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Mother Daughter Relatlonshlps Durlng the Latency Perlod

. Communication, Affection, and ACtIVItIeS

voLittle research has been done on the latency-age child, and even

v K ' . . .
Nless has been done on the nature and quality of the relationship between

N

motheﬁs and . the|r daughters in this developmental perlod. Researchers ,

l

l? parent-chlld relatlonshlps (Walters & Walters, 1980), famlly theory

and therapy {Berardo, 1980 Holmanis Burr, 1980), and sex- roles and the

/
,family (Scanzoni & Fox, 1980), haVé glven much less attention, to the latency- o’

ﬁ

age child than to the younger or P

lder child (Bannon & Southern, 1980;
Bbwerman & Bahr, 1973; Schvanev?_dt,-1973;'Stinnett;"Farris, & Walters,

1974; Wakefield, 1970). As Mu_%en, Conger, andKagan (1963) stated: - ''theo=

—

ries about this developmental.

[,

found ‘as those dealing with {he flrst 5 years of life. Moreover, there has &

y :
been less extensive empirica; research on children of this age than on
younger chlldren" (pg 357 ?58) This situation persists.

~puring the latency peilod the anxnetles aroused by the Oedipal con-

flict’have receded and th;;crises associated with adolescence have not yet

.
[

eaerged. The period is ,&portant for social deveiopment (Erikson, 1963) C
“and is described as a tb%e of relatlve calm, consoiidation, and quiet growth
(Freud, 1953; Sarnoff,€%971). Sarnoff described iatency age children as
. Yptiable, weﬂ]:hehayeq{ énd educable." Mothers tend to agree adding thatv
theirIChildren{of-thgs age.are also helpful and pleasant. Perhaps‘the lack
of obuious deveiop?aétai crises explains why few researchers have studied
children of this agg and why so Jittle empirieal data aoout them exist.
The main tasks for children of this age are development of social skills,
establlshment_ofipeer relationshipg, and iearnlng at school (Erlkson, 1963,

Sarnoff, 19713 wallerstein & Kelly, 1976). The family is no longer the' prl-

mary source offaffection for the child, and the patents' authority and control-
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decrease as’ the power. of the peer gnof

Erikson 1963). Latency aged chlld_ . ontemporarles to develop and L

' quate 50cnal|zat|on xequlres

LS S

|le maintaining a fa|rly«

measure the|r sénse of sklll mastej

an. increased ab|l|ty to get along w1t.-”

:.\‘i

close relatlonshlp with fam|ly (Watson 8

aenﬁ 197&). As.peer/group
|nfernces growp the youngster concomltantly :aces conflicts regardingﬂloy-
. . % ) .
\ v
alty. to both parents (Wallersteln 8 Kellw; 1979) and the need for a secure

home in order ‘to explore and mas ter thd ) {anent. Although th|s lsta

N 5 . v .
. . 4

perlod in the child's Tife qhen act|VIt|es and tlme at home decline to a ,

low po1nt (Watson & Llndgren, lSJh), family. and parents havF great lnflu-'
ence on character development. The qual|ty of affectvonal famlly relatlon-

.

g sh|ps |nfluences adjustment . and growth (HaV|ghurst & Taba, 1961),\ Both boys'

and g|rls see mothers as moré nurturant than fathers (Stlnnett et al.; 1974).;
and mothers from upper socnoeconomlc homes engage in warmer and more acceptlng '

~

behavnor ‘than mothers in lower socloeconomlc homes. Research has also docu-

)

‘mented the rec|procal effects of both parent and chlld in. their relationship

(Blller, 1971; Lerner & Spanler, 1978) T )

The latency period may be d|V|ded lnto two subgroups- early'and'late

latency (Sarnoff 1971; Wallerstein & Kelly, 1976).. The latency chlld (age

>

9 11) is more obJectlve than younger children, cognitive functions are well-

grounded in reallty, and cause and effect relatlonshlps .are necognized

.

