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Abstract

This study examined the characteristics of the child's socizl network
48 it changes over age within the preschool period. O0Of particular interest
is how the social network changes as rhe child moves from a2 more home-centered
existance at three years of age to a more school-cintered existence at six
years. Alsc of .conc%rn is the effect of sex and sociceconomic status on the
nature of the child’'s social network. Eighty five children and their mothers
vers studied as part of a longitudinal research preijent. Mother reports
of the child's contacts with relatives, adults and peers were raecorded
when the child was 3 anc 6 years old. The results show that the child's
social network composition and contacts change with age and vary as a
function of the child's sex and soci;:cconomic sﬁa:us. For mmple,‘ from 3
to 6 years children decrease contact with relatives and increase contact with
peers and non~-relative adults. Across age, but especially at siz years of
age, male subjects have more contact with male than female friends and female
subjects have more contact with female than male friends. These findings
illustrate how sex role socializariou patterns are reflected in contact with
mmc 3ex pesrs compared to opposite sex reers in the social network. In
mgmual, the findings suggest that the social network structure provides
H different types of interaction opportunities according to developmental

[anvcl as well as sex and socioeconomic status of the child,
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Abgtract

This study examined the charactaristics of the child's sccial network
ds it changes over aga witbin the praschool period. Of particular interect
is how the social network changes as the child moves from a more home-cuntered
existancs at three years of age to a more school-centered existence at six
years. Also of Ecncern is the effect of sex and socioeconomic status on the
nature of the child's social network. Eighty five children and their mothers
were studied as part of a longitudinal research project. Mother reports
of the child's contacts with relatives, adults and peers were recorded
when the child was 3 and 6 years old. The results show that the child's
social network composition and contacts change with age and vary as a
function of the child's sex and soci;accnomic status. For example; from 3
to 6 years childrean wecrease contact with ralatives and increase contact with
peers and non-relacive adults. Across age, but especially at six years aof
ige, mzle subjects have more contact with male than female friemds and female
subjects have more contact with female than male friends. These findings
1llustrate how sex role sccialization patterns are reflaected in comtac: with
Same sex peers compared to opposite sex peers in the social network. In
general, the findings suggest that the social network structure provides
different types of interaction opportunities according to developmental

lavel as well as sex and gocioceconomic status of the child.




Sociocecoromic Status from Three to Six Years

Iatroducticn

While the importance of the social network of the human infant has been
vell recognized, most attestion has been paid to the mother as the single cricical
person in the chili's socilsl environment. Recently, attention Las been broadened
to include other members of the auclesr famsdily, such as fathers and giblings (e.g.
Dunu, 1983; Lamb, 1981; Lewis & Rosenblum, 1979). Some work has even considerad
the influence of grandparests (Cicirelli, 1975; Tinsley & Parke, 1984; Troll, 1989:
However, littls empirical iaformation i= available vegarding the naturs of the ’
child’'s extanded social natwork (Bronfenbranner, 1977; Cochran & Brossard, 1679;
Lewis & Feiring, 1979). A few studies on the influence of individuals other than
nuclear family members suggest the importancs of peers and adults such as teachers.
Pesr contact has been shown to be related toc the child's social adjustment (gartup.
1982) . Children with more pesrs in their networks zay bcilass iikealy to develoyp
behavior problems (Lewis, Feiring, McGuffog & Jaski:, 1984a) and opportumiry for
Peer contict can ameliorats some of the nega&;ve effects cof a posr mother-child
relationship (Hartup, 1982; Lewis & S~haetfer, 1980; Main, 1977). The child's
conciact with adults other thanm i:s.parents has been shown to be important for
its cognitive development (Feiring & Lewis, note !) and social growth (Howes,
1983; Strayer, 1979).

Social network theory and research has received the most study and
attention in the field of sociology. Attributes of the social network iacluding
size, wvearisety of membership and density have been often scudied inm regard to the
nature of the marital relationship, and social and geographic mobilizy
(e.g., Les, 1979), Within the £field of child development
Bronfenbreaner’'s (1977) work on support systems stimulated interest in sccial

natworks. A network framework has been proposed by Cochranm amd Brassard (1979)
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s a oweang for exploring the social ecolegy of the child and paremt. They stipu-
lated important attributes of socisl networks such as structural properties,
relational characteristics and location in time and space. Examination of the
sociil petwork that focused on persons other thanm household members, that is, om
friends, schoolmates, workmates and kin not residing at home was advocatad.

