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ABSTRACT

Stability of adolescent friendship networks over a school year

was assessed at four levels (close friendships, best friendships,

friendship groups, and network role). Students in 6th, 8th, and

10th grade listed their friends in Fall and Spring. Using these

nominations, students were assigned to groups and to network role

categories. ,At all these levels, there was moderate stability.

Overall, stability increased by grade and girls' networks were

'more stable. Attempts to identify correlates of network

VT4) stability at these levels did not prove to be fruitful.

CINT
Poster presented at the Biennial Meetings of Society for Research

in Child Development, New Orleans, March, 1993.

2

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

saydex.'

TO THETHE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)



IN
T

R
O

D
U

C
T

IO
N

T
he

 c
on

ce
pt

 o
f s

oc
ia

l
ne

tw
or

k 
is

 a
ve

ry
 e

f-
fe

ct
iv

e 
to

ol
 in

 d
es

cr
ib

in
g

a 
pe

rs
on

's
 s

oc
ia

l
w

or
ld

.
It 

is
 b

ei
ng

 u
se

d 
in

m
an

y 
di

ffe
re

nt
fie

ld
s 

an
d 

ha
s 

at
ta

in
ed

ex
pl

an
at

or
.y

 s
ig

ni
f-

ic
an

ce
 in

 m
an

y 
th

eo
rie

s.
A

 p
ar

t o
f t

he
la

rg
er

 p
er

so
na

l
ne

tw
or

k,
 th

e
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

ne
tw

or
k,

 a
pp

ea
rs

 to
 b

e
pa

rt
ic

ul
ar

ly
 im

po
r-

ta
nt

 in
 a

do
le

sc
en

ce
. W

he
n 

as
ke

d
to

 li
st

 th
e

m
em

be
rs

 o
f t

he
ir 

so
ci

al
ne

tw
or

k,
 m

os
t a

d-
ol

es
ce

nt
s 

lis
t s

am
e-

 g
en

de
r

fr
ie

nd
s 

m
or

e
th

an
 a

ny
 o

ne
el

se
(B

ly
th

,
H

ill
&

T
hi

el
,

19
82

).
It

is
 a

ls
o 

kn
ow

n 
th

at
ad

ol
es

ce
nt

s
se

e 
th

ei
r 

fr
ie

nd
s 

as
 m

aj
or

 p
ro

vi
de

rs
of

st
im

ul
at

io
n,

 c
om

pa
ni

on
sh

ip
,

in
tim

ac
y,

 a
nd

su
pp

or
t

(B
uh

rm
es

te
r

an
d

F
ur

m
an

,1
98

7)
.

Li
ttl

e 
is

 k
no

w
n,

 h
ow

ev
er

,
ab

ou
t t

he
 s

ta
bi

l-
ity

of
ad

ol
es

ce
nt

s'
 fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

ne
tw

or
ks

an
d 

w
he

th
er

 th
e 

st
ab

ili
ty

of
 th

e 
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

ne
tw

or
k 

m
at

te
rs

.

A
IM

S

T
o 

as
se

ss
 s

ta
bi

lit
y 

of
ad

ol
es

ce
nt

s'
 s

oc
ia

ne
tw

or
ks

 o
ve

r
a 

sc
ho

ol
 y

ea
r 

at
'th

e 
fo

llm
in

g 
le

ve
ls

:

1)
 A

ll 
cl

os
e 

fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
s:

D
o 

ad
ol

es
ce

nt
s

ke
ep

 th
e 

sa
m

e 
fr

ie
nd

s?

2)
 B

es
t f

rie
nd

sh
ip

s:
 D

o
ad

ol
es

ce
nt

s 
ke

ep
th

e 
sa

m
e 

be
st

 fr
ie

nd
?

3)
 F

rie
nd

sh
iD

_g
ro

up
s:

D
o 

ad
ol

es
ce

nt
s

re
m

ai
n 

in
 th

e
sa

m
e 

fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
 g

ro
up

?

