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e a Older Adults' Pe-rceptlonsc» Colmae:ress in.

T - Helgola G Yoss,; Many }"::» D=Tor. & Joelll Milgram

il 'nﬁmbe{ of stuiiins suggest that the freque ncy of social contact decx.‘cas'.es
- with ﬁa{ncing age (Cumminc- & Henry, 1961; Lcwa},‘ '19‘64; Ros.ovs;,, 1970);
Yét, a place in t;hes.s:om’:ﬁl miliew b5 of maior i@ port=rce to the w.»vell-i:e‘in'g of
the elderly ) | Suppnzrtize. networks gmﬁded_b;* sozial agénci'as can.inéure e
. " them such_._'a prla.ce’ {Piis=ic & ~Miwiles,, 380). Bm::may not other forms: of SoO- “
clal i'nt-e.e'ra'cticbns. cifer similai+ ﬁvéntagas ? Por'exam;ile, Cum'n.ta;;' & Schnei-
_ 1 der (1961) found that nex= t[:i.::l._ ':.-.v..hx}d:%:., siblints =re the -mcmmpona.n‘é‘

N - relatives in the lives of =ldsr a=mwits., Cicrrelli (lE?.»u-’_-"B,f};and Clazz & Amderson

- . N

(19'67) ascertamcd tnan fregrussry of fmeraltion an.cf"““fmgs of =S=eness
- among elderly siblings make = >thetssand s,r!’ster_s impmtant’memi:zsmf:the
i - .2lderly's social-mefworks. Lﬁz%iditi:m'ntw frsquenc znd reguldarity -of =ocial

"

interact'iOns,. certain levels;m’»:-’i;.x,amma:*f aggpzfar to be=ufficient, if not-meces-.. -

ll

sary, condltlon_ to butiress iz @ iderty Er‘*amst mal‘sda,)taflon (Blau 873;

@

. Powers & Bultena, 1976 W&.‘S.h, 1357 Sh:mal networks as well as m:t:macy
are poLentwally available to mw eldieriv i their sn.blmg re_atlonshlps Both

might be aspects of perceived clo:zz:ss = thes elatlonshlps U A

LES P . -

Given the-possibleé multidimensic=zlizy of the concept of closmess, and e

-~

the present lack of knowledye abou=:z= m==ning, it was of interest to étudy,

what closeness means to the elderlz. Fince, it is the purpose of this paper-

. - ~ : ’ .
ey ’ . - - - ] . 3 . . s
to present findings on the meanring «f clnzsress in rhe sibling relaticnships | \

]
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' c:‘older adults—-its perceived life span pattems, the dynamics which orir;in-' ‘

‘@te_ and maintain 1t, and its special place in old age

ll

. Method *
L s e
Subijects . -0 R .,

. -V v

Subjec..s were thirty older indi\riduals ranging in age.from 55 to 93 years .

They were récru1ted from a Methodist retirement hOme and urban and suburban

.senior citizen cénters. The number of males and .aiem'ales in the study, .their'

°b::eakdown by age ranges. numher of sibling S, and educational le'\ze'ls, are’

~ o N ’-

descr1bed in Table 1, A]l subject§'were wh1te and middle’ class -As Table 1 )

I . ‘

ind1cates, the1r educat1onal levei was relatively high

w Cy . "’_
o ! i . . s L. »
: f X : .

~

A A : :
- ; £, " . v ] ] ) L .
- “Insert Table 1 about here = . S _ i

Procedure - _"” .” o - | i o .
éubje’cts-met 1n six small groups ,_.'each'qconsisting of fourto six"i-ngivi-"“l.
’dua_ls . Groups met .for. two and one half ho‘urs .',..Semi‘-stru.ctured'*inter;views
: . - \, .
el1cited the subJects percept1Qns about the1r s1b11ng relat1onsh1ps their

e
N

0 __’_,_—l— |

sense of closeness, r1valr1es, favorttlsm,. rit1cal' 1nc1dents, and changes )

in relationsh1ps overatime ’All'sessmns were: tape recorded w1th the per~ e

e T FO

3

: miss1on of the subJects 'vho also completed demograph1c questlonnalres pro~ -
B viding information about themselves and their Slbllngs The group 1nterv1ews

were transcr1bed and content analyzed for recurrent regular1t1es in top1cs, .

o

themes, and' pa\tterns (Bogdan & Ta'yilor, 19 75)., and foh-particularly saliént .