Social networks are said to influence the child either directly through the number
and nature of persons with whom the child has contact or indirectly through the
aediation ;f the parents.

Lewls and Feiring (1979) have proposed a model of the child's sceial
setwerk which highlights factors influencing rhe nature both of the persocns
comprising the network amd of the possible social functions they could perform
in the child's life. It is suggested that the social ﬁecwork changes substantially
over time, that the structure of the family will influence the pat+terms of con-
tact available to the child, and that socio-cultural differences will have an
impact on social networks. Research based on this conceptualization has begun to
elucidate the nature of the child's sseial network. A study of the social network
of three year olds has shown that young childrean have comsiderable contact with
peers, adults and relatices, that is. wii. ocersons other than nuclear family
members (Lewis, Feiring & Kotsonis, 1984b). Further, the number and frequency
of contact with extended network members varies with the child’'s sex as well as
the family's sociceconomic status.

The prasent study is interested in describing the attributes of the child's
social network as it changes over age within the preschool period and as it relates
to the child's sex and the socioceconomic status of its family. As Lewis and
Feiring (1979) have suggested, the nature of the child's social network should
change with age reflecting the changes in developmental tasks. Of particular

interest is how the social network chasges as the child moves from a more




h;mn-ccn:arcd existenca at three years of age to a more schcool centered
existenca when tha child s six ysars old. Developmental taske require a shift
from a family orientation to 3 more non-kin, paer oriemtatiom. Consequently, we
expectad an incresse in the child's contact with peers and nonrelatives over the
three to six age period.

In cddition, Lewis and Feiring (1979), aswell as Jacklin and Maccoby
(1978), have suggested that the distribution of the social network is related to
sex role development. Thus it was hypothesized that the children at six years woul:
have more same-sex pesr contact and laess opposite gsex pesr contact than they had :
when they were threc years of age. Finally, socioceconomic status should comstrain
the nature of the social network. Basad 'u our work (Lewis et al., 1984) and that
of others (Bott, 1957, 1971; Komarovsky, 1967; Troll, 1971) we expected rontact

with relatives to be greatsr for the lower socioceconomic compared to the middie

sociceconomic group.

Method

Subjects
The subjects ware 85 childrem and their mothers who participated in a

longitudinal study from infancy into childhood. The sccial network éata was
collected when the children were three and six years of age. O0f the 85 children,

43 were male and 42 were female. Forty fanilies were high middle SES and forty

five were lower middle SES.2 Socioceconomic status was determined by education

and occupation of both pareats in ar adaptation of the Hollingshead Scale.

The digtribution of the gsample by sex and SES was as follows: middle SES males = 2C

middle SES femasles = 20; lower SES males =« 22; lower SES females = 23.
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Measuring the Social Network

Mothers ware asked to complete an adapted version of the Pattison Psycho-
Social Network Iaventory (Pattison, 1975) when the child was three and then again
at six yms.s In questionsairs form, the mother was asked to list the persons
in the child's social network in the catewories of family, relatives, friends of
parents and frieamds of the child. The mother was.asked to specify each person's
age, sex, the relationship of each person listad to the child (e.g., for the rela-
tives category: cousin, grandparent, etc.) and to indicate the amocunt of contact
the person had with the child. Contact could be made on a daily, weekly, monthly,
Si-yearly or yesrly basis (contact was defined as including face-to-face, by phone
or letter). From the mother's report we were thus able to obtain (1) the number of
peécple and ‘he kinds of people who comprised the child's network as well as (2) the
daily frequeancy of comtact with :hese'people.

Specific Measures. Having collected data on the %inds of pecple and contact

children experienced in their social network, -these pecple were grouped by
categories that have been prorosed to represent the young chkild's socizl world.
These included the categories of age, gender and kinship, arcributes of the social
world that the child acquiras esrly (Lewis & Feiring, 1978; 1979). 1In the analyses
to follow pecple were divided into: 1. Kin -~ Relatives (all kin except
nuclear family) and Nonrelatives (all ncnk“n adults and peers);

2. Age - Adults ({.e., all network members of age
18 or clder, excluding the subjects' parents) and Peers ({.e., all persons
under age 18, excluding the subjects’' siblings); and 3. Gender - Males (all
male adults and peers excluding the subjects’ father and brothers) znd Females
(all female adults and peers, excluding the subjects’' mother and sisters).

