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INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, Taiwan has experienced steadily declining fertility and increased longevity
expectation. As a result of the changing population structure, the elderly dependency ratio
is expected to advance from 13.8% in 2006 to 30.3% in 2026 and to 67% in 2051. With a cultural
heritage of strong filial piety, support of elderly parents has become a highly s1gmﬁcant
issue in the face of a drastlcally aging population.

From the perspective of the traditional Chinese family, a three-generational household or the
co-residence of adult children with elderly parents is considered the ideal realization of filial -
piety. Although cultural norms toward elderly support remain intact in Taiwan (Yi and Chang,
2008), the actual co-residence between adult children and elderly parents has gradually
declined to approximately 1/3 of households (Yi and Chang, 1996; Tseng, et al., 2006) while
single elders as well as elderly conjugal households have increased (Yang and Tseng, 2000).
The interplay of the dominant filial norm and the emerging nuclearization of both young and -
old generations is expected to produce complicated intergenerational relations. An attempt
is thus made to examine the increasing majority of those adults who are not co-residing with
elderly parents and to investigate how they approximate the Confucian ideal in a non-co-
resident framework. This subject is of particular importance in the Chinese cultural context,
which continues to value elderly support with co-residence receiving uncontroversial social

recognition at the abstract level.
¢

In the Chinese setting, the most salient aspect of intergenerational relations is perhaps
support provided to one’s elders. Elderly support in the typical Chinese definition emphasizes
the uni-dimensional dependency of elderly parents on adult children. Thus, the support of .
elderly parents is usually considered as static and dependent relations, with adult children
fulfilling the expected filial behavior. Consequently, the emotional and reciprocal aspects, as
well as resource exchanges between generations tend to be overlooked (Lin, 2000). Since
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intergenerational relations in actuality involve various aspects of exchange, this paper will
explore the intergenerational relations by incorporating the essential dimensions proposed
by the solidarity model (Bengtson and Schrader, 1982; Roberts et al., 1991), and will investigate
contacts, physical and emotional supports, as well as norms held between elderly parents
and their adult children in Taiwan. This line of exploration is yet to be developed in East Asia,
ﬁndmgs will allow us to present an overall profile of the family processes emerging in a
‘society undergoing rapid social change. Types of intergenerational relations derived and
mechanisms accounting for the variation will provide useful information regarding the family -
outcome of the interplay between traditional norms and resource restrictions in a contemporary
non-Western setting.

THE INTERGENERATIONAL RELATIONS IN TAIWANESE FAMILIES

One basic motive for studying intergenerational relations in Taiwan results from the academic
interests in understanding future changes in family structure. In general co-residence with
elderly parents is the key to distinguish between family structure into nuclear family versus
complex family (such as the stem family and joint family). Hence, in order to capture possible
changes in the family structure, current practice as well as attitudes toward elderly support
have been investigated. Specifically, elderly support is investigated in terms of the living
arrangement and the economic support between generations (Chen, 2006; Yeh, 1997; Yi and
Chen, 1998). Intergenerational relations pertaining to the support or exchange attitudes and
behaviors have thus become focal sub]ects in analyzing the development of family structure
in Taiwan.

There are two major clusters of research on intergenerational relations in Taiwan. One
approach compares exchanges between generations. Comparable with the West, direction
as well as amount of monetary, physical labor and emotional exchanges between adult
children (G2) and elderly parents (G1) are investigated. However, the general pattern reveals
a different picture. Adult children are found to give more money and assistance to elderly
parents than that received from parents, regardless of whether samples are rural or island-
wide (Chen, 2006; Lin, 1998; Lin and Yi, 2007). Specific factors accounting for the variation in
intergenerational exchanges are explored. Perhaps the most significant finding is that.a
higher amount of help received from elderly parents often results in more provision of help
from adult children to parents.

Based on the altruistic model proposed by Becker (1974), Lee, et al., (1994) contend that the
family is an altruistic and corporate unit, hence intergenerational support is the outcome of
sharing mutual benefits across generations and the continuity of an intergenerational contract.

Their study points out that an altruxsm/corporate group model best portrays the financial
support from adult children to parents in Taiwanese families (ibid.). Nevertheless, if one
considers all emotional, physical and financial support involved in the intergenerational
relations, the single most significant factor explaining the support provided to elderly parents
is the assistance received from parents (Lin and Yi, 2007). Those who receive more from
parents are much more likely to offer support to parents. In other words, the principle of
reciprocity between generations is the major reason for adult children providing support to
elderly parents.
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Another salient mechanism operating in the intergenerational exchanges is the actual parental
need. Greater parental need has been found to enhance active exchanges between generations.
Using the recent 2006 Taiwan Social Change Survey, Lin and Yi are able to show that
intergenerational exchanges between adult children and elderly parents vary depending on _
the age status of parents, in that children’s support becomes increasingly important as
parents age (2007). But overall, the emotional support between generations is still the most
reported category, and when all children are included (regardless of gender and marital
status), the direction of emotional support is more likely to be from adult children to parents
(Lin and Yi, 2007). It is evident that active intergenerational exchanges occur between two
closely linked generations. »