2

evenfs Guba l\ 8) The analysls reported here focussed on lle. ~span

4 i «
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A'patterns of closeness and on the dynamics thmugh whic'h ‘.hey originate and

e A
. - X
_./‘

; are maintained

.'-.i\

Results and D.is cus:sion
§ ,_ o

" Life-Span P_atterns on.lo-sanes’s

t .

Perceived P;ami'“lly Cl'os'.emess.” ;_Se':zeralplife.—‘-span pattems }of ,p’erceiverl' '
. ‘ closeness were idéntified from the responses»‘"of the elderly"- suhjects. Tter—
,estingiy, most responded to the. question of c.Loseness in th._ir sibling Tesla~
tionships flI'St in term of:iamily cloceness and. insisted on ‘:)uttlng it into

éhe context of childhond Of the thirty purticmants in thestudy, Seventeen

said tha.t their famllles bad always been close | Only three participants per- .

ceived their families _as never ha,vingr_h,eenclcvs P and five felt j:hat fam1ly

-

clos,eness had chanqed through' their lives. Table 2 shows t"lese patterns
0‘ n s o
' for males and femalee combmed smce famlly closeness patterns did not -

[

_d1fferforthe two sexes. . - S IR

.a . o - . ,‘ . - - . - | - B / . WN\
e T L Insert Table 2 about here = . ~ -

P . . = e
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Almost 1nvar1ablyl be1ng part of, a close: fam1ly meant Jlewmg oneself as

- a member of a soc1al un1t Strong bellefs 1n the ‘value of unlty were assc—

v 'c1ated w1th a var1ety of behaviors that translated bellefs into actlo .. Parti-
ICularly ‘'salient among these were -_par_ental exoe'ctati'ons for family 'unity\,u'de—
mocratic .child—r_earing. practices, absence ,of favpritism; and, modelirzg of

écéeptable so'c‘ical‘behavi'ors ‘These resulted in famlly 1nteraction paiterns "

‘ wh1ch ma1nta1ned famlly closeness throughout lne H'oweve_r, 'family‘ uni_ty ]

<. . E A . ~
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" is not. Ways y source oi-and belongin::nebs ._,It can alsn be a source

of press_:zre tc cozform St '~'_bh'ng s values, goals or:beha-xriors veer fr':'-.—n-

the famziv norms. For:z=:zie,.a participant wh:o perce1ved farity- clos~r-

decreasj:;.with TESPeCT T _imse.lf had_ been expented"to sacrifize:dreams Pt
. _
o fnd_mdu_l achievemsmy, mhﬁaae and a- family offhis own in:z:zde to kel

support rzzmany yolrmesrs: Himes When after much conflict, e degiZed

to g.ursue his-own geals ma &5 .’co-Seyer ties with his family-todwo s;o .

ness, as ir:the exempl=s rlesscrib:ed'ab_oye . They may also have pcsa..nve ‘con-
. N . . “‘-J "1

sequences=nd increas« ""‘:;eness as: in the following example. One p.:ti—

8-

A cipant's siblings e Dh“::cally separated fiom each other after. the early
- qéath of t‘.:ecm- fathes. Whe: mot‘1er remarr1edmyef’:1rS later the siblings’t%./ve
o ."re_‘_%nited_,', Finot gtvsjcally hen psychologically, as me'y..banded togethe:
o _' aeainst'ﬁs;sstep-afather. s | | |