The data alsc were coded to cbtain number and frequency of contact with

Male Peers (all male childrenm excluding brothers) and Female Peers (all female

g
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children’ éxcluding sisters). It was felt important to break down the peer

-

catagory by sex because rasearch suggests that contact with same sex versus

opposite sex peers has importance for social development and role idemtify.
Rasults

Repeited measures analysis of variance with Sex and SES as the befween
subject factors and Age as the within subject factors were performed on the
general natwork groups, i.e., Adult and Peer, Relative and Nosr:ilative, Male
gnd Female, Mile Peer and Female Peer massures. Repeated measurrs were usad to
determine whether there ware effacts across the three to six year period in
network varizbles for Sex and SES. In order to locata diffarences within Age
for SES and Sex, post hoc F tasts were performed on each network variable at each -
age point. Ratio measuras ware also examined sipce they allow for the observa-
tion ;f the intarplay between two classes of people within a given iategoty

@
(e.g.. the ratio of relatives to nonrelatives for the kinm category). Results

ara presented by the network categories of Kin, Age, Gender, and Sex of Peer.
Within each of these catagories the main effects of Age, Sex, and SES of subjects

ara presented.

Insert Tables 1 and 2 abocut here

Table 1 presents the mean number of people in the network while Table 2
presents the mean dally contact with retwork members by Age. Sex and SES of

subject.

Kin and Nomkin Category

Overall, children have more contact with nonkin than kin at both three

and six years (at three years, F1 81'26'72’ p £.0001 for number; ?i 8”26'62’
’ 381
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P .000l for daily conmtact; at six years, Fi 81-21.5?, P .0001 for aumbér;

Fl'81-109.47, p .0001 for daily contact).

Age of Subject. Examination of age effacts for number of people shows
uo significant diffarences for relatives, nonrelatives or the ralatives to
nonrelatives ratic. Daily contact, however, does show significant results.

The relatives to nonralatives ratcio shows a significant interaction (F =7,.26,

1,81
P£.01) such that there is 3 decresse in daily contact with relatives to nor-
relatives across the three to six year period. In other words, the proportion
of relatives to nonrelatives decreases with aga.

Sex of Subiect: Thers are no significant main effects _cross age for

sex of child iz kin and nomkin contact. EKowaver, the ratic of relatives £o zon-
ralatives for daily contact reveals an intaraction of age with sex of child

(F =3.83, p4.05). While femzlas at three years see approximately three timaes

{,21
more relatives to nonreliatives than they do at six years 623-.19.'§6-.05), males
shot' no age changes in ralative tc nomrelative contace f§3-.07,'§5-.05). More—~

cver, females see mora relatives to nonrelatives at three years than do males.

SES of Subject: While anurber of people in the social network showed no

significant differences, the daily contact measures showed both a main effect

of SES as well as a SES by Age i{nteraction. Across age, lower SES subjects have

. = S
1,81 5.54, p£ .C2).

This finding is cbservable as a tread at @ach age as well (3 years T g3=2-64,

more daily contact with relatives than middie SES subjects (F

p4£.1G; 6 years F =3.74, p£.06). Thers is a significant SES x Age inter-

1,83

acticn (Fl alnii.ss, p4.001). At three years middle SES subjects see more
$

nonrelatives than lower SES subjects (I-‘1 83-4.42, p .04) while at six years

thare are no significant differences.

The relatives to ncnrelatives ratic measure reflects the SES, and SES by Age

findings. First across age, lower SES subjects have a higher ratio of

10
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relatives to nonrelatives than middle SES subjects (Fl 81-6'09’ p&.001). The

SES x Age effect shows a trend (F =3,83, p .06) such that lower SES subjects

1,81
dppear to decrease the comtact with relatives to nonrelatives (33-.21. EG-.OT)

while the middle SES ratio remains the same (33-.05, X =_,02).

6

Adult and Peer Categorv

Over:ll, children have more adults than peers in their network at three
(¥1,81790-27, p&.0001) and six years (F, . =165.74, p<.0001). At thiee
years children see about the same number of peers and adults on a daily basis:

however, at six years more peers are seen daily than adults (F =19.84, p4£.N001).

