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COMMUNLCATION PATIERNG IN THE FAMILY: IMFLICATIQNS FOR ADAPTABILITY AND CHANGE

A few yeara ago Jack Mcleod and T published o paper, based on research we had
done in collavoration with Dan Wackman and otheras, enlled "The Conastruction of aacinl
Reality."l In 1t we went into censiderable detall on the role played by parent-child
communication structures in the bone, as & determinant of variocua compotients of a
ehild's cognitive development in relati@nvtﬁ the world outside the immediate family
environment. Tre empirical findings, which T will sumarize shcrtly here, are rather
strong and conslstent acroas a variety of studies, including those done by us and by
others since the preparation of that overview. PFamily Communication Patterna, or
FCP us those of' us: in its primary group of close aequaintaneea know it, is abaut
ns trustworthy an independent variable as I have encountered in some years of survey
regearch on mass media use and effeats, political behavior, éna interpersonal ecsu‘

5 1
orientation. \

But- my m&ih éﬁrpase here 18 not to restate past findings, rather it is to out-
“line an agenda for future research that céﬂ build on the first phase of FCP research,
which by this time seems to have run its course. Three braaﬂlthéaretical questiansg
each of which is capable of generating empirigal answers, suggest themSelves. First
what‘is the nature of the process by which hebitual family communication patterns
structure a person's subsequeﬁt cémmunicatian,vcégnitive aetivity, and:ﬁifeetedv
aecial behaviors? Eec@nd tg vhat extent cen prcpositions based on FCP research be
gener&lizad to the functicning of soecinl systenms cther than the famllyg such s vork,
and peer groups, institutional arrangements, gnd cqmmunity or even ﬂatisnal chara
“@cter"? Third, wnat does FCP research. préaict about a person's capability in 1ife,
after rgaﬂhing gdulthcéd and departing the family eantext to aevelap the cammunicaab
- tign competences’ and adaptabilities that seem ta be necessary tc function suceesss,

ully iri modern séciety?B Each of these three questicns can be answerpd ﬂarrawly, \\\;

_within the immediste baunas of ava;lable empirical’ evidence, or quite Laasely in

[ : e «!_;




. pattern of parent-child ccmmunicatiﬂn, But .the families "in between' did not con-

the fashion of hlue-sky speculution and hyperbole. Here I will try to ateer a
middling course, keeping an eyc on the fixed points we are already familiar with,

while ot the game time pointing toward gome routes for further explorntion,

The Power Annlog
Although the interplay between communication and socloel power is itaelf o
fanceinnting topie, the most hopeful &pptggch to £he study of communication is as
a substitute, or functional equivulent for power relaticnshipa. Juat as diplémacy
have to attempts to wield forcible cgntral over one another, Mcst early studies of
pafent -child rel&tiﬁnships were analyses of lines Df power; ordinarily these had to
do with the amount and kind of power parents exercilsed QVEI ﬁheir children, Heme:

relationships could be characteriged as, for ex&mpleg demaeratic,und‘pﬁrticipatcry

~on the one hand, or autocratic and ;epreséive on the other, A given family could

be located at ééﬁﬂ point along the continuum bétween these extremes.

By analogy, we criginnliy aﬂaumed that cﬁmﬂuﬂicatian structures cau;d be arrayed
alang a continwmim that stretched from homes where yeungsters were encauraged to ex-"
amine several sides of an issue and to come to their own eénclusians abcut it, ta
the- app@site extreme where parents cautioned childreﬂ not to argue or wcrry about -

the wurld outside, nor to question the views of thelr elders. Our data- soon told

"us that we vere wrang‘ih,assuming that this 5implé‘dichatcmy would locate the poles

of a single-eantinuum. To be sure,bwe fauﬁd families ﬁhere one of these pa%terns
prevailed, and ather familiea where the ﬁther wag the characteristic pattern of

sist of a single‘hamageneaus gréup. _ihe;e were some in vhieh‘neither of the extreme

patterns was stresséd!abut there were alsa‘many families wheré;ﬁhérparEﬁts éeemed

' which we found most. interestlng, can be recaghlzea by stuﬁents of interpersanal com-

: mimic:aticm a8 g subtle fnrm of the d@ublé-—bincl. Ccms:.der the evidefﬂ«:e a.mi draw your:
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"either A or B to canstruct alane,_

-

own conclusions from it, the parents in effect say, but don't upset the internal

“harmony of our household,

’

The Variable A-B-X Mcdel
The existence of this fourth type of fahily -= and we have censlstently found
about equal numbers of each of the four types in various samples -« made it clear
to us early on that we would not be able to apply the nimple @iehatamaus analogy -
from power structures to family eammunicatign.h For enpirical reasons we needed
a eeﬁéeptual model that ﬂ@uid pravide seéarately for the.presence or absence of
each of the two ggheral patterné of parent-child interaction, For this purpose we
chose an adaptation of Newcomb's A=B=X model of.ecmmuﬁicgtian.E