;';Ql_os—ﬂ 35 can &lso fade away. Pa‘fnily closeness .became iargelyirrs-~

levaht tc.a: ‘Srticipant who imd advarced inﬁsoc',io—econo'mi.c stazus far ezove
i:-he famii: g level. Anothzr subject had spent the gre'ater part-of h’er"adu t

~ life abroadvieh:- resulted in increased reliance - en he1 husband and lit tle

¥

. contact wzifr 7iblings who had been c_los'e durifig childhood and a‘f;olesce:ce .

b

'© Upon her retir to the U, S. she resumed the rélationship with harsiblirgs

after her h.usbant:':'s death . .

o

Among those who perceived their families as never having been clos:z

» . ' T o

= . . . S . ¥

.o . T N

‘and grew espersially close to a brother He became her advisor azd confidant

o, Such. critic=l incn:!e ts —artave negi’ative COn'sequ'ences and de'crea'sé Clozp—

e



~was a woman whose parents hac.siways favored theirtwo older sons cuer ’

flleir 'daug'hter.' When the ,parem\--~ d1ed whi le -she—was in hem'—m

younger sister reszmited the comt:oi-:xer older- brod::rs exerted over her hfe:.—;:

1y
©

°

‘ her gdardians . In zoother case e sense of brothﬁr,-' and sisternood whlesr

-

characterlz close;amlhes waﬁal,ssmt from the ‘start: closene SS was necher.

%

.'valued nor =& cTooed, and the siBEl4 “”.had to fend for them selves even wherm

. s
. S

YOU.rlg » u o N

*

Thé-im;::mj‘- ce of the familyﬁ_is ..learly demonswated by the large number

- “a

’bf 'r;‘efe'rencfi':s tc ,:rship in-an analyais of roles siblings perform for each

~_as they ought tobe. ' e

~., s

other. Re==renz:z:itoa sibl-ing as k:n were twenty 'time-s as freql.ient as refer-",

Y

. ences to i::end, 'surrogate_parent dvisor, tea cher, or model It is difficult

Vol

to escape e impression that pera:‘-x.ving oné's family as bejng'.oLQSQ;iS the

v - -

' normal s - of affairs among the %SUbJECtS ' Ité ‘lack' is ‘usually ascribed to

7

_adverse c:umstances or the - consequences of critical inCLdents. Wb en reoort-

P

ing lack oz closen‘ess, the s‘ubjeci:s ex-planati‘ons.were factual, and voices

h it
".

. were tinged with confusion"and.'g,uilt. Clo"se farnily r‘elation'sh'ips, on the other

-

hand, were mentioned with pride and a sense of recognition that things were

%

e O )

°

Perceived Sibling Closeness. ‘Being part of a close family d6es ‘nct mean,
however, that one feels cl_ose_ to all of its members. Many of the part/i_gipant:'s-.
brothers and: sisters were not _rnentione'd at all during the interviews. Instead,(; .

¢ A . ! R -
-

. ‘as Tabie 3 shows, thirteen' respo-n,dent"s“ talked'about their favorite };:r'::h.er or

1~ter, or singled out ore sister’ or brother as havmg always been cl se, Six

@, t . . N to et . ) e . et ot———

v
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'participants reported siblings to whom they had never been ....iose. The pre— &

dominant pattem however shows that close 1ess in siblint:rre.a:tionships

-'changes over time . Increased feellngs of closeness were rsported in twenty—

four instances decreases only in f1ve . Most of the increas===are cross-sex,

B
",‘

showing‘growth of c;lose‘n'ess b.etWee.n brothers"and sisters .--Skmilarly, bro—~ "

‘ thers and sisters :Eeelings for each other decreased less f.:af‘uer:tly than in

" ©

-,:same-sex pair's Slm11al cross sex feelings of closeness ‘havea. been reported

' _by Ci('irelli (1977) The concomitant less frequent increase and more frequent

a

d’ecrease between women seems contrary to the findmgs of Xams 1968) Ci- '

‘ cirelli,(1979), and Cumming & Schneider (1961)

