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':iftsubsequeni def1'
. 'frntegrates the

‘- *a"aproduce L‘ 1dea1 typ1ca1 model of dyad1c fr1endsh1p Th1h7?“ '

".'_;;model generates’7a tota] f s1xteen d1fferent K1nds'

'f{{:va\ue orlentatlons. de§1ne theapure types

o RN
. .

’Fiterature

ffcontext the method of 1deal type construct1on -js used - to X

Ay

-t ‘— -

S e ABSTRACT- N L ~ ST

Th1s thes1s purports tb dea] Wlth three aspects of

Qﬁ*ﬁ?fdyad:c fr1endsh1p 1n modern soc1ety flrst the mean1ngs of{jfj}?n

L

E"i"flfrtendshlp are \exam1ned through a: selectnve proposat1onal*f;fff?*”

‘“;1nventory of agreements and d1sagreements; 1n' the researchff«

ft1on of: dyad1c fr1endsh1p that .effect1vefyff“

. | _:_ . ‘. )
f1nd1ngs =of ,'number oé c}ass1cal and
’\ N e A A T

'Lg{ﬁcoﬁtemporary _cholars The resﬁ]tant def1n1t1on takes 1ntof:5”

account the parameters Of the stUdy Of dyad1c fr1endsh1p,§f'\

' o~

'"ffwts structure. and 1ts soc1al psycho]ogy ‘thdf _mﬂ@fl

' "‘f;QTH,, second aspect of dyad1C‘fr1endsh1p that s p%fsuedflffﬁy:if

zﬂ'dconcerns the need for ~and - poss1b1]1ty of a' exp]anatpry;f_ﬂ'7ttf

Rk

LN -

h;lumodel of fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps in. soc1al sc1ence In th1sif1f]_dff

q

1-‘dfr1endsh1p that derlye from four basﬁc or pure"'txpes The o
:pure types 1nc1ude 'altru1st1c,Aego1tst1c; explo1tat1ve Jq;l_#,i"
»and explo1tat1ve Ii fr1endsh1ps Two pa1rs of analyt1ca17t;g:t’:1

s WL o
*,fconstructs, 1dent1f1ed as’ 1ntr1ns1c and extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p;.-

2

'fexam1ned n,_tth thesis concerns the' usefulnessv\andtf7'

'if;h app]wcab1]1ty of the 1dea1 typ1ca] model of fr1endsh1p In L

J‘,.~

?th_th15 jcontext the constructe mode] 1s app]1ed to select_‘]_ o

-

c1rcumstances emergent ih the tages of the human .11fe el

\'

tfhe ob3ect1ve 1s to "lay the groundwork“ for al_ff7'

th1rd and f1na1 aspect of dyad1c fr1endsh1p_ljf_tﬁ'
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";f“placed more empha81$ on the former Complementarrty 1n thta

“.ﬁClués .toi the mean1ngs of fr1endsh1p may be seen to emerge
’;from remarKs‘made‘by a. number of ear]y soc1a1 ph1losophers

'hArlstotle (1962) ff example,_ d1scusses the degree and

, “f#fnasgcrlow,l BACKGROUND SOME MEANINGS OF FRIENDSHIP IN b

e T e s e L
AL SOCIAL CONTEXT~ _ ;,__e_u

3

Aﬂextent to wh1ch 51m1lar1t1es and d1fferences are requ1red in \~—Jmfﬁﬁ

& . natural rend\h1ps " He ma1nta1ned ‘that both’ s1m11arff{f7pﬁﬁffxx

, .

f'and d1fferences were a-. part of fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps but

J I;*f‘

“'faﬂsense was\seen as to]erable but also' somewhat subvers1ve..f~’““

n'-ﬂ';relat1onsh1ps have surface

i;;:by s1m1]ar1ty, comp]ementar1tyu§

g soc1olog1ca1 theory B Durkhe1m (1964)

e e

v

'fto the 1deal"yof perfect fr1endsh1p 'h'_',;j5i;t:c7fj',‘t_fsﬁf;G

Lo |
: Ar1stot1e s concerns w1th-nespect to the ro]es played\

aand dﬂfference 1n c]ose

.

dﬁﬁn?}both cie\s1cal apd modern

lor \example, \has

'suggested that both s1m11ar1t1es sandf' d1ffégences are

_requﬁred» -moderh' frlendshwps 'and that the effects of

1ncreas1ng d1v1s1on of ‘Tabor” and spec1al12at1on 'in_‘soc1ety'ﬁq»',

‘ =,may have some d1rect reffects'.on the fr1endsh1p Cho1ces f’“

1 1nd1v1duals make The 1mp11cat1on s that as soc1ety becomes Q

;”‘W1nch (1958) *has a]so attempted to dea] w1th Ar1stot1e s

mposs1b1y hope to share all one s .1nd1v1dua1 Tnterests Rhf"

l&

) mOre7'spec1al1zed 1nd1v1duals' may come to appreCIate the :

e

ﬁ: sol1dar1ty produced by hav1ng frlends W1th spec1a11zed and

.b_d1fferent 1nterests o 1d that no s1ng]e _ fr1end"”could

ifﬁconcerns though in the context of mate se]ectlon and -nOt L

A

S



*Lﬂw;mean1ngs of 1endsh1p 'i ant1qu1ty wh1ch are .also of': S

i

s

7,,cdncern the poss1b1]1ty of geneV/#1ng class1f1catlon systemstfpf'“'?'

.,"

'» cho1ces but fa1ls to adequate]y descr1be how th1s pr cessiftv;d.
| ) /O ,

. qual1t1es . that <must be attrlbuted to fr1end

e T

. S ~ P T . ~ ’
D : S . R -

] ;part1cular 's1gn1f1cance “in modern fsoc1a]°-theory These;tifﬂﬁﬁfs

g -

that effect1ve1y descr1be and d1$cr1m1nate between nd*;{

: amongst spec1f1c occurrences of partuﬂuJar soc'(a]*;henomena

'\c.

Ar1stot1e attempts such a c]ass1f1cat1onlof friéndswﬁp and - -

al]udes to mot1ves as determ1nants of fr1endsh1p types and_fafgffjﬂ

Vcomes’ about R W1111ams (1959) E. WOlf (1966 and Y.

COhen (1961) have subsequqﬁtly dealt w1th th1s fssue of ;theﬁffiﬁf“m

cla351fﬂcat1on of fr1endsh1p s types Nanp have made greatjg

str1des 1n undenstand1ng the dynam1cs of the prob]em ixd‘:r

J C1cero (1967) has also prov1ded a number of clues tof;f'f33'i

the mean1ng(s) of fr1endsh1& and fr1endsh1p re]at1onsh1pscf,'

C1cero pr1mar11y concerns h1mse1f w1th an ana]ys1s of "true

-

hand “false ?r1endsh1p and. describes cin great deta11 ,the:d”d'"f‘

;1ps of each

.type Though C1cero s approach 7ts;f value\ 1aden and h1s f~;f¥?7#
: ,71deal1zat1on oFC“true" fr1endsh1p comp]ete he neverthe]ess
“sefjdent1f1es a humber oF fr1endsh1p s soc1a1 and sbructural
;propertkes wh1ch have been 1ater substantlated by soc1al
-;;sc1ent1sts Each o?~these propert1es ﬁ1]} ‘be d1scussed

-Tﬁsome length 1n later sectioﬁs‘bui\jgr the mome suff1ce 1t -"5"h

T,

;;to say that much of what—modern soc1a1 sC1ence acknow]edges

B

“55f;fabout the QUaJ1t1es ‘ f fr1endsh1p f1nds 1ts \:oots 5'

-z',ifC1cero s analys1s of true and fa15° fr1endsh1p Some of the

. t . -v.__';:_ "}- o
S oot s

N

: s

Aﬁﬂstotle (1962) prov1des another set of clues to thezflf7.}if
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values 1ssues/)hat Clcero ra1ses are SR

f;feveryday ]1fe S : .\fr v ,

L d

QPfrlendsh1p

Ehéf; QUest1onL?*

advantage 1n fr1endsh1p : 115' 5j1“"ﬂtfj%,_:'§

d. ’~n fr1endsh1p

;_ \.

the demands one makes of one s fr1ends

”félf:Th -aquest1on a to w%gther or not fr1endsh1p and'm’

_1ove arebone and the same

7;.fThe' quest1on of Fr1endsh1p ‘as’ on]y a persona} andt{

pr1vate re1at1onsh1p ';q_ _'ﬁ.

;fThe; vplace Téf_J'VthUe»;jhonQP, and hbnesfy”'inH

4 ;f:The' 1mportance and s1gn1f1cance ofthiendship*ind_ﬂ5

of. fr1endsh1p 'for“ﬂadVantagé Qf'TAv

The questlon4of the effects of status d1fferent1als~"'

Montalgne ' (1935) d hasi ~also made s\gn1f1cant11,'

cohtr1but10ns té the mean1ng( )"that fr1endsh1p - holds: ’

soc1olog1ca11y “LxKe C1cero. Monta1gne tends to 1dea]1ze'

' 15. The qUestxon of whether or not one "should“ mon1torgﬁffgh

vfrlendsh1p and to place 1t upon a pedeStdl"_apapt from mostlf"j'

;,.other forms of human soc1a1 ne]at1onsh1ps Once aga1n 1t 1st:
y rd

- pnly fr1endsh1ps of “the true and perfect k1nd that are he]d[ﬂf

w’

'jn ' any 1 esteem‘ whatsoever Neverthe]ess,. Monta1gne is

(, . -r‘

"effect1ve in descr1b1ng ‘Soie:- oﬁ the 1ntr1ns1c . qua]1§gesnjj
; 'y o

" and . propert1es )é?\triendsh: .%

hat have been 1ater exp]ored‘f

~,_by Parsoﬂﬁ'(1951) and- Wo]f (1966) Monta1gne S,‘emphas1s Oﬁ;fW“"

.fr1endsh1p asfhan , end 1n itself" (1935 84) ;1n part formsV‘

. the bas1s for an 1dea1 tYp1ca1 model of. 'fr1end§h1p \$Qi<be'}:f””



Tdeve]oped in a ]ater sect1on

'°3Fff§3 It ev1dent that :SOme aspects of the works of-

‘f[Ar1stot1e (1962) C1cero (19671 and Montatgne (1935) are offfm?ﬁ”

,,some cont1nu1ng 519n1f1cance to modern soc1al sctence They3_- -

'nare 51gn1f1cant because they prov1de c]ues to the meantng(s)tﬂﬁ N

o of fr1endsh1p wh1ch bears- dtrectly “on ~lth'e_' ab111ty of

‘ sc1ent1sts to conceptua11ze explatn,\test 1and subsequently.

estab11sh the mean1ng boundartes and Key var1ances of thel

o concept of frtendsh1p 1tse]f Thus.: théi ultwmate goal :ihf"

4

th1s sect1on' w111 be” to formu\ate a prel1m1nary wopk1ngav'“

1dent1f1e§ 1ts Key vartances 1n soc1a1 context

;.def1n1t1qr‘of the mean1ng of fr1endsh1p that adequately:

The approach and the method 1n th1s regard w1l] be t‘

.rev1ew the current state of theory and relevant emp1r1cal#

\v/

reseaﬁch on' the mean1ng§ of fr1endsh1p 1n~soc1o]ogy and ih:f':tl

conJunct1on w1fh th?s develop a 11m1ted but representatlvep:df

propos1t1ona1 1nventory of what fr1endsh1p isf or ‘isf notm'd’

" considered . to mean or represent 1n the opan1ons of se]eqted.*'"‘

'X

© of 1ts conceptual boundartes or 11m1ts

authors and researchers Then hav1ng comp1]ed an 1nventory‘:f,-

of both agreements and d1sagreements from the l1teratuee, 1tf;v

w111 be poss1ble to advance a tentat1ve work1ng deftnttaonu.f 8

__:of' the mean1ngs of fr1endsh1p and therefore a spec1f1cat1oh,:n



" AL ane InVentory sof Agreements on th - 'Meaning(s) ~ of "

-

Fr1endsh1p

Propos1t1on One Friendshfb‘Remazns Relat1ve1y Unstud1ed ﬂ“hﬂ;gt
: | Desp1te the confus1on ‘tnf,the° l1terature ‘over ithéﬁ<_},]
mean1ngs of fr1endsh1p and friendship 'relat1onsh1ps theretftoﬂﬂ

iare a. number of statements about fr1endsh1p that are e1therf-"'h

\'__agreed upon by { number.-of,‘scholars or srmp]y rema1n;'"“*“

3'uncha11enged~to this point‘tn'time F1rst and foremost amongg

'these s%atements 1s the propos1t1on that fr1endsh1p for 7thééu:}.:”

v

:Fmes,f pirt rema1ns unstud1ed aﬁd consequent1a11y aloof from"
N Y RN

'f'the 1og1cal too]s of,‘the soc1al .sc1ent1st : Sadler "forfqt

'gexample. notes ‘ ’,f~'i;"i=g?gfj'~'"“ ‘\ '-;r._u, :7t?
In most cu]ture9 fr1endsh1p is. hwgh]y va]ued Yids
part1cu]ar1y .esteemed .in America. Surpr1s1ngly_u g

- ‘enough there has been 1litfle.study of it. Scientific - =
scrut1ny of. fr1endsh1p is. v1rtua11y non- ex1stent and -
philosophy . has ' rarely - given. . At careful
con51derat1on (1970 177) e ,\g T o

' TR S - B
_’S1nnl§r]y, Duck\ in a more recent statemEnt; echoes these |

fnarguments in say1ng o ,ﬂjggb; N;{jfi : _
| .,.the bas1s ,of fr1endsh1p and acqua1ntancesh1p e

réemains - .elusive and the: poets, nove]1sts and " . o o
‘stientists have not yet g1ven up the _quest for a N
sat1sfactory theory (1977 1)° ‘:',“”f"_-”“‘ 3

.\.‘ .

Thus, the e]us1ve«nature of fr1endsh1p is we11 documented 1n A
-th 11terature :ad]er sums up the potent1al dangers of } -.

L'g1v1ng the mean1ng(s) of fr1endsh1p superf1c1al sc1ent1f1c
.‘treatment when he states' that o | _' | h}ff”; . :‘ |
It ,is\;lmgortant':that fwe acknowledge both the%s ;ff”
_problems—and ambiguities. that ,perta1n to this - o F
phenomenon in d@r . society, - but perhaps ‘even :more . .. .-
important is the attempt™ to reach ‘a clear'and .~ "%



o ' o . ’ '.‘."';\..\. L . . ._ * ~, {
;mrel1able : understand1ng af, what the nature of _
gfr1endsh1p real]y is. I'fowe: faJ} to: understand whaﬁ~z

',_.r.m~fr1endsh1p means,- ‘we - mdy be in: danger of accept1ng A
el sUbst1tutes - 197Q 477) \ . . Fa

”t’“erev. Sad\er,‘warns that«'1f web?fail"td uhdékst?nd what
“:t.ifr1endsh1p really 1s %r méansf' “we may be jln danger' oft.t;ﬁtv
4~ accepting subst1tutes » ?That 4%, rW1th0ut ﬁ?‘ adequate‘;"“

” flunderstand1ng of what the boundarles of f 1endsh1p .are’ we =

\ .{imay m1staken1y acoept quaéﬁ—fr1ends for real" fr1enés'ot,;hu -

."1 mere acqua1ntances for 'real" fr1ends and so on The dangerS;chfg_
.t}herea are 1mp]1c1t and refer to the potent1al harm dOne”or"'

'-h_'ocaUSed by hlstakenly class1fy1ng a relat1onsh1p one ofiit.

v 74_ .
'“:'fr1endsh1p when in fact 1t may not be

.Js BN . . . . . T

. B. o

Invany event there would appear to be enough ewidenceiffg -
pre11m1nar11y that the meanlng of frtendshlpg].
"'.i'ly unstuqh;

- <ﬁand soc1a1 'sc1ence gene'ally ' Th1s is. the f1rst po1nt ofifg;' '

i’ahere ,to"

;ﬂren?1ns re]atf* and/or expressed in ‘soc1ologyfl

ﬂagreement vn the se]e't1ve propos1tﬂohak<$>@ntory

'3‘Propos1t1on Two Fbieﬁdshipf?has'_notemBeen'QqncethaTizedfﬁ“ 5
S e e S .‘;;f “ff.”h_.%;"'37 S -.:<;fh’#,' o

'*i_vAdequate1y

If we accept for the moment that&the soc1al sc1ent1f1c5fﬁtpi
;;ﬁf,fscrut1ny ofofr1endsh1p 1s in’ 1ts llnfancy._ subsequently ‘tf*‘n
| {.ftyshould be no surpr1se to f1nd\{cat many aUtbOPS agree Qhat7

.ft”,fffr1endsh1p has not been concept l1zed s'f*adequat'it-:aly Beckerfh,f;ﬁ

lffjand Useem note in th1s regard that ;j@ ' ;;ﬁ,ui',gf-?,v“‘"~

S -‘fThere s no genera] consensus as to the meantng of

" #® - the term friendship. To ‘some it’ s1gn1f1es .an_ease of" v,};w:

.'e.,.fgcompanlonsh1p. an exchange of ‘confidence w1thout

. . fear of m1sUnderstand1ng, cenSure or exposure. To
'“:U.others 1t means an: 1nd1V1dual on whom one can depe
’ ."._‘ \-\ S . S e s TJ ;

e - ¥ i N - R - . . N . Lo 5““‘-." FERREY

SRR



-

"_J»and that

“t;l 1,-'.~' U N

in t1mes of crws1s (1942521If

Research ’y needed tof\clantfy-the concept “of o
_fr1endsh)p def1ned both by the parttc1pants and
’the‘culture (1942 21) “

'"‘}'51m11ar1y, Paihe (1969) Sadler '(1970) 2 and Albert and

Q-

.,Br1gante (1967) support these concerns when they_ suggest,',‘vh
'that nf R v;i‘}‘f  qi':1;%m;wA,"; ' RN B
ﬁ-_ there are ho:, " short cuts in: thev,comparat1ve
) soc1ology .of fr1endsh1p .we' have. .to~Athink hard "
.g'about what‘we mean by the word *fr1en sh1p ‘(Pa1ne,.;
',ahdﬁthat _'”f-f*{;““'”fffkﬁb
R v we-.‘often3 ”Eﬁstaké"\ casua] acqua1ntances; for
. ﬁ-'hfr1ends , There - greater confu51on abqu ' the
.. meaning of fr1endsh1p todaf\\(Sadler 1970 177t~
. and ’f-:f'lna] ly S ) SN L - | P 2.’ i | ‘\ E
‘_Conceptual1zat1on'; of . thevinqgor d1men51ons' and\\ g
I problems .in - this .area might .lead to ra., better :
- understanding - of = the hea]thIen\ aspects of human = w
interrelationships along with further understand1ng _
- of. the. interaction between social and. personallty Tooo
vartables (Albert and Brlgante, 196Z\33) : '
fIn each of these statements 1t is c]ear not only that f
n:~fr1endsh1p has been 1nadequately conceptua11zed in the -
research 11terature but alSo that there wou]d aga1n appear
to be ‘a complete 1ack of consensus over the bounq3r1es .andn'
r7mean1ngs of them-term It is extremely 1mportant asttheseﬂ'
;.»arguments\wou1d suggest that researchers not. onIy “th:nk“'fff“
. - e e

hard-‘about what they mean by the concept but that they make ;;“n'
;b*? Concérted effort to c]ar1fy its boundar1es | Allan (1979T x,
: adm1ts. further v that - we havéﬂ/ade very l1tt1e pPOgress ln f& »

l'soc1oiogy w1th respect to an adequate aad workable _concept

— -

. - .
c . .. .
Coe . N

N L

,.'Vb'-.' P .



'("accomplish thé

; ; A IR
S 8
N _fﬂand def1n1t1on ofefr1endsh1p He notes. for example of ﬁthé L
peo LT h e - R
.'~concept that »jj»gg; _H»fj4g_,' .g_.S}-t;_3,'v;_ ';1V;=F5i~
: .”tjt_- -one. whose def1n1t10n is by no, means
... precise. The range of connotat1ons..net all of whvch R
~...oceur in goncert - ¢can. be brought 1nto p}ay at ';‘_ E
_i‘1d1fferent t1mes ~-and on d1fferent occas1ons
su(1979 35) R ; | 5'»1; L _,,',,_‘r

'i‘fAnd “hmg referr1ng to an unpub11shed soo1olog1ca1 review of
- SR . T

"erendsh1p by Edge]] Allan attacks emp1r1ca1 soc1o]oglca1
“treatments of fr1endsh1p 1n say1ng ' '

In'none of the stud1e§ referred tg so far have thehffﬁf:;'

mean1ngs o of . fr1endsh1b been adequatelye;"jx
gpeptua11zed by the - 1nvest1gators It is. a case of . .

“maKing - ‘eXcuses -or. measur1ng thesextent of a. soc1a1f~-

- phenomenon 'wi thout givin pr]or tﬁGught to what

be1ng measured (1970 35 e ‘ T e S

| Then{v ha@hng made th1s po1nt Allan,i furtherf' attackgyi‘f'v.

.Q\Lazarsfeld and. Memton »(1954)° R W1111ams (1959) Babdhuk-

and Bates (1963) BabchuK (1965)_ Z B]au (1961) and Booth

and Hess (1961) as e amp]es 1n the soc1olog1cal 11terature
that place too ?reat a_ empha51s on real fr1endsh1p as‘the fyff;~

on]y form worthy of 1'vest1g t1q# In h1s words

/ whﬂ% a lot of what has" been: wr—}tten gene;ahzes SRR
“about ﬁr1endsh1p, of :all: foPms, the - data it 1s.pased f,,fj;@
on usually perta ns to ‘a restr1cted set of | yery e
close fr1ends o 979 37) g __vv_ L _‘u.«_,‘ IR

Th1s suggests a ne d to d1scr1m1nate between and Mmgﬁg'~<

fd1fferent K1nds nd degrees of fr1endsh1p and the*p0551ble .??;E

L S

7t;benef1t Of an. 1dfa1 typ1ca1 model that ° m1ght ~serve to »

,"'ormer Neverthe]ess..Allan s comments

nd o

_fcr1t1c1sms 1ngco.Junct1on w1th »the other v1eﬁb

‘htgfhere‘ suggest that there are 1ndeed some ser1ous problems in’

_?conceptual1z1ng, measur1ng, and def1n1ng fr1endsh1p i fthé{_fﬂ?



R

.suggest as'a v
L Voff.the‘ sub‘ect g'

degree of cautian. "\

“Phenomenon L

‘”ff1dea that fr1endsh1p pr1mar1]y

dyads o (1942 20) and that these dyads:

‘"dyad1c in its. form when he suggests that

. 2

'ﬂfisoc1olog1cal 1iterature”"There'ts substant1a¢. evrdence tot.

-

'd‘state for'; the purposes of th1s 1nventory that mosI

researchers - agr-ee that frtendsh'tp 1tse‘lf has | not 5 been

conceptua1lzed adequately There 1s also some ev1dence to

ck 'va]1d1ty and re11ab111ty and that

. a .

‘ o L
Another p01nt of agreement

dyad1c phenomenon

“Becker and Useem for example demonstrate that fr1endsh1p

Da1rs may be" c]ass1f1edhunder what they cal] Comppehens1ve ST

. -
'are those pa1rs . in wh1dh 'a~.re1at1ve]y large _

.

portlon of the persona11t1es of both are 1nc1uded in N

the relat1onsh1p (1942 21)

-

fThe ]arger the - group is, the more.- eas11y does it

form an objective unit, up and- above its. members, and -

- the .less intimate does it become: . the' ‘two-

Wcharacter1st1cs are’ 1ntr1ns1ca11y ' connected
7 (1950: 127) | ’ o

e

)

on]y deve]op in dyads,”or a two person group In"add1t10n,

- .

: Thus. _ stnce group ‘size is _intrinsically cohnectéd’ to.

. L e :
tntwmacyvaccord1ng to Sfmmei it would seem reasonab]e to-

It of th1s that many emp'r1ca1 -treatments-”‘

schotans’nshou1d3.1n erpret the1r. general1zatlpns w1th 'a"

i Suggest -that a tru]y 1nt1mate friendsh1p relat1onsh1p may o

‘_(" -

'nPropoSition?‘Thnee}‘“Friendshfpj iéy?tPrimartly_ %é;,;pyadisff?’v

vfhekﬂTtterature'r*st;the,f' b
° \\ wthe

, hS1mme1 also 1mp11es that 1nt1mate‘ fr1endsh1p i .,}mjnart1Y“;_" |



-

gﬁfr1endsh1ps‘fa

fﬁtwo%person phenomenon.,Many other scho]ars and

fp¢G Watson (1966)\ supports th1s content1on further when7

"notes

he

LN R
h@}.dhe posstb1]1ty of fr1endsh1p form1ng in

~of 'simitap assoc1at10nsldevelop1ng within a:

;»affordd more:- opportunﬁt1es for.
-flnt1mate and personal nature. t1966 85) f“@»,\

“and fhat ;s; N AR R 7;f\%4f;7 '

B 2, .

: :fa':':f:-' e

& 1nteractton (1966 85)

. . . ’I-
T o e

Each of these pptnts OfrV]GW '1nd1cates' that

b
uggest that

' more ’ properly addresdkd socho]og1cal]y

L, R R o o ‘_ C
”\Tthe Vﬁ.-,s1mp1est soclolog1cal formatlon;

,dyad1g-re1at1on appears, to. be h1ghér than the chaneeﬁ"

| larger
group Orde reason for the dyad’ s 1mportance is that -

communication of3

;“Int_ract1on appears to be more condus1ve¢
ation of“.frjendshjp _.than:p group,

1nt1mate;tfif;;
fo éed %ost\ eas11y 1n the context of the?ft}{;
- soc1atxon (S1mme] ;QSO) Known as . the dyad Th1s is not to,ihpipf
fr1endsh1ps between or among’ ]aner group1ngsizré7l'

VEVjare 1mposs1ble but 1é rather to state<fthat fr1endsh1p
T >‘4'- Sy “

,a

P

‘:?fvﬂin&thodojog1cally peak1ng,_ remains. that h1ch'.

o qiese: 123)

’;g_scheme", germ, and material’ L
;Aw],complem forms c1ts soc1olog1ca1 s1gn1f1cance,[1"
) fdf]however by no. mean yests on  its: extensrons and -

Jasociatien. o

woperates between “two: elements It cbnta1ns the

»:mult1p11cat1onS- on y It \1tse1f

g 28

. L T

Linnumerabde*: more - .

researchers?'

pos]t1on (Pa1ne, 1969 Rake, 1970 Secordﬁ'“

nlnustmmel é op1n1on, the dyad is- a. vtéble soc1al form in. 1ts ff;#}g
R e TS S U R P T I B



'.;oWnn:r1ght He also notes some un1que propert1es of the dyad'j;;?ff
whwch d1fferent1ate 1? from~other types of soc1a1 group1ngs ;?7*.
:'H SUggestsf for example.‘that the dyad 1s mortal that 15,4;-'hh
-the group d1es should one member d1sappear,or d1e.'and that-f o

th]S is5}n0t5 necessarlly characterlst1c of other soc1a1? -

- A

gPOUpS that Pep1ace the1r members He further emphas1zes thefgf -

L A .
R uquenessk of the dyad as a bé?y spec1a1 soc1olog1ca1 un1t.-'

- when he wr1tes that '_'y; v;j”[ {if.%“‘?'f?',ﬁ‘“'jiii_,{ fhffﬁfﬁt
,}stﬁ._g~1deally. 'ﬁny large group can be -immor ta?., “This 1’a<:t.:;,‘-,:~_.'T"v.‘.l‘.)f_....t
.. .. .gives ‘each JF its members, no.. matter what may be his . 0

_jpersonal " réaction’ ‘death,. a  very spec1f1c:f RN

wsoc1o1og1ca] feeling.- A dyad however, depends . on
-~ each  of its: two -elements 'alone. - in its death, . °
¢ . though ‘not in its 1ife: for its: TFife, “il needs both, -
© o but for . 1ts . death on]y one. This fact is bound" to Ll
©inftuence the,»1nner .attitude of the - Jnd1v1dual‘;;1~vw
’toward the dyad, eVen though not. a]ways consc1ous]yf.3 .
. nor:in’ the. same way. .1t makes the dyad into a: group‘f3‘
.- “that feels itself both endangered and 1rreplaceable
‘and..thus 'into the real tocus not-only of authenticJ .
'soc1olog1cal~tragedy, but. also of sent1mental1sm and .
eleg1ac prob]ems (1950 124) S : T ;_1@7-{r5

:\Kt_ . Here. S1mmel has 1dent1f1ed not. on]y, some of thev
e structural proﬁﬁems assoc1ated w1th the. dyad 1tse1f but some,*’ﬁ"

f the d1ff1cu]t1esdthat are a’ part‘%f dyad1c Fr1endsh1p asf:_f'f

. we]l That 1s,.what S1mmel 1s tdlk1ng about here namely the_”t.
\degree of dependence' each member of the dyad has on thef,fff,

B other member for group surv1va1 coup]ed w1th ‘the ‘endangered;T“

' k

'y and 1rreplaceab1e fee11ng assoc1ated W1th such a bond would-r. _
B T R
1ead one to be11eve that dyad1c fr1endsh1p has some un1que_"*"

prob]ems Fr1endsh1p 1n,factb g1ven tqlre dyad1c prapert1e55:f**;'

may be 1nterpreted as-a po]ar concept 1na that it 'ts bothf

‘ va endur1ng but tenuou5¢a_and a”y1tal.buttihSlg?1fi¢aht:humaHAV‘”
‘? endeavor. PR o P B

- .



-Hﬂf1rreplagrable :T: the same t1me. the fr1endsh1p dyad wou1d°f“"

jf:some" ﬂt1mate sense In S1mme1 s terms, th1s 1s a' fragedy O

_the dyad fisei%é‘Qt both endangered hd;?Vf"l

;o S\'ince

seem es ec1a11y so That 1s.'1t is endangered 1n the sense:,tff’“

- time even though the relat1onsh1p may be 1rreplaceable

that 1t may be replaced by one, the other. or both atj%pl"

one hand and ‘f‘natural-»outcome of 1ncreasedf}.g«3

'ﬂﬁd1fferent1at1on 1n fr1endsh1p relattonsh1ps on' the other It*fbb'
va1s trag1c in the sense th;t to~the degree the fr1endsh1p was?ﬁ*"Lft

'”l_h1ghﬂy valued by the 1nd1v1duals 1nvo]ved and to the degreedﬁ;t““:

\that ats'loss was unant1c1pated--and further to the extent

tt).that each "fr1end""1nvested entrUsted and 1mparted a tffﬁm
'ﬁ.bdegree Qf seIf to the other--the rema1n1ng partner must feel

Tf%a. deep sense\\ﬁ\]ossv as not only has the dyad ceased to b

but'sg has a part of h1mself

2 Th1s scenar1o is: 1n part a funct1on of the morta11ty of\\\
e

"ﬁﬁbe dgad but 1t TS also a funa¢1on_ of the uncerta1nty of:';_;*
fffr1endsh1p fo the 1nd1€hduals Invo]ved and g1ven th1s 1tj:f*?e

~ would seem -that .-f'o’r' ‘each to invest, ihf the. other in

."'ffﬁfrlendsh1p would cause them to seek to malntaln th1s tenuous;g{f]t

1 -thresho]d ” 1t eX1sts, may .be affected by 1ncreased;f~wm-

'3530C13t10n\WTth a maxtmum effort As w1th most bctton,ab:dj
compldaes. however there 1s l1ke1y a threshold beyond wh1chfijyj'

ngforts ‘to - ma1nta1n fav re1atlonsh1p ay be futfle Th1sbf;f¥u

.fi d1fferent1at1on such that 1f A’ fr1endsh1p w1th B

: "ffyprjmar11y on’ X and Y gé should X and Y cease to ex1st f rglf's5

‘pdependent through the effects of 1ncreased dlfferentlattonjﬂf?ﬁ;

.

- ‘ .o



N L
e T N
elther A or B or both then 1t would seem to follow that A S;Qf :
' -ﬁt_and- B s 'frtendsh1p would deterlorate unless some other““

- —e-

ratson d etre were formed say.Z The d1sappearance of X and1y;'

L~

;-;é’j. threshold that may or may not be negotwated successful]y by:-h

Je s the 1nd1v1duals 1nvolved

Y;Jas; a reason to -be for A“s and B’s fr1endsh1p°may be aff'*:

To the degree then that fr1endsh1ps have become {moregf{ff’

"d1fferent1ated today, one m1ght expect a. greater tUrnover off“;_ R

'frvends 1ps than ever before For example, if A shares X

-\q

'vcommon 'w1th FB _and} X and Y then subsequent]y17

. fdtsappear then A and B may cease to be fr1ends 1n that theyf,;fff

'”;seek to obta1n X and Y from 1nd1v1duals C or. D On the other
't'fhand A and B may remain. fr1ends shar1ng Z, but' seek ‘to

ﬁ fulﬁgll thétr' X‘ and Y needs elsewhere,-at Jeast. prov1d1ngv'

that these needs rema1n f1xed and do not change

1t ‘would seem further that the endur1ng and v1ta1

_/j: | properttes of the dyad in genera] are espec1a11y felt or'
. 8.

S Qexper1enced hf fr1endsh1p : That is}t to the extent thath{

e

- friendship is perce1ved as a need by hb, 1nd1v1duals ‘ﬁh;f

- Q¢

'*Qaiiformed e must ’ necessartly tbe' endur1ng, 1'v1tal,: -and.
. -d\rreplaceable because of th1s consensua] ‘andt;‘mutuaf
" qbf1n}tton At\'the same t1%é, however »need fu]f11]ment 1n

:) the fr1eABsh1p dyad may be dtfferentiated on.:the' ba51s. of‘;

'}the ' degree ' ofj', 1nstrumental1ty/spec1f1c1ty ”and/or o

| express1v1ty/d1ffuseness -dThe 1nstrumenta1/spec1f1c baSis

quest1on and th1s need 1s mutua]ly and rec1proca11y soughtﬁ*

v'\_.,fand subsequently met 1n the dyad ;f: then;fth fr1endsh1p~



_.,"v , N .
gt

< I L. ;

:lfor the fr1endsh1p may be qu1te obv1ous to the part1c1pants

K

;‘5presence or absence 1n°the\nelatwonsh1p - EXpress1vefd1ffuse

-r"~

‘ ;needs, however B are problémat}o and“dﬁffwcult to assess ,n.fuf

s

,p . L

[ 4

S may not recogn1ze them as. 51gn1f1cant to the1r relat1onsh1p

<
It mlght be suggested 1n th1s regard that 1t 1s onby

‘when the dyad 1s threatened by forces 1nternal »or external
A

'_to’ the un1t that the 1nd1v1duats 1ntrospect enough to beg1n

l’to conSc1ously evaluate the: d1ffuse elements of fhe1r wﬁif“]

jfﬁfand therefore there may be l1ttle amb1gu1ty as to\the1m-

~.->that the 1nd|v1duals\may or'qgﬁ'not/be consc1ously aware -of‘\

“_assoc1at1on and thev_we1ght that these elements may or may

if”inot carry to the qua]]ty and longev1ty of the relat10nsh1p

. not, 'ens1on ina dyadlc fr1endsh1p i‘ probably a- v1tal

}ve]ement of ‘a fr1endsh1p relat1onshgp 1n the sense that each

'-ypartner may.choose or be forced to. evaluate that fr]endsh1p

= _ftheJr presence or absence and eyen 1f they are aware they fl.f'

whether e1ther 1nd1v1dual 1s consc1ously aware of it or w:§~*"

yfrom the standpo1nt of '1ts potent1al mortal1ty and\thc'f';fwl

.

‘;-consequences thereof

Th1s in turn—may further 1ndr§ate that the dynamrcs of

1 I’c'

Ny

spec1 f‘fc

fr1endsh1p 1n the dyad are not necessar1ly flxed to 'any;"

needs !i'elther i 1nstrumental/spec1f{c .}ybbfg‘f“'

' “expre551ve/d1ffuse but are flu1d and constantly chang1ng 1n;;};;§

‘1a° relat1onsh1p prov1ded that these needs do not v1olate:

‘?1good in. a‘ sense to test -fhe l1m1ts of one s dyad1C_;

3fr1endsh1ps occa51onally at least for the purposes of growth :

f{}je1ther 1nd1v1dual s e/Valuatwe l1m1ts 'Therefore .1t*maY'-be‘h'




‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

”“and cont1nuance and/or d1ssolut1on [ S P P

Regardless the, polar” pPOpert1es;?of'the-dyaé”itse1577'

4?:that onef‘”mayff-1nfer ’ from S1mme1 tenuqus/enduhﬂng,ﬁgﬁf‘%ﬁ

.h‘

T\v1tal/1ns1gn1f1cant B may very we]l app]y to many Spec1flc

‘ﬂff Rms and types of Mfr1endsh1p re]attonsh1ps lgt”'j also.

fclear that 1F one shou]d attempt to construct a model of
. et e N - ,

’..frtagdship careful const

, rat1on must be g1ven to _theﬁiaj

f'propertieS’ and - structure of. the dyad as a soc1al fonm that :

w‘~contr1butes to what poss1ble Ttn“fa dyad1c fr1endsh1p

o Prec1se1y what the effects of the dyad are on’ fr1endsh1p

*;vto suggest ."{: tHat dyad1c structure doesi place some

71nterest1ng caveats- on what 1s poss1b1e 'ﬁn fr1endsh1p 'and f

f(2) for the- purposes, of th1s 1nventory fr1endsh1p must be

o seen as pr1mar11y a dyad1c phenomenon . ___;;*L
. , A o s : T*i»c NN

o

"Prop0sitton FOur Fr1endsh1p is: a Bas1c Human Need

v irema1ns to be seen ahowever, there 1s enough evrdence' here_:h

Another po1nt of agreement *tniithe- 11teratUPe w1th )

-j.t respect to frtendshtp and 1ts mean1ng wou]d appear to be the

9

'";@not1on that fr1endsh1p is a bastc human need Both C1cero ;'

(1967) and Cooley (1929) for examp1e see fr1endsh1p as anit

‘intrinsic and inalienable aspect . of. human ‘nature C1cero_‘?2ﬁ

*,notes R ;}>'f\\"7.3;j . 'fﬂg

Jgall ‘othe&r’ human .concerns,. for there:is. noth1ng SO
suited toyman’s nature, nothtng that can ' mean 'so.
'"Tuch to) him, whether i good times or in.bad. .

@869:53) . . - s e . '

BN

311 I%fan do. is''urge you to put fr1endsh1p above’.

.

-and Coor, 1mp11es that in: fr1endsh1p



...one  is never more ‘human, and as a rule néver
appier; -than when—he- is. sacr1f1c1ng his narrow --and-

congeQ1al group (1929 38)

:#Therefore.;ﬁ

"fand consequence \f human nature that 1s. 1t 1s human naturee

14

;to be frTends and.to be fr1ends 1s human nature The twofa“

g:may be suggested that fr1endsh1p 1s both cause‘_

Jy - private 1nterest5“to the hlgher call of the jh,;F:f:;

"are 1nextr1cab1y 11nked 1n these statements It is part off}?:u

~.

'thuman nature to both be frlends w1th others and to seek them“:f'

ot

Slm11ar1y.. S1mmel »and Tonn1es supﬁort_,thefheedffofﬁif;h'-

,':gnfr1eqpsh1p when .. they note - .Qilj'i . ht‘f@’&5hv".:;?‘ -

-
S
~

\T@The 1nt1mate chara§rer of Certa1n relat1ons seems to“'”* '

- e to-derive .from fiee : individual’s" “inclination “to,
~consider- “that. which d1st1ngu1shes him from others.“ﬂm
- that whigh~is. 1nd1v1dua1 “in-a-qualitative sense, as

the: core, -salue, - and ch1ef matter of “his’ ex1stence tivv7“’

‘-(S1mme1 1950 126)

A

Y.

jand‘that fr1endsh1p is. one of

0L the three ma1n p111ars|£f Gemeinschaft <rdhﬁies;v“'
1957:42) 7, o

L}

’:fqthe other p111ars be1ng K1nsh1p and‘nelghborhood Thus

'tthese uthors p1n1ons int1mate ﬁr1endsh1ps are needed”

"f@because they represent the core of 1nd1v1dua1 -ex1stence asf°

E

f';well as commun1ty re]at1ons FOr S1mme1 fr1endsh1p helps US';ffifj

| a')“;to d1st1ngu1sh ourselves §rom others and for Tonnles‘ it

part Of the g1ue or” ceMent thht hold communxty relat1ons;‘:ﬁt5

The assoc1at1ons of Geme1nschaft are most perfectly
[ ,1nterpreted as fr1endsh1p, Geme1nschaft of spirit »
"‘._and m1nd (Tonn1es. 1957 192) - RIERRE

R - PR ’._/? L e . . T BT
i .. . . A

¢



;o

To \the degree that Geme1nschaft pr1mary re]at1ons havez'

"been quptanted or superceded 1n anv evo]ut1onary sense ,by'aiv

Gese]]schaft type secondary re]at1onsh1ps 1n‘modern soc1ety,:

”_-one m1ght bu11d an argument that fr1endsh1p 1s not h: ba51ch,-v

'_dhuman need 1n today s soc1ety but 1s rather a product of thef”

.u;past-—outmoded and‘“outdated If dﬂon* ktheﬂ ‘other. _ handl

e

'Gemetnschaft fr1endsh1ps have ”not_ béen e11m1nated -gf;ﬁf:'

’“5<fGesellschaft soc1ety, they mus t surety have changed somewhatf'u-"

tfrom the cagplttve sptr\tua] encounten that Tonn1es suggests :

. I‘

.t;as character1st1c of Geme1nschaft‘ to other forms moref'z

..1)

,;“ﬂifclearly assoctated w1th Gesellschaft/soc1ety re]at1ons Dne)”

Q'Zm1ght specu’

-tt:Gesellsc"

'fTonnwes attered our expectat1ons

te_further 1n thxq\ Pegapd‘ and 'suggest. thét'ﬁfﬁ»ﬁ'

' gﬁaST.more‘ secu]ar commod1t1es 1n;7,““’

‘}~fr‘e”d5h’p tO,}he Do1nt where pseudo Geme1nschaft and 1ndeed,t“d"'

»pseudo fr1endsh1p are expected and accepted aspests of'f _—

._modern Lafe That 1n Geseﬂ]schaft fr1endsh p: mtght beo3t5»f‘

U ;seen to begome ‘a commod1ty or a means to other ratlonalff 8

3xends, ' and 1ess a‘& 1ess a cogn1t1ve and sp1r1tua1 end 1nf&btﬂ'i

BRI

.
N

‘E;'ltself

aWhether orinot fr1endsh1p changes or' alters in 1ts formfgtttf:

Lﬂor 1ts gu1se in the manwer suggested the fact rema1nst thatt-.;

‘ efﬁ]t 1§ needed and requ1red both in the Gemelnschaft commun1tyfff

S.

'~ktand the Gese]]schaft soc1ety-—though for d1fferent reasons

That fr1endsh1p is a bas1c human need 1s probably most,f

'fexp11c1t in’ thé works of Pa1ne (1969) and Schofteld (19704

I‘Pa1ne._gfor; example makes the fol]ow1ng assumptlon nn htsfi}jfii



: T - e APE
- L o e : : s
{_analys1s of fr1endship o e

certa1n human needs of an 'atfectiVe nature are”i“pt' :v
:uun1versa1 and in our- oWn soc1ety are taken care of ' e
by fr1endsh1p.'e1ther alone or in COhJUthIOﬂ w1th.f“'* o

- other 1nst1tut1ons (196 h506) i - o R

. and Schof1e1d notes 1n the context of fr1endsh1p that e

o {; man. has a need for cJose: personal re]atuonsh1ps ,f:” dftv

G _1th at least a few other'tnd1v1duals (1970: 212) _ N
'jihéth joff these statementsv refat1ve‘ to .man’ 8 need f “n'fg‘
B frtendsh1p and the coro]]ary erQ'bsh1p as - man s ﬁneed arer e
twe]] supported i Lo - 'fﬁﬁ

There 1s yet another approach that‘vmaytlbe tuseful 1n@mf
'7,f~demonstrat1ng that fr1endsh1p 1s a ba51c human need.’ Th1sﬁv
:t;;approach comes from_;ﬁhny stud1es _that focus &n- _théo;d |

:rconsequences of the absence of fr1endsh1p and the subsequent#iff‘t;
‘"u:h?effects of - a lack of friendsh1p on,fthe]" 1nd1V1dua1 §

“ fffjexper1ence of we]] bé1ng:and/or“a11enat1on t:g“;;ﬁgf“‘-“'~#***:~

Accordtng to Rake (1970,”for eXample,;1t has often beenf)ptff*

»3£idemonstrated that there 1s a def1n1te connect1on between theiftgfﬁ}

.:?ri:expertence of fr1endsh1p and menta1 health Rangell (1963) N

unotes spec1f1ca11y in th1s regard R j"i;;t‘ f‘“‘"'”?”ff7377ﬁv
. \that the lack of ‘friendship is ‘a’ maJor. barrte",7}.ﬂjsi3:?

t confronttng peop]e 1n therapy (1963 ‘5)

v

7tS1m1]ar1y, Lepp (1966) ,7aﬁ rather compe111ng argument

"suggests o

fr1endsh1p ' the"only “form'. 'of 1nterhumanf'“-'
'cxmnwntcatton capable of d1sso]v1ng modern man”s o
o .dﬂa]tenat1on from - his ~feTlow.” man. (1966:21): e 1
i w tand) Lol that  encounter  with another,-by virtue of .0 sl
”'g*vhj_,,fh1s otherness,‘ts, as a’ matter of fact the: \centraltjf“'~; R
oo cevent todn *the . -lives JT of Lmost._ men., . T
3(1966 18)(Parentheses Author 5 R PO R

"“{TVAlbert and Br1gante (1962) also empha51ze-thétﬁééd;foriahéf‘;aufz

e
'_1- . < .
L



Eahant : .

w

: : 3
‘,and/or self estrangement ”lt .would stand to reason that 1t

.'fffstandpo1nt of *its potent1al ‘b

: core and prototype OT a mean1ngful soc1al e“'

Jflifff ;7:;pf'”ff'y*

SR ,”.Af.If S

power of frlendsh;p rp not1ng that

We. reed 1nterested others ior:ifve ‘ plauslble,h_*' o
mean1ngful and tolerable l1ves (1962 33) :

And that T T 'F;:

S B ., _‘,\ AN . . ..

- frlendshlps can’ complement %xtehd and somet1mes
. compensaje o for earl1er . negat1ve) famlly
o exper1ences (1962 33) '

e

Flnalty..Armstrong\ 1969) underscores ”thef'lmportance of

frlendsh1p as a quas1-therapeut1c agent when he suggests

cthat—intimate fmendShlps"‘-"'are : potent1ally v

' ,therapeut1c cand ;hat fr1endsh1p itself or the
~ dynamics 1nherent w1th1n the relationship, renders a .
strong, beh1nd the scenes form of stab1lnz1ng effect
#£en a. person s mental health E§969 140) '

”] To the -degree that fr1endsh1p can funct1on to lessenj}]'

ifhuman suffer1ng 1n the form of mental 1llness,_ al1enat1on

~3-deserves ,;her séatus f a‘ baShc human need from 'thef“;

ef1t to human1t

;_fr1endsh1p is a baSlC human needbecaug,e ?t is’7a- necessary{7“7' ‘

_Aand valued property of soc1al l1fe and fr1endsh1p 1s the'“

o

> stence
.t R} .x

\':l1teratufe w1th respect to the mean1ng of fr1endsh1p, :gaf'f'""
*Tcomment on- why such an 1mportant aspect of . l1fe has been '
f neglected by contemporary soc1al sc1entlsts would seem inth'«
:hlorder That fr1endsh1p,_- the reasons why people becomeb'

"fr1ends 1n our culture has been treated superf1c1al1y or asf'

Unproblematlc '1s not surpr1s1ng but 15 rather, symplbmat1c

',7ttIf 1s symptomatlc of a value system that taKes much .of ’jtsftnp'

r content for granted That 1s, wh1le fr1endsh1p IIF genera]]y‘yiﬁ”

[
BT .;. X

'That 15,., .