The other cluster of intergenerational studies focuses on the effect of filial norms. The
normative factor is of particular importance in the East Asian region due to its historical and
cultural heritage. Among different cultural and family norms, filial piety assumes the utmost
position. Yeh proposes the dual model of filial piety, and documents that reciprocal rather
than authoritative filial piety produces more pronounced effects in explaining intergenerational
support (2004, 2007). In addition, the effects of norms may vary according to the gender of
children and the content of specific support. It is found that cultural norms affect a son’s (not
daughter’s) intergenerational support, in that the stronger perception of filial duty from sons
is likely to result in more economic support, bt not emotional support (Lin and Yi, 2007). In
other words, norms tend to produce pronoiinced intergenerational effects among male
children, especially in terms of providing material support. While daughters are more likely to
exchange emotional support with parents, sons who are culturally expected to take the major
responsibility in supporting elderly parents are likely to do so with material provisions.
Consistent with other findings of Taiwanese families, gender differences in intergenerational
exchanges are affected by the dominant patriarchal norms, and thus reveal a clear lineage
differential (Yiand Lu, 1999; Yiet al., 2006).

-Previous studies document the significant influence of normative solidarity in
intergenerational relations. For example, Lin studied elderly parents in the farm family and
investigated their intergenerational relations with the most intimate adult child. In her series
of reports (1996, 1998, 2000), it was identified that higher normative solidarity tended to
produce more exchanges between generations, in that elderly farmers were more likely to
give and to receive support from children. It seems that normative values have a strong
effect on elderly parents, in that those with stronger perception of filial norms are more likely
to actively engage in both receiving support from and giving support to children. On the
other hand, for adult children, receiving physical help from elderly parents enhances the
financial return, and thus more intense intergenerational relations can be observed. But the
specific effects of normative values held by adult children are not as clear as for the elderly.
In fact, with regard to support behaviors, gendered division of labor in the patriarchal family
is repeatedly documented. Sons often provide financial and physical support to elderly
parents, while daughters offer emotional support—except daughters with resources, who
tend to give money to parents regardless of marital status (Lin and Yi, 2007). Therefore, it will
be interesting to delineate the potential impact of normative values in various family processes.
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In addition to the above concerns of exchanges between generations and effects of filial
norms, a unique outcome of the patriarchal norm in Taiwan is co-residence among three
generations. It has been proposed that co-residence and economic support are two major
components of elderly support in Chinese families (Yi and Chang, 2008). Although the
normative attitude of elderly support remains quite intact, the behavioral aspect has revealed
a compromised picture. The steadily declining co-residence between elderly parents and
adult children is contended to be an inevitable trend because healthy elders prefer not to co-
reside with married sons, but to be neighbors; while elders in need of care favor the co-
residence arrangement (Tseng, et al., 2006). Also, sons with resources are shown to be more
likely to provide financial support to elderly parents than to co-residing with them (Lee et
al.1994). For adult chiidren, the decision to co-residence is often due to the feasibility of
receiving physical assistance from elderly parents (Tseng et al., 2006; Yi et al., 2006), which as
stated above, may lead to more economic support from the children as well. In other words,
co-residence with elderly parents needs to take into account both patriarchal norms and
individual resources.

In brief, Taiwanese documents pertaining to the gender differential and varying exchanges
between generations reflect the impact of drastic social change on the traditional norm. It has
been reported that the dominant filial norm of elderly support is relaxed or compromised due
to specific constraints. Hence, this paper intends to study intergenerational relations with an
assumption that it is an outcome of the interplay between patriarchal norm and individual
resources.

TYPES OF INTERGENERATIONAL RELATIONS

Bengtson and Schrader (1982) proposed a model of intergenerational family solidarity which
is construct of a multi-dimensional scale and is composed of six elements, namely the
intergenerational structure, association, affect, consensus, function, and norms (Bengtson
and Schrader, 1982;). This paradigm of solidarity has been widely utilized to guide studies on
intergenerational relationships over the past few decades (Bengtson and Roberts, 1991;
Roberts et al., 1991; McChesney and Bengtson, 1988; Roberts and Bengtson, 1990). Although
the recent development of family diversification has resulted in greater complexity in
intergenerational relations, the utility of the solidarity model has been repeatedly confirmed
(Katz et al., 2005; Wenger, 1989). This study therefore adopts the framework suggested by
the solidarity model and will explore its validity in an East Asian context. It is presumed that
intergenerational relations can be characterized by types in order to describe the existing
diversity.

One significant argument from the solidarity model is that the solidarity or cohesion between
family generations is not the cumulative outcome of various aspects, but constructed types
from different dimensions (Silverstein and Bengtson 1997). In other words, dimensions of
intergenerational solidarity are not simply additive in nature, and thus do not form a unitary
construct. Intergenerational relations can be examined by analyzing individual aspects or by
exploring the mutual influence of various dimensions before an attempt is made to consolidate
all different components of intergenerational relations. By doing so, the concept of relational
types appears to be a potent construct depicting the multiplicity of intergenerational relations.
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With regard to relational types, there seems to be more theoretical discussion than empirical
evidence. Hogan and his colleagues used the latent class analysis to investigate the structure
of intergenerational exchanges (1993). By distinguishing the receiving and the giving of -
assistance, care, advice and money between generations, high versus low exchange patterns
can be derived. It was shown that over half of American families fall into the category of “low
exchanges” and only 11% were defined as the “high exchanges” category (ibid.). In addition
to the focus on a single solidarity dimension, Silverstein and Bengtson investigated multiple
dimensions of functional, emotional, consensual, associational and structural solidarity, and
found five intergenerational types of relations among American families (1997). They point
out that the intergenerational bonds between adult children and mothers are stronger than
those with fathers, with the “tight-knit” type and “detached” type being the major category -
for sons and daughters respectively (ibid.). In that study, it was found that parental divorce -
has a detrimental effect on intergenerational relations, and more so on father-children relations.

