
graphic change, and how these are formed. We will first discuss the psychological
foundations for their emergence and formation in the theoretical section immediately
below. We will then determine whether our assumptions should be on a universal or
culturally-specific basis. In the empirical section that follows, we will report on the
results of cross-cubtural studics that are based on data from the “Value of Children
and Intergenerational Relations” project. We will conclude by suggesting an integra-
tive theoretical model that considers both the sociological and psychological aspecis
of intergenerational relations.

2. Theoretical Foundations

2.1 Psychological Aspects of Intergenerational Relations:
Characteristics and Contributing Factors

2.1.1 Characteristics of Intergenerational Relations

The various qualities of intergenerational relations and their associated aspects can
change over the course of life because of altered demands on parents and children
(Trommsdorff 2005, 2006), Only studies on selected aspects can be discussed be-
low. With regard to the lifespan, here we will focus only on intergenerational rela-
tions among adults and seniors (and thercfore not among children), namely parents
and grandparents. One of the qualitative aspects we are interested in is the relation-
ship quality experienced in day-to-day communication, such as verbal closeness
and frequency of conflict (see Furman/Buhrmester 1985). Another is the support
between the generations (between parents and grandparents) as solidarity that has
relevance for behavior and implications for social and family policy as well.
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Do the parents (adult children) and their parents (grandparents) give tinancial,
instrumental, and/ot emotional support to one another? And do they plan on mutu-
ally supporting one another in the [uture, even if they must acknowledge their per-
sonal limitations? This planned support in particular can have various motivations:
they can be more pro-social-altruistic or more normatively oriented. The motivg-
tional foundations of intergencrational support have so far not been studied in the
specilic sense of altruism research (see Trommsdortf 2005). Another aspect can de-
tract from intergenerational relations: filial anxiety. Mothers in particular, who are
caring for and raising children themselves, are in the difficult position (the so-
called sandwich generation) of anticipating that they will have to (eventually) sup-
port their aged parents (sec Kinemund 2002),

2.1.2 Explanatory Madels and Empirical Findings

Quality of Attachment. The emergence of intcrgenerational relations has its sociobi-
ological roots in the universal need to pass on one’s genes and provide optimal care to
one’s own offspring. Thus the psychological foundations for a close emotional rela-
tionship between mother and child are found in carly childhood. This affects the gual-
ity of attachment (secure/insecure attachment) and the internal working model associ-
ated with it; it also influences the further socicemotional and cognitive development
of the child (Bowlby 1988). The quality of attachment is not an unchangeable charac-
teristic of a person; it is a relationship characteristic and can be influenced by later ex-
periences. Attachment quality influences the ongoing parent-child relationship, as well
as the relationship with one’s eventual life partner and one’s own children (see Steele/
Steele/Fonagy 1996, Schwarz/Trommsdorff 2005a). Attachment quality is therefore
an important factor for intergenerational relationships across the lifespan; in addition,
it is an important factor in passing on retationship quality across the generations.

Contextual Conditions. The quality of attachment that emerges in carly childhood is
not the only determinant in the conditions of intergenerational relations, however,
primarily because attachment is embedded in a sociocultural and familial contexi.
Rather it is much more likely, in the sense of an ecological-contextual, culturally in-
formed model of development, that distal and proximal contributing factors act at the
macro and micro levels (Trommsdorff 2007, see Bronfenbrenner 1989, Whiting/
Whiting 1975). These conditions are primarily seen in socioeconomic and cuitural
contexts, as well as in the values that are transmitted through socialization.

For this reason we cannot simply assume that cultural dimensions such as in-
dividualism and collectivism describe homogeneous cultures. To the contrary, cul-
tures are complex and in no way static. Taken individually, theoretically relevant
characteristics such as values (but also family structure or religion} do not represent
sufficient characteristics to describe a culture, but they can be used for hypothesis-
based statistical analyses if one considers the sociocultural context when interpret-
ing the empirical results.
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Of the terms individualism and collectivism, the former comprises values that
tend more toward independence and self-sufficiency, whercas the latter includes
values of group orientation, harmony, and attachment with the corresponding be-
havioral preferences (Triandis 1993). Oyserman, Coon, and Kemmelmeier’s meta-
analysis (2002) criticizes the undue simplification of complex cultural characteris-
tics. The substance of their argument is that, while generalizations are unwarranted,
entirely situation-specific valences can be targeted that correspond to the value di-
mensions of individualism and independence and collectivism and interdependence
and can influence experience, behavior, and socialization in families. These values
of independence and interdependence are the real basis of the few cross-cultural
studies of the conditions and consequences of intergenerational relationships.

Family values - here meaning the importance of an orientation toward the family
and the norms of family obligations in particular — arc closcly connected to these
values. Orientations toward the family are especially strong in traditional cultures
and in countries where material resources are primarily amassed and passed on
within the family. In these countries, therefore, the Value of Children (VOC) and
its consequences for fertility is more contingent on utilitarian and normative expee-
tations. Familial relationships in these countries tend to have an obligatory nature,
meaning that they have an order that comes from normative regulations and is hier-
archical (rather than partnership-based). Here obedience to one’s elders and accep-
tance of the rules are important, whereas “autonomous™ decisions are encouraged
throughout the lifespan in more individualistic value contexts. Cultural values,
family values, and the Valuc of Children can thus be understood as psychological
prerequisites for intergenerational relations.

The Value of Children and Intergenerational Relations. Questions about the condi-
tions and expressions of intergenerational relations anchored in the family unit can
be discussed on the basis of theoretical considerations and data from the interna-
tional “Value of Children and Intergencrational Relations™ study (Trommsdorff/
Nauck 2005, 2010}, The Value of Children (VOC) approach of the 1970s was sup-
posed to explain the generative behavior in various societies, especially the over-
population in some parts of the world (see Arnold et al, 1975), The “value” or
“utility” of children was seen in parents’ cxpectations that their children would ful-
fill utikitarian-normative and emotional needs. In recent decades, economists in par-
ticular have discussed generative bechavior from the perspective of the costs of
children, in order to explain the declining birthrates in prosperous societies. The
earlier approaches of the VOC Study have thus been taken up only partially.