Before _address1ng the"next po1nt bf agreement in the;:L1;;T



CLElen

Kbe conce1ved Of\by the'man in the street" as“a“worthwhlle:lffjft

f";}[f sOc1al endeavor '1t doesf‘not';as iR W1llxams (1970) has“
o . , .

p01nted out rank h1gh Wlth Pespect to the domtnant valuehfﬁha"&

or1entat1ons of our culture In a tﬁme. _fo example.. when'ff?ffﬁ
N ES .

many qf not*mosffaspects of everyday ]1fe are measured on ar EERRY

\'

o accgurttng board of cost and rgward fr1endsh1ps.ﬁ wh1lef

reward1ng 1ﬁ}several ways m!& cost heav1ly 1n terms of t1me PR

S :
e £

P If one bel1eves foh 1nd@ance,““inl a'. degree ﬂVof,*f.f-°

-re01proc1ty in fr1endsh1p. ‘one " should be"available“ to.
: o ’ . . ‘ "v;'-"._‘." v
one s-'frnends whenever they need you ‘and v1ce versa'ﬁ'-V

\

- However th1s 1deal blanket avatlab1l1ty has 1ts l1m1tat1onsff!flf?

_even between the most devout of frtends These- l1m1ta 1ons¢af' '

B Re4

L may der1ve from many sources but most obV1ous are the l1m1tsfﬁ'“?’}

e

wﬁ;fftmposed by the demands of the world of .WOrK. broadly7fﬁﬂff:

-’conce1ved Therefore,? even 1i¥one has 1nternal1zed a- deep?

o

"FfComm1tment to one s fr1end at’fr}endsh1p musta fall flatfh“"t

. >

.T_or ,short of one s - expectatlons when challenged by a: mpref_ htg

R domlnant value

h-Ohé ' m1ght spchlate . prther 4j th1s regardhfthaffa} .
,;ryfr1endsh1ps may only last or endure so long as. they rema1n£f,‘}f;
ﬁ-;eunchallenged : unthreatened o?ﬁhnthwarted by more dom1nant?f7ﬁhﬁi

ﬁ‘?ﬂfcultural or. soc1etal values If forfexample we center -on a; e
3 supra soc1al1zed belng who has 1ﬁ%ernal1zed the work ethtc’fb
:’as Weber (1958) descr1bes 1t and who fegvently reaches 'outh:”

~,;fq¢'“xhef cultural success goal as’ Merton (1961) dtscusses.iﬁ

"f:there would appear to be no questton where the pr1or1ty ltesfﬁfyﬂ.i

th1s 1nd1v1dual s value system The quest1on wculd seem'Qi,[f

AW



”,ﬁlé d1sapp0lnted in the pun§u1t of the

v«rw bh

f'ffto, be, to WHat degree -“ th1s 1ndtv1dual capable of an

1ntqmate fr1endsh1p 1f only 1n the semse that he or she has
e ! - o . ) . : . '._.\' B ,\ e »"‘,'f

”no t1me for one

ss goal o hei%r she

flprlor1t1es and he or she may f1nd that fr1endgh1p can a‘d in

o/

thts process The p01nt~ that fr1endsh1p as a value seems |

‘-‘to always lurk in the shadows of the more dom1nant values of

\i;'ﬁgﬁt' s1gn1f1¢ant and 1mportant anchor of our 1dent1t1es to
-::the extent that 1t may_outwélgh all others If fr1endsh1p

fcanb become: a dom1nant value or1entat1on for 1nd1v1duals Hﬂﬁ

~

‘"1Q_ou@E5001ety the quest1dh i when and under what cond1t1ons

T e

U _ N : N Sl
'3Th suggest1on : w1lﬁ Hbe“: that \tgg human‘ l1feu cyole‘“.jvxt

ﬁ"_tsystemat1cally and structurally presents ‘us wlth' both

m .

' Propos1tlon F1ve The Oual1ty of Fr1endsh1p 1s Cr1t1cal

!

.fllterature »d.that,; fr1endsh1ps f should 'be_ evaluated'

'qualitatlvely; or, 'that the true,'character of frlendsh1p

is- revealed or g]ven by 1ts qual1t1es Though th1s statement

f"f§1s somewhat amorphous' perhaps even tautolog1cal there »érej

R SRR

1 e
Ly e
..

'"*;;K.Dhtptﬁév Other_ hand should th1s ‘ 1nd1v1ﬁgal ifléjfs'

ﬂfmay'be forced to reassess h1s Or her values, amb1t1ons, }andfffi fl

‘iﬁfour culture but at var1ous t1mes 1t may be or' become theh ,lfff

' 'opportun1t1es- and constra1ntsleorl the‘ developmeﬁt of».~:‘

1nt1mate fr]endsh1ps and th1s po1nt w1ll be dealtffWJIhAAafff i
.Jpa Tength 1n a ]atep sect]on .‘<,. .:tJ. d>§:>} A;; .
L T . S e e ke
JL ) jbﬁ- - .- ; L ) . m see o

C A .

o himan need ‘there is - also con51derable. consensus in: the -
: ‘ 5

In add‘tm” to.- the 'status of fmendsh@ as a basl@ R



"’ﬂ::some s1gn1f1cant po1nts tb be 'made

m']h.ﬂqua11ty of fr1endsh1p re]at1onsh1ps

;;jnotes to beghn w1th

l3qua11tat1ve elements of the phenomenon of fr]endshlp

";(1967 :53).

Cand

that 1t 1s v1rtuous by def1n1t1on

%

C1cer0.f (1967) ‘fb example., makes 7'5" number:

i‘.

kS

that ﬁr1endsh1p can ex1st only between good men

N

fr1endsh1p : Just th1s.’and?

......

“1 ‘noth1ng else PR A
~comp1ete sympathy in all matters' of importance; plus. ... '~

220
<?N1th respect ;te;ithei_{;sTk
. ‘ ﬁ,d”u_.,_

' statements in h1s essay that deal w1th evaluat1ve and :
. 'm .

“~_goodw111 and ‘affectjon;. and J@dm inclined to ‘think .

. that with the exception of - wisdom} the .gods ' ha e L
- .given noth1ng f1ner to men': than th1s Those who' g*g»»ﬂ;.
~..-that virtue is man’s’ h1ghest “good, are “of:.course *

?';;very inspiring: - but it ig to this very vwrtue that;*

‘”tj;fr1endsh1p owes  its.bedinning and -its: 1dent1ty

o Witthout v1rtue fr1endsh1p c%nnot exjst at a]]
' “;_j(4967 54~ 55) . :

#"and

kk-C1Ce§% has ‘a. very Jdeallzed COncept1on of} whét '“true"t'

- honor Spec1f1cally

f1na11y,3that 1t 1s both un16%rsally essent1a] to us asfhs‘ o

ey

fr1endsh1p br1ngs withtlﬁt;:many advantages
Wherever' you - -turn 1t is at your. s1de, ‘there fis no

; ‘place not, open to it; it is‘never “in~ ‘the Way,;

“sh ort - not even: water ‘and fire, as the say1ng goes'

arevds un1versa11y essent1al to us ;as fr1endsh1p
(1967 55 56) S e o

'_ghuman belngs and 1n the f1na] ana]ys1s a‘ matter‘hpf mutual

,\

'C1cero s farst:ygﬁawffipfigfthtendshtp;f*summarﬁ?és;l'thesem;ii"}

C e

statements ,"f,ﬂ'f ,'yf'“ 'hﬁfﬁ‘f'f3*f'l;]*Q_”P]gfﬁ"'”"°

- . N,

“ s
that we ask of our fr1ends what TS honorable and

do ‘what' is honorab]e for the sake ofj' Fr1ends
(1967 66) '“Q'nj e . ‘ N _

It 1s very obv1ous from th1s sef1es of statements

L fr1endsi§p 1s or must represent in soc1ety Neverthetess"1t




';'2i{research however ‘wh1le 1t is 1mportant to acknow]edge jthe_*:fd_w

'_{si 1nterest1ng _note that 1dehlist1c or

' v1rtue and

R

B ,'ﬁ..

;";modern descr1p_éve treatments of the subject In fact

d:gfstudy1ng, name]y,vthe fr1bndsh1p of the true or perﬁect k1nd

r!that C1cero descr1bes so aptly From thé standpo1nt of th1s

goodness.'

tend to perslst 1n b; q .ogass1ca1 d{rfd"

"73Allanﬁ(1979) has p01nted out most stud1es “of fr1endsh1p ff;f'

'massume that there i only one k1nd of fr1endsh1p worth

B

:f perfect" k1nd there are many other forms of fr1endsh1p

,‘3fsuggest1on w11] be that fr1endsh1p 1s after a]] a matter of
’5‘degree and not 1n fact an a]] or none hypothes1s :

Desp1te any m1sg1v1ngs one m1ght have w1th respect to N

beyond any doubt _,an, eva]uat1ve an d qual1gat1ve

'rgj-experlence

Hav1ng noted what he th1nks fr1endsh1p isy theﬁc “then

dea]s w1th what t;.1s not . ah his. op1n1on It tsdﬁn'these;jﬁj

4

ab“_fr1endsh1p re]atlonsh1p C1cero adm1ts

I have done a Iot of ' th1nK1ng about fr1endshap, and

over and overﬂaga1n in the course of my - ref]ect1ons'5”7f'f“
1t has ‘seemed”to me that the most important quest1on‘*"

) arising in connectlon with it is"“this: do men’ de51re‘_

. friendship:’ because of their. own feebleness: and‘,':

"1nadequacy jth the\1dea that by exchang1ng mutua]

:pos51b1l1ty of the ex1stence of fr1endsh1ps of a1"true ‘ d'g.

.'n'wh1ch may fall short of these ‘1deai1zéﬂ l1m1ts ,Ihef_‘~“fi

"”fthe descr1pt1ve character1st1cs; of C1cero s not1ons Cof .
“ifr1endsh1p he does emphas1ze what needs to be emphas1zeq in?-'

v:;'any attempt to 1ntefgret the mean1ngs of fr1endsh1p--that 1t @'

';'remarks that one beg1ns to'-understand and appréctéte; fhéi |

'essent1a1 \ qual1tat1ve and - 1ntr1ns1c propert1es 6f"”th¢>f{j




'ﬁffgepv1ce§ they may .be - able to g1ve ‘and to

recelvef:--“

"lLth1ngs that would be beyond their wnd1v1dUal and
; ‘. .separate - powers? “this- 'on]y a result ,of

e (1967 58) f\],..~,,_v. L
"1‘,:_ One beg1ns to seé’tnat?'frie‘

,;__—

B wou]d 11ke

5:

oman’ s’ very nature? .

friendship -and ﬁhere should be some reason for: 1t
someth1ng .déeper--and f1ner and 1y1ng cdoser'
Advantages, you see.-
o 'garnered in many cases even by . men who ' are S
‘¢ objects: of simulated. fr1endsh1p~ ‘who ‘are esteemed:7‘

tb;f‘
are-
“the

. only for: ‘the. sake ‘of. convenience. Buiin fr3endsh1p S
-there ‘can: be no . element.  of - show or --pretense;-
everyth:ng tt :1s ‘ honest and{;-spontaneous

= Y

occupys
L )

pos1t1on 1n CJCGPO s» concept1on -of soc1atlon

suggest1ng and 1mply1ng much 1n thls statement--

p1vota1

f1rst

fhat‘

fr1endsh1p does ;not' ar1se out of 1nd1v1dua1 1nadequac1es,

second that 1t 1s someth1ng mugh deeper and

g
honest and spontaneous He further adds that

f1ner

'andf.j'? -

th1rd that 1t does not 1nvo]ve' show .or pretense but 1s

:He'nisiw"

1 R

we do’ “hot’ exerc1se K1ndness ‘and- generos1ty 1n'JZ-:J7WI*
order that we may put in.a- cla1m for . gratitude; we

‘do. ‘not - make our: fee11ngs of ,affect1on
bus1ness propos1tlon (1967 60) . ;

and tha%

fr1endsh1p does not follow up on- advanta
advantage 1n frlendshl t1967 69)° .

C1cero s concept1ons df“frqendsh1p have,,

They cannot account and 1nterest1ng]y do not even

1nto

ge, gbt

whether- one:”

th1nK so or not at Least one ser1ous flaw

try t f;‘;:,

accbunt *fo fr1endsh1ps that may ar1se fr m’ qua11tat1vely?h}}ﬂfu

’

'“gfﬁleess ‘noble reasons Indeed these other forms

‘”‘eVen rank as “fr1endsh1p in Cﬂc ro''s v1ew

C1c roe makes th foHowmg conment'
§

prof1t

But the vast maJor1ty of mank1nd5 recogn1ze noth1ng

w,
e

T

Coeatee T T an

would notel

For example;t'

frlendsh1ps forbfv.‘if
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'7*as{&90dfjn the human sphere un 's 1t be prof1table. T e
- In . the matter 'of friends’, a ‘1f they were -so many:- : o
domestic animals; ‘they lav1 h.. their . affect1onsqgf
.. chiefly on.these: from whom ‘the expect to derive the’
. highest profit. As a result: they know noth1ng. ‘about . -
Y friendship in its: finest ‘and. natural. ‘guise-the -
o friendship.: that i5 desirable for 1ts own' - saKe--and,” -
. ~they. set before. themselves image . of the trug
. nature and s1gn1f1cance of frsendsh1pﬁs For:.a -man = -
.. loves h1mself not’in < order to: ‘exact. from himsel £ 7"
~ some pay for his. affection,: but simply becalse every’. -
- -man. “by his very nature dear to himself. Unless_l“
-frth1s same pr1nc1ple is transferred to. fr1endsh1p,

”ﬁiﬁfﬂman will ‘never find - true friend, for- the. true?«ﬂ“‘7 5

"fr1endsh1p relatvonsh1ps 1n thefr totayjty and complex1tyi¢

ffr1end 1s, 'sO. to speak a second self (1967 80"

Nevertheless there ‘are. those 1ng1v1duals '1n, ogﬁff"

s

f}soc1ety who call themselvesjﬁp*ﬁndS. ahd may OP may \no'”dbéfl,fA

so by C1cero s crﬂter1a Thus, any attempt to expla1n7"1”;7

"V??oanig fl and must ’not rely on a s1ngle 1deal1zed 1mage ngi"“iﬁff

-matter how compell1ng 1t m1ght be. It w1ll be suggested that

__th'g 1deallzed perfect frlend9h1p that Capero descrlbes isﬁﬁtlf:f

h;but one poss1b1l1ty and that‘Plesser“'forms are perhaps the wf?fék

":'rule |nstead of "'the except1on to’ the rule Regardlessj“1ﬁ fs ey
i “-,,« »

) very ev1dent that fr1endsh1p for C1cero’1s\an 1ntr1ns1c, ;a@f'*:l

- end " 1t531f Th‘s pos‘tlonv.ls alSO SUpported by W1rth T

‘ ._ N ,_' . G . X . - - R ) X [ ot - Q S Cee '\.' o
( 1938) ,‘ & _ LT R Lo

“;gfqual1ty of fr%endsh1p.\C1cero prov1des~the follow1ng rule ofd*' :

fr1endshlﬁ§relat1ve to the demands we place on ourselves and

: our frlendsk

Before turn1ng to some more. contemporary v1ews on theﬁ%;”

| . .f-\:\\, : : ‘ Lo ’ - ' :.‘ .. B : ) 1“\.\

we Ust not let '&n excess  of aff ct1onate R R
concern-ﬂsometh1ng very common--to interfere. with - - E RN
things - that ~may mean. d .great deal to our . 1.

. friends.. ~anyone: who' tries to Keep .us-_ from doﬁngf'° ;%Q;Q’“
what. we must and should -in such cases,,s1mply“,-. .
.because he cannot bear the thought of loos1ng us, is



"F.‘<3weak and self 1ndulgent.-and for that very béasahJ'

¥ no’i true friend...we must watch careful]y what We:tgﬁgfﬁffij‘
. 'demand. of .our fr1ends ‘and) what allow them RO R
: ademand from us. (1967 78): 'wﬁnﬂm:h.~y it ﬁ_nff?f‘ff773‘

‘tffnThe non- 1nterfere£$e that C1cero po1nts to in th1s passage

T ‘;:sttll “has Sbme very pract1ca] s1gn1ftcance and relevance to
e _ : e : :
today s friendsh1ps : ':1j]iff9_;v.;;i
> C O
More recent studtes wh1ch empha51ze the 1mportanoe of

the qua11ty of the relat1onsh1p 'cal ed frtendsh1p 1nc1ude

"
Monta1gne (1935) Cohen (1961) A]]an (1979) Dav1s (1950)

and P1tt R1vers (1961) A]lan p01nts out for 1nstance that }“1'5'

real fr1endsh1

sfare qual1tat1ve1y d1fferent from AR
fﬁmost fr1endsh1ps S o A_~s'~%f~

\C1e70:67)

f'and Cohen observes 1n a s1m11ar vetn that

N

i}.;1t is. the qua11ty 6F frtendsh1p that Tis the
b:chal]eng1ng and fasc1nat1ng aspect of the area of ° : p,*-
: human behav1or (1961 351) HA,}_Nl__h;_“_ ncv‘a. }ﬁﬂc’“

}itﬁfgﬁ Monta1gne and Dav1sf carry th1s po1nt of vtew further

.];:? Qand 1n fact s1de w1th C1cero by po1nt1ng out that we ‘should
T ‘ ! h

v1ew frwendsh1p as’ a pr1mary and 1ntense t1onsh1p
,,,* o fri | ’/’re¢a
ey characterized by d1ffuse ag_opposed to spec1f1c propertles ®
and qual1t1es Dav1s notes for examp1e that ‘fffﬁ]}ffjjvﬁ:aiicfte

1f fr1endsh1p 1s formed for a; purpose-—say, o make
- sa]e--we do not regard 1t ‘as .a genu1ne fr1endsh1p
(1950 296) A . c

.is not regarded by the part1c1pants as a means to . S
an end but --as, a’ good: in- its own r1ght - This means -
: that . the. . ;e]at1onsh1p .‘ ‘non- contractualu
'. u»“non economtc,¢ _pon- pollt1cal ‘and -non- spec1a]1zed
‘Instead it is’” *p ‘ spontaneous.j sent1menta1

Lo and 1nc]u51ve§ -.%;f |
R v e ' SR R D s
e Monta1gne maKes a s 4 statement w1th Pespect tO»”theyu"f,y
" w < e ‘v,__;
1mportance Of fOCUS}ng on f"e“dSh‘P as an- end in; 1tse1f

N -



L e itself. (1935:84)

"y”fwhen he suggests

. af1 those am1t1es that are created and nour1shed;1jq;w,_
.”by p]easure or prof1t ‘public or private needs, are

'S0 much’ the: less:noble and beautiful, and . so" much:’

. the: less' fr1endsh1ps. -as they 1ntr0duce some. other%.-; e
"jcause and design - and fru1t ‘1nto_ fr1endsh1p than' R - DU,

“;,5 Allan (1979), echoes these sent1ments ashwell_when he wr1tes th’zf

that fr1endsh1p

Jise not a frelat1onsh1p formed  for . 1nstrumentalff SRR

: p_reasons it should be undertaken for. its’ own sake: .. -
.rather than ‘for . some u]terlor ‘motive oras ,a, means
*. to ‘'some oth& end,..Ilts. raison d’ etré-is not to.
o gain pol1t1cal or: econom1c advantage nor " to secure, .

J{oneself against’ possible’misfortune, Indeed little .
.. 18" more likely -to:. destroy [a ﬁraendsh1p than one
SRS fﬁ;perce1v1ng .that another is uswng their relationship

N solely in order to obta1n_ some extraneous benef1t.~y -

ceee oo far h1mse]f (1979: 43) - e o

dF1na]ly, P1tt R1vers" (1961) : adds | emphas1s 'to j"-.'('h"e"’?i-'

s1gn1f1cance of the qual1tat1ve d1mens1on of fr1endsh1p When{ e

As w1th currency, the value attached to fr1endsh1p

'“"-dh E stands in-inverse ratio to the quantity: dtstr1buted

- The fr1end of . eVerybody has no fr1end (1961 182) | _

| Nath the except1on of th1s last statement ‘that stmplyff,_jhh
h,1mp11es that quant1t1es of fr1ends are no guarantee of thelr‘”
:“°a:qual1ty--the goa] in th1s sect1on has been to show that manyx;lyvy/

o

v‘c1a551ca1 and contemporary scho]ars agree that the qua11ty,;~,s

: of- fr1endsh1p is a cr1t1ca1 var1ab1e and one that needs o»e\

f; be better understood Wh11ev frwendsh1ps_ vary jtn the1r' L
;JQUal1ty. ‘the variables that’ comb1ne to compr1se 'é qua]]tY'ﬁ

frwendsh1p have not been estab11shed or 1dent1f1ed However -ig.ﬁﬁ

th1s may ‘be accomplwshed 1n a: prel1m1nary way threugh _the

'r'development of some ideal type constructs--to be dea]t w1th



e

' ';a;{f5ﬁtff?28ij':"'
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‘n 1ater B chapter Regardless. that the quahty of
”*hg; fr1endsh1p both _var1es and PEQU1PES spec1f1c k‘”ds Of

¥

COnceptual“ ana]ys1s 1n order to c}asst& the var1ance WOu]d

cs

':: appearnto be non debatable,:i“f; f’y ,Qdfffl“;_
Prop031t1on S1x Fr1endsh1p “is D1fferent from Klnsh1p m o
?_1~The' next 519n1f1cant po1nt of agreement in=?fthe§%;'

' ltteraturq re]atlve to the mean1ng(s) of fr1endsh1p 1s that
fr1end:h%P is d1fferent from Ktnsh1p and must bet studted :
apart from it* and :‘1ts own E1ght The arguments have

Qideve]oped as follows Monta1jhe (1935) was"perhaps‘ one of

1r=t scholars to recogn1ze and comment Upon th1s 1ssue

'.»'He,n for example that the mar1ta1 bond .
e : . ‘ '
. ds forced " a d ‘constra1ned ,and depends on _
ﬂ someth1ng other than our w111 -whereas. .in = '

fr1endshﬂp* there “is no traff1c or bus1ness except.
“with 1tself (1935: 186) G T _

g

S1mmel (1950) st1mu]ates some fsilitar thoughts tn'this

“regard when he suggests that thea"inti_VC)es ;that couples R

= - share 4?; nmrraage are tr1v1a1¢hr 1nconsequent1al or s1mp1y

_1rre]evaat to ',;

What perhaps : .-the most 1mportant part of the1r, :
. -personalities’ and these small trivial elements = kead
~'them . to consdider - their ob3ect1ve and- st1mulat1ng“
thoughts - as ° outside . the - ‘marital . unit’  and" thus'
;gradual]y e11m1nate the 1nterest1ng. (1950 127). -

If as S1mme1 suggests marr1age tr1v1a11t1es 'may, over_f{e:;
txme e11m1nate ;th‘ 1nterest1ng--the qabst1on ’SZLO what
degree wou]d thts be the case{41n fr1endsh1p One, m1ght RO

d{hypothes1ze that th1s cou1d not and would not happen to the’fgf5{

o
.. .same exte{nt m fr1endsh1p s1mp1y because fr1ends do not havc’

o i T.V'



E 1habttua1]y do hot- mutua]]y d1sclose or' exchange theseﬁy;

"the:formalﬁrOIe.obligationl{that marr1age partners da'*byj,.:faﬁ

%V1rtue of the contra tual nature of the1r marr1age That
o

,tr1ends who do not mu
thETP persona]1t1e5‘ thhﬁbne another m1ght not be expected'

“iito rema1n fr1ends‘ On the d&her hand a, marr1ed couple' who_‘

fjelements may rema1n marr1edv and may4 not _necessar11y bewf'\
\_-frlends as a resu]t ﬂ‘ o _“ |
N The Key to th1s H1st1nct1on between waendsh1p :andju‘:
tftk1nsh1p (marr1age) Psfts1mp1e Fr1endsh1p has no formal orh

~g1nst1tut1ona]1zed requ1rements An our culture ‘n does ‘it;'

ﬂ;necessar11y | imply. Aany def1nable/dlscernab1e, formal

1“11y exohange mean1ngfu1 aspects ofwu“ e

' rec1proca1 role ob}1gat1ons--though there are many ~1nformaﬁgifg,h%

:;ones ' Marr1age though , does not- ru]e out frwendsh1pfif-"

D - .
,‘between spouses Tﬂ the class:cal sense, is’ both a h1gh1yyy

institutionalized h1gh1y forma] soc1a1 arrangement;°"

Swith manyi reciprocal_'ob11gat1ons bu11t 1nto its veryf“

x'”structure - Therefore, "marriage can exist and even per51stfffjﬁ -

:ﬂw1thout affect mutual meargngfu] exchange ‘or true 1nt1macy:
. b_t fr1endsh1p as an ach1eved end in 1t$e1f cannot ex1st or

=“7pers1st.f,tth1s empty she]l sense. because of 1nforma1»
’ K. el

ikhat demands 1nt1macy for its survwva] as a soc1a]

In marr1age one can-c"lean on '1nst1tut1onal1zed,5

4 -

,‘f‘expectat1ons and role def1n1t1ons but 1n fr1endsh1p one must

HCOntlnually and, mutua]]y negot1ate expectat1ons ;and,
a° e _ . ‘

fdef1n1t1ons.

. ST ¢ .
® TR |
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Add1t1ona1 ev1dence 1n support of the statement that?;__fr”

f”fr1emdsh1p and k1nsh1p 'should ttf be confused w1th oneﬁf?f-ﬁ

;: _another 1s~ g1ven by Al]an (1979) )Wagale (1958) jahdﬂvi?'3'

Schma]enbach (1961) A]lan notes for in ance. that

the cr1ter1a of fr1endsh1p .are of a d1fferent
_order than those of: k1nsh1p. in that the former =
_ ~involves an’ ‘evaluation :of a continuing social.
... relationship while the' ]atter depends: ,1argely on:

- .factors .. externa] to the character aof ongo1ng
.1nteract1on (1979 30) T Y

-:f'and:* T S TR
: that t1es of fp1endsh1p and K1nsh1p are often
"seen mutdatly exclusive: in Western .culture also.

- appear to be related to the- not1on that fr1ends ‘are‘tﬂfﬁ

:rach1eved rather than ascr1bed (.979 40)

Naga]e (1958) supports these v:ews..as we]] when he

T suggests tQat K1n and‘fr1ends occupy d1fferent spheres““"d

off act1vrty o

A )

| ‘categor1ca11yrti

fr1endsh1p and klnsh1pﬂhaye'anjent1rely d1fferent
bas1s‘\ -the former be1ng an ekample of commun1ty and
the 1atter of commun1on (1961 331) _ D

'-Regard]ess
evidence '1n thiss

~

‘}gf.Vfr1endsh1p are d1fferent ' ent1t1es 1n a’ conceptua1 ff;f
ﬂnﬁekstructura1, and emplrlca1/pract1ca1 sense. That fr1endsh1pdfasl*“

jstands on 1ts 6wn as an analyt1cal1y d1st1nct soc1a1 form at‘”'

1 . B

cxlear J )

[ 1958: 232) 'and Schma]enbach (1961) states

ction" to propose that k1nsh1p andkfilf

t ere would appear to»be once agaln suff1c1entgé,;f:”



B T T L A Rt R
o .itpropos1t10n fii&ven FrtendSh1p :'iS;ﬁ“Dtttéﬁédt'h}%fém?fircif
'€<*EAcqua1ntancesh1p and/or Attractton | ; 'qf' d': d’ S ”"h
hf}; There WO“]d 3150 appear to be cons1derab1e agreement ine
: Tihe TlteratureA tO 'SUggest that frtendsh1p 'nhgt on]yjz

;"3ana1yt1cally dtst1nct from K1nsh1p but that 1t can-as- well}iﬁj’"‘

@

-ﬁe' meanthgfully separated, from acquatntancesh1p and/or'-f

X

;”.attractton : There aref t least tfv argumenfsf7'n,'}henf'x

°]1terature that demonstrate th;s po1nt” The f1PSt stems from N
"; ';;tﬁe_ (estab]tshed) pos1t1onv.that )frtendshtp is a. prtmaryv

re]attonsh1p and as. such 'accordlng to 'Cooley (1929)
‘3’

H'Dav1s (19J0) the 1nd1v1duats 1nvo]ved'must develop a sharede"::

L3

i we fee]tng " Acquawntances, then or those 1nd1v1dua]sgrofv.ff'

14

'etther ‘ that are mere1y attracted to one another iﬁia"**

,_:& R PO ‘

cogn1t1ve or Cathecttc sense do not Qedessam 1y deve10p the

4?1nd or degree of mutUal 1dent1f1catzon that Coo]ey andﬂj’i

-_Dav1s suggest ‘as charactertsttc of a pr1mary relat1on Thus,‘
- "'the& same cr1ter1a wh1ch def1ne fr1endsh1p.las a pr1mary

.re]at1onsh1p also exc]ude acqua1ntancesh1p and/or attract1on

..from th\s re1at1ona1 category

oAy
v

.,"Jhef second argument ‘ that 'effectthlyh separates

) _: frtendshtp from acque1ntancesh1p and/or attractton der1ves
*rom the posttton expressed by Duck (1973), .Allan (1979)
: Naegale % 1958) o and Kurth “t1979)1 Dudk, f example
4u'%‘bsuggests 'jf*f;':”dﬁf . g@t -jV ”.“‘ | _n *‘f'.
_";f-' that an ’1nd1v1dual passes through stages before .*br
{- " they accept @ person ‘as -a - potent1a1 o friend. <
?1973 90) S L . R . .
.- L ' . , 2 . v ..'\ .
’and that ’pg S T o



wa

It appears that the cr1ter1a for; fr1endsh1p colour
’,?nd7 cha?ge w1th wthe development of frtendsh1p
19 3 99 : o

' ‘

These statements po1nt to the poss1b1llty that fr1endsh1p is

a processual and sequent1a] exper1ence that does not happen.j" S

:;_u,all at once and 1s,.1n fact governed by some develop enta].;'f"

‘“lcr1ter1a lIt mtght be :suggested thls regard thateh

h'attract1on and acquatntanceshtp may represent earl1er stagesfiﬂﬂt;c
.f1n.the fr1endsh1p process That ts,‘!!ey m1ght be conce1ved*~?.“f:
'fof as early stages or thresholds of frtend h1p developmentt.}ffu
'that ‘must” be pos1t1vely and effect1vely negot1ated :forhg:ff;l
;w.fr1endsh1p to occur S1mply expressed 1f ja frtendshlp/ |
afpotenttal is to evolve, the 1nd1v1duals 1n quest1qn must bef;3w?“
| attracted" to one another 1n order that they m1ght become;jﬁ"l

4‘7acqua1nted wh1ch must ;ﬁn: turnﬁ occur before a mutual:_

hj def1n1t1on of fr1endsh1p 1s poss1ble Fr1endsh1p, then

‘uonly ibné DOSSlb]e outcome - of attract1on iah¢¢4*
"écqualhtanCeSh1p, enmlty be1ng the other' most obVIOUs,'! [

»fposslbfltty Nevertheless, wh\\her orrln't attract1on 'orf*

':’lacqgatntanceshtp play such na; role 1n the development of': .

T fr

~4cons1dered as: separate phenomena

”{i“5(197o 169).

indship., ~ they.« are ‘not conceptually orm

thQU1va]ent : Qltth f"‘endShlp relattonsh‘p and must be

Ll e

Kurth (1970) .obv1ously con51ders_/£f1endsh1p to bef?:-ﬁﬁ

""beyond 1mple acqua1ntancesh1p or. the'"fr1endly relatton;;jdf

’.;4,;, L e
as she calls 1t when she suggests G f%}f;{ni .

. ~To form a frlendshlp, we must move be nd the formal L
" role’ relattonsh1p and the rie ly relat1on R

.3lf'32;flhﬁﬁh

functtonallyh RS




'..' ::.‘ h

ln her op1n1on we must d1st1ngu1sh between fr1endsh1p .asffV7"V

f”‘:wh1ch she feéﬁs that many people settle for becaUSe of 1the

.\

S

problems' assoc1ated with comp1ete 1nt1macy.‘ She noteSfjv}x

"further that | ':Tff-- ﬂ'» ,;’3§%~3 3:h
PR T . O 3 . .
Fr1end1yn¥nelatrons ;ocecur more frequent]y today and

- are ‘more frequent than fr1endsh1p (1970 169) :

‘“nThus ftn Kurth' opJn1on 'acqua1ntanceshﬂp or the fr1endly
:re]at1on 1s not on]y ltess ant1mate psycho]og1ca11y than
fr1endsh1p but may be a preferred re]at1onsh1p to fr1endsh1p
for- those threatened by the demands of 1nt1macy~:assoclated;,v7¢

*;w1th 1t

\

o S1m1lar1y, Allan (1979) and Naega]e ;(1§58) 'challenge

the boundar1es of fr1endsh1p and acqua1ntancesh1p w1th the1r

‘treatment of the category of “dust a fr1end o Allan notes

Nagale s group of h1gh schoo] students created the.
concept: ’Just a friend’ .to cover ‘this ambiguity.

" (between T friendship and -"acqua1ntancesh1p)
(1979 42)(Parentheses Author s) u

-‘ The concept Just a frlend".suggested here 1nd1cates that
" the 1nd1v1dua] quest1on ‘is_ perce1ved n - a sense as,-

perhaps more than: an acqua1ntance°but somehow less than a .

'fr1end Thus 1t 1dent1f1es a zone of 's1gn1f1cance betweén
mere acqua1ntancesh1p awd true fr1endsh1p As a resutt one'
must cons1der fr1endsh1p as removed or d1 erent .from vfihn
acquawntancesh1p at least by : matter ofd%egree To the“'

-extent then thati these arguments ame'.somewhat va]1d
. - a v
fr1endsh1p . must -;be_ cons1dered as qua11tat1ve1y and

quantitat1ve1y d1fferent .from acqualntanceshlp ' and/orn.yfwy'

e

:i: B ,



5.:gf'attractlon_ R A

:w,'degrees of frtendsh1p as opposed to s1mp1y relytng on b: Y

Before proceedtng to the next po1nt

':1nventory of agreements about fr1endsh1p s mean1ngs,gisome

"sﬂfurther COmment on the not1on of “just a frtend" would seem>3
‘hfln order A51de from potnttng tp? d1fference :1n degree'f’

“::7_wbetween acqua1ntancesh1p and fr1endsh1p theugoncept of Justl o

' a fr1end"'1nd1cates further that thé’idea of 4r1endsh1p

e

. ,3,;

in the se1ect1Véf¥«3f
# o ".._

fﬁfcomplex and has many more meanlngs. gradatto S, and degrees;tﬁtp'

: of meamng_Q than can beawaccounted fop ggh Contemporapy~_fﬁj

»ﬂ'soc1o1og1ca1 research

The quest1on is or wou]d seem to be, what does it mean.fjfff

t

'to~ be Just a fr1end9"'Wh11e it appea{s aCCOrdlqg to Al]anff3wd

'5.:g'°and Naega]e that th\ﬁ concept coven; the a”a]yt‘ca]:*ahd%ﬂ

- fexper1ent1al terrttory somewhere betweip the poles ofl’ff“5

‘fr1endsh1p and acqua1ntancesh1p, we have no- way of know1ng:h¢?gj

"AhOW' far one must progress or regress 1n such ‘a relattonsh1p S

L ,..!

TR Y 3 v kR
hﬂbefore the mutua] def1n1twons change Furthermore _w havei~”

fno means] to assess ﬁth d1rect1on 'of change that th_ ”g.

l~1nd4v1dual may expertence That is, under what c1rcumstancesiff;ﬁf

; does' Just frtend" become a frwend as opposed to a menehfgf"

;g acqua1ntance7 There 1s also the quest1on of whether~ or ﬁhotff” .

.,v th1s : category . surv1ves beyond school years bnOad]yf;;5¢?

rdconce1ved Answers to these quest1ons are problemat1c butffffzz

' ﬁf'#one m1ght suggest that the best approach would be to develop e

“:rtsome analyt1c cr1ter1a that mean1ngfully separates k1nds/andfijj

ni_trad1ttona1 1nd1cators 11Ke freguency of and/or epportuntty‘;“j;:




)

' fr1end -ffor the mod1f1er J'

forf1nteract1on

On- another,leve] one must agree that Just a fr1end"”'

at 1east very d1fferent in an ‘exper1ent1a1 sense. than }“a o
3 el e

someth1ng ]ess than connotat1 ;"A

exper1ence One m1ght feel s11ghted for examp]e 1f théy\were;

1nv1ted to.a Lunar convent1on uand .1ntroduced ’as "just- a'

-~ i
h

person One wou]d hope that a Just a fr1end" d1d not wantf

* -

to be a fr1end"‘to the speaker who 1ntroduced them 1n' suchﬁ

>5_ Fash1on There are some gradat1ons of meanlng here w1th"

respect to fr1endsh1p that are s1gn1f1cant and unless they o

E 2

‘arew' 1ncorporated : }nto '_systemat1c explanatory ﬁschema;fﬁ

f:research des1gns leTi cont1nue' to be'_1neffect1ve __and~“h

1ncomp1ete-—to fisaj;;.nothgng -'of= thetria val1d1t§%§ and

genera11zab111ty

Propos1t1on EIth F?ién355jp'iS'Ltke1ytto be'?hée~¢Ff§tatus;
D1st1nct1ons ” T S - v
_ Another po1nt of view in ﬁQe ]1terature that 1s agreed

upon by several scho]ars 1s that : endsh1p shou]d be free

o of' status dwst1nctwons : Fol]ow wg ab< d1scuss1on of ;?”

[

rec1proc1ty 1n fr1endsh1p,_A11an (1979) notes

, Closely t1ed ‘to the -1dea oﬂ/ﬁrec1proc1ty is’ tﬁe
.notion that fr1endsh1p is - a- relationship- between .

‘ ‘equals ‘In:Edgells terms (n.d.)f, it.is*a symmetrlcal L
+ “relatipnship with = the - partigs

s to- it™{not be1ng~‘*<vgf
d1fferent1ated in a h1erarch1 al manner W1th1n the

or greater status than the; other Th1s_ is. oneﬁ
‘reason whysfr1ends tend to occu the same status-in~ .
A 45 a theme developed’-'”

Seereel

g§d1cates or‘_lends 'é_i{-];“
-'tQ“_~fhe 3 fr1endsh1p”5t*"f

L} RS M P L



ffr1endsh1p when he suggests

that those who are super1ors ln.‘a"relat1on' of
fr1endsh1p must avoid all. 1nv1d10us d1st1nct1ons and

Iy’

sg:Crcero also warns of the dangers of status d1$ferent1als ‘ﬁ"

T NG

L similarly that: ‘those who are ‘the 1nfer1or must in. az'ih SRS

'ﬂ sense rise above themselves (1967 77) e -"-,f/;'”"

The po1nt of view expressed here 1s bot”‘

'”?'f accurate .‘and extremely reveallng W‘th'

respect to .our‘5'

_uncomfortab]yfﬁfﬁ”

- ;understand1ng of fr1endsh1p s mean1ng It 1s aclUrate in’ ﬂatf{i4fﬁ“

73]east two senses,. f1rst 1t as been emp1r1ca11y ver1f1ed;f’h' ’

ythat status d1fferent1a1s effect fr1endsh1p €Lasarsfeld d;;ﬁ

..fni;d1fferent1als may help us explaan other !pdated \aspects Ofthﬂfﬁt

_:o'ur_ soc1al ex1stence For example, 1f we assume that S%US ERREE

Lo e

?1954) “and, perhaps more 1mportant1y,'second these“}»

D?d1fferent1als negat1ve1y 1nf1uence fr1endsh1p format1dn then'guff“
;ti expla1n why some men have se]dom,constdered the1rt S

‘ w_ves as fr1ends and furthermone why cross sex fr1endsh1psgf

are/ seldomf?: v1ab1e sb same‘fs' fr1endsh1ps Such altfffj;

statement may a]so al]ow us tO'_extrapolatL
V

o Lto the potnt where one mtght hypothe51ze that greater statusﬂlﬁ5?~

'1~ufof husband/w1fe and/or cross sex Fr1endsh1ps There are in}fﬁgff

"5course‘ many other var1ables; to be cons1dered before onef,;fﬁﬁ

d

'Ttﬂfadvances such a not1on but status d1fferentﬁ§§s ma§§ prov1defff"

/ better quest1ons

f;“homoph1ly between the sexes mayllead tt;a greater preva}encef

'6n trends;th?g*

O 'toward greater occupattonal equa11tyibetween~medyand womenf?yfﬁl?

3‘ome answers in these areas or at least they may stlmulate?jtlfﬁﬁ



AT

) jpr1or1ty it f\sdh

! I.* - .

N
on fr1endsh1p asian end 1n 1tse1f That
1t m1gh' to reason that it iSr only between

1nd1V1dualsf

“J;fpxendsh‘p' that fr1endsh1p 1s v1able and mean1ngfu1 Dn the

a.other hand those who perce1ve that they stand separated by

':,fbecause of the perce1ved status dib

'h:;greater chance that other ends

'7151nto dom1nance and submlss1on

'd1fferent1als between two' nd1v1

'one m1ght eXpect th

gfe:ent1als th-

n place jof frtendsh1p may

Y
L

uals are great\j the more

.ypothe 1zed fr1endsh1p’to degenerate

e

l
. For exampTe,v1n a two career

' fam1Iy where the status gradlent between husband and w1fe 1s

‘ equal and therefore 1ess a fr1end Subsequently, one m1ght

'-talso expect the potent1a1 for fr1endsh1p between hUsband and

”ﬁw1fe .th1s examp]e to be greater where the occupat1onal
Cstatus grad1ent is less _Q;;i*'3ft xii'tfktf};“ykyf-y'f}ff‘”-
Regard]ess,v”1t takes 11tt]e't1mag1natton to see the

'_1mp11cat1ons of gross status d1fferent1als between thenttal

'”-fr1ends and even less 1mag1nat10n in “the soc1olog1cal"

' ]sense to see how these d1fferent1als mtght be explo1ted

,’,_the guuse of fmendsmp Fr1endsh1p {11ke1y to be free of

. s

status dlst1nct1ons

'7;oh; educat1on may’ also enter 1nto frlendsh1p | However,g4

L

';gﬂlgf_i;:"

.'rgreat one- m1ght expect each to cons1der the 'other_ 1ess .anlf

“o:per51st over . t1me dy s1mp1y eX1st in the flPSt place is. 'the;ﬁff77f

A obtreat and percetve each other as equa]s and fff;f

ivﬂy who expect to gatn noth1ng through the1r assoctatlon but :ffy"

*V;var1ables 11ke age,_sex,\marttal status, occup;t1on,_1ncome,,=d}wrf

,.itake prior1ty In other wor s, to the degree that statug_i;iﬁ*’

,' La

EPUE

.'A"



"f composed of a- serwes of expectat1ons and act1v1t1es

L e

1h;1n both qua11ty and quant1ty ' Therefore.h that we

Proposit1on N1ne Frlendsh1p'1s Both Role and Relat1on

h“f* That $r1endsh1p-1s both a soc1al role and a relatlona]

';ff phenomenon ;{. also reasonably well estab11shed ‘;ﬁé;“
;41f{ research 11terature Naega]e (1958) for example notes

ERRIR Y hn ‘our soc1ety wé think of fr1endsh1p as a ro]e andgif;5°”“J
L a -relation. We have ‘a patter .o rof expectattons;fh;_,;;,:p
ST a,J_jconcern1ng -the ob11gat10ns and pr i.leges which*mark, -0 7 o
S -~ ~another- friend. We. ‘probabl éther d1st1ngu1sh'ﬁ1g~--ﬁ*
R - 'Kinds of fr1endsh1p by attendwn o the . spheres “.of s 0
S ~;act1v1ty -or ‘stages in. the - 11fe ,ycle 1n wh1ch they_;j.v»;*
e '; were. f1rst formed (19§8 236 e v '”j

-"t’ The Key po1nts 1n th1s statement that 1dent1fy fr1endsh1p s;:
lifﬁ status as both ro]e and relatlon are. (1) that fr1endsh1p 1SQn‘H
‘;hj_yia ro]e becau_e‘ of he:zfx1stence of some soc1a11y andk.ff‘j]
:%pt,- cu]tural]hn nd1t1o ed patterned expectatlons on the part ofdf"‘*
'f;; tﬁeﬁu1nd1v1duals ‘1nvo]ved and (2) that fr1endsh1p 1s ahf
1d§;fi_re]at1oq¢because 1t 1s an. act1v1ty that depends 1n part

‘?“”' the nexus of 1nteract1on w1th1n wh1ch 1t was f1rst formed: '

Thus, fr1endsh1p 1s both role and relat1on because fttkfist_i;fd;

Ca

The d1ff1cu1ty w1th Naega]e s statemen”

that he would appear to/overgeneral12e when he suggests thatﬂ“ﬁg"%

"

we have-‘; pattern of expectat1ons in. fr1endsh1p It may beyf'

g_»;f5mOEef- accuratelqs say that we haVe_ many patterns of'-

expectat1ons 1n our fr:endships and subsequently tnat pluraT-;ﬂ

K
. '\

expectat1onsf must 1ead tO p]ural experlences of fr1endsh1p¥“'”.
= 5 .

d1st1ngu1sh between k1nds and/or types of fr1endsh1p 1_t

-7¢ soc1ety 1s, once aga1n, essent1a1 It 15 not only 1mportant"u'“

that we 1dent1fy the context w1tﬁ'b whlch we have made our;ﬁﬂkhl

,;\fnﬂf ' B

:however, ‘153:59'



£

'fr1ends -*schoo] a;%y,_ work fam11y etc --but 1t s also f';;[;

"ll1mpprtant that we eXam1ne and 1dent1fy the bases upon wh1ch;'h°”-

?tfthe§e; fr1ends were made | The ?Uggest1on is, that 1f thef“_1<“>

..

mbases“ change, gour:A exper1ence ;and expectat1ons -of .

‘_[see that we have had after all, _not many fr1ends but- manycf

'*K1nds of fr1endsh1ps

Ly S
R fr1endsh1p w111 a]so be altered and therefore we may 1n fact R

To return to th‘ ma1n argument _ Ramsoy (1968) states, ,=h-

| d'that fn1endsh1p is a re at1onal phenomenon

"In. theoretical terms,, fr1endsh1p \ ' def1n1tely
- reélational. phenomenon: it" lS 1mposs1ble to ass1gn=~
. .meaning” to- statements such "he 1is a friend’

N without 1mply1ng to whom he 1s related 1n thls way
'(1968 12) A ,a_3v o

‘f_and'A11an (1979) supports th]s further when he suggests

j,The term fnﬁend is on]y app11ed to peop]e who have a -
-personal re]at1onsh1p that "is qua11tat1ve1y of a

,~part1cu1ar -sort.. It is- the actual. re]at1onsh1p.~

-} itself that is. the most important factor 1n dec1d1ng,
(/“whether someone .can or cannot be labeled a 'friend.’