From previous relevant reports, it seems that latent class analysis is a feasible tool to generate
various types of relations when different solidarity indices are utilized (Gaalen and Dykstra’
2006; Hogan, et al., 1993; Park et al., 2005; Silverstein and Bengtson 1997). To recap, in the
study by Hogan et al., (1993) discussed above, four basic categories (low exchanges, high
exchanges, children give more, children receive more) are used to study intergenerational
relations. Although the above method provides simple and clear results, the fact that over
" half of American families belong to the low exchange type implies that other salient aspects
of intergenerational relations may be overlooked. Hence, Silverstein and Bengtson propose
the concept of intergenerational solidarity by including more comprehensive intergenerational
aspects (1997). The success of their attempt refutes the thesis of family decline (Popenoe,
1993) on the one hand, and also echoes the earlier concept of “modified extended family”
(Litwak, 1960) which indicates that mutual help between generations is likely to occur when
the need is present ‘despite the fact that co-residence, support or exchanges between
generations may be low. This line of thought coincides with the ambivalence thesis, which
contends that contradiction exists between intergenerational interactions (Connidis and
McMullin, 2002; Luescher, 2002; Luescher and Pillemer, 1998).

The East Asian region is experiencing a rapid aging process. Traditional filial norms are often
confronted with the impact of modernization, resulting in structural changes in the family
and in intergenerational interactions. Research focusing on the intergenerational relational
types is just emerging. In a recent Korean study, Park and his colleagues employ residential -
distance; intergenerational exchanges and norms to analyze relational types between middle-
aged children and their elderly parents (2005). Three relational types are found for parents
and five types for children. Among the common three traditional, reciprocal and weak types
across generations, higher educated daughters and employed parents tend to exhibit
reciprocal exchanges between generations (ibid.). Self-reliance of elderly parents appears to
contribute to the reciprocal relational type. However, this study fails to provide its latent
concept in advance, nor are the chosen indicators given meaningful explanations. Hence,
different relational types derived are actually the dichotomized outcome of a single indicator,
e.g., reciprocal versus traditional types are defined by the direction of exchanges; normative

versus circumstantial types are defined by high versus low norms. Further investigation
using a comprehensive index to construct relational types seems imperative in order to
capture the diversity of intergenerational relations in Taiwan and in East Asia.
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In short, types of intergenerational relations allow us to derive an overall configuration of
the family dynamic between generations. Since this subject has not been systematically
examined in Asia, especially not using a more comprehensive composite index to derive
relational types, the present study will first investigate the intergenerational relational types
in the Taiwanese family by inclusion of various solidarity aspects. Secondly, the following
analyses will focus on the rapidly emerging non-co-resident group and will explore various
reasons leading to different relational types revealed. The target of analysis will be the adult
children and their parents. Various mechanisms pertaining to the resources and needs of
both generations which affect the relational types will be analyzed in order to delineate
possible pattems in the intergenerational interactions. :

Bearing this argument in mind, this study will investigate the following question:

I. With the continuing nuclearization process in Taiwan, what are types of.
intergenerational relations between adult children and parents? Does co-residence
or the lack thereof make a significant difference in intergenerational relations?

2. What are possiblé effects of intergenerational resources on and needs of
intergenerational relations derived?

We will use multiple elements proposed by the solidarity model to construct relational types
so as to enable us to gather a comprehensive picture of the on-going intergenerational
relations in Taiwan. Furthermore, by studying the non-co-residing adult children, possible.
future development of intergenerational relations in Taiwan and in East Asia may be
suggested. Lastly, structural, family-related demographic factors as well as resources and
demands of both generations are hypothesxzed to generate important effects on patterns of
intergenerational interaction.

METHODS
Data and Sample
Data are taken from the 2006 Taiwan Social Change Survey, phase five, wave two. The Family -
.Module consists of an island-wide sample of 2102 adults aged 20 years old and above who .
were randomly chosen using a multi-stage stratified samphng method, and interviewed.
Since the subject of this study is intergenerational re]atlons only samples with at least one
parent alive will be analyzed. After deleting samples with no parents alive, the final sample
includes 1452 respondents. Among them, 696 mtergeneratlonal relations co-reside with parents
and 756 live separately from parents.
Variables

Measures of Intergenerationc:d Relations

a) Frequency of face-to-face contact with parents
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“Less Contact” is defined as once a month, several times a year, and zero to one time per
year; ' : .
“More Contact” includes once a week, several times a week, almost everyday, and everyday. -

b) Intergenerational Support

(1) Children give money to parents
“Give Less” are those who answer either not at all or rarely over the last year;
“Give More” is composed of those who report sometimes, often and very often.

(2) Children provide household assistance to parents
“Provide Less” denotes either not at all or rarely over the last year; A
“Provide More” means the assistance takes place sometimes, often or very often.