The VOC Study asks questions about the correlations between generative be-
havior, parenthood, and intergenerational relationships (Trommsdorff/Nauck 2005,
2006). These questions can be seen in the psychological works of Hoffman and
Hoffman (1973) and Kagitcibasi (1982, 2007). In addition, Nauck (2001, 2007a,
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2007b, in this volume) has looked at these questions from a cross-national perspec-
tive of family sociology and theory of action.

The basic VOC approach assumes that the desire for children and the genera-
tive behavior of parents is motivated by such things as generalized values and a
spectfic Value of Children; these imply, in part, certain expectations ot children
and of future intergenerational relations (e.g., support in old age), as well as certain
(childrearing) behavior toward the children. Where individualistic values predomi-
nate, as opposed to collectivistic ones, the Value of Children is less associated with
utilitarian-normative expectations and more directed toward fulfilling emotional
needs; parents will encourage autonomy, rather than obedience, in childrearing
(Albert/Trommsdorft/ Wisnubrata 2009, Trommsdorff/Mayer/Albert 2004),

Furthermore, the VOC approach begins with the assumption that generalized
values and the Value of Children depend in part on the level of prosperity in the so-
ciety {and the family), and that these influence fertility decisions in termis of the
number of children desired. Empirical evidence shows that the lower the prosperity
level, the higher the utilitarian-normative expectations for offspring and the higher
the number of children (Kagitcibasi 1982, 2007, Nauck 2007b, Trommsdorff 2009a,
Trommsdorff/Kim/Nauck 2005, Trommsdorff/Nauck 2005). In contrast to the utili-
tarian-normative expectations for offspring, parental expectations of emotional ful-
fillment from their offspring are not assumed to be related fo the prosperity level.

The obvious assumption is that for utilitarian-normative and emotional as-
pects the Value of Children is linked to corresponding values for intergenerational
relationships. This assumption, however, requires that the Value of Children be
based on relatively generalized values that are also effective later in life, when in-
dividual fertility decisions have been made long before, even many years back. We
can certainly assume this type of continuity when the conditions necessary fo see
an effect for generalized VOC values and intergenerational relationship type exist
in the given sociocultural context, Where can such conditions exist?

Theory of Family Models. Even though not specifically investigating intergeneration-
al relations, Kagitcibasi’s (2007) theoretical approach to changes in famify models is
relevant to our inquiry. According to Kagilcibasi, the family model of emotional and
material inferdependence is linked to collectivistic values; it implies a more norma-
tively ortented Value of Children and a more interdependent but asymmetrical par-
ent-child refationship. The family model of emotional and material independence, on
the other hand, is shaped more by individualistic values and an emotional Value of
Children, with a more partnership-oriented parent-child refationship. The third vari-
ant, the model of emotional interdependence, primarily describes societies in transi-
tion, in which material dependencies within the family decline but emotional interde-
pendence remains strong.

In a study across 30 nations, Georgas, Berry, van de Vijver, Kagitcibasi, and
Poortinga (2006) report empirical findings with regard to Kagitcibasi’s model,
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namely that emotional closeness within families is at its most pronounced in cul-
tures with an interdependent family orientation, followed by cultures with emo-
tional interdependence and cultures with an independent family orientation. Differ-
ences between the cultures are greater for instrumental familial relationships
(material interdependencies) than they are for emotional closeness. The significance
of family values in each specific culture, and how these are expressed in the prefer-
ence for familial attachment, is related to collectivistic values and to children’s
willingness to obey their parents (as opposed to individuealistic values and the de-
sire to be independent from one’s parents).

The approaches of Georgas et al. (2006) and Kagitcibasi (2007) do not deal
directly with our issuc of the cultural characteristics, conditions, and consequences
of intergenerational relations, but they are nonetheless relevant to our question be-
cause of their focus on family values and the Value of Children (VOC), parental
childrearing goals and behavior, and the significance of autonomy and attachment.

Distinctive Cultural Features of Intergenerational Relations. The approaches listed
above, however, do not cover the cultural and developmental psychology aspects of
parent-child relationships across the lifespan, of how these are relevant for inter-
generational relations and above all for relationships across various generations. This
is why Trommsdorff (2006, 2007) has taken the Value of Children approach further
with her culturally informed model of intergenerational relationships across the life-
span. This model is based on the approaches that Rothbaum, Pott, Azuma, Miyake
and Weisz (2000) and TrommsdorfT and Rothbaum (2008) have taken to study cul-
turally specific conditions for parent-child and intergenerational relationships.

It is assumed here that in cultures that give preference to the values of inde-
pendence and individualism, parent-child relationships across the lifespan are struc-
tured more as partnerships and are characterized by their negotiation of conflicting
interests. With the individuation of adolescence comes increasing detachment from
parenial expectations and the pursuit of individual goals. Later in life, the normative
aspects of obligation to one’s parents may grow stronger, as may the worry (filial
anxiety) about whether one can give sufficient support to his or her aged parents,

In cultures that give preference to values ol inferdependence (collectivism),
on the other hand, parent-child relationships are arranged to be as harmonious as
possible; in some cultures, we can even observe a kind of symbiosis between par-
ent and child. A socialization that is both empathy-based and norm-oriented trans-
mits a feeling of togetherness, community, and close attachment from generation to
generation: in this type of culture, familial obligations and parents’ insistence on
obedience are not seen as threatening. To the contrary, obligations (obedience, loy-
alty, caring) like “filial piety” in Asia (Hsu 1971, Rothbaum et al. 2000} encourage
harmonious intergenerational relations, and, above all, a feeling of assurance and
security on both sides (see Rothbaum/Trommsdor(f 2007, Trommsdortf 2006). The
interdependence encouraged by these obligations should, therefore, have both an
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emotional and normative basis and underlie the attachment on both sides of inter-
generational relationships, even at later ages.

Figure 1. Culturally informed model of intergenerational relations
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In sum, among the things we can assume in accordance with our calturally informed
model of lifelong intergenerational relationships (see Figure 1) is that material con-
ditions at the macro and micro level (the relative prosperity of a society, the socio-
cconomic and educational status of the family) and cultural norms and values ag
macrovariables are related to the parenting styles in a culture, and these methods in
turn have effects on the experiences of attachment and the concept of self (inde-
pendent versus interdependent). Both of these should influence the formation of in-
dividual values (family values, expectations for offspring) in the course of develop-
ment. The person variables of vatues, self-definitions, and internal working models
are then associated with the relationship variables of refationship quality (communi-
cation, verbal closeness, conflict frequency, filial anxicty) and to the types of inter-
generational support (such as [inancial, instrumental, and emotional support). The
socialization of the next generation, and thereby the (cultural) transmission of the
concept of self, valucs, and relationship patterns occurs in part through thesc rela-
tionship variables, which also involve parenting styles (see Figure 1).