Thus as well as  .locating : people-".in the soc1a1...f.

'structure it also. implies something . about. -’thed.'
re]at1onsh1p be}ween those so 1abeled (1979 34) '
£

Fr1endsh1p. then }js. thus a‘ soc1a1 1abe1 .and?;:é_ .
qua11tat1ve1y s1gn1f1cant act1on comp1ex ;t woutd appear tof”"

%;‘be both rolé and: relat1on

. Propos1t1on Ten Fr1endsh1p is a Mortal Phenomenon

Befdre turn1ng to some f1nal po1nts of agreement With*

hrespect to factors that ‘we may assume to effect fr1endsh1p

'emphas1ze thaty dyadﬁc fr1endsh1p tn' contrast to other,lf‘* N

'y +

re]at1onsh1ps 1s a morta] soc1al phenOmenon ~ As prev1ously

—_—

- .

»‘formatton rntens1ty. .and .durat1on, it 1s\\_mportant to



"Jment1oned S1mmel (1950) follows suph a 11ne of reason1ng 1n:'“
)"-_, .

'_Wsuggest1ng 'that thls fact 1s the real 1ocus of authent1c; j§¢4ﬁ

"?,“socwlogwal tragedy""(1950 124) Anan (1979) supports | th1§,

‘°-,;po1nt as well when he notes that “a”q.}g
3 A ' L e T
o 3.  In general ; long lastlng - friendships - ‘are ..l
- :_comparat1ve1y rare (t§79 65) 7,3'_ B ST

/;nd that u B , e ,» ...\
R Most ~fr1endsh1ps d1e completely once face to face ':.3ff'*~“
' ' :1nteractlon 1agses (1979 66) ;, oy

iffyettAllan 1s qu1ck to po1nt out fumther that ;f;hff}}r;ojygﬁﬂ}~d[i

The. . f1rst feature to note ‘ab@ut real'
ﬂfr1endsh1p is “'that ~ they frequently cont1
-though face to face 1nteract1on is rare. (19

P, - ‘-

.ﬁg:.Desp1te the fact then that there appears ito_fj u
;! confus1on over the longeV1ty of real or' true frlendsh1ps,3;_¢i;
'””nas compared to what m1ght be ca]led more casual fr1endsh1psaf:?;in

both Allan and S1mmel agree that they are ﬁn fact mortal--atﬁi’f;;o
j<j1east in a genera]*sense The prlﬁ“}y sign1f1cance of the1rfj£;fﬁi
i-ﬁ_ »:morta11tyﬁhs that they res1st attempts at systemat1c 'study7 B
:-f-sgbecause oft%he1r spontaneous and transltory nature ' -

It is further ev1dent that fr1endsh1p , fopmat1on'lruy5';

f;t and durat1on' are comp]ex 1ssues effected by afff

‘%‘f;intens1‘ ‘
ti,host 3 var1ab1e§ There are;; jfact t least twentyfﬁfdfu:
e;cd1fferent agreed upon var1abfe;7;et to be 1dent1f1ed 1n thefi;fy;

"context of the research l1terature These lnclude R
fh;;_fjtw-Temporal Prox1m1txh
| '2r}f5pat1a1 Prox1m1ty S
5;&.3;{dFrequency 3? interact1on ,z]*'f.;p;ﬁ,ft l;;flph] ;f;;jtif
4

.f;Phys1cal Contact A~pff,;f_ff ;hV:; :;: ﬁfdih?:fiti,;;!if



»/,;v;@;';;}ﬂ],:”~>jf§§h%‘slfijﬁgs R S g e
L N e T e e
B jt;5 .Jtultura} Values L ] R R
7f}u§;?flntell1gence_s”
' 7;vJCommun1cat1on IR
8. 'Cogn1t1ve. Effect1ve,'Eva1uafive Sténdéhdé?r '
9.'hCommvtment ‘ T ih | | |
o .'Self Concepi Support T\w_ ’_" T;~f_ QKL_\_ o
L”E;‘OpportunIty for Interact1on IR : ) !‘
._“Constf'amts &n Interaot jon bl ,_/ o :

ST o LN

SeX';‘ ' ' L e ' )

Social-C1ass .

P

,féy;Marltal Status {'} k..' SEN
‘FLLITQ;Bas1c Va1ues Agreement '.'l -[W:fk*fFQ» - . ' ;’\;ﬂir?”'h

18. Unconsc1ous Factors
.iﬁe' :fljé;]Personallty Factors" |
o f_20.%Forma1 Ro]e 0b11gg%1ons -

;Each of thqnp var1ables havev beeh ai :leést m1n1mally
ﬁvdemonstrated .to_ p]ay a ro]e vexther hwifh respect ~fo;__uu
'

‘ fr1endsh1p formatlon 1ntens1ty, or durat1on Approx1mate1y

““half ‘of these same varlables (those 1nd1cated 1n bold faoe)

7are ut1l1zed w1dely 1n the research 11ter?turef-they w1]l be: L

drscussed at some length

Proposit ion - E1ever85:‘ “Friendship R‘e_ouih‘es‘f';Oppor tunity -for:
Interact1on 1%,_j'f L _ , ,h;ﬂ\\" . h.'hhp_.ci
0pportun1ty for 1nteraot1on has often been' cons:dered;}ﬁﬁp'

to be a cr1tlca1 factor in fr1endsh1p The . suggest1on‘hasf7i
8 : ,

N
e



th1s.p01nt when he notes

- contact wblch%

b¢£h<

‘_Dav1s (1950) remarKs that

Y

'T been that w1thout suff1c1ent opportunlty fon\face to" face ”

\

o :meanlngful 1nteract1on the pr1mar1ness we assoc1ate w1th
;fr1endsh15 does ‘no have a chance to deve]op and thus the

”wvﬁ potent1a1 fr1endsh1p does not develop Dav1s (1950), makes,

- 3. N B . N
X '}." y‘~,’ - . . v
“ .; o . N

In. order for 1nt1macy to ar1se 1t is necessary that

“people have ‘rather .close* contact and - noth1ng
provides such contact better than face- to face .

assoc1at1on (1950 291)‘ SR

i . co soa . [

1n Dav1s optn10n,i 1nt1macy ;'the result of 'ciosé,,'

e

an \onty be, ach1eved by face to

\

Q":'assec1at:\h'and tﬁérefore the opportun1ty one has or makes:f”‘ht“
for close contact w111 -in pargﬁdetermlne not on]y the degreerj;.t‘
of 1nt1macy posswb4e~ i »:one s _frfendsh1ps ~but problablyit»l
the1r number as we]l Atlan (1979) re1nforces thls v1ew w1th€::th

h1s reference to the fact that "most fr1endsh1ps dQ-Tn:factf'“"

{

that are 1nt1mate; face to face, and mean1ngfu1 Th1s woﬁ]d}ﬁk"t
further: tend to support the' not1on that close contact and,
faceito face assoc1at1on are 1mportant un1versa1 boundar}
t cond1t1ons to the deveﬂopment of pr1mary t1es w1th a. fr1end

S1mp1e phys1ca1 prox1m1ty, however _'is' a, necessary but

/

1n\\the absence.of ace to face 1nteract1on Theréforeyf

the _t;1nap and_ the death _Oftﬁ one s ’~fr1endsh1p\

_ reiattonships ‘rely in part on opportun1t1es for 1ntenact1on;.

1nsuff101ent cond1t1on _fi fr1endsh1p when one cons:ders H.'

”Phys1ca1 prox1m1ty } provtdes an opportunlty fpr
- the development of . pr1mary graups, - -but’ whether ,or

",'not that opportunity: will be utilized depends -on ﬁhe

s1tuat1on as defined in the culture (1950 292)




Dpportun1ty for 1nteract1on then, may be prov1ded

: by thfﬁ-s1mple notion of phys1ca1 prOX1m1ty, but Jt is very 'f‘i
c]ear from Dav1s statement that 1f 1nt1mate fr1endsh1ps are S
Lo develop or pers1st over t1me other cr1ter1a 1n the form

, of s1tuatgaﬂﬁl a?dmpultura] prescr1pt1ons and proscrtpt1onsa
o
must be cons1dered Regardless, opportuntty for 1nteract1on

"'rema1ns a necessary. 1f 1nsufftclent, cond1t1on » ?or-¢ o
e ST .
fr1endsh1p 1n th1s cpntext It'remains, further, an 1ntegra]

‘l\ part of the overt and tac1t assumptiOns - made _about.
‘ fr1endsh1p by Parne (1969) Naegaﬂ§§(1958) Booth anthessf
(1974) Babchuk and Bates (19@1).'andv;Armstrong_z(1969) “to f

mentton a few ’ _F’fff_ ) .j‘-ii . L 'ft L.
B R ' SR " N
~ Proposition Twellve: Friendship ~Responds to —Interactiom

%Constratnts ' B e -

Equalty\as 1mportant as the ideav of opportunity',for

N

1nteractlon »uforw friendship format1on,: duration," and .
Ut,tntens1ty is the notion o%;constra1nts upon 1nteract1on . As
suggested in’ Dav1s . previous statement constratnts in the;tdz“ﬁ
form of s1tuat1ona1 or soc1a1 and cu]tural prescr1ptlons or-.
proecr1pt1ons'; may on may\‘ﬁot _set - the .stage_ for_cthe'

deve]opment of a f 1endsh}p re1at1on$hip~ Parsons,t"tor

“

examp]e, 1mp11es that fr?@ndsh1p relat1onsh1ps vary in the1r

structure and the1r funct1on accord1ng _tp_”a' number of

-

situational factors (Parsons 1951 174) The 51tuat1ona1~

factors wou ld’ appear to der1ve from both egos and alters” |
s : .
def1n1t1on of the s1tuat1on asvwnstrumental_or expressive,




't{base of;the cultural subsystem In bther words what. Parsons :

'ff_js‘ suggestxng 1s' that - constra1nts on frxendsh1p are. both

he

' "&»-jf:'

4

‘aand the cultural factors from the ach]evement or- ascr1pt1ve f‘b

-

]s1tuat¥bna11y wand ,cultura]]y determ1ned Hez notes W1th

. respect to d1ffuse affectwve attachments 11Ke fr1endsh1p 1n

7four soc1ety that they: '”h \\\;v;fzﬂk'f

.are exceed1ng1y promlnent in . the Cross¥Sex
fre1at1dnsh1ps .of - the - "dating”  period . with the

attendant romantic: love . comp?ex ‘but tend to be u

. absorbed - into! the kinship unit by marr1age Intrasex -
.fr1endsh1p ~as diffuse attachment 1s ~much less .
~ prominent, probably - ‘because it -can : too. readily
divert ‘from “the achievement: .complex.. Among men: 1t*‘ :
- tends rather to be attached'as a d1ffuse "penumbra"’ - -
- tor occupat1ona] relat1onsh1ps the form of-an

~obligation in a mild way to: treat one s occupat1ona1-ﬁ"'

associate. .as - a friend 'also...The very. fact .that -
._affect1onate§bod1ly contact ws ~almost comp]ete]yjf

taboo among “men- American - society. is prob r
 indicative of the s1{uét1on since it strong]y 11
’_affect1ve attachment (1951 189) - - .

_ constra1ned both by any 1nd1v1dua] def1n1t1on of the
‘¢_14'51tuat1on that takes away from the ach1evement complex‘ﬁaaic.

@ .. , 2

: -"rbyj,a<‘cultura1 taboo of affect1onate bod1}y contact among

ﬂ‘American'men lnterest1ngly. women have not been d1rected by

i

‘- %hfs cu]tural taboo to the same degree 1n our - soc1ety, nor -
-t'have they been soc1al1zed for the work role to ‘the same ,.
I extent as - men. Wh1le some suggest that these factors may

| comb1ne to allow closer fr1endsh1ps among women than among

],jmé (Armstrong, . 1969 Jourard 1964) :'1 1ncreased

1

.h;fpast 20 years may adversely effect women s fr1endsh1ps

IETTV N

‘In th1s statement Parsons. suggests that'bfrﬁendshipivjs,_.

'rpart1c1pat1on of women 1n the work force wrfnessed overﬂfthefil_f



qf~145ﬁ!

N..?'Lepp (1986) develops the pos1t1on that we—may have many

i ’i»constra1nts -on. the deve1opment of :our fr1endsh1ps further 53

* y Y T o : S e

when he notesv d”:* _ . . _ ,
_ fn1endsh1p is not born between two persons un1essfﬁ;
'fboth dre Jin a state of ava11ab1]1ty When - peop1emej’
slack” time: or emotlona] energy . for fr1endsh1p, the1n,t;
-absence of ava11ab1l1ty is said-to be. exter1or When . -

hggjpeople are egocentr1c when they have no: thought for - »jiﬁ\“‘

. the ‘'heeds - of others but . rather seek from them. on]y'f;_"<yv

.-;ego1stlcal sat1sfact1on wand. . conf1rmat1on,-1 their - .///’“
'iunavatlab1l1ty ‘1s» .of an 1nterlor sub3ect1ve K1nd

- --_'(1966 1100

LT

[:n fth1s statement LeoBVshqws that we suffer both externa]

‘o and 1nternal constra1hts on ouﬁ fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps and!/;ff
'gﬂfthat our avawlab1l1ty$ to “and, for fr1endsh1p is therefomgif f‘
& cond1t1oned by these constra1nts S | - '*.;y'r*"

The 'po1nt of v1ew th&t is emerg1ng here ‘is that S
3 _

Ao

~'flfr1endsh1p w111 occur and pers1st on]y to. the degree that weff'

,diare, (1) ava11ab1e to 1t both 1nterna]1y and external]y, and;jr
”‘.(2) only ?f 1t is cultural]y sanct1oned 1n the latter senseilf
_fand does not d1vert or subvert our comm1tments to the worldh
- tOf work and/or the 1arger soc1a1 system To the degreiJ thatf?t
fr1endsh1p does 1nberfere _W1th otherf_soc1a1 duttes andjbjt
11gat1ons, 1t may be perce1ved fash threat bécausetras .

:“Pwtt R1vers (1971) suggests . B i o

Ry enter .1nto fr1endsh1p w1th _someone means
putt1ng oneself in a stake of ob11gat1on (1971 138)

~and to the degree that fr1endsh1p obl1gat1ons are ascr1pt1ve@‘”.

and take precedence' over the work role then they must be;f?'

'.ssen to constltute a threat to the ach1evement base of \{hetf:f”

L4

b lfsoc1a1 system Th1s may we]l exp1a1n why fr1endsh1ps on the_y

LA s
"Job are__often-'1nforma11y dlscouraged and .on]y forma]ly"



Syl e

:'ftolerated COHStPaIHtS éhéﬁtxh Ld ‘ fr1endsh1p ﬁéﬁ‘

*sz-g_ind1v1dua11y, 'soc1a11y.g and cu1tura11y COnd1txoned but are r

'dilfaoknow1edged as such in. only .

'7'-oontemporary esearch formu]at1ons

:s;'Baokground

n'fstatus have also been shown to be assoc1ated w1th fr1endsh1pt -

._'fa"_nd"-‘that

165Propos1t10n Th1rteen ’Frtendshjp&tts[uéffeoted'Ebvt}soofayjpgf

The var1ab1es of age, sex social ‘01355 . and -mar1ta1:~-‘

'format1on durat1on and 1ntens1ty Z Blau (1961) notes thef‘;f

ts1gn1f1cance of these var1ab1es as: does Rosow (1970) Rosow'gﬂi

'notes further for 1nstance

Jug_bas1s for. solidarity. because " they join  persons of
. Vike -social ‘position who have the same relation 'to:
. the larger society and who sharé . a  common seti. of -

‘f,and 1nterests (1970 63) f- “g_a Ny \:_,

;Thus persons of srm1lar status or who have status and valuei%73
:homoph11y as: Lazarsfeld and Merton (1954) dtscuss stand ‘
ﬂbetter chance‘ of form1ng. hav1ng, or Keep1ng fr1ends thanif”#
jthose of d1fferent d1vergent or d1551m1lar status In faf,?t

€ 1m11ar ve1n, Becker and Useem (1942) have swggested that '\-;dh

| niFPlendsh1p groups ex1st on a]l 1evels except for thef“;'

;df,age ‘sex, persona]1ty, cuItural opportun1t1es,_ andg o
%‘1nte111gence ~(‘942 21) L LT

of’ heterosexual fr1endsh1ps during - ado}esence and inolo

.. several in the college age. group, | by ‘and . large. adultﬁtfg,~n4

1_hd’fr1endsh1ps have been neglected (1942 21)

.ma11 m1nor1ty f-sf“

status s1m11ar1t1es generally prov1de a strongglﬁ*."

Tife exper1ences, ‘problems, perspect1ves, values,G MR

\f¢very young Thus:rise and duration are: influenced- by;fﬁ/,fiﬁ

'”*tCultural taboos are factors Hqn. l1m1t1ng the numberfﬂ-?f‘n

‘ adulthood. Although' there have been _a number of = . .-
- studies of friendship on the 'pre-adult" "level; .and:s
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o v P

These preced1ng statements show*that fr1endsh1p,. as1deﬂi:f{

;'*fffrom be1ng neglected and over1ooked 1n the adult populationjf-“

)

'-7-f.accord1ng to Becker and Useem does form, rise, and oont1nuefff'

';ﬂg”betweggv 1nd1v1duals. who are. by degree more s1m11ar ‘than

ftfﬁf dlss1m11ar ‘1n status 1nterests and soc1a1 background?j'x

,f*?fffcharacf%rlsttcs Itl'js.1nterest1ng to note that BecKer andi'"x

A'also emphas1ze the 1mportance of cultura] taboos itn”

_ th1s po1nt of v1ew 1n hts later work 5 '“}\K“ '5fjff‘““"“

Ly . . L-’-.

’_';Propos1tron Fourteen Frlendsh1p 1s Effected by Bas1c Valuesr”"

process ,as_‘we11 and that Parsons (1951) saw f1t tosz;

"fInk conJunctton thh thesevx statements ’on;f statusff;ﬂ

”s1m11ar1ty, agreement on bas10 values ls yet another e]ement:7“"

chat many be11eve to have some dtrect effect' on fr1endsh1pj"

'~a§fformation duratton and 1ntenstty Th1s 1s not to say,;fpﬁ

'?ihowever, that alt “fr1ends ‘agree upon or possess s1m11arjv:”

'hvalues Rake (1970) )notes t;r: example of Lazarsfeld andﬂflh

Q”Merton s (1954 study .{{Lﬁn3.?f

tnat 1t s poss ble‘fo’ﬁa frtendsh1p to emerge‘{,;[ﬁ
- between those holdin d1§parat§}«alues This -~ occurs -
-~ when - the.. persdnal attathmept * forms ~ before  the '
E partneﬁs are ‘aware . .of: d1vergent values,v on the »
. strength . of their 1n1t1a1 aff1n1ty they:are ab]e to
. tolerate much more disagreement . ‘Therefore ‘the Kind = -
and degree of value .conflict must be ‘examined within = -
. the ' distinctly . different. contexts o ofi. . fi ]
_,_;estab11shed frlendshths and tenuous earl ‘
;}(1970 367) Vo :

;h1n Lazarsfe]d and’Merton s study tended‘to a great extent to.
Nselect only those others for fr1ends w1th whom they shared

_the greatest degree of value 51m11ar1ty as measured




K . . ; L
On the other hand that fr1endsh1ps may form before the, e

'"51nd1v1duals are aware chf“ vany 519n1f1cant"” Values;*Vf

AL

: bfﬁfyd1fferences between them suggests, aga1n..that many ktnds or:¥7TF
::) : fforms of fr1endsh1p are poss1ble 1n a heterogeneous soc1ety,‘
tv;gand that some of these forms may be 'aberrant Nand(prﬂ_h

351fudestruct1ve to the 1nd1v1duals 1nvo1ved fﬁﬁ?;jff"

i e

:f"‘Propos1t1on F1fteen Fr1endsh1p 1s Effected by Personaltty

| The P1se,:.strength n durat1on of frwendsh1p'ﬁ:f

‘4
-

:Egﬂ relat1ons have also been shown to be effected by what are ol
Tbassumed to be unconsc1ous/persona]1ty centered var1ab1es ,¢QL

) .f-;;'Rake i 1970' 5

for 1nstance comments on Lepp s (1966) study
}of frtendsh1p and notes 737:}E*ﬁnﬂ;;:;t-? Sy

‘ ]The 1n1trat1on of fr1endsh1p 1nvolves both consc1ou5"”
and unconsc1ous factors. " The “first which.: he. . -
.»:1dent1f1es is . the ‘need - for some 'Kind-of common_}"“
?j‘ground L a. further necessary const1tuent seems to-be ..
wa certa1n ‘personal .and,. as- Lepp. says, myster1ous”""
L *vaff1n1ty wh1ch or1g1nates to a .large -extent. ‘in ,thef_,~~;@5
o) ©.'unconscious.. .both - .poles are necessary fqr thef.{f-*“
L jﬁfr1endsh1p encounter (1970 170) T S
D Duck (1973) re1nforces the 1mportance of unconscious mot1ves

f as we]], when he remarks S o _ ' _ e
E set out to ohoose and
] ‘others ‘into friends, “a - .
Bus - and»un1versaf process -
(1973 38) L :

© . .while _some’ peop7f'
. de]1berateﬂy make par
,.' ‘more . unreasoned un
a 1s felt to be the ma1n . _ : v
ERA Rangell (1963) also makes th1s po1nt 1n amd1scuss1on 0574/
t:.-
f.unconsc1ous personal1ty character1st1cs 11Ke . narclsstsm

Dot

R whmch may 1mpa1r ﬁr1endsh1ps Whatever th1s myster10us
S unconsc1ous aff1n1ty is or*the degree to wh1¢h_g plays lév?fﬁ

;,.*_v



ro]e in fr1endsh1p has 'not»fasﬁ'yeté.beenﬁfspectftcalty 1drg”5

A emp1r1cal]y determ1ned e

Propos1t1on S1xteen friehdéhfg;7ié;idEff§b§ed*?dby,LtRoIéffi'
) f!0b119at1ons S T e e

1.

“-E?i 1ntens1ty of fr1endsh1ps Kun£%<(1970) for examp]e asserteyfﬁv

.\.,
[

that*

@f;*_”'t' To form a?fr1endsh1p,<we m&%t move beyond the formal
R role relat1onsh1p tand the\‘rr1end1y re]at1on
(1970 169) : . O

1 r .' |

F1na11y, forma] ro]e ob11gat10ns have a]so been shcwngff[

kY to have a pronounced effect on the format1on durat1on ‘andfigj‘

*ﬁj.;»{so.‘ forma1' role [reTations*faren'in;/al;sense barr1ers tozf“

@

fﬂ;fr1endsh1p format1on 1n Kurth’s op1n1on and further . thatfffﬁ

fr1endsh1ps once formegr Way rec1proca1]y be barr1ers tof{ﬁf’

cen}a1n Klnds of forma1 rolebeT1ga{1ons Clcero (1967'78)f7t;f

"fﬁ{has{_1mp11ed and warned Jor 1nstance that one must carefu]]ydjff

"i; watch odﬁﬁbn1tor the: demandsv that one .makes on h1s/her;f“'

fo1ends S0 asq not to,%nterfere w1th the formal dut1es and'
chi S

jfagain : would seem an e pec1a11y 1mportant consxderat1on for :

ﬁ%spons1b1l1t1es that are 1mportant to . him *or her Th1s{_“'

fr1enﬁs who . work"" to'ether Slater (1963) and Parsons;;hf

,fjid” (1951) have. ;oF3 cour'e,’ mhde th1s po1nt abundently clear_.'c

although in sT1ght1y d1fferent contexts

'tfd;;"Thé..;ema1n1ng pofnts of agreement thh: respect to,:}

’ '.

' Fa%tors e#fect1ng fr1endsh1p format1on,‘ durat1on ffhand'”"

'e‘.

R . ¢ ,
};;iﬁ 1ntens1ty ‘.~ 1dc1ud1ng o 1nte111gence, ’ commun1cat1on

cogn1t1ve/cathect1cﬁeva1uat1ve .standards, comm1tment _ndd7 '



Ty

uifself concept support are less w1de1y shared e]ementsvof.;thefffi“

"ﬁresearch 11terature Sufflce 1t to say, that these var1abfesfg:h

"“Qg}may contr1bute ' somethlng ;toFfQSbFZ Undepstand1ng &ofitﬂyg

:b'»f,grespect to thls se]ectiVe.‘in

'.1;‘,effected by ;m;xt};v_ ((L‘;>__

. . - : o S e ‘ '
"f@fr1endsh1p i sOc1ety but they are colleot1ve1y somewhat.ffhs

1ess s1gn1f1cant than those emam1ned to thts po1nt

:analyS1s

Summar1z1ng,;then the arguments i tbe'itteratdr

“:tory‘of'agreements on thehﬂf-i

biﬂmean1ngs of fr1endsh1p it 1s'ev1dent that : | ._‘ '

”'.1€ Fr1endsh1p, for the most part rematns unstudled andf[-
1' atoof from h 1og1oa] too]s ﬁtof”f'tne{_ soc1a1~*'”

2 Fr1endsh1p has not been cenceptualizedwadequatety
d3" Fr1endsh1p 1s pr1mar11y a dyad1o phenomenon
I'ft4. JFmendshlb 1s a bas1c human need I
| 5 The qua11ty of fr1endsh1p 1s a cr1t1ca1 vantab]e e
6 Fr1endsh1p 1s d1ffenent from k1nsh1p and must bef;f?
_ stud1ed apart Fﬁom 1t and 1n 1ts own b1ght.?e_” ::: h .
| 31&7 Fr1endsh1p IS d1fferent from acqua]?tahcesh1p and/or""“"’j
L attractlon ?:;_?,a:,_ 7}3’ Zk*a T;x*_451f}1e7-f&i‘{
‘hf;8 Fr1endship 11ke1y - _epe;n,fneelo oﬁ' statusift”
o dlst1nct1ons “g*}gﬂgfl:*:ﬁgf~“ DR
-749{; Frtendsh!ﬁ is. both a soc1al ro]e and a he1attonaj;;jt
: Ledtegory.y e e og e
=~10 Fr1endsh1p 1s a mortal phenomenon L

ftand that fr1endsh1p format1on durat1on and 1ntens1ty are7"7




"Q’UOpportun1t1es fonw1nteract1on Con

J

2
3
4

5

fr1endsh1p.; however itj;fSL neces any
TR e

d1sag

!fi concept Th1s s the goal of the second chapter

1
2

hfh-3yf;Age ‘sex, s001a1 c1ass mar1ta1 staIus
é .
5

d;a'Unconsc1ous persona11ty variab]es ;,h_ f:?' -

';Q:FormaI role ob11gat1ons

:phtt"s.fig_ufali

},,Constra1nts on 1nteract1on 1;ﬂ.f3,4’-f§f?;?5}1f7[f]‘

."Agreement on bas1c va1ues

71nte111gence
Communlcat1on

.Cognit1ve cathect1c eva]uat1ve standards

Comm1tment

gelf concept support

Before attempt1ng to advance é'i

..’ \

~-

reements in: the l1terature over. the ‘meaniﬁgs% of the

..‘_



I1. SECTIONI. -

: ;A?"Aﬁ; Inventory of Dlsagreements on' théf;Méanj_f_”’ ’

Fr1endsh}p

There wpuld appear ‘to. beéapprox1mate1y nnne substant1a1;j.~:
. N A

\ ,

re]at1onsh1ps D1sagreemenfs~'vary _ :
from m1nor -and semantlc sk1rm1shes to maJor andii :ﬁ
f{oppOSIte po1nts of v1ew For the purposes of th1s thes1s anddr
. o systemat1c development F]eanf adequate work1nghj

’tfﬂdef1n1t1on of fr1endsh1p an 1nventory of the ent1re range of;;T-

'*m];d1sagreements s cons1dered essent1a1 Ltj7js, essent1a1;)'r

po1nts Of d1sagreement or\debate 1n the research 11teratureawf“5

'ffpr1mar11y because 1t 1s log1ca]1y 1mposs1b1e to state whath;_fﬁ

U;,fr1endsh1p js:-or really means unless one can also know orfn "

"demonstrate whnf“fr1endsh1p 1s not and/or does not mean The'f.‘

J

}=dgoa1 in th1s chapter w111 be to Jdent1fy and evaluate thefffa

var1ance ?n some po1nts of d1sagreement in such a way so. as;;“'

“to fac1l1tate the' emergence of a def1n1t1on of frwendsh1pif}”

"that is as va]1d 1qwthe negat1ve sense as "fds.;jnﬁfthé“'t"

"fpos1t1ve , TR
v-Pr0pos1tlon Seventeen Fr1endsh1p Cons1sts- of IehSiOn and” .

. ".

";h Proced1ng, then from what m1ght be ,cons1dered m1nor.ref

~

",d1sagreements to maJor conf11cts of 1nterpretatfon most::

'f?scholars conf1rm and suggest f¢f7 example that

Arvendship




aant
« NG

”";often cons1sts of obl1gat1ons. demands tens1on, confl1ct

-‘*ffand even . host1l1tyy:3 Th1s . 1dent1f1es' many jlof'::the‘:--

4

~characterr§tlcs that' 1f taken 1n the extreme -are cﬁﬁser to 1g--

“enm1ty than one would assoc1ate w1th fr1endsh1p and ' _ahﬂft

A result many other scholars do not share th1s po1nt of v1ew
: ¥

';f Nevertheless, perhaps the strongest argument fln favor (f

of. the pos1t1on that fr1endsh1p con51stsjlf at least some

AN
i€

E igaiﬂdegree of d1s‘ord fomes frOm S1mmel s (1955l

‘d1scussron of-.,n

_nfllct in. 1nt1mate relat10nsh1ps Slmmeliy5A

fthe' necess1ty of |

-‘xtnotes, for example

that very 1nt1mate groups should conta1n no
"occas1ons for confllct is qu1te out of the quest1on

ﬂ_(1955 46). L, ;
"andrsuggests to the contrary that f‘h'kg;Qfﬁf'
R A e o . o
C e .this. behav1or offen character1zes att1tudes wh1ch T,
s ,Vfﬁithough affectjonate moral and loyal, nevertheless _ o
" . lacks . . the ult1mate, uncond1t;qnal emotwonal o
= devot1on (1955 46) S (." L :

So~-accord1ng to S1mmel coﬂfl1ct#1s 1n part a pg%ﬁ$1ve and

”:;strengthen1ng element loﬁ fht1mate relat1onsh1p,i_ as

,f_l' v..ﬁ_ac"t ére is

:;some suggest1on here that relat1eﬁsh1p7 devaid of“lcd ﬁ;lct o

7opposed to be1ng only a d1v1s1ve forc;.

| a';s
. : . ' . BNy
e are,,, in (jsome sense,_ lacK1ng in degree,ﬂ,

comm1tment S1mmel goes on to say : . ?’fj‘ 'ﬁnﬁ

J',Consc1ous of " this lack the 1nd1V1du 1915 all the -

~more ‘anxious  to_keep : the re]at1qn free’ " from 'any

~ shadow and . to compensate his pantner. fer that -lack
0 ® . through the utmost . of frtendl1ness,' self control L
L "vand consideration.. (1955 47) ; S T

_ v
_ ,/Jn thlS statement S1mmel is. c]early suggest1ng that there 1s
/ .

d1fference that maKes a d1fference" between frlendl1ness f%d

and true fr1endsh1p He 1mpl1es that those of us . who‘_arei



“Q to be true at SO e 1eve] of awareness and 1n fact compensateffﬁﬁu

htf’f;for; the1r lack of feel1ng by bé]hg overly fr1end1y or byfttf*

'iﬂ s1mp1y avo1d1ng confl1chgs1tuat1ons Ah '5._,:‘f“},aﬁaf b

Conversé*y _'accord1ng to S1mme1 another perspectlverf'

':T‘ emerges from the fol]ow1ng c1£gumstances

e
RV

where on the other hand we. are certa1n of thev
‘ ;;1rrevocab111ty ‘and unreserv'dness of our fee11ng,-' o
g -such. peace at. any pfice isnet- cessgry We know.. .-~
: ;3that no crisis.can: penetrate t0' th foundat1on of . ;
.othe relat1onsh1p ‘we ‘can” a lwa s find the other
. ‘again_on this- foundat1on .Thus;; - - although confl1ct;;;
 among’: 1nt1mates .can- have more tragic’ effects than -
" ‘among ! 1ess intimate. persons..” precasely ‘the most
.‘»f1rmly grounded:-+ re]at1on may' take ja ‘chahce - on -
- discordy ‘whereas, good .and moral “but’ less. ‘deeply =
. rooted: - relationships fo1low a much more harmon1ousﬁ
and\conf11ct1ess course. (1955~47) N n

Thus,t S1mme1 fee]s that conf11ct though somet1mes trag1c

can be a: source of so]1dar1ty and cohes1on 1n Van 1nt1mateﬁ.x‘

f‘re]at1onsh1p prov1ded that ”the 1nd1v1duals .1nVo1ved are«'

1'" %

certaln of the]r (eel1n

' f{ makes _1ntu1t1ve sense 1n that a secure marltal relat1onsh1p.f';

\.

In marr1age, thlS po1nt of v1ewi,j_

can afford or may even demand a’ certa1n level or degree of

4 k]

d1scord t1mes to rema1n v1ta1 and al1ve bu% what ofﬁ;;f

fr1endsh1p9 o v
S e S
It would seem that many of the pr1g§1p}es that apply to'f?

i S1mme1 s remarks on 1nt1mate marltal re]at1ons wou]d also bef}jb

t.t]operattve @}jnffah'secure 71n'_mate fr1endsh1p One m1ght=ﬁfh

5;1hypothes1ze 'for: 1nstance

’fjconf11ct~f‘are correct bthtL:"

:i:jifi S1mme1 s{ notypns i;of.;ﬁﬂ

1) the best of 1nt1matefd?f

o fr1endsh1ps QEPerate and ma1nta1n a. certaln 1eve1 of

e T T R R
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d1scord and (2) to the gegreew(fhat th” relat1onsh1p BN

J... :
1n¥1mate both partners would va1ue dﬁfferences of op1n1on

Conversely 1t m1ght al;“abe suggested that;

.~13) 1esser .or”bgff

“lower‘ case ’ fr1ends probably generate and ma1nta1n 1esser?f’;

fievels of d1scord‘ and (4) ]ess 1nt1mate fr1ends probably in*Qf

the1rb' best to aVO1d ?Lfferences of op1n1on and héi3“

1nd1v1dua]s 1nvolved may perhaps settle for more stereotyped_,'~

soc1a1 exchang | Whether n t these hypotheses ‘AEéQLT*
supported emp1r1cally ls secondary. however . the po1nt;

fgpm S1mmel7 perSpec.;ve conf11ct ;andf
ffriendship ’are notA mutually exclus1ve‘ because conf11cttjff

%though fdi negat1ve phenomenon 1n genera] terms mus;

'nevertheless also be seen as a source of 1nt1macy Thereforq.

to have an 1nt1mate relat1onsh1p 1s to have confl1ct and to':A
, %
“the degree that fr1endsh1p rs an 1nt1mate relat1onsh1p, then

Aol . . R ’ . o . N
.. ‘«'-:"

,f- That fp1endsh}p conslsts of \mutual demands and/or

y\..

obl1gat1ons is also qu1te we]l represented 1n the v1ews of

‘ :several scholars fAsf prev1ous]y ment1oned ?tb example, .

,i}Clcero§(1967) notes

Y

_frwendsh1p 1s Conf11ct

Jwe must watch carefu]ly what ‘we demand of oun

fr1ends and. what we  allow ’them to demand of us. '@.p,
S (1967 78) : : o
-

'S1m11ar1y, R Pa1ne (1969) suggests“-t

that fr1endsh‘1p makes mutua] demands of i.nti'ma'cy“" Q
and conf1dence . (1969: 507) S e ' .

and.q.‘Prtt-R1vers (1971); agrees, /in. sayﬁng"universajly'
‘»-that:. S - o ' K
.7.'td%enterbintd‘friendship means”'putttng oneself

Ve o o e .



\ ‘ : _
g _ 1n‘a state of ob11gatlon (1971 138) R
vff',ffThe po1m¥~ of V1ew belng exp”essed here is s1mp1y that noti'h

A R e
,._heavy~52mamds on our personal and emot1ona1 resources C.;_f”

§=;aGratt¢n (1970) ,r[fvnstance 1n comment1ng on y:*obscure-?nf
_ﬁ.jiart1c§e by A Greeley (1970) : 1dent1f1es fthe rysks-_ofgﬂ”'
‘ . ,f@g.@jth R

.Ql'frlendsh1p whenlsbe nq¥é$;id-=_};.utw”

1s,thd'm°$t»r{$KY‘0f alﬂ human epdeavors (1970 242)tt'f1ffn

"'She goes.on

’:5"f. self reve]atton 1both the 1ndispensﬂlﬂecgore of”f
' personalvty Ean

7 of ﬁr1endsh1p.

) S

}fny truly 1nt1mate re]at1on butiyff

fr1endshvp re]at1onsh1p can and often does makehth

“and" to d fer oneself to ‘somecne. eTse¢7*A“ o

on and ‘the essential gift- g1v1ng’g;§;3]f
it Ws.to the.extent that . ‘are. o

“able  to emter into friendly. re1at1onsh1ps.gthat we. ot

‘become: fulﬁer richer, “warmer, ‘more huflane “human -

be1ngs Ye ‘Suchﬁself revelat1on is: a big risk -, for - -
”\The_othe' eject our-offer of self in: fr1endsh1p{‘“
. din vario stating fashions. Thus, .many ;who' have~;'~
oo risked’ the ves up toa po1nt “turn away: From" “the: . -~
. . relation ip, .:and. settle for coex1stenceq qu1tt1ngi;x;-'

S et 2 JusT b pe fr1endsh§p actually. begins: But ‘bnce the - .o

.gv'” turnin ht ds reached, ‘the friends bécome fr1ends]3

‘forever, ntithey have passed the po1nt of
return j;fu: I , e ‘

fThese quotat1ons ma1se”a number of 1ssues relatiye;;to;'tﬁg,f;?

f.r1sks }fn: fr1endshﬁb 4ﬂForemost among thesejfts'Jtntf"thef;f?

‘fr1endsh1p game (d1;

:ed above) and that by 1mp11cat1on

a"”;dlfferent 1dﬂ1v1dua | [ave vary1ng ab111t1es or potent1als

'}{to r1sk themselves 1n a fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1p

[

'710n5 the surface the r1sks 1n fr1endsh1p would appear to

~

- make 1ntu1t1ve sense for 1t would seem to follow that the
”3‘more :one r1sks 1n frwendsh1p the more one may stand to ga1n[

_'1n that relat1onsh1p Yet 1f th1s reason1ng is correct'b‘tfﬂ L

_...,
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‘f'potent1ally ga1ns The prbblem w1th th1s reason1ng however"

'ﬁjy r1sk For examp]e,‘1f one r1sks a great deal 'hf fr1endsh1p t“b
uand w1ns in h1s or her own eyes or 1f he or she r%ﬁys I1tt]e[
.'vand s1m11ar]y f‘WJns,__ thts ' suggests L they arei bothb“b
twtnners--though surely the . former more so than the 1atter :hw

Dn the other hand 1f one r1sKs a great dea] and loses or 1f

"iiloserS\--but who has lost more’ One mtght suspect ihat the.’ ;

"‘:

7z,_;former has 1ost more -‘_x-}t‘gff. ._;5f}"‘pun-',{t'~°

j Perhaps al] that be commun1cated here that

B

ufr1endsh1p by 1ts very nature 1nvo]ves some r1sk or.some
75cost to se]f and that one may both w1n or Iose 1n many[:?
‘d1fferent ways 1n the frlendshlp game - yet what of a draw°
rIs it poss1b1e to have a’ sta]emate in fr1endsh1p ulttmately?f"t

,"These quest1ons and others ]1Ke them rema1n unanswered and_ L

-Just1f1ab€§}so at present Unt11 it 1s poss1b]e “to, spec1fy:
ifw1fh greater degree of- certalnty what fr1ehdsh1pqas orig :

means,/ answerS'jto these. quest1ons,-w111 be d1ff1cult‘vﬁ

‘”_Howeyérjvtit. isf somewhat ev;dent from th1s d1scuss1on that;

3;

in today s soc1ety

show that there is cons1derable agreement among7varjousr

scholars with respect to the propositicn that friendship

To th1s po1nt 1n the chapter the concern has ‘been 'toi :

tfgmust also be true that the less one r1sks,, the Wess one-}b[g

‘”fbv1s that expectat1ons may not a]ways be tn_ a11gnment w1thiff"

lioutcomes,y no may 1nd1v1duals always be aware of what theyfrvf"

&;one r1sks 'only 'a ]1ttle and 1oses they are sure]y bothFrfr'

'S

._fr1ehdsh1p ‘may well be a luxury tbat few can rea]]y affordf*t°‘



ﬁ_ qua11f1er of a "predom1nance ‘of pos1t1ve affect

”.'the presence of some conf]1ct mNevertheless, there

eL.Spec1f1ca]1y, Allan notes .“” CER ,5

conf]1ct and even host111ty On the other handi#

researGHErs d1sagree and substant1a11y reJect th1s potj‘

v1ew Babchuk'": (1965% cTass1c‘ def1n1t1on' of

frleno ior examp]e makes- no d1rect reference to 1hef5~it

-

tens1on often assoc1ated w1th prlmary relatlons

dctivities.. .and  with ‘' whom - there” would be ka,'
.=_predom1nance of p051t1ve affect (1965 483)

‘Rather BabchuK.-'s1mply covers -h1s remarKs us1ng 'hvb

e

o

jment1on‘of mutUGl demands. tens1on or host111ty in Babchuk’

L More overt obJecttons to fr1endsh1p as: cons1st1ng of

A"%ome tens1on.and ob11gat1on come from Allan (1979) : At]an

_\O

,ffbecause 1t is voluntary,_1s-based‘ pr1mar11y on enJoyment

T

- because 1n Qur culture fr1endsh1p hs entered 1n(ouw

v:_vo]untarlly it ‘s reasonable forsthose 1nd1v1dua?s“
involved. to assume that the: other(s) are ‘party to™’
- the 1nteract1on because they enJoy 1t (1979: 41 -42

.

: -preconcept1ons 1nto any fr1endsh1ps‘@i;t they mtght enter

u,.1nto However '1f ohe assumes both var1ab1l1txg1n'frtendsh1p_.".

'd']andmark study of fr1endsh1p ,;%f" .” : :\f ; : u?"'

'ffsuggestﬁa rathep cons;stent]y 1n th1s wor& that fr1epdsh1p.¢

: often cons1sts of ob11gat10hs,: demands .some ten31on -os'

pr1mary‘7

The po1nt‘h”

He' nqteS'
1n h1s study that :; j ‘AJZ hhfdf':--'@ee.'ﬁlneth?s"”fb"'
A pr1mary4 fr1end was’ person with whom one was’wxv. o
vtpred1sposed to ‘enter. 1nto ~a. . wide . -range.- of R

”v_fjgt.that a predom1nance of pos1t1ve affect does not ru]e outtfﬂ;

.'i_s-j.no"-a

-fTh1s\may well be reasonable to assume as Allan suggests,=ra*

}1f everyone were to carry the same( exper1ences ”and7”~



_ T T A ey
"-‘experwence in K1nd and in 1ntens1ty and a]so varlatton 1n

"e;gethefi preconcept1ons e*and* therefore expectat1ons that T

ffleast somewhat suspect For example, 1f enJoyment _;;a

’ cr1t§?1a of and *or fr1endsh1p one m1ght expect ”~_~ o

__ﬁiv-1nd1v1duals may have about fr1endsh1p, thls statement 1s at QEZ}

j5y71nd1v1duals not ftto~f contlnue 5_or.a enter ‘Vinto't
| fr1endsh1ps ‘that are or. may be tens1on or anx1ety¥::'
:., tproduc1ng and subsequent]y that | .
Hgd2ﬂff1nd1v1duals would d1ssolve the1r frlendgh1ps whenf
| :hfthey ceased to be enJoyable . SR
Both of these statements would probab]y hold tnue 1nfft--'7h
'*;the c]ass1ca] sense of fr1endsh1p However '¢1f fr1end§h1ps‘
7_1can- ex1st eat -1ower Qlevels- than comp]ete true or 1dea1“”

"_4r1endsh1p then these statemedts may Obe 1naccurate Forffht”

a,éexample, cons1der the fo]low1ng scenario: _ti) Y befr1ends X

. but:does so only té advance h1s or. her ‘career ~(2) Y{. iﬁT{'

‘guaas far as others external to the dyad are concerned THus

.successful1y keep1ng _th1s' 1nformat1on from X, 11es andﬂ‘d
ucheats to ma1nta1n the pol1te/f1ct1on (3)‘besffneeds t:re;:}ﬁifi;
ﬁ jdhonestly met int,the_ relat1onsh1p, and7 (43 desp1te Y'
.bdefjnftton~ of ythee. s1tuat1on dthe fr1endsh1p : appears'F’t"
' ‘"“soc'ia};ly""'»v -y-'i‘able"» Wh1]e this’ r‘e]attonsmp between Y ad‘nd X
tthcould never be'%a1d to be a fr1endsh1p in any "true or: purehji
Lsense,m;it may ex1st with ?altdtors most ‘of the isocial *
..;Dlopert1es that -one. mtght expect of ‘true fr1endsh1p at 1east'»u

L~

chough ,xp]o1tat1ve of one member of ,the dyad,v_ ny th1s

- examp ed-there .jsv"in_.g .sense a functional 'if coerced.



o frjendsh1p ex1st1ng between Y and X at least as far as thefh:f,fﬁv
-*7,h observer ts concerned ;1;_u_.;,=¢,”;’ -ﬁ;ﬁ;:l;.e“vgw,;;t :

Many fother, scenar1os are possmble here 'where oneb. o
;* etther orbboth 1nd1v1duats 1nvo]ved m1ght exp]o1t the otheriﬂif:;fx
‘@tot the1r Sown- ends,“that 1,; ends other than frtendshtp per.;dgif'”
se ) They:tmay ;hot] represent ~"true frtendsh1ps _in.'the?t;g;gfﬁ
class1ca1 sense nor may they add up to everyman s def1n1t1on ﬁ{ e
of what frtendsh1p shou]d be,_ yet the degree to- whwchf't'fi'?
fr1endsh1ps ex1§t 1n fsdmef_of these forms suggests thab:-rwﬁ- |
| enJoyment may have very little to do@mth ?some kmds of
fr1endsh1ps jlkb__ﬁf”ferQ_f;_j'ﬂmﬁffuf:{;f_ | b : "A
On the o_rer hand one would hope that any fraudu]ent '
'@'explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1ps that may ex1st 1n our soc1ety could’ftdji,?
be 1dent1f1ed ;' such by h 1nd1v1duals 1nvolved Jandr
e11m1nated forthrtght However ' there His{ a more complexf;».
:‘O.HI-ISSUG here that bears on the prev1ous example Say further
that in. the course of Y s fa]se fr1endsh1p w1th X Y changes f‘ngﬁ;
t'i: h1s or her m1nd and accepts X as - true | fr1end So 1é3f7

';effect_fa\ .alse and exp]o1tat1ve fr1endsh1p 1s transformedfi"ﬁ

cinto'a "heatflonéy It wou1d seem to. ﬁollow here that Y mustf;f

N U A
o \ - . . .. .

o,

reta1n' some anx1ety about h15 or her ortgtnal mot1ves and”f-b

/;]{ therefore the'fr1endsh1p un1t may d1ssolve now not,/becausei;ffg
of d1shonesty, but perhaps because of Y’s gu11t If further
X were to d1scover Y’s or1g1nal mot1ves (career advancement)?