(3) Parents give money to children ,
Similar responses are included in the dichotomized categories as above (no.2). In
order to distinguish from parent’s variables, this variable takes the adult children’s -
perspective. Hence, two categories, “Receive Less” and “Receive More,” are
constructed. '

(4) Parents provide household assistance to children
The same logic applied to this variable and results in “Provide Less” and “Provide
More” categories.

¢) Intergenerational emotions

This variable is constructed from questions about the frequency of respondents listening
to parents’ ideas and sharing emotions and vice versa. Those who indicate emotional
exchanges occur sometimes, often, or very often for both parties are labeled “‘emotional
reciprocity” in contrast with “non-emotional reciprocity.” '

d) Intergenerational norms

A question was raised with an intention to test the respondent’s perceived
intergenerational norms: “Which of the following is the most important family relation—
relation with parents, conjugal relations, or relations with children?” Those who answer
relation with parents as the most important are considered to have strong normative
perceptions and are thus labeled as the “high'norm” group. In contrast, the “low norm”
group is composed of the other two answers.

Factors Acco.unting' for the Relational Types

a) Demographic Factors

(1) Gender and Marital status
Since patriarchy is the dominant cultural norm, adult sons and adult daughters
imply different resources available. Hence, four categories are generated from the
availability of having a spouse as well as having sons or daughters. Among our
sample, 54.4% fall into the category of “daughter and spouse,” followed by “son
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and spouse” (30.4%), then “daughter/ no spouse” (8.5%) and *son/ no spouse”
(6.7%). Having a son and spouse will serve as the reference group in the analysis.

Age

The mean age of the sample is 37.92 years. Three age categories are constructed:
“age 30 and below” constitutes 8.1%, “age 31-49” is the majority (65.2%), and the

-~ 26.7% of “age 50 and above” will be the reference group.

b) Structural Opportunity

)

d)

)

@

Number of Siblings
This denotes the present number of siblings the respondent has; the mean is 2.98.
Geographic Distance from parent’s home

Six categories are provided ranging from “next door, same building or same alley”
to “within 15 minutes’ walking distance,” “within 30 minutes’ driving distance,” “30
minutes to 1 hour’s driving distance,” “1-3 hours’ driving distance” and “driving
distance of 3 hours or above.” A score of 1 to 6is given, with a higher score meaning
longer distance. Almost half of our sample (45.9%) live within 30 minutes’ driving
distance from parents, while 17.2% need to drive more than 3 hours.

» Parental Need
0y

@

Parent’s Marital Status

Two categories are generated: married and cohabiting are combined into “Have
Spouse” (56.1%); widowed and divorced are together labeled “No Spouse” (43.9%).
“0” is given to no spouse and “1” to have spouse. ,

Parent’s Health Status

Respondents are asked to evaluate each parent’s health status. A score of 1 to 4 is
given to “one parent healthy/one deceased or both healthy,” “one unhealthy, one
healthy,” “one unhealthy, one deceased,” “both parents are unhealthy,” with higher
scores denoting the unhealthiness of parents. The result shows that 59.2% of the
sample falls into the first category, followed by 17.7% in the third category, 13% in

" the second category, then lastly 10.1% in the fourth category.

Individual Resources

M.

@

Work Status

“Formal employment” (63.2%), “informal employment or family business” (14.6%)
and “no employment” (22.3%) are distinguished, with formal employment as the
reference group.

Monthly Income

A score of 1 to 7 is given, with higher scores meaning higher income. The categories
are “noincome,” “below $20,000,” “$20,000 to $40,000,” “‘$40,000 to $60,000,” “$60,000
to $80,000,” “$80,000 to $100,000,” and “above $100,000.” 65.7% report having
income of $40,000 or below, and only 4.2% belong to the highest category.
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The Analytic Strategy
From Children’s Perspective

Previous studies on intergenerational relations emphasize the elderly perspective more. One
recent study has documented that different perceptions do exist between generations (Park,
et al., 2005). Since our research interest lies in the possible effect of normative changes on
intergenerational relations, focusing on the perspective of adult children will allow us to
explore the future development of intergenerational exchanges as well as of family structure
in Taiwan. Therefore, we will first analyze two groups of adult children, those with and
without co-residence, to compare their intergenerational relations in order to discern if
significant differences exist between the two.

Focus on ;‘he Non-co-residing Children

To support our argument that adult children who co-reside with parents are different from
those who do not co-reside, we will first examine the demographic profile. From Table 1, it can
be seen that co-residing children tend to be males (64%), younger (59% below age 30),
unmarried (77%) as opposed to their counterpart. However, there is no significant difference
in terms of urban rural background, ethnicity and occupational categories between the two
groups. It appears that unmarried children delayed leaving home, which constitutes an
important motivation for co-residence. In other words, non-co-residence may become more
significant as children age and establish their families. Therefore, we will focus on the non-
co-residing group and investigate the relational types derived. Since not.to co-reside with
elderly parents may emerge as a major trend in the East Asian region, exploring the
intergenerational relations of this group will illuminate our understanding of the future relational
types between generations.