, _ Insert&Table,’S aboutl"here o

Y . e

Effects of Soc*al Norms and Cultural bontexts ‘The:smail number of fparti—
cipants made it imp’ossib'I’e to determi‘ne statis tical"diffe‘rencss.,between.data

collected invarious se'ttinlgs . However, the data sug’ge.sted that qua:ntitatively"“-

- the perceived-patterns‘may be, influenced by"the~ va'lues, traditions ahd relig'ibu‘-s

‘ preferences of the communities in wbich the part1c1pants grew up and with which

they identified as-adults. Qualitativ_ely, th'e‘dynarr}ic’s origin'a‘ting and maintain-
ing closeness seemed less affected by the cultural and social context. .’lfhé p‘er—.
ceived determi.nants a._nd factors '.Which maintain: clos ene“s's a{:bea;m be similar 4
4'in' different contexts,' but the frequencgt w1th which ythey arerepo‘rted m.ay differa '
‘Thus, the extent.to which va.lues and nbrms of‘ childhoodhresult in differe'nt:_‘fa-,

mily traditions and interaction patterns.generating more or-less closeness

- e
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.+ " and 'the extent to Whici:;s.:ocialnonns' and"com'mitments’-in adulthood contribUte -

- . .

| """.‘T'"t'the dement 'r:_c::enance, or. deterioration of closene ss are important &
A SR
/o : , i}

ernpirical qu’est ons S==:meed to be addressed A further consideration is the

context in which the Z=t= were collected--i. e., the ’e,x_ten_t".to‘which_-nor;ms-»of i
institutions and small g::oup settings .influence the expre s_sion of feelings a_nd.-.
. experiences. - #

_‘ Dynamic“s 'O-rig-inatimqa;and Ma-intaining-»(;jloseness7 e

o

The content am&lysis of the group interaction transcrlpts y1elded a variety

5 -

B A' o of variables--values, commltments, psychological characteristics events,

- - [
¢

- and behaviors--wh:?it:h _contribute to t,he_origins and maint\enance of cl_bs_eness .

N
. g
33

Some of these variables recurred' with great regularit'y., Others were less fre~ -

.

que'nt_ but equally ~cle‘ar-..'.-:‘ Some were infrequent but highlji salient,

" *Perceived Origins of Closenéss. The variables perceived as originating -

L2
-

- ._‘cl_osene‘s's amofg siblings validate the_'-maj or life-span,pattern. found: close-

“ness to siblings develops originally w1th1n the framework of the”family when% '

T~

the si'bvlings are young .. Sharing of experie'n’ces" activ'ities, values a.nd in-‘,
. . u?} R .
terests dur1ng childhood and adolescence proved to be powerful determmants

of fe_elin_gs of close.ness. Experiences shared as“memb'ers.of closel.fami_lies, .

or as mefnbe‘rs'_of subsets. of a -family (e_.fg. , the f'older" or-"little " kids)” in

play,‘recreat'ion‘:“and"”e—\/'“e'n‘."work set the stac;e for the life patterns Shar1ng
bedrooms daily walks to school and o.her act1vit1es in close physlcal pro—

xz._mity contribut_ed_ to closenes° . Es pe<,1ally when the family lived in a




. reldtively.isoiated”ge’ogr’a'phical location closeness to siblings and certainly

:'u.

to the family as a unit was enhcmced as siblmgs had to 1ely on each other for

' ———— e

o . .

. ' . play and work Age spacing' was cmciallv impor\:ant here--sibiings closer in

- age spent more tJ.me together and consequently often felt closer than s’ib lings

who were further aparf 1n yearS 0 However, siblings far apart could take on sur-

rogate parent roles and develop close“fss, albeit nf a different kmd

These factors remained important in adolescence, undoubtedly refle("ting

-

the fact that siblings were still living at home . At this time ' shared pers onal

values, interes ts,. school and church activities,, and the consequenc*es of cri—i'
' tlcal incidents illust*'ate the growing differentiation of sibling personalities

and the formatlon of relatlonsmps based on them. Adolescence and early - . )
adulthood presented a t1me when clos eness between pairs of siblings grew '

« -

) cons1derably (c f., ClClrelll, 1979 Rosenberg, 1980‘ A good deal of teach—

ing and modeling took place at th1s tJ,me most of it Cross-sex. Especially ‘
older brothers were seen as models oéf?developing competence and achievements .
.‘ ' R » X . .‘
»_Some were re.l_at'ed _to as peers_ in social situations w.hen' they took their youngerx

'sisters along to social~ev.ents., ,The'brothers' friends ,b'ecame conven.ien't dates..