4)
 N

et
w

or
k 

ro
le

: D
o

ad
ol

es
ce

nt
s 

re
m

ai
n

w
el

l-i
nt

eg
ra

te
d

ov
er

 ti
m

e,
 e

ve
n 

th
ou

gh
th

ey
 m

ay
 c

ha
ng

e 
fr

ie
nd

s
or

 g
ro

up
s?

T
o 

id
en

tif
y 

th
e 

co
rr

el
at

es
of

 n
et

w
or

k 
st

a
bi

lit
y 

at
 th

es
e 

I3
ve

ls
.



M
E

T
H

O
D

S
am

pl
e:

A
s

a
pa

rt
of

th
e

on
go

in
g

A
do

le
sc

e.
-+

t P
ee

r 
In

flu
en

ce
P

ro
je

ct
,

6t
h,

8t
h 

an
d 

10
th

 g
ra

de
st

ud
en

ts
 fr

om
a 

w
or

k-
,

in
g 

cl
as

s 
su

bu
rb

an
 s

ch
oo

l
di

st
ric

t w
er

e
fo

llo
w

ed
 lo

ng
itu

di
na

lly
ov

er
 a

n 
ac

ad
em

ic
ye

ar
.

R
ou

gh
ly

 h
al

f
w

er
e 

gi
rls

 (
56

 %
).

T
he

m
aj

or
ity

 (
75

%
)

w
er

e 
A

fr
ic

an
-A

m
er

ic
an

.

N
om

in
at

io
ns

:
S

tu
de

nt
s 

w
er

e
as

ke
d 

to
na

m
e 

a 
be

st
 fr

ie
nd

 a
nd

up
 to

 9
 fr

ie
nd

s 
in

F
al

l a
nd

 a
ga

in
 in

 S
pr

in
g

of
 th

e 
sa

m
e

ac
a-

de
m

ic
 y

ea
r.

N
et

w
or

k 
A

na
ly

si
s:

 T
o

de
sc

rib
e 

st
ud

en
ts

'
ne

tw
or

ks
 a

de
qu

at
el

y,
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

 n
om

in
a-

tio
ns

 w
er

e 
an

al
yz

ed
fo

llo
w

in
g 

a 
hi

er
ar

ch
i-

ca
l, 

pi
lo

t-
te

st
ed

, p
ro

ce
du

re
(U

rb
er

g 
et

. a
l.,

19
92

).
F

irs
t, 

cl
iq

ue
s 

(t
ig

ht
ly

co
nn

ec
te

d
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

 g
ro

up
s)

 a
nd

 lo
os

e
gr

ou
ps

 w
er

e
id

en
tif

ie
d.

 T
he

n,
 d

ya
ds

 w
hi

ch
co

ns
is

te
d 

of

tw
o 

st
ud

en
ts

 w
ho

se
 o

nl
y 

m
ut

ua
l

fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
.

w
as

 w
ith

 e
ac

h 
ot

he
r 

w
er

e 
id

en
tif

ie
d.

T
he

re
st

 o
f t

he
 s

tu
de

nt
s

w
er

e 
cl

as
si

fie
d 

as
is

ol
at

es
 (

w
ho

m
no

 o
ne

 h
ad

 c
ho

se
n 

as
a

fr
ie

nd
),

 a
nd

 a
s 

re
m

ai
nd

er
s

(w
ho

 c
ou

ld
 n

ot
be

cl
as

si
fie

d
in

to
an

y 
ot

he
r

ca
te

go
ry

).
T

hi
s 

cl
as

si
fic

at
io

n 
al

lo
w

ed
us

 d
ep

ic
t t

he
ty

pe
 o

f 
ne

tw
or

k
th

e 
st

ud
en

t h
ad

, r
eg

ar
d-

le
ss

 o
f t

he
 s

tu
de

nt
s'