In the A- B -X model, the interactants are labeled persons A and B, and they are

'&ssumed to. be cooriented to one ancther nnd to sn external tople of mutual interest,

which is labeled X. From A's point of ?iew, there exlst four cognitions: his
feelinga tcward the ather person (A-B relations), his feelings about the tcpiciaf
eammunicatign (A=X rel&ticns), his eatimate of tha other person 8 feelinga tgward
him (pgréeived B-A reletiens), and his eztimate of the ather person's feelings about
the- topic tawnrd which they are egariented (paraeived B-X relatisns) From B's
point of view a simllar set of four cognitions are assumed to exist An external

observer can,by interrogation of A and’ B, gather estimates of all eight of these

 cegnitians in 1 eacrientaticn situation and thus put himself in a pcsiticn tc describe

the tatal A*B—X system from an "cbjective viewpaint that wauld be impassible for -
j . .

6 L

K Caerientatienal metheds have indeed been used this way, for such” aiverse
l
purpeaea as ma:riage caunseling End interventiaﬂ in communlity eantraversies.7 Eut*

, one of "the mgat typical findings in f;eld studies 15 that the A-B-X situatlcn is

aften%an invamplete one. Whereas the model assumes that all eight cagnitiaﬁs de-
scribea in %Fe previous paragragh exist, aften in fact several of them do not.~ Many -~

peaple interset with one anathér witheut giV1ng much thaught ta, say, the ather

e
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person's B-X relations, Instead of aspuming that these relationy constitute o
set of glvens applicable to overy aituntion, Lt maken better sense to treat them
‘a8 variables, To simplify the model for discursive purposes, one can concelve of
s variable A-B=X médel, in which either of two kinds of relations may be elther
present or absent, That la, A-B relatlons may or may not be relevant, and the
same holds for A-X and B-X relatlena,
The fourfold typology that le generated by thede two dlichotomies cgincides
nicely with the four types of families I described earlier.  As those who have
followed this research literature knaw, we h&ve glven distinctive labels to each
of the four types, Foamilies in which only A B relations, i.e. conglderations of
interpersonal harmony and deference to elders, are stressed ﬂé have called "pro-
toctive" famllies. The contrasting type, where A-X and B—X relations (i.e,
LEgncentratien on external issves and their merits) are stresged without reference

to interpersonal cénsideratiaﬂs,!is called a "pluralistic" family, If the parents

do ﬁét stress either kind of relation, we call it a Vlaissez-f&ire".family, Finally,
there are “ceﬁseﬁgu&l" families, where parents attempt téjéut emphasis on both A-B.
~and A-X considerations. .. | .

Thé’l&bel'"ébnsensuai“b:epresents a hypcthesis, and one for which we have some”

supporting evidence. Newcomb's model predicts th;t interpersenalagommunicétiaﬂvwill
“ be ch&%aeterized by a, “straiﬂ-tawar& symmetry", which amoﬂg-athervthings would mean
A tendency for pasitively attracted pairs of persons (1ike the typical parent - -and
ehild) to become more similar in their opinians over time.g Wackm&n reviewtd data
lfrom geveral quite different studies, however, and fdund 1ittle evidence of increaaed\
;greem&gt within interacting dyadsEQ Newcomb's symmetry" principle turns out not
té Ee a strong theory in the sense. of emplrical pré&ictiéﬁi ﬁﬁat it may be’inétead
A is'a stgtement of the canditicns that are necessary for iﬁterpersanal censénsus—p‘
building ta occur. Thaé is, if we deccmgase the fvll A-B-X mgdel into its sapara*
agsumptions, the "strain taward symmétry“ Newcamb predicts would only be expeated

Q +ithin an iﬂtErpérSQn&l system in which both A-B and;A-X relaticﬂs are. dEflnEd asr
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impoytant, In short, this would occur only in the type of family we huve called
"consenaual." In one field experimeﬁt on husband=wife discunpion of current news
topics, the greatest change in the directlon of coorientational sgreement was in-