(Sarnoff 1971) Later latency age’ chlldren are more- capable of SenSlthlty

and compasslon (Wallersteln & Kelly, 1976)35 and have an lncreased ab|l|ty to

’

~ empathize with others (Watson & Lindgren, 1974) . ¢ These -children are increas®
ingly aware of thelr sex roles, Wthh is uxprpssed in establishment'of'Same*
sex frlendshlps and typical avo|dance of chitd¢ren of the other sex, and a

deslre for closeness and identificatlon with tre same sex parent (Erikson,1963).

i ' <\
With changlng\famlly structures resultlng f.om an lncrease in the divorce
t l

rate (US Dept. of Commerce, 1978) and an ingreasc in mothers being employed
N PR




‘dren‘of the”latencylperidd han would.befdesirable (Herzog_& Sudia, 1973; s

, long-term study of 50 fa ilies ln whlch d|vorce occurred, that the. largest

v . . v
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Biller 1974). ’Many marrtag_s dlsrupted by dlvorce involve chlldren of the

latency age (Bane 19765

“usual concerns'of growlng up- Wallersteln and Kelly (1980) found in their, +’
P ¢ ) A

. number of chlldren knvolved were latency age ‘children.

-

Data pertalnlng to the effects of d|vorce on chlldren have been con-
tradxctoqy (Bane,’ 1976 ‘Felner, Stolberg, & Cowen, 1975, Fulton 1979, .
Tuckman & Regan, 1966; Wallersteln & Kelly, 1976 19]9). Wallersteln and

Kelly found that ch|ldren in later latency were somewhat more re5|stant to

7 4 e

dlvorce related stress than were younger or older ‘children. Nevertheless,

these chlldren did experltnce the drvorce as extremely palrful.n At the time

\

of dlvorce, parents are heavlly burdened wntH’thelr chnldren s«lncreased

(3 )

needs for attentlon and understandlng (Hetherlngton, Cox & Cox, 1976

Wallersteln 5 Kelly, 1979). Wallerstein and‘Kelly (1976) roted that the .
“pecullar |nterdependehce“ of parent and latency age chlld could be enhanced
" when parents divorced, and that there was a lessenlng of age-approprlate
dlstance'between mothers and daughters. Mothers relled oL their children

. for emotlonal suppor and advice as well as for practlcal help. Hetherlngton
or

et al (1976) found that divorced mothers of 13 to 17 year ¢lds felt that the|r

[

own soc|al llves were restrlcted by their mothtrlng dut|es They al59 found
. . A .

- <

that dlvorced mothers madc fewer maturity demanos on ‘their chlldren, communi =

\

)
cated less.well with them, tended to be léss affectionate,'were Lgconslstent.

-

in dlSClplIne and ¢ontrol, and used more nega;ive sanctiont than.did married

s
or widowed mothers. The daughters . reported more confllct 1han d|d daughters

of married mofhers. In addition to -the breakup of the family structure,

R 4 ‘ : P —
children must often adjust to their mother's fulltime employment (Fulton, 1978).

\ .
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Peterson (1968) "found employed mothers, to have less |nterest in interacting

l l '

|th their chlldren and also a lowor degreé of control than non—employod
| : )
‘thers . . . .

i . . .

Because of the theorized importance.of development;at the latency age,

in partlcular the relat|onsh|p between the daughter and mother and the

R v

-llmltatlons of the exnstlng l|terature discussing this- relatlonshlp, th|s

study was designed to increase our understandlng of the,mother-daughter
. . o - . .
relationship at this age.- Addressing several of the issues which were raised

in the research we examlned affectlon, shared aCtIVItleS, and communlcatlon

- r
L4 ’

between mothers and daughters. How do mothers and daughters |n latency

’ . -

characterlze their relatlonshlp? Do tﬁ‘\vgenerally agree on-. the nature

c x t

of their reldtlonshlp, or are there dlscrepancles betw%%n their perceptlons

\ : «
of the nature-of the three areas of interest? To explore tﬁﬁse questions,
. L. 'S .

a cross- sectlon of mother-daughter pairs where the! daughter was 9 to 11

years old and the mother was (a) dlvorced or l|v1ng w|th her husband and .

4

(b) was employed or at home full-tlme were compared. No speclflc hypotheses

were formulated slnce the purpose of the study was to,provnde some * |n|t|al

systematlcally collected data in a hitherto minimally’ explored content area.

- Py

y ’ . . e v .
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Eorty-one pairs Qf mothers and daughters were recruited from after . A

school day care centers (n = 16) from girl scout troops (n = lk) and other!