 p
ar

tic
ul

ar
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

s
or

 g
ro

up
 a

ffi
lia

tio
ns

. W
e 

ca
ll 

th
es

e
ty

pe
s

so
ci

al
 n

et
w

or
k 

ro
le

s 
an

d
st

ud
en

ts
 w

er
e

cl
as

si
fie

d 
in

to
 o

ne
 o

f t
he

fo
llo

w
in

g 
ro

le
s

at
 b

ot
h 

tim
es

:
C

liq
ue

 m
em

be
rs

, l
oo

se
gr

ou
p 

m
em

be
rs

, d
ya

d 
m

em
be

rs
,

is
ol

at
ed

st
ud

en
ts

 a
nd

 th
e 

re
m

ai
nd

er
s

(F
ig

ur
e 

1)
.

O
th

er
 M

ea
su

re
s:

T
he

se
 in

cl
ud

ed
 s

ev
er

al
su

bs
ca

le
s

fr
om

O
ffe

r
S

el
f-

Im
ag

e
Q

ue
st

io
nn

ai
re

an
d

fr
om

Z
uc

ke
rm

an
S

en
sa

tio
n 

S
ee

ki
ng

 S
ca

le
,

va
lu

e 
of

 s
ch

oo
l,

pa
re

nt
s 

an
d 

tim
e 

w
ith

 fr
ie

nd
s

sc
al

es
, a

nd
tw

o 
te

ac
he

r 
ra

tin
g 

co
m

po
si

te
s.



-
A

N
A

LY
S

E
S

L
ev

el
 1

: S
ta

bi
lit

of
 A

ll 
Fr

ie
nd

sh
i

T
o 

as
se

ss
 th

e 
ov

er
la

p
be

tw
ee

n 
F

al
l a

nd
S

pr
in

g 
lis

ts
, w

e 
ca

lc
ul

at
ed

th
e 

pr
op

or
tio

n
-

of
th

e
F

al
l

lis
t

th
at

 w
as

 r
ep

ea
te

d
in

S
pr

in
g.

 O
n

av
er

ag
e,

 4
6%

 o
f t

he
 fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

s
w

er
e 

st
ab

le
.

P
ro

po
rt

io
n 

st
ab

le
 in

cr
ea

se
d

sl
ig

ht
ly

 w
ith

 g
ra

de
 (

m
ea

ns
=

.4
3 

-<
 .4

7 
<

 .5
2)

an
d 

gi
rls

 h
ad

m
or

e 
st

ab
le

 fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
s 

(.
5

.4
3)

.
T

he
 n

um
be

r 
of

 F
al

l c
ho

ic
es

m
ad

e 
w

er
e

on
ly

 w
ea

kl
y 

co
rr

el
at

ed
w

ith
 s

ta
bi

lit
y

(r
 .-

.1
1)

.
T

he
 n

um
be

r 
of

 r
ec

ip
ro

ca
te

d
fr

ie
nd

-
sh

ip
s 

in
 S

pr
in

g
.w

as
 a

 b
et

te
r 

co
rr

el
at

e 
of

st
ab

ili
ty

 (
r=

.3
1 

).
F

ol
lo

w
in

g 
B

er
nd

t (
19

92
),

w
e 

co
rr

el
at

ed
ps

yc
ho

lo
gi

ca
l

m
ea

su
re

s
w

ith
st

ab
ili

ty
.

T
he

 c
or

re
la

tio
ns

w
er

e 
at

 b
es

t w
ea

k.
T

he
hi

gh
es

t w
er

e 
fo

r 
se

lf-
re

po
rt

ed
m

in
or

 d
e-

lin
qu

en
cy

 [r
=

 -
.1

2 
(F

al
l) 

&
 -

.1
5 

(S
pr

in
g)

] a
nd

te
ac

he
r-

ra
te

d
sc

ho
la

st
ic

co
m

pe
te

nc
e

(r
=

.1
5)

.

L
ev

el
 2

: S
ta

bi
lit

y 
of

 B
es

t
Fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

s'
.