322 Gisela Trommsdorff and Boris Mayer

Empirical support is already available for some of the central assumptions of our
model. These studies, however, do not yet focus on the specific direct and indirect
connections at the macro and micro level that should theoretically be assumed, and
they also are not yet based on systematic comparisons that encompass various cul-
tures and require multilevel analyses. This step is reserved for further studies in the
Tuture.

Empirical results using the assumptions of this model include the finding that
socipeconomic and cultural factors are linked to values such as individualism/-
collectivism (Hofstede 2001, Oyserman et al. 2002), the importance of family values
{Georgas et al. 2006), and the (emotional/normative) Value of Children (Kagitcibasi
2007, Trommsdorff 2007, 2009a, Mayer 2009a}. Further investigations we have un-
dertaken on the basis of data from the VOC Study show, among other things, that
cultural values are linked to parental childrearing goals and behaviors (such as insis-
tence on obedience; see Trommsdorff et al. 2004, Trommsdorft 2009b), the trans-
mission of values (see Albert et al. 2007), the results of development (e.g. family
planning) in the younger generation (Mayer 2009a, Mayer/Kuramschew/Tromims-
dorft 2009, Mayer/Trommsdortt 2010), and not least to aspects of the parent-child
relationship that hold true for adults as well (Schwarz/Trommsdorff 2005b, Tromms-
dorff/Schwarz 2007). In agreement with the assumptions of our model, specific stud-
ies have shown (culturally specific) links between individualistic values and the rela-
tionship quality between the generations (adolescent, mother, grandmother;
Schwarz/Trommsdorft/Albert/Mayer 2005) as well as links between tamily values
and support given to parents {in Germany and China; Trommsdorff Albert 2009).

However, the assumptions specified in the model concerning links between
the Value of Children (VOC), relationship quality, and support between the genera-
tions have not yet been {ested across cultures. In the next section we will, thetefore,
examine individual conditions for aspects of intergenerational relations across cul-
fures,

3. Aspects of Intergenerational Relations: Cross-Cultural
Results

The cufturally informed modet of intergenerational relations and its theoretical as-
sumptions as outlined above underlie the following analyses and our discussion of
them. Of particular interest here are the questions of:

a)  which cultural differences exist in the Value of Children (VOC), intergenera-
tional relationship quality, and support;

b) how and whether these differences are associated with socioeconomic condi-
tions and individualist/collectivist ortentations in the cubtures;
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¢) whether culturally embedded values (at the individual level) influence the
quality of the parent-child relationship and the (type of) support between the
generations.

3.1 Methods

The present work includes six cultures and societies with certain cultural character-
istics of individualism and collectivism and varying levels of prosperity (a total of
16 cultures were included in the VOC study).

a} Societies with individualistic values and high prosperity: Germany and
France;

b) Societies with collectivistic values, mid-level prosperity, and heavy social
change: Turkey, Russia, and China;

¢) asociety with collectivistic values, low prosperity, and heavy social change:
India

We realize that it would be a gross oversimplification to imply that these six coun-
tries have homogenous “cultures.” In countries like India, which has a multitude of
different languages and ethnicities, it is obvious that our chosen sample (even a
carefully considered one) can only depict one piece of the predominant reality of
intergenerational relationships there. All the same, cross-cultural research has
shown that cross-national comparisons are of great use when ascertaining and iflus-
trating global variations in culture-based psychological characteristics.

As we have reported in earlier VOC work, these societies also differ considera-
bly in their cultural values and familial relationships (overview in Trommsdorff/
Nauck 2005; on Germany see Trommsdorff et al. 2004, Mayer/Albert/Trommsdorff/
Schwarz 2005; on France see Albert 2007; on India see Mishra/Mayer/Trommsdorft/
Albert/Schwarz 2005; on China see Lai/Liv/Zheng 2009; on Russia see Mayer et al.
2009). Nauck (in this volume) reports on distinctive features in the family structure
for some of these countries.

For the results reported here, we examined two generations in a family (adult
daughters and their older mothers) in all the cultures involved. The underlying
sample contains n = 300 adult daughters and circa n = 100 older mothers for each
culture, respectively. The paired sample, therefore, comprises 100 dyads, with an
additional 200 adult daughters studied. The adult daughters were all also mothers
of (at least) one adolescent child between the ages of 14 and 17 (this was asked, but
not considered in the current study). Face-to-face interviews were conducted with
study participants using the standardized VOC-IR questionnaire (Trommsdor(f/
Nauck/Schwarz/Chakkarath/Schwenk 2002). Although it would have been desir-
able to also include the views of adult sons and of their fathers, the focus in the
VOC Study was on the maternal line. The primary reason for this focus was eco-
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nomic, since a cross-cultural study of three generations (the adolescent children
who are not inchided here were both male and female) comes at congiderable fi-
nancial and organizational expense that makes it necessary to set priorities. The
data were evaluated separately for the adult daughters and for the older mothers,
For the mean-value comparison, we standardized the Likert-scale variables of the
VOC questionnaire for each respondent {so called ipsatization) in order to control
for culturally specific response bias. A constant was added to the standardized
mean values to allow for better representation and facilitate comparison to the
original five-point Likert scale. For the correlation analyses at the cultural level, we
cateulated nonparametric correlations (Kendall’s tau). Although significance tests
with a sample of n = 6 cannot be conclusive, we carried out exact (one-sided) tests
of the hypotheses. For reasons of space, these macro-level correlations are only
presented for the adult daughters. Regression analyses (per country and per genera-
tion) were carried out to explore relationships at the individual level.