*a

sources such as an organlzed sports group .and frlends/arqualntances pf the

|nvest|gators (n = 11). Most mothers (85%) were’ employed e|ther full or
pant tlme, "of these 72% held a skllled job, and 22% a professional/managerial
ﬁob. About half the mothers were employed full time. slxty—four percent

of the mothers were married.or remarried w|th the rest elther divorced .oF

-

never married 512 were living with the. father of the daughter.

% ‘. . . «r [ . Toe
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12, and 1k,

A%l quzhters were 9, 10, or 11 years old (ns =

respectivcly} d/fnfthe third, fourth flfth ‘or slxth gra ‘in school‘

'Flfty eight percent of qhe ‘girls were elther flrst»born in the faqily or-
the only chlld ‘ ‘ '}' ’ - . . ‘ ‘i' )

r P . L
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S

The sample is blased in many ways, and not unexpectedly so given, th&

paltrclpants Qere recrultcd from the affluent southern- area ofathe San

»! -

Franclsccuﬁay area. The famllies were small - 24% |ncluded only one child
and 64% two children. The income level of the samplé\waiTrelatively high
wlth 64% reportlng annual lncomes in excess of $20 000. he. mothers were

well educated -46% with some college experlence, j34 wi th baccalaureate

e - ¢

degrees, _and 10% with post*graduate.degrees. o o f}{

. . : .— ’ . ) . . - - .~ - ) o
Instruments . . . . - *
- 'i ] . L .

" The ouestionnaires_were developged as a result of a literature.reviewi
¢ N

. of parent—chlid relatlonshlps (Berg, 1974 Bowerman & Klnch 1973, Lerner

1 4

8 Spanler, 1978 "Walters & Walters, 1980), interactions in dual and slngle

%

parent famllies (Hetherington et al,,T978 Wa]lérsteuq & Kelly, 1976 1979,

1980), and the broad developmental age (Mussen et al,,l963 Watson® & L|ndgren,

l

1974)ﬁ The items were piloted with a. sample of 10 pa|rs of mothers and .

. . .
daughters to assuaf that d\rections were c]ear and that the reading level .
3 . [ § \ . . w .

was approprlate. - 5 . S S .

Mother's completed three d-ltem scales des|gned to assess the|r overall .°'

«
-~
Il

evaluatlon of mother-daughter communlcatlon, ‘affection, and shared act|V|ties.
) : . \
Each item is scored uslng a'5- pOlnt Likert scale with a score of 1 assigned

4

*to the category ”very good“ and a score of 5 to the category tlyery poor.”

Daughters ‘did not respond to these three ”overall“ evaluation items.

s

One basic instfument with 29 i tems was devised to measure three primary

A o

dyad interactions: communication affection, and shared activities. The

~

baslc instrument was -then mOdlfled to create two forms, one each for the

mother and daughter.. All items on the two formc were parallel: that is,

" . - ’ . . Y
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.

for .every, item to .which the mother was asked to respond thert was a sim=

.

|larly worde ltem for the daughter. The questions were desngned to elicit.
.
a self- report perceived frequency of -events rather than actu@J frequency of

N

events that were. related to the three constructs of communlcatlon, affection,
and activities. Each example of an |nteract|on is. meaSured on a 5- point
leert scale wnth a score of 1 indicating h|ghest frequency (i.e., ”Thrs

almost always happens when it can'). The ltems wnthln a scale were summed,

- -

“then averaged to produce comparable scale écores ranglng from 1 to 5 Four

separate sgores for each varlable (communlcatlon, affectlon, and aétivities)

were generated' "one for the mother to descrlbe her own béhavior one for

the nnther to descrlbe her daughter s behavnor, one for the daughter to

-,

describe her own behaV|or, and one for the daughter to descrlbe her mother s
of .
behavior. These several scales are hereafter des;gnated as: Mother-Self'

(M—S), Mother-Daughter (M-D), Daughter-Self {D-S), and Daughter-Mother (D M),

respectlvely.