1,81
Age of Subjects. While the composition of the adult network does not

change over the three to six year period, peer contact changes considerably.

Daily contact with peers increases with age (F =3.85, p<£.002). This increased

1,81
daily contact with peers over age is seen in both male (E‘1 81-4.56, P<.04) and

female (F1 81-8.36, p<.0l) friends of thechild. Further, the peer to adult

ratic increases from three to six years (F =12.60, p<£.001).

1,81
Sex of Subjects. Thaere were no significant effects for sex of child for

peer and adult measures. Although not significant, the peer to adult ratio
of daily contact shows a larger increase for female subjects from three to six
years (§3-.29, -16-.56) than for male subjects (-fa-.&l, Eé-.sa).

SES of Subfects. The findings for SES of child are complex. For contact

with peers there is a significant SES x Age effect (Fl’m-r.'.l/-s, p&.01) such that
lower SES subjects increase their daily contacts while middie SES subiects remain
the same. There is a significant SES difference at three years (F1,83-3'65’

P .03) with middle SES subjects having more daily peer countac= but this does
oot hold true at six years. For contact with adults there is an SES xAge

interaction (F =5.8, p£.02). The ratioc scores clarify this interaction. While

1,21

both groups show an increasse in peer contact with age, the lower SES 2roup shows relatively

11



fewer peer contacts at three years (Fl 83-3.38, p& .05, K. =. bk middle, -}-(3-.27 lower) .

3
This suggests that it is .the lower SES group which shows the greatest incresse

in proportion of peer o adult comtact.

Male and Female Category

Overall, childrem have more females than msles in their networks at

both ages (three years F =41.54, p<£ .0001; six years Fl 81*75.57, p4..0001).
]

1,81
Children's networks show more females than males and this finding does not change
with age of subject.

Sex of Subject. Across age there is a significant Sex cof child by Sex

of person effect on the ratio of males to females. Male, as compared to female

subjects, have a greater propotion of males in their networks (F =27.70, p &.0001)

1'81
This is true at both ages (three years F1 83-9.80, p £<.002; igf-.a3, 3.9}.37; six
years F1 83~27.6&; p.4.001;'§éfL.46,-§é2-.33). Finally, there is‘a significant

»

Sex by Age interaction (F =6.03, p4&.02) indicating that the propcrtion of

1,81
males in the network of male subjects is increasing with age while it is

decreasing for female subjects.

Sex of Peer Category

Overall, children have contact with about the sam~ number of male and
female friends at three and six years of age. Also, there are no significant
effects of Age or SES on the sex of peer measures. However, there were significant
effects of Sex of child on Sex of peer contact measures.

Sex of Subject. Across age, there is a significant effect of sex of

child on sex of peer contact (F =]7.58, p&£.001l)., Male subjects have more

1,83

contact with male friends than femzle subjects CFl 1»10.5A, p £.01) and female

»8

subjects have more contact with female friends than male subjects (Fl 8181&.79,

12




p4£ .0001). The data also indicate that as the children get clder the tendency to
ses same sex peers rather than opposite sex pesrs becomes more pronounced

(F »14.97, p<.0001). From thres to six years male subjects see increasingly

1,83
more male peers (F1,81-15'69' p=.001) and female subject? see increasingly more
female pears (Flﬁe;-l5.69, P &.001). These findings are reflected alsc in the
ratic of male tc female peers. Acrovs age male subjects have a larger ratio of
males to female pesrs (F1,81-17'?7’ p €.01); while this difference is not
significant at three ysars (y-.SO, ..7:9 =,19) it is significant at six years

(F, g,=58.22, p .0001; Xd'=.53, ¥@=.17). Furtiter, the difference in the male

ratic score between male and female subjects tends to increase with age (sex x

age interaction F1 81-3.55. p=.06).

Discussion

In considering the findinge concernming the change in children's social
networi.s it is first necassary to discuss two methodological issues associated
with the sctudy of networks: matarnal report bias and natwork Deasurement.