3.2 Mean Value Differences between the Cultures

Cultural differences were significant (at least p < .01) for all variables and for both
generations (with the exception of emotional support given by adult daughters to
their own mothers). The cffect sizes (explained variance in the sense of 0°) are de-
scribed following Cohen (1988) as small (.01 <n* < .06), medium (.06 <n* <.14)
and large (n” > .14). Small effect sizes will also be described below as small cul-
tural differences and medium effect sizes will also be described as substantial cul-
tural differences. Because of the variety of sample sizes, we did not carry out sta-
tistical tests of the mean differences between adult daughters and older mothers,
but these differences will be descriptively reported.

3.2.1 Value of Children

Previous factor analyses have yielded two theory-compliant factors that have
proved to be valid across cultures (for related cross-cultural equivalence analyses,
see Mayer 2009b). In the tradition of the Value of Children Study (see Arnold et al.
1975, Kagitcibasi 1982), these two factors can be described as the emotional Value
of Children and utilitarian Value of Children. The cmotional value concerns the
emotional needs of the parents that are fulfilled by the child, whereas the utilitarian
value deals with economic needs {e.g., old-age security) but also normative
“needs” (such as the need to meet the expectations of relatives or of society as a
whole). Nauck (in this volume) reports on very similar VOC dimensions, but he
characterizes them differently, using economic and sociological theories of human
need structures. Whereas there is hardly any cuitural difference visible for the emo-
tional Value of Children, there are great cultural differences in the wtilitarian Value
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of Children, in accordance with our expectations. Here 42 percent (adult daughters)
and 27 percent (older mothers) of the variance can be attributed to cultural differ-
ences. We can differentiate among three groups of cultures: higher (India), medium
(Russia, China, Turkey), and lower (France and Germany) utilitarian Value of
Children (see Figure 2).

Even though this pattern is stronger among the adult daughters than the older
mothers, the older mothers in all cultures report a higher importance for the utilitar-
ian Value of Children than do the adult mothers, with a particularly strong differ-
ence shown in China and France. The conservative values of the older generation
are the underlying basis for this difference (see Figure 2). We can also see that in
all countries the emotional Value of Children is more important than the utilitarian
Value of Children. Particularly striking is the stark discrepancy between the ex-
pression of the emotional and utilitarian Value of Children in Germany and France
and the correspondingly lower discrepancies in other countries, especially India,
where the emotional and utilitarian Value of Children are almost equal. We should
also take a look at the relative significance of utilitarian VOC in comparison to
emotional VOC.

Figure 2:  Cross-cultural and cross-generational comparison of the Value of
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At the cultural level, there is a marginally significant correlation (Kendall’s tau =
60, p = .07) between the country’s prosperity level in terms of the Human Devel-
opment Index, (HDL, UNDP 2009) and the difference between utilitarian and emo-
tional VOC in each country. The higher the HIDI, the greater the difference, and
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thus the higher the relative importance of emotional VOC in comparison to utilitar-
ian VOC. By contrast, Hofstede’s (2001) nation-level individualism index has no
substantial correlation with the discrepancy between emotional and utilitarian VOC
{Kendall’s tau = (.20, p = .36).

3.2.2 Relationship Quality

The items were adapted from Furman and Buhrmester’s Network of Relationships
Inventory {1985) and were used to measure verbal closeness {frequency of inter-
personal exchange on intimate topics; frequency of experience of relationship part-
ner’s affection) and the frequency of conflict in the mother-daughter relationship.

Substantial cultural differences can be seen for both closeness and conflict (ex-
plained variance for adult daughters and older mothers, respectively: for closeness,
[4 percent and & percent; for conflict, {5 percent and 12 percent). For all of the
countrics, closeness is higher than frequency of contlict (see Figure 3). The discrep-
ancy between closeness and conflict, however, differs greatly between the cultures,
The discrepancy is greatest in India, followed by China, Turkey, and Russia, The
discrepancy is at its lowest in Germany {only for the German adult daughters) and
especially France. As for the mother-child refationship in adulthoed, then, these re-
sults indicate that in Asian cultures, conflicts are mostly avoided or largely counter-
balanced by closeness, whereas conflicts in France, a Western culture, are practi-
cally as frequent as verbal aflection between the generations. We can see a
significant rank correlation (Kendall’s tau = -.87, p < .01) between the HDI and the
relative frequency of closeness versus conflict in the mother-daughter relationship
(from the perspective of the adult daughters): The higher the HDI, the smaller the
difference between closeness and conflicts, and therefore the greater the relative
frequency of conflict in the mother-daughter relationship. The correlation with
Hofstede’s individualism indicator goes in the same direction, but is not significant
(Kendall’s tau = -.47, p = .14).

This result corresponds to the predictions of our culturally informed model of
intergenerational relationships. In prosperous societies, the orientation toward indi-
vidual goals in parent-child relationships atlows for the expression of interpersonal
conflicts. Such expression is quite undesirable in a collectivistic society with rela-
tively low prosperity such as China, a country that has also been shaped by Confu-
cianist norms. Here it is important to maintain a normatively hierarchically organ-
ized family structure, in which each member fulfills his or her obligations and
contributes to stabilizing harmony.

Filial anxiety, which we understand here in a broader sense as part of relation-
ship quality, was only asked in the adult daughters’ interviews. We used a scale
from Cicirelli (1988) to account for this construct and measure the concern among
adult daughters about whether they would be able to give their older parents the
necessary support. With 15 percent explained variance, we can see a strong cultural
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effect here that is traceable to the high level of filial anxicty among French and
German adult daughters (with mean values of 2.83 and 2,79, respectively) and the
clearly low levels among Turkish (2.5), Chinese (2.48), Indian (2.41) and above all
Russian adult daughters (2.03). While the HDI and the levels of filial anxiety have
no significant correlation (Kendall’s tau = .47, p = .14}, Hofstede’s individualism
shows a positive correlation with filial anxiety that approaches significance (Kend-
all’s tau = .60, p = .07). Filial anxiety, then, seems to be stronger in individualist
societies than in collectivist societies.