)

—

. The Mother SeTfrand Daughter -Self scaies for Communlcatlon, Affectlou,
and Activities are composed of 6 3, and 6 |tems each. The Mother Daughter :
| and Daughter-Mother scales for Communication, Aftectlon, and Actnvntles are
composed'of 7,3, and 4 items each. . ‘ : _ . i
The format of the"questionnaire required the respondent to first makev
a resoonse aboutithe perceived frequency of her own behavior for a given item

{e.g., 'l talk to my daughter (mother) about some of the mistakes | have -

o made“);and then make a_perceived frequency résponse.regarding the’other]s
.behavior on a parallel item (e.g., "My nnther talks to me and aska for help
with mistakes she has made; or ''My mother talks to me abnut some -of the
mistakes she has made“L Thns design perm|t< an analysis offthe degree_of
agreement betweennmother and daughter about the same even both.For self and

v

" . for the other.




Procedure o A v

u]. )

Girl scout leaders, after sehool teachers, and mothers of girls*in -~ .

sports teams were contacted by phone by one of the investigators to request  ~

their_assistance in obtalnlng subJects. The investigator discussed the in-
¥ ! S

tent the study and read several of the items to the leaders "and teachers.

Coo ting teachers "and leaders then asked the girls in thelr classes team,

v

or troops if they would " llke to participate in the study. Most of the mothers

of 'subjects who volunteered were: contacted by one of the lnvestlgators and

-asked to part|c|pate in the study; some of the mothers were glven an explan-
"~ atory Ietter by the leader or teacher. No-incentives were given however,

both- the mother and daughter were nformed about the general nature of the

study -and promised a summary of the results if des|red. Mothers were assured

that all responses would remaln confldentlal We suspect that information
about the study may have created a demand for posntlve responses from some
participants.

The mothers and daughters\ completed the forms independently (at‘different

tlmes) but were invited to dlscuss the|r responses wlth one another after
completlon of all items. For most of the glrls one of the investigators
was present and read aloud the items to assure that reading ability did not

affect the responses. The completion time was.approximately 20 minutes for:

both mothers and daughters. . _ : , ' o .

Results

-

‘Mothers produced nine scores: one each For the overall evaluation of
‘communication, affection, and shared activities, one each for the report of
(’l '

self communication, affection, and shared activities,'and‘one each for the

report of . dgﬁghter s communlcatlon, affection, and shared activities.

" Daughters produced six scores: one’ each for the report of ‘self communicatlon

- affection, and shared actnvntles, and one each for the report of mother's

»>

N - .
. L . voe.




. L . R
.conmunication, affection, and shared activities. .The results of variou5'

\

analyses of the thrce major constructs - communlcatlon, affectlon, and
R
. . 'A i, [y

shared act|V|t|es - are reported separately below._ . ot

[
o~

M

The results are organ|zed ach:dlng to the broad ‘concepts of communi-

cation, affection, and shared activities. In addition to |nspectwon of these

A

variables for the whole sample, we also analyzed:data for subgroups aceording

to three demographic variables: dge of daughter, marital status of mother,

and employment status of mother. One-way analyses‘of variance or correlated
L tests %sre performed For the various subgroup comparlsons, the values of

- these analyses are reported only when probabillty levels were ]ess than .lO.

- Wefselected'the 210 significance level because thlS_lS an exploratory study

"in"a relatively unresearched area and wish to report trends1fhat may prove

fruitful for future research. - ' o

Communication ' . o _ : o v

2 o, o '. ' .
Mothers responded to a 5|ngle item requestlngJén overall evaluatlon of
; .
‘the communlcatlo# between her and her daughter. The total sample and sub-

group means are reported in Table 1. Mothers generally reported overall
4 ’ ~
communlcatlon to be '‘good." Communication measured tW{E way tended to vary

'-(non5|gn|flcantly) accord|ng to age of daughter where the mothers of 10 year
. f

N

. olds reported commun|cat|on to be less good than mothers of 9 and 11 year oldsr
v

Full time employed mofhers tended to report that ‘overall commun|cat|on was

.

less good than nonemployed or part time employed mothers.
'Thc M-S, M-D, D-S, and D-M means and standard deviations for the scaled

communication variable are found in Table 2. Not only were there subgroup-
analyses performed ‘for these variables,: but dlso a- comparlson via correlated