-4

Some s1b11ngs became good fr1ends at th1s t1me grow1ngf1nto the1r respective

.
N

adult roles w1th each others help. e

TR '-_ Perceived Maintenanc.e ot"Closeness . Once siblings left home to establish

-
e E .

'professional lives and families of their own,' ?-":1e m'ost important factor in the

’ maintenance of closeness was w1thout doubt the foundatlon la1d in Chl].dhOOd

w —_— el LT
T B T

®

Many of the experlencec recounted as or1g1nat1ng closenoss among chlldren _ .

R became cherished memorie's which maintained closeness' in later"y’ea"rs“° '

ﬂ';.‘. - . : .
[ L o . O




o ' . Similarly, -‘fa’mi-ly values which w'ér'ese'en as Originating closeness in c%;dhood ,
‘were" later perceived as shared personal v°lues which continued closeness\\in o

adulthood T .

VA <«

' Individual_com"mitments' to u.phold_"familv valu.es, traditions_ and rituals fo¥-'

cussed-clo’seness ©on a-perso'nal le'vel Such commitments were expressed in
'5activities representmg 1nvestments of time, energy, and money._ Activities

R, 'rangad from fixing faucets to giving financial advice, to acting as confidant

, and even therapist to taking -care of each other in adversity. /'

/"/ .

Pamily histories served as themes around which memories coulo be shared
_ SR )
and family rituals-—reunions at designated times as well as special occasions-—

: provided opportumtles for further common experiences and for integrating the

6 T :'

1ng ‘were frequent, as: ‘was vis1t1ng between 1ndividual brothers and sisters .

©

Not surprismgly, decreas1ng feelmgs of clos::nes; were frequently ex- T

" plamed by geograph1cal d1stance and the ensuing lack of- contact.‘, If this

RN | L e

happens dur1ng childhood e1ther as the result of large age differences between

B 1blings-_or unusual c1rcumstances feelings of closeness--m‘ay‘never develop.' -

1 -
RSN . o

~ ries, often omg:-.na_ted' by parent_al_ favoritism in childhood- and contimled b"y_pa—'

-

rents and children in adulthood (Ross & Milgram 1980) . A’{so 'influencing-'close?"

. ) ness are differences in lrfe styles, personal 1nterests, and eliglous prefe ences,

eSpec1all if these are central values.

Perceptions of Clos-eness in_Old 'Agg e SR B
-8 R ’ o o o ’ ) . """ . ,
.Memories are-crucial. The value participants assigned to recolléctions of
. } _ ot Do - - ' . ‘Dl . ;-- . .
; : S - -

e e L e e - . . T — e B




s familv and sibling closeness and the factors influencing their origins and™

. maintelnance attes/t-to'the ir sa,lienc_e in old age. _If'the memories are-descript--,l"

.

ive of_'actual events, or if pe‘rceptu_al:shifts accommodated-needs and desires

along the way, is ult'im.at,ely~i__rre'l'ev'ant thig the elderly persons' perceptions -
: = <. | .