Tablel.
The Comparison between Co-resident and Non-co-resident Groups:
" Demographical Variables

Co-resident Non-co-resident
n=696 n=756

n % n %

male 448 644 281 372
female y 356 475 62.8

Age below 30 . 593 6l 8.1
31-49 312 493 652 +?=348.238%**
50 and above 95 202 267

Chi-square(+?)

#=30.744 **

Marital status  unmarried 77.0 115 152 ,_ Kk
married 230 641 848 #=296.304
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Use Latent Class Analysis

Significant aspects of the solidarity model are incorporated in the construction of
intergenerational types. To derive a valid typology, latent class analysis will be employed.
Specifically, associational, functional, affectual and normative indicators are selected to form
‘various relational types. As stated above, seven indicators of contact, exchanges, emotional
closeness and filial norms are dichotomized to explore the latent structural pattern in the
intergenerational interaction. Furthermore, due to the nature of categorical variables,
multinomial logistic regression will be applied to examine factors associated with types of .
intergenerational relations. It is hypothesized that in addition to the differences of co-residence,
intergenerational resources and demands will produce significant effects on relational types.

RESULTS
Compare Intergenerational Relations between Co-residence vs. Non-co-residence

Four categories of intergenerational solidarity indicators are used to compare adult children
who co-reside with elderly parents versus those who do not co-reside. From Table 2, it can be
seen that 71% of adult children who do not co-reside with parent have face to face contact at
least once a week. With regard to other aspects, both groups report high emotional closeness,

but significant differences are found in other functional and normative aspects. Let us look
at co-residing adult children first. They are more likely to give money and household
assistance to elderly parents, and are also more likely to receive household assistance from
parents. Co-residing children are also more likely to hold higher filial norms as expected. In
other words, co-residence contributes to active functional exchanges between generations.

On the other hand, adult children who do not co-reside with parents tend to engage in
typlcally and culturally expected exchanges. They are more likely to give, but not to receive,

in functional exchanges in accordance with the norm. Specifically, while adult children who
do not co-reside with parents are shown to give money and household help to parents, they
are more likely not to receive financial and physical assistance from parents. Although this is
the group which reveals lower filial norms, the direction of intergenerational exchanges
actually fulfills the cultural expectation in that elderly parents are the recipient in the process.

There are two competing arguments in the literature. From the perspective of adult children,
provision to elderly parents is an expected norm. Consequently, both groups exhibit similar
patterns in that G2 is more likely to offer monetary and physical help to G1. But for adult
children who do not co-reside with parents, the higher percentage of offering money was
contended to be a trade-off of not living together for sons with resources (Lee et al., 1994).
They are also much less likely to receive assistance from parents. As for children who are
more likely to receive household help from parents due to the geographical convenience,
previous studies indicate that children, especially sons, tend to give money as a return
(Tseng et al., 2006). Nevertheless, the fact that non-co-residing children, regardless of their
age and economic condition, and even if holding lower filial norms, are still more likely to give
money to parents, perhaps reflect a comprormse between the traditional expectation and
personal constraints.
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Table2.
Companson between Co-resident and Non-Co-resident Groups: Intergenerational
solidarity Indicators
* Co-resident Non-co-resident Chi-square
value  (n=696) (0=756) 2
n % N % '
- L 20 291
Face to face contact H ‘ 536 709
. . . L 2% B 276 365 6.422%
Give Gl financial support H 396 ST 480 635
' L 157 226 361 478  100.233%*+
' Do household choresfor G1 H 30 776 395 522
. . L 383 551 645 853  160.003***
Rec§1ve ﬁnanglalsu_pport fTom Gl H 32 449 1 147
. . . L - 130 187 565 747  454.723%**
E Rec_elve householdchores from G1 q 64 813 91 253
Emo tidnal closeness L 390 417 330 437 . 0.583
H 406 583 426 563
Norm L 26 339 426 563 73.57***
. H . 460

66.1 330 437

Note: *p<0.05 . ***p<0.001

Overall, the comparison between co-resident and non co-resident adult children indicates
‘that significant differences exist between the two. It should be noted that the ‘majority of co-
residing children express higher endorsement of filial values, in contrast with a l5wer proportion
‘of those in the non-co-residence group. The filial norm is considered more important by adult
children who co-reside with parents. Although co-residence has been a major family experience
for Taiwanese adolescents and has been documented to bring about long-term effects on
generational relations (Yi et al., 2006), the actual co-residence of three generational households
drastically declines during adulthood. Future generations are likely to have separate
residences and may reveal different concepts of filial acts. Hence, the following analysis will
. be confined to the non co-resident group and will explore its relational types as well as
mechanisms accounting for the variance.

Types of Intergenerational Relations in the Taiwanese Fanﬁly

The analysis will proceed with the adult child as the respondent. Since co-residence, a
structural variable, serves as the basis to distinguish two groups, relational types will be
constructed from associational, functional, affectual and normative indicators. Using
frequency of contact, monetary and physical assistance in household chores between
generations, perceived emotional closeness and filial norms, the best fitting model is five -
types of intergenerational relations (see Table 3, L2—84 225, df=88, p=.5942).
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" The distribution of various indicators for the five relational types is presented in Table 4. As
can be seen, Type 1 is characterized by frequent contact, less functional exchanges, high
emotional closeness and low filial norm. Type 2 is high in contact frequency, in giving money
to parents, in exchange household assistance, and in emotional closeness, but low in receiving
money from parents and in filial norms. Type 3 has higher contact frequency and higher filial
norm, but lower emotional closeness, and the functional exchanges are from the expected
direction of adult children to parents only. Type 4 shares with Type 3 the traditionally
prescribed functional exchanges (i.e., high from G2 to G1, low from G1 to G2), but it differs
from others in having less face to face contact with parents, yet feels emotionally close to
them. Type 4 also reports lower filial norm. Type 5 reveals higher contact only, while all other
aspects are low— exchanges, affection as well as norms.