A
s 

in
 th

e 
fir

st
le

ve
l, 

re
na

m
in

g
th

e 
sa

m
e

fr
ie

nd
 a

t b
ot

h 
tim

es
in

di
ca

te
d 

st
ab

ili
ty

.
32

%
 o

f t
he

 a
do

le
sc

en
ts

re
na

m
ed

 th
e

sa
m

e
be

st
 fr

ie
nd

(B
F)

an
d 

71
%

 in
cl

ud
ed

 th
e

F
al

l
B

F
 e

ith
er

 a
s

a 
B

F
 o

r 
a 

cl
os

e 
fr

ie
nd

in
S

pr
in

g.
 W

e 
al

so
 fo

un
d 

th
at

gi
rls

' B
F

sh
ip

s
w

er
e 

m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 b

e 
st

ab
le

.
T

he
re

 w
as

no
 g

ra
de

 d
iff

er
en

ce
.

A
 s

ec
on

d 
se

t o
f a

na
ly

se
s

w
er

e 
ru

n 
to

 a
s-

se
ss

 th
e 

re
la

tio
ns

hi
p 

be
tw

ee
n

m
ut

ua
lit

y
an

d 
st

ab
ili

ty
. S

tu
de

nt
s

w
er

e 
m

at
ch

ed
 w

ith
th

e 
B

F
 th

ey
 h

ad
na

m
ed

 to
 s

ee
if

th
ei

r
ch

oi
ce

s 
w

er
e 

re
ci

pr
oc

at
ed

.
T

he
 r

es
ul

ts
sh

ow
ed

 th
at

 m
ut

ua
l B

F
sh

ip
s

w
er

e 
m

or
e

lik
el

y 
to

 b
e 

st
ab

le
.

W
e 

al
so

 fo
un

d 
th

at
B

F
sh

ip
s 

of
 lo

ng
er

 d
ur

at
io

n
w

er
e 

al
so

 m
or

e
lik

el
y 

to
 e

nd
ur

e 
ov

er
 th

e
sc

ho
ol

 y
ea

r.

3



L
ev

el
 3

: S
ta

bi
lit

y 
of

 F
ri

en
ds

hi
p

G
ro

up
s

B
ec

au
se

 g
ro

up
 s

ta
bi

lit
y

w
as

 n
ot

 a
s 

ea
si

ly
de

fin
ab

le
 a

s 
th

e 
st

ab
ili

ty
 o

f
fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

s,
th

re
e_

 in
cr

ea
si

ng
ly

 s
tr

in
ge

nt
in

di
ce

s 
w

er
e

us
ed

:
L

ar
ge

st
 p

ro
po

rt
io

n 
in

ta
ct

in
de

xe
d

th
e 

de
gr

ee
 o

f i
nt

ac
tn

es
s

fo
r 

ea
ch

 g
ro

up
.

T
he

 s
ec

on
d 

in
de

x
(6

0%
-s

am
e)

re
qu

ire
d 

a
m

in
im

um
 o

f 6
0%

 o
f t

he
m

em
be

rs
 to

 b
e

st
ill

 to
ge

th
er

 in
a 

gr
ou

p.
T

he
 th

ird
 in

de
x

(6
0%

-c
or

e)
ad

de
d 

a 
st

ric
te

r 
co

nd
iti

on
to

th
e 

se
co

nd
:

T
he

 m
em

be
rs

 r
em

ai
ni

ng
to

-
ge

th
er

 in
 a

 g
ro

up
 h

ad
 to

 b
e

th
e 

m
aj

or
ity

 (
or

th
e 

co
re

) 
of

 th
e 

S
pr

in
g

gr
ou

p 
fo

r 
th

at
 g

ro
up

to
 b

e 
co

ns
id

er
ed

as
 th

e 
sa

m
e 

as
 th

e 
F

al
l

gr
ou

p.
A

ll 
in

di
ce

s 
in

di
ca

te
d 

th
at

cl
iq

ue
s 

be
ca

m
e

m
or

e 
st

ab
le

 b
y 

10
th

 g
ra

de
 (

T
ab

le
 1

).
Lo

os
e

gr
ou

ps
 w

er
e 

le
S

s 
st

ab
le

 th
an

 c
liq

ue
s

an
d

di
d 

no
t i

nc
re

as
e 

in
 s

ta
bi

lit
y 

by
gr

ad
e.