. . : ¢ .,
t tests of Q-S vs D-M and M-D vs D-S scores. Mothers and daughﬁers dlsagreedjﬁ

¢ LN
t:

on' the level of communication of mother, 5136) = 2,74, p <01, but not on
v S : ‘ o N

the level of daughters' communication. Mothers reported they communicated'

more than daughters perceived. A difference-in communication according ta

- . . . 4
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£l
2

.
age, oF chll« was. found for the Mother- Self communlcatlon scorc F(2~38) =

2.54, ] <’lO and for the Mother-Daughter communlcatlon score, (2.3§;=
.8.28, p <. )l but not for the daughter generated scores tcr communlcatnon. :
ln all cases the. least positive cgmmunlcatlon scores art for the 10 year old
subgroup. The- Mother= Daughter‘communlcatlon score Varied accordlng to marltal
status of mother, 5136) = 1.9%, p <.10, wnth slngle parent mothers reportlng(
slightly louer‘levels ofncommunlcation from daughter. ' o L

‘ lnterestlngly, none of the daughter.reported séores'by,subgrouping"f.: -

ylelded slgnlflcant dlfferences. However, daughters rellably reported

.10wef level, of self communlcatlon and percelved level of nnther s c0m- R
munlcatlon than did mothers. Furthe:more var|at|on ~among daughteTs .re-

&

ports was‘greaterfthan among. mothers' reports.

. . . . . . I

oo lnsert,Table'l and:2'Here;‘

’ . AY
K v .
The ag -eement in perceptlon of one another S communncatlon was ~

’

greatest’ amunq full t|me employed and slngle mother-daughter pa|rs. The
greatest df:crepancy in perception of daughter S communlcatlon occurred
. {

\ .
for pa|rs when the mother/was not employed outslde the home. -t
Affection ’ : - "."} !

’ vf . .
The me ans and’ standard devnatlons for the mother s response to the

.
‘

overall evaluatlon of affectlon ‘items. are llsted in Table 1. The total :.,g

sample report is that affectlon is “good r As for communlcatlon the

mothers of 10 year Bfas reported sllghtly lower levels of affectlon, and |

'mothers of the ll year . olds reported affcctlon to; be better than good The.

mothers who ‘were not employed reported the hlghest level of overall affec-
1 3 .

. 1 s )

tlon while Full time employed mothers reported the least. co,

The means and standard dev1at|ons for the scaled affectlon varlable

are listed in Table 3. Mothers and daughters agreed generally on the level
. E . e

-~
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of affectlon both from the other and ‘- from self,\daqghéers hdwiyer, re- .

4 - Id [N =y s ’\ ) B
ported slrgrtT‘\}ower levels than mothers with conSIaerabe more varn- h _"

L Y . * v

ablllty ln#caughtefsb'repo*t of mpthers affectwénal behavnqr than mothers '

\{iported gﬂhe only S, "roup comparqson on: the four affectuon scales that
. . . * ,

belded statgstlca ly s|ln|f|cantly dlfferent results was for age of

daughter. ~Jhe dlfferences were for M S scoresr\F(Z 39) = b, h3, py < 05,
. r, «

)and for N-D scores F(2. =k, 58 p '<.05 ln both dases the mothers of

'ﬁ-/-\
' the 10 year ons reported Tess affectlon. There was a trend for the same

" eport amono daughters, but the dlfTerences did’ not reach thea.lO s|gn|f|- v

! . ey 2 ) .
y . ' . . »- L.

cange level S SR N : . . ) B
. . ‘ [ : . . . . s /\

T O lnsert Table 3 Here

q

.f°: Agreemvnt about one another s affectlonal behavnor tended to be ‘

‘
.

greatest for the S|ngle and full tlme employed mother-daughter pa|rs..“ _ S

Shared ACtIVltleS T{lf- I v R - TR

... N

. . . a
. .
’ L4

The data for the total sample and subgroups for mothers response,to-
\/’ .

rtla olerall general eValua‘tlon of actlv1t‘les are found in Table 1,. Among

) tor - -

the three O\erall evaluatlon items the ‘mean: forthe shared actlv1t|es was
lowest. The general level was tlose to l'good " The. evéluatlon of activi~ -

lk . .

tles was moderately correlated wnth mothers employment status& nonemployed

mothers reported the best overall act|v1t|es relatlonshlp.