Table 3.
Model Fit for the Optimal Number of Classes.
in the Latent Class Analysis (N=756)
Number of ‘ ' . ;
Latent Classes 2 df BIC P value

2 141768 : 112 6473856 0301

3 112.280 104 6497392 274

4 94.140 % 6532277 - 5346

5 84225 . 8 6575.386 5942
Table 4.

The Latent Class Analysis of Adult Child-Parent Relations (probabilities) (N=756)
Typel  Typell Typelll ‘“TypeIV  TypeV

Indicators ' n=76 n=128 1n=372 n=46 - n=134
Face contact L . 0284 0191 026 1 039
H 0.716 0.809 0.784 0 0.61
Give G1 money L 0.646 0.179 0238 0.178 0.588
H 0354 0.821 0.762 0822 0412
Give G1 help L 0.502 0195 0392 0167 - 1
- H 0498 0.805 0.608 0833 0
Receive G1 money L 0.586 0.56 1 095 1
H 0414 04 0 0.05 0
Receive G1 help L 0.704 0.182 0.84 0971 0982
. : H 0.296 0.318 016 - 0029 0018
Emotionally close L 041 0027 0505 0 . 0759
‘ H 059 0973 0495 1 041
Norm L :. 0728 . 0503 . 049 0.639 0.585.

0272 0497 . 0504 0361 . 0415
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Based on the characteristics listed above, each relational type will be labeled as follows:
Sociable, Tiglit-knit, Normative, Intimate but distant, and Detached (Table 5). According to
the relative distribution from the contact, exchanges, affection and norms, the rajority fall
into the “Normative” type, which constitutes almost half of the sample (49.21%). Adult
children who are in the normative type manifest obligatory behaviors in the expected direction:
visit parents often; more likely to give mohey and help parents with household chores, and
having relatively higher filial norm but riot higher affection toward parents. This is the group
which interacts with parents in greater compliance with the normative expectation.

For other relational types, the “Tight-knit” type (16.93%) not only has frequent contact with
parents, it also engages in mutual assistance in household chores and is more likely to give
money to (not receive it from) parents. Although the Tight-knit type is not more likely to have
a higher filial norm, this is the group which reports the highest emotional closeness with
parents.- The “Sociable” type, which constitutes 10%, shares frequent contact and high
affect just like the Tight-knit type, butit differs in having all lower functional exchanges and
lower filial norm. In other words, the Sociable type enjoys interacting with parents, but not in
performing specific functional exchanges, since filial norm is less likely to become a guideline.
The “Detached” type (17.72%) is low in all aspects of indicators except the frequent contact.
It appears the only culturally prescribed behavior left for adult children is to at least visit
parents in person at least once a week. For the “Intimate but distant” type, in addition to
being the smallest group (6%), it is also the only type that does not have frequent contact
with parents. However, this group expresses high emotional closeness with parents and it
provides monetary and physical labor to parents in accordance with the conventional practice.
They also tend to hold lower filial norms.

Table5. .
" Types and Definitions of Intergenerational Relations in Taiwan (n=756)
Relational Types N % Definition (from children’s perspective)
_Sociable : 76 10.05 High in face to face contact and emotional
closeness, but low in functional exchangcs ,
and in norms
Tight-knit . 128 1693 High in all indicators of solidarity except
: ’ . norms

Normative(obligatory) 372 4921 High in face to face contact and in norms,
: also high in provision to parents; but low in
receiving help from parents and low in
emotional closeness

Intimate but Distant . ., 46 .609  Low in face to face contact, in receiving
. o parents’ help, in norms, but high in
provision to parents and in emotional
closeness :

Detached - 134 17.12 High in face to face contact only, low in all
o other aspects ;
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[t should be pointed out that the importance of the filial norm does not seem to produce the
expected salient effect in the construction of various relational types. Only the Normative
type reports slightly higher filial norms. Among our sample, 44% of the. non-co-resident
children. indicate that relation to parents is the most important, but more than half of our.
sample reports spouse or children having higher priority. The traditional position of filial
norms appears to be changing among adult chﬁldrcn who do not (;\()-reside with parents. . -

Factors Accounting For Types of Intergenerational Relations in Ta\i'wan

From the above analysis, five intergenerational types of relations for Taiwanese adult children
who do net co-reside with parents are found. Using more comprehensive solidarity indicators,
it was shown that associational, functional exchanges between generations, emotional feeling
as well'as normative values assume different importance in different relational types. Since
there are various mechanisms in the individual’s life course which may exert Significant
influence in the intergenerational interactions, it will be interesting to explore their possible
effect. Table 6 is the multinomial logistic regression, which considers structural opportunities,
personal demographical variables, individual resources and parental demand on relatlonal
types. The Tight-knit type is used as the reference group.