W
e 

al
so

 a
tte

m
pt

ed
 to

 id
en

tif
y

co
rr

el
at

es
of

 g
ro

up
 s

ta
bi

lit
y.

F
irs

t, 
w

e 
lo

ok
ed

 a
t

gr
ou

p 
st

ru
ct

.ir
e:

G
en

de
r 

ho
m

og
en

ei
ty

 d
i'd

.
no

t c
or

re
la

te
 w

ith
 p

ro
po

rt
io

n
in

ta
ct

, b
ut

st
ab

le
cl

iq
ue

s
(u

si
ng

60
%

-s
am

e
in

de
x)

w
er

e 
sl

ig
ht

ly
 m

or
e

ge
nd

er
-h

om
og

en
eo

us
.

W
e 

al
so

 lo
ok

ed
 a

t
gr

ou
p 

si
ze

 in
 F

al
l b

ut
 d

id
no

t f
in

d 
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

re
la

tio
ns

hi
ps

 b
et

w
ee

n
si

ze
 a

nd
 s

ta
bi

lit
y.

T
he

 s
ec

on
d 

se
t

of
 p

os
si

bl
e 

co
rr

el
at

es
w

as
 m

em
be

rs
' c

ha
ra

ct
er

is
tic

s.
F

or
 e

ac
h

gr
ou

p,
 m

em
be

rs
' d

at
a

w
er

e 
ag

gr
eg

at
ed

 to
ob

ta
in

 g
ro

up
m

ea
ns

 (
i.e

., 
ta

ki
ng

 th
e

gr
ou

p
as

 th
e 

un
it 

of
 a

na
ly

si
s)

.
H

ow
ev

er
, a

gg
re

-
ga

te
d 

gr
ou

p
m

ea
ns

 d
id

 n
ot

 r
el

at
e 

to
gr

ou
p

st
ab

ili
ty

 in
 a

ny
 in

te
rp

re
ta

bl
e

w
ay

 in
 c

or
-

re
la

tio
n 

an
d 

lin
ea

r
di

sc
rim

in
an

t f
un

ct
io

n
an

al
ys

es
.

W
e 

su
sp

ec
t t

ha
t t

he
sm

al
l n

um
be

r 
of

gr
ou

ps
 in

 th
e 

lo
ng

;,u
di

na
l

sa
m

pl
e 

an
d 

re
-

st
ric

te
d 

va
ria

nc
e 

in
so

m
e 

va
ria

bl
es

 (
e.

g.
,

80
%

 o
f t

he
gr

ou
ps

 w
er

e 
ge

nd
er

-s
eg

re
ga

te
d)

pr
ec

lu
de

d 
an

 a
de

qu
at

e
ev

al
ua

tio
n 

of
 p

ot
en

-
tia

l s
ta

bi
lit

y-
co

rr
el

at
e

re
la

tio
ns

hi
ps

.



L
ev

el
 4

: S
ta

bi
lit

y 
of

N
et

w
or

k 
R

ol
e

T
hi

s 
se

t o
f a

na
ly

se
s

ig
no

re
d 

th
e 

pa
rt

ic
u-

la
r 

fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
s,

gr
ou

p 
or

 d
ya

d 
m

em
be

rs
hi

ps
an

d 
fo

cu
se

d 
in

st
ea

d
at

 s
ta

bi
lit

y 
at

 a
-la

rg
er

le
ve

l, 
on

 th
e 

ty
pe

of
 n

et
w

or
k

or
 c

on
ne

c-
tio

ns
 s

tu
de

nt
s 

ha
d.