' The M-$, M=D, D-S, *and D- M varlable means and standard dev1at|ons for

sHared actuvutles ‘are l:sted in Table L, Mothers and daughters agreed about

the level of daughters shared activities as a “total sample but not about -
LIRS .LL v, : '.
level of daughters shared aCtIVlLleS, t(38) L. 87, P < 10. -Daughters ,
. s

perceuVed a. lower level of {helr -nvolvement in sharlng mothers activities

\\ than mothers reported ln addlmlon, the employment <fatus of mothers affe'tod

L A \

the reported” level of the M-S vanlable, F(2 37) 3 99, p ( 05 Nonemployed

l ’ .

b
“mothers reported slgnlficantly hlqher levels of sharel act|v1t|es for

- -
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themselves than did employed mothers. There was a trend for daughters to

corroborate this report. ~

Inserf Table 4 here

\

The perceptual agreement of one another's shared actlvities level tended

to be greatest for single mother-daughter pairs.
Discussion . e

_ The overall results for the several variables we used lndiegte fairly |

’

high levels of perceived communication, affection, and activities from both
mothers' and daughters’ perspectives. Before we discuss sample differences’
we want to speeulate about the general level of the scores. First, several’

investigators (e.g., Sarnoff, 1971) suggest;that.the'later part of the latency

<

perlod is one where chlldren arqmngncally .tractable and well -behaved. This

"L'

may well be the reason for the positive responses about shared mother and*

daughter experlences for g|rls of this age. However, it is also posslble

1that subjects ‘were motivated w provlde socnally desirable responses, espe-/(’

cially since the ltems we used were transparent ln the sense that |t was easy

‘to determlne what a “good” answer would be. Since we d|d not |nclude a mea-

sure of soc:al deslrablllty we cannot address this latter pOSSlblllty. How=
ever, from.our conversatlons with many mothers and daughters, we are inclined
to believe that this age perlod is, in fact, a Joyful and active one for .

mothers and their daughters. Further |t should be remembered that thrs .sam=
ple was not selected on basls of mother or daughter’ pathology, and therefore

may reflect’ the way relat|onsh1ps truly are in the typlcal, white, mlddle to

-upper-mnddle class, small famlly.

Several very lnterestlng thlngs appeared in the data. Flrst, for almost

all variables and by'subgroups the mothers report the relatlonshlp measured

*w1th our. questions” to be 50mewhat better than the\dauqhters report. This

may.reflect the mothers' reluctance to acknowledge ‘the increasing |ndependence

13
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of their dauqhters and the greater |dent|f|cat|on with the|r pegs group
hd '.,‘ﬁ-? *
" rather than parents and family (Wallerstein & Kelly, 1976; Bowerman §&

’

‘Kinch, 1959). It is also likely that mothers perceive the worid more \
broadly than 9 -*11 ycars olds and see many fewer “real” opportunltles

for ‘communication, affectlon, and activities than do the chlldren.
5 -
Laatly, it is also likely that the daughters were more honest.and simply

gave less soc1ally des:rable response than mothers (note the Iarger

wvariation in daughtefs responses as ‘well).

/

The differences we observed among the age groupings of the\girls are
a puzzlement (e.g. fO yr. oldévare percetued to be less communitative and
affectionate than 9 or 11 yr. olds). It is likely that we'simply.have‘an
abberrant group of 10 year olds. 1t is.interesting to note; howeyer, that

the group differences when groups are compdsed on the basis of daughters'
b _ oY

.

~age, apply to both mothers' behavior and daughters' behavior and with great

agreement between mother and daughter excgpt on the variable of mothers'

involvement ip daughters' actnvntues (see Table L, columns 1 and 4 for 10

year olds).' We ‘can find nothing in the literature to explain the pecul i-

arities of our.12 year old sample.

One.of the variables thought to impact parent—childérelationships at
X . k 4

all ages is that of marital status (Hetherington, 1973; Herzog & Sudia,
1973; Wallerstein & Kelly, 1976, 1980). Wallerstein and Kelly (1979) found
the late latency age group to be distinctive.in terms_of how the children

dealt with divorce. Our data suggest that whether the child is in a single

v

or dual parent family has no.impact on the particular variables we explored.