Table 6. ‘
The Multinomial Logistic Regression Model of Intergenerational Relations: Exp(B)

Ref: Tight-knit (n=128)
Detached Normative Sociable Intimate
) but Distant

Structural Opportunity ‘ _ ‘
Geographic dnstance 1.385%k* ] 403*** 1.387 *%%  ].396 ***
Sibling number : 1.198 1.239%* 1.058 1.322*

Demographics ' '

(ref. married son)

Unmarried Sons Co 2336 1213 1.061 . 1.017
_ Unmarried daughters 0544 . 0522 0.843 0430
Married daughters 0.596 0.561* 0.503 - L1191

(ref. age 50 and above) ] :
Age below 30 0.244* 0.169*** 0915 2980
Age 31-49 0.379* 0.380%** 0.646 2112

Individual Resources ) _
Income © 0817 1.088 0.920 0.841

Parental Demand '

(ref. widowed) :

G1 Marriage o , 0.412** 0.458** 0755 0481

G1 Health . 1158 1105 1108 1164
*p<0.05 **p<0.01 ***p<0.001 )
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Findings from Table 5 indicate that with regard to family structure characteristics, closer
geographical distance between generations results in a higher probability of the Tight-knit
type; those with more siblings are more likely to become the “Normative” and “Intimate but
Distant” types (Exp(B)=1.239, p<.01; Exp(B)=1.332, p<.05) rather than the Tight-knit type.
From the demographic specific, married sons, in contrast with married daughters, have a
higher probability of falling into the Normative type (Exp(B)=.561, p<.05); adult children in

* younger groups (i.e., age below 30 and age 31-49) have a higher chance to be the Tight-knit
type, but as they age, the probability of becoming Detached (Exp(B)=.244 and (Exp(B)=.379,
p<.05) and Normative types (Exp(B)=.169, p<.001; Exp(B)=.380, p<01) increases. In terms of
income resources, lower income tends to result in the Detached type (Exp(B)=.817, p<.05).
From the parental side, the health status does not produce significant difference, but parents’
marital status does: adult children are more likely to have Detached or Normative relations if
parents are widowed or divorced (Exp(B)=.412, p<.01; Exp(B)=.458, p<.01).

Looking down the columns of Table 5, it is evident that when compared with the Tight-knit
type, adult children who are in the Detached types are characterized by greater geographical
distance between generations, older age, lower income, and having single parent. The
Normative type tends to live at a greater geographical distance, have more siblings, be a
married son, be older, and have a single parent. For the Sociable type, only greater geographical
distance attains significance in contrast with the Tight-knit type. Similarly, for Intimate but
Distant type, to live farther from parents and to have more siblings contribute to
intergenerational relations which display less face to face contact, higher affection and
single direction provision to parents. '

It appears that the structural opportunity, individual demographics and resources, as well as
parental needs all have expected differing and salient effects on various relational types. In '
other ‘words, structural factor represents significant opportunity in the intergenerational
relations: while living farther reduces exchanges, having less siblings increases the likelihood
of receiving assistance from parents and consequently becomes the Tight-knit type. On the
other hand, children’s life stage and resources produce important effect on the
intergenerational relations in that older children with recourses tend to fall into the Normative
type in contrast with children lacking resources falling into the Detached type.

DISCUSSION

This paper first delineates the difference of intergenerational relations between co-residence
and non-co-residence of adult children and their parents in Taiwan. Taking the children’s
perspective, the two groups resemble each other in their conformity to traditional filial
behaviors: frequent face to face contact, higher functional provision to parents in financial
and in physical support, a lower likelihood of receiving money from parents, and higher
emotional closeness. Nevertheless, co-residing children express higher endorsement of filial
norms and are more likely to receive parental help around the house due to geographical
feasibility. The filial behavior between the two groups is shown to attain significant differences,
in that non-co-resident children have a higher tendency to provide money to parents and a
lower tendency to receive money from parents—an exchange pattern which fits with the
“cultural ex'pecgation. Since separate residence prébably represents the future intergenerational
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patterns in East Asia, an attempt is made to explore the relational types of the non-co-
resident group and to delineate possible mechanisms accounting for the intergenerational
relations revealed.

Previous effort in Asia has failed to utilize more comprehensive indicators to generate relational
types. Studies in the West have also inadequately investigated the potential influence of the
filial norm, which is the dominant social value in East Asia. Hence, inspired by the
intergenerational solidarity model proposed by Bengtson and Silverstein, this study utilizes
association, functional exchanges, emotional closeness and filial norms to derive types of
intergenerational relations in Taiwan. From seven indicators which consider demands and
resources of both generations, five relational types are derived. The Tight-knit type of
intergenerational relations reveals higher levels of face to face contact, functional exchanges
and emotional closeness. The Sociable type differs from it in that the functional provisions
to parents are low. The comparison between the Detached and the Sociable is that while the
former shares higher contact and lower exchanges, lower emotional level between generations
is reported. Between the Normative or obligatory type and the Intimate but Distant type,
both relational types engage in the culturally expected behaviors, in that adult children
provide parents with money and physical labor, but do not receive these from them. The
Normative type, unlike the Intimate but Distant type having lower face to face contact but
higher emotional closeness, conforms in meeting parents regularly and in holding a higher
filial norm.

