Frances

MecClelland Institute Beyond Nuclear: Relationship Quality, Generativity,

Children, Youth, and Families and Grandparent Involvement
Priscilla L. Zambrano M.S., Maria Belinda Vasquez M.S., Victoria Cooper B.S., Melissa A. Barnett Ph.D, & Lori Yancura Ph.D

Introduction At average and low levels of generativity,
e |there was a positive association between
e growing aging population has increased opportunities for grandparenthoo - - -
and grandparents’ presence in the lives of families (U.S. Census, 2018). However, g ran d pa re nt'g ran d C h I Id re I at|0 ns h I p
grandparent involvement and its implications for family wellbeing varies, SatiSfa Ction an d gran d pa rent inVOIVement-

presenting a need to examine processes that promote grandparent involvement

with grandchildren (Danielsbacka et al., 2022; Saddrudin et al., 2019). Table 1.

Summary of Regression Results Predicting Grandparent Involvement
from Parent-Child Relationship Satisfaction moderated by Generativity

e Intergenerational (parent-grandparent) relationship quality has been associated

with increased grandparent involvement with grandchildren (Barnett et al.,
2010). Grandparents’ perceived relationship quality with their grandchild, an Grandparent
indicator of family context, could also inform grandparent involvement. Involvement
e Grandparent generativity (i.e., concern for and contributions to future Variable B SE
generations) is a motivator for engaging with grandchildren, leading to 44 Intercept 3.45™ .70
beneficial outcomes for all individuals in the multigenerational family (Villar, : — - Grandparent Sex (1=Male, 2=Female) I8 17
2014). o Grandchild Sex (1=Male, 2=Female) .05 11
e The current study draws from Erikson’s (1950) theory of psychosocial £ - Grandparent Age -.02 01
development, supporting the 1dea that generativity motivates grandparent iEJ L Generativity Grandchild Age 03" 01
involvement and is guided by a family systems perspective (Cox & Paley, § - e Grandparent Race 28 14
2007), which poses that subsystems are interconnected and influence and are = e Grandparent Education .01 .05
influenced by characteristics (e.g., generativity) of individual family members. 5 ~ = Average Uenerativily Grandparent Physical Health .02 01
g“ = Low Generativity Co—residing 18 18
= Non-residing -.32 18
STUDY AIM AND HYPOTHESIS S 2 G1-G2 Relationship Quality -.05 04
. . . . . ) G1-G3 Relationship Satisfaction 157 .07
To understand how 1ntergenerational relationship quality and grandparent Generativity g 12
generativity are jointly related to grandparent involvement Grandparent Involvement X Generativity _ 97 10
e We hypothesize that when grandparents report high levels of generativity, R? 23
grandparent-grandchild (G1-G3) relationship satisfaction will positively predict | - F 8.13"
high grandparent involvement.
Note. *p <.05. **p < .01. ***p <.001. Gl=grandparent. G2=child’s parent.
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PROCEDURES AND PARTICIPANTS
e The data came from a larger online study of grandparents who self- Conclusions & Implications
1dentified as providing regular care for their grandchildren (N=536) in the

United States. - o Ordinary Least Squares regression analysis was performed in RStudio e Desnite low senerativity beliefs. erandnarents will still be hiehly involved

e Grandparents: co-residing and non-residing (N=311) 1.4.1717 to test the moderating role of generativity in the association between ithptheir ; agn dehil drerz/i fthe ;fe o tiIs) fied with that relatio rglsh?

o M,,~=61,5D="7.59 G1-G3 relationship quality and grandparent involvement. G1-G3 relationship W 5 4 W b
o 79% white, 21% non-white quality was centered and then multiplied with generativity to create the e Results highlight the influence of positive relationships beyond positive
o 86% female, 14% male ' ' : . . . . .
- Gra(r)l dehild: M O: 7 S =408 interaction term individual characteristics and support interventions targeting
M=, . . . . . . . . .

MEASURES o At average levels of generativity, a significant positive association intergenerational relationship satisfaction outside the nuclear family.

e (G1-G3 Relationship satisfaction: 1-item measuring satisfaction on a 7- emerged between G1-G3 relationship satisfaction and grandparent o Timitations:
point Likert scale. involvement, b = .15, SE = .07, p < .05. N . . .

e Generativity (Kivnick, 1983): 29-1tems rated on a 5-point scale from the ° Flndmlgls only ger;e ?hje tlo tl.nghlhy. 1nvo.ltxlfled grzglcg? ?Cll*ents who report
Grandparent Meaning Scale. Ex: “It is important to carry on family e At high levels of generativity, no association emerged between G1-G3 - éernil;? ix;etr}: sa11fsr1e ll:te anions ;ESIWI ¢ riraril © 11’ ;Z?n thers wh
tradition with my grandchild” (o= .91). relationship satisfaction and grandparent involvement, 5 = .001, SE = .09, ¥ 4 , fP 4 de swshe ) “TEPOTE OTLLY, SANpPIE OT IOSHY Std OHICTS WHO

e Grandparent Involvement (Barnett et al., 2013): 18 items rated on a 4- p=.99. (GEHHEE a5 WALt

oint scale. Ex: “How often do you listen when your grandchild has a
p . e 4 your stan v o . L . .y e Future research should include grandparent-parent relationship variables.
problem”; “How often do you teach your grandchild a skill”’; “How often e At low levels of generativity, a significant positive association between
do you babysit your grandchild” (o= .88). G1-G3 relationship quality and grandparent involvement emerged, b =

18, SE=0.07, p < .05.
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