H
er

e 
th

e 
qu

es
tio

n
w

as
w

he
th

er
 o

r 
no

t t
he

 s
tu

de
nt

re
m

ai
ne

d 
w

el
l-

co
nn

ec
te

d,
lo

os
el

y-
co

nn
ec

te
d

or
al

m
os

t
to

ta
lly

 is
ol

at
ed

 o
ve

r 
th

e 
sc

ho
ol

ye
ar

.
R

et
ai

ni
ng

 a
ny

 r
ol

e 
di

ffe
re

d
by

 g
en

de
r 

bu
t

no
t b

y 
gr

ad
e:

 G
irl

s,
 e

sp
ec

ia
lly

in
 m

id
dl

e
sc

ho
ol

, r
et

ai
ne

d 
th

ei
r 

ro
le

s
be

tte
r 

th
an

bo
ys

.
W

he
n 

ro
le

 c
at

eg
or

ie
s

w
er

e 
lo

ok
ed

 a
t s

ep
-

ar
at

el
y

(i.
e.

,
re

ta
in

in
g 

a 
pa

rt
ic

ul
ar

ro
le

),
cl

iq
ue

 m
em

be
rs

hi
p 

ap
pe

ar
ed

to
 b

e 
th

e 
m

os
t

st
ab

le
:

59
%

 o
f t

he
 c

liq
ue

m
em

be
rs

 w
er

e
st

ill
 c

liq
ue

 m
em

be
rs

 in
S

pr
in

g,
 r

eg
ar

dl
es

s
of

 a
ny

 c
ha

ng
es

 in
 th

e
pa

rt
ic

ul
ar

 c
liq

ue
s

th
ey

 w
er

e 
m

em
be

rs
 o

f (
T

ab
le

2)
.

O
ve

ra
ll,

 th
e 

be
st

 p
re

di
ct

or
of

 r
ol

e 
st

ab
il"

-
ity

 w
as

 r
ol

e 
its

el
f:

W
el

l-c
on

ne
ct

ed
 s

tu
-

de
nt

s 
re

m
ai

ne
d

so
 in

 a
ll 

gr
ad

es
. G

ra
de

 a
nd

ge
nd

er
 d

id
 m

od
er

at
e 

th
is

lin
k:

 C
liq

ue
m

em
-

be
rs

hi
p 

w
as

 m
os

t s
ta

bl
e

in
 1

0t
h 

gr
ad

e 
an

d
lo

os
e 

gr
ou

p 
m

em
be

rs
hi

p
w

as
 m

os
t s

ta
bl

e
in

 m
id

dl
e 

sc
ho

ol
.

G
irl

s'
z 

dv
an

ta
ge

 in
 r

e-
ta

in
in

g 
th

ei
r 

ro
le

w
as

 o
nl

y 
tr

ue
 fo

r 
cl

iq
ue

an
d 

lo
os

e
gr

ou
p 

m
em

be
rs

hi
p 

(T
ab

le
 3

).



-
C

O
N

C
L

U
SI

O
N

S
1)

 A
t a

ll 
le

ve
ls

 o
f a

do
le

sc
en

ts
' ,

fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
ne

tw
or

ks
 s

tu
di

ed
 h

er
e,

 th
er

e
is

 m
od

er
at

e
st

ab
ili

ty
.

2)
 W

ith
 g

ra
de

, s
ta

bi
lit

y 
of

cl
os

e 
fr

ie
nd

-
sh

ip
s 

an
d 

of
 c

liq
ue

s 
in

cr
ea

se
s.

S
ta

bi
lit

y 
of

 b
es

t f
rie

nd
sh

ip
s 

do
es

no
t

di
ffe

r 
by

 g
ra

de
.

3)
 O

ve
ra

ll,
 g

irl
s'

 fr
ie

nd
sh

ip
ne

tw
or

ks
 a

re
m

or
e 

st
ab

le
.

4)
 R

ec
ip

ro
ca

l f
rie

nd
sh

ip
s

ar
e 

m
or

e 
st

ab
le

.