Figure 3: Cross-cultural and cross-generational comparison of mother-daughter
relationship quality
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These findings also correspond to the expectations of our mode] in that there is less
of a reliable lifelong relationship between the generations in individualist cultures
than in collectivist cultures. Indeed, relationships in individualist cultures must be
constantly renegotiated, whereas in collectivist cultures these relationships are
characterized by the self-evident and secure nature of reciprocity and attachment.
This is particularly apparent in China, where the Confucian value of “filial piety”
(Hwang 1999) obligates children to provide for their parents’ welfare throughout
the lifespan yet engenders no great concern about failing to meet this commitment.
We can attribute the very low level of filial anxiety among Russian adult daughters
to the fact that the mutoal interdependence among this society’s generations is al-
ready very high because of the transformation from a communist to a post-
communist society and its accompanying economic crisis (c¢f., Nauck, in this vol-
ume). The adult daughters in the survey are thus familiar both with economic risks
and with familial attachments, and therefore experience less filial anxiety.
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3.2.3 Support

Here we check for selected characteristics of Bengtson’s model of intergenerational
solidarity (2001; see also Bengtson/Giarrusso/Mabry/Silverstein 2002). This model
assumes that intergenerational relationships have an integrative function in modern
societies. Research using Bengtson’s model of generational solidarity shows a life-
long financial transfer from the parents’ generation to the children’s gencration in
prosperous societies where there ig relatively good financial protection for the older
generation (Szydlik 2000).

This begs the question of whether such a transfer can also be observed in so-
cieties with worse economic conditions or in prosperous societies with less institu-
tionalization of national provisions for retirement. Life expectancy in most of the
societies is likewise rising, even il these societies are not prosperous societies in
the narrower sense of the word. The intergenerational support that is important for
our purpeses here is primarily instrumental and emotional support, along with fi-
nancial support. We thus take up the concepts of the utilitarian and emotional
Value of Children and ask whether support between the generations is expressed
across cultures in a similar way to VOC. We will register the levels of support us-
ing an instrument we developed, measuring the frequency of emotional, instrumen-
tal (practical), and financial support provided to the mother or daughter in the last
£2 months on a five-point Likert scale (from 1 = never, to 5 = always).

For emotional support, we can see no significant cultural difference among the
adult daughters, but among the older mothers there are substantial cultural differ-
ences (12 percent cxplained variance). The adult daughters consistently report giving
a high level of emotional support to their own mothers, whereas the older mothers,
especially in France and Germany, report a lower level of emotional support for their
daughters (see Figure 4). Both of these countries, with their high prosperity and pre-
dominantly individualistic values, have older generations that appear to either be less
able or be less willing to support the younger generation emotionally. We may be
able to attribute this in part to the relatively high level of conflict between mothers
and daughters mentioned earlier. Since there are hardly any cultural differences to be
seen, it's no surprise that the correlations at the cultural level for emotional support
(as reported by the daughters) are not significant for the HDI (Kendall’s tau = .28, p
=.29) or for Hofstede’s individualism (Kendall’s tau = .14, p = 43).

We can sec a very similar pattern for the imstrumental support provided
(through explained variance for cultural differences at five percent for the adult
daughters and 11 percent for the older mothers). Here we have another strong dis-
crepancy in Germany and France between adult daughters and older mothers. There
is an altogether smaller frequency of practical assistance reported, in comparison to
emotional assistance (see Figure 4). Instrumental support also does not correlate
significantly with the HDI (Kendall’s tau = .20, p = .36) or with Hofstede’s indi-
vidualism (Kendall’s tau = -.20, p = .36).
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Financial support shows considerable cultural differences for both generations (14
percent and 9 percent explained variance, respectively). On the one hand, the older
mothers in all cultures except for China provide more frequent financial support to
their adult daughters than vice versa (see Figure 4). Only in China does the finan-
ciat transfer take place more from the children’s to the parents’ generation, in line
with the Confucian tradition of filial piety, On the other hand, financial transfer
[rom the older to the younger generation is at its highest in collectivist countries
with a lower level of prosperity, such as Russia. Russia and China show the great-
est magnitude and highest frequency of mutual financial support, even independent
of generation. In Russia in particular, this magnitude can be attributed not only to
the country’s basic collectivistic orientation, but also to the present economic situa-
tion and the somewhat uncertain provision of national services that makes a high
level of mutual support within the family nccessary.

The correlation at the cultural level between the financial support reported by
the adult daughters and the prosperity level (HDI) of the corresponding country is
substantial but not statistically significant (Kendall’s tau = -.47, p = .14), whereas
the correlation between financial support and Hofstede’s individualism is margin-
ally significant. This result shows that in individualist cultures, there may be less
financial transfer from the parents’ to the grandparents’ generation than in collec-
tivist cultures.

There are hardly any cultural differences in prospective support, meaning the
willingness to accept personal limitations and to make sacrifices in the future in or-
der to support the other generation of adult mothers or older mothers in case of
need (explained variance of two percent for adult daughters and two percent for
older mothers). As for generational differences, older mothers in Russia and Tur-
key seem to be willing to accept greater limitations than their daughters. The mean
value for all samples is above the scale’s midpoint of three (between 3.21 and 3.48
for adult mothers, and between 3.38 and 3.66 for older mothers). In accordance with
the low cultural differences, prospective support as reported by the adult daughters
has no significant correlations at the cultural level with the HDI {(Kendall’s tay =
-.07, p = .50) or with Hofstede’s individualism (Kendall’s tau = -.47, p = .14).

Is the support willingness reported by the adult daughters and older mothers
more altruistically or normatively motivated? We developed our own instrument on
the basis of Staub (1986) to measurc the motivation for support. Both motivation
dimensions yield substantial cubtural differences. Among adult daughters, the ex-
plained variance for normatively oriented motivation is greater than the explained
variance for altruistic motivation (21 percent versus 12 percent); among older moth-
ers, there are similar effect sizes for both dimensions (nine percent versus eight per-
cent). In all of the cultures, the altruistic motivation is stronger than the normative
motivation, and indeed is at its strongest and visible for both generations in Ger-
many and France. Intergenerational relations in both of these countries are formed
more through individual preferences than through normative guidelines, according
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to our theoretical model, This is especially true for the generation of adult daugh-
ters, and somewhat less true for the generation of older mothers. Similarly, in Fur-
key a relatively weak expression of normatively motivated prospective support can
be seen, which points to a value shift in intergenerational relationships. In Russia
and China, and even more so in India, normative motivation is expressed nearly as
strongly as altruistic motivation. This finding confirms the normative character of
intergenerational relationships that was postulated for these collectivist cultures.