Maternal Bias in Sozial Network Report. Matermal reports are generally

suspect although investigstors have found some types of reporting more accurate
than others. For example, whet mothers are asked specific questions about
specific behaviors their report may be more accurate than when asked about
more general behaviors (Bates, 1980; Carey et al., 1977). Clearly matermal
report about the total number of peers is an example of a suspect measure since
by six years of age children already spend a good portiom of the day in school
cutside the mother's observation. Friends who the child sees cnly at schcol
may go unreported. Interest in socisl networks necessitates either wmatermal
and/or child report (something difficult for children of these ages) or direcr

observation. Observation of the child's network would be enormously time

i3



consuming asg well ag intrusive; the cbserver's presence itself is a biasing
factor. The report method used here represents the procedure commonly used to
exanmine networks (e.g., Bott, 1971).

While our data does not allow us to determine the exXact nature of mateimal
report bias, there is no reason to believe that maternal report should vary as
a function of the child characteristics of Sex or 3ES. As inditated previously,
it is possibis that age of chiid influences matermal report in that mothers may
be more aware cf their child's peer contacts at three years when the child is
primarily at home as compared to six years when the child is spending a good
deal of time 3t schoocli. However, that the reported social network composition
for this sample appears to correspond to data using other techniques serves to
partially validate the matermal report. For example, Jacklin and Maccoby (1973)
found that in a nﬁrsary schoocl setting there is more same than opposite sex peer
piay. This ob&erﬁaﬁicn corresponds to éur maternal report déta on the predominance

£ same-sex peer contact in the child's network.

Measures of the Social Network.. In the study of the socilal network a wide

variety of potentially useful measures can be obtained, for example, absolute
sumber of people, frequency of contact, or some combination of tles: measures.
Moreover. one can determine number, frequency of comntact with individuals of a
particular group (kin, for cexample), or look at the relationship batween grouprs
either as a ratio score, a difference score, or the number of intercomne:ticns
between members of different groups or the same group. The potential array of
possible parameters of the social network is large and the impact of any parti-
cular measure still to by “etermined. Investigators have most commonly used
measures of network size, variety of membership, density, connectedness,
reciprocity and frequency of contact (e.g., Lez, 1979). One’s theoretical posi-
tion on the nature of the social network has to be the guiding prinmciple for

selection of measures. Our position on the central role of particular categories
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of people determines how we constructed measures of the network.

Kin-NonKin Contacts. The kin-nonkin‘differences we observe are the same

whether or not nuclear family members are considered. That children have
contact with pecple other than their family members is common knowledge although
few studies and little theory has considered how these potentiglly sigmificant
others impact on the child's life. What these data make clear is that even by
three years of life the child's network is made up of many oéher people besides
mother, father, and sgiblings.

Significant changes in the retwork composition occur with childrem having
less contact with kin relative to non~kin as they grow older. Between three
and six years children show an approximately 102 drop in the proportiou of
kin to nonkin contact. The movement away from family contact has baeen documented
by others (Komner, 1975).

Also of interest were group differences in *his pattern. The sex differencés
suggest that the developmental treand away from kin contact takas place
more ‘quickly for male than for female children. The earlier exposure of males to
noukin is consigstent with the view of the male child as more independent, less
restricted, and less tied to family (Mitchell, 1969; Newson & Newson 1875).
The social class difference showing less kin contact for middle class children
is supported {1 the sociological literature (Adams, 1968). That lower-SES families
have more kin contact than middle SES families can be a function of many factors,
including mobility and geogrpahic distance (Lee, 197%).

Adult and Peer Comtact. It 1is well kaown that peer contact increases as

children get older, especially duricg the early to middle childhood period
(Bartup, 1983). The social network peer data alsoc shows this effect. While peer
contact relarive to adult contact 1s only 35% at three years, It increases to

58% at six years, a 20% increase in the proportion of peer comtact. Thir change

15



is not cnly caused by starting public school since many of the children in
this study were either in play groups or day care at three years. Increases
in peer contact are accompanied by an increase in peer orientation (Hartup,
1982; Edwards & Lewis, 1979) as well as an increase in the ability to make
peer countacts independent of the parent (Lee, 1975). Both of these factors
reflect important changes in the ycung child's sociél life.

The change toward increased peer orientation is affected by child character-
istics cther than age. Sex differences are apparent. While At two years
41% of male subject contacts are peer oriented, only 29% of female subject
contacts are go oriented. Males appear to be moving toward greater peer
contact earlier than females. This may explain why males appear tc be moving
toward greater non-kin contact earlier than females, since movement toward
peets alsc is movement away from kin.s Clearly, male children are being
socialized away from family earlier. It may also be the case that males
are being socialized to play with larger groups of children. Previous research
suggests that males play in larger groups of chilldren while females tend to
play with one or two friends (Laosa & Brophy, 1972; Waldrop & Halverson,
1973).