5)
 S

ta
bi

lit
y 

of
 fr

ie
nd

sh
ip

ne
tw

or
ks

 a
re

on
ly

 v
er

y 
w

ea
kl

y 
co

rr
el

at
ed

or
 u

nc
or

re
-

la
te

d 
w

ith
 s

el
f-

re
po

rt
 a

nd
te

ac
he

r-
re

po
rt

 m
ea

su
re

s 
us

ed
 in

 th
is

 s
tu

dy
.

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

B
er

nd
t, 

T
. J

. (
19

92
) 

S
ta

bi
lit

y
in

 fr
ie

nd
-

sh
ip

s:
 H

ow
 m

uc
h,

 fo
r 

w
hi

ch
ad

ol
es

ce
nt

s
an

d 
w

hy
 d

oe
s 

it 
m

at
te

r?
P

ap
er

 p
re

se
nt

(
at

 S
R

A
, W

as
hi

ng
to

n,
 D

.C
.

B
ly

th
, D

. A
., 

H
ill

, J
. P

. &
T

hi
el

,
K

. S
. (

19
82

)
E

ar
ly

 a
do

le
sc

en
ts

' s
ig

ni
fic

an
t

ot
he

rs
:

G
ra

de
 a

nd
 g

en
de

r 
di

ffe
re

nc
es

in
 p

er
-

ce
iv

ed
 r

el
at

io
ns

hi
ps

 w
ith

fa
m

ili
al

 a
nd

no
nf

am
ili

al
 a

du
lts

 a
nd

yo
un

g 
pe

op
le

.
Jo

ur
na

l o
f Y

ou
th

 a
nd

 A
do

le
sc

en
ce

,
11

,
42

5-
45

0.
B

uh
rm

es
te

r,
 D

. &
 F

ur
m

an
,

W
. (

19
87

) 
T

he
de

ve
lo

pm
en

t o
f c

om
pa

ni
on

sh
ip

an
d

in
tim

ac
y.

 C
hi

ld
 D

ev
el

op
m

en
t,

58
,

11
01

-1
11

3.
U

rb
er

g,
 K

. A
., 

H
al

lid
ay

-S
ch

er
,

K
., 

D
eg

irm
ei

ci
og

lu
, S

. &
 T

ol
so

n,
 J

. M
.

(1
99

2)
 G

ra
de

,
ge

nd
er

 a
nd

 e
th

ni
c 

di
ffe

re
nc

es
in

 a
do

le
s

ce
nt

 p
ee

r 
ne

tw
or

ks
. P

os
te

r
pr

es
en

te
d

S
R

A
, W

as
hi

ng
to

n,
 D

.C
.



W < 0 O
ci

) w

<
 0 ()

S
C

<

0 T tu
 0

cn
cc

O
 c

c
O

 < L
al

u_ L
1.

1
L

ij

L
U

0 
sa 0

T
A
B
L
E
 
1

S
T
A
B
I
L
I
T
Y
 
I
N
D
I
C
E
S
 
F
O
R
 
C
L
I
Q
U
E
S
 
A
N
D
 
L
O
O
S
E
 
G
R
O
U
P
S

I
n
d
e
x

G
r
a
d
e

6
t
h

8
t
h

1
0
t
h

M
e
a
n
 
P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
I
n
t
a
c
t

.
3
7

.
4
5

<
.
7
0

a
s
 
a
 
C
l
i
q
u
e

P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
C
l
i
q
u
e
s

a
t
 
l
e
a
s
t
 
6
0
%
 
I
n
t
a
c
t

.
3
0

.
2
9

<
.
7
8

P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
C
l
i
q
u
e
s

6
0
%
 
I
n
t
a
c
t
 
a
s
 
a
 
C
o
r
e

.
2
0

.
2
9

<
.
7
5

M
e
a
n
 
P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
I
n
t
a
c
t

a
s
 
a
 
L
o
o
s
e
 
G
r
o
u
p

P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
L
o
o
s
e
 
G
r
o
u
p
s

a
t
 
l
e
a
s
t
 
6
0
%
 
I
n
t
a
c
t

P
r
o
p
o
r
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
L
o
o
s
e
 
G
r
o
u
p
s

6
0
%
 
I
n
t
a
c
t
 
a
s
 
a
 
C
o
r
e

.
4
0

.
2
9

.
3
5

.
4
3

.
2
9

.
2
0

.
1
4

.
2
9

.
2
0

N
o
t
e
:
 