Indeed, there is greater agreement be tween single-parent.mothers and

daughters about one another's behavior than between dual parent mothers

" and daughters. Single parent mothers did report less communfcation from

Y

daughters but theaaaughters did rot corroborate that. Our data are unclear

but it appears that most of our snngle parent subject palrs had experlenced

Qo - R - . . _ .

14
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divorce several years before we saw them which may ‘account for these_a'
i . . .
dyads being.indistinguishable from the dual parent dyads. .
Time‘aVailable to mother and‘deughter for interactlonueu; to.employ-
ment status of mother is another varianeAthat‘has-received much attention
(e.g., Hoffman & Nye, 1974 Petereon,‘196l)L There are some interestlng
observatlons we made, abOut'the responses of ‘our sample. If one inspects
solely the snngle item overall evaluatlon of communication, affection, anq
activities, ?t appears that all three varidbles reflect a more positive
.\élatlonshlp between nonemployed mothers and their daughters (see-lable 1).
However, when specific examples of the three'variables are used_tq prevgde
a scale score, it appears that the full time employed mother—daughter pair
general ly enJoy the most frequent eXChange of communication, effectlon,
13

and activities. As might be expected, daughters perceive a lower involve-
ment of eﬁplOYed mothers in the domain of shared activities. lhis is the

major exception to:the generalization about empleyment tlme of mother ln-

fluencing the relationship. .

If this sample is at all representatlve of whlte middle~class mothers
and latency age daughters the relationship betneen the dyad is most
posntlve and both partles percelve the relationship in about the same way.
While the variables of communication, affection, and shared activities do
not encompass all aspects of the mother-daughter relationship, perhaps the
data pnesented here will,serve as some baseline for future investigation
_into this fascinating periog;of mother-daughter relationships. Because |
thisilatency period precedes the turmoil .of adolescence,'a'cereful study.
of the quallty and extent of - latency perlod mother-daughter relathnshlps

in noncllnncal populatnons may provide |nS|ght into the antecedents of good

adolescent mother~daughter interactions.

s . N . . L
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Table 1

Mother's Overall Evéluatlons of COmmunlcatiOn,.

Group .
Total Sample

9 Yr. Olds
10 Yr. Olds
11 Yr. Olds

Married/Remaéried
Single

Not Employed

Part-Time
Employment -

* Full-Time '

Employment

Note:

greater

Communication
N X SD
38 2.1 1.0
14 2.1 1.3
12 2.4 0.9
" 12 1.8 0.7
24 2.1 1.1
12 2.2 0.9
6 1.7 0.8 .
‘12 1.8 1.0
19 2.4 1.1

the reported Communication, Affection, or Acnivites..

2

Affecf&on
N X 'SD
38 2.0 1.3
14 2.1 1.4
12 2.3 1.3
12 "1.5 -1.2°
24 h 1.9 1.4. )
12 2.1 1.4

6 1.2 0.9
12 1.9 1.3
19 2.2 :1.5°

Scores can range from 1 to 5.

Affection and Shared Activ1t1es

The 1ower the scoreu the

18

%

_;Activities

g ~
N X SD
38 2.3 1.0

14 2.2 1.0
12 2.4 1.0
12 2.2 1.2
24 2.3 1.2
12 2.3 0.8
12, 2.4 1.2
19 fi.4 1.0

.l.“‘n"‘)‘{



_Total’i"_" ‘e

10 vr.bolds® -
11. Yr.. Olds

Gr.oug ,\ . :

9 Yr. Olds

Married/

\anarried
a Single ‘ ’

Not
Employed .

Part-Time

.Employed
‘ *FullTTmé

.

o?

Emplqyed.

s .

wScaléd Communicationf

" Mothes-Self
N X sD -
39 2.5 0.4
15 2.3 0.3
11 2.7 0.4.
13 2:5° 0.5
C 24 2.5 .0.5
13 - 2.5 0.3
s 2.4 0.3
“12 2.7 0.5
21 .2.4 0.4
1. Noté:

Table 2

Total Sample & Sub Groups .

Mother-Daughter

Daughter-Self

Scores can range from 1 to 5.