"

at this late agé which affect the quality of their lives A .' '. v- : '

Sharing childhood vad:)xes and eJ-'periences played a major role in feelingc; ’

- i

of closeness between siblings It was as if sharihg these memories reacti-

. . .'vated,feelings of clos.eness and(.belongingne,ss to the whole family. -Is"‘a-de'-
. ) o . ) . . ! . o ._ . ." . - V. . . L . .l \\. .'..‘ L]
—— " .. velopmental task addre_"s\sed here'? Romaniuk & Romaniuk (1980), in reviewing "~

LI R . . v d&‘

) studies, on recollections \of past_vexperience"s during the later periods‘ of life -

S N ) . . . . ’

-~ \found that remlniscing may trigger recall of past events whiwr deal With such

D
% _. . . . e +

issues as evaluating the meaning of life and one 's -own existence or focussing

- e . . i .
N . . - PO

at.’..f:,i::::-";‘.;ﬁfsn on aspects of one's pers onality with-which one is not satisfied. . In
| aarg sy, experiences origindting closeness-among the participants and their
1<

_sibling s ¢ = children certainly became memories which were a sourc;;.' of comfort, -
‘ pride',. and even seren’i.ty: one had lived life acwrd'ing to one's' family's and per—'

'

-

" pli'shmen‘u w,_as rees.tablishi_ng clos ene'ss with a sibling after it had deterio,rated' .
. Cade . . e ;__‘, S S <

AR . 'earv_lier:'in life . Alternativ"ely,' perhaps thie most anguished feelings réported-were'

. the result of having lost existing feelings of closeness to a favorite sibling th¥ot
L . '_ o - e ’ T -' i .?:'.. . ) '.—__ o
. ' what's ound'ed. like -betrayals-: tvioiations Bf e_xpectations based on interper:s onal -
‘ FEEE . o - . |
o ' histories and family traditions and values. Is the e s lization of hav1ng hved up

v ’
, oo - ;.' A-
. !5 . ) - *

to one s own and one 's fam.lly bel//fs and standards a Nay of putting oneﬁ life

A

o v .
. . -
ST, : : ’ . ° . S . . . o
. N : f N L. NS .
P . ) - s T . . i .
. ~ el o s P




1
b,

-

doso? oo o T

: o A second major aspect of closeness is descriptive .of support networks-and -3
e o . | o

__..intimacy...It includest positive feelings-between-brothers-and-sisters;-support-—————"—
e '\ .‘ . ) ' : . & . T . . ‘ .I j‘-‘_”—'“-l'_"-“ ,M o
‘ive interactions, and frequent contaqt. All three tl'emes are natural outgrowths

L9

of family and personal values and interaction histories eminating from them.
e \ Comrpunications between almost all siblings still living wer e 1°gular and -
\ frequent Remammg in contact a- highly valued a\ctivity throughout their lives,

K \ \\

took on special meaning for these participants S they grew old For many, i

2

e

‘ it became a ritual in its own rlght Physical proximlty remained _mportant but
= R L - e B C . :
in a different sense than it had been earlier 1n life . For thése elderly persons

¢ - : ".- S . B \ . e !

it seemed to be def1ned by whatever distance self or sibling was able to travel

e -

o to v151t the other. Through the middle years, lack of proximity can be substituted

[P UL S . € _._-._ﬁ

for by regular family get togethers Late in life, the elderly are often no longer

' able to. attend such reunions And the reunions themselves have changed° SO

3
[

_,,—l "f“r‘r’iuch in com‘po_s‘ition ', being now, primarily_ _attende_d by the;‘e_lderlyr's--childre\n and |

‘grandchildren,- th_a_t their relevance is no-,;.longer' 'ithe'same',i.":l'-l'ence",.fvisits betwe,_.e'n.__-

. RP I * .
. , X . P T U . .
Lo e . ) . [RCE SN A . P . Lo

. ‘brothers and sisters take on.added'iinportance W'r'itintg,.and- call'ing ‘were also'*.F o
S S N o [} . [ b.-.- r~.,’: . ——/ﬂ—‘

->

..« . frequent. Contact was fac111tated-by creatlve wr1t1ng arrangements and telephone

. . . 3 L
N .u.,~ . "_’_,-;_—-——"’ fme

},ff'i**’_ne;works : Sibllngs forwarded each others letters in round robin fashion s0 that .7

ould knoWw h_ow,_,brothers and s1sters felt. Or they-obta1ned th eir knowledge _

4 ‘
Ao

1 a pi’vo'tal,"'p:erson who acted as a clearing house, 'informing all of.each ‘cthe rs'

e well-Being and sta'tel'gof;affair.s . Some participants mentioned' that one orficre ‘of .
ol _ ‘ o i
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* theif sibl_ings.-Wére no longer able to write, speak, or even read, but certainly.