Social class differences also appear tc affect peer contact. Lower SES
children are moving more slowly toward peer contact ccmpared to the middle
SES chldren. Although there are 1ittle data on peer contact by SES, it 1is
geneirally assumed that lower SES children have more contact with peers relative
to adults than middle class SES children (e.g., Hess, 1970). Since SES is
often cinfounded with ethnic group it is difficult to know whether the reported
differences are due to SES or ethnicity. Moreover, the reports of SES differences
in peer contact usually apply to adolescence and may not hold for middle

childhood. Since our subjects are all from similar ethnic backgrounds and

16
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are preadolescent the SES differences reported by others may not be applicable
Lo ocur sample. While there may be more comntact, the nature of the adult

or peer contact cannot be egtimsted from our data. It may be that it is

the quality of contact rather than the amount which is important in SES

differences.

Male and Female Peer Contact. It has been showa that same sex peer

play is the norm by three years of age, at least in a preschool setting (Jacklin
& Maccoby, 1979). Our data suggest that not only is same sex compared to
opposite sex peer contact the rule as early as three years, buc that by six
years this pattern has become more pronounced. The social nntwork structure,
egpecially at six years, indicates that girlg have the opportunity to interact
with girls and boys with boys while opposite sex contact is limited. While
this pattern may reflect in part‘che child's choice of friends according to
sex apprcpriate role behavior, it also must reflect to some degree society's
structuring of the social environment to provide "appropriate" contact
opportunities (e.g., girls join Browmies and boys joiu Cub Scouts). Thus

the structuring of the social environment as reflected in tF social net-
work may go beyond individual choices for playmste interaction.

Male and Female Contact. In our society females rather than males are

the prinicpal caretakers of children. This is true for all functions including
caregiving, ourturance and teaching. In ocur sample, 60% of the members of

the child's network are females aud this does not change over age. It does
vary, however, by the sex of the child. Male children come in contact with
relatively mcre males than do female childrem. This is apparent even by

three years of age.
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Sex role behavior is supported by sex contact differences in the network.
This holds true for both peer as well as adult contact. That male children
have properticnately more male contactwWhile female children have proportionately
more female contact illustrates how the social network structure provides
a sccial enviromment which defines the nature and perhaps range of the child's
sex role related experiences. |

In general, the findings reported here concerning the nature of the
child's soctal network are in substantial agreement with what we know about
socialization patterms for young children. That these network results using
maternal reperts parallel findings using other techniques supperts the use
of such procedures to cbtain an estimate of the composition of thechild's

sccial environment. Moreover, information onnetwork structure considered

in conjunction with data gathered from direct observation provides a more

complete picture-and understanding of develcpment in early childhood.

Examining the data in terms of the network dimensions of age, kinship
and gender has proved useful in desecribing the network structure. In particular,
the results suggest that these dimensions, the groups of people they define,
and the distribution of these groups of people relative to one another, provide
a useful in 2x of the child's social environment. The nature of the social

network as defined by these dimensions varies as a function of the child's

characteristics. Cultural rules reflect the patterning of the network's

composition. Thus, for example, younger children, who require more caretaking
and supervision, have more adult than peer contacts. As the child grows

<1lder the network structure changes, showing an increase in peer to adult
contact, the network reflecting as well as shaping the move toward greater
independence and the shift away from a home cemntered to a more schocl centered

existence.
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The structure of the social network as it varies as a function of sex
of child and sex of peer is a dramatic example of how sex rol~ socializaticn
patterns are reflected jim the number and contact with same sex peers compared
£o opposite sex peers in the social network. It is even possible to argue
“hat cultural rules and conformity to these rules are established and maintained
not only through direct reinforcement of role appropriate behavior but through
creation of a network structure. As Rheingold and Cook (1875) peint out,
how parents provide "sex typed" toys in the home may be an important socialization-”
factor independent of any direct reinforcement pattern. Just as parents
structure the home enviromment (e.g.; providing sex typed tovs), so do they
and other members of society structure the social network to rcflect acceptable
behavior patterns. Understanding and describing the social UBetwork of rhe
child becomes critical once we are prepared to consider how network structure,
in addition to parent-child interaction, comstrains and shapes the child's

development.
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Footaotes

3 :

“For the sake of simplicity in discussion we will use the labels "lower' and
"middle" class groups. However, it is imperrant tc remember that the sample is
comprised of a middle middle class group and am upper middle- class group in

regard to education and cccupation (see Feiring & Lewis, 1982).