Figure 4: Cross-cultural and cross-generational comparison of mutually provided
support (emotional, instrumental, financial) among mothers and

daughters
m Adult Davghters = Olcer Mothers
3,00
2,50
2,00 -
1,50 AL : :
S/ B B|E B B3| BIBIE ElE B _‘?ém\'“’u?““
s s | g s Eelegig | e Sigidiolgie 8t 8
S @ | % o [ = B =2 P TG E=4 @ ]
ggg}ﬂ@ErgE s|le & oElE 2
£l 2w E|2 w Els|®  Fi2iv, Elg %« 5| g
w1 Pow ok . T T H W
N BN I £ PE A £
i . ; i’ .
Russia China India Furkay ‘ Franco i Germany

Note: Ipsatized values with an added constant to approach the original scale, Oviginal scale from “1 =
never” to *5 = always” (related to the frequency ol the respective supporting behaviors).

At the cultural level, we can see a significant rank correlation (Kendall’s tau = .73,
p < .05) between a country’s prosperity level and the difference between the altru-
istic and normative motivations reported by the adult daughters: the higher the
HDI, the higher the relative importance of altruistic motivation for prospective
support (willingness to make sacrifices) in comparison to normative motivation. In
contrast, there is no significant correlation between Hofstede’s individualism and
the difference between altruistic and normative motivation (Kendall’s tau = 0.33, p
= ,25).
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Figure 5: Cross-cultural and cross-generational comparison of motivation [or
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Summary. The results for the Value of Children (VOC), relationship quality, sup-
port, and especially the motivation for such support show a clear pattern of cultural
differcnces, particularly for the two Western European countries in comparison to
the other countries, but also to a certain extent for the collectivist countries with
mid-level prosperity (Turkey, China, and Russia) in comparison to India, which
continues to be a very traditional culture with a low level of prosperity. The a priori
cluster classification that we petformed confirms the pattern of cultural differences
in values for support motives and relationship quality. Our classification cotre-
sponds to the cluster classification in the Human Development Index (note the sig-
nificant correlations at the cultural level of these constructs with the HID). The cul-
tural differences in filial anxiety and in financial support, on the other hand,
cotrelate more strongly with individualism and less with the HDL This indicates
that although prosperity level and cultural individualism may overlap in some in-
stances when placed in opposition to collectivism, the two should not be equated
with one another. Beyond the cultural aspect, we can see a stronger emotional basis
for intergenerational relationships than an instrumental-utilitarian one. This confirms
Bengtson’s (2001) assumptions about family models, as well as Kagitcibasi’s (2007).
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3.3 Correlations Between Value of Children, Relationship Quality,
and Support

[n order to describe the psychological structure of intergenerational relations in the
following, we report on some of the relationships (found through regression analy-
ses by culture and generation) between values, relationship quality, and support
provision in the cultures. At the same time, we will argue on the basis of our cul-
turally informed model of intergenerational relationships that the Value of Children
as a generalized value not only influences the relationship to one’s own chiidren,
but also can affect the configuration of a multitude of personal relationships, in-
cluding the relationship to one’s own mother. According to this model, relationship
quality is in turn closely connected to the support currently provided to the rela-
tionship partner and the support planned in the future. In our analysis, we begin
with an ideal-typical causal model that uses values {and self-conceptions) as the
starting point, relationship quality as the mediating variable, and support/willing-
ness to support as the dependent variable. This model, however, is only one of
various possibilities and, therefore, should be understood as a simplified model of a
complex array of effects. For example, provision of support could also generate
conflicts and thereby influence relationship quality.

While cross-cultural comparisons of the expression of values, relationship
quality, and support provision (and the analysis of correlations at the cultural level)
confirm the expected intercultural variations and the pattern of similarities and dif-
ferences that is true for the cultural sphere, we expect that analyses of the individ-
ual-level relations of these variables will reveal more cultural similarities than dif-
ferences. For example, regardless of the relative significance of the emotional Value
of Children in a given culture, at the individual fevel this value should correlate
positively with a close relationship (in the sense of great closeness), and this close
relationship should in turn correlate with a high provision of emotional support.

3.3.1 Value of Children as Explanatory Variable for Relationship Quality

The Value of Children as a generalized value can explain certain aspects of infer-
generational refationship qualitv. The VOC dimensions for adult daughters, how-
ever, do not show any predictive value for the quality of their relationships with
their older mothers, The exceptions are the positive effects that utilitarian VOC has
on closeness as reported in France, and the positive effects that emotional VOC has
on closeness in China and Turkey, as well as a negative effect that emotional VOC
has on frequency of conflict as reported in India. Among older mothers, by contrast,
we see more significant effects: In Germany utilitarian VOC has both a positive ef-
fect on closeness and a negative effect on the frequency of conflict,

Here we should recall that the utilitarian VOC wag clearly lower in individual-
ist cultures than in more collectivist cultures, It appears, however, that in these very
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same individualist cultures, such conservative values among the older generation
can play a positive role for relationship quality. For the older generation of moth-
ers, we can see that emotional VOC has a positive effect in most countries on the
closeness experienced in the mother-daughter relationship. This effect is especially
strong in India. The link between the Value of Children (VOC) and conflicts is also
hardly visible among the older mothers.

All in all, then, we can see consistent effects of emotional VOC among older
mothers on the mutual closeness in the relationship. It remains to be seen to what
extent we can speak of a causal connection between generalized values that see re-
lationships with children as fulfilling emotional needs, and a positive emotional re-
lationship quality.