19

N X SD N. X
40° 2.1 0.6.| 40 2.3
15 2.0 0.5 | 14 2.2
.11 2.6 0.5 | 12 2.5
14 1.8 0.3} 14 2.2
' I d
25" 2,0 0,4 e"za 2.3
13 2.3, 0.7. | 14 2.3
B e
S RS S N [ o
6/ 108 > 00'4 # : 7 ’ 206
12 2.0 0.4 | 12 2.5
21 2.2 0.6 120 2.1

SD
0.8

0.7

0.8
0.7

1.0

0.6

. 0.7

1.2

Means & Standard Deviations-Fof .

The lower the score, °

E the greater the repotced comm&nication.

17
Daughter-Mother
40 X sD
39 2.9 1.07
13 3.0 0.8
12 3.0 1.0
14 2.8 1.3
- |
e24 3.0 1.2
13-~ 2.7 0.7
e, |
: 7 2 0'8 ll”o 6
12 3.3 0.6
190 2.7 0.9
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Table 3
o Scaled Affection: ” Means and Standard Deviations for ’
‘ [ - - . L L
. ~ . . )
- . ) - _To;al Sample and Sub Group, !
P " . ' . }
. : : - ) . 3 -
: Motiex-Self Mother-Daughter Daughter-Self Daughter-Mother

Group N + X% sD N X. sb N X SD ‘N X 'sp
Total . 40 2.3 0.8 40 2.2 0.7 40 2.4 0.8 .39 2.7 1.1

9{: olds 15 2.1 0.7 1§ 2.1 0.8 14 2.3 0.9 13 2.6 1.4
10 ¥r olds . ‘- 11 2.8 0.4 11 2.8 0.5 12 2.7 0.8 12 2.9 1.0
11 yrolds - 14 2.1 0.7 14 2.0 b6 14 2.2 0.6 14 2.6 0.9
, 4 \ ’ - ’

Married/ c o . _ i,

Remarried 25 2.2 0.7 25 2.2 0.7 _ 24 24 0.6 24 2.9 1.2
single S 13 2.5 0.7 . }{ 2.4 -0.8 7 14 2.3 0.9 13 2.5 0.9
_Not Employed 7 2.4 0.3 6 1.8 0.6 7 2.6 1l.2 7 2.6 1.0
. Part-Time . " o , _ , , : :

Employment 12 2.5 0.6 12 2.5 = 0.7 12- 2.6 0.6 12 2.9 0.9
Full-Time ) | | -

Fmployment - 21 2.2 0.7 21 2.2 0.8 .20 2.2 0.7 19 2.6 1.3

- ) o . . s

Note: Scores can ranée from 1 to 5. ‘The lower the score,

fhe greater the reported affection.
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 ‘Table &4
Scaled Activities: Means and Standard Deviations For

Total Sample and Sub Groups

‘Mother-Self _ Mother-Daughter " Daughter-Self Daughter-Mother
Group N X sD N X SD % X s . N X sp
Total 40 2.3 0,7 40 2.4 0.6 40 2.7 0.9 39 2.5 0.9
9 Yr. Olds 15 2.1 0.6 15 2.4 0.6 14 2.8 0.9 13- 2.8 1.0
10 Yr. 0l1ds® 11 2.7 0.6 11 2.6 0.4 12 2.9 1.0 12 2.1 0.6
”!&g?r; 0lds 14. 2.2 0.6. 14 2.4 "0,.9 14 2.6 0.9 - 14 2.4 1.0
‘Married/ _ . ~ _ -
Remarried 25 2.2 0.7 25 2.4 0.7 24 2.8 0.9 26 2.5 1.0
. Single 13 2.7 0.4 13 2.6 0.5 14 2.8 0.9  13-2.5 0.7
Not Employed 6 1.7 0.4 6 2.0 0.3 7 3.0 1.4 7 2.0 1.1
Part-Time S _ . , . K :
" Employment 12 2.5 0.7 12 2.5 0.9 12 2.7 0.8 12 2.6 0.9
\Full-Time o | o o -
) k%}oyment ‘ 21 2.4 0.6 21 2.5 0.5 .20 2.7 0.8 19 2.6 0.9~

Note: Scores can range from 1 to 5. The lower the score, the

greater the reported activities.
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