3Self-report data are problematic. Obviously, the mother's recort will reflect
her perception of the child's network and may not vield the Qost accurate picture -
of whom the child sees and how often. Hewever, it is difficult to obtain
relisble data from three-year-olds om their adul:z and peer contacts, and,
practically speaking, it was not possible to observe the children over a long
pericd to determine whom they saw and how often. Since the inmitial purpose was
to get an idea of the child's so=ial network, we decided to use the traditiocnal
questiounaire method, recognizing its problems but utilizing this procedure as
the most efficient means of data collecticn to obtain a general mapping of the
child’'s network. All problems comsidered, the mother is probably the person

most likely to be aware of the pecple with whom her child comes in contact.

&Ra:io gcores were calculated as follows: 1) For the kin category, relatives
ivided by relatives plus nom-relatives; 2) for the age category, peers

divided by peers plus adults; 3) for the gender category, males divided by males

plus females; and 4) for the sex of peer category, male peers divided by male

plus female peers. Ratio measures for both number of people and daily conract

were calculated. Ratio scores are calculated within subject and therefore

overall means for groups cannot be used to estimate ratios.

oo
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SWhile each category, kin/nonkin and peer/adult were analyzed separately,

it is likely that the effect of a change in one category is related to a
change in the other. Clearly, if subjects have increasingly mcre peer contact
they must therefore have increasingly more nonkin ccmtact since peers are
usually nonkin. This interdependence of categories does net allow for inde-
pendent observation and is part of the interdependent nature of the social

network.
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ACE

SEX:
HALE
FEMALE

SES;
HiDLLE
LOWEM

RELATIVES
3 6

8.99 9,22

NON
RELATIVES

k] 6
12.93 12.74
12.67 12,49
13.19 t3.00

14.68 11.55
i1.38 13.80

TABLE 1}

HEAN NUHBER OF PECPLE IN NETWORK
BY AGE, SEX AND SES OF SUBJIECT

REL ___PEERS
REL + NON-REL  ABULTS PEERS AD) 'S § PEERS MALE PEEKS  FEMALE PEERS
3 6 S 3 6 3 6 1 6 S
42 .43 14.91 15.501  7.01 6.45 346 .29 2.8% 2.5 .15 2.76
A2 42 JALT 14.95  6.764 6.44 33 .29 3.42 4.00  2.19
A3 .43 15.36 16.07  7.219 6.45 35 .30 2,36 .48 3.33 4.
239 .45 16.10 14.50  7.315 6.00 33 .25 3.28 2.35  2.85 2.75
44 4T 13,84 16,40 6.71 6.84 35 .30 2.5 3.01 2.67 2.78
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£13.3) 13.21

12.47
14.21

£1.47
15.80

§3.85 12.43
i2.87 13.91

__HALE

HALE+FEMALE
3 6
40 .39
43 .46
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40 .38
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TARLE 2
) KEAN DAILY CONTACT MiTH NETWORK MEMBERS
i BY AGE, SEX, AND SiS OF SUBJECT
RELATIVES __PEER
RELATIVES HON-RELATIVES RELYNON-REL ADULT PERR ADULT4PEER HALE PEER FEMALK PREN
ACE 3 & 3 6 3 6 3 £ 3 6 3 6 3 & 3 6
1 sgxs I .22 3.27 4&.123 13 .04 1.91 L.74 1.67 2.713 .35 .58 .82 1.19 8% 1.46
MALE .26 .21 2.79 131.83 .07 .05 1.30 §.56 1.7% 2.52 Y B T .98 1.93 .17 .60
FEMALE .36 2% 3.76 4,81 19 L0t 2.52 §5.86 §.60 2.93 .29 .56 .67 .64 .83 2.28
SES:
_ BIDDLE .18 .10 £.5% 1.48 .68 .02 2.50 1.20 2.23 2.38 Y Y 1.03 (.08 1.20 .30
- LOWER 42 .13 2,13 4.80 21 .87 }1.38 2.i3 .18 3.04 2F LSS 64 1.49 .83 1.58
K
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