Table 1: Regression analyses to predict relationship quality through the Value of

Children
. " 'Daughters’ i Mothers " Datighters' " Mothers: .. Daighiers | Mothers -
Utilitarian 0.04 .37 .25 0.14 0.07 Q.04
Emotional 0.09 0.08 0.06 (0.33* 0.25** Q.31
Valtje of Chifdren - 0 Russlar 770 0 i Tarkey 0 T 0 india
Utilitarian 0.05 -0.11 0.12 0.19 0.05 -0.39%*
Emoticnal

0.33" 0.17* 0.19 0.07 0.74_**‘

Vaiue of Children. " i Y e '
Utilitarian -0.06 -0,30* .08 0.43

Emotional .11 0,11 0.10 0.04

Valte of Chifdren " .. Russia. "o . o Turkey

Utilitarian 0.08 0.03 0.07 -0.02

Emotional -3.03 -0.15 -0.01 0.01 —_0.36*“’ -_055"'“

Note: MHierarchical regression analyses, Coeflicients are the P values in the last model. Coefficients
controtled for age, number of children, and sociocconomic status.
< A0 F p < 05FF p < 0L ¥ p <001,

3.3.2 Values and Relationship Quality as Explanatory Factors for Filial
Anxiety

In Germany and France, the Value of Children (VOC) does not play a role in the
expression of filial anxiety among adult daughters (no table supplied for these re-
sulis). However, there is a “protective effect” of the closeness experienced in the
relationship with the mother. VOC does show effects for China, Russia, Tutkey,
and India: in all four countries, we can sec positive effects from utilitarian VOC,
and in Russia and India we can see negative cffects from emotional VOC. General-
ized expected economic benefits of children seem, then, to be associated with
higher anxicty about filial obligations, while generalized emotional benefits of
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children seem to lessen this anxiety. Besides these findings, we can see that con-
flict frequency in the relationship with the mother increases the filial anxicty ex-
perienced by adult daughters in China and Russia (and has a marginal effect in Tur-
key and [ndia as well).

3.3.3 Values and Relationship Quality as Explanatory Factors for Support

The Value of Children has little influence on financial suppori, and, moreover, we
see only slight and relatively weak correlations with relationship quality. [n some
samples we see modest positive effects of closeness and the provision of financial
support. Interestingly, there is a positive correlation in France, Russia, and Turkey
between conflict frequency and the frequency of financial support as reported by
both generations. We can assume from this not that conflicts bring about higher fi-
nancial support, but rather that the (necessity of) financial support goes hand in
hand with more [requent conflicts.

Utilitarian VOC proves to be an effective predictor of instrumental suppaort
(reported by adult daughters), except in the Chinese and Turkish samples. The rela-
tion is positive among German, French, and Russian daughters. Among Indian
adult daughters it is negative (sec Table 2). On the other hand, for Indian aduit
daughters emotional VOC predicts stronget instrumental support, and it has a mar-
ginally predictive effect among their older mothers as well. For other cultures the
emotional VOC has no such effects. In contrast to financial support, which shows
hardly any observable effect on relationship quality, we can see the positive effects
of mutual closeness on instrumental support in all countries. For both the adult
daughters and the older mothers (with the exception of older mothers in Russia and
Turkey), a high degree of esteem and intimacy experienced in the mother-daughter
refationship correlates strongly with the practical assistance provided. By contrast,
conflict has almost no effect on mutual instrumental support.

This pattern continues even more strongly for emotional support. Here we see
that the level of closeness in the relationship substantially increases the provision
of support in all samples (cocfficients arc all between .31 and .46). Here too there
are hardly any relations with conflict, with the exception of older mothers in Ger-
many, China, and Turkey (see Table 2). We may be able to attribute these positive
correlations between frequency of conflict and emotional support to support that
the daughter does not want, and the conflicts associated with this.
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The Value of Children has effects only in Asian cultures, whereas in Germany,
France, and Russia only refationship quality predicts the provision of support. The
VOC effects in China, Turkey, and India go in the expected direction. Ultilitarian
Values of Children have negative effects on emotional support, while emotional
Values of Children have positive etfects. Consequently, generalized expected eco-
nomic benefits of children in these cultures stand in the way of an emotionally sup-
portive relationship, while values oriented toward emotional needs also involve in-
creased (willingness to provide) emotional support.

Willingness to Make Sacrifices (Prospective Support). Which factors explain the
different levels of willingness among adult daughters and older mothers to assist
the other generation in case of need? OF special interest is the motivation for mak-
ing sacrifices. We have already described above how normative motivation is
clearfy greater in collectivist cultures than in individualist ones, but that, at the
same time, altruistic motives are more important than normative motives overall.
The results for influences at the individual level show clearly that in all cultures
and for both generations (except for Turkish and Russian older mothers), altruistic
motivation explains the willingness fo assist one’s own parenis or one’s own
daughter in case of need, even if to do so would require considerable strain (no ta-
ble provided for these resulis). The normative motivation has only among Turkish
adult daughters and Chinese older mothers an additional positive effect for altruis-
tic motivation.

In sum, we can state the following about the individual-level relations among
the constructs under study:

(1) The ability of VOC to predict relationship quality among the older mothers
may indeed be somewhat higher than among adult daughters (it may be that
VOC has a child-specific function, in addition to its function as a generalized
value, that only comes into play in the relationships that the older mothers
have with their own daughters), but the effects here are rather inconsistent,
This means that, even though we find strong cultural differences in these val-
ues, the within-culture variation of these values predicts relationship quality in
the mother-child relationship only to a very limited extent;

(2} Except for in Germany and France, filial anxiety has a meaninglul correlation
with both VOC dimensions and in most countries is also influenced by the re-
lationship quality with one’s mother;

(3) The [inancial support of either generation is not affected by values and is ligtle
affected by relationship quality. We assume that the opposite course of action is
to blame for the positive effects of conflict frequency in some countries: in other
words, that frequent intergenerational support goes hand in hand with conflict.

(4) VOC as a generalized value has only very limited influence on instrumental
and emotional support by cither generation. When it does have effects, how-
ever, such as in [ndia and China, these go in the expected direction,
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(5) The instrumental and emotional support by both generations in all of the cul-
tures is consistently predicted by the closeness reported by both groups, but
conflict has little predictive value for such support.

(6) In all of the cultures, altruistic motivation is decisive for the level of prospec-
tive support and willingness to make sacrifices.

4. Summary and Prospects

Our findings show clear cultural differences, as well as a domain-specific variation
in relationship quality and support. To a certain extent, we can explain these results
in agreement with the theorctical models introduced at the beginning.

Our results correspond somewhat to the findings reported in the literature for
Western socicties but also partly contrast with them; all in all, the results paint a
different portrait of intergenerational relations and highlight the significance of
cross-cultural analyses.