' . ) 10
dood found within the consensual family type.l’

| Hypothetical Functiona of FCP v

. While the congensunl home is perhaps the most intercsting from a theoretical
atandpoint, £he greatest empirical contrast is usually that between the protective
(A-B) and pluralistic (A=X) t&pee! Children from the former ore lowest and from
. the lettef\higheat for example, in sensitivity to the informational level in a
peraueeive messegell! grade e#erege in eeheollgg and feeling an obligation to be
pelitieelly pctive when they grow up 3. The children of preﬁeetive femiliee spend
‘the most time watching television and the least time reading newepepefa1y,rnnd efe
the ones whe aeevthe“greeteet commonality between themselves and TV's most eelebreted
bigot, Arehie Bunker.15 The pluralistic children stand out in sueh reepecte a8
gcoring very high on meeeuree ef peliticel knewledge H epending the least time
with TV17 and in exhibitins o correlation between their own media use gnd that of
their parente.ls .Pluralistic familiee are the ones in which eenfliete over which TV
| pregram to weteh are meet often settled by -compromise or vote, rather then by the -
_perente aimply eaeerting their power preregetiveei 19 Pluralistic. perente do not
vceme te sgree with one another more fellewing diecuseien of current news issues,
but they are the type most likely to inereaee the accuracy of thelr perceptiens ef
one another's opinions; preteetive perente, by eentreet ineteed of beceming more
eccﬂr&te or egreeing more, simply cgme te believe. (ineerrectly) that they have

20 _

"reeched greater agreement s

While th95e eentreete between plurelistiee and preteetivee seem to add up te
& eeherent petterﬂ, the ehildren in eeneeneuel hemes dieplay gome feseineting dis-

eentinuities, For exemple, they repert the higheet levels ef ettentien te newe in
the media, yet they score the 1eweet of eny group on measures of pelitieel knewledgegl S

. . - . -
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and of cognitive differentiation in nnalyeing current 1ssuea.22 While the parents

in consensunl homes are politically well informed, the only item on which thelr

children are bettsy informed than thelr peers s accurate knowledge of the parents'

‘pglitieal,party preferEﬂgegga Daspite a§25ding & Lot of time on homework, consensusl

youngsters do not get capecially good gfﬂdéﬂggh ‘Although these findings ure far
fram definitive, they do colneide with our assumption that some of tﬁe in%érn&l
tenaions assoclated with a eammuniﬂatafy double=bind exlst within the ehild who
muat cope with the caﬂsensual family‘s emphasis on the total A- B-x syatem,

Whila empirical findinga like these continue to necumulate, very little work

haa been directed toward the underlying theoreticasl problem of explaining why they

.ogeur, Let me suggest some plternative explanations, One might be that of simple

prndﬁiee The child in the pluralistic home is éneaurnged to work with ideas and
inférmatian; congaquently he .should become more aikilled®in thia regard than hie
peers, (The fﬁet that the consensual child 18 similarly encouraged without ac-

quiring eﬁmménsu:ate.skills would argue against this explanation, however.) Another
i . i . .

»aimple;nppreach would be a hypatheaia of reverae e&usatian- parenta who find them-

aelvea confronted with a child wha ia actively aequiriﬁg and praeessing information

' )
- about the world outslde have little cholee but tc permit a great denl af pluralism

_ If anrthing?.;t S%fVEB:tQ compound the mystery.

in family dlscussions. (Again, this explanation is more difficult to emplay in ac-
counting for the discontinuities in the behavioral patterns of consensual children.)

A third prapasitinn that has been advanced ié teiealagieal'in character: consensual

:families move toward agreement, pluralisties toward greater aecuracy, end protectives

toward highér perceived agreement \ cﬂngruency"), all becausge those are the implicit

goals of thase kinﬂs ef families. This approach 1ls essentiallx an expansion of

" Newcomb's “stfain-taward symmetry" hypothesis, adding in effect companion hypotheses

of strains toward mecuracy when only A-X and B-X relations are attended to, and

toward congruency when anly A-B relaticns are important., But to expand the number

of deseriptive hypotheses 1s not’ to’ advaﬂce an axplaﬁatian of why they m;ght .oceur,
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A variant on the "practice” hypothesis would be s "reinforcement" expianation.

Belng based upon fleld survey questionnaires us n dats collection method, our rea

~ gearch has not obgerved parent-child Interaction c¢logely encugh to mscertain whether

parental emphased include post-behavioral reinforcements (posltive or negative) to
ahy significant exteﬁt. We have msked "how much" and "how often" the parents "gay"
or "gtreds" various A-B and A-X themes, but in this form of measurement the person
is usked to sum acrogs many yeara of habltual interaction and give an overall esti-
mnﬁe of fraequency or emphusis., Whether these parental Lehaviors consist of admonitions

in advance of possible behnvioral choices on the part of the child, or instead vonsist

of reactions to behaviors the child has already emitted; can not easily be determined

with the kind of dats we have accumulated to date. To the extent that the latter, posts
behavioral, instance predominates, one might advance and test various propoaitions about
the power of parental communication to shape the child's habitual behavior by various

schedules of reinforcement, - 7

Sane of the items we have used in our measuring instruments seem to deseribe
paat—fehaf;aral reactions, Examplea: "How often do your parents answer your argu-
ments by saying sometidng like, 'You'll know better when you grow up‘?“'una “Haw often
o they admit thni children know more about some things than adults?" Dthﬂg itema
rafer Lnatead to events that would probably occur prior ta the ehild'a own behavinr,
such as "How much do your parents emphasize.that getting your Ldeas across is ime
portgn£ eveﬁ ir others don't like 1t7" and "How much do your pnreﬁts talk at home
about things like politics and religion, where.ang person takes .a different side
from the othert” |