- _m_m,quj;b__qgghts'weré directedrtoward them. It s _eg_med__as;if;thes_e;é.l.derly_pe‘r:;.';_ ‘

sons ma'intaiﬂned symbolic contact with their siblings even thrbugh memories '

and caring Whidh ‘they could no lbnger e,xpr,_z_aés to eéch othéf. .
Being in frequent communication wath.each other e nabled siblings to know
when one of t;he'rri needed assistance. To th& extent that théy were physig:ally v

and mentally a_bie;_and at times drawing on younger f'amil};' members , partici-

, | pants gave and receiv'ed,ph}?s ical help, counseled and adifised-,’ea’ch b;her,
‘and in some cases of special need became témporarily responsible for each
. ’ ' . @ . _')" . /( B .

other. . Such intéractions were recipfocally cause and effect of trus tin;g"';',", fe-7 wr
specting, and liking brothers and sisters to whom participants-felt close. ~ 7~ = ,

In some 6f’thés,e cases ihtimady-Wa‘s acknowledged.’ Two vs'z_omerg-:,,re_fevgred to-

. . - : ) o - . " - . - ‘- P . . . ) ‘ E
‘their sisters as soul-mates, five spoke of having confidants among their bro- -

- A

_thers and sisters,-and svevér; were friends with at least one sibling. More in-
tima'cy' s.ee,med to be inherent in their sibling intergctions than this group was
,Wi‘lliri‘éii@ __a__C,_kJ’,l_'OW_]ed-g—e—,——hOWeVE‘l‘.-T','I'f’S"GfH_l_é—CT(—Of ackn o’Wl,é dgement can be

e e

o asqribed to genefational preferences, disengagement in _procésé, the Protestant

iefhics of many of the participants, or a combination of these and' o't_her' fac— »
" . tors is an empirical question. R o o

. What -emerge? from these perceptions of clos eness.is a reciprocally rein-

o
~ ’

v

‘forcing system of.fémily unity and a strong. sense of kiriship.f The. valueév.
. . bw.'_ e i . o T ". : ) %_" o
. . and -ihteraction patterns of the parents are internalized as'siblings grow up. =
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During adulthoogl’ values a'nd-in".'eraction'f'pattems exist as shared pe'rs onal

values and interversonal expectations for certain kinds of behavior. Inold =~ .,

age, looking back on a life livied in harmony with values and siblings proyides

a sense of personal integ’rity and the 'security-of'hav'ing earned a rightful place
. in the family. This sense of belonging may be partially symbolic as it in-

. cludes family membt.rs who are no longer allve . It is also very r'eal and de-4

" monstrated in the support and communication network_s existing among the-re"'-

maining siblings. P o, L e

- . . B

. : S - Conelusion Ll T e e

@

- A

As explored in this study, the concept of closene's.s_ in the sibling rela-

tion_ships of the elderly_pro’Ved to be multidimensional. Social interactions o

..
?

gr‘epresenting support ne tworks and, to_ a. less'er"degree ., in_timacy,- contribute_d

o to a,sens'e of closeness.be,tween siblings. Social, psychological_,' and phy-
-+ slcal aspects were clearly evident, satisfying" a -number of criteria suggested ' :

as mlnimally necessary for a def1n1tion of interpers onal closeness by Levinger~

and—Raush-(19‘7J7)“‘"Beyon tha.t (At appears that closeness in sibling: relation-.