4.atd th1s Junct1on in’ the1r fr1endsh1p§goth wou]d be anx1ousf

and d1sturbed about the state oF the1r re]at1onsh1p qﬂ't
AR Sk e
3 '
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1t may beg1n for 1ess than'honorable mOt1ves,,,ii m?y' a]sou e

‘-@ end for "more than hénorgbie” motives - put ggat X3 bothl

. beg1ns and ends is, ceriﬁuv"d ff’g?*f: 1f‘“ dgégh”'fk'ﬁ

/

ql‘r“

def1n§%»ona] pgnpd%esx‘Fr1endshypfb

'"pos1t @n Elghteen Frlendsh1p 1s Ach1eved and Express1ve

»}" o Anofher m1nd; po1nt of d1sagreement would appear to;_E‘

S N S
,'»ﬂs{'ﬁby degree L a voluntary,‘SAchieved express1ve,>_and

2f;‘aff%et1ve1y ch@%gg?’phenomenon R{ Pa1ne (1959) for example

. f‘ .

s1n xthex uest1on
DQ g hqq

7ﬁ‘h:3‘ gor is .not al] fr1endsh1p 'u1t1mate1y mstr-umental'>
. (1969 506) o |
e The quest1on is formu]ated in the wake of - a cr1t1c1sm of
Parsons< 11951) d1scuss1on of the 1nstrumenta1 ar eXpress1ve "
emphas1s 1n fr1endsh1p and Pa1ne further noteS that
. The suggest1on -~ that i th1s_ (1nstrumenta11ty or
« ~expressivity in friendship) is an e1ther or -~matter.
~ is unconv1nc1ng (1869:506) -~ .\ . '

”;;aUthors dfg&géeé; Qifh"fh :
Fr1endsh1p often 1nyolves ob11gat1ons,U
zgéeﬁehdsf tsome uléns1on amd conf11ct. and h°5t1]1ty,¢thef3‘-

e . : e a0ceptance of th_ﬁ~'vﬂ.’“
propos1tnen the aff1rmat1ve Ihus”/for ]nventory andf;dx7rV’

AW111 be apns1dered t}i:_ﬁgiv

. ex1st 1n the 11terature over the propos1t1on that fr1endsh1p,3'ﬁ

":;;challen%wthe* expresswe dunensm?f th1s statement by .

‘!:_,»'




‘\

'1nstrumental phenomenon 1s m1slead1ng 1n the sense

Ko DT

,ffconceptual/theoret1cal problems of fr1endsh1p lwe

: 1progress in deal1ng effectlvely elther, theoret1
'd-emp1rlcally w1th the concept of fr1endsh1p |

Thus, wh1le Paane ra1ses some 1ssues : ab

%.

1nstrumental 'or express1ve states of frtendsh1p as
,lcategory his remarks do l1ttle to serlousﬂy 'chall
:?;express1ve _emphas1s ‘tn frtendsh1p documented b
: 1-‘(1951) R L A

Hav1ng -11dent1f1ed - thiS“i m1nor dtSagreément-'oyeF{;;J"”“

5f,3fr1endsh1p [ express1ve/1nstrumental propert1es

-the propos1t1on under d1scuss1on Of fr1endsh1p s

]iand ach1eved nature for example Allan (1979) ‘rema

~Fr1end relat1onsh1ps are def1ned voluntary
put - this- another way'ther are achaeved rather
jyascr1bed Where there a personal’: relat1o
with ' another based on crtterta other than

. ' . ) )
s

'Pa1ne s suggest1on that frﬁendsh1p 1s ult1mately an

that

ﬁ_nfr1endsh1p that ft truly other or1ented cannot be purely

”f;1nstrumental However.'1t 1s d1ff1cult U§ argue w1th h1s

"does not" seem to realize or emphas1ze enough 1s that some

o relat1ve" degrees dfotiv:emphas1s 515 where Q.the;f real

Unt1ﬂ we '

f

ican develop a model fbf frlendsh1p that canv accommodate

~ _latter statement that most fr1endsh1ps w1ll conta1n elements
: . e A -
- of both 1nstrumental1ty and express1v1ty ’Yet what Paxne, ; :

.Sfr1endsh1ps may be more or’ less 1nstrumental exore551~e »&T:QF”

'than 'others the1r character and d1st1ngu1sh1ng these, fiﬁ"'

,rextreme and 1ntermed1ate forms we are l1kely to: make f1ttlel"'”

e

cally orfg,;{?f

out tﬁef:.:lrji

a soc1al

eﬂge ‘théff,ff7*7

y Parqu§
3 -

; most
j'scholars_ would appear to agree on . the rema1n1ng elements of°

ivoluntary

rKs

| To .'.~ L

nsh1p5;'"”

freeﬁhj.:*""

¢




d’ﬁlmwhtle ‘one | mtght - not. dts

'1ch01ce, or when a person s cho1ce 1s consequent1al”_; 737
.- to'a greater or: lesser extent on factors for ~which
"fhe perce1ves “he " “not. - respons1b1e then the"

".-,-retattonshtp is: un11kely to- be cons1dered one of o
']hfrlendsh1p (1979 400 _

; In th1s statement Al]an clearly éupports a1 voluntary
and ach1eved conceptton of fr1endsh1p and would appear to be[ :

»1n mak1ng these comments However.f

'7'fa1rly sol1d groun

ree w1th th1s statement what3heh

\}Vrmay have overlooked _t that : wh11e we may accept "thefi

'hzttvoluntary nature of fr1endsh1p and the fact that 1t is- not a‘*'

7;.who deC1des th1s 1ssue Wt

fntgnven -1t 1s often d1ff1cu1t to determ1ne to what ddgree thelt |

| Lch01ce is f cond1t1oned"v or ts freely made and Furthermorejff'gyﬁt

5.

A1lan t-usang 5an 1nteract1on1st perspect1ve, WOqu;?.

7.correct]y suggest that 1t is the 1nd1v1dua1s percept1ons»ofh“>

‘f4each other that are 1mportant Yet others may also be seen"'

:to 1nfluence these percept1ons by attr1but1ng elements other

Sy

fthan, free-l cho1ce vito" the1r rassocnat1on and _thereby

My

'vfinfluenctng _these percept1ons {Whtle the -tndtViduaTss’n

'1nvolved may choose vto be11eve or not be11eve th1s 1nput'

'hfrom the 0Ut$1d€.;ian' eva]uatton js be1ng 1mposed from~b"‘h

"douts1de the untt Therefone 1n a sense any fr1endsh1p un1tf

uts composed of much ‘more than the two 1nd1v1duals and thetr,
. A :

dpercepttons of each other" It may, for exagple{i'fvoke’a

' ser1es of networks wh1ch may‘or may not funct O
free choice" of and in fr1endsh1p Oon. the otherrhahd 1f the
g;fr1endsh1p un1t or dyad IS cons1dered in 1so]at1on 'as a'

type then these_cons1derations’probab]y do not.apply.



'y»I “summary,x Allan 1s qu1te correct 1n suggest1ng that

. _fp1endsh1p pr1mar1]y ] vogﬂptary n' achxeved

h:hf.phenomenon but some cautlon 1n assess1ng the degree to wh1ch

. -~ ¥ 9“ S
-.free chovce xs used as rav baS1s - fo these propert1es is

-;_‘( .

..

The f1na1 ele‘ent of th prgpos1tlon .. fr1endsh1p’s' SN
»_a?fect1ve nature; 'is_ w1de1y d1scussed :1n many d1fferent
ﬁ%contexts in: the research 11terature K Dav1s (1950) sees 1t
jtas- sent1menta] and 1nclus1vl Parsons (1951) as d1ffuse

"vaffect1ve attachment N BabchuK (1965) as pos1t1Ve'1affect,

Each of the above scholars em@has1zes the pr1or1ty of

"the}affectwve d1mens1on 1n the fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1p but

ﬁzperhaps one of the strongest statements about affect1v1ty as

s 'suggests

d"Here affect1v1ty vs glven‘the pr1or1ty of a bas1c humane~a'

-lg_other :1nst1tut1ons G1ven theseﬁ‘

r

some assumpt1ons Seem” unavo1dab1e and perhaps*“

Just1f1able at the~outset -and one-of -mine is’ that7j?fﬂlﬁﬁiﬂ /
-T_'certaln human. needs of" affect1ve nature “are - .

universal and . in our own soc1ety are: takenh .care of

by fr1endsh1p, e1ther alone -or in. conJUnctlon 'w1th,'y

other 1nst1tut10ns (1969 506)

“.

e ',‘»‘

o -

i .

_ L A
- and’ S.. Keller (1968) as mutua1 trust affect1on .;andf'f’
'?:7respect R W11]1ams (1959) sees "type one fr1endsh1p as w[
'.-,'f- charae{’rqzed by re]at1ve7y hlgh degree of )
oo affect1ve -1nvolvement d1ffuseness, . col1ect1v1}y
~orientation, and normsf of affect1v1ty rather th
neutral1ty (1959 7) '

nan e}ement 1n fr1endsh1p 1s g1ven by R Pa1ne (1969) when he yta,_ﬂ
.1need and $m1endsh1p 1s seen to have the ab1l1ty to fulf111u

‘-h;ath1s need e1theF a]one or 1n con3unct1on or connection withg*:ﬂ

'remarKs there s lwttle:ffi}?FF




: status f- g‘

'“fa; Psycho]og1ca1 and 5001a1 Backgrounds

o)

-doUbt that affect1v1ty must now be 1nc1uded as an essent1a1

and 1ntegral part of a def1n1t1on of frténdshlp .
For the purposes of the 1nventory, the propos1t1on thatsjl

fr1endsh1p 1s, by degree a- VOIUntary,.ach1eved express1ve,f; o

'[:and affect1vely charged phenomenon w111 be accepted oesp1te

some m1nor d1sagreement over 1ts express1ve or‘_1nstrumenta1f .

Propos1tion Nineteen Fr1endsh1p Requlres Simttarity in

Turn1ng t 'tthé. next po1nt of disagreementtf'over

,

f fr1endsh1p s mean1ng(s) the suggest1on that fr1endsh.ns ared
;,most,vljke]y_-to 'form between 1nd1v1duals w1th s1m11arii'.
‘psychological and soc1al» backgrounds -1s'a source of some'

.further concern Wh11e 1t has alreadv been estab11shed

}the 1nventory of agreements thgt most scho]ars agree that'

”friendsh1p formation ”is‘ governed inf part -by bas1c,rfr

s1m1lar1ty }ﬁhnlsoc‘a] ‘and pSycholog1ca1 orﬁentat1on théﬁf;jﬁ:

,swtuat1on 1s comp]ex and requ1res some further attent1on Itf”

Y

is’ 1nterest1ng to note for examp]e that a]though ev1dencei_}ﬁfﬁnt
in support of . the propos1t1on under cons1derat1on far h7'”'j

outWelghs 1nformat1on to’ the contrary, there are s1gn1f1cantf'J.

‘anomal1es in :the 11terature Before-'laddress1ng ' thesevff?f»l'

-anomalies, however , ;it is necessary to.: reevaluate ”théifi R}

affjrmatiye-case.y e f7f - "d_ S ."t f?.:tf?fx$if21:f
First, then G”With respect to 5001a1 stm1lar1ty ana

bas1s for fr1endsh1p format1on, 1t has already been po1nted




"-uefr1ends S1m1‘

_:r*ﬁ,frelat1onsh1ps

";5(1970) have,7‘f

o status and Value s1m1]ar1ty 1n 1nterpersona] relat1ons lthed;

.~efr1endsh1p 1n suggest1ng that

ﬂe-»F;g the we1ght of the value system is on" the s1de of?f .
o “u,’horlzontal'*,rather than ' vertical’: empha51$ peer 7.

;*53relat1ons,'not superord1nate subord1nate ‘relations, .
. equality, ..'rather than “hierarchy. (W1111amsf
,.“”:1970 502) SR Ll - -
“and ‘that:

difvStatus s1m11ar1t1es proV1de ,é» strong bas1s féh*ﬁ

‘”;jsol1dar1ty ‘because they ‘join persons’ of 11Ke soc1a1ff'i- R
© position who. have  the same ‘relation to . the. larger

fﬁ",{soc1ety ~and ‘who' share a’.common set. of exper1ences.-:
.-Tproblems,, perspect1ves. va]ues,,. and :1nterests
~(Rosow 1970 63) Lo : _ ,

ee.

Lazarsfeld ;andi Merton (1954) found the1r{:
”Jres-ondents tended to se]ect others w1th s1m11ar values asf."::t“f
JVJyrghR? W1111ams (1959 ;)1970) and Rosowilf

add1t1on po1nted to the s1gn1f1cance ofl" -

S B

'x:;_EThus, hor1zonta1 opposed to vert1ca1 ,relat1ons - ini.[‘

"fr1endsh1p coupled w1th the potent1a1 so]Tdar1ty produeed by;t

"uvarlous status para]lels qr6v1de two strong 1nd1cat1ons that&}f}fﬂu.

AR

ftgendshup 1s strongly represented 1n Gesellschaft Slnceiij“:"'

" r,u." "; &

they, us1ng these 'perspect1ves;

'w S S o
ERCE I £ AT
i Y - P LN

,Hg?ﬁnsoc1a] s1m11ar1ty 1s th foundat1on for fr1endsh1ptbln~1

Fotlow1ng up on "the potent1a1 so]1dar1ty produced byf;:,}fiu
‘ | status s1m1 1ar1t1es - Rosow s 197‘) op1mon, 1t i,s_j- -
s ,".‘ e ) K

'ﬂlf"remrniscent of "Tonn1es (1957) statement suggest1ng thatfpﬂuf};f
é &m th1s 1s the'case ahd s1nce Geme1nschaft means sol1dar1ty asu*ﬂ' .
;'AW‘ w@%-,,fr1endshrp must necessar11y 1mp1y the same Therefore,':"‘f
“'i?_;tb \the degree that status s1m1larrt1es produce sol1dar1ty.j"’dﬂ"
’must' produce or s1mplyfl7'fﬂ

contr1bute to :ghe format1on of fr“endsh1p as well S1mme1 S
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"-, 1950) .and Pa1ne= 41969) talso support the slgn1f1cance of |
| :s1m1lar1ty in frtendsh1p format1on 1n emph53121ng standards R
'.flof -equ1valence - and/or E mutual1ty 1n fr1endfh1p S1mmel‘b

‘dnoges for example that fr1endsh1p 1nvolves ” .

S .a high degreerf seciprocal (or mutual) knowledge “
‘j of one another (1950 324)(Parentheses Author s) S

. and Pa1ne remarks in-a. s1m1lar way | . L s
| 'That fr1endsh1p 1s' based upon .equ1valency--though

+.-perhaps’ mutuality .is the bettef word--should not be
Tost: from 51ght {1 69 511) : - : b

x':'hus;f two porent1al fr1ends become'"frtends becauSe-of a .
"hlgn degree of rectprocal knouledge of one _another on}-the’i
i.one .hand and because .they treat each other as- equals or"v‘

'7dperhapsl mutuals The1r s1m1lar1ty,_then seem1ngly der1ve%
'if%om thls  their mutuallty of or1entat1on toward one
,another | | o _‘v v _ ‘

'_Thati'psyCholongal _slﬁilarity-Of‘baékgroudd‘ls’also.a rWL

- factor'in frtendShip,formatjon 1s'a1sosWé11 establ1shed in fﬁ;

severalflcontexts. ahd' requlres,'some further elaborat1oniﬁei¢~#¥

R

before addressing_the',disagreements with ~nespect 'tot the ‘;§>r=

b'proposltlon ~ The "potenttal psychologiiaf _s1m1lar1tx/ of?*'

friends has been prel1m1nar1ly explored by Duck 1970 1973 f_??iff
'Secord »and Backman, 1968; and Beier et al., 1961 DUGK=> Ry
(lQ?O)lfor_exaﬁple relies. heavily’onsKelly’s (1955) theory b{f'll

-

of personal constructs and concludes by 1nd1cat1ng several
)ways‘that s1mllar1ty of constru1ng process ~can be applaed
to expla1n fr1endsh1p format1on H1s,v1ews further'derivefaslltj‘,

fOIlows- o : S
: . . o o T . : ’ .o ':r/ . . L < “ ’]
(1)The commonality corollary states tha}:fio the R

[N '

,,,,,,,,



-H1s

-‘Thusq psycholog1cal s1m1lar1ty 1n
’fgyfprqéesses” combined w1th the dtsclosure o#‘

Q$h1lure /to present negat1vely evaluate

J £

fjf1nd1ngs suggest for example that |
s SubJects will prOJect more of thelr-:own?f'””

- 2y, :Subjects © will project-: more.'socially approved:imdifs_fj*‘

- similarity of construing pgocesses will fac1
',;the formatlon of fr1endsh1ps ¥

tcomb1ne to. fac1lltate fr1endsh1p format1onb

r{ psycholog1cal s1m1lar1ty 'l fr1endsh1p forma

2, o

~”extent that one perép employs a construct1on ofugﬁ
"'exper1ence,wh1ch is s1m1lar to ‘that' -employed’ by .. -
- another, "his . 'processes are psycholog1cally similar .

to those-of the otheraperson ~Thus.. s1m1lar1ty of

. ‘construet systems %mounts - to s1m1lar1ty of -
L "personal1ty 12)The” oIher corollary which helps- here*f_;
B the - soc1ab1l1ty corollary This states that.''to” -
‘the .cextent .- that ' oéne - person ' construes. theff’
;Tconstructlon processes ofy, another he _may. pl”,-‘
Soein socaal processes. . invoiving the ‘other P
S (3)1t s therefore sderivable . from: withy

structure of personallgﬁeonstruct theory

(1973 24)

Q'Therefore,;1n Duck's op1n1on fr1endsh1p format1on can eas1lyh' _

Avbe expla1ned as a coroTlary of - personal construct theory hf’iht&h
. N emphasis on. psycholog1cal s1m1lar1ty as the Key elementdf;"f»ﬁ
»V1n frwendsh1p is further elaborated when he suggests

~.The’ present p”Oposal will espouse the view that;?;f‘:'”'
.fr1endsh1ps result from the failure  to present

negat1vely evaluated data and the
criteri ‘with? the d1sclosure of
similar ty (1970:31) - e fx

arriage of this
;ycholog1cal”

Be1er, et. al (1961) also support ‘the ;?5¢é°‘of'*‘” -

characteristics on. the1r friends.

characteristics on" their fr1ends

3. .Subjects.” ‘project. more socially d1sapprovedg’rb

: character15t1cs on dlsl1ked persons (1961 8)

It

- friends tend to be substant1ally sjmJlar'-1n psycholog1cal

'fs_

_,would seem to follow,= then that the assert1on that

f; constru1ngff g
Wa:fact and theffrfEJ

somehow L



":f charabter1st1cs has been both*tagoret1ca11y an

'ever1*1ed at least 1n pre11m1nany wsy

Sgcord and. Backman (]988) have contr1buted to uthfs‘

‘t bpcsitton_as well, but add3fucther_complex1tyito.the issue in

'-statingf.r o 17, Q'Ai o 73t_v S

" Two - conditiuns that promote attractton between
members of a. dyad are perce1ved similarity of ~alter -

“to ' self and- interpersonal " -.congruency, ..-a state&j
. existing.when perce1ved self and.self as ego. “lare) v
- perceived - by © alter (as) vongruent_ (1968 115)

3 (Parentheses Author s) » - e -
fA;.,a 1resu1t psychologlcal s1m1lar1ty,; Whether~.ft,beia
':functton' of constru1ng processes,r se]f d1sclosure, fthe“*‘
"absence of negat1ve1y evaluated data. approva],,or perce]Ved
A1nterpersona] congruency, 1s well documented as a factor‘gih'
'fr1endsh1p format1on Prec1se}y Fow. these vartables comb1ne

or: rank however in terms of thé fac111ty they add to"a o
potent1a1 fr1endsh1p has not yet been determ1ned L . ?g:w'bh'

' Turnjng, then, to the d1scuss1on of dtsagreements over."'

‘empirically

fthei probbsition' that fr1endsh1ps‘ arenmost l1kely to form .

between 1nd1v1dua]s w1th s1m11ar social and psycholbg1cal

backgrounds d1fference has. also been used _as, an

'4explanatlon for fr1endsh1p format1on In other words.ttnot~

only has soc1a1 and psycho]og1cal s1m1lar1ty been sdégestedv

as a basis for fr1endsh1p but d1fference as well has been

Sy

offered as an explanat1on for the so]]dar1ty produced 1n thev

,fr1endsh1p dyad. . e

Tt has already' .been potnted out 'for' example that-t"

'tazarSfeld’andyMerton (1954) see that sjmjlarity of. va]ues

tis oh]y necessary in a basi sense and that»fnjendshnps made -




Sy o

'pthemselvest are 'not
"fr1endsh1p format1on4i

"v1ews-on _complementffy needs in mate select1on mlght betdff55'

S ST A SRR *"f'btgwts'u"- -‘57‘*i, e el
ubefore valge d1fferences -;gie%’noted maydbg_j‘ vl
"-*s1ncere as those, fr1endsh1p

'thomoph1ly Thus ttﬁ:may »be sald that value d1fferences in o

:ﬁgfessar1ly ' stumbltng k blocks ;to'

KA

fiseen to‘ apply.'somewhwt to fr1endsh1p n' stressLng the;;s
“1mportance of dlfferences 1n need fulf1llment complement1ng j-‘*-.ﬂ

j,each other .inﬂ‘the relat1onsh1p ‘ Banta and Heather1ngton‘bfft'l

S 0-: [*]

'(1963) however have,‘among others, negated the suggest1onf;.jﬁb‘*

":of complementary needs in fr1endsh1p by stat1ng that

In frten%sh1p p%1r1ngs there 1s aga1n eV1dence for

- similari needs and none for complementarlty
(1963 403 _ : . S - L
Durkhefj (1964) adds fUrther _"t"o the. déba'te‘, in .

»7he 1mportance of both s1m1lar1ty and d1fference'>

to fr1endsh1p format1on when he notes
Frlendsh1p, says’ Ar1stotle causes much d1scuss1on
According to ‘some people, it consists in a: certa1n

.~ resemblance, and we . like - ‘those who resemble 'us:

"+ whence . the proverbs “'birds of feather. flock
together’ and other * such - phraSes Others on the
contramy say that all who are al1Ke are opposed t094“
‘one another ~'(1964:55) : ;

~ and ma1nta1ns further that accord1ng to Arlstotle

hThese oppos1ng doctrines prove that, both (s1m1lar1ty.
and difference) are necessary to natural fr1endsh1p
Difference, as likeness, can be. a cause of mutual

' produce this effect. We do: not find any pleasure  in .. .
~ those ‘completely different “ from. us. only certa1nf‘..
kinds of differences attract each other “They ake '

those, . 'which, ‘instead  of ' opposing- and exclud1ng,,
complement each other. As. Bain says, there is a type
of. “difference which repels, another which attracts, .
-one which leads to rivalry, another.'which leads to =
fr1ends5ip If ‘one. of two. people has what the Otheffg‘

.J'.

formed \w1th obmplete valueipﬂf‘

_}1m1larly.“Rk WInch‘s once popular”’b'

at§§3ct1on ‘However, certain differences .do- not__L1Q~‘vm




,r:s1m1lar1ty ' and‘ d1fference. are_ necessary t ) natura]

has- not,. but des1res dn’ that féct 11es the po1nt of N e
fdeparture for pos1t1ve attrattion....the division of .‘]t.,' -
- Jabour’ - determ1nes fthe grejat)ons of fr1endshap B

(1964 54~ 56) - _P!W .“j:;u - '

‘»jln ' th1s quotat1on DurKhe1m,’fin" conJunctton: w1%h

_ o
‘Ar1stot1e “and Ba1n, ratses a number of 1ssues relat1ve to *m

the“'rolets) ‘ot‘ s1m1lar1ty and d1fference 1n frtehd§h1p :l,;ﬁ
'format1on Wh1]e Durkhe1m wou]d appear to: ma1nta1n that bobh
ffr1endsh1p-—what 1s natura] may on]y be a sma]] part of what

'1s ~actual or« posstble That is,» in: Focus1ng on natura] a

"“fr1endsh1p, Durkhe1m has 1gnored other poss1b111t1es - If

© for example,. one were to rewr1te h1s statement to’ read
R y

_whﬁle s1m11ar1ty and difference may be . necessary "'to’f“fl

natura]' fr1endsh1ps,. since  there . aﬁe lmany K1nds of e
; fr1endsh1p that m1ght be called.natural-~but not necessar11y |
jgood “or bad--most fr1endsh1ps w111 conta1n both elements

This would have effect1vely removed the' emphas1s‘ uponc one"

k1nd of fr1endsh1p 1n-fDUrkhe1m s analy51s and def1ned a
f1eld of var1at1on w1th1n wh1ch not onty k1nds of fr1endsh1p
.dm1ght .be 1dent1f1ed but degrees of s1m11ar1ty and d1fference
as well. . _ " | A |
| R.C." Bailey, 4et‘,at., (1975t present a fina]dpointjof
disagreement wtth resp‘etﬁ'to.rsimilaritéh‘as-Aa rbasis - for
'friendship They have suggested for instance that
.self-concept support is a more rel1ab]e‘ feature
of friendship than .is perceived s1m1]ar1ty, or .even

‘ similarity- between  friend's - self- -concepts.
(1975 237) ’ o S -

Thus, selffconcept support may in fact be a more.foritica]



factor 1n frtendshtp format1on than 51m11ar1ty 1s. A
1nterpreted 1n a general sense. ‘ _ |

| ln summary. though some scholars have correctly po1nted

to some flaws 1n v1ew1ng fr1endsh1p format1on as resu1t1ng _,'s'5f

str1ct1y from the. var1ab1es' assoc1ated w1th soc1a1 am;.

’ nlpsycho]og1caj:'simiiarity, the~eev1dence‘_they proyide'.th-*

‘e

the death of h]s frtend Sc1po Afr1canus

. sketchy_andftnconclusive Therefore, for the purposes Of\the'-e

inyentory the prep051t1on that fr1endsh1ps are most 11Kely
' \

to  form. between 1nd1v1dua]s w1th stm11ar.. social  and e
N O R
psychologtcal backgrounds will be accepted ‘“’_;\;_.

PPOpOSlt)Oh Twenty Fr1endsh1p and Love are One and - the Same,
“;4 The next po1nt of . d1sagreement in the LJterature to be )
con51deﬁed 1n this 1nventory concerns the \prop051t1on thatiﬂ
fr1endsh1p and 1ove are one and the same, or 1nten§hangeable”
1n some ultimate sense. Wh11e def1n1t1ve 'answers to »the"
a]most 1nf1n1te quest1ons posed by th1s propos1t1on are
beyond'the scope of t,ls?research it 1s 1mportant to note
the d1rect1ons taken by sOme select scho]ars w1th respect to K
:j}h the potent1al correspondence and/or d1ssectat1on of;'; »,F:
1endsh1p and 1ojp ) o | o | ‘

EV1dence 1n Pavor of the propos1t1on that fr1endsh1pv]ﬂ'$ﬂ¥s

and3 love are one and the same comes from a w1de var1ety of

c]ass1c and contemporary treatments of the subJect C1cero,/’
(1967) ~ for. examp]e points to the class1c polarwtles of. self

and/or other love. in fr1endsh1p through Laeltus commen,fff

..,\




S B 'it“ ' B Lo S
’“*rs ‘ 1 am part1cu1arly comforted by ‘the Fact that I a" ;{
&sigee of that.error which in most men ‘is the. usua

_cause of ‘anguish at the passing of." friends: I do not -

h;ifﬁ;.feel that. Scipo has- ‘suffered any . m1sfortune I am

”fhand:f

the™-ame. - Wwhe has. suffered m1sfortune aki any has

~ occured. But.to'be crushed by grief atA one’'s. own
-m1sfortunesw.1° “the. act not of a man who loves h1s._’;,‘

riend but one‘who loves h1mself (1967 49) SR

"1 am afraid that ‘to mourn at what - has happened to
- “him- would: .come more naturally -to one who hated h1m'r
~"than Ep one who loved h1m (1967 49)

SIn: th1s statement C1cero s v1ews on fr1endsh1p and ]ovefT-

are most exp]1c1t C1cero, in acknow]edglng on]y frtendsh1ps5;

e'of the true and perfect Ktnd as-1n Lae}1us fr1endsh1p w1thvﬁu

f_Sc1pO Afp1canus, has a polar v1ew of\ 1ove and fr1endsh1pv B

lthhqt ﬁl 1f one .. has a true and perfect other 1ove ‘then. andff'

fthe same

B

;1only then does one have a fr1endsh1p, If however, ioneffis}t};
' consumed w1th gr1ef"f as. C1cero 1mp]1es theh one m1ght betff_
,sa1d to hate rather than 1ove and thus no true frlendShlp?'*
"would have ex1sted tngfthe' f1rst place Therefore, fi?reia
~C1cego S op1n1on perfect Fr1endsh1p 1s vlove 'and 1ove.;1s:fj
ﬂperﬁect fr1endsh1p : Anyth1ng less fj th1s ;respect byfjj

:f1mpllcat1on 1s enm1ty and hatred oF hatred and enmtty 1t-ié;';
RN - _4' L L o

-------

ca s polar concept and 'an"aLLlfO none suggest1on butﬁrﬂ

"unevertheless serves to equate fr1endsh1b and love as one and-_

l

: ;' ,_f.'

x.!i.j In a ‘more . cpntemporary fv1ew"Bra1n g1976) makes nof”'

tafattempt to. d1st1ngu1sh between fr1endsh1p and 1ow.Land 1n]5@

7‘7fact uses the concepts 1nterchangab1y He notes

. . » : f L
In contemporary Western spctety the boundar1es of

;'5;ﬁf fr)endsh1p and 1ov1ng arg dls1ntegrat1ng,'1f theyfh |

e vp.._ ._~.‘ B

RE S, X
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~ ever reaHy existed. (1976 15) “
Sim11ar1y Sadler (1970 178) suggests that ;

/ e :
ﬁ}reaHy form \oF- 1ove ’and : 1mpl1es -'that analyt1ca1

d1st1nct1ons may not be very useful or mean1ngful There 1s,

-

1n add1t}on, the fact as Schof1e1d (1970) stytes that

the word ”“fr1end ‘derives: from an Ang(! Saxon verb
mean1ng to love (1970 213)

f #
*”Thus, each of these statements wou]d 1ead us to bel1eve that

fr1endsh1p and 1ove should be -eﬁuated Further dourard -
‘T(1971 15) and E Fromm (1955 38) 1mp1y through the1r V1ews.7th
-on se]f d1sclosure and the product1ve re]atedness of man to'?:{
;ﬁrh1s fellow manjlrespect1vely, that 1ove and fr1endsh1p are |
'tf'cOmmon processes 1nvo]v1ng s1m1Tar propert1es W‘ih S1m11ar .,:

"'or b 1east convergent outcomes *ﬁ}PgF’

i ; ;v*f 0 the .other hand many soho1ars have taken ftheff'f

'ﬂﬂﬂioppo§1te po1nt of v1ew w1th respect to the proéos1t1on 1n S

%.suggest1ng that there are 51gn1f1cant d1fferences betweenffﬁ

;fr1endsh1p and 1ove Monta1gne (1935) for 1nstance states

wf§5liﬁ

?that ]ove 1s

more act1ve,.f1ercer, ferVent vol1t11e f1ck1e,A{"”"
_‘“and waver1ng (whereas), Fr1endsh1p, on. the otherl
_Q{.hand is” enjoyed in proport1on as: it is desired; it’ P
Ly ise bred, nourished, and increased only by enJoyment o
'“*f‘”(1935 186)- (Parentheses Author s) SRR ‘_‘_f#,j:ﬁ*

"7.f?Ramsoy (1968) supports th1s as well but adds thel_dimehSﬁoﬁ?fff
A”ffvo{gpegree of 1nt1macy He notes :ﬁféf?f5w R -

gm\Fr1endsh1p f 1nt1mate, u?out 1essf3{ ‘*han
:love:, vt:(1968 12) Do T i

”’5i;_ﬂThus;f%bcor 1Hglto Monta1gne and~Ramsoy. fr1endsh1p can ‘and

h;must erudtg erenttated from~love on the ba51s of en;oyment



| “;{and degree of 1nt1macy ‘ 'v | |
Hjhrf“ Perhaps th best sbc1olog1cal" "argument: .jf¢f

' ;fd1fferent1at1ng between fr1endsh1p and- love comes. from o

.:S1mmel (1950) Wh1le S1mmel beg1ns by treat1ng 'fr1endsh1pp7f:

'-gﬁnd love under ﬁpe same headlng,athat is, as 1nvolv1ng the"ff

B same pr1nc1p1e or’ as. ﬁ% suggests - “;Ld@t‘ - {b-
- ~high degree of rec1procal knowledge of one
‘another not based on'circumstances or- Fixed amounts

as: 1n 1nterest groups, or acqua1ntances (1950 32A)

7f1xThey are nevertheless d1fferent ent1t1es He categorlca]]yupuv

.statES for 1nstance that frtendsh1p and love 1nvolve totally'

'~;*fd1fferent cont1gurat1ons nHeft‘notes . spec1f1cally thatjf

‘"-ufrlendsh1p

'f ‘aims _at absolute, bs98561¢g+c51*f1ahtimacy;j,*?~'
(1950:325)- B P e
.an’ _enter1ng vof the whole und1V1ded ego 1nto tne o
| relatlonsh1p (1950 325) R
"S7hand that th1s ﬂ' }r,ﬁ»?:Lsf." f.t"';3i‘t: ?f-hx

may be more - plaus1ble in fr1endsh1p than 1nf love .~ .- .
ﬁpr othe ‘reéadon that friendship lacks. the specific -
concentrat1on upon one ‘element, whtch love draws fromf '
~itse sensuousness (1950 325) : . :

T'flherefore because fr1endsh1p m1ght be sa1d jtof}lacktftheio 8

‘ vehemence of love &b Sammel spggests

A;Q‘It may be mare. apt than - love tod; ,5bnneet~ a’ whole-;”f; >
- person . with ‘another: person “in 1ts entlrety,,1t may;' )

:5lﬁg,melt reserves more easily than. love does--if not-

¢, . stormily, -yet _a< larger - scale and ina moreﬂhﬂﬁ:aJ_
© .t endurdng. sequence ~Yet. such complete ‘ 1nt1macy"f:"‘*

 becomes - probably more and more - drfftcult

’”_d1fferen¢1atton among men increases.. -Modern. man{fbﬁ L

.‘possibly, - has' too much to 'htde to susta1n
fr1endsh1p 1n the anc1ent sense (1950 326)



e -9fdgf;*;_;"57fi7f : ﬁjg,%* A~.,
%n summary.vthough the ev1dence is: qU1te d1V1ded wtth m(“
,”hr?speot to the. propos1t1on that fr1endsh1p and love are onelw:
"_and the same one m1ght tend to fo]low Slmme] s suggest1on-"f
di;*that they are :somewhat d1fferent from each other . andtiti
"d_therefore reJect the propos1t1on That 1s, wh11ej man/)”havetb.r
tstated' that fp1endsh1p and 1ove are one and the same the
ﬁ'reason for the sameness 1s bu11t a]most w1thout' except1on,:d;f
bn“jan' 1dealized concept1on of perfect ﬁr1endsh1p of one *id
‘{n'1k1nd Th1s 1s adm1rab1e 1n a sense but very 1rrespons1b]e 1n :L:
[%éanother, It 1s 1rrespons1ble 1n the senses that (1) lf one
w%*idassumes for example as Froﬂ. (1956) does, that d1f rent
1ik1nds of love ex1st d}' (2) that ? w111‘t€e shown.
zyiiiid1fferent and spec1f1c k1nds of fr1endsh1p exist and9 (3)

.'77that ’Ehere 1s-Var1ab111ty 1n,¢he degree of 1ntﬁmacy W1th1n f"

‘t*and between these K1nds of love 'and fr1endsh1p§’then, (4)
:i';1some kvnds g; fr1endsh1p7nust‘nenessar1ly be less 1nt1mate
‘?tthan spme k1nds of 1ove and v1ce versa and (5) some K1nds
'ntofl f endsh1p must be‘more 1nt1mate than*some K1nds of love
'1{“an‘ V1ce°versa Thenefore var1ab1l1ty 1n k1nds of fr1endsh1p
;ffﬁd\jién ' k1nds of ]ove ‘plus"the variab1L1ty 1n the degree Qf :
o 1nt1macy suggested by S1mme1 and the more appropr1ateness‘ff3
‘T_ f fr1endsh1p ach1ev1ng 1nt1macy, make 1t 1mprobable
that fr1endsh1p and 1ove should be cons1dered one and h.ft?f

T~



7“_ Propos1t1on Twenty One Fr1endsh1p 1s a Cultural Value

Cont1nu1ng to the next p01nt of d1sagreement 1t may be;'K'

) : Fiv, i
generally assumed that fr1endsh1p 1s not a domnnant cultural :

value in our soc1ety, at least n erms io/r'ﬂ—‘ W1ll1ams

: w(1970) analys1s of values and value qr1entat1ons Howeveh.,'f”

'“3some 1nterest1ng 1ncons1stenc1es appear :thj7fa "Closerflv”'

pffexamlnatlon of W1ll1ams formulat1ons For example W1ll1ams

"5;def1nes values exper1enced by 1nd1v1duals ”_ hav1ng theff;-i

”.*follow1ng qual1t1es i
‘_'(1) They have a conceptual element--they ;are, more.ag_
:than' . .pure * sensat1ons,_v .emotions; . reflexes, or
... so-called" needs Values- are abstract1ons drawn from‘ T
Y “the flux _of the individual’s ‘i Miate exper1ence o

- (2) They are" affec§1vely charged ‘they. " represent*

- actual - or potenti emotional " mob1l1zat10n (3
Values are not the. concrete goals of - act1on,. but.a_
Y. rather “the ‘criteria‘ by: which goals ~are ¢chosen.
4 )values: areitmportant not "trivial” or: of sl1ght

toncern t1970 440) e Sl .

t Then hav1ng def1ned _values in *thts fash1on W1ll1ams

prov1des fy four -['crt:~:ta,ﬂ_ through Q;‘ wh1ch fihfthe_.T;

dom1nagj/subord1nage stat" of a value m1ght be establ1shed

1. Exterisiveness of the value in the. total act1v1ty5’.3»f);
“jof the system. What: proport1on of the populatton and¢ﬁfQP:ﬁ

o vof tits- activities manifest: this value? .. R
;2. Duration. of " the value:: ‘Has it -been - pers1stently:gq_“ N
'*g1mportant over: 4 - consid able per1od of time? - .
-3 Intens1ty with' wh1ch the value " is - sought S
"gAmatnta1ned -as shown by effort,; cruc1al cho1ces,:'..:-
verbal aff1rmation, and by reaction threats to.

- - -the: ‘value-+for " example. promptness,_certa1nty, and "
’f;severtty of: sanct1ons :

4 Prestige -~ of - the value carr1ers--that 1s off'h'.u'

';fE”persons, objects, or: organ1zat1ons cons1dered to be e
._abarers of the value (1970 448) : :

9=;'4 Assum1ng that fr1endsh1p meets the bas1c value cr1ter1a

df' accordlng to W1ll1ams,_ wh1ch omay or may not be the case,,“‘

one,_1n pr1nc1ple should be able to determ1nev fr1endsh1p s




th1s\f1rst sense

intens1ty of fr1endsh1p as a value a

oyt

*}~f;_ﬁnotﬂ a g1ven nor 1s 1t necessé '

A O R PR R ] o '; *-ff
dom1nant or subord1nate status asjjav cultunal value us1ng
th1s second st of cr1ter1a Respondmg m;ms way..’1t

would seem a more d1ff1cult task than one mlght expect dfir

that fr1endsh1p is, both a dom1nant and a subord1nate value B

1n terms of these cr1ter1a ,For example, . t would be
d1ff1cult ;_tOjf”argde terms of extens1veness that

fr1endsh1p 1s a value that ‘4s"man1fest by only a: small

proport1on of the populat1on That 1s, most everyone has.,or_. ﬁ

ﬁ-sf_would adm1t to hav1ng,_""fr1end'" whether 1t be a pet or at

least one 'other' person ionJ the other hand the quest1on Ce
ar1ses as to JUSt how extens1ve 1s fr1endsh1p relat1ve ftohjin
the ’ent1re act1v1ty of the soc1al system° One m1ght argue
for 1nstance that 1n th1s later sense fr1endsh1p may play
relattvely small role Thus,{ 1n terms of W1ll1am s fwrstvq
cr1ter1a of extenslveness,r fr1endsh1p lS conce1vably both

a w1dely held value but also one that 1s easlly 0vershadowed _
by the demands of modern 1nst1tut1onal l1fe Fr1endsh1p.“:vr
then, s' ne1ther conclus1vely domtnant nor subord1nate 1n |

“ .’._

W1th respect to ;an est1mate of the hypothet1cal

Y

tmilar problem exists

the value of

Specrf1cally,"s«fhough manyf“

1t may

,meanjngful alsoi_,t

t:,hereforeﬁ

PR RN




r';obl1gat1on to a fr1end and an obl1gat10n to‘work one mu$t7f

"*f=oftenﬁ'accept the pr1or1ty. thus the 1ntens1ty of the latter;f“

v";ff'over 1the former ' Fr1endsh1p s- both dom1nant land.j.f

S

'W;subord1nate value 1n th1s sense as well

Durat1on and prest1ge, as cr1ter1a,“may also be long oh__'"

}}short 1and/or ’low or h1gh respect1vely, but 1t 1s becom1ng'ff:

-4

oo ;ev1dent that the contus1on over fr1endsh1p s @pm1nant ord;
._subord1nate value status:»cannot be solved us1ng W1ll1am sfi“
7descr1pt1ve categor1es _ Thjs suggests |at' _least thr@efs

.‘poss1b1l1t1es 1%"

. st Fr1endsh1p is not aodom1nant value in - 6ght;éq§ietyrfﬁ'
| (or) ( I | » ., ., . |
:'fg2x-rW1ll1ams‘ conceptual1zat1on of values 1s' 1nadequatej~‘

o or at léast not exhaust1ve or complete (and/or)

| 1;33 »Fr1endsh}p lﬁ an ext?zmely ,_complex ‘~value,v.wa',5l

quas1 value, ‘a spec1a] case, and/or an except1on tofégj

‘the rule

*élylnagth l1ght ot"the? ev1dence 'examlned one couldss1mply

Q”Tkaccept the f1rst poss1b1l1ty noted above and casry :thé,ﬁ'

h'd1scu$s1on further However,. 1f W1ll1ams scheme 1s¢f

"Vﬁlncomplete" wh1ch he,: h1mseff adm1ts fttﬂ may be,: thenl,lf

'3dfr1endsh1p may well be one‘ of~the numerous except1ons,-;f

/\ wh i cf

h1s d1scuss1on of value or1entat10ns that

yfg{The slmpl1f1ed p1cture that results w1ll of course,;:;b<u
- be:; 1naccur§ﬂpa in every - detail--it-will be a series' '
¢ of ideal’ types subJect “to . numerous. except1ons

m1ght help to ref1ne h1s typology He notes further 1n.7“

"'iijevertheless these abstracted patterns will: serve as

'7f,wwork1ng models - -against " which: var1at1ons - andjudr'-
“’{tcontrad1ctlons can be more eas1ly seen (1970 453) S

,-'A""-," N !



fﬁitf'ma§'75e .fha% fr1endsh”p is one’ of these CQntrad1ct1ons

v P

?795that at present 11es outs1de the scépe ofhWW1]]Jams 7'qdeal

' %ttypes, as.a spec1al case ‘vfflnﬁaf:f:iiéjV?J i o ;}%
: In summary,_for the purposes of <z '3~
"fgid1sagreenents,- thoug? ff1ENdSh1p 1s noﬁ'a don;nant cultural
.J*fﬁva1ue in our soc1ety;'accord1ng to W1]l1ams. f%f;}ﬁ ye not 'k
'.;?a]ways be suborJ1nate*va1ue'~and the poss1b1]1t§ ex1st35tii

and

'.',i_j,;need for,_v_;_ utﬂvty of

'"f;however once aga1n valldaxed

o . . ux. S U
T Mo e 0
“study of va]ues ;jr,,.axrkt;ﬂ
-. T K T . ' ." “.‘ b s

."7a,fPropos1tnon Twenty Two Frrendsh1p'1s Persona1 i

e@ . . '}

Another.- po1nt’1 of d1sagreement

‘e?concerns two propos1t1ons that some'

. - 3

n}:oppos1tesf of one anotherf'beth w111 be

:ﬂeprop051t10n is. that ff1endsp1pfu$ffe

"}inrelat1onsh1p,. the second be1ng tha

.jnphenomenon.w_ffﬂ_fo’;‘fii”‘

F1rst 51n supporf ofﬂthe proposft1oﬁ*th3t fr1end$h1p lsfiff
_‘:a persona] and private relat1onsh1p many schole;el1nclud1ng,3fg\
lﬂf?QC1cero (1967) Coo?ey (1929)7 LMonta1gne*:(1935) ;~S1mme1$:’“
”""'"-7.1(1950) Pame (1969)? Ke«Her “(1968);, - dnd Afi 1_an (1979} have,ﬂfi
{eegeff%made statements' re]at1Ve:‘t@;th1swpc1ni; Cﬁcero (1967) fOﬁk;f

'.». I. '-.. N '-‘ ! ‘4. . ,_'.‘_.'.. _v,.,,-—‘o.

A‘ffr1endshrp 1n not1ng '_Ef-

[:;“;‘]Ff9 We'can best CompFehe“d the power
SRR cons1der1ﬁ\_ the f ct tha .




f"‘fgWh11e th1s 1s a conc1se<statement

g;”soc1a1 contact béiween gount]ess~numbers of men yet
'.Jfr1endsh1p is so concentrated and restr1cted a. thing
“that: "all  the true affect1on in the wor]d is . shared
‘by no. more than a: handful of 1nd1v1dua1s (1967 50)“

x v‘ N .
'rS1m1lar1y Monta1gne j11935ﬁ cent&rs on th $ pr1vate nd-

;comp]ete‘y exclus1ve nature of'fr1e dsh1p when he states 3fffﬁ'~

fr1endsh1p : 1nd1v1s1b]e‘w each one g1ves .
h1mself so- wholly ‘to Ris friend that thene rema1ns ,p

to h1m noth1ng/io d1v1de with: another;.;.(1935 191)

'fand Ke]]er (1968) also suggests that

fr1endsh1p. 'isf genera]]y a pr1vate and‘persona] *‘jt‘
affa1r (1968 25) g,u_, . . L _ S

L W" , _ .
By ;fa the most problemat1c argument g1ven to support

g‘_the pr1vate and persona] nature of fr1endsh1p 1s prov1ded by e
A]lan (1979) He suggests 1”.'311"'\f5< ;._;fﬁv: i'f%qﬁ',x '

The f1rst p01nt to make about £ ndship. f% that it/
s . taken- personal. relat1 }sh1p conhected ip v
*three senses (i) that it is-a relatienship between "
individuals; (2) that it s al pr1vate re]wtlonsh1p,'},, .
- and 3) that it 1nvo]ves ‘the person as the person he,;,‘ﬂt“
Jreally is. ~(1978: 38) Dl

Mh?/ pQEarly po1nts to thei" ;

'-;personal 'and pr1vate nature of frvendshnp, Ihat 1t 1nVolves
' T A

peop]e as they really are,[{1s)a h1gh1y deb;table ﬂotﬂon

fit:Though th1s is a nlce“ éentﬁment one m1ght wonﬁer both what{sug

R they are really.»' andx hOWﬂ/accurate fén=4.i"

really is. ™ That Allan 1s aware of some of the d1ff1cuﬁt1esf*"

tfltfgassoc1ated w1th h1s‘ three 'part statement ii however.f

3 ’
s

'“”ev1dent as h1s argument progresses

Referr1ng to p01nt (2) above.n that fn1endsh1p ’é=jl<
> 2 N R
pr1vate relat1onsh1p. A]lan correct]y suggests that

'”ig” fr1endsh1p should ‘hot " be” based on cr1ter1a"M |
A external ‘to. the re]at1onsh1p but referr1ng to the
qua11ty of the re]at1onsh1p (1979 38) o .