Ir these latter communicatory acts occur before the child has actuall)y done
&mything, they cannot serve a reinforcement: functién in the nﬁrﬁal sense<:;Tﬁat
term- Insteaﬂ; they seem e intended as guidelines for the child to follow in

thg futuré. (u: asaumptian has been that such guldelines precede and organize the

"ehild'a perscnal canstTuctinn of the varld as he encounters it in the ‘process of

grawing up. FCP dées not merely carrelate with qﬁher behaviors that accur in the

o family, as neted abewe; it 18 a strang and systemﬁtic predictor of- cggnitiVé as well:

'igzgehaviaral eventa that occur in ather cantexts. 4in school, in reactian to. per-

_sugaive messaggs, in .the use of mass media, and so forth,




wWhat 18 the nature of thialstruﬂture that the child apparently learns in ]
the family but carries out:into the rest of the world? I have slready out1ined gome
agsumptiona that wé have made In Fespohse to that very large question. We have
agsumed thﬁt‘it 18 organized along the general -lines of the A«BeX model, with A-D
and A-X relations beling variables raéher than givens, Much of the research has
vary literally fallnwed this model, treating each of the two ¥CP dimensions as o
gaparate graded variable and entering them both into regression equations ns a block
of predictors; samatimea one ia a strong predictor and the other not, sometimes they
predict 4n @pgasiée direetioné, and Qccasianally)they both predict a dependent vars
iable in the same direction,
The model we have preferred, however, goes o step further and nasumes that
these two dimensions will interact in the case where both are very high, which ia
to say thé congensual family., In this case elther a four-fold t&pelegy (a8 outlined
earlier), or a regreassion analysis that includes a multiplicative term representing
the interaction éf the two dimenslens, iE teehﬁieally feasible. Unfortunately, the
latter procedure -- shich 46 the nore comprehensive from & statistical standpoint -
adﬁits severe technical difficultieai One of the happy features of the two FCP -
dimensions 1s that they tend to be uncorrelated with one another; this means that:
‘fhere is veryvlittlg Ercblem with multicollinearity when both are entered in the
same multiple regreaaien equatlon, But when the two values‘are multiplied to produce
an‘iéteraet;an term, the resulting‘préduct'is of course highly multicollinear with
both of the dimensions of which it 1s'the prcductigs To ‘enter the two main effects
and the interaction into a single analyeis produces beta coefficients thét defy
iﬁterprét&tian‘ | | '
Meanwhile, our theoretical understandiﬁg of the process is not advanced by toy~
iﬂg‘wi%h;mﬂfe elaborate forms of data aﬁalysisi ‘Let me return fé the four-fold
' tjpolagy and_canéidgr two théories'af communication, either ef\whichdmight account
for at least scme of the empirical findings. For the sike of familiarity T will call

© these.the “selective,perceptian"fand "{nformation-seeking" hypotheses.

10




Belective parcep£1§n is & well-cstablished prineiple in mass communication
erfeata reﬁaatch. It 18 derived from gestalt psychology, and ia encaprilived
in Krech and Crutchfield's prinaiplea that (1) the perceptual and eﬁgﬁitiVE fleld
in its natural state is nrgnnised and meaningful, and (2) perceptiun is functionally
selectivesge A family communication atructure that is organlzed along, say, Aex
lines becomes in eéffect a "cognltive mnp“‘that the child can use in making senae
out of the many atimuli that zieé.eh hin vir;'hié communicatory and experiential daily
life. Those items that fit an A-X structure, such ns the content of arguments, will .
“tend to be noticed and retained; tlose that seem irrelevant to A-X éansider&tiena ‘
will either not be moticed or bgreasiiy forgotten, The child from an A-B family
enviranment wil;, on thg other hand, select from the totality of stimuli in his gﬁsv
vironment those which fit the atructure in which he has learned to pereeivé the
world, These will quite likely be differeﬁé nopects from those selected bf the Aax

. ehilé; There is experimantnl evidenea, for example, that pluralistiﬂ adalescentsv

A

(from A-X hames) are much more attentive to the content.of persuasive messages,
whereas the conaensuals (fram A—B—x hemee) are more aeneitive to the source than
to the message itself.27 Pratgetives (A=B) respond to tne prestige of a message

saurce but neither to the source's expertness nor to the content af the message

itaglf. 28

Information-seeking is a hypothesls that places the‘ehild in a more active (lessv
reastivg) role vis-a-vis his environment, Here the assumption is that, when con-
fréﬁted with an ambiguous or unstructured situation, the child from an A—E home

| will gesrehrfar cues that will'helﬁ him make sénée'cf thiﬁgs on the basis of the