We have scen that in both individualist and collectivist cultures, relationships
founded on emotion play a particuiarly important role in intergenerational support.
Mutual closeness among both generations has a positive effect on instrumental and
emotional support in all countries: When both partnets in the mother-daughter rela-
tionship experience esteem and intimacy, there is clearly more emotional and prac-
tical assistance provided. On the whole, we saw very similar effects at the individ-
wal level for all six cultures that we reported on. The effects of emotional and
utilitarian VOC on relationship quality, filial anxiety, and (willingness to provide)
emotional support were few and were inconsistent overatl. Perhaps these very fo-
cused values actually lent themselves less to generalization and were less relevant
for behavior in close intergenerational relationships than we originally suspected.

On the other hand, we saw clear cultural differences in the importance of val-
ues and motives, the frequency of closeness and conflict in the aduli child-mother
relationship and the frequency of the provision of support. These cultural ditfer-
ences are partly linked to prosperity level. The VOC (utilitarian versus emotional}
and the motivation for support (altruistic versus normative) exhibit strong connec-
tions to the prosperity level in a country. These cultural ditferences are also partly
related to the value dimensions of cultural individualism/collectivism: this is truc
for both filial anxicty and financial support. We can, thus, to some extent, divide
these cultural differences into theorctically significant groups,

Corresponding to this is the financial transfer from the older to the younger
generation that can be observed in all countries except for China and is even
greater than the findings that have previously been reported in the literature (pri-
marily for Western cultures). This finding, however, does not agree with Kagitci-
basi’s model, which stipulates that in non-Western cultures with low prosperity,
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support should flow from the younger to the older generation above all. The find-
ing reported in the literature of practical support going primarily from the middle
generation to the older gencration was not replicated here for non-Western coun-
tries (but can be clearly identified in Germany and France). In individualist cul-
tures, this type of support from the middle to the older generation is characterized
by partnership and open communication, but also by conflict. For both generational
cohorts, the expression of esteem (affection) from one generation to the other is
important; it strengthens each generation’s willingness to support the other. The di-
rection of transfers between generations, so far studied primarily for Western coun-
tries (see Kohli/Kanemund 2001}, needs more cross-cuftural study.

In order to explain the culturally specific vesult pattern established here, both
values and aspects of relationship quality must be considered as influential vari-
ables, As indicated above, prosperity level plays a role in the type and quality of
intergenerational relationships, in addition to the value dimension of the individual-
ism/collectivism in a country. But macro-level prosperity alone cannot explain the
cultural differences. Values and relationship quality are also significant. Our results
thus give us three groups of countries characterized by similar values (VOC), rela-
tionship traits, and support features, and which correspond to our a priori classifica-
tion of the couniries involved.

The two individualist cultures, where prosperity is at its highest, are relatively
similar in many respects. Here both conflict and close emotional relationships occur,
and the discrepancy in support from adult daughters to their mothers is clearly larger
than in all other countries. This finding bears witness to a more partnership-oriented
relationship that even so is steeped in conflict, all the more since filial anxiety
among the daughters in these two countries is at its highest, China, Turkey, and
Russia are frequently grouped together, What’s more, in China the Confucian value
of harmony means that conflict plays hardly any role in intergenerational relation-
ships. Indeed, in China, as in Turkey and Russia, the traditional Value of Children is
the foundation for normatively shaped intergenerational relationships. In India, on
the other hand, intergencrational relationships feature signs of marked emotional in-
terdependence (presumably more with the actual mother) and a normative founda-
tion (presumably more with the mother-in-law, with whom women normally live).

Beyond the correlations that values and intergenerational relationships have
with individualism/collectivism and prosperity level, we also see covariation in the
patterns of cultural differences in VOC, relationship quality, and especially [inan-
cial support. In order to explain the distinctive teatures of intergencrational rela-
tions, then, we must consider cultural differences in vafwes. Trommsdorft’s caltur-
ally informed model (2006, 2007) of intergenerational relationships across the
lifespan achieves this.

[t also explains the high discrepancy between the generations for instrumental
and emotional support in Germany and France: the mothers in these countrics give
their own mothers on average more support than the adult daughters receive (al-
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though this does not imply that inequalities or a lack of reciprocity exist at the in-
dividual level).

Indeed, this discrepancy could signify a refatively strong independence (inde-
pendent relationship) of the generations. The intergenerational relationship is more
fraught with conflict here than in other countries (German and French adult daugh-
ters report more conflict) and generates more filial anxiety (filial anxiety among
daughters in these countries is stronger than in all other countries). Here the inter-
generational relationship across the lifespan is characterized more by (generative)
tension than by (symbiotic) harmony (see Rothbaum et al, 2000).

Intergenerational relations in Russia, on the other hand, where there are tradi-
tional family values and VOC, are emotionally closer (balanced emotional support,
the least filial anxiety among daughters). In China and India, where conflicts be-
tween the generations of a family are not accepted within the harmony-oriented
value systems of these cultures, children are valued according to more utilitarian-
normative criteria. This combination of characteristics for intergenerational rela-
tions widely corresponds to the assumptions made in the various developmental
pathways for parent-child relationships across the lifespan. Intergenerational con-
flicts and tensions may arise in situations of independence but in no way do these
imply a necessary reduction in the provision of support to the older generation. In
situations of interdependence, normative expectations in each respective culture are
so integrated with emotional attachments that the resulting relationship imparts se-
curity and harmony on the whole and is characterized by extensive mutual support.

Our overall results correspond to the model of intergenerational solidarity of
Bengtson and his colleagues (e.g., Bengtson/Roberts 1991), which prior to our
study had not yet been proved in a cross-cultural comparison. But our findings only
partially agree with the assumptions of Kagitcibasi’s family models of independ-
ence, interdependence, and emotional independence (2007).

Indeed, our findings sugpgest that there are differentiations in the model of int-
ergenerational solidarity and that these are a result of the cross-cultural compari-
sons, since intergenerational relations differ across the various cultures in terms of
characteristics and causal factors, These differentiations require additional theoreti-
cal assumptions that can be stated more precisely through our culturally informed
model of intergenerational relations.

With cultural values (family values and VOC) and their associated normative
obligations on one side, and the emotional quality of the relationship on the other,
both systems serve impeortant functions for support between the generations in a
family. It remains to be determined what effects an economic transformation and
value shift will have on intergenerational relationships in the future, and whether
relationship characteristics that can be understood as distinetive cultural features
will maintain their stability.
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