G
r
a
d
e
 
c
o
m
p
a
r
i
s
o
n
s
 
a
r
e
 
s
i
g
n
i
f
i
c
a
n
t
 
w
h
e
r
e
 
m
a
r
k
e
d



T
A

B
L

E
 2

.
PE

R
C

E
N

T
A

G
E

 O
V

E
R

L
A

P 
B

E
T

W
E

E
N

 F
A

L
L

&
 S

PR
IN

G
 R

O
L

E
 C

L
A

SS
IF

IC
A

T
IO

N
S

(R
O

L
E

 S
T

A
B

IL
IT

Y
)*

T
A

B
L

E
 3

.
PE

R
C

E
N

T
A

G
E

 O
V

E
R

L
A

P 
B

E
T

W
E

E
N

 F
A

L
L

&
 S

PR
IN

G
 R

O
L

E
 C

L
A

SS
IF

IC
A

T
IO

N
S

SE
PA

R
A

T
E

L
Y

 B
Y

 G
E

N
D

E
R

(R
O

L
E

 S
T

A
B

IL
IT

Y
)*

S
pr

in
g 

R
ol

e
S

pr
in

g 
R

ol
e

C
liq

ue
Lo

os
e 

G
ro

up
D

ya
d

M
em

be
r

M
em

be
r

M
em

be
r

Is
ol

at
e

R
em

ai
nd

er
C

liq
ue

Lo
os

e 
G

ro
up

D
ya

d
F

al
l R

ol
@

M
em

be
r

M
em

be
r

M
em

be
r

Is
ol

at
e

R
em

ai
nd

er
F

al
l R

ol
e

C
liq

ue
5 

9
22

2
2

13
B

oy
s/

G
irl

s
B

oy
s/

G
irl

s
B

oy
s 

/G
irl

;;
B

oy
s/

G
irl

s
B

oy
s/

G
irl

s
M

em
be

r
C

liq
ue

M
em

be
r

40
/7

1
29

/1
8

4/
0

2/
2

19
/9

Lo
os

e 
G

ro
up

21
4 

9
10

2
16

M
em

be
r

Lo
os

e 
G

ro
up

M
em

be
r

15
/2

5
37

/5
8

16
/4

3/
1

22
/1

1
D

ya
d 

M
em

be
r

32
23

2 
0

2
19

D
ya

d
Is

ol
at

e
9

21
17

2 
3

30
M

em
be

r
17

/5
6

28
/1

7
17

/2
2

0/
6

31
/0

R
em

ai
nd

er
19

27
5

11
36

Is
ol

at
e

3/
17

28
/1

1
21

/1
1

2 
4/

2 
2

24
/3

9

R
em

ai
nd

er
15

/2
9

27
/2

9
6/

3
12

/9
38

/3
1

R
ow

 p
er

ce
nt

ag
es

 d
o 

no
t a

lw
ay

s 
ad

d 
up

 to
 1

00
 b

ec
au

se
of

 a
 6

th
m

in
or

 c
at

eg
or

y 
th

at
 is

 e
xc

lu
de

d 
fr

om
 th

e 
an

al
ys

es
.

R
ow

 p
er

ce
nt

ag
es

 d
o 

no
t a

lw
ay

s 
ad

d
up

 to
 1

00
 b

ec
au

se
 o

f a
 6

th
m

in
or

 c
at

eg
or

y 
th

at
 is

 e
xc

lu
de

d 
fr

om
th

e 
an

al
ys

es
.

1
3