: . peagLe iEVﬂlved;}ﬂheréas the!AsX persgn will instead loak for reselutign in the ab -
stract content of the éitugtiﬂn. There is less research evidence relevant to this ‘
. hypathesis thgn ta any of the others I have Eﬂntiﬂﬂéd here.» In one su:vey, adults were !i
psaed a mythical imbalanced A-B-x situatian a plan they had thought tc be very gaad ‘

was rejected as unsuitable by a perscn they liked and admired.gg Thﬂse who had came




from plumlj.nt.ic hanea were the ohes mnat "ikely ta reapand with direct commmul cas

" tion nc;tivit.y; Auch as ngunterarguing or nskin the peraon why he held this cantrury
apinmn. - Thoge from pretecti\re homes, by contrasl, were most ,l:ucely to.eay they ) .
would expefiéneer ii'i\t:e,rn;;l uptet, !mgi elther seek support for their position from .
other paggle y Or w—;t.héraw from the dilemma by, for example, gliving up on the plan
they had ar;gihaily. thought to be a good one. ‘The consensuals would be most iikely
to seek an :;uthnrlt&tive“aqllution by re‘f‘errmg the dispute to a third party to
docide. Note that it is the A-B families' products who seek, thelr "information" |
in the form of opinions of other people, ond the A-X people who instead seck informa-
tion abbut the issue-itself. \ ) N I . ' o

. A final hypothesis worth cﬂ:n\si\aer&tian in connection with certaln findings isr_

that of de facto selective expéafuirazl_It s often observed tﬁat: people tend to be )
exposed to mesaages that are cenée::i@ to the opinlons they alreadér hcld As Sears
é;ﬁd Fr}eeiman'ﬁ'&ve abser#ed in a feﬂew of a number. cf these stuc‘l:L@s' however, this’
aeleetiﬂty ea.n uaua.lly be geecunted f‘or by the messages tha:t. ‘are sent tg 6 person .
ra.ther than by an sctive preferenee on the parm::n s part for Euﬂh messages.BQ A ;
f&mily is 8 locus f‘ messagEasenaing ’ and we might rea.senably assume that A-X fa.tﬂlies

A

Will she.re ecntentsrele.ted infnzma.tien more: t.han will A-B families. As mentioned

ea.rlier, an experimenta.l discussim betwean huaba:ntis and wives prod.uced a.n incréase

" in perceived agreement (cengruency) despite m:- change in actua.l a,greement in prcs

tective ccuples.Bl The explma.tieﬁ fcr this prcbably lies in selecti\fe message- s .
séilding. Since aniy- t.he:Lr interpersena,l (A-iB) relaticnship, and net t‘he issue '
being discussed 15 defined asg impt:rta.nt by these cﬂupleag each persan sheuld be

expected ta ;find those areas- of -the avera.ll issue on which they a.greed, and. to talk
) = ¥

' mstly about them. Areas cf disagreement wculd be awideﬂ 80 that each PEI‘Eéﬂ would

A

- '_ywcnme ta beiiav’e that the two of them agréed more ﬁillY thaﬂ wa.s E-Ctuﬂuy the case. ~
. e L
:T‘h:l.s st.ate oi‘ "pluralistic ig:tcra:nce ' EEII eas"ly ‘be :t‘csterefl by Eelective pa.tt rng :

a:f infamtinﬂssendmg Iﬂ plu:ali.atic hc:mes toc, there was no inci‘éase :Ln ag, BT

€ ;a;j;gi's:w g"n_Ot-cancemerd a’bcut“A Bpreblems ‘they w




e F

_tIlEE:IiéB of‘ g:munm:a.tic::n ll‘l general rej‘mf@reement, SElEEt:LV’E

rte; Any one’ ﬂf

: \

My pu:‘pasa in mtli:li;ﬂg these‘hypatheses here & e

crE; to- sﬂggesﬁ tﬂat tt:.\e eaz‘réct EIISWEP lles sgmeﬁﬂera i:n this l;ttle list but!

; nweg:tigaticni it mxa,}? w?ell be that thé most - satlgfying theary will turnxaut rmt-g '

ax:cj{ c:f t}mse Zi hE.VE e:nmnérated above. . They are, g.fter all, bc:rmwed ansi rs.t.her

3
#21 =

But I dc beliewfé that the time has r:c:me f@r u&

£ cﬂmmic:atjcn plaensﬂmega- :

S
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~ One reason for tEf:Ls i that there is no basis for expecfing any other institu-
- tit:n tc: h&ve the soeia]izing farce cf the family_» A ch.iid enters the fainily .'at

viterally, the m:st meressicngbie age and. stays in it t}nrm:ghmt Tﬁ‘la.t a.re widely o

~-:V!:;-thnught tu be “the formative ye&:s.“ While "learning" and "develapment“ ma.y cantinue -

ithraughaut 1:.1‘3, earlg' learning sgrea.d over the yegrs iLn wlrich ccgmitrve ::a.pacifies )
_arve @erging a::ld. eagnj.tive structurég farmeci, i:b shcmlci hav-e 8 mt:re gerv-asive ima-, | ,
: pa.et tha.n 1ater incr:ements tc: that base, Siﬂce mast. cf csur f’a,mily studles are ei:bher |
ch ';n:ar n;f ygung aﬂults, the fs;ﬂily is t}ne si:ngle envirc;nment in which mest

, ,}’pf the pecple i.mml\rea will ha.ve spent t.he grea:l:est amaunt Qf t.ime Cﬁnaequently we.
5.*.should ﬂét B.nt:_cipate that any results cencemijg the impac:t of fa.ni,ly commicaticn

,.-gtm;tu:ea wﬂl ‘ba r:lvaled in their empirj_cal jmtensity by analogaus resﬂ_ts ats RS

triblft‘.a.’ble tc: ::ithe:r saci&l systans.g, oo Ty

i .
- ' : -

,A aeca:nd reasc:n why family influences a:s 111;313* tc; aversbaaaw\empulcauy thase o
kl»of f::the:- institmbiﬂns is that there 13 more varia;:\ce betwee:: fsmlies, and less .
varia.;ﬂce with:.ln a gi;ven ifsmily csver time, tha.n is charav:terigtic ::f Ethe:r i;ns*titutir:ns :

. Dne fa:ﬂly vil:L Emphasize AzzB relatinna a.nd sncther Aax. rel.aticms ) a:::cl in ach the

b >rs see t.his a.s quite apprapris.te &;1@ desiz‘abie. Cmpare this ‘I:c: a. cmlyi 2

vAgtudied exa;ﬁrple, the schaﬂli. Wh;lle cne teaehei- mgy ary. eausia.erably i"rcm snothér

An pedagcgical styiag the cverriding purpase cf ’ghs eaucatiana]. system i_s Ae}{ :Ln

na.tufe, ﬁuther, the child grainarily noves: fram Qne tea.ehe:- t.o a.rmther Ln sue:ee.ti—

ing yea.xs (in elemerrbm*y sehaal) or. 1n Egcceeﬂing hcrurs (firr secoﬁdar;y schgol), sa

-"t vi’vidlar ﬂt};, sa.y, participa,tar;r madea c;f learnjggﬁ Still, the v*a.riam;e




¥

R , .y

= . i

_ Aﬂﬁﬂ or reagcn wily FGP influences might ncrt be fcmmi :Ln other social EEVian—;E
- ments is t.hgt mARY of the’thiﬂgs that ps,rents t‘l@ and say to t.heir children simp;Ly
o de nﬁt ‘occur in t:;t}:ler nterpersanal rela.tianships. ,A prime ezaznple ‘is the adaleseant

Peer g:‘aug “In cne sturly, we ‘gtarted with & list csf‘ f:lve A-E and five AKX items

frem the FCP Eeasufement 1battery When we triea ta pret.est these on some secén&aiy‘ .

i [
sc;haal stuﬁexﬁ;s, it sa@n bécue cbvicu.s tha.t mc:st c;f tihém were 1uiicrou3 in the

Adnleseents wguld net think nf telliﬂg their friends ihat. they
. - ; o
e aug;ht tc: get *th;eir ideas across even. i.f f;thers acn't lik.e them, or. tha:b it lsn‘t L

I:eera-girml;: ccmte;;t.

gmd tc: a_;-gue.~ (We fma.lly diﬂ cmefup with a tflmcated 1ist of: two A-B items and -

t‘h’:! _.,A—K itms, a.nd did f%nd some very wealc eviience Df genera.liza.bilj.ty ef FCP flﬂa.- ;

;higs'ta pee: ecmicatim structu:tes;?f’ ) In genera.l pa.rents occupy the spec:ial }

f';’ e

B rale c::i‘ be:Lng bath sccia.l and cc@itive mentars tn their children, a.ncL c.:ther Egclé.lm

institﬂtiﬂns S-tld st:m.r‘ces rarely attempt ts:.: perfarin mast of: the scci&]izing f@c*tmgs RN

x = .
- N i

tnat a:s assigz:ei t.e paren‘ts :&1 c;ur scciety , .‘i L gt e e
A furthgr eavea.t is ths.t we ha.ve faund evidence that. the twa—dimensicnsl FCJP _'-'

- structure I h.ave described th;‘cilghout t.his pa.per d.ces mst necessa:ily :m:la up

1

gutsicle the L:inds af papulaticna we have ty’picall‘r ssmpied._ Studles e,@nducted :Lll

,c:ther ccnmti‘ies, usus];Ly with r;mly a c:guple ::fg i%ems repre\senting each dimeﬂsicn,

-hs.ve ennfimed the rﬂbustness af cu;r ma;lar E)V‘E'f&ll cc:ﬂclusioﬂs. But iﬂ same sa;nples ey
the two f‘ac:lsars bre;,E acﬂm intu more ths,n two. “One cam;sa.risan g:E ‘blaelc a:nd \ﬂli‘te 5
. fsmiliea :m Wiscsnsm t;:Lt:Les fmmcl that, while the tﬁj-fa,gtar mcdel :E':Lt Whiteg qu_it,e B

"eu! a.t, 1‘335‘1’- me ﬂﬂ"l PEI‘hEps *twa a.dditiemal factars vere needed} to iesc:ibe the
.ﬁ;iblagc:k fle;Leg—Bs Rs{:.ner tha;l a.ttempt to’ genera.ltze FCT i‘imiings to other ktnis c::f‘ =
i'saci&l sy*stema s we Vﬁﬂlﬂ d.n we:Ll ta ex‘pend further effart 1:)11 studies G:f the fsmily
itSElf fc:r 8 wbile. x suspect thg:t a thnmugh examiﬂ&t:lu:n of the re pLica.bility Qf

aame af the studiea :E ha.ve smarized c;ve wauld shf:w ths.t- t‘pe pictﬂre is ngt

' nearly st- clearmt e.a I migbt h&ve implied here.
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E:xtanamg td Life Eeycmd the Fsmily in 'I‘:lme and Spa.ce ' I

The geuer&l t.heme fﬁ* *’his aympcsi’lm has to do with the role of ccmunicaticn o

cha.nging, moderniziﬂg" w:::flc:l vaicusly- s

11; the :Ea@.ly hg ) great: deai t::: do with th,is«. Epecii‘ically, it ‘appears as thaugh

‘ thé’ "pz'i*t 'etive ps.::ents EIE attempting te ﬁrd e:E‘f a threa,tening m:rld cutslde

'their ﬂhild:en less capable cf self-prcteetian tha.n athers are. When we ha.ve ECIB*

i

J;grcunds a..re the mast susceptible to persua.sive messageg 3k

LA

f 'E‘TWé :L:Lnes gf th@ry bear striking slmj.larities tc what; ‘seems -to be cccurrlng . 8

. !_ }
f T

' iin t:mr E‘GP fesea:c:h. _ One is McGu;Lre 8 ncw—c:la.ssie wm::]z on "imzmmizaticn" ggainst

F I;
e VAR . o
e'rsug,sicm s.g a censequence f:i' e::pasu:e te ccunter&rg‘l.ments 35 The A-X family en~ °

,’virr:.nment i;ﬂ effect Qrepares the yaungster t;o withstand persussicﬁ a:ttémpts ‘by im—

k

I uniza.tj.aﬁ uthr::ugh presen’batiﬂn r:»f mre than c:me ,side ci‘ vari::us 1551133- -A secand

related m:::ie}. is Eematej_n‘s L‘EDCEP‘C (Df "eiabara.ted“ 'Smi “restri;:te:i“ eades iu la.ng-'_
T -
T;*h@se Hha g:raw up iﬂ 8 clased, saei&l suhgystem tha.t caﬁmunicates o

:-f
'j.uage lesming
ﬁ:ﬂl&?‘ 331' its EWﬂ restricfced ca\ie are théfeby rendered inea.pable af a.iapting t:: the

15.:1@1535 usage e:q:eetatiéns c:f ather, gubaystems, the pratacti*re family ct:rrespmds s

if nnl:,' l@aael:r, ta tl‘li_s descriptign- i By gmtrast these wha lea.rn thé "el&barate&" S

: rec\ae that is used xmiversally in the saciety‘ can m@ve easily frt:m one situatian *tc:



FCP a;-ui SES a.ccmmt §ar about equsl a;rmmts of varia.nce in mest af our dapendent

. va.riahles s.ncl are only madera*;zy carrelated, with one a.nather.37 (Genérally,

s f’]A-B relaticms are aasaziated wi—t.h Low SES ond A-X. with high ) 'I'his hes prt:ﬂriderl

- an empirical respﬂnse tc: thc:se 'iﬂlﬂ refle;cively affer SE as an altemative explanar

. tion of any su:t:vey find:ﬂg.. Bi:t; £ & :ghéaretit:a.l Perspéc;tive SES does not in- i:us_
; cor T E ) -
:Lt merel;v 1::&51:33 differéﬂces bétween scr;ial strats.. To .-y

_-___'the e:rbent that the th: predj.ctefs a.re intercgrrelated, FCP mig]::t be vlewea as t’.he '
éxplana.ticn le differences betWEEE sceiae\zancmic levels in saciety, ra.ther t‘nan |

;.-vieee—veraa.-; Beca.uae our resgarch interests ]:E.v-e f@cusea ma.inly on Eﬂmm’lmié&tlﬁﬂ

4 8.

“‘:va.na sceial pSthalagical va.ria.bles, théré ha.s been lit‘tle stuﬂy of ‘the rélatlgnship

: "i-between FCP and s@cial strueture. ’ Students fr:sm Less develaPE‘i Gmtfies? ‘merg

-

Sy i s .
EE N

_.k-’fsc:c:ia.l stratific:aiim tends t@ ’be ertreme and A-B rela.tigns apparently dcmlnata

fanﬂly’ cmmmicastic' : boften ex}ress pa;:ticuﬁa: iﬂterest in this tapic Tc de.te g7

ff‘however, there has -béen muchimere Epeculaticn than tiata cr spéezfied theor

-

 the FCP—SEsilime?B L e

A m::st intriguiﬂg value judgnent 11&5 gt the hear‘t of t.he rela’clv’e merits N

&

the cansenaua.l‘ Eﬂﬂ plu:alistie mades af child re&rj;xg As prafessienal c:ms :'. )

%,

"mmica-terswe i '_t thimt 1:: tem of: either af twa ’broad raless the infamative, o

_v,"fc:r the p 'hsuasiv’e, ,It appea.ra GV‘Er&ll tha.t the plm*aListic FGP :Ls m::st “l el;y'r tczr

:-T:pmduce Imcwle&geable' az:ui verse:bile persens, but tha cagsensual may well he superior :

%

. ,i,n pieparing a pe:rsnn far persuasive mles :Ln u.fe. I\Tcte again the differ-ence ‘be-

ﬂ{;tiﬁe twa ty‘pesef faznilies il.:laur ejcpeerentalhus a.nd-wife discussicn- - the




By cI‘itEI‘iE. based on c-urrent perfamaﬂce ‘e shaula n«:st hesti,ta.te tc: prefer

g _the plm-a:l,istic node. As ymmg pegple these a.re the anes *whc are gétting the

) Zmaat x:ut gf their eaucs.tigna.l cppcrtxmitieg ar:ui t‘he e:-:tendecl "ed.ucaticn a.vaila:ble

{ships ané i‘eelings r:nf grcup salid&ri‘by. Thé ﬁerm “sha.uge" in my subtltle 13 an &

Frcm the research recerd it a,Ppears tha%. the plura.llgties a.re :ncmt ji}zely ta sa.t -

i B

e ‘ria,. B’Lfb I a.lsc suspect tha.t the eansensuals will (c:) ca,re mcre f




=

“""lm-w,s»-.l i

' carmimica.ti behavia;rs. Scme Qf thase dependent varia‘bles have been slsf;: .

Ve me&sm‘ed 1:3£ su:'vey mstﬂments, sa ‘the ds:ta. are- simply c::rrela.tianal na

few atu:iies;; standa:ti eammunicaticn éxpéfim&ﬂts 113"'5 béen run am]‘ the aePendent

[
Jra% -been differential Ies.cticns uf the micus FGP t.zfpes to the seme

Tc: the ertent tha.t there is E; "themy

these‘ finc]ings tm are carrelatianal.

‘;assmptiﬁns cverla.id. with a.n L

"aeamulaticn c:f findings. The appm&eh to the::ry has been largely}giuctive a.nd

—




: t.icon. It will require ceard.iﬂated a!nd. callabarative ef‘farts cf spgcialiats in

very- aifferent methaas af da.ta ccllectign, vhcse warl: ea.n anly be unified by a.

,eam)ﬂly IdefEt d:fc:encep‘bual .paradi@. Such tri:ly interdisciglin&fy prt:gramsl

gf resea;-c,h a::-e _}a:cce ;rdingly rare in sccie.l ' ié,ice ' hé eha.uenge is & fcrmj,ds :
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TYE'ICAL Q,UESTICHKAIRE ITE&S LEASLTREG FAMILY CD}MUNICATION I‘ATTEE\TS

a

.»These are Some of. the things that Q&rents sa;y' to .their- children as they are grow'j_ng
. I'd’like.you to think about your family conversations:and then tell me for: each =

he fﬂlj.awing ‘items how: freq_ilently you have heard. similar things w’het.her g
Eametmes, rare:g[ or. ‘never,. . ... _ .

Tell ytsu tl:;a.t their icieas ‘are. ccrrect
: 33:15. t:ha.t. *"c:u shm:ldn't questian th ,

Say that" ;y'c:u ,shnuld alwaysrlmk at bf;:th

' ‘whethe
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