There are several significant implications from the analysis:

1. The derived relational types suggest that intergenerational solidarity or cohesion
in Taiwan is not a unitary construct from additive elements. Instead, consistent
with findings on the American intergenerational relations (Silverstein and Bengtson
1997), relational types need to be constructed by taking into account different -
aspects of solidarity simultaneously. In other words, the traditional Chinese concept
of elderly support (i.e., single direction from children to parents for livelihood)
needs to be expanded to include diversified intéraction patterns. From the result on
non-co-resident adult children in Taiwan, it is essential to consider the multiple
indicators of contact, exchanges, and affection between generations in delineating
relational types in order to capture the diversified and different types of relations.

2. With regard to mechanisms involved in the construction of relational fypes, our,
results point out that in different types of intergenerational relations in Taiwan,

(A) The op'portunity structure documented in the literature, such as the
- derhographic composition of family and geographical distance (Bengtson and
Harootyan 1994; Mangen and McChesney 1988), is verified in the Taiwanese
setting. Living close to parents and having fewer siblings lead to more dense
and intimate interaction between generations, as the Tight-knit type indicates.

(B) For gender differentials, married sons (in comparison with married daughters)
who do not co-reside with parents have higher probability of becoming the
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Normative type. This implies that males not only tend to endorse the filial

norm, they also take the actual responsibility of provision to parents. Married

daughters, although not co-residing with own parents as the patrilineal system

prescribes, are likely to engage in mutual functional exchanges and also enjoy
' closer emotional relationships. -

~

(C) The importance of age effects shows that the tendency to become the Detached
. or the Normative types as children age corresponds with previous studies of
American families, which point out that the optimal stage of receiving parental
assistance is between age 20-30 and declines after age 35 (Cooney and
Uhlenberg, 1992). Intergenerational interaction is indeed a dynamic process
over the life course. .

(D) From the perspective of resources and demands, parents’ marital status is
shown to have a pronounced effect, in that when parents are widowed or
divorced, the intergenerational relations are prone to be the Normative or the
Detached type; but if children are older and economically less well off, the
_Detached type appears to be the most likely outcome. In other words, individual
resources do interact with parental demands, which in turn produce significant
consequences on types of intergenerational relations. '

3. However, the presumed salient effect of the filial norm is unclear in the analysis. The
' reason why the filial norm does not achieve the expected function in distinguishing
various relational types may be due to the question raised and the co-residence
variable included. Among Taiwanese adult children who do not co-reside with
parents, more than half indicate that parents are not the most important dyadic
relation in the family; spouse and children are considered to have higher priority.
The question itself is intended to capture the typical conformer to the traditional
filial norm, as clearly shown among the co-resident counterpart. However, for the
non-co-resident group, filial behaviors such as regular visits rather than filial values
are kept rather intact. Hence, further studies using other indicators of filial values
(e.g., general attitude of elderly support or the filial piety scale) may shed light on
the potential contribution of how normative values operate in the intergenerational
relations in Chinese societies and in the East Asian region.

In addition, significant differences between married sons and married daughters as well as
the filial expectation affiliated with sibling numbers and birth order (Yi and Pan, 2006; Yu and
Su, 2006) are verified. Our study shows that among the non-co-residing group, married
daughters, compared with married sons, are more likely to become the “Tight-knit” type.
Since separate residence may become an inevitable trend between generations, the above
findings offer significant cultural implications. Deviating from the traditional gendered
expectation, parents-daughter relations may sustain strongly even after marriage. While
married sons conform to the cultural expectation by offering functional provisions to parents
and thus becoming the majority Normative type, daughters enjoy close emotional interaction
with parents. Looking ahead, since frequent visits are reported among almost all adult children
and since sons continue to obey the culturally prescribed role, it is highly probable that
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future intergenerational relations in Taiwan will maintain a clear normative picture. On the
other hand, the demographic profile of co-resident group with young unmarried sons
.comprising the majority and the substantial Tight-knit type especially for married daughters,
itis likely that besides the Normative type, future intergenerational relations will reveal an
important affectual component, not emphasized in the culture before. In other words, we will
increasingly observe Taiwanese adult children living apart from parents having frequent
visits, functional exchanges and emotional support with parents, not necessarily owing to
the normative requirement; but the voluntary choice.

To sum up, our study documents that both the realistic demands from parents and individual
resources affect types of generational relations. It also suggests that the relational types
derived may be an outcome of the interplay between individual resources and patriarchal
norms. In the process of societal changes, the family system often responds to external
constraints and opportunities with compromised strategy. For Chinese societies, affection
between generations has not been an emphasis in the family. Rather, to act in accordance
with the traditional normative behaviors (such as regular face to face contact and functional
provision) is considered an obligation for adult children. By doing so, manifest generational
conflicts and negative social reactions are likely to be prevented, and basic intergenerational
relations and exchanges are preserved. Nevertheless, as young cohorts become middle-
aged children, the affluent society will provide more opportunities for separate residence
and close family ties. The traditional filial value may depart even faster from the strict
conventional rule, as reflected in the current non-co-residing sample. Whether types of
intergenerational relations will resemble the Western counterpart so that filial norm retreats
to be of nominal function, or whether cultural expectation remains strong so that prov1snon to
parents is still considered essential will require further investigation.
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