‘fT,'ffrwendsh1ps prec1sely”:;"cz”

.

~';Th1s statement 1mpl1es that in pr1nc1ple, the qualtty of

/fr1endsh1p may not be based hor accurately assessed 1n terms

AL L .o v e L. ' : o © ! . . T '. . B c

~_of ﬁactors external to the relat1onsh1p 1tself wh1ch from ar L

' Weber1an standpo1nt Just1flable However..tn pract1ce,_

"perhaps 1t would be more accurate- to :say that external

";'factors are. often very 51gn1f1cant 1n contr1but1ng to the

g Jnd1v1dual actor s def1n1ttons of the sttuat1on namely, theii‘

F[f status and quallty of the1r assoctat1on as fr1ends

‘: Desp1te Allan s (1979 38) argument that fr1endsh1p

"7[1that it 1s not governed by formal" role pos1t10ns or that

.ﬂfr1endsh1ps‘ do not develop between people solely because of

"f*ihé role p051t1ons . they f1ll iﬂl.organ1zatwons 'flf :

ﬂpthe members of the fr1endsh1p dyad Nevertheless, one would f*

“l-dhave to agree w1th Allan S notat1on from' Pa1ne (1969 513)

. that

fr1ends “are: not cons1dered ,to'ﬁfbé?:;mutuallyf-fifti”

substltutable persons (1979 38)

S1m1larly, w1th respect to fr1endsh1p ﬁ'- personal:

' 'fffrelat1onsh1p one m1ght be compelled to agree w1th Allan*and

;;ﬂS1mmel that

Fr1endsh1p 1s~ a perSOnal relattonsh1p in the sense

W] of it being’ a‘prxvﬁte one of concern only to those“ 'fc

et

who are fr1ends (Allan 1979 39)

PR .,_/:

"'Zﬁ,On the other hand as has already been suggested perhaps

"the status of one s fr1endsh1ps becomes an 1ssue 1n those

- “ .

f_t faCcord1ng to McCall (1970) scores low on “formal1ty 'and,jf'

qut1tut1ons. Allan 1s not 1n 3, pos1t1on to. state that these,s-"

L ;external 1nfluences are 1ns1gn1f1cant or 1nconsequent1al ;tojgﬁf

W

others j (out51de). :'
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B

g‘definttions For 1nstanoe. say that you and I _are frﬁends,,"'

¢

this.'is ~our. concern and thus we mutually def1ne ourselveSJ."

'ﬂ‘and each other as such Say further, that person X known to:"”

'tftbecause 1t may be un1nst1tut1ona112ed does-not mean that Eitfw*;

,f:1s a comp]etely pr1v1t1zed and 1nd1v1dua11zed phenomenon To,v'”

”_me ‘in the context of a forma] ro]e relat1on encourages ‘me

to denounce OUr frwendsh1p to our mutual benef1t in X’

‘op1n1on Then iF L be]1eve X and act 1n accordance w1th h1sl
hor her def1n1txon of our fr1endsh1p as harmful and 1f you.v
| respond1ng to ~my- negattve cues and not X“s, reasseSS my
fstatus as your fr1end then we are now not fr1ends as web

pr1vate1y def1ne 1t because of the 1nf1uence of person X on o

‘ ~‘) . N
ThUS, 1n a sense, fr1endsh1p 1s not on]y a personal d '

v'hpr1vate : relat1onsh1p but 4. asﬂ well nf 1nterpersona1"3

ﬂfrelat1on w1th boundar1es that may extend beyond vthef{j.

. f1nd1v1duals themse]ves To use an ana]ogy, fr1endsh1p 1s anjr

1sland 1nhab1ted by few but v1s1ted by many..
A]lan goes on to say that _
fr1endsh1p in Engl1sh f ﬂcutture‘ .yts" not
1nst1tut1ona11zed (1979 39) : A e

>,

v‘Wh1le th1s may be QU1te true of North Amer1can cu1ture 'as L

>we11 fasx "Eng11sh cu]ture : what few rea11ze 1s that Just_

ffthe contrary, fP‘end5h1p yis," 1hforma11y,-,f htgh]Y;l"
"regular1zed even"rout1n1zed phenomenon w1th a d1scernab1ei_‘w
Eset of respons1b111t1es and recxproc1t1es' attached to ftp{fc :
**37F§f- example, that there are 1nforma1 expectat1ons in andrrfj
;iabout fr1endsh1p 1n our cu]ture 1s g1ven 1n phrases as: :iu1n~;

wneed _* frtend all one needs 1s a- fr1end 1ets be fr1ends,'}"



¢ and °h°¢se}*'yduh " friends . w1se1y etc. ﬁ_{ff Thus.. the
*i”terper$°“a‘ as opposed to str1ctly personal struCture Of“}”

':Friendship”gas ex1st1ng beyond the dyad 1tse1f emerges as a

R "'»s1gn1f1cant property of the fr1endsh1p concept Perhaps; one.e
of - the best cultur31 1nd1cators of th1s property of
. fr1endsh1p ‘as._an' 1nforma] .'andf quas1-1nst1tut1onaltzedd,
concept‘ comes from an excerpt from the 1yr1cs of a song by:..
Elton dohn o L : |
- MaK1ng fr1ends, for the world to see. = - o
- Let the people: know you’ ve got ‘what you need
- With a friend at hand you will see the light'
]When your friends. are there,s everyth1ngs a1r1ght
o (1970 '"Fr1ends ) : ‘ e R
5;' In these few 11nes, frkandshlp—4s portrayed aé?-a-»cutturatﬂdyf
'%@“ goal 'of ;some s1gn 3 “f“-. and ahsoc1a1 category w1th;

ﬂt In th1s context it is’ both7j;"
ig an end 1n 1tse1f k1 eans to other ends. lt is spec1f1c«
".%Ebm$he 1nd1v1dua1$’ nyolved;gqt it isr;also pa, soc1al and.'

cu]turaﬂ“wa%ye

S persona1 but it 1s a]so 1nterpersonal

It is both pr1va,e and publ1c »It has mean1ng for the actors

YJ'

1nvo]ved but 1t also has mean1ng to the observer even 1f the* '

;; mean1ng attached to 1t is of a d1$¥érent sort in the latterw'
-; caSe o

Though some séholarsf7prefer3‘top vtew, triendship

str1ctly a personal and pr1vate phen";non there is somefpf

—~

d1sagreement to the effect that lts;ﬁpoundarles_ shou]d};yf
perhaps not be so restr1cted Pahl (1971) gfbr 1nstance was};ﬂ(
'0'3’»7

one of the f1rst to emphaﬁlze the 'necess1tya for ;: publ1cfbﬁz

versusipravate d1st1nctJon 1n fr1endsh1p s boundar1es Bateedfdf




(1964) a]so 1nvokes th1s d1st1nct1on though with respect torw
pr1vacy and not fr1endsh1p per se " '. .‘ co "

| Bates (1964) makes a: number of 1n51ghtfu1 statements 1n5

;h1s artlcle that relate pr1mar11y to “the ’ phenomeno]og1ca15‘

construct.'of_;prqvacy- (1964: 29) but h1s method and some of‘:ff

'''' hisv‘tdeas/ relate““to th1s d1scuss1on ;'of\\\fr1endsh1p r--

Reflect1ng on h1s' formulat1ons of pr1vacy; 1t ﬁou]d seem}ﬁj

}

'.‘thag on the surface pr1vacy and fr1endsh1p are _ant1thet1ca1vvb

not1od’ In a very genera] sense, pr1vacy means a w1thold1ngf; B

: of "someth1ng to oneself and fr1endsh1p,cx1§?e other handyf

ehtnvo]ves'"' Vg1vtng or shar1ng of someth1ng w1th another _Ini:.‘
”another sense. though, dyad1c fr1endsh1p accord1ng to’

'»S1mmel- (1950) .ts:'a"very pr1vate phenomenon It is shared -
- but exclus1vely with_the’ other and not any other. Thus,.-in f;'
th1s second sense one m1ght say that. pr1vacy;ahdbfr1endsh1p”‘f

‘are closely related

Th1s s1m1lar1ty 'or' 1somorph1sm between pr1vacy and

'fr1endsh1p might’ be further extended after an - exam1nat1on ofgi -

.....

, some: of the funct1ons Bdates attr1butes to pr1vacy

1t prov1des a k1nd of- sl1ppage between soc1a1’
: pressure and -individual response :

. 2.1t protects' the self; protects it from dlselosure-
- of mistakes made, mot1ves,f feel1ngs, and;actions
- ‘which would be hum111at1ng or. damag1ng J

Kknown: o7
, - 3. After bru1s1ng contact w1th the world pr10acy may_ .
-, .~ be required within wh1ch se]f esteem can. be_;‘
f_:,¢”frestored (1964 433) o *p ‘ o 7 '

'7i0he co#1d eas1]y subst1tute fr1endsh1p, 1nst@ad of. pr1vacy,;“.;
. ¥ . L

as the subJect of these funct1ons that Bates descr1bes That

NN

'is,“_it 1s not 1nconce1vab]e that frlendsh1p as’ we]] cgu]d

‘ Jﬂ A L*tg y;@&.ﬂ:ﬁ nﬁm -vi&*’ S .

%



:'VW{??ﬂl)v prov1de sl1ppage between soc1al pr ssure and 1nd1v1dual
'lw ‘response or: (2) funct1on to prdtect the self or (3) help _

* reestabl1sh self esteem after troubled ev nts Iftfr1endshlp_7:n
f'were to funct1on in. any or all of these ways 1twould3‘then;;f1

.b_ d1ff1cult | to 'a_p‘

from Bates ’ perspect1ve, fthafh;r;
fr1endsh1p and pr1vacy are ant1thet1cal at' leastfi : ’théfgif

<ft extent that they share funct1onal attr1butes o i |
ﬂ»h Bates also notes 1n several places that prlvacy 1s both
pr1vately ;fa d publ1cally 1 structured ,ahd that 1ts

m";;,- subJect1ve structure has the follow1ng components =f

It s d1fferent1ated‘1nto ‘many. content areas. "”h_ﬁnzli

, 2 Tt s structured by the answer .to the quest1on of L
- who one Wi ‘?es ©to exclude from hav1ng th1s wy;.’

knowledge . PO
o3 1t e a'structured port1on of a: person s'total R
e phenomenolog1cal f1eld (1964 %30)(Paraphrase) e |
D and that at the soc1etal level ' g y“;gv-',~i 7._”, ‘i*g”.:
i¢-£3;q, ;'llti Pr1vacy is. recogn1zed :and channeled by 'theﬁ
o culture. (Privacy of voting etc.)-. R
4

C2, Pr1vacy ‘of bodily functions, sexual act1v1t1es -
~...3. “Right to w1thold deeply felt 1deas. bel1efs, and ‘

emot1ons o ’x[ﬁ&'f

4, Pr1vacy of lovers (1964 431)(Paraphrase) ;gh,'rﬁagi,‘t
Follow1ng Bates . parad1gm,l ﬁ the subJect1ve :and?isi
soc1etal"“§‘ the pr1vate and publ1c structure of pnlyacy,rLts
p another parallel w1th fr1endsh1p s eV1dent That tlt‘:a

that fr1endsh1p 1s both pr1vate€) and publ1callx,structured
may be seen as a g1ven (Ql that 1t answers the quest1on of‘
'ﬁ who one 1ncludes as opposed to excludes would also appear to B

follow,i and (3) that fr1endsh1p s pans one s

exper1ent1al f1eld would also be d1ff1rult to debate or

reiggr At

X?

"~“‘;_1s ooncelvable that




':f”v;O._nthe~'othe*' hand however._ true or perfect fr1endsh;ps f

v'lf,&to a- degree by pub11c eXpecfat1ons and cultural edrcts ”gjdjaf

17j.hrocess of a]most everythlng from a‘ we fee11ng and mutual

untouched phenoﬁ%nonsof expe@fence wh1ch wft,gfurther study

.%f;_hf mwght iy 1eld cultural i and psycholog1cal

taxonom1es,, ‘ways: of > c1a§s1fy1ng privacy - -(andt s
fr1endsh1p) ‘which c0u1d serve ‘as* the basis " for more- ~=RJ‘
ana]yt1¢alfh1nds of 1nqu1ry. (1964 433)(Parentheses
Authot''s “*V“, S :

,;, Ce

The propos1t1en then,”that fr1endsh1p 1s a personal,and

nr1vate relatlonsh1p must be neJected bécause though 1t

"jf- conta1ps persona] and pr1vate elements 1t 1s also governed

PEY)

Propos1t1on Twepty Three Fn¢endsh1p is. Shared

In support of the second -relatedf-pﬁopos1t1on that

.\

Frwendshlp 1s a shared phenomenon 1t 1s 1mportant to po1nt’

'f7out at\the beg1nn1hg«that there 1s a s1gn1f1cant d1fference

between shar1ng ;sf_ act1v1ty‘ a processdl-nf;faﬁ{

relat1onsh1p, and.hav1ng or possess1ng a shared.fr1endsh1p

For exaMp]e.‘tt 1s eyadent that accord1ng to C1ceFQv/Tﬂ967h.7;
Dav1s (1950) Coo]ey (1929 and Duck™ (1973). among'

others.ﬁ that fr1endsh1p 1nvo]ves an exclus1ve'f shar1ng

\

\
1dent1f1cat1on through 1deals to persona] constructs

. K . . B oL ., N



""eet1mat1on, 1t ﬁs on]l{vf

SN

“rTendshiﬁs ha

, mmon fr1endshi “dre: capab1e of be1ng,shared We
“nay love ‘one for hlS ﬂandsome exter1or another. ;
“his ' easygoing.. 'manners; -another -‘agdin @@ his
11bera11ty. ‘this: one . for h1s*fath§FTy“and that- one:
s for ‘his brotherly ways - afnd: O forth;. "but - this.*
 friendship- (perfect; fr1endsh1p) which, posSesses theﬁi-~"
';‘tsoul -and " dominates’ it -whth absoluté\gower,‘cannot
poss1b1y be sp11t in two.. ITNtwoat the same" t1me Ll
“entreated your a551stance to which. of them woqu you}ﬁ,3‘;
“hasten? If theymrequ1red of". you' opp051te ‘services, " -/

e\ ff how would you arrange: i If o of ‘them- 1mparted tojvn:vg‘
SR you*arsecret" at it wou] e useful. for ~“the other ™/ 'wu
~to- know, ~how. “would you soclve the difficulty? The. */ « |

S, unigue. and‘paramount friendship dissolves all’ othen;“”"
”“0b41gat10ns (1935 191).(Parentheses "Author’s) : ' ;

':{ﬁ}Thug, ‘t WOU]d appear that Wﬁﬁﬁev’fr1endsh1p 1nvolves"tg:fﬂ

va]ues,fpsahd 1dea1s betw en

.l'

“'v]jshar{ng flr 1nterestSff”

ht;4i439‘”d1V1dU31$. there is some d1sagreement ower the degree t'

?ﬁwhnch- true frlendsh1ps can be shared among fr1ends, 1f
fftfjﬁlndeed they can be shared ab al] th1s way Montaqgne s
gf"' oint . \ thatikbecause true fr1endship 1s 1nd1v1s1b]e, 1t
eif'*g éb not be d1ffused among the many but rather 1s Known onlyﬁ
~;Q Th1s 11ne of reason1ng 1s probiemat1c for, as'has 'been
h‘ﬁf@suggested many Klnds of fr1ehdsh1p may ex1st other than }:
;jawatrue or perfect fr1endsh1p w1th soc1a1 consequences as real C
jfegfand as 1mmed1ate for the 1nd1v1dugls 1nvolved as 1s 1mp11ed
f;ﬂf“by the true form that obsesses Monta1gne It 1s 1mportaht to~f

ragagfﬂfnote S1mme1 s (1950ﬁ COmments on’ the pro]1ferat1on of the
e

L——-—-——.

”‘-modern d1fferent1ated f"‘end5h1p 1n“th1s connect1on.L.§h¢fﬁ"



.....

hw that 51mp1y because true or perfect fr ndsh1ps may‘be;:

1

probable today does not _rule out thetr spt?it thoughht';bf

f*1eﬁa§p1p to reJth ghe_,pr09051t1on h t fr1edgsh1pt?f“

‘_presently conce1ved is- a shared phenomenon Thts 1s not to

1i
ﬁ

f‘ pessess the_conceptual apparatus‘to meantngful]yﬁdtst1ngu1sh
Lfﬁ:*‘tr{endshtp'types let alone the degree to wh1ch they may benﬁ
L Propos1t1on Twenty Four Intlmate -Fr1endsh1ps Artse fromfﬂi

Yet another .po1nt a‘ dlsaoreement w1th. respect

¢J£n1endsh1p s mean1ngis)“concerns the propos1t1on that r a15'

fhi- 31nt1mate frtendsh1ps may eeartse a.from horeﬁ'_ord1nary

R fr1endsh1ps The strongest support for thts suggest1on comes~f'
: R AR
'ﬁ f'om Cooley (1929) Allan (1979) and Lazarsfeld and Merton;;ﬁ

(1954) Cooley,_ for examp]e prov1des the' fwrsq rea] =

- e, /-_

1nd1cat10n that what one m1ght call secondary 3530013t10n;f,

today,. an result-tn a process that\may lead to prtmartness,{f

e ea511y fprm clubs,;ﬁr t( RTE
_based  on- congen1a11 y,-wh"hhma“ g1ve r'se to real;fw~-‘
:Inttmacy (1929 26) RN s T




j:
h1s’SUmmary~ofgfr1endsh1p reseaqc
"4? Real fr1ena;h1ps ‘can be seen as an_e

' ord1nary fr1endsh1psm'(1979 67) T

Lazarsfeld_and,Mertbnﬁ

-glf,_} fr1endsh1p format1bn Thus._1t would seem, thét"aasecondary ¢

{8

“ﬁor (ordlnaryl typeffelat1onsh1p m1ght eas11y be tPan55d"medeﬁl

ﬁ  1nto f'ht»1nt1mate pP1marY OP (reaﬁ)

ot ,_contrad1dTory f1nd1ng h1s research summary when heff
R g : R o . ‘.,' :_." ‘ \\;\ | - L . ) ' o
- a’suggests .»g* j' i

real fr1endsh1ps are. QUa11tat1vefﬁb:
most fr1endsh1ps (1979 67)

I

be seen ESﬁQ

ﬁp"v.g.wmply that degnee 'of 1ntimaey and 1nterdependency weefh

| »-\.»

:ff;assoc1ate W1th rea] friendshfp does nét necessar11y qu‘OW;f

_,4_._ S U P A e .. .

‘ .
- -

N



Lomer L e

o reference to the propos1t1on that real fr1ehdsh1ps may ar1se'—ﬁ

1 \Of Exchange -:”"75f_{{;ﬁﬂﬁl_ W e
e G g e R TR
the next po1nt‘ of dhsagreement to be dea]t w1th

Hfﬂ”‘ well estab11shed

- .

”ﬂﬁhf\ That is there lare probably c1rcumstanqes wherei;‘

tjhough the ev1dence 13¥ d1V1ded;?w1th;yf

(

ifrpm more ondinary fr1endsh1ps.: one nght 9e 1ncl1ned ﬁb

_3oaccept the propos1t?on s1nce 1t )Jncludes"the qua11f1erpt

xV

o rea1" fr1endsh1ps do devefop out of‘What cal]ed

N R LR
.smore' ord1nary fr1endshqps but both the coro]]ary and the\M

LIRS -

neQﬁt\on‘may ex1st as wgﬁl ?5_J-'.~-

L 4

1nv3£vés the propos1t1‘n that fr1en:‘:1p ‘ts a rec1pr0ca1@.,

A ,ﬁ.

?ocal bond 15\,

e

p

that

Q§c1proc1ty of 11K1n? 1s one K‘ko of”eXpﬂanat1on o?
tract1on, (1973 44 n ‘ IR S

we. 11ke those who 11ke ps, or who l1ke the same 3

and that 1n very s1mp1e terms

th1ngs that we do ~tone of wh1ch ourselwes)
(1973 44) : KPR S -
E Y . -‘M \ﬂ‘ . : et / .,; e o
15 defmed by ‘douvard (1971 _)‘ ﬁ§ ,




mutual unfoldxng of people to one anothen" h1ghlyn_.

Lo dependent on’ favorable outcomes sUch as 11K1ng and,f;
7. recdprocity: (1977‘3\65) g e e T
RN N ‘”"‘i*“ff‘ﬁ'ﬂ:<{”f,:'ﬂ'gﬁ
and ftnally that accord1ng to Allan (1979) -;j%,fé SR
,,,fr1endsh1p 1s a reo1plocal relattonshlp iRt that L i

“Uin.general a friiend is only regeyded-as. a friend o

X thé extent .to ‘which he ogns1degs you @, fr1end In i
- othef weérds,. . fr1endsh1p must’ be - rec1proca1 in teﬁmsfﬁ-,fc
of both sxdes label1ng of the other (1979 44) _ﬂ??ﬁw

:Lff;fonly #r1énds-jp but rudlmentary 11K1ng,‘ attractlon and"

a

emand rec1proc1ty 1n the1r operatzon R

g Tf'self?d1sclosure}w e

' . .

Dtsagree, nts w1th respect to the propéS1t1on«eenteP on;V

the latter el'ment that frwendship fhvolves an equ1ValenqeLf

#':of exchange and heral the 1ssue becomes very clouded ltf5

'y, /

a“becomes clouded 1n the sense that af one closely follows fheft
. ‘{ :

;{g;. ' exchange v1ews bf Homans (1961) Blau (%964), and Th}baut;x

l‘fﬁ\ and Kelly (1959) frtendsh1p must 1n the'f1nal analySIS Obeff
lﬁﬁi,reducéd ft the economtcs of_ cost and reward or'-theﬁf

fji ’ psychology of depr1vatlon and grat1f1cat1on Th1s puts a B

R

mercenary tw1st on fr1endsh1p wh1ch may be warranted 1n so :
cases but not 1n othébs h‘ 'i*fffﬁff"]fmj '[g”.l‘ ,. '?E ,
fthtidgh;fl; Perhaps Allan L1979) addresses the complex1t1es of“
l%}‘ R fr1endsh1p exchange best when he notes ¥ ax'ta.ﬂafﬁﬁ” o

'@f_hgifoaFr1ends can’ qu1te legztlmately " make. 'Use | of{aﬂ'-

N .. one? another in: 1nstrumental ‘ways without threaten1ng”_ .
Lo the ! relationship, -provided that it is clear’ that - -
© L, they aneé being -used because. they are - friends and not. -
~”gf‘.»,4g'—fr1ends because- they are ugeful. Tﬂhs a’ fr1end WOUldfolf"
- i expect - to*be ‘Used if he could. help in some " way . ‘but L
Lo would feel: [less” °charitable if " he d1scovered the .= .
Lt Lo¥her énly  tebated him.as" a fr1end 8o that help - .-
o, rcould be obtained - from h1m One’ way in which the . -
SRR '””‘Jmage of the’ relat1onsh1p as.ohe: not be1ng based on: el
e _»v'wnstrumental. or: ‘exploitative 1nterests s, by. an- H"j
S 5ﬁejeffect1ve or putat1ve equ1valence. of exchange L




A "fan1ng of the term, As he further notes‘,a. Lt

. The idea is bes c tured by Naegale (1958;
.-ﬁ1n*fr1endsh1p the:n, c1proc1ty nmust - remain+< imk}ici

' this is: ach1eved\¥hen 1t is. an qnforma -

; ua1 rec1pr6caty L

,nta1ned in: Frlequh1p is by the" person -who ““last -

nefited seekﬁngf_to redress the bafance.: 1t works:

ut as a case of - debtor! seek1ng to repay ‘more”

idly.. than the- redﬁtor ‘'seeks, - t6 claim, for'in’

s ‘way the former ‘show - that the . re]at1onsh1p

*’( 7no;cm)one -of ex tﬁon but one of fr1e'dsh1p
1979: - ’ L L :

Lﬁfffﬂ,iThus, t1n fr]endsh1p, 'he'assessment of cost a

ot pure exohange theory

def1n1te1y
?*ne;(wgse)

is suggestlng when he states

TR o AR ! N ..\ )
w.-.',-x.\_. Ly KIRRTNE .

T _fr1endsh1p ‘ pas ; upon - equ1va]ency--though‘?~
perhaps mutual1ty 1s ir e better word (1§69 511) .

s

f

'ﬁxﬂthe “Bropos1t10n that 4_endsh1p

the se]ect
E <

s chapter: L

:'fééﬁ_ resu]t, of

a

ilifgllah;?ﬂpf.suggest1ng here 1s exchange but not 1n the o

A - .ajor. . means . by wh1ch rec1proc1ty 3{5"’”

vreward is -

h, as a fina] entry to the select1ve 1nventory;5of



6 Accepted

- - .
a .
DU N - ]

'@ffj.}ﬂ‘;gﬁl ‘7some tens1on /conf11ct and even host111ty

»

—

}L}Fr1endsh1p 1s, by degree, ,a époluntary,. dlh1eved

“fiexpress1ve, and affectfgély ch ged phenomenon

are ‘most l1kely to form Between f

Lo

Wlth sqmylar SOCIah and psycho]og1ca1

S _:,d*backgroundst‘*“5vr”ﬁ‘tvh& N &{__; _

€ ;hﬁsngr1endsh1p sx not a dom1nant'cu1tura] va]ue in OUr
R?éfgﬁff}fsoc1ety . £ ‘ M’d fi, | _:‘ . _. |
1*73371ff.55a2Rea1 . 1nt1mate‘ frwendsh1ps .mayf:artse iéhomgjhote;’

:ford1nary fr1endsh1ps

"wfff- _Fr1endsh1p and 1ove are one and the same

< - . PR ) [

N If;Qr-*Frﬁendsh1p 1s a personal and pr1vate relat1onsh1p

S

‘\u*fétszr1endsh1p '_a recxprooal bond '1nVOIV1ng 'an"
7_ifiniiﬁf_j(*'equ1va1ence of/exchange (Prov1so) SR '
h;ifs Fr1endsh1p Def1ned e |
;i_;k”;[ To COnQ}ude th1s chapter and‘sect1on._the task is to.fg

_n;advance a)work1ng def1n1t1on of frqendsh1p on the bas1s Off54

/

) F{thé,.1nventory 'of agreements fr1endsh1p,s mean1ng(s);
.bh;,lcoupted w1th he subsequent i ventory l of . reéb]ved;d
' ;d1sagreements .fin -order- to accég$§11sh th1s, a three part:5
"{}3f;fdef1n1t1on 1s proposed the ftrst dea]1ng W1th the study of:;
: 'Q<Eufr1endsb1p 1tself - the second wwth frlendsh1p s structuref'h
?fffand f1nally thev th1rd referrqng to, fr1endsh1p s soc1at£h

e T



Se2

Y

F1rst fﬁv the purposes of thws the51s the study of

fr1endsh1p w1}l be deftned as 1n 1ts tnfancy;.; ts subJect

matter hav1ng been pOorly or 1nadequate1y conceptualtzed it

has receﬁved*ft{ttve systematlc theoret1ca1 n5 emp1r1ca1g"

c1ent1f1c attengﬁon Second though fr1endsh16 is. not a

.. e -—

d0m1nant value or va]ue or1entat10n 1n our soc1ety -i doesf7

‘”Vg*h5Vé]n_ar- definable.« .1nforma1 i?hﬁ”“_uanue . structure.if'

Spec1f1ca11y,;1t rs 'r1mar11y dyadtc, 1t xs d1fferent flgm.ff

k1nsh1p, acquatnta.ﬁx‘h1p. and/or attract1on. 1t may be seenih

as both a soc1aTyrole and a relat1ona] category.; and jaf~

morta] fa bpposed .7” 1mmorta1 ~soc1al group Th1rd.,

‘ fr1endsh1p:w111 be def1ned as a bas1c human need that mayfa

-y from the. 1atter, 1t

It 1s effected 1n 1ts formatlon durat1on '
. a ’d quant1ty by:i host liﬁofi?
the more 1mportant ones be1ng (1)h§
1nferact10n, (2) constralnts ,fQ?Te

)

1n¢eract1on, (3) age sex sgotal class, and mar1tal status.;;

”'(4) degree?iof baswc va]ues agreement (5) unconsc1ous?f

Q'fQ persona]1tyi,Vartables,a_and (6) forma] role ob1tgattons Itqi

further'ldef1ned fa be1ng (1jf voluntary,. ach1eved o

o

"express1ve,~“and affectﬂ:e 1n 1ts nature though 1? aisoff

cons1sts of 2) ob]tgat1ons demands,.some tens1on/confl1ot¥{

and even host111ty Tt may be both "rea1":or more ordtnary fd

.

1p 1ts oharacter, and real 1nt1mate fr1endsh1ps

may dertveff



be free of status d1st1nct1ons Th1s completes the work1ng ?
def1ﬁ¥t1on of fr1endsh1p to th1s po1nt 1n the thes1s tfj;?
e Thrqughout the f1rst two chapters 1n th1s séct1on 'onj
the mean1ng(s)‘.of fr1endsh1p in socéal context fr1endsh1p
‘~has been portrayed as a confused‘aand often. m1sunderstood

. S
P AT . .

~;&concept : 5ﬁ'f?th¢? research ‘ l1terature The .select1ve

"nventor1es ;bft_ agreementsf;-and ' d1sagreements 'have,_?
f,;,gt,neveriheless. added some order to the chaos,v order 1n the

ytlﬂ;ffSense that for the f1rst t1me {ﬁt has been- pOSSIb]e “toit
L ,-é@nstruct - n a; ]1m'| tad way, N a WOI“K1ng def1n1 t1on Of
7"_fr1endsh1p Wh’Ch i; COHSTStent w1th a; w1der_ body fof«’f

,’ \‘J ‘1.

[theoret1cal and emp1r1ca1 w-rKs on the subJect\}han has asff
. . . 3 .

—— l

:‘;;;yet been accOmp]1shed 1n soo1ology Th1s s, not to- suggest
1 T P ]

that the_ def1n1t1on offered 1sT'comp1ete1y va]1d or all

".1nclus1ve or that the tasK ‘of def1n1ng fr1endsh1p and 'ié.h
ti 9‘]] mean1ng(s) 5f comp]ete }'tn, fact most of the.anzlysls N
S '_»these f1rst two chapters ra1se as man§ or more. quest1ons

‘than.f"ft potent1al]y answens What 1t does represent

'

d‘however, Ys a‘beg1nn1ng to the systemat1c and 'scient1f1c

)

"treatment of a subJect that has long been 1gnored by soc1a]

B S

- RO

fsc1ent1sts It 1s a]soﬁjﬁ begnnn1ng .1n the. sense thath
'def1n1tron“1n hand he. can beg1n~to é&plpre and test the :g

'fboundar1es of and yar1ance in the concept in gres




L e Ll ' . 3 T S -

"‘fiéXp]OPe 1n some deta11 the vartance in fr1endsh1p s many but hw

a——

. S
yet spec1flca11y undef1ned forms The tasK 1n chapterr';

:"Qjmodel 1ts prac&1cal1t93and appl1uab1l1ty w111 be assessed;;u

H”?and prov1de the necessary theoret1ca1 groundwork for future_!f

———

.'f.mean1ngfu1 emp1rrca] stud1es of the subJect 'Ttigf'“

.'"g'-three 1s taconstrwct a 1dea1 typ1ca1 model Then 1n'_‘_""

'dzf:chapter‘ four ' hav1ng developed ras rud1mentary theoretrcali.‘

'5ffﬁ.through anf app11cat1on _tb some aspechs'of the human l1feﬂ$;
':ffcycle Such an exerclse w1ll not only;CIarxfy the boundar1esf;'

't:gﬂof, fr1endsh1p and 1ts mean1ng(s) but w111 also pave the wayfn



N o . . S IR s DT E -
R EPRTORE S S . R S
SRR § § 8 SECTION 11 A FRIENDSHIP MODS
Ay -”_' . ,. ;::3-;. T ‘ R '

A The Need for and Poss1b111ty of a(Mode} o‘ Fr1endsh1p and

§~ Fr1endsh1p Re]at1onsh1ps i

.‘I'. - . s’.’--"-'

Whlle' the ,arguments presenfed 1n the f]rst sect1on of

wjb;ﬂthls thes1s ;strongly suppbrt both h ‘ need for J?nfgb

‘ 'a.exp]anatory model of frtendsh1p and 1ts poss1bn11ty,m‘1t is \“

'T?1mportant to review some of the ba51c pos1t _,ih- these 1
;j}/respeets before attempt1ng to generate the model F1rst

Lhi}j;w1th \eﬁerence to the need f‘ﬁ;such a model W1111ams’11959k)_.

J[and Allan (1979l comment on fhe dangers of - accept1ng a .

Qit{;;'CSTWOnsense v1ew of fr1endsh1p W1111ams notes . ﬁtfﬂ"?tift:}

'*5\v1 Wi th- very few except1ons stud1es of fr1endsh1p, '
have re11ed sole]y upon -the - 1mmed1ate,; commonsehse :
des1gnat1ons of & . relat1onsh1p ‘as. fr1endship"\byg._whg,
one or, both of the persons- involved. th1s prdcedurem;w'jqf
‘gives. us’~ a h1gh]y variablé: and amb1 JIous cr1ter1on-j%"
~for ‘identifying. frlendsh1p§< even-)the ‘most “easual - .

~ observation - shows’ that - what a person’ Wil 1 descr1be:f‘_ :
aS'"frtendsh1p ranges fr h1ghfy\\superf1c1al and: .~
_fragitei, re]atlonsh1ps ‘to e uring. relat1onsh1ps of
“intense’ . commitment; “great. _1nt1macy,' and strong

'mutual sof1dar1ty (1959 4) T ;‘,_j_ :

and subsequently that ':}.j d};-*gﬂ,T‘f 7-§1‘“ﬁ$’ T; ;;‘b_’;

There ,.15" an:_ urgent ‘need - to . go beyond thef;f:-

commonsense,_self reporting of - respondents in- order-

to des;gnate - the ' relat1onsh1p as: fr1endsh1p L e
1959: 10 e o S A R

S1m1larly,“ Allan. 'comments'ﬂfbn"wtheg 1acK Qf r1gor _jn,i"

commonsense aPproaches to fr1endsh1p when he suggests
L
. 'At ‘an everyday level the mean1ng (of fr1endsh1p) may IR
" be.taken as obvious, but for research purposes - -t SR
.r'fobv1ousr must* be treated as. problemal1c ------ .The point = - =
‘fto be made - ‘here is. that in common -usage. terms “Tike 00
friend . (and . ~mate._ pal, - chum, etc ) are on]y vague :

'means of analyses Ahey serve as resources “as -well . ..

N 557~3i +8s: restra1nts Peﬁple usg, them as- labels and dev1ces R



-fThUS' according to W1L11ams and Allan not only 15 there -ﬁh““

shurgent need to go beyond the commonsense approach to%f”

for con.ey1ng mean1ng an, partneular s1tuat1ons, not
asrr1gorous and: prec1sé analytrcal too]s (1979 37)

"fffr1endsh1p and 1ts studyfbut41n/add1t1on the vagueness 'dffiﬂ
3.,Ih term is_ g1ven by the? many ‘forms 1t may take The}?;

'systemat1c 1nvest1gat?on and class1f1catuon of these forms;lf

_ then,' clearly f prere 1s1te 'to a- ref1nement of ourff}
L'$%;”understand1ng of the concept :SH_1dEa of., fr1endsh1p ey
,ih0n__the‘_other hand §f&]f"nv(1979) coﬁrectly po1nts ,a

‘f;[outiu L

;tgxg(Parentheses Author s) R B N -
'hsF:Hedfthen proceeds’to attack Lazarsfeld‘and Merton (1954) .
._wnhams (1959) Babchuk and Bate; (1963) Babchuk (1965)

“‘reflects

”;ft7respect toy fr1endsh1p 155

6 .1.' ' : ;' : l UL . . R . . . . B . o
.many. Zwr1ters assume- that (the state of) bewng\
.friends-' is - _1nvariab1e \1 and therefore -1 H*

| unproblematic' - states™ of affa1rs (1979 36 37) s

Feha

B]ag‘(1961) and Booth and Hess (1961) as bexng examptesFQ

'*_;41n the ]1terature that exh1b1t thns un1d1mens1oha1 emphas1sfd5

| ”_on one k1nd of fr1endsh1p s In h1s words the:r emphas1sf[;

. ~

- Lo @y .1f“:$;7'7g_‘_‘,m
.. the tendency to tn§§%3 real’ frtendsh1ps as ‘the 7
_form  of . fr1endsh1p {and)...a)]1 _#llustrate . ‘the . - =

emphas1s there is 4n ;he 11teratur ‘on.‘extreme formsgih-f"
of fr1endsh1p (1979 37)(Parentheses Author s) T

e

f_What th1s means 1n A]lan s v1ew 1s that though much of what}'J

"fhas been wr1tten genera11zes about frgendsh1ps of all formS;f¢

the datai;1t ‘is based on usually perta1n to a
restndcted set of very close fr1ends (1979 37)

a

nfTherefore,: much of the data that has been collecteo w1thﬂ{_

.-
3

’slead1ng beeause pjt has rel1ed?f:

L X ..4' h . I :
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too heav1]y on ‘a. narrow and restr1cted v1ew of fr1endsh1p

Spec1f1ca11y;”as A1lan polnts out 'S'fhff;éf”,

1f’a re1at1onsh1p ig th characterrzed by strong_i;“:;

" v-j:emotvbnal. -attachment, - feelirgs - - of empathy,.mutua]
AR . sympa{hy ‘and’ .y erstand1ng._ it is . immediately.
s .classified as,. someth1ng other . than fu]l fr1endsh1p

.
N
.( .

' ‘,and removed from conSIderatmn SN _,.v l .
._hxs' K1nd 6f s1mpl1st1c ‘analys1s\ is a detrlment to theiij¢7~4~5*

. systemat1c~development of a workable model ~or- theory off.
,j“endshap. because it :ng;arbwtrary and 1ncdmplete 1~It f?l;
iy A > )

.‘QQJ; subseduentiy makes; meanwngful emp1r1ca1 general1zat10nsfjf'

Tmp;°s1b1e because SR 1gnores everyth1ng but what has beenf!

L icalled a1 H ndsth L

;v:.-u-

fand )
o conceptyal model df fr1endsh1p most obv1ous

T

slrnﬁ fﬁ?h?iyabsence Qf ”’*5fdr an adequate{}‘{'{,f]f

when one}f

'attempts to 1nterpret f1nd1ngs such as the ones-reported by

v —— . «‘P-".I'

Banta and Heatherlngton (196 where a’;sexl d1fference ,1n

N

} o ° vl ~ T o
'x‘,; male -and female f1aﬁcee', fr1endsh1d cho1ces was reported;.“?-}?"'
R SN T e vl L L e
They note .-*‘;?.;jf*fxﬁ”uﬁifiﬁk‘.:;j‘” . SRR
Engaged males Tike. 'the same. type dT women boﬁh as.

friend .and f1ancee ‘but “there..is = 1ittle 'similarity e T
o between ;thé_ male fr1end ;and . the f1andee of engaged e b e
o females "= (1963 404) } ',- . .‘_h;454u_ o ,_g;‘-“ -

. "_".‘,
g . .

Wh11e th1s may be an accurate ,st1mu1at1ng,,and thoughtf

provok1ng f1nd1ng relat:ve to d1ss1m1lar1ty‘ of needs ﬁf”

e 2 e R A
cross sex fr1endsh1ps t 1aes f at—w1thout ‘a framework toﬂjf};;f"

"ét 5 hang it on It wou]d seem very premature, to exam1ne ?Ql[" i

- cross- sexo frnendsh1p cho1ces w1thout 1east icﬁ'”

st

oo, statement and spec1f1cat1on of what fr1endsh1p 1;\ Thgs
o Y"N .

| however “not: to cr1t1c1€§. Banta and Heather1ngton toozt?:f;"'

heav%jy for others have‘ proceeded wwth the -commonsensey f“ﬂ7

LA

EAY .



.!'.'

. L : . Lo '~“-_j:,‘_,u,_: RIS hl:f‘lnf'a;
*r‘self report method or have prestructured the1r fr1endsh1p_', L

.

""Vﬂcategor1es before hand le 9. Sutcl1ffe and erabbe. 1963)'f-'7"ft

diWhether one allows respondents‘to repprt fhe1r Fr1endsh1p$?ﬁff5yﬂ

u they perce1ve them or whether prestructured categor1esflm S
:f?ﬁare deftned by a panel of Judges, the-results obta1ned @reif”tlfff

'wﬁtnotz general1zable and are for the most part 1nconsequent1alffﬁﬁa

g.w1thout an explanatory framework to coordmnate_ them; jAs'w'"':
\Ramsoy (1968 12) has po1nted out the]empirtoal;qeanlng}df=fnf<;?fﬂ

b'@” fr1endsh1p is vague ‘f ;-'"

: W1th réspect to theory._d Van Vi '1ngen (1Q70) makeij:

;:.;one of the best statements on what a~imodel_ ‘or ‘theory offl

"u’fr1endsh1p must do when he notes e | \f7-

A, theory of fr1endsh1p must clar1fy the matter (torftﬁ
‘!HE partners), ~must _justify -the institution {for- -

W“aﬁr} . ciety), “and must 1ntegrate 1t w1th1n the rest_ of'f% o
Vvsy _ the culture (1970 226) - o

Th1s is a mammoth task and one m1ght serlously questlontrf””"'

o whether or not th1s is. poss1ble g1ven the 1nfancy of the”""~
o ~ & SR
o study of frlendsh1p at th1s po1nt i t1me Nevertheless,i.u

E these ' objécttves'f must . ult1mately be' pursued Hav1ng:

rdemonstrated the need for an explanatory model of fr1endsh1p:”

(

o and fr1endsh1p relatlonshtps, the next task 1s to d1scusslpd
' f1ts ppss1b1l1ty :if”>'y;:‘> | :

dust how poss1ble or fea51ble 1s a model ofsfr1endsh1penyf¥“fi

'tland frlendsh1p relat1onsh1ps g1ven the present state; ij.:l “f:?

theory and emp1r1cal 'research 1n the areas7 The answer toig;ff;;_i
'l: th1s questlon s prov1ded in: part by some few class1c 3§ﬁ§f"

contemporary attempts to develop explanatory models of’-"

fr1endship W1ll1ams (1959) and Wolf (ﬂ966) support for 53?"

RS A T ST L e ,




example,ﬂ'what m1ght be.’called Parson1an model of
fr1endsh1p That 1s,}they each see fr1endsh1p as ex1st1ng in. ey 7\'P*
SESACIREL 0

“;};tWO maJor forms or types an expre551ve form and a more or

lets .1nstrumenta1 ‘Eorm 'Fhe express1ve type of fr1endsh1p ?f”i}(

T ac ord1ng to W1l]1ams is: .jr;f?1>.ff‘”‘ A e
o Type I charac r1zed by a relat1ve]y h1gh degree of: A
'/:'h'V affect1ve in vement, . diffuseness, - collectivity ‘... .-
.. - “orientation, and nohms of affect1v1ty rather: than;*ﬁ"‘““
' neutra11ty (1959’7) BN e N S

and the 1nstrumenta1 type is: ' ' R - N |
| \type II charactﬁ~?zed by ]dw rank1ngs’ on ‘these:; :,li/t‘,_

‘ vartab]es Type 1 _may . be . thought ..of o realffq_ ST A
fr1endsh1p.v4;type' I, j as casua] acqua1ntance B T S
(1959 7) ‘ o ;‘f';'»jv R P N ST ST ot
 Wolf. (198&6 10) silm__iiaﬁiyg -di.st’i’nguishes' | .__itw'o, types Cof oo
;fr1endsh1p but ‘substitdtes: th%. term- emot1ona1"'for the'ﬁydgf7~‘”

"eypress1J£ type In eﬂther céSe whate1s be1ng offered here7n

o ,‘is:ha’-s1mp]e b1furcat1on of the concept of. fr1endsh1p Thatu‘;"fh .
.'ifuts; oneﬁ{is e1ther faf true fr1end ffa emot\pnal .andfd‘““ s
unconditiona1 sense, or one IS\not a true fr1end but ratherp‘_;',jf”'

‘an acqua1ntance or ian_ assoc1ate' _ofg 'some ; part1cu1ar":
. s1gn1f1cance, relevance or: purpose. Th1s 1s a s1mp1e mode]
'f&-.-but neg]ects, by v1rtue of 1ts ‘s1mp11c1ty,‘ the terr1toryd-b
. _between "anEf'; extremeslA“hoflhi true b fr1endsh1p and‘v;
'.acquatntanceshtp,. When 1‘Fob;”eiamp1e;jé and~ under: what!{'»b
h’condttions doesv acqua1ntancesh1p become true fr1endsh1p or:;t
v1ce versa? - Th1s b1f&rcated model cannot hand]e quest1ons of;.

L4

“th1s sort 'nor does 1t exp1a1n why we should v1ew fr1endsh1p

i

as ‘an: e1ther/or phenomenon It ' on‘yth othery hand

,_begqnnjng~__.'-thepssense._that trueu fr1endsh1p and casual



e acqua1ntancesh:p' have been 1dent1f1ed as the extremum ora~-

A

.u-'extreme boundar1es of a fr1endsh1p model Jt 1s a useful but
- : _ »
;f_1ncOmp1ete exp]anatory framework “{‘ -j . f

*rtdb More comp]ete explanator%;

W _ ;
Been _\\offered by Aristotle (1962) and cOh‘}fsn (1961) \A

modejs 0f fr}endsmp have

lr1stot]e, for examp]e, 1n hlS class1‘ work N1chdmgghean

Eth1C§ c1tes three tYpes on\k1nds Qf
B e

fr1end5h1p. o usefu1 a'd p]easantf

g,fﬁiendshtp, ‘m1ght~ be 'satd to be. s1m11ar to or at least
o accbdnted”forrtanJIItams and Wolf’" ¢1st1nct}dhs between:;
: Ak ) e

N 7; 1nstrumenta1 f_;and‘ eXpress1ve ) frﬂendsh1ps‘-' HbWever B

-

o fr1endsh1p of advantage one vmust cons1der t only _thef,jjf"'

: \

ﬁr1endsh1if? _f advantage br1n s, another dlmens1on k?to the

:'the add1t1on of the pategory ofﬁff;ﬁg

.g - -

degree of express1v1ty or 1nstrumental1ty 1nherent in- a,”'

hypothet1cal fr1endsh1p but also _the mot1ves dfl{"the',f]“”':d

1nd1v1duals 1nvolved What th1s means .1n terms of modelff;f,f

L4 V

;,bu11d1ng is- that casual acqua1ntancesh1p may no longer:ZB't}n“ﬂﬁ"ff
}"ﬂ_ seen to be the boundanyior,11m1t to the lower end of thew
_i.s*\ frfendsh1p cont1nuum but rather that the false frlendsh1p of

. advantage may now represent thfs‘lpwer 11m1t (Regardless,fj‘_~;i“"

Ar1stot1e adds an element of r%chness ’ to h1s, model of

fr1endsh1p \through h1s allus1on{§o mot1ves as determlnants

LR ﬂ ,

;.1endsh1p,, Pertect;”v*r“"“~

Fr1endsh1p,1‘23andjw”,'

' “f‘ typee,l perfecth{ frﬁendsh1p ;and useful "a d pleasanttf;-:”'”j'

Ar1stot1e s suggest1on ef a th1rd type -of fr1endsh1p, _tnef-"




T e T g e e

i

dlt'of the qualwtf oﬁnfr1endsh1p relatsonshtfs;

vhowever hefdbes not deve}op h1s pos1t1on11n; he deta11 thatf;y

jUnfortunately.jrf'iftfj

. Vwoutd L be Peered to’ "test"’h1s ‘thesis and as g Pesult his 7

fo*g{fmodel 1s 1ncémplete as wel] Z;f-ffJVf'j"ffjf“ \%,f\gmq--.
. . o g - L \E e

Perhaps one of the mosﬂ"tpmp]ete models or\typologlesf

:;'foffered to date w1th referende to fr1endsh1p and 1ts manyn'.
; :forms‘\ls-prov1ded by Y Cohen (h961) Cohen 1dent1f1es fourt:
‘;types of frwendsh1p in h1s_ model 1na11enab1e,‘a close

casual "\ and “exped1ent’ He d1fferent1ates among the fourg?ff

:”_ 5therfthree, fbr 1n hls words - ‘ga,_ A -
'J_ o L 1t is- on]y th1s fr1endsh1p (1nal1enable) that'ia
L rp;:;w.cannot 1dea11y be . w1thdrawn and” it is the one. : .

: 'fr1en‘dsh3p %

v t- is ‘entered ' into. r1tua1]y or
;ceremon1a11y

#§F1 354) (Parentheses Author s)
% RO

]

“"dﬁhe‘other three types a8’ Pa1ne (1969) ﬁés ponnted odf tendaeu;’

B

- ;i!f}o}lgt;xf_‘fffig_:ﬁjli“;fXQJ‘at :._I | ..;;ﬁkx;.

(2

L_;f@types {1rst“by separat1ng 1ha11enable frlendsh]p tfrom,_theh;}‘V'thi

o e A, R
o Y o

shade of f* info each" other alon ‘a contTnuum wh1ch33-f

H'appears to ‘be . one’ gf decreasing " 1ht1ma§y and T
1 R

'3]1ncreas1ng mater1a11sm as_one moves from "c to
o casual“.and to exped1en " fr1endsh1ps (1969 @44)

The advantage that Cohen s\model has over many of the"h{jl;p
'Qothers is™ not s1mply,that it has ‘more fr1endsh1p type§ and;lifu'
_— ; :

'f]S therefore more exhaust1ve of the poss1b1l1t1es, 1a]th°Ugh:

: i c . .
'f_th1s _is an e]ement butu‘ -rather hweu‘suggeStion_ of .

”fr1endsh1p as a continuum That 1s,.Cohen‘ogrreotly;oﬁserVes’”gi{ ;7?*

“that fr1endsh1p 1is_'noth and 'oan‘ not‘ bet an _étther/or
:phehomenon but~ that - the forms it 'takeS».réhge; along - a
_;cont1nuum of: higher' to‘ lower fr1endsh1p potent;a, - Cohen’ -

e has« however been severely cr1t1c1sed for th1s sUggeet{on.

ST e T T x\

.'v\,‘ . ) - . : . . B . i A ' L Q}.\ .i \




Pa1net(1% r'1nstance.,notes

R S R
*b“Cohenf 1n cdmmon w1th others (EISenstadt 1961

",Ber11ner. 19621 has an under1y1ng purpose:. to v1ew:“~*‘V'°””

.  an- element . of ~culture . along a- cont1nuum “of

Lt ;w-‘fmax1m1zat1on m1n1mlzat1qn, . thls R ont1nuumfi LR
©oo 7 paralleling the one presented in-the model of ‘social - PoETL
. .structure. In general his twofold- classificatjon ;of - ‘f
- social structure and fr1endsh1p is’ probably helpfbl R

';However, ‘the- procedure whereby. .each .social: strUcfure?'

Lorois s coupled with.  one kind . of" friendship, . is: -

S regretab]y“ht1f1c1a1 and ¢ ‘the ana]yses must not . be

- Teft " standing - there. :In. our . own: soc1ety., for

e . example,- probably al}l four fr1endsh1ps ‘have - their
SNy 0 o places  and . funct1ons,. and. - th1s K1nd o{
o ‘“&” '51tuat1on “~that . raises - the ‘ real]y 1mportan

QUesttons (1969 145) o . g

Cow

"‘ Thus 1n Pa1ne s op1n1on, though Cohean types are ‘probab]y

't un1que _Qf 7{ ;a':

pe @

r

Qoh.,,snty%es and the1r spec1f1cat1on 1s probably val1d h1s

attack on theqr art1f1c1a]1ty 1s unwarranted Pa1ne mlght

.,

Wbe11 be remlnded 1n th1s regard that typologies are by

def1n1t1on art1f1c1a1 co]structs not necessarlly 1ntended to-""

9

conform to each and everl emplrical real1ty The1r focus ls,

rather to allo@ us

*;ﬁt; pred1o} the preva]en e, 'nd 1ntens ty . of var1ous element5‘~of

soc1a1 exper1ence ‘-1Ke fr1ehdshpp nyi. cr1t1c1sm of

art1f1c1a]:ty 71s noi,necessar1]y bad or negat1ve at this

”h'stage 1n the developm nt of fr1endsh1p theory~non‘ls Cohen s'f-s'”

typo]ogy somehow

'WQ unw1tt1ng1y op not ,on'_ther s formulat1ons He does present
‘t} what appears.to be a novel comb1nat1on of prev1ous work
‘sh;73 the other hand

e

“s Pa1ne suggests, Cohen s modef?doe fﬁﬁ

. ~:..’
‘/' . W . -

he]pful”' they are at the same t1me art1f1c1at 1ncomp1ete,'

Wh11e »Pa1ne s cr1t1c1sm of the laﬁk of completeness of

’o better ?5p1a1n and_popeful]y Taﬂer}f~»=iar

_essﬁ, valuable;, becau e ggh rel1e§ﬁ.




*f many questlons unanswered foremost among these be1ng the

cond1t1ons that g1ve rlse tcﬂeach o?mh1s types«liﬁfff, | ‘

2 In summary,. severa] class;c and contemporary scholars

| have attempted to deve]op models of fr1endsh1p some Qf whach T
have been br1efﬂy out]1ned Por the most part these efforts T'ﬂﬁdﬁrbﬁ

have been 1ns1ghtful but 1nconclus1ve Neverthe]ess,_ﬁtfljsi 7fff§;;3

'arguments presented in these pre]lmtnary E“.

- clear: from,yth‘”

works that .a ' ', explanatory mode] of fr1endsh1p igf't??isﬁfﬁ

poss1b1e at th1s‘po1n_‘1n§ttme. t;? 1tf"': b{f\;;/_;-ijfd'*fQ R

Af 51nce;:fh prtmary goal i th1s sectton w1ll be to ~dd
o de \ive and defend an 1dea1 typ1ca1 model of fr1endsh1p d'iii?
:;' fpjindsh1p re]at1onsh1ps, a brlef comment on the natune and _;;;;_f

funct1on of the 1dea1 type wou]d seem 1n-order , R
N lee many fundamental _un1ts\ of soc1al thought thef~¥__ ‘
: prec1se or1g1ns of the 1dea1 type or what m1ght be _cal]ed vf”'**““

1dea1 type th1!mJng are obscure and almost 1mppss1ble to

1dent1fy W1th any. part1cu1ar. h1stoﬁzcal epoch school iOf;‘ij$:f;:$

thought or 1nd1v1dual personallty However many be]1eve as;;
)%~\._P; A SoroK1n suggests, that the or1g1ns of 1deal typtcarbﬁzi{.
e Dhenomena can . be traced baok to the t1me of Confuc1us and;[i:;tfffﬁ
h1s not1on of f1ve fundamentaT soc1a1 relat1onsh1ps,_ wh1chg.iﬁt;?t@

bear a d1st1nct 51m1lar1ty to F Tonn1es more modern 1dea1;‘4
?}!1‘ typ1ca1 conceptua11zat1on of Geme1nschaft and Gesellschaft;i._g_
- (Tonn1es.‘ 1957 v11) SqroK1n' states that 1dea1 types maya;“";.

:- also be 1dent1f1ed w1th PTato s Repub]1c and Laws. C)cero sfffA;”;gfx

N



f?ana1y51s of true and faLse' fr1endsh1p, ;St August1ne s

3ftheory of tHe Church)and the C1ty of God and Ibn KaTdun s

;¢H1story of Berbers (Tonn1es,u 1957 v111) N f‘isf.fnofbh"'

» d1ff1cu1t then.,' to 1dent1fy vast d1\@rs1ty of soc1al Q L

f} ' th1nRers who wer% perhaps 1n1t1a]1y/ Pespons1b1e, e1theF=ifzf;fiﬁ;
A s ror. en

__";ubfly t;éﬁt co}1ect1vely,‘_forf 0r1g1nal n1deal type o
th1nktng It 1s a]so 1nterest1ng to note{ 1n Lhese comments,u ;ﬁ" k)

- sy
'” ie t t e 1tself

fiﬁ**, that the study of fr1endsh1p 1s clearly assoc1ated w1th the :?ﬁh i

' or1§1ns of the

lL'-'

however, 11tt1e agreement 1%

Fohl some
y:are s1mp1e conceptual/methodolog1ca] tooYs
AR Y y..

.dihfob others they atta1n the status of systemat1c

theorles MoKlnney and T1r1akyan (1970)<f)n a dlscuss1on of
1deal typesband cdnstructed types, state :;e;;ﬁ;;ﬁ;ijjf“"

COns1derab4e amb1gu1ty remaTns w1th respect “to thevﬁfff“;-(i:;u
.~ proper . funct1on1ng of . ‘ypes 1n ‘the .chain of 1nqu1ry j}i% SRS
. Whatever: €jlse a - constructed. - type< may be,'11t Ll
: jclearly as conceptual toola (1970 246+— i

'fTHat the more expl1c1tly stated thé typo]ogy (qr
ideal - type) 1nclud1ng * the re]at10nsh1ps between o,
"tyges,» the ;. more. the' ! typo]ogy functions . ‘ya.”gwj :
,thegretlca} eJ useful inits exb]anation of the

. intual -tendencies of .a system in® the‘ﬂlght of wh1ch
w-k,‘actUal d1screpanc1es may be 1nvest1gated (1968 179)
' Y (Paren{heSes Author s) : ,

Y
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. AP .-
B R

,_wmadsfﬁpf,;w

The conceptual problem of the 1dqal type andrhow 1t mayf ff.

be dlst1ngu1shed from other type concepts should perhapspfgﬂiﬁfﬁ;”
‘ / f1rst _be. exam1ned from E. A T1r1akyan s (1968) remarks onff?-ﬁ foE
the typolog1ca1 method 1n general He notes B - _‘ B
'-f{Typolog1ca1 c]ass1f1cat1on,< as ,a subd1v1s1on ofy;huj
' taxonomy, Has characterized. a ‘considerable  ‘part of ..
. the ‘culture -of" the: soc1al SCIGHCGS, paradox1éﬁJ1y,fﬁ'r;-.,v.'~)
. ‘the: “notion =~ of . types ‘and - this: .method . of . . ..
s"class1f1cat1on have also‘been the bJect of - severe’~/'<f~ -
.'jmethodo]og1ca1 -and rd’*Wog1ca1— opposdtion.. = Few .-
- subjects”  in- taxonomy ‘are - understood in. more“ﬁ“] Lo
Y. odifferent ways ar are- more. m1sunderstood than thedqﬁi AR
) ":nature and use of types (1968 178) I S

1t WOU]d appear from th1$ generaT statement of the d1v§;51tyf<7’*
. » ‘
n

and confus1on that seems to characterlze the nature a sef7if{bj"

of type constructs 1n soc1a1 sc1ence that m1sconcept1ons and_';”'; B

“*ffobscurut1es must of necess1fy carry oyer frOm th1s state ofd}iig‘jgtf
j;genera]1zed confus1on to the spec1f1c 1nstance of the 1dea1a' e

b

{i:}type as - a const1tuep& element of the typolog1ca1 procedure

'_ Perhaps the most cogent schema presented to date wLIhiﬂfdiﬁj};i
ilarespect t the conceptua] d1fferent1at1on of the myr1ad oftd.t
"tgfvtype concepts found 1n the ]1terature f that of C" Ggf:d.ft;ﬁyp
‘A}Hempet (1965)-j‘n' hws‘essay-onb.Typolog1cal Méthods 1n theflix”ﬁ:y:-
3“Natural and Soc1al Sc1ences f WIng ai rather lengthyo9
'ppd1scuss1on Hempe] d1st1ngu1shes between‘type concepts onfht-ftftff
“iixthe ba51s of three categor1es classﬂf1catory types. extreme[df";;;ff:

.':"types,10 and 1dea1 types He suggests that c]ass1f1catory and;,tjfrj”r

.'Athreme or. pO]a#btypes have411tt1e explanatory power and by:}ﬂ:ffta?;

R

a

and 1arge, funct1on as @1ow grade genera11z1ng ent1t1es .<4 fft“i

o Ideal types, however, as: he points out o A S

. o - ; C I S
...dre. not used fSr Klnds of generallzat1ons T
character1st1c ‘of extreme r order1ng types. but are fg SR

.

EY IS



"‘1 1nvoked as a spec1fic dev :tor the explanat1on
social an& histomcal phe mena (1965 181)

'ffyIt'1S'1n'th1s sense of an 1dea1 type as . at specwflc dev1oe{f?ﬁ"'.

~fterm .

.nh;typ1ca1 formu}at1ons 1s con31dered necessary

Though Hempel s (1965) Pos1t1on on the features of Ethef:

1
L4

[f' the exp]anat1on‘ of frtendsh1p relat1onsh1ps that the;itﬁf

fpatterns Of fr‘e”dSh‘p that may be seen to emerge *rom thef'?' :

ﬂj~;“d al type as defﬂned Before proceed1ng w1th th\s.-u*fﬁ
b ? | , |

'f‘1deal typ1ca1 model"‘of fr1endsh1p w111 be developed h¢5:“ﬁ5*'f*‘

e]"-t" used s1mp1y to represent the spec1f1c;:3%ff'i55

however. some"add1t1ona1 background on' 1dea]d@ff».,*‘%

Va"‘OUS type Cﬁncepts, | espemaﬂy th 1dea1 type.::».':'",15_..,”';::_17' S

cons1stent w1th the pos1t1on of th1s dlssertat1on. there areifs |

perhapS‘ some alternatnves worthy of attent1on If f

. \

aﬁd\ 1deal types "the basws *lf

L
\ .

*v“generangat1on and exp]anat1on Q 58,
oj?{ of - the" types as 1ocated, ‘ a ne‘x :

-

'ﬁfl1ke subJeots and obJects 1n order to make sense out of th1$?;:

?5>exper1ence 1__“;og‘h?fi yr!_z{_gfﬁg‘;f" R

the1r potent1a1 forir'“\'
, Of abstract1on;tﬂat'j‘“'
éi;sc1ent1f1c d1scoursqu respect1ve]y,r then d1fferent1at1onysdrﬁ;ﬁ_u

,;fbecomes re]at1ve1y c]ear That 1s, the concpete 1eve] mlght;;l-"°"'

}ebe def1ned those 'aspects of human exper1enge that weiﬁj'ﬂe

QJLC]asslf1catory types may then: be._seen the symbol1c:ffff,ft“:
gﬁfexpres51on of th1s concrete 1evel of d1500urse We s1mp]y:i_f.-

,. 4 SR
*flclass1fy the subJects and» obJects of ouc experlence w1th S

ltfjprooeeds fronrconcrete through abstract to formal 1ever of;ﬁfi;}fflﬁ

t"_;,mternahze as] observers __"'_:._'offi natural phenomena e




abe?act 1eve1 m1ght be seen as qua11tat1ve1yfv37‘“'f';
‘;ﬁtfd1fferent rrOm the concrete 1evel that we perhaps iy

f_'longer have d1rect emp1r1caT access to the pﬁf{omena we;"

'hdfqexper1ence but we nevertheless po}ar1ze our th1nk1ng ~ahd;*'

attr1bute mean1ng 1n the process Extreme or po]ar types 1n,fﬁ-:'

'y‘th1s schema«appear to ’symbol1ca11y .represent an abstractgt}}ff"‘““

'?blevel ﬂof sc1ent1f1c d1scourse because» they def1ne .an S

- ~

f_;.undeterm1ned range of phenomena wh1ch can on]y be descrlbed:v

. ‘:1n genera] and 1nd1screte terms

The formal 1eve1 of d1scourse m1ght bei_concetved‘;anj;'ﬂt

:”-deal1ng ,w1th those phenomena of exper1ence wh1ch are fu]ly'-

ﬂ.trepresentat1onal as 1n the examp]e of pure mathemat1cs At.*'

'”th1s leve] q@ sc1ent1f1c d1scourse, the operat1ons 1nvolve aghﬁt}ﬁfl”

'.j[constructed system of concepts w1th a h1gh]y spec1f1ed 'ahd..j_'

”iﬁntegrated .;'set ,l;of 1og1ca1 internal relat1ons

- Correspond1ng1y, the 1dea] type mlght be deveIOped :as7fat7'““"

,:’rffu]Jy‘. 'representatwona] :.system bi'Capab]e 'HOf formal S

‘

4“spec§ficat1on Thus,':_at 5 1east f}th poss1b1]1ty : dfl}" B

v ’fd1fferent1at1ng type concepts need not only be v1ewed 1n;‘ﬂ

'Lftterms of. vague est1mates of genera11zab111ty and explanatory;”_*;‘ﬂlf*

. potent1a1 but may @dso be seen as d1fferent1ated on the,:;ﬁijtm‘t

ba§1s of the degree of symbo]1c representat1on requ1red orhi

......

»present n, each case Th1$ fundamental tr1furcat10n ofﬁr

')H:Lfc]ass1f1catory, extreme, -and 1deal types ‘1nto 'concrete,f

" s .
abstract and tormal 1evels of sc1ent1f1c d1scourse adds'~~

'”'fSOme coherence to the1r DPODertIes,-the phenomena w1th Wh]Ch IR
& :

Epey deal F,and potent1a]]y Clar1f1es the1r roles ln theftd]”zltu

C -

e . . X -
. D v




1h? c]early exp1a1n the dynam1cs of dyad1c fr1endsh1p at a.leve]
: ‘A

-

‘!’h research process The propOSed 1dea1 tYDtcaW-imodel7t ‘h,ﬁsJEQ‘

2 case whereby the normal c]ass1f1catory and order1ng cr1ter1a u"_

therefore have some very spec1f1c and formal propert1es that

P ' ‘ ; o '\
' concepts,,the 1deat%&&be 1s near]y always seen as a spec1a1

seem1ng]y seldom apply Nevertheless. as Parsons po1nts out.,ﬁtff'u

,' any, have been able to successfully Tntegrate 1t 1nto thelr

fr1endsh1p, fol]ow1hg th1s chaln pofﬁ:.reason1ng.;f must
) ") _ _ .

\}

that f unatta1nab1e by \s1mp1e class1f1catory or extreme.f?{eff

types R T e S : / | PN S
N i -

‘ei Regardlé;s of thgsbafws T

: or the d1fferent1atxon of type o

‘ ;" \ ".'-\.\'_\.\",‘_ o - ,: :
‘”Kw‘_1n d1scuss1ng the 1dea1 tyqé' oy f,f-"f;\v R

‘f’ft The Cscientific - 1eg1t1macy,_ _— 1ndeed L the®

_.ndlspens1b1]1ty ‘of . such cohcepts is not: - to-be sl
questloned (1937 33) . TR

5~or further as J. \Rex notes 'x{bfﬁm 'v'.:jt'{iﬂh?xsﬂ_tygffp-:f;rf o

' What makesv theory “and” hard emp1r1ca] data Cldve T
~sociologically . ‘are the ideal types. of. soc1a1“;iﬂ._,.:_”fi
tructure. Anyone who Fa1ls to concern: h1mself with 7 o
' ccnstruct1on of these will fail' td"do soc1ologyf;.d
and will be i11- equ1pped to:help'us in our. task-': oﬁf?f
demyst1fy1ng the modern soc1al and pol1t1ca1 world

(1974 65) ‘ . LR ‘ o
It ‘ﬁs 51gn1f1cant to note 1n the above quotatIOns that '

g g

whﬂe the 1dea1 type has obv1ously been 1eg1t1mate and‘

accepﬁed element of soc1a1 thought for many decades few 1f

work The reasons for th1s d1ff1cu1ty may. once'aga1n be a

resu]t of the fact that as Mart1nda1e suggests
W

;, There 1s no consensus as tor whether 1dea1 types are:l a
conceptua] forms;. methodologlcal dev1ces .or .
theor1es (1959 57) - ‘ ,nw e

and therefore they aré often cons1dered Sfffunctioﬁ{ﬁétférﬁf,

G .
e




'1 respecttyely Th1s lacK of cons1stency 1n the treatment oﬁf“

1a7ﬁ1dea1 types at var1ous 1eve1s of analys1s in.. the 11terature-}1171

t\;are 4hd1catfye”k

’farepresent the

°5;‘order to- he]p exp]a1n th1s confus1on over.the prec1se status o

. . R ST L R . . e L
- o L S -_."‘“_' . : v- - . 0 ,,'- . ... sl e

not func§10n1ng at one[ two or three 1eve]s of 'analys13n'

- s ev1denced 1n MartLhdale " observat1on that >:‘-ffd IR -*fft'5-
Ideal types tend to be v1ewed by Max Weber R. M.

'Maclver -and R. K.  Merton as: valuable- methodo]og1ca1

tools, whereas | by - T. Parsons, J.C. McKlnney, ‘and-. . i

o W N Watk1ns. as systemat1c theor1es (1959 58) o R

o T T
The s1gn1f1cance of the above quotat1ons 1s that théy?? .

B E

f‘a vast body of Know]edge wh1ch portends to

t

%#ent1f1c treatment*'of the nature .rahdf?*’”‘”?"
V;funct1on of 1dea1'typ1cal phenomena in recent soc1al sc1ence -
theory and emp1r1ca1 'research C]early,_ there»”i 11tt1e ;ff'”

9':agreement the wggks alluded ffo Such agreement 1F» :

) 7present m1ght tend to favor one part1cu}ar theoret1ca1;“

e o LA S
-'methodolog1ca1 :Qr, conceptual or1entat1on over another ;Lnlhf}‘

foft5th n-1deal type, the works of Max Webé? may prov1de

b
1n519ht P A Sorok1n notes the fol]ow1ng of Max Weber s

’~i'ooncept of the jdeal type ’ # 34

_It is poss1b1y the most ser1ous attempt to clar1fy' L
o the concept of the ideal social: type as.a specific % ok
-~ method - an j1nvestvgat1on of .social . prob]ems S :
~(1928 7207 Co T L T
L : ' 'ffg? . . N
-5T3”d d C McK1nney supports h1m 1n suggestlng ' BT
;Max Weber made the greatest contr1but1on to-the -
del1neat1on~of the- procedure of the ideal type,. - ‘and - '
.- also ‘the "use of it in both h1stor1cal aqg soc1a1hj
__‘sc1ent1F1c ana]ys1s (1966 1 =2 4 :
These two- a otat1ons,, 1f “taken somewhat out of context
vfwould seem1ng1y suggest that Max Weber s spec1f1cat1on of

‘the,,nature and functlon of the 1dea1 type in. soc1a1 theory ;_iﬁyfg&



- f.t;accept h funct1on' of Tdeal types as: usefu] dev1ces for,;‘dft

~is ’Complete .and w1thout

-wjdeal type is far from be1ng completely »1ntegrated -%ﬁ_“

:_;systemat1c sense ”w}~4:3’5~q*3:'“>”*};t', -

{mu;;them causa]]y (1949 48)

:”Tthough Weber s 19491_thoughts are compe111ng, the - follow1ng.

'f-Whatever the content of the ideal”; type,‘ be " it _
~ethical, .a legal, an -aesthetic, .or' a re11g1ous norm.
.a. techn1ca1 , an. economic; -or " cultural maxim or
any\\pther ‘type .of valuat1on in_ the most rat1ona1
form: poss1ble 3§1t has. only one function in “an
emp1r1cat' 5
-comparison™: w1th emp1r1ca1 rea]tty in order to’'
establish = jts d1vergences or - similarities, 1o .
describe them - with . the -most unambiguous ly

fau]t or 1ncOn51stency However.

ahyt;;ttl”

; statement from his ‘Swn work shows that h1s concept1on of the:rﬂ*fw"

st1gat1on ~Its  function is_.fhe,:;‘-9.5¥«-‘%

‘ Q1nte1]1g1b1e'-concepts and to understand and exp1a1ng{;4~f ‘ '

R
T

.

Weber s remarks f appear; ﬂt” lacK cons1stency | dﬁ?i

Som

~fﬁntegratmn 1n th1§*§tatement for he seems to claim thatfv;"
-;1dea1 types have one and only one funct1on 1# an emp1r1cal

\fi.f1nVest1gat1on name1y the compar1Son w1th emp1r1ca] rea11ty

~.

'w4d1ff1cu1ty ar1ses when he, in the same sentence, 1mputes twob'

\

-“ﬁacannot be reduoed to'a s1ng]e un1t Tded};for 1f one were ?ﬁbft

: '.ff_'-z-ﬂmethodologmcal tool.  However ; . ih- attmbutmg to them the "
ffurther funct1ons of understand1ng and\ causal exp]anat1on i
| 'vfthey must also be accepted as systemat1c theor1es or 1n thef“.

qf¢1east theoret1cal models Weber appears to confuse the threejpg

U Wi SR LU B (1-:_.‘-

?~#rinj order 4to vestab11sh s1m1lar1t1es and d1fferences Theg}fjt;

other - d1st1nct and separate funct1ons to 1deal -types;{fi "
Lpbspec1f1ca11y -understand1ng “d‘ﬁﬁ causa] j\ explanat1on
**Comparat1veA analys1s understandlng';and causa] exp]anat1onial* .

: ,‘compar1son the1r status' wou]d be that of heur1st1cafi7 i




? ’ .
Soq1a
| .tdeas and consequently the three ”dttferent:iievelstljéfd;.ief-°““
abstract1on Vand it wou]d therefore seemfthatﬁyarsonsvis;;_gifff?
qu1te correct in‘ subm1tt1ng .that Weber had': a. fear’ of'fr"'

~ ﬂ‘,r*abstract1on and that the reason that Weber d1d not deve1op a
_ i -
theoret1cal system out of h1s methodblogy was because he‘

- fa11ed . to overcome y'the: _emp1r1qtsi mon1st1cl fa]lacyh~

(1937: 835). . T T o
‘Weber' s Nk(supposed : difttcuTttes f wtth mtevels 'fof.

o genera11zat1on and abstract1on are perhaps also ev1dent ijnf;d

his" statement on the format1on of 1dea1 types Weber notes

;'7ijAn»v1dea1 type ~'1s N formed by - the one s1ded_'

'%5f:accentuat1on of. one- ‘or . more po1nts of view and by
the - synthgﬁ§§ of a - ‘great -’ many . d1ffuse., d1screte,-,

' more - or leéss  ‘present " and. occas1onally absent¢”.ﬁif;fﬂ; G
" .. concrete individual: phenomena “which’ ane" arranged;y.“ifﬁ .

7' dccording to ‘those one-sidedly empha51zed viewpoints’
.. into:a .unified- analytical construct which in 1ts
'f},conceptua1 <pur1ty (:annot found anywhere
*rea]tty It 1s utop1a

wh1ch fﬁfp3 e'fo.mtcannot-be found ine rea]1ty,v,

\

"fCOnstruct

(1949: 0) SRR

'nfg:f Weber an-hnalyt1ca17f7i

"iffg_tautofaﬁy when one COﬂSldePS that an ana]yt1ca1 construct 1s;§”ﬁ”

- »f'tby def1n1t1on abstracted from rea11ty F Weber to statef;.v”%'“””

+

f:unequﬁvocal]y that Ta' pure- 1dea\ type cannot be found 1n.

;h;rea11ty would eem today somewhat premature ‘fFor” 1nstance,'“i!&fffﬂf

' Q,Just because an ana]yt1ca1 construct (Ai 15 abstracted from,gtf-"'f

1ts content (C) '#or. pUrposes' (X) jor' (Y) does_-noi

'1; necessar11y xfollow that (A) 1s less real thah (C g1ven (Xt?f?r

,ﬁzgreal1ty (R) removed from each other by degree on]y glven éx)a.“

(Y) 1t fo]lows on]y that (A) and (C) ref1ect the Héamejt"'

yior (Y) ‘as stated I short n' ana]yt1cal construct--an’skiﬁ‘ﬂ.




iy1dea1 type and an. emp1r1ca1 expressaon of somggcomponent oﬁj o
£

- that construct do not fhecessar1}y warrant a d1v1s1on ofﬂ;ﬂﬂ?“hi

‘

;*:rea]1ty ‘on the bas1s of observable ex1st€nce but 1'rathar,1t573;

."Tmay m‘PPOP d1fﬁerent axpects of a s1ngle~realaty 1nterpretedigf:‘u'”'
”l1n symbol1c fash1on G1ven th1s, the only d1fference betweeni'

"tan analyt1cal‘constr & and a proposed emp1r1ca] real1ty may%ﬂ'"

"ﬂ;'.be the rlgor one’ app11es to the symbol1c representat1on of;ﬁ;ffx c

lwfv;e1ther The amount mof abstract1on requ1red to accomp11sh“;.'

111949 VII-VIIL)

f"‘[ﬁ;‘nature structure and funct1on of 51dea1 types Hin. soc1al]f3

77]]Sc1ence werefn

Hhvﬁstruggle w1th the same 1ssues that Weber addressés in: h1sffffww

"*7f,fmethodolog1cal works What wou1d appear tO be 'cont1nua11yitf'

'these tasks 1s seem1ng1y not recogﬂS?ed_1n Weber s thought ;

thus . proh1b1t1ng thev clear spec1f1cat1on Bf an 1deal type:f;f;‘ﬂf?{

fftheory As Sh1ls notes 1n]1thej‘1ntroduct1on to Weber 5'115317,'

' Methodo]oqy of’ the Soc1a1 Sc1ences

g N o . '{p«:‘ : "

';QWeber s methodolog1ca1 wr1t1ngs ra1se ' 1mportant
?quest1ons regarding . the strfucture of a theoretlcal
. system. . .he br1ngs the prob]em before us’ 1n . a moéb
'1nterest1ng ‘ way,;_ but 1eaves '1t unso]ve@

- It ev1dent that quest1ons .regard1ng the prec1sef?ffifd ’%

_ny means solved at the tTme of Weber sii'

\"

'g}wr1t1ng In Fact today, 1t would appear that scholars st111ij»ﬁi,g

"F;WCha]]enged s the h'ab1]1ty Of 501ent1sts to ut1}1zeﬁfh;¢ﬁf:f5

‘ ';”theoret1ca1 systems of thought in: an obJect1ve fash1on Thh§\

“‘ﬁffrema1ns content1ous an 1ssue today as 1t was 1n Webé‘1f~n*';*'--=

yhlt1me The fact that Weber 1eaves QUest1ons of th1s natureiﬂfhkf}

-i?}fthey have on both the d1rect1on and goa]s of sc1ent1f1c¥1¥f;#

;funsolved 1s clearty 1nd1cat1ve of the cont1nued 51gn1f1canceyfi7%:7

‘:~{
-




",l‘fo theoret1ca1 understandypg, 7habf;ca & the theoret1c1an{"'"‘

CoL . [N o L ‘_.—'4 . .'." i i cr ) g ' o .'J . . Tﬂ
”s1nqu1ry in soc1o]ogy ‘ :h"__:le. 'hy ;H:f.“ﬁ ﬁ'ﬁtffie;fétqfté'ﬁi
It may be sabgested that 1f 5001ology is to ma@ure amd

’remerge as a v1ta1 and rat1ona1 d1sc1pl1ne in Weber s sense,, NS

ﬁﬁﬁthe d1spar1ty between Lheoret1ca1 systems and human va]uesh:_‘

‘&

".‘Cdn and must be e11m1nated Soc1a1 sc1ent1sts can not affordt};fr_Qgg

7fthe luxury of spe01a11zed emp1r1ca1 tra1n1ng at the expenseffﬁ'fi"

[

afford: to '1nte11ectua]12e' away the substance and 1nput ofyi.f{f;m'“

0

5,,ftobservab1es There ge & cr1t1ca1 need in- today s sc1ent1f1c -

,‘”ﬁ,commun1ty for genera11sts whose speC1a1ty 15 the 1ntegrat10n“vu‘*

: L
“3of synthet1c and actual experlence The hope of a; matur1ng:*i<ﬁ

"ésc1ence would seem to rest 1n part on the strength of 1tsv_y

transfonmat1ons.:from theegynthetlc to the actual and v1ceﬂ

T

"ﬁ;fvers f A des1gn -which purports to dea1 w1th v§r1ables‘of':_rlgiﬁﬂt

"fghUman substance must 1ntegrate human vaers w1gk hejfgﬂff“”

ﬂMVVthat contrast to .Webev s be11efs can be found

-».composed fto,‘real “and actual

'h-frcycle events feed back 1nto the" constructs themselves 1n ay'; fh;ﬂ&f

'IVP

“*products of human exper1ence or fa1l 1n the process ,Jo"fhffffﬂ,-”“~

The 1deal tyd1ca1 model of fr1endsh1p yet to bengii:f{
gfpspec1f1ed n~ th1s segtton,.1s aﬁ examp of an 1dea1 type;f,,-

R reallty Its strengths are 1n 1ts transformat1ons from the;:fyhiffcé

SYnthet1c propert1es of the con;truct5'40f wh1ch ts;tsif

E.mp1r1ca] references in the .

: human l1fe cycle It w1]l also be observed that these l1fe__rtgf;.‘A

cont1nuous loop, thus creat1ng an open systems env1ronment o
| ""I”te"'p"eted in._this. way., the ideal- type of fr1endsh1p must-ff'"-"

fobe seen as a theoretlca1 system As C G Hempel notes

PR




o=y . by™ a) specifying a list of . characteristics™ W1th RRRS L
o “tNeory .is to deal, (b) formulating a set- .~ "
'; of: hypgtheses n:-terms of: those character1st1cs, (e) - 7 -

»_:5Compet1ng p01nts of v1ew\to mutually co ex1st

Idea] types can serve the1r DUPpose onl if they arel |

““introduced . as- 1nterpreted theoretical. systems;’ le"t‘
‘which the ai

*"giving.~. ~those characterlsttcs L .an .. empirical -

':_f1nterpretatlon. which assighs  to the theory ca

- specific - doma1n of: appl1cat10ﬂ and as a long-range:
z-obJect1vQ 1ncorporating the theo

" type .then becomes: 1ndtst1ngu1shab1e from .the methods
._1used \by “other -sciemtific™ d1sc1p11nes _in rthe

,““';formulatton and application of. explanatory concepts *jf“j}'“;

V“and theor fes. (1965; 171);;¢.,.cn

Gg\\ePefore, for the p&rpoaps of th1s thes1s,!1dea1 types
w1]] be V1eWed as 1nterpreted theoret1oa1 systems tﬁht ex1st

i‘1n a framework of abstrag§1on that extends from‘the concrete‘i\I‘
ﬁ;'transformat1ons of 1nformat1on They operate a%athe concrebebdu

" Jg?f1nterpreted theoret1ca1‘systems Th1s“%def1n1tton of 1dea11?-Jﬂ

‘”2the operat1on of 1deal types at the exPe” e °f Othe’s They -

‘751n the d1sc1p11ne ang thls def1n1t1ona1 framework allows the

0;

-

| retical systemr}qto”ff’f
@ more comprehensive theory. The ‘method of the ‘fdéal: * °

b57'through the abstract totﬁihe gformal 1evelg of sc1ent1f1c‘ft'l

‘{fd1scourse and are capable of both synthet\c and actualﬂfif;;?

3[‘1eve1 as class1f1catoryﬁdeV1ces. at the abstract 1evel~-a§ﬂ3ﬂ’t.4

'35;heur1st1cf:Cohceptual tools, and tn formal leve] aS?ﬁfff'x :

‘;7.C°”f]’Ct1ng body of research that emphas1zes one §S§éti ofaﬁr o

"n3c1early have been shown to functton 1n all of the above ways*t[ﬁ«tﬁf;




fvrelatvonsh1ps to be der1Ved‘%nd. defended j1n th1s 'sect1on775;ggvr7§

t;nature of fr1endsh1ps{'”fjj.;ikd-s,ﬂf.‘\1"'

"5.conta1n the scheme and the germ of ' 1deal 'type ofx?l' 2

jif'fr1endsh1p and f;}endsh1p ' elat1onsh1ps For 1nstance, 1fr*.'

i'Monta1gne places op am1t1es Q*fah: (‘”t"‘ns’c) e LI
Ifltseg///and second to h1s 'suggest1on that fr1endSF\pSQV

;<? formed h¥o (extrtnsfc) meahs\to other ends 1n the forms off'&'

;Q}Way tO meanlngfully def1ne'.ahd d1fferent1ate between and_rii-f:ﬁﬁi
| t';among the VaP10US forms of dyad1c fr1end§$1p that we astltd7if

,g1nd1y1duals may encounter 1n soc1aJ exper1ence He has made = . g
'f.tth1s pqss1ble by’ advanc1ng the cré§§r1a of {r1endsh1p1fd§fﬂlﬂtﬁ

'ﬂfex\st1ng ”a; both“xanf-1ntr1ns1c end ﬁn‘ 1tse1f and as anlff?fh

L conceptual l1m1ts, boundar1es or the poss1b1]1ty space of a”"* R

"or1g1nates in a sense w1th Monta1gne S (19357 remarks on thepfff;y

rfr1endsh1ps are not or shou]d not be, it actual]y seems to:”

,extr1ns1c means to other ends wh1ch together, def1ne 5thé;ﬁ ﬁ;ﬁ'“"

C §%r1v1ng an Ideal Typ1oa1 Mode1 of Fr1endship

'Th 1dea1 tYPlcal model of fr1endsh1p and fr1endsh1p.ifdfd”=t:f

A

2 Lall those amities that aré created and nour1shed;j;u;_=ffﬁ.ggﬁ

- by p]easure or pr9f1t pub]1c or- pr1va" needs,. -are T et

.50 - ‘much S the” -less noble,. -and’ 'so.much the 1ess.f&
',{frlend$h1ps' as they Hintroduce  some - otherﬁbause andﬁ

- design and fru1t 1nto frJendshlp than 1tse1f
- (1935 184 R BRI

Lo 7 ‘

_Wh“e :on the surface,_th1s statement m1ght appear to s1mp1yt;’f{;d17ﬁ

prov1de yet another descr1pt1on of what | real"filrf'1deals-7

attends aclosely flrst to the s1gn1f1cance B

’hat:

pub11c or, pr1vate gaqns* then Montalgne has done much more:'i’FV ) .

ol : ' ° 2 y
_ vthan 51mp1y descr1be the nature or character of fr1endsh1ps .
‘" He has. perhaps unw1tt1ngly prov1ded us w1th a prel1m1nary}3fxlt”5fﬁ




%rud1mentary fr1endsh1p mode] That rs, he has 1dent1f1ed thefﬂffff;
lextremum of an 1dea1 typ1ca] mode] Of tr1endsh1p W1th1n3;“h

V;fwhnch vari us types and sUbtypes m1ght be seen to operate
uf\art1cu1ated

1iffand as R Pafne (196

‘;po1nted out

vfland that f“;h»;””

'V.that there 1s awj
"”fnexp]aln the phenomenon bf fr1endsh1p, then 11f one assumes

'""ﬁﬂj;f that fr1endsh1p t a dyad>c 'assoc1at1on betweenf“il

vﬁi{‘}éﬁfdthat 1nd1v1dua1s w11] deve]op evther 1ntr1ns1c OP?""'}'

J'fa_;3g>fthat 1nd1v1duals may orvimay nét d1ffer 1n thelh»f}fiﬁ-

— “4 :

?}deowever,‘b fore the substancérof the model be further;ffffjf

TN 1 A
.some, 1nferences and assumpt1ons are requ1red 21¢‘apr
_): and Albert 5hd Br1gante 19@2 haveﬁgfigi”
“}'ﬁ assumpt1o' . Jseem unavo1dable and perhaps:-
qust1f1able at the outset (Palne, 1969 5&&) -

R & \4s clear than in the d1§cuss1on of fr1endsh1p.51?ffhﬁﬂi;:
.. one must’ make some of. the _same’ “broad asébmptlons.”f»\}“gyu-
*that  ohe ;‘does . in. discus 1ng any human behavmor EOR

"tdt:(Albert and Br1gante. 1962 3]) L S u.u*fhdfdt;w;t;
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G1ven the prel1nnnar‘;statement by Moqla1gne and g1ven¥};f?f&
3y L i L %
ed forlsdme assumpt1ons u1 %gtempt1ng t

SE

'”3§:1nd1v1duals who ﬁmay or may not personal1y df,ﬁliﬂi

'7'-;1ndependent1y accept reJect fr1endsh1p éhtifffif

‘“ﬂffnntr1ns1c, end in 1tse1f or as an extr1ns1c means tofdi

h'fother ends (and)

)

| T;;fextr1ns1c fr1endsh1p va]ue orwentat1ons‘fﬂaS‘beYgr:"Lﬁi

SRR

'*g‘”',};fproducts of-,socnaT1zatwon,zand soc1al ;exper1encefj“¢75

\f(and)

ﬂj*acceptance or reJect1on of 1ntr1n51cbg ! extr1nsic.

fﬂﬁ?value or1entat1ons (and) .;iffdaT. .




1’¢:the dyad1c bond formed Spec1f1ca1]y, the dyad1c bond _must;?;“d

”'15,34:f¥that .eif fr1endsh1p , dyad w11] 'tmpﬁabéf‘abftf~

i_‘deter1orate in 1ts character to the degree

'-aYGaCh 1nd1v1dua1 s €r1endsh1p value orxentat1on;f1~.“”

f;e1ther:approaches fr1endsh1p aS;an end nh1tse1f orfrfgﬁf

“'if&J,’avo1ds° ¥

| 1vdtcase of . the former or avo1ds fr1endsh1p as an end‘1ntlt_~‘h

.,1tself or approaches fr1endsh1p as a means to other'ﬁﬁjgt‘

-

"“ends 1n the case of the 1atter 137: ?h_pf' ~;61”Q;F

'a bas1s for an ldeal typ1cal model 1s eV1dent For example,fff

w

°ﬁg f. one: accepts these four i assumpt1ons "suggested ;by?gffT*f

.

'tMOﬁta?gne s statement about fr1endsh1p 1t 1s subsequentlyfi{?"‘
R X : ’ .
.ﬁn?poss1ble to determ1ne the s1gn1f1cance of each ﬁnd1v1d .

'fﬂgAfrlendshlp value or1entat1on to the characterﬁbr qua+1ty of]g$}_f}

;1mprove n 1ts qua11ty or character when the 1nd1v1duals;1b'

. 1nvo]ved

i'_1nvolved

P Jtse]f

iA Approach or. accept fr1endsh1p an end 1nvf:?7ft

‘Jt

ﬁft L
ends

'{shA 2 Avo1d or reJect fr1endsh1p as a means to other“f

N ‘_‘_“0:
e

rStmttarly,. the qua11ty or character of the dyad1c bond‘must;ﬁtf,g;

-0~.

deterxorate or decay to the degree that;,the 1nd1v1dualsﬂ’" -

& 1 ApproaCh Oh accept - ‘c"‘e”dsmp f-é-‘.s"f‘-.a ‘means to /
other ends, op fﬂt'*“ d . EOSI

B 2 AVO1d or reJect fr1endsh1p as: an end rﬁ‘1tself

e

;'endsh1p as ’a means to other ends “in thefﬁt“;ﬁ




'Tﬁ;fflfr1end§h1p value or1entat1ons that 1nd1v1duals may carry

o LVLaSSOC1at1ons (F1gure 1. )

'tianother of these four fr1endsh1p value or1entat1ons pr1or toft'

;t:determ1ne the effect on the dyad should A OP (abovelfk
uﬁtoccur :?"healthy" and "unhealthy 'respect1vely ,_the problem |

”;l;1s to determ1ne the degree of health and or s1ckness of thef44

daf.healthy fr1endsh1p as occurrlng when both 1nd1v1duals ln thej?
Zf@fdyad e1ther accept fr1endsh1p as an- end 1n 1tself or reJectff'

"fafrmendsh1p as a means to 'other ends Correspondlngly faﬁ‘[

fforder to further def1ne -t

.tfwlth. them 1nto all )of the1r potent1al dayd1c fr1endsh1pf!'

{Lth' format1on of aii fr1endsh1p dyad 1t 1s further ev1dent’f?

¥F;that not all of the ermutat1ons posswble alternat1veslf

\

"~ are’ -accounted for That‘ 's; wh1le 1t 1s qu1te s1mple toﬂ?

4fr1endsh1p dyads potentlally formed by the permutat1ons andﬁ}
‘";_comb1nat1ons of the fr1endsh1p value or1entations 1n A'ﬁénary

lF1gure 2 ) The bas1c permutat1on however. def1nes a}:

ly;unhealthy frlendsh1p def1ned as occurrfng When bOthﬁf.

Y

,:1nd1v1duals 1n{thevdyad e1ther reJect fr1endsh1p as 'ant endﬁ"

1-'"

N

;fl;; 1tself or accept‘fr1endsh1p as a means 1o other ends ln:f

Fa

i&assumpt1ons are requ1red

»ldl, That‘*true" or completely altru1st1c fr1endsh1p

<

e -fi‘<5 ;f_
Assum1ng then.,that each 1nd1v1dual may pdGsess one or;ﬂ”

‘si model 'f'some . add1t1onalii;:?h;

| only p0551ble when both 1n71v1duals approach or,;;fri

s t accept fr1endsh1p as an end ﬂn Ifself or zwhen both/?t’jﬁ




NG e - - : . T e R

,”fﬁ\d: ”“/1nd1v1duaqs may be sa1d‘ tQ possess a‘:fihtrjnsicin-;wi;
1_*'7g;?7_r:’§, 1endsh1p value or1entat1on (IFSVO) :_:M '_ ' .‘ -
, : f?[ﬁ‘That the dyad formed i:by__ comb1ned 1ntr1ns1c E.f

. ; es
fn1endsh1p value ».entatlons 1s the strongest most

endur1ng pramary type fgf?s L

R AR IR (T

‘V3v1able., andﬂftnosf'

E fr1endsh1p

ttif ;;{ ﬂ=3l*’That'"false fr#endsh1p'has~ two pﬁ1mary forms 6r?5f"

"*?Z'types. one ego1st1c and one exp]o1tatFVe both be1ng :.:‘ff

\-

””;,less strong, 1ess v1able, and 1ess endur1ng than}f?¥7}?

“h“affjpr1mary _a]tru1st1c 'fr1endsh1p,_ and w1th1n th1sﬂde
| ategory the ]atter be1ng less strong etc than 1thej

“fformer f'ﬁ'; j:~“w7«%ffﬁ\%:;;:;j'.,f}? A

=

. .“;.é-;’ -

"“3h @A;yﬂThat pr1mary "false e901st1c fr1endsh1p~ occurs-”it:?;ﬁ?ﬁﬁ

(E;.ff‘ fg~§]fﬂand only 1f both 1nd1v1duals accépt fFTendsth as af;? o
'3;%8';*:?,uﬁfqmeans to other ends or: when both 1nd1v1dua]s may be
B ) " : . i \ - . "

~”fsa1d tas possess ha_ extr1nswc’ fr1endsh1p va]ue,‘é e

. ‘, PR 4" 14..12.,.

'tor1entat1on (EFSVO) ';ﬂd?JPp- _j~- {,E“'ﬁ,wf

| 5 ‘That t dyad formed by ’ combmed extr:‘msm".}".
"fr1endsh1p value ortentat1ons 1s vtable ahd endunﬁngﬁ?; ﬁ.

o Gl o L 0L )'_gn_

A e on]y to- the degree thatx&t beneflts the ego 'S @f»;ﬁp

\‘f?'fmembers It 1s not true fr\endsh1p wbut ‘13

-1F:ither It 1s mutual '”*{{ﬁ’ﬁ%fg”f'““”h

*SrffThat exploltat1ve fr1endsh1p occurs. when

Tfh1nd1v1dua1 approaches or accepts fr1endsh1p asf“ﬁifé
Lo -'_»_'“Gl 9 X )
:'means to an end or avo1ds or reJects frqendsh1prt'

m‘an end in 1t$e1f 1n such a way so as
: N




'fzfg;nihhf.;[potar confltct where‘an 1ntr1nstc~ fr1endsh1p 'vatueivjﬁ”wa
S . ;or1entat1on'?ffi$;zh brought 1nto - contact rb. A
1§fg>7ffﬁ__vyﬁacorrespondence with an extr1n51c fr:endshtp value-r'hhbi
"’«A.LTZTI;;ivfor1entat1on "THé 11ct1ng Yrtendsh\p valuer""i':
"';‘1{:ffor1entat1ons 'result in the explo1tatton oﬁﬂ Onej';sm

H”€_1nd1v1dua1 by the other | | L P‘ -
’i»Qﬁﬁé;'%Re dyads formed by opp051ng FF1endsh1p » Value?bffhiﬁ
:iﬁfisjﬁﬁﬁor1entat1ons are the 1easf stiong; least v1able andftﬂJ

least endur1ng of a]l frtendships (F1gu:g 3. )

;:These fseven assumpt1é£s, whether completely Va]1d_o”kf¥“"ﬁ

”*Qynot.g%re heur1st1c They prov1de at th1s stage 1nﬁ

e .der"lvatlo}\ a - means

;ff?tpr1mary . types Flvh<nJendsh1p, : altru1st1c,:t ego1sttc,ffﬁ;

TeXplowtattve I and explo1tat1ve Ila-the second explo1tat1vel”’t””

AN f7Category be1ng the'}mfrror 1mage fof the ‘ f1rst Morej:{

.‘specif1ca11y., they allow “us to“ begln to eva]uate, nn annf'

*ord1na1 sen the qualtty of.our: r1endsh1ps on the bastsg

“c-r1endsh1ptv$?ue or1entat1ons brought forward by the

w.p_:1nd1vidua1 agtors 1nvolved in the dyad They perm1t one.r_ﬁn’””

v ja

senseq? to grade 'the qua11ty\offffﬁ3hﬂsh1ps formed from

-
.4Cmost true through to least true and ass1gn them to one of

fﬁ’our def1ned categor1es that represent a correspondence‘or'“”“”‘y

‘ cdﬁssoc1at1on of spec1f1c £r1endsh1p value or1entat1ons '}tnff
f.f;add1t1on¢ these’ seven assumpt1onstperm1t one to say that

Q¢L(1)not a]] frieﬂﬂsh1ps are a11ke, (2)not all fr1endsh1ps are'k

.‘fformed and malntalned for the same reasons and (3)not all,.ﬁfiif

i"healthY":ﬁf. :figfﬂ'1nd1v1dual:f‘."




”“fr1ends o | _ LR
T The model 1s, however as yet 1ncomplete,‘That 1s' not
f”Q}d onTy must one be able to d1fferent1ate altru1st1c ego1st1c,w;g{ff

and exploitat1ve frtendsh1ps but one must also be able to,ﬁ

,types Q'fiw

Altru1sm for example may be seen to occur several t1mes 1n s

"*]' d1stingu1sh between degrees of each of these pP1m3PY,N

the model the prtmary type be1ng\1abeled (w 1r(Fxgure 4 1
Spec1f1ca11y,'1n addltton to the pr1mary type, two secondary

types (W2 ) (W3 ) and one &eﬂ&aa’

_j type‘ (w4 ) have been
1dent1f1ed Th_ assumpt1ons beh1nd the secondary ’ds;;:w}

tertlary types are ’as fol]ows -'that wh1]e 'rf"true hor:;t'

primary altru1stlc frtendshlp Cannot‘;ex1st unless both _{:tdi

1ndiViduals accept fr1endsh1p, 5anf end _inf 1tse1f ;aﬂ,fb"f

3

fﬁsecondary (somewhat 1ess of an" attru1st1c state) é!h ex1st .
) »*

: “as 1ong as one 1nd1v1dua1 accepts £r1endsh1p aS* an end :
Aﬂil1tse1f and the other 1nd1v1dua1 reJects Fr1endsh1p as al.v
_means to other.'ends Here,, 1n effect .bnéy 1nd1v1dua1 s
ﬁr1endsh1p value brtentat1on 1s pos1t1ve\toward fr1endsh1p
';1\as an end in. 1tself wh11e the other s, or1entat1on js~7ndt'

"‘ii;’;negat1ve In other words,_the 1ater 1nd1v1dua1 s, fr1endsh1p
- f:‘ value or1entat1on 1s, though not 1ntr1n51c,: not; extr1ns1c ’

't elther There.iis- some uncerta1nty“ here on the second

1nd1v1dua1 s part but not enoughubc.deftne the relaT1onsh1p

as somethtng other than altru1st1c Th1s def1nes cel

"and (W3 as secondary altru1st1c fr1endsh1p N e

.\'

_ Tertlary 'a1tru1sm _ishft ]east v1ab1e ‘Category of
_cg_ altru1st1c fr1endsh1p in the mode1 It occurs only w\en both
I TR . : . _ A xﬁﬂ@7V



’“T.ff1nd1v1duals reJect fr1endsh1p as a means to other ends ln[ﬁﬂfﬁ*5

., .

A

Kli‘means_' to other ends f}.conceptuallz and analyt1cally;tf“f:r

| Vﬂﬁg;d1fferent ?rom the acceptance of fr1endsh1p as @n .end

'%tﬁterms l:f the1r fr1endsh1p valuev or1entat1ons ffltttlsi:f}"”

;;idmportant to note here, that reJect1on of fr1endsh1p as ‘aﬂjfh?,:

ui}h;1tself otherw1se there wpuld be'no dlfference between the;;f‘

ufpr1mary and tertlary‘?orms Ihe assumpt1on that makes th1s;"

N

uflffffdlst*nctlon 3iork sﬁ that s1nce “both '1nd1v1duals reJect.$,£e»f

"f'fr1endsh1p asa means to other ends they aceﬁmore l1kely tol

’accept it as an end 1n 1tself than as a means to other ends'o;

51m1larly,.though pr1mary ego1st1c fr1endsh4p (21 )],t

(F1gure 5 ) cannot exxst unless both 1nd1v1duals approach or;;sﬁ‘**

accept fr1endsh1p s stﬁ1ctly Ta} means to other ends_fﬁﬁ'..

secondary ego1st1c‘ fr1endsh+p (Z2 ) (23 ) and tertlary;~d

.{;~e901st1c fr1endsh1p (24() are also pos51ble under certa1n”}ifﬁ”

chond1t1ons Secondary egb1sm w1ll occur for example when one}‘

T 1nd1v1dual 1s seen to accept fr1endsh1p as a means to otherh}'

jgh;fg,ends and the other reJects Frlendshlp as an end in. 1tself

In th1s case one 1nd1vtdual _approaches ifr1endsh1p '"jag'

ILmeans to an end wh1ch ser;es\h1s or hen ego1st1c purposes_f’g

e pmg and the other, wh1le nq& do1ng the\same does at least ot -

poss1b1l1ty that th"_- other f w1ll pdqg:up »w1th if ,hpff,;:'“

'contrwbute to .tHé ftrst 1nd1v1dual s e901sm than adopt the

| oppos1te or1entat10n ﬂ;]-f-'e ”tV*T,j- f*f:iﬂ«,,* :f:”'s“7f‘3fﬂf
p > Tert1ary ego1st1c fr1endsh1p (Z4-l;- the weakest 3-

least v1able form of ego1sm 1n that bofh 1nd1v1duals reJect

l;;tTjhfgfi »‘!q'ﬁ.'i;wﬂ",*~,q%*[355‘ i

have the- Oppos1te or1entat1on That“1s, there is : a gpeateri“



'~fr1endsh1p as an end 1n 1tse1f but do no‘t?,-_. as a-__-jre‘.sg];t-_ﬁ:‘--

v.':f"_necessamly accept it as a’ means to other ends.

f

Explo1tat1ve Enendshlp (F1gure 6 ) 'unhke altru1s£t1c',ﬁ,§"‘f{

and ego1st1c fm
' R

_"secondar‘y ”% ) (X3 LI2 Y3 ), and tWO ter‘t1ar‘_y forms":“ -

L

s '_.-f"_--'(xﬂ ), (Y4 '&#n ‘th1s" case the poss1b1ht1es are doubled': :

9. .-

ndsh1p, has two prrmary (X1 ) (YH four_.l

g
gl

;"_*:'s1mply because 1t"‘7$ necessary tg d1st1ngu1sh 1nd1v1dua1 A

ko

',_t-value or1entat1ons That i»'s,' exp]bltatwe Jype I keys Jon - thep,l;_
‘-'-_N',‘_or‘1entat1ons of 1nd1v1d’ua] .A whilé explo1tat\ve .ype Ilﬁ

'keys on the - omentat1ons o*f 1nd1v1duaL B They ar‘é’ each‘ the,;'_""i o

\ @

&

\ . mirror 1mage of the other | * > ";%'a ” @ Sl e

‘6

=)

\ : ends and t'he bther?‘-B; accepts fmendsmp as . an end 1n~
P _ _

1ts§1f (Y1 ).' or whep 1nd1v1dua] B accepts gleﬁdsh1psyas a

g : 4 :

means to othe& ends and 1nd1v1dua1 A accepts fmendshm as
‘ #,

- ,f m end in 1tseﬁf (X’% Both d'f thése scenamos are examp”fes,‘-_ R g
‘of pr1mary eig ﬁjo'}tatwe&fmendsmp, Type% ‘and Type II

R

PeSpGCt‘VB]Y "’They r‘epr‘esent ‘the strongest occurrences of an_‘f R

exp]octat'lve fmendsmp rel‘a‘honsmp beé:ause each 1_' | T¢
? i.s | oppos1te to thé othe?f 1r: te"r.msnof then- fr;endshm va]ue
o omentahons and theref@r‘e by de‘hmf%on som&one is" bound to
@‘"hurt . by Qhe assoc.1at10n EEE S

Cos The- Tess severe of these %101

A

s " .,

th&se cas%s both tge means and the ends .‘_reu;' accep‘ted ‘.,and

N - & ;-‘ K f } ' .‘-.“‘ . , " '“;"A;‘ " o R » : f,): o

i ."‘and '1nd1v1dua] B_. ter'ms of the1r respectlve éﬁFr‘1endsh1pv,_-’:ﬁ |

- 'one 1nd1v1dual : accep;s F‘Mendsmp as a ,;neans "to otherlv-

B 6. LT, : N K . ‘..,, ( ‘..
The pr1mary expi,cntatwe for‘mﬂ of fr‘1endsh1p occur when'

T W

-ta'tive forms :_a'r,eg"_. -.Et'he" N

"."?econdary exp]o‘t‘tatwe case”s ({g’Q . (X3 1, (Y2 ) (Y3 . In o

-

. »j‘* " CL
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L ST S g

ff;fpr1maryeforms ““ﬁ v ;v,. .TL ;?;; ] fﬂ?ff‘“-”'if5 5

-

*nhfmeans are reflected by the 1nd1v1duals 1nvo]ved There 1s ah
v . . [y

h:fg po]ar1ty of frlendsh1p va]ue or1entat1on here 55 well Butg

wﬁf~_there 1s» also the greatest amount of uncerta1nty 1n these&

'-:cells and therefOre they '"thét 1east severei of hé_j,;’

i;;"rexplo1tat1ve forms

.

m

:%ff-tgmodel i(Flgufe 7;)&; however 1t 1s"'necessary to br1eflyﬁ”f:f7f

- 'fl

i

7ffbasrs~-f;hv d1st1ngu1sh1ng’four pr1mary types of fr1endsh1p.555’"'”

’Vj_aﬂtru1sttc ego1st1c exp]o1tat1ve 1 fand expto1tat1ve II

3t;as{”7byprodUct

b..<

1ndJ

“’as an end 1n 1’f

feta

37 reJect fr1andsh1p
LV valuat1on) - -;"vafﬁftf rllg,ng.‘-'~

'\" R : . TR £ i

\ '._:TTHé"acceptance by both 1nd1v1duals of fr1ehdsh1p as anr,g_
q-end 1n 1tse1f (1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p .va}ue or1entat1on orfdij:.p

IFSVO) ' the acceptance on the part of one 1nd1v1dua1 off_ffV

fr1equh1p as an- end 1n 1tselﬂ?

RE
s -

" Dr1entat1on) and re ect1on Onf
\—/ J

fr1endsh1p as a means to other ends (extx1ns1c fr1endsh1p _; ”,:

tﬁjff”rejected by 3the,jrespect1ve 1nd}v1duals resu§t1ng hbfantlt

ﬁffexplo1tat1ve polar1ty but not as severe a po]ar1ty as in, the'

;f;.represented in ce]]s (Xq') and (Y4 Vo whe&e both ‘ends jahd“““"'

V‘d“éls 1n qUeSt1Qﬁ elther accept or reJect fr1endsh1pfﬁfrh“
. (1ntr1nmdb valuat1on) and/or accepty;, P

‘ 5 -means¥ to, cher,ﬁends'(eXtrjnsic .

“tlntr1ns1c Fr1endsh1p Valuefff .

~{the part of the other of"

. The’fleast severe exp]oltat1ve “fo m of fr1endsh1p 15,?' e

Th1s comp]etes a pre11m1nary forma1 statement of bhe;g,w?f”

'summar1ze{and estate the‘parameters of 1ts deve opment The7;¢7f~*

1s\ a fr1eﬁdsh1p value or1entat1on wh1ch 1nq~v1duals developttﬂi;;-




"'.g va]ue or1emtat10n or- EFSVO) the _mutual 'béjéétiap an?"
i 1fr1endsh1p : a means to other ends (extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p;h"b:

5.

) !’"

‘f because there is, a greater degree of comm1tment 1nv01Ved ]
”"the- acceptance of 1ntr1 5 ic- fr1endsh1p value or1entat1ons”'*“*-
af

‘f?fthan ' lthé‘ reJect10n

for1entat1on) const1tute degrees of the "h1ghes¢ f formi#ffef

¥r1endsh1p,;‘1abe1ed altru1st1c (F1gure 4 R Further yt""

extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p Valueff;'

or1entat1onsd the h1gh%st form‘ of°'fr1endsh1p w1th1n thefT;,"

@ -

.'Valtru1stlc caJegory 1s 1dent1f1ed ahd referred to as pr1maryf”;a5:

' '~jfa1truist1c fr1endsh1p (PAF) It 1nvolves the mutua]
N o T : -
jiacceptance then~ of fr]endsh1p as an end 1n 1tse1f Aor;f"

:7}occUrs'fas¢ja' resu]t of)comb1ned 1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p valuef*f

toaow »

- f{;or1entat1ons Ihe next h1ghest form of a]tru1st1c fr1endsh1p'“ 8

o : e R
;,combrnes an 1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value)br1emtat1on(g1th theH;l* v

LR

&

"‘;}haccept fr1endshqp as. au:aend n' 1tself ~while: the otheri'

freJect1on of an extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value oraentat1on }h;aﬁﬁ

where;vone and on1y oqg,pf the 1nd1v1duals may be seen to‘f L

_freJects:'fr1endsh1p . means to other ends and/or v1ce‘”‘

wfversa These categor1es aré%1dent1f1ed ahd ;referred iasg;dfﬁr

B econdary | a1truwstlc frlendsh1p,- Lsecondaﬁy :a]tru1st1cff.lff

: ,frlendsh1p) and med1ate between ‘the pr1mary altru1st1cuti55.

"fufr1endSh1p and the~ lowest form of altru1st1c fr1endsh1p~?¢fiJ

;},called tert1ary*altru1sm1c fr1endsh1p.-(TAF) (F1gure 8 )

1f§he category of TAF occurs ﬁn; the model when bothieclfg

1nd1v1duals “n quest1on gegect frléndshtp ‘jan.means;r 117,;;5

vffothen ends where both reJect extr1nswc fr1endsh1p value@fﬁﬁﬁ

”gfforlentat1ons
ﬂﬁ;},'>¢;~¢‘;*;<3.}

2

51 : Lo '-,_ — .

"?as a categorY, 1s least aTtru1st1c of the;h.ffi



'f;efng,,ﬁ;j,;gj-{,512955;;;j3
5ff;four types because of the absence ’pt 1ntrinsic fT1endsh1p
A:'ftvalue .or1entaf1ons,_ yet 1t 1s not ego1st1c or exp]oitatlve
‘ff,fbecause both 1ﬁd1v1duals reJect extr1ns1cv.fr1endsh1p value
:“ftvorlentat1ons ; : | " | " .
) S1m11arty, edo1st1c fr1endsh1p 1s seen to have pr1mary:;hhlyu
11secondary, and tertlary forms. (F1gure 9 )5 Prlmary ego1st)cv-F :

afr1endsh1p (PEF) occurs when both ' 1nd1v1dua]s _ accept

‘5’>ﬂ’

: fr1endsh1p Zas' a means to other ends or may be sa1d to have
Y}fcomb1ned extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p valueﬂortentat1ons Th1s form ':'
| s most‘ e901st1c because both 1nd1v1duals approach the1r3f,3{;
vf?fr1endsh1p as a8 product oi.bther ends It 1s an acc1dent' of
;;.;assoc1at1on in a sense but does not necesSar11y harm emther"
:ﬂaﬁf1nd1v1dua1 Secondary ego1st1c f endsh1p (SEF) occurs jwhen H‘
"h;one of the two 1nd1v1duats acce'tS}fr1endsh1p as a means to f;f:i
37fother ends (extrins1c fr1endshtpgvaiue or1entat1on) and ‘ é[;hﬁ“”
j;‘apffother ,reJects fr1endsh1p as an end 1n 1tse1f (reJect1on of
.Hﬂlpatntrtns1c - fr1endsh1p value or1entat1on) Here, f}ohe;{?ﬁvt
"~?€1nd1v1dua1 .Qha sense uses, the1r fr1endsh1p (extrins1c
'Lif'fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entat1on) but the other comp]wes

‘ w1111ngly 80 both ego s are saved and ne1ther Ehhlv1dual

’75“e°essa"“y explotad. f;;-ﬂffuff'kf:fwg’ff;*" ey

oo e Adeast. eg°’5t‘° “form of friendship, ‘teftiary i

'"drfegoﬁsth fr‘end5h1p (TEF) ar1ses when both 1nd1v1duals{fh$ﬁf
.-L;reJect fr1endshnp as an end 1n 1tse]f (comb1ned PeJect1on of'

e o

'"741ntr1ns1c frtendsh1p va]ue or1entat1ons) Th1s 1s ay rather

énz”'“ undef1ned state,y however 1t accounts for those fr1endsh1ps

\\ that seem to perstst For no apparent reason 1ntr1ns1ca11y or




7:fﬂgor1entat1on) Thns isﬁ'”

;,eixﬁtnsfca11y4~;_;

';f;1nd1v1dual e1ther (1) accepts( fr1endsh1p

:or1entat1on

v‘ ‘_ . .,l- - s ., . 1 30 4

.ll

?'two prtmary,_'fOUr secondaqy and two tert1ary Prlmary

~

‘sextr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value orwentat1ons To use an: analogy,f

'J“accepts 1t but steals h1s/her Watch

ﬁEkplottatﬁve fr1endsh1p (F1gure 10 ) has e1ght forms..

.lfffexplo1tat1ve frtendshlp tPExFl'*}n».seen to occur when one;j””~“7

,'1nd1v1dual accepts fr1endsh1p as an end in’ 1tself (1ntr1ns1clff1.¥r
- fr1endsh1p value or1enta1on) and the osher accepts it-as aphjl't
'np_means t,to other ehdp (extr1ns1c : fr1endsh1p ; valuenditd.i

| e¥most severe form of explo1tat1onff;‘

- in fr1endsh1p, the clear cut battle between 1ntr1n51c -andﬁp;'

4ff‘one 1nd1v1dual offers hfé/her hand 1n frtendshtp,vthe other:'ifﬂ

Secondary explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p (SExF) 1s less severeﬂ_,?ﬁft

4

ff1ntr1ns1c‘3 fr1endsh4p ; value ~ or1entat1on) fo (2)

7ﬂ1nd1v1dual accepts fr1endsh1p ;asi'a means to other endswf"

;i;extrlns1c fr1endsh1p value or1entatlon) Ih*each'Case%of-(””ﬂ

x'aand (2) above, the' 1nd1v1duals »abe] t odds djn- the1r>

.ufrtendsh1p value or1entattons such that one accepts;whaw;_t;

L3

'_g nd end ktn;.

.'than o (pr1mary ’ exploitattve fr1endsh1p) that 'oned;urxd

-1tself (1ntr1ns1c frtendshtp value or1entat1on) wh1le thegj_r

';other reJects fr1endsh1p as an end\1n 1tself (re3ect1on of _;g:.

”:df(extr1ns1c_ fr1endsh1p value or1entat1on) wh1le the other?f‘7'”

';reJects fr1endsh1p as a means to other ends lreJect1on'-of:rdf::

'"fothr PeJeCts-.‘t eXp]O' S'b th but less so than'fnu pr1mary*b"

"5_explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p where each accepts sthe opp051te?ﬁ}.



UL G LM e e g s e e

Tert1ary explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p (TExF) ivthe .leastit:;f,i

' severe form of explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p It may be seen tofﬂ;,:7

o ‘..‘

“;f'occur when?both 1nd1v1duals reJect oppos1te fr1endsh1p va1ue:

or1entat1ons That 15. one 1nd1v1dual reJects fr1endsh1p asi?if*:*

\

‘a means to other ends (reJect1on of extr1n51c ¥

L T
.ﬁr1e3d5h1pr:-

L va]ue or1entat1on) wh11e the other reJects fn1endsh1p as. anfff**

A}

or1entat1on) Exp]o1tat1on ev1dent because ne1therhyt:“»ﬁ

1nd1v1dua1 accepts the othe s fr1§hdsh1p value or1entat1on R

Tert1ary eXplo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p 1s?,

\f: end 1n J{self (reject1on of 1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value*ffn"'

-what of an amorphouslif

A'category. hoWever ‘1t probab]y 'accounts for< cases izefiin

expﬂoxtatlve ‘fr1endsh1p,uhere the“ﬂ%gree of exP]01tat10n ISLjfx"'

so sma]l aS‘to be cons1dered neg11g1b1e

"‘o Thus,,‘a;i 1deal typ1ca\ model of frnendsh1p has beentj':;;

1ntroduced wh1ch basgds upon-Athe cr1ter1a of acceptancefx

'f and/or reJect1on of 1ntr1n§ic ok extr1ns1c fr1endsh1p valuetif;fﬂ

or1entat1ons,_has def1ned s1&jee‘k nmtually exclus1ve héﬁdhfﬁl‘

Vrﬁ co]lect1ve1y | exhaust1ve categories °f fr1endsh1p

fr1endsh1p relatwonsh1ps ipe bas1c fniendsh1p types,_ theIr;d

pr1mary, secondary 'and-«tert1ary forms,a«and the1r nota1\57'

frequency of occurrence are summar1zed 1n F1gure 11 ,};Q.”"

The bas1c types are arranged from most ]1Ke Monta1gne s?,fiﬂ}

oy

| 1dea1 of "true frlendsh1p to 1east W1th1n the pr1mary,;'5"

cont!nua from the most strong to;the 1east strong occurrencefﬂ?fjf

I, .

| f the subtype Between. the ba51c types,;

':htfzsecondary, and tert*ary ba51chtYDes there are—a~ser1es of& BN

Lfcont1nua ofsﬁ_ﬂ;j

‘fj: v1ab111ty are formed from most v1able to*ﬁeast v1ap1e Thustyfftf"




.vjother subtypes S1m11
.'frexplo1tat1ve fr1endsh1i;

Tsﬂ'weakest *subtype w1th1n tpi bas1c categorles of explo1tﬁf1vef -

'”ﬁ5:f_spec1flcat‘°n of the mode] of fr1endsh1p

| -'-fdefended (

7if,fi¢_ o ;ysyfff'glpAgﬁvﬂfitf:j-”ff'\ﬂ ﬂ;u132:

pJ

'V-?;dthough altru1st1c fr1endsh1p as a geﬁéﬁal and bas1c type;

if'c]osely apprdx1mates Monta1gne S, 1dea1 pr1mary altru1

fr1endsh1p IS 1n fact the spe01f1c person1f1cat10n of

”If1dea1 It both the strongest suthpe w1th1n the bas1caj:hfi

’pcategory of a1tru1sm and the most v1ab]e subtype among t_he'fj_'.'.f'-l't

;frwendsh1p and is also the least‘v1ab1e subtype' among the-:'v";':‘-“f-‘*'~

"Eother subtypes Al] ~o"f_f,;he rema1n1ng subtypes fa]l to a;fflj’

. -»

{f{greater or lesser degree between the extremes created 'dfft

T R e N
?ﬁsfgﬁ

&?1y at theloppos1te extreme tert]aryijff??

D S

x1n Gﬁther of 1ts two types, js*tthe;ffL;]

fdef1ned by these cont1nuua Th1s, completes"th formal}ff'

« : ; . B - e o

e

‘Ngwih:D Defendlng an Ideal Typ1ca1 Mode1 of Friend_sftjs

There are perhaps two 1n1t1a1 ways Sin .wh1ch modet&}:ﬂmf

i:such 'a' the one presented 1n th1s sectton‘gga or should be

requ1red _jn _t_ der1vat1on d,f'(2) w1th respect to “the”

u”;._degree of explanatory power that 1t y1e1ds Both of these '& =

© “avenues of . defense w111 be’ eXplored at some length
. L

Z F1rst then w1th

fbtear *a th1s po1nt

hav1ng many forms, 1s wel] Just1f1ed 1n thg 11jerature

LS
pA

h

o ﬁjtarguments that support th1s assumpt1on and th1s approach

thes1s that the ma1n assumptI%

v -

1n terms of support tordﬁthehsassumpt1ons y:'f

l;ference to po1nt (1) above";tjt,isitﬂ':°
'waf?,iof the model that fr1 ndsh1p\mUSt take and be '1nterpreted | Tﬁ

‘bﬁigRather than repeat the substance of the ‘breadth‘ of thefi}f?m



df‘th;suff1ce it to say that as Stouffer and dackson (1962) and
. d L Re1sman (1979) have po1nted out _[”‘h = fb,tfﬁk{y}

,‘,

there ; s var1ab111ty from ‘ 1nd1v1dual to

1nd1v1dua] in the 1nt1macy of fr1endsh1ps (Stouffer‘jhgf*’:'

| , —and dacKSQn,_1962 482) o
gfﬁrg}and that there are many dtfferent Ktnds of fr1endship tha

- .

-m-:_ may be of very d1fferent degree of 1nt1macy and
' ?”yﬁcloseness (Re1sman. 1978 1) o

Thus. as has already been po1nted out in many contexts. onepfaf
et ‘ EATREN
,*15 on fa1r1y sol1d ground 1n assuf'

'"ti the outset thatf}hf?;

fr1endsh1ps vof many K1nds eX]St and furthermore'ﬂhat there;_f :

'?tgf}1s var1ab111ty 1n the degree of 1nt1macy and closeness “ﬁnffiﬁ:ﬁ

R the1r expres51on fro'

}rﬁnd1v1dual to 1nd1v1dua1 The matnf'zwf”

“ljﬁfassumpt1on of the model 1s therefore both substant1ated . nd’w”rﬁ

terms of the model s der1vat10n may appear to‘!k the use offfftff

1ntr1n f

.‘“,-

' A

Jj ends ' versus extr1ns1c means ' as o boundaryw?;

j1t1ons foct k1nds and 1evels of friendsh1p Upon c oseif?ftf

5.1nsp/ct1on, however these 1deas may be seen to be‘ more or{jfﬁff

less expl1c1t the works of several 5001o1og1sts andpf?“'m

f-,;f soc1a1 anthropolog1sts who have

"-’.Anan (197\)

,_suggest1ng that'

fr1endsh1p S fogms

Cor K+ B : T L
should be undertaken for 1ts own. saKe (which - IR
1nterpreted ‘as;,.an end  in 1tse1f) rather than for.“";“-“"'

some ulterior mptive of as a . means: some other
(1979 43) 1Parentheses Aqupr s)

L _._‘,

concerned w1th7‘fffg

et

”a:mwlarly, Parsons (1951) po1nts the value of theseﬁfﬁhfﬁ




"tifcrlter1a as well '1n emphaslz1ng the express1ve/d1ffuse gﬁltff

‘:ﬁlpropertles e;;_;cf' frlendshlp ;J,»éé” opposed ib?*
1nstrumental/spec1f1c ones Pa1ne (1969) and Wolﬁ) (4966lps;;"
'thave alsojégtertaIned the 1hportancé ofjmak1ng a d1st1@ct1onffﬁ?_n3

aibéfWé ¢ ,‘s and means w1th respect fft fr1endsh$p sﬁyf“7"

°§f3§§ie a1 types and forms Thus,-though the 1nsp1rat1on forf{j;hf

ﬁ"these elements of the model emerge from Monta1gne (1935)

"Cfthey f‘”d spec1f1c SUDDOPt and express1on 4n. the works of'_'__"_'"'t

'fff‘;~many contemporary soo1olog1sts The use of means and ends as'9f~"“

.ctf.therefore substantlated

f?_ﬁw1th the .suggest1on_ that iﬁ”

“hpfboundary cond1taons in the der1vatlon of fr1endsh1p types Ts5:f51f

:',, T

Support ;for:lthe assumpt1ons ‘1n the model cons

:v1duals acqu1re fr1endsh1pg;;iix

"ffvalue or1entat1ons (1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value or1entat10ns)f;.”9'

' r} and (extr1ns1c fr}endsh1p value or1entat1ons) as by produotsyfkf

| ‘of soc1al1zat
B 2 CUe T .

f'ﬁfcultural]y Cond1t1oned expectatlons v1nto _theﬂr potentlaliy'

'ﬁgfyfr1endsh1p aSSOClat1onS comes from 7a.«var1ety of. sources"

;‘and ¢soc1al exper1ence and SUbSGQUent]yfjﬂfﬁf

Hifcarry these »or1entat1ons Vlntgth form of soctallyu/\ndfnﬂhit

'if“Foremost among these sources,.1s W1ll1ams (1970) treatmentwa[

. of: values and value or1entat1ons 1n Amer1can soc1ety Ing,ffyx

fth1s work W1lllams clearly shows that wh1le fr1endsh1p 1sif‘u

}fonot in h1s op1n1on a. dom1nant cultural value he allndes zto_;f;tﬁ

o

~'fjr_the“'poss1b1l1ty that fr1endsh1p may be a quas1 value or @

ﬂ';ffhe 1s suggest1ng or perhaps more accurately what one m1ght#»~

o value or1entat1on that may help us to“‘order 1nfegrate.;f;;,g

*ﬂ;and otherw1se make sense out of our values In a sense whatJ:L»'f

LT




. t&ffiﬁff?S;”;T;;fi
- 1mpute to h1s remarks der1ves s follows (il""siﬁcéff"“
.f.fr1edUsh1p may be a_ value or1entafton | (2) s1nce'f;f
o fr1endsh1p takes many forms. (3) many k1nds fr1end'h1p
“}may therefore mean p many k1nds fr1endsh1p value
-or1entat1ons Thus, W1ll1ams dlscusswon of values and value
pforwentat1ons ~paves the way f d1fferent1at1ng between hﬁi .
'rdfr1endsﬁ1p types on= the bas1s of ;the r1endsh1p value bs;yb
ﬁor1entat1ons held by 1nd1v1dual members of a fr1endsh1p .

‘£7dyad

Perhaps the gre‘rest support howeverl’for the usage of

.,-fr1endsh1p valuetortentat1ons as d1fferent1a spec4f1ca 1n<hrjvﬁf

hf@he”f der1vat1on of the model relates. to the need t._tzgfé&

fiunderstand the mo es beh1nd the format1on of fr1endsh1ps~7f*

'“rof d1fferég%% K1nds L‘forms Lazarsfeidf and Merton Td"f""

. --."/'

"l1954-25) for example have made exactly th1s po1nt‘7;

cr1t1que of emp1r1cal stud1es of fr1endsh1p They“suggest

that a more ’comprehens1ve model of fr1endsh1p must be

d

developed ”ni soc1ology that focuses the processeskm):f['

ifr(motlves) that g1ve r1se to frtendships, 1nstead of s1mplv g;”ff

;ffrely1ng {1on emp1rlcal accounts of* obser3ed fr1endsh1p

“gﬁpatterns In other words //there s‘:not7 only _a: need

_'-::-_observe,, descmbe and record patterns 91’ fr1endsh1p 1n our |
f;soc1ety, but there 1s an even greater need to understand why ‘
"we makgi&the kInds; of fr1ends that we do, The former 15[ ifuh
fgiimpdrtant but the latter is. ‘a pr1or1ty 14 -,,;{If. i :;f};u
- The questlon 1} ‘then,' what do the fr1endsh1p value | .ﬂ%
'ffor1entat1ons advanced 1n the model haVe .1n common wfth~*‘miﬁ



”'7_5mot1ves and f‘

:?ﬂi;»and” Bp1gante (1962 38) They c1te mutual
o or1entat10ns -as one of the key StPUCtUPa] elements:

“'.Hwﬂeads to the greatest degree of fr1endsh1p potent1alxbet;y’

T T PR P TN U RPN S I
st . L : - s - } y i ’

' .motives9'Pain

(1969) prov1des the necessary lihki'betweeh-ﬁv
;_ndsh1p types when he not fi' » "'ft;t
P1tt R1vers sa1d soe tlme ago~now,f-tthel'crtierlon'

whzch 1st1ngu1~§e true from false fr1endship
4ees nto the" rea ms . of mot1ve (1969 507) L

1'fextends th1s pos1t1on vto suggest that fr1endsh1p value ;
: N

:’*or1entatpons have: mot1vat1onal propert1es wh1ch pred1spose,f'

Iu,1nd1v1duals to grav1tate toward altru1st1c,f ego1st1c,;vor:fﬁuv
: e L

'=explo1tat1ve fr1eodsh1p Therefore the"fr1endsh1p""

value or1entatlons der1 d 1n ‘the model reflect the mot1vesgf”f

:t]f1nvolved the K1ndz/§f fr1endsh1p ch01ces an. 1nd1v1dual:ffé

< .

©° makes'.

'More support fg the \ex1s¢ence of fr1endsh1p Valueffffif

“Forlentat1ons and the1r usage 1n the model comes fnom Albertf}bﬁii

valueﬁf‘ull

that*nﬂizfi

»htwo 1nd1v1duals located in a soc1al system Spec1flcally,?*th

.Albert' and Brtgante would suggest that the greater theif

. ..‘-." '

?]51m1lar1ty Of mutual value | or1entat1ons between "tWthfrff
v11nd1v1duals the greater would be their. fr1endsh1p potent1al:".:‘“
"jTh]s general1zat1on 1s almost completely cong1stent w1th thetfa
nbassumpt1ons made about fr1endsh1p value orxentat1ons It 1stk!f7ﬁ
Qgtfferent however,}1n two respects til-lt deals only w1th»5?
,g'value or1entat1ons Zjh : gene?al;_sense ‘and (2) th]e 1t}37"
“;structhally accounts for potent1al fr1endsh1p format1ons On}'f":t
_taf{the basﬁs of mutualtty of value or1entat1ons an\kfhe degreebt“fghf



Q?ﬁy:fonms Therefore

ifT oF fr1endsh1p renders 1t sterTIefmi'

:"ﬁ:f fr1endsh1p, frtendsh1p based on;-'»'

e fﬁpased upon ut111ty (1962 218 219)

”_fﬁtprel1m1

RN S T oo -:.; l ‘- »,Z i -
o : - \I!

S B

f‘hof"“"free or forced"t'ch01ce 1nvolved (1969 39) nt pos1ts:adfﬁﬂ

Vtﬂuonly one K1nd of frt'ndsh1p and cannot accommodate mult1p1e?fﬁ@if:

R

'd:model*of fr1endsh1p supports the use of valueﬂ’ortentat1ons;'ﬁi':

A‘.v R ,\

dernvat1on of the modeI W1th reference to the bas1c types ofutﬁ‘i"

Support fo the ex1€}énce» assumpt1ons_ made in¢ ﬂu& IR

:"thpugh A]bert and Br1gante s structuratﬁr‘”"fw

’f*iiw1%h respect to fr1endsh1p potent1a1 1ts focus on one k1nd-° f.fo

', altru1st1c, ego1st1c,' and explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p,ptus thef&bﬁfff

N

ot g

:"bfa'work Ar1stot1e def1nes fhree types of - fr1endsh5pj| perfecthhfyf

- “ E-

'ﬁ;correspond prec1se1y w1th the a]trui“_m”t‘ e
}‘;texp1o1tat1ve forms e attn1buted ' Monta1gne s’”

-ﬁ dlscussion Thus the ex1stence and cont1nu1ng refevance of

K]

R 5 e W
) 'ﬂ;pth1s tr1-fold d1v1S1on would appear to’ have a long trad1t1on

re]at1ons among the subtypes w1th}n and between each ba51ch:t*£3

category '1s found 1n Ar1stotle s A1962¢ d1scuss1on In th1sf‘

'European soc1al thought The d1ff10u1ty has been that R

'fapparatus to 'effect1ve1y descr1be (and d1scr1m1hate among
fthese ty eé Th1s, however,:1s accomplxshed in t least
ézr?"way 1n the model /,_;},fﬁlgff;ﬁf:" o “

More contemporary support for each of the bas1c types

:h‘fﬁcomest from several scholars Blum (1980) ?or examp‘e,,f*

1.msupports' the ex1stence of a]truist1c,f

I

,ego1st1c

:dtﬂf;[exp1b1tat1ve fr1endsh1p as bas1c types when he suggests;ff

S T U SR




t;iait,’

'1:types reprgsent 1ess than attru1st1c forms In add1t1ontw5”
-.3:th1s v1ew of a]tru1st1c fr1endshtp as the most product1ve;jjng

. *Hn; and most 1nt1mate form of fr1endsh1p 1s cons1stent w1th,the

tthe d1

'1n olles substantial conce

| 'F?/endsmp 'Cor anyway" most genume frtendshtp)"v"'
n
d

foster that good, ‘simply because ~the other ise
. friend. In- ~this . sense . fr1endsh1p : an:. -

ons. .- This.. altru1st1c aspebt 'is essential to.

;_not 1n th1s sense be a’ frlendsh1p (1980 43)

‘ffl th1s statement Blum not ony supports the eXIstence oft

o~
erent1at1on \bf altru1st1c fr1endsh1p from et

.f;and explo1tat1ve forms 1n the model 1n that these 1ast t ofi?'

™~

~

z*assumpt1ons made 1n vthe» model s der1vatlon. and w1th E

'fILFromm S, (1955 38) and Towenthal and Haven s (1968 20).

;;e901st1c fr1endsh1p as. a ba31c type begtns W1th T Burn sfﬂi e

"flctton " Mutual beneftt wou]d 1n Burns ﬁnalys1s, appearf?tfu )

'Eto be the operat10na] cr1ter1a for these .less than noble_igf?l'

¢K1nds of frtendshlp that have been labeled ego1st1c B]um_{;;f{j

Te
. '/:,',J‘.

,}(1980) also supports fhe exustence of an ego1st1c fr1endsh1pf AR

'*h_}.type w1th h1s suggestton that though a se1f1sh or e901st1cff-"wﬁh

If:statements on the nature and benef1ts 1of proda‘f1ve,

-~

'fqnttmate relat1onsh1ps L f\i_*‘fffkfz‘gf“

for “the dood 'of: cthe o s
for his own, sake, ‘and or a- d1spos1t1on to: act ;-

’utst1c phenomenon ‘and a ‘locus of the a]tru1st1ci:“¥°

1endsh1p, a.relationship based - so]ely on mutuall~;:v”3,,:.
advantage (even .if it involved mutual 1;R1ng) wou]dl;ﬁ*ﬁk~”

1st1c fr1endsh1p as an end in 1tse1f but a]so' supportsf‘

i:s"t\i.c |

. - ‘\ L s
:~r”‘f_f” 7? . 'l} ?ﬂ“f;ume;]‘ﬂﬂtjﬁv" SN

et

N "’4

Further ev1dence in: support, of \the der1vat1on ¢f7 .

and are ma1nta1ned only by what he cal]s - the pol1te'm'

\

- B R -

‘(T953.§54) 1mp11cat1on that many fr1endsh1ps are fr‘endsh1ps_hﬁ;f'”

\'in_ name only and that often they are "d1sgu1sed host1l1ty"o*°t‘



Agnevertheless 'j]'v

;:LY

o fmay have frlends fas - B]um : suggests ihasf

";aconstra1nts ];onﬁifhns Org herf ava11ab111ty *&or - true

ga1ned by ego 1n trmeé@ypothetlcal" frﬁendsh1p.j1s supported

t

'frwendsh1p Spec1f1cal]y Lepp has suggested

pe o, e [ B
BN L i ‘i
-

-

.can- have fr1ends Or atile ast share 1nterests~-

and act1v1t1es and can w1sh anot r wel] (1980 48)

the egowst accord1ng to Lepp (1966) though he or she

:_,-

) ,__'

ego1staca1 sat1sfact1on the1n

interior subJect1ve Klnd (1966 170) (Parentheses

ﬁ;Author s)

"‘_ and 1s defens1b1e

generated in. the model, exp o1tat1ve frien ship,
‘\\nd1v1dual ?{é seen,rf‘ . |
"~j.her own ga1n comes from many sources as wel] Ch1ef among
"fbithese sources are thosepthat dea

"-,1nt1macy or as some have called

”E;fr1endsh1p type in, not1ng

U This: may - be- the

'"-fcommerc1al that

SUpport for the flnal bas1c or pure type of fr1endsh1p

i

v“

~fper30n gnay not haVé;_friends_ in the fu]]est sense. they.ﬁ

1nter10r
. . }_)

: When peeple ‘are egocentr1c,' when’ they have no' S
”*thought for the needs of ;others but rather’ seek from |
- them: only.

"ft‘unava11abﬂl1ty (for. Ttrue fr1endsh1p) is  of - ‘an.

Thus,adaceord1ng tdK\Burns. Blum ;and»Lepp, the 1dea of a

‘ where one

exp]o1t the other purely for h1s or

w1th the 1ssues of pseudo

pseudo-- Gemeanschaft

.A;gﬁThe suggest1on has _ been; made that' h1ghly3;x“
'%{hd1fferentzated SOCTth with h1gh degree of -

1st1c fr1endsh1p type,‘ based upon the advantage f

” R
'TiRamsoy (1968), summar1zes the character of the exp101tat1ve’: =

--mobiT1ity and emphasis on. spec;f1c performanceﬁcannotg_fff'f*;h
also - support . enduring ‘- and . Jdmportant .. intimate .~

””u;relat1onsh1ps beyond those of the nuclear fam1ly el
s 7 structural ... source. of

' pseudo- Geme1nsch ft o that . §s, - appea1s,¢.uspa11yf“jg5;¢
a presumpt1on of closeness tott~<

N



x ' ° e .
’ ':"‘.-",' tr‘ansfer modes “of behav1or from a Fr1endsh1p sett1ng

° s o strangers, ) w1th' the consequent growth of vailues .

.. ¥ of superﬁc*.a] A fr1endsh1p, 3 and % populamty
G \ (1968 12 13) T s AR Lot

‘.,Thus, in Ramsoy s op1mon pseudo or. eXplmtatwe fr1ehdsh1p

is not on,ly poss1bl'é 1n our sd:1ety but 1s structural@

encougaged by our‘ value gstem Generahzmg across‘xa]] of

g

‘%s' it best whaw ‘he suggests

| at %e are - Vepy d1fferent léve]s of'*mendshtp.
- »_;‘ ,“] o]evels which are understo.od in moral terms in terms
o of how ful]y%e cares for: the other 41980 73)

-

»:*'- Th1s gompletes a, defense of the bas1c a59umpttons'

e

TR

requ'fred _Lijn the der1vat1on‘ of the mode] Spec1f1cal]y,
e

has been demonstrated that% 1s accurate and defens1b1e to :
assume - . ) _' .: . t ' ' | |
o _Y:T 'v_-that fr1endsh1p. var1es in‘_ -_it‘s‘ 1._ forms- a"rjd - m 1ts '
4 .”‘}.'_':I:,::degree of 1nt1macy (and) | | ‘. ' | |
2. that 1nLr1nS1c ends and extr1ns1c meaﬁs | usef'ulvv

and. adequate boundary cond1t1ons for a fr1endsh1p

‘3‘mode.1. {and) '
. K

3. tha't 1nd1v1dua]s§ develop o tr:i'end‘sh]"p . '\_/a']iue
- or1entat1ons ‘as by products of 's'oc_'i"-a\_\l i.zation_ and

soc1a1- exper1ence and\/na] Ty}

Y

4, that fr1endsh1p takes three bas1c fo;ms, a]tru1st1c,_'

Loy
"z B

ego1st1c and exp]ottatwe
Movmg.v,' then frOm .a_ defense of the assumpt1ons

requ1red° 1r$ tﬁe der1vat1on _ of ‘the mode] to the second'-:

defenswev str‘ategy wmch dea]s spec1f1caHy ,w1€h e
- expxlanatory power the - model generates.' severasi potnts are__‘

s A .

tf'h'_e basm . fr1endshqb types d'lSCUSSGd perhaps Blum (1980) 3



PR éméréént“ First the model may . be seen to exp1a1n why one

/

**fshou]d take heed of C1cero s (1967 78) ru]etof~f[nendsh1p : fﬂsf

”tf carefu]ly watch both’the demands we make on dur fr1ends o

"_aThat i ; -ﬁt expla1ns' why . s* C1cero ‘wérnsVVwé should

K

s oat”

‘7jffand the‘demands we a]low them to make: upon us The cr1t1ca]**wﬁf

e

7-_;fﬁpo1nt 1stthat from the standpo1nt of the lmodelt -tfﬂ e1ther..'

'.the Qdemands - we make or'-have 1mposed 'upoﬁ”‘

'extr1ns1c serv1ces, _o

:ego1st1c or s1mp]y exp1o1tat1ve forms In other words we'

Tus in ‘our -

| fr1endsh1ps become too heav11y we1ghted tnvr'terms | Ofﬁfjh‘”

fr1endsh1ps may deter1orate lnto

K
come to sacrnf1ce the 1ntr1ns1c conven1ence of fr1endsh1p 1n jvif*

o

1ts a]tru1st1c Form for the frlendsh1p for conven1ence wh1oh

- N

: may_: be - e901st1c ort exp101tat1ve ' Therefore,' the se]f':ffff

mon1tor1ng requ1rement 1\931c1t jih C1cero 5 rule 'foffn'

ne Lo
n add1t1on the model may aIso be se’xo explam why, L

1fr1end§p1p 1s supported by th1s type of fr1endsh1p model

;‘_as .Cooley (1929 23) p01nts out ‘a pP1mary ngup 15 not a]]"'7

”"harmony and 1ove and why var1ous debrees_ of tens1on_fan 54

ahost111ty are very much a part of some K1nds of frlendshlps

’”Spec1f1ca11y,‘1n th1S Pegard the mode] po:nts out that when’tli

'flp1nd1v1dual s fr1endsh1p value orlentations are at odds w1th3 ;1*5

'rfﬁ;’expjo1tat1ve fr1endsh1ps ;ﬁ the1r pr1mary,:secondary,_and

f’each other t° the degree that thelr motlves and thus the1r""’
o expectat1ons may be lntePpPeted as conf11ct1ng, then, shou]ditfhdf
:f,th1s fr1endsh1p pers1st 1t must necessar11y carry a. h1ghep'

) *1eve1 of tens1on than a fr1endsh1p where there sffaft" |

Y

umutua11ty 'f fp1endsh1p Value : OP1entat1ons Thus,““': -

}\;f;
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.'4fterttary' forms—suppcrt and reflect Cooley R remarks.’and byﬁ;f7

.'Vu.def1n1t1on, these fr1endsh1ps carry w1th them. the h1ghest;‘”
4T1_degree' of tens:on and host1l1ty of all of. the fr1endsh1pi”.ﬁ*

‘!

i.”itypes Th1s 1s not to say,_ however that altru1stwc ahd7,jf

o . e
'~ego1st1c fbrmsfsdo not conta1n*some tens1on and host1l1ty,f:-?
E R ‘,. BT
"~but is- rather to suggest that potentxal f r confl1ct j1sj,;.n

’3tfgteatest among the explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p types The/éodel
;;expla1ns the 51gn1f1cance and 4relevance of tension ;and’v’“

1”host1l1ty to[ ;thefe@ vspec1f1c Ktnds..dotfi fr1endsh

"relat1onsh1ps NPT e

Stmmel (19&9 127) 1t w1ll be remembered has suggested* o

_nthat 1nt1mate content in a relat1onsh1p does not necess

“make that relat10@sh1p 1nt1mate Thls fact is supg?rted by

"3Ttthe model as? well _i that the degree of _1nt¢macy f

ﬂ};fr1endsh1p l“:hotb‘vmeasured or def1ned by '. s1mple ,'
'5_enumerat1on of 1nt1mac1€s, shared or not shared but rather

f;by the fr1endsh1p yalue or1entattons that 1nd1v1duals brtng

'*{-1forward 1n§ the1r- assoc1at1on Therefore knowledge
. <%

B awareness of a: part1cular value or1entat1on precludes the f{l
r‘ﬁposs1b1l1ty that the behav1or 1n quest1on w1ll be |
[accordance w1th the motlves' of the 1nd1v€dual In short
that I act l1ke your frlend"fdoes not mean that "I am your;ﬁ-i
‘.fr1end'; unless. my - mot1ves' are 1ntr1ns1c and 1n a sense
‘.fTh baswc caﬁtgor1es_ of fr1endsh1p descr1bed 1n the
sl;model also help to clar1fy the confus1on 1n the llterature

.“T?over the self or- other or1ented nature of fr1endsh1p It;tsv:;t



e j;}other or1ented nature of fr1endsh1p ;is].hof}‘ah” e1ther/orh

‘T:nﬁconnect1on between fr1endsh1p and mental health (Rake.ﬁ?j;
1970 Rangell 1963 Lepp. 1966) the.model also expla“ms_-

'feywhy not all forms of fr1endsh1p are OrﬂWTll be healthy for

-‘.both Fr1endsh1p ; most other or1ented 1n 1ts altru1st1c¢;;1
';.forms and least other ortented 1n ts? exp101tat1ve forms f'i“
i;COPPeSPOHdlngly, 7lffel. most self or1ented 1n 1ts ego1st1ctf7?
,.5Tand exploltatlve. forms and least self orlented fjits:.ﬂ*
'}laltru1st1c: .orms Thus,_ the quest1on 'oT the self and/orﬁige
}i}:matt r but 1s rather ‘a quest1on of degree T

Though many scholars have noted and spoken; of he;f-"

'f;'l‘both of the 1nd1v1duals 1nvolved Those fr1endsh1ps' formedfﬂ-“"

e:ﬂfor example where A explo1ts B to some other part1cular endy'

'f}can hold l1ttle reward or consensual val1dat1on compared/

_{Tthose that approach a Gemetnschaft of sp1r1t and m1nd in theifir

”'”affstate F pr1mary altru1st1c fr1endsh1p There 1s probably afﬁfﬁ

fﬂ_con:1nuum here,;;jsA well from most healthy 1n a ment 1]

'ithTJhealth sense to least healthy w1th respect to the\fr1endsh1p“;i5

“{5forms and one m1ght speculate that the altru1st1c forms havef~‘°
'H~;;the greatest potentlal for mental health fda??-'ﬁfﬂilii?ﬁff
T The model also expla1ns the nature of the r1sks |
wmake and take 1n our fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps (Greeleyﬁfﬁﬁf
1970) oIn generalm.the model~would suggest that the r1sks wefﬁ\l
fftake in fr1endsh1p are governed by the value 0r1entat1ons wef
;‘”br1ng,a once aga1n,‘to a potent1al fr1endsh1p Thus we r1ské

1fk;more by way of depth and feel1ng 1n a re]a'1onsh1p w1th

'rﬁ1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p value or1entat1on than we do w1th ani;'ﬁ
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bleﬁtrinsic fr1endsh1p va1Ue ortehtatton and thenefore anhlf

effqux the other forms Comm1tment—and—attachment 1nff 1endsh1pfﬂf‘

7z”as Goffman (1961) d1scusses can also be expla1ned th]S way T‘f7

Gwvena the' benef1t seemlngly afforded by an.. altru1st;r}i*“

'fffrtendsh1p type one m1ght wonder why jg 1nd1v1dua1 wouldf ;;

;g settle :ﬂijr“”

-

B‘dthat many _1nd1v1dua]s w111 the bas1s of their va]uetilf

_fofrtendsh1ps 5t'Tf these ;:value or1entat1ons are:{ﬂnot*§f

:vnottng

the u1t1mate cho1ce “for: man,ttnasmuch as he 15-;‘

dr1Ven to- transcend h1mself ‘is. to. ‘create’, or

destroy, i.to love or to hate..:love and hate are not

two: 1nst1ncts ‘which" ex1st :1ndependent1y -They. aref{
‘both answers: to the. same. need Jor transcendence ‘and

the will.to, destroy :‘must -rise when:: the w111 tol? S

'ﬁﬂ;,create cannot be sattsf1ed (Fromm-'1955 42)

ﬁ<'ahdfthat

when tthe* channels for form1ng, ma1nta1n1ng,.and”'

: *Tﬂaltgbtst1c frtendshtp 1s by def1n1t10n more rtsky thanj”::y;ff

anyth1ng | less fit‘ thetr frtendsh1p{f;

"ff?arelat1onsh1ps The fr1endsh1p mode] of course,;,spe01f1esf_:3
”'yﬁorlentat1ons. deve]op e1ther- ego1st1cfv=or{' exp]o1tat1veefhh

:’f51ntr1ns1ca11y mot1vated Both E F o (1959) f_Wﬂ;;rf

.'".Schofteld (1970) support and add clartty to thts p031t1on 1n"'H

’5fus1ng the, frfendshtp vrelat1onsh1p are..closed. or

‘constricted,
rapprox1matto?s 4Schof1e1d 1970 212)

i

the 'deprived ‘individual’ w1ll 1ook forfhﬁt? :

”f-fThus, in thaﬁe authons o nﬂons. “the. reason Why 1nd1v1dualspa7-
lﬁ:timay sett]e for 1ess than altru1st1c Fr1endsh1ps 15 that they*iff

'ﬂ‘fﬂlack the resources to deVelop them 1n the f1rst place Thesef775



Another po1nt -worthy of note;,w1th:respect to these

;,b,tﬁtf

'hi[fhstatements by Fromm ‘and Schof1e1d 1s that

u Lar

f[:1mp]y than | when f channeﬂs | fonyy rea1121ng product1ve

"-}o;fr1endsh1ps (a]tru1st1c) are. closed h'1nd1v1duals w11]

IR

3destruct1vely : seeK out approx1matﬁons In other w0rds as

| *7‘ﬁlfar as the mode1f1‘f*concerned extrtnsxc fr1endsh1p value

'ffﬂ;or1entat1ons m1ght be' 1nterpreted to be subst1tuted for

~rf;1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entat1ons 1n the absence of

A A

.“Hattb 1ater and therefore these approx1mat1ons are synonymousfjﬁh

"}w1th ego1st1c and expﬂo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p types tThas s1mp1y

>f4;lf?suggests that 'e901st1c and eXplo1tat1ve frxendbhlp types, ;f{

'”fﬁwh1]e no 1ess natural 1n the1r occurrenc@ than altru1stwc

s

,;types. pr1mar1]y occur. deye]op out Of deStPUCt1ve1as.fff

ffaopposed to prodUct1ve or1entat1onsfand therefore in ‘a seﬁSe_..,

1 epresent the dark s1des of fr1endsh1ps 1n our soci ty Th1s

'“hf.darkness has both structuf;l and 1nterpersonal consequences

E*y;but'{tts; severity can: on;f beﬂunderstood or’ Judged.,,nterms

3 tfof the “llght" afforded by the altru1stlc forms 4"The model

”Tfftmakes thls K1nd of compar1son p0551ble

In summary, 1t 1s ev1dent that the 1deal typ1cal model

“ffi:of fr1endsh1p and fr1hndsh1p re]at1onshxps descr1bed 1w thlsf'

E : v g
‘-l;section 1s not only de hns1ble 1n terms of the assumptlons

$

”*,requ1red 1ts
e . )-

”:3;ﬁdeaT "to” our

der1vat1on but that 1t also adds a great .

to expla1n the henomenon ofhfif

7rﬁﬁ;fr1endsh1p Spe, d1y. 1n,has been’demonstrated that the‘v”

xf1;1dea1 typlcal mode]
'af_expla1n ~3f§e$f'ff ff.:“ff;f‘b"“'*””

as an analyt1cal tool he]ps one tt'



B V5 e e

~ 1 a6

*ubﬁand others 1n fr1endéh1p,

l2h;fwhy tens1on and host1}1ty ane-[éreméhts“{afgéqme“;;T

:5~ﬁfr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps '*jgvfﬁ

| ‘3:j§why 1nt1mat'”fcontent ‘f ‘ fr1endsh1p does ot{Q[:

.tfnecessarih
[vywhy ﬁr1endsh1p ﬁs both self and other or1ented
.'":;Awhy not all forms of fr1endsh1p are "hea]thy

3

4
, >
%r‘,ff,}titﬁtf why there 1s "ﬁ?sk" in- fr1endshlpv.3ibﬁf; w
Lo "7f,}why fr1endshh§s vary 1n comm1tment and attachment
8

-ff;and why 1nd1vwduals may sett]e for less than perfectff;}

\)

ffr1endsh1ps

”The mode] howewer though 1t may heip us to exp]atn thesetff
u[and other quest1ons assoc1ated w1th thel natune 'vdff'g

'gfsffffrxendsh1ps,":it;uisffau 1deal_ typ1ca] \mode] and ‘f”a?fir
,1_n:systemat1o theory of f@qendsh1ps The fon%tructed mode] hasj;}i
";-“exptanatory an ’ ﬁ%ur1st1c‘ capab1l1t1es }However a theor'

i o
'ould have pred1dt1ve power {as we]] } The pred1ct1veifjﬁ

ab1l1t1es of Qhe ndea1 typ1ca} model are yet to be observed ;4'

7.

'mean 19 1s an 1nt1mate fr1endsh1p,.;xi,f75"t

¢fkv Before movzng-oiito the next sect1on of the thes1s .?hdfﬂﬁm

‘*;cons1derat1¢n ﬁof the app11cat1on of the fr1endsh1p modelhfﬂj

to se1ected aspects of th. human 11fe cycle,_ there s onebvyb

- » s
S ~mode1 1n the ne&us pf soc1o‘og1ca1 theory ThJs,-connectJon‘;{j

'ﬂ'1s pmov1ded by Mak Weber

'3@ f1na1 po1nt of v1ew th?t clearly grounds the dynam1cs Of thebta’

' Weber (1961) ment1ons fF1endsh1p several t1mes in h1sq1%7

B d!scuss1on' oﬂ? the concept ,'3vsoc1a] relat1onsh1p Theﬂyfh
”7~'ﬁ”¢. T e LT T
T o w'p$.~ el
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:hn§def1n1t1onal cr1ter1a" that Weber uses both’conform to and ;ff

'*hsupport the assumptlons made 1n tbe fr1endsh1p model Weber

'fnotes

v1; Thus as’ a def1n1ng cr1ter1on 1t Ts essent1al that‘, ;
. there * should be a m1n1mum of mutual orlentat1on of . .
s thes action of veach™ . to " that . of " the ‘Others.  Its . - ¢
A,'j,*content may be -of the most varled nature;: confl1ct s T
itg“vhost1l1ty," sexual attraction,. fr1endsh1p.,,loyalty.j'-“;-_W
~Tor:economic: exchange . The. def1n1tion fur'thermore. . .. .7
ﬁ,.ﬁdoesvnot spec1fy whether the relat1on of th actors . oo
oo is sol1dary or ‘the opposﬂte# C AR

'“';2 The mean1ng relevant in ‘this’ context s always_fav R

,'Q-case -of . the “‘meaning .imputed to’the. parties ‘in a '
Lo s givens concrete .case; - onz~the : average or ;1n a. .
- Fuwuu{j.theoret1cally formulated;,“ure type-¥1t neverv.'f P
L .;Q,normatlvelyg Orrectv ;““a”‘ metaphys1cally true .
L rmeaningu .the."" sbclal relat1onsh1p o cons1st§ﬂ;:"
_,*wexclus1vely 1n the “fact that there. hasvi-existed, .
Siexists, . or-iwidl éXist -a. probab1l1ty of act1on in;ﬁﬁ
-””ssome def1n1te way appnopr1ate to th1s mean1ng L

&
RRRRE P The suﬁﬁectwve mean1ng need not necessar1ly be . o
o i the same |  For rall: " the. part1es who.. are mutpally o
,;%é;._or1ented ‘1n a . g1ven soc1al relatlonsh1p, ‘there: need e
- not inT this sense be y,rec1proc1ty ‘"Fr1endsh1p, R
'J“love,.;f-'“lo alty,z " fidelity i to contracts;" .7 .
- "patriotism" on the. One .side;, ‘may” Well -be faced with.. .~
_J an entirely. different- att1tude on- the otng In-such ot
o ”lcases ‘the. part1es associate different’ meanings. with:.. -
Lh,q \the1r “actions ~'and the social relationship. is.in . so. = .~
; “far objectively asymmetrical from the point of- :v1ew,j'fﬁ,:.
of the -two parties.. 1t may:- névertheless be a case of =" '
. hmutual or1entat1on in,so" far as,'even though partlyf-‘
Siror wholly ¢ ‘erroneou§ly, ".one. party presumes .a. - "
© - particular: att1tude ‘toward. h1m on. the ' part.. .of . the.ffg -
S . other -and- or1ents his action- to this. expectatlon N
ca relat1onsh1p ds obJectlvely symmetrical only as,i R
... " actording.: . to . :the: typ1cals xpectations . of the:  ~: -
.. < 'parties,’ the mean1ng for oe ‘\PBrty is “the “same’ as . .
7 that. for. the other,..A soc1'}*¢elat1oﬁsh1p in which = "
- . the att1tudes are completely and” fully correspond1ng.u,*ﬁzfﬁ
S TR - reality, a- l]m1t1ng case. Blt.the absence of . -
' ?vf.'jfjrec1proc1ty will, for - ‘terminological. ¥ urposes., be- .. -
. “held - 16 exclude “the. —existence. .of ' a social-,;fj
- relat1onsh1p only NFC it actually. results ‘the .. oo
R ;“absq‘;e of a’ mutual orientation.of .the: act1on of the . @ - "
coas Y parties ‘Here:'as’ elsewhere all: sorts’ of- trans1t1onal}gh<ﬁj~
o g(cases are: the 9ule rather thanAthe exception '

"*~f;”ibqu4" that a "fr1endsh1p or a state ex1sts or hasffﬂ?*ﬁk

L

I ST .¢Jf';.t“y,, B .
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existed means this ‘apd only fh{s' that the -
. observers, judge that-:.

: at: there . is~ or.  has been ‘a o
. “probability .that on- thé basis of centa1n Kinds {of..
. known -subjective attttude -of - certaln 1nd1v1duals ”V,j.',
. there will resu]t ind the. average a- certatn spec1f1c o e
-type of act*on ;m*., U ;-A;;-,” : .- e

_-;5 The sub3ect1ve meantng of a soc1a1 relat1onsh1p

i." may. -change,’ thus - retationship, . once based on.
Vso]1dar1ty,; may develop z'lnto an - conf11ct of

.1nterests : Lo R -

The mean1ngfu1 content wh1ch .rema1ns relat1ve]y
= constant a.lsoc1a1 relat1onsh1p is capable of"
'f_formu]atton in terms of ‘maxims ‘' which . the: parties , 1
- J/conc Pried; . expect to -bex aadhered tp by the1r :-1"'
: ‘partners on the average and approxtmate'"ﬂw. i

”ffg_7,: The mean1ng of soc1al re]at1onsh1p may- bef _,';
_wagreed upon by mutual consent This implies that :the%

.= . - :behavior, whether toward- each other or toward th1rd'
S _'.p_ersOns' (1961 176 177) S e

itw;#ff;f_;fTh above seven def1n1ng features iﬂofjf;af soc1a1:ﬂf
| relat1onsh1p 'e7 tof‘ greatf extent 1somorph1c w1th many-f;

ﬂeXpl1c1t and tac1t elements‘ oFf-r

'i‘ifbeg1n w1th \5' [ % ;

’:frléhdsh1p mode;,* v cé%iawnf uhs1c?¢f-

. ) . . - . . “ ;"” . (.. ..‘ . ”‘,
"i;m1n1mum of mutua1 or1entat1on,_ whether ht be so]tdﬁ?y or3ig_

A -

~..parties - make .= promises . ‘'covering .. their . future - -

.ﬂ;g‘not, 1n order that a- soc1a] relat1onsh1p mlght ex1st betweenf"fj

'ffsoc1a1 actors The mode] s1m1tarly postu]ates a mtnumum of5

“thmutual ortentatlon 1n the forms of va]ue 6r1entat1onsUwhy@h ;f-x

SRR . s
L e w b ts, : t’ t
‘f"___ e er, sugges s , may also be solldary or no ggbgr R

’ ‘frnevertheiess functton 'to cond1t1on the progess }and theif;

o 3{foutcomes of the soc1a1 re]at1onshﬂp cal]ed fr1endsh1p

Weber s suggest1ons (1n po1nts 2 3 and-4) that th

w mean1ng relevant“;and the: subJect1ve mean1ng respect1ve1yﬂ:tﬁ

'-.Q;Jﬁ;of‘a~ rekat10nsh1p ]1Ke frrendsh1p are observer appjjed;ff‘

I T



A:flabels 1n the case of the former, as we11 as -ai

: rocess of:ﬂ'¥~

'%fffgmutua1 def1n1t1on w1th respect to the latter are also bu11tfjff;

w‘f§f¥1nto the modle Spec1f1ca]]y, fr1endsh1p is: f1rst concewved(tf‘h

}6f‘;,a' hav1ng 3a sub3ect1ve mean1hg for each of . hefTvV

“1nd1V1duals 1nvolved

to wh1ch only they as 1nd1v1duaJ.

ar :,frwends..i third?

-

”7dfffoartybiﬂ"s_ssments have a;consequences tf?S well | Thesettﬂlk

;ﬂf?rfthe ,model ’ terms of Fh four bas1c pure tYpes ofﬂ

””'ﬂﬁftte— be 1nstances of good" fr1ends or:"bad" fr1ends At theﬁ:.

?1assessments ara\bu1]t 1nto the classif1catory structure of)
1-7?fr1endsh1p d1scussed and alIow one to deal w1th what appears.

.[ffﬁsame t1me howeve:ffone might suspeq5 that ja}JVf"fr1ends ~}5;7

‘R?[flsubJect1vely deflne'the1r fr1endsh1ps as good Nevertheless,ﬁffV

. Qﬁboth of these dlmen51ons of mean1ng that Weber 1dent1f1es€5f5
g e accounted for 1n the model and the d1fferent forms ﬁ

'gff‘fr1endsh1p 1dent1f1ed do cons1st of : probab111ty~ off¢th

”b'~{; act1on 1n some def1n1te ways appropr1ate to these meanlngs‘"~”

FurtHbr to point (3) 1n Weber s analys1s, he dlscusseslfdu

fffact1on or1entat1ons 1n .soc1a1 relat1onsh1ps whlch are notffnl

‘7ffa1ways symmetr1ca1 and are subsequently often :asymmetr1ca1

'T*i:Agf;fébfﬁ the model 1s concerned 1t 1s a smaTl conceptua1ff"$

tleJumb to translate Weber s remarks on symmetry and asymmetryi??f

e



"_‘f%nfsaéqéi relat1onsh1ps T%ﬁto,-" statement that reflecthu?'

fsymmetry and asymmetry[7in5‘frie',shtpfvaiue ortentatidhssu

u : o

',"-';T'hat’ the combmed acceptan“ée and or reJechon oF

7fr1endsh1p Tahf end ljn 1tsel+ or a means to other endsa

vaghconstttutes symmetry 1n fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entattons on the~

'ﬁtapéa=i. £ the 1nd1V1duals 1nvolved wh1ch resu]ts 1n pr1mary,; .

7fsecondary, and tert1ary fonms of altru1st1c and ego1sttc,7§w
b .

..
T

'rﬂfr1endsh1p re]at1pnsh1ps ' S1m11ar1y, the 'asymmetryf-that;;ig

h dIFeCt]y to and corresponds exactfyhf?'

?*T;Weber d1scusses refer .
' ' loita ‘v'types of fr1endfh§p 1n the model Thatf
°'7tuis; epro1tat1ve fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps always and onlyu,ﬁ:

A
“;resu]t from an asymme%ry in. fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entat1ons

”‘*Tngherefore,_ s1nce symmetry and asymmetry | "é,_ def1n1ng;fﬁ_

fﬂx)def1ne or. typ1fy a soc1al «relat1onsh1p In other words,3f“'

. of these po]ar1t1es does determtq“aﬁﬁ

‘1'features K if both th fr1endsh1p model and a. 5001at“: ’
]tre]at1onsh1p 1n Weber s anaﬂy51s,_the model must therefore,

t Weber ha% analyttca]]y demonstrated that wh11eavsymmé§E baTh{ﬁl
f'band asymmetr1cal polar1t1e€f’ofﬁ?actlon or1entat1on- orf?la
:j‘fr1endsh1p valug or1entatq?ns 1n ‘a soc1a1 re]at1onsh1p T1ke*:""

T fr1endsh1p are qu1te natura1 and to be expected the naturefrf

- the behav1or;f

o .

A T
: oP the actors 1nvo]ved {bus s1m11 ‘ities'and, '}

ﬂ fqyendsh1p value or1entat1on mist reéu

»,,}r.

fof. behav1ors whtch can. and must be olassft1ed%§qpord1ng ~tgd

_n*d1 erent ‘ Z

the\;}oorrespondence to or degree ;?f’ dlvergence from the]yﬂf

o _)‘.

"ﬁ}1m1t1ng case. fﬂ“’jnff]'f L *ya-d““:’:”v:ﬂfdrf~f'*,i5«‘55'::
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iffo*subJect1ve meanlng of

i

:'}‘well accounted fo ,;n_the mode] Spec1f1ca11y, though

ieﬂand become 1n facﬂ a confllct of 1nterests, one must be able?'f-7
7731n pr1nc1p1e to aCCOunt torithose tha; do not change i th1sg;<

_Q‘iregard and as weTT for those that pub11ca11y pers1st despvteihfu

-9‘

'{; ;} Weber s po1nts (6 and 7) that

'forms have constantA and - var1ab1e propert1es and that the;jﬁ

T]mean1ng the relat1onsh1p hons for ttsfimembers

2

e IR - et
SUggest on that Weber makes rn p01nt~(5) is as_

fsuch ' change,_ The permutat1ons ‘of thh model handle these s

| ‘hfposs1b111t1es n#cely fﬁd“fTTXV{Tiﬁ";

!omplete h1s def1n1t1on:'
':.Qof a soc1al reTat1onsh1p,w1mpﬁy that fr1endsh1ps “i"” soc1aT;qf"

a fr1endsh1p«$or examplehmachhange;;'”

1nvo]ves affwd

T;niprocess vof mutuaT._negot1at1on The 1deaT typ1oa1 mode] off»ff

"fr1endsh1p presented 1n th1s sect1on deﬁ1nes» the constants}f'

Vhtaké plaoe The end result;;”

3:4h:and ?a f1eld-.of var1at1on w1th1n thCh theSe negot1atwonsﬂ¢'w

useful defen51b1e,v¢”fdfffﬂ

ztheoret1ca11y sound modeT f fr1endsh1p and» fr1endsh1pi?37

<jh;eXpTored further An the next sectlon

1

:'iﬂ;reTat1onsh1ps The 1$sue of thef modeT ‘s :ut1ﬁ1ty w11] befj7°



IV SECTION III FRIENDSHIP AND THE LIFE CYCLE

o 1In o the f1na1 analys1s the stz?ngth and the ut11ity‘of
R ‘ % }\
S t'anagjﬁeal typ1cal modehf

of fr1endsh1p ffand fr1endsh1p
”'.relat1onsh1ps l1es ji 1ts abal1ty to-meanlngfully explaln

"fand 1ntegrate f1nd1ngs relevant tonthe.subJect .n many areas f@

kS

T';ofﬁ 1nvest1gat That i the model must be shown to be

'"dgenera11zable and appl1cab1e 1n’ many contexts before jits_' .

’ ;ﬂiut111ty pa;jbe"sald to be estab11shed 1n any real sense One o

",E}fof the most‘challeng1ng areas w1thﬂn wh1ch the ut111ty of

lj“the ‘mode] m1ght be tested 1s that prov1ded by some e]ements "*'

*human I1fe cycle However, before attempt1ng f;]'n}‘AJf
. ’.'" L el r : :‘._ :‘ ! .
e "test"“'t 1s necessary to outl ne_ some of theu asic_jnw

L

— - AR R | o
[connectumugﬁhat have been sesta;.fShedtjtn;;the_ ]1teratu{e :'

';between fr1endsh1p and the ﬁ fe-cycle ' ‘
_5.ji:. Almost w1thout except1on stud1es of fr1endshrp;and the if\

11fe cyc]e have not been concerned w1th the possxb1l1ty that
*s\

- fr1endsh1p takesxbr may take many forms As a resu]t K1nds

R w

’ f fr1endsh1p are' often descr1bed the 11terature as
dependent on]y on the partkgular stages of ¥he 11fe. cyc]e
dur1ng whv%h these fr1endsh1ps were formed K D Naegaleigyf
takes th1s posh§1on when he suggests that we ',ﬁ' ’h_Vt h THEE

o d1st1ngu1sh K1nds of fr1endsh1p by attend1ng to ‘Q_
‘_.@~ _ the spheres of act1v1ty or stages’ 1n—the life - cycle .. "
T8 cin. which they  were- first. formed. ' These.are old ¥ .-
: _.-school friends, .and" fr1ends from army ‘days,%. friends PRIV
='a;bound ‘together through a consuming: 11ke 1nterest or. ..~
,ocgg a;;gn and fr1ends who are Just fr1ends -

Thus accord1ng to Naegale K1nds of fr1endsh1ps rhrgﬁf'"”‘ e"'

d1scerned and d1fferent1ated from each other on the bas1s of _

o 'o
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i N W e .;.,j:; AL

§~5fhfour 1ndiv1dua1 deve]opmental h1stor1es 1n the 11fe bycle.hfff

»

'!ﬁcloser
7

] .
v=§fe school frIend:“

afdwstjnct1ens po$s1b1e

vem, _ many cho@r‘s = ave stud1ed

”3”f5hulman (1975) QP{ examéie,i ”Otes that

o 7*]6é$oré*an§ aften marr1age suggest1ng that pn1or
I jo L S
o e

| ?;7?*?:”5'ﬁgreatenu1nvolvement w1th becom1ng establtshed

: a -¢éreer, f@eek1ng compan1onsh1p 5 odnd. the search for

—~——

(B -
B

agfth1s way, heips Io d1fferent1ate between fr1endsh1ps formed'ff
d1fferent stages» /Jt does'ﬂnbth a11ow us to makewﬂim

ﬁ’ quaJ1tat1ve/evaluat1ve d1st1nct1ons among }th fr1endsh1ps;;xF

 ;ﬁWh1]e _few, wou]d‘debaté that the ]1fe cyc]e;'1nterpreted anw;,

: ““rmed at these sfages That 1s,,1t does not allow oné totri”

%deal w1th\the poss1b111ty that “army fr1ends"; Were better'f*ﬁ‘

..-PP perhaps Just d1fferent Klnds of fr1eﬁds than "bid#%TT

t these .stages 'and why TheiT%

NIRRT

the "=

-"3Thus._1t 1s 1mportant th!’f we d1st1ngU15h;fl

'th ; Etages of‘the l1fe cycae dur1ng whwch we have made ourf
these k1nds vt‘ 5j;evaluat1ve}ff;

_the connect1on between the 11fe cycle andjﬁfg
“the . .
1nd1v1dua] 5" fr1endsh1p cho1ces bothff?t

t:.a mate, meads them to*associdte w1th age matéB *whq_:_lﬁf"

1“hf;$hare~fhese concerns. (1975 820)

and that aﬁ& 'ﬂahﬁjaggg;';?tz 

He g%nclude_ by stat1ng

,.:’

fr1endsh1ps are formei//9t§75}82pt}f:ﬁ:i.7-

_the nature’ of close Pe]at‘°n5h1ps does vaty with =~
- the life cycle ‘and that ‘at each stage people tend to: = .".-
,estab11sh and mainta1n networks of relat1onsh1ps:,H“_,u



; : : ! ) . o — . . = s - : ,
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geared to the needs and concerns of the1r part1cular _‘h::%
stage ‘of -life. (1975 820) fj;c;.;f_._,.._, R ';ff- |

Therefore .5 Shulman’ t op1nﬂon, the l1fe cycle d1ctates a

pattern of needs and concerns adbund wh1ch*1nd1v1duals form;; .

(TRt

ol the1r 1nt1mate relat1onsh1ps,:,
e Jo o
) Correspond1ngly. friendshIp has also been shown to have

Lr‘some effects fonhran 1nd1v1dual s abtl1ty to effect1vely
'negot1ate later stages of the l1fe cycle Z Blau (1961)
| Lowenthal%\and HSvenx (1968), -and-soso%m 1970) for example fft
notel o o o

The ,data. strongly 1nd1cate - that extens1ve S

o assoc1at1ons, with - fr1ends becomes an- -important - - i

ot smechan1sm .of adJustment in..old age . follow1ng e1ther o :
' w1dowhood or ret1rement (Blau, 1961 429 430) L

and that | . ’ a‘ ’ i .‘ N L - " / S

: The'presence of an. i t1mate relat1onsh1p serves as a'g,’dp;_
;‘ buffer both_,agarns \gradual social losses in, roleg-fi'gtﬂ
and 1nteraCtTOn and -against  the: more traumat1cgl;‘~‘“
¥osses y,accompanywrn 5 w1dowhood and ret1rementf': o
\(Lowenthal and Haven, 19b8 20) ot .

'-and f1nally\ Rosow 'emphas1zes these po1nts 1n suggest1ng
that there is’ a need for the further study of
",_ the potent1al ‘ functlons ~of fr1endsh1p
“gcompensat1ng for the spec1f1c losses .of istatus
- (income, -~ widowhood) - and. 1nstrumental roles
.(retlrement) (1970 67 68)' s . R g
i@? Thus‘_ttg would seem on" the one hand that fr1endsh1p'v'
. acts as a buffen‘or mechan1sm of adJustment ag§1nst the rolefff_
o : -
-;Aand status loss that accompanys ret1rement and w1dowhood On~jf:

| -the other hand stages -in .the l1fe ‘ cycle detepm1nebgfﬁ

OppOPtun1t1es "for’-and constra1nts upon fr1endsh1p in’ the;h“'

f1rst place In other words. though fr1endsh1p may effect”

.-'one s expertence of the llfe cycle, 1t would—appear to befj?i



w"‘f‘th1s effect7

- f_‘isuggested 1n the mode] w111 have mu1t1ple and dlfferen11a1

- equa]]y true that the stage: 3e 11fe cycle also effectfh

fr1endsh1p Thts latter po1ntltswi3;rther supported etther‘xb'
1mp11c1t1y or exp11c1tly by Allan (1979) S1mme1 (1950) RO
Dav1s (1950) and Parsons (1951) If th1s 1s 1ndeed fftuoﬁ;d:

way street"' of cmutual 1nf1uence as the 1n_“, ut1on would':@

:dyi'suggest then two quest1ons need to be addres_ ,%as, fafhfasffg?
. the app11cat1on of the. model concerned ‘ F1rst T;hf;h
fr1endsh1p 1n %thé S1ngu]ap - effects ytheij;tnd1v1dua1 s*"
ffla exper1ence ,of the stages of the 11fe cyC1e hOW m1ght thefhhh
[ mu1t1p1e forms of fr1endsh1p d@weloped i the 1dea1 typ1ca]:fét

mode] further exp1a1n th1s effect and secondly, 1f the 11fe:dff

j - : R
cycle stages themse]ves :'structurally prov1de o bothi';]
opportun1t1es':and constra1nt§“for fr1endsh1p, aga1n in the,'.,

s1ngular.“ then how nﬁght the model a1d_ _ '1nterpret1ng‘ ¥

\_.-
. s

Respond1ng then to the f1rst quest1on, 1t fo]lows‘ thatlajl

‘4'm%1t1ple » forms . k1nds: of fr1endsh1p such “as thosef}s*
’ g s

1'\.,.

effects on ;£Hé' 1nd1v1dua1 s exper1ence offthe 11fe cyclef:;
stages For examp]e, 1f the mode] 1s app]1ed and 11m1ted t4wi'
@the tsupposed beneflts prov1ded by fr1endsh1 ‘as" a p051t1VefJ'“

mechan1sm of adJustment to_, 11fe cxfle' stages /ofﬁ-h~

ret1rement and w1dowhood some 1nterest1ng anoma11es appe:r A

. Spec1f1cably, wh11e some k1nds of fr1endsh1p (altruﬁst ;”
'”f may 1ndeed a1d the 1nd1v1dual 1n negot1at1ng the role and\
status 1oss of th1s per1od 1t ext:;ggly (doubtfu] that ‘\\

1

| ego1st1c o?~explo1tat1ve frlendshlps w
B RTINS T AR EEREY S

d ai

f very much at

:;h;§§§;}{'



ﬂ:f‘aJ] in th1s process Rather, an e901sttc or ‘an exp]o1tat1vepf,"

”‘f_both opportun1t1es and constratnts for fr1endsh:p format1on{ff

hf'h1t fol]ows from the model

"vstages f Th1s scenarlo «re emphas1zes the very great dangerv?.

e 4_ o e
.y_there is 1n v1ew1ng fr1endsh1p j-ex1st1ng only as a

!

‘t'r1endsh1p must 1n fact h1nder the\adqustment potent1a1 ofﬂh:f'f,”
qh'the 1nd1v1dua1‘ by "1ntroduc1ng mot1ves that ‘prec]ude byjrh”77'

def1n1t1on the healthy and successful negot1at1on of these‘fﬂcngf

»

) ‘pos1t1ve : and benef1c1a1 socta] relatwonsmp of one %1nd orvf -

ht.form That 1t can also be destructtve 1n 1ts forms and 'J,s::ef'

Coay

_f;contenf must also be. cons1dered

Turn1ng then to the 1ssue of the 11fe cyc]e creattng:'

:‘1:¥;that . qf 1'on¢ ‘assumes that 1mult1p]e fohms Oftp-:ﬁ B
"hﬁfr1endsh1p are pOSSlb]e at almost any- stage ;t;;_the;f
‘;;I1Fe cycle g1ven the 1nd1v1dua] ; fr1endsh1p value'ﬁ7}zﬁé
.2,"that_;hﬁtheh.,l1fe:f~cyC4e* 1t§e]f . creates bbtﬁjfjf{*f
fFOpportun1t1es -:andfd constpa1nts 7/fohf fr1endsh1p7ffhfﬁif
1hformatron in the ftrst place (then) t
Li}?t"th . 11t§ f cycle must: .vpresent | d#g:erent1al‘e‘ﬂ

7hopportun1t1es and constra1nts for the express1on of:
B : N :
‘ fr1endsh1p 5. mu]ttple forms E -?H'

'..In other words,‘ some stages of the 11fe gycle may g1ven”a'7

)

_th1s reason1ng, ‘be more or- }ess pronez to- one K1n‘ of

‘ :fr1endsh1p : re]at1onsh1p A (a]tru1st1c, 'f egotst1c.; ijh

“:fgexplo1tat1ve) as opposed to another' The quest1on is then at}-'""“

'tfwhat ‘. stages ‘”of 'th | 11fe Cycle do Opportun1t1es ahaﬁﬁ.”

—




j‘constra1nts functlon to 1nf1uence 1nd1v1dua]s to}perhaps ruﬁf7'.
"Hg;greater r1sks of developrng ﬁamtr1ns1c 4as:h opposed V,toffﬁdbin?
extr1ns1c fr1 ndsh1p value Qr1entatlons and thus one k1nd ofjf;th"_

'ﬁ-fn1endsh1p ajé opposed to 'another Tﬁas quest1on E;isf{ntdvth

'japproached in, two ways f1rst 1n terms otIOpportun1t1es andhij't y
' ‘1ﬂjconstra1nt5afor fr1endsh1ps of any K1nd 1n the 11fe cycle,;i?ﬁ‘:”
pand second w1th 'respect_ to the pr1mary fr1endsh1p typesf;.
'ldeflned by the model 1tse1f o ' S '=TT'®j5;”"

Genera11y,:x't; may be argued that fr1endsh1ps ‘of any!dh #‘d
'”Klnd vary 1n the1r freQUency 5of' occurrence t dIfferentw{#h'

- stages of the 11fe cyc]e accord1ng to both opportun1t1es andppiifta
Vlfldcon%tra1nts prov1ded by the boundar1es of th ]1fe cyc]egaﬂ,:fa
d”tghttse]f That 1s,.for evgzy stage of deve]opment 1n the \1fe’ﬁ:*

"¢y¢1e,¢ there. would appear to, be _both constra1nts _
'"'ﬁfr1endsh1p -4A forms ,of .1nst1tut1onallzed norms andf;;f,ﬁf

yf :pportun1t1es for fr1endsh1p created by these same; norms U

vf!Fob= example,_.wh11e an 1nd1v1dua1 employed fu1l~t1me in anyufff"
fcapac1ty may have more opportun1t1es for fr1endsh1p.y he ow_,
fshe may also flnd the constra1nts of emp]oyment 11m1t1ng to?'

= fpotent1a1 fr1endsh1p assoc1at1ons S1m11ar1y, b thoughft.

7.'f”marr1age sfianﬁ*1nst1tutlon may prov1de more opportun1t1esff:t

‘gfor (comb1ned) fr1endsh1p format1on 1t may also constra1n
. i

’.}feach partner from formnng fr1ends out91de of the int. tﬂ
'{would stand to reason then, that as an 1nd1v1dua1 prdgresses 4
:,ythrough the deve]opmental stages of occupat1on”ﬁ entry.ugp
'“marr1age and perhaps fam1ly format1on, that there are both B
'p;;more opportun:t1es for §f1endsh1pf—at.feast 1n term(/of an ‘

W __“. ',‘




RN )

s hﬁethat place pr1or1ty demands on one s t1me and eh;fgy Thus,,%f;;“

2
5. B A

:jthe negot1at1on o.?;these stages of thé'u

£

:'d1ctate a hwgh'degree of Constra1n4 on potenﬁwa]’fp1endsh1psf{'

. L, ‘:, PR T SRR R ¢ j, : Sy i
aS We] ] w J‘ ,. ' - . « : - ,- ;b.p.D 6'2' .

]funate asﬁb Lev1nson pg1nts out that._'

It s unfo

- ;;ﬂIh 1itera ure' of b1ology.,. ps chology,o'and the .

S 1a1_1y énces - doés not c&hta1n Systemat1c
g;QCOncgbs.on, f the 11fe cycle and 1ts components
.g¢f1qz »

.-', .
PO T

.4..’)“.' o . PRI

;,ﬂast Few‘decades most notab1y BV Freud (1958) dung (1922)
7é&*£r1ksoo ' ﬁ950) Pecky &?9%8 Buhle (1968) Gould (1875)

;V' b l’\ ¥ d
?}nke1 41969) Kolberg #;Q

_ w MR
.f;ﬂfe cycle may o

‘}'NQVerthe1e$s. a number of heur1$t1c ahd usefu] deve]opmenta];:lnfnﬂ

:%perspectrwes 'F the 11fe cycie:have been advanced over the” -

64) and'AtChley (1975) Perhapéyri;'“”

‘afrperspect1ve if the' purposesl of th1si§f,ﬁ*;w

d]scuSs1on eomes from R. C Atch]ey s v1ewsl of the %"11fe};f7*.t“

f"> /course wh1ch def1nes the 11fe cycle as Cons1st1ng of Sevenﬁéﬂj° o
-.,?/ de"e“’pm’”fa‘ Stages . 1crOm E mfancy, chﬂdhood an&i':"‘
S adolescence,; thnough young adulthood m1dd1e age and 1atern: o

% oy

ls-.},;théjpcﬁﬁﬁgfﬁ 1ssues and concerns d1ctated by occupab1ona1
» /

‘;"am1?y,;and econom1c cyclé%?)W1th the except1on of h1s v1ewsr

‘ %x.q

o

Atchley s stages ,Iend’ Ihemse]ves well to a d1scu551on of"'

"L“fr1endsh1p

hhﬁ,matun1tyq to o1d age In\eaeh_stage 'he further 1dent1f1es"” |

Qog qnfancy, where the = 1nfant " at home and comp]ete]y:;}c',rf

“edependent on ofhers for hls or her needs and Awell be1ng,-s‘“



If for example t(l) one\conce1ves of the l1fe cycle,

parallel to Atchley,.

stages ex1st1ng between b1rth and death 1nclud1ng chlldhood?ff;a:‘h
(pre SChOO‘ pr1mary school) adolescence (secondary postfirff“

secondary school) ' eanly adulthood (occupatlonal entry,fgjt
‘ | marrlagev-g fam1ly) j mlddle agulthood - (max1mum careeriify
.'lf1nvolvement) late adulthood (empty | nest) ; old ééniﬁw
(ret1rement) and old age (w1dowhood) and (2) pne deveJOps;'jf
cont1nua Of opportun1t1es -and constra1nts on fr1endsh1pifyﬁ-

format1on?g?iz each of these stages def1ned as h1gh med1um SR

',»ft’

and low ’where (3) opportun1ty for frnendshlp Formatlon:}}SQl:?_aﬁ~

g deflned only 1n terms of the relat1ve s1ze of the ava1ﬂablegjfff

pool of el1g1bles at a. part1cular stage and constrafnt
.<';y

deflned only 31 terms of 'the. sheer' number' of roleﬂ'“'
requ1rements that may be encumbent upon the ;nd1v1dual atﬁ;&;j

that same stage.;flt_; poss1ble to roughly outl1ne thefﬁ%?v

»

gegeral ‘fr1endsh1p potentlal" g1ven by each succe551vetffjf7??

stage of -t ég l1fe cycle Wh1le thls conceptual1zat1onf;5jfﬁ

.

prov1des a’ very 1mprec1se. guesst1mate 'of the 1nflqence Ofa{ﬁ,sﬁ

T~

the l1fe cycle on potentlal fr1endsh1ps rt does allow one togf:

5[ map the contours of the problem (F1gure 12 ) ':u;’ffjg;tszf"
G1ven th1s conceptual1zat1on ﬁhe‘h1ghe§: Opsg}tun1t1esfﬁf

W

as cons1st1ng of seven developmehtq]tys@‘,,‘

for frlendshlp format1on str1ctly in’ terms of numbers of:ig“*

e]lglbles probably occur dur1ng “the adolescent and adultffu

stages of tha l1fe cycle slmply because 1t ls durlng thesegj}?

.HStages ;that \one may be exposed tO the greatest number offﬂéfV'~

A

o contacts S1mvlarly, ch1ldhood‘\ retlrement and w1dowhooddfﬁybﬁﬂ
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"fb;would seem to prOV1de less opportunlty for? fr1endsh1p

:”xiﬁfonmatlon, str1ct

?f[probably : 1owest dur1ng" adolesence.ﬂ_ ret1rement f_ahd;L_f

j{th1s sense | Dn };e/other hand,‘constra1nts upon fr1endsh1p |

's11fe cyc]e it fol]ows th »:b

°57;;w1dowh00d but h1ghest dur1ng adulthood

0

' ‘, 1 sumrnary, : cornbmmg these v1ews xm opportumty and.,,- S

;J;ﬁconstra1nt and fr1endsh1p potent1a1 at each stage of theﬁ{

w'u’i; ch11dhood m1ght beAfdef1ned 'i hav1ng 'ab 1owhff”h’h
: ',bfr1endsh1p potent1al because 1t would appear to be’?i;,b*”

”;lcharacté¥1zed by relatlvely low opportun1ty 'd,h;gsfff

‘;relat1veﬁy hlgh constra1nt

‘ 2,Jﬁadolescente m1ght be def1ned as’ hav1ng _’ highy;;:;vf

VTf fr1endsh1p potent1al s_ﬁif ,isa characterlzed bybfflﬂfff

e
e

| Nﬁ:relat1y§)y h1gh opportun1ty and re]at1ve]y fiowaﬂfbu?s*

o ﬂconStra1nt

PR
\

e ff~§.;fadulthood m1ght be» def1ned as. hav1ng a low;f” ”

4

‘ remains h1gh constraTnts are h1gh as we]]
i

“b-4””;"et‘rement m1ght be de£1ned hav1ng a mediuﬁ S

:{'fr1endsh1p potent1a1 because constra1nts _ane lessfg-’

ﬂfthan {ihsh adulthood ﬁ-but ;th;?3fhe other' handfh}s

~_opportumt1es are also 1ess. and ‘

__55.j1w1dowhood mlght be def1ned as hav1ng a med1um to 1ow_§hjﬂ =

fr