¢ C ?

ships of the elderly may well contain a further dimension hav1ng to do with

[

!
»

L

perce.ptual validation .

e T — R}

;,_' Schulz & Hanusa (1980) suggest the beginnings of an explanation for the

special contribution' of s1bling networks, partlcularly w1th respect to pOSSlb.le

perceptual validation functions . Applying attributional analyses of learned
helplessness as formulated by Abramson et al (19 78) to the life situations of
EEEEEESS ’_’—’T—‘——-—‘: : :

B




: the elderly, the'se researchers concluded that contro‘l"'over and predictability» .
i of events in one 's life have a positive. impact ‘on an older person 'S well being.

Conversely, if aging labels carrying the stereotypes this society holds about

its elderly lead toa decline in self—esteem and control over their lives (Rodin

o

& Langer, 1980), social contact which validates the elderly s perceptions of
self -and r'etal'i'ty should be be’nefit:ial_. Who could be better»qualif'ied‘ _t°; pro—" .'

vide such '..fa'lidati'on thany-si:blings to-whom one has bee_n’-close ‘throughout
life, and who grew. upwithin the same social milieu"l e

¢ o

Thn results of this and other studies (summarized by Cicirelli 1979) in- T

dicate that sibllng relatlonships, in general are among the most stable of .

s

all interpersonal relatlonships Nei"cher‘ do they require continua‘.validation
. as friendsl’ups and spouse bonds do (Clax" & Anders on,- 1967 Ross & Dalton,

f e | 1980) As elderly s1b11ngs have had a. llfetime to get to know ‘each others'

pers onallties and hab1ts : the relationshlps should also be’pdre;di_c’tabl_e“_Adding

SN

__,,c_—»«to these'personal interact1ve factors, as shown clearly by the subjects in

-

A

< thlS study, sibllngs function w1th1n the framework of common famlly values

~
: - ‘0

' and 1nteractlon pattem< wh1ch lend further stabllity and predictablity to such I ot

" ' ”,_,___ e e -7

relatlonships —-~Thus,‘it appears that cloaeness 1n 51bhng relatlonships may .
help the elderly to m.ain'tain their adjustment by serving’ social network and in-" 7.
¢ . .o . _

- timacy functlons. Furthermore, s1blings, more thad anyone else are 1n a

umque pos1tion to afflrm and vahdate each others perceptlons of self and a r

) reaJ"tvahich may we ll appear strange to younger :_per's ons_-who grew up ina PR -

* vastly changed world. o A '
-k, 5 ‘ X A'. , . . v ' _I ' . o o -. . - Y a o
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o , Tablf 1-_Age, Sex, Number of Szblings, and Educational Level of
C ZExticipants . s B e :
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o E-9 . L e B

: o “prtal l‘ B \s. - »  ] -  H_f

EducatlonalLevel S S o . e e

Less thar: ulgh school dlplorrm o ' ,. o 2 -‘ -
High séhool dlploma o N | o s | 2 |
One to 3 yeara of college , SR B ; e

. 'Bachelor s Degree o o o 7 \ . o | |
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Variable _' e _'—’";" — Frequenc_‘/

' Famlly has always been close _ IR . 17_
Famlly has neyer been close : , ' -3 .
- Family’ closeness changed over time ' . ' 5

of family

EF i v
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Table 3 Percelved Pattern of'C_losene_ss.to‘.':_'Sib'iioc_;'s

Variable - R _ ' L Frequency -

Life -T‘me Clos eness Patte'ms

_S_iblmg._has always bean close

| ‘reported by female ,' R . | 100 _
R reported bymale e .3 I

Siblinq has never been close B o g o T

| . reported by-female. -
- o reported by male L ]

Closene ss Chanqes Throuqhout Llfe ' o 7

Closeness increased over time

. _ to‘brother, -reported by sister , T U S
e ' to-sister, reported by sister =~ - . ' v .
P - to, sister, reported by ‘brother _ SR N
to brother, re ported by brother ' ' |

Closeness decreased over time

to brother, re ported by sister T 0
40 sister,. reported by sister. - o3

. ..-“to sister, reported by brother -~ . -1
' _ _t_o brother, re ported, by brother_ o ey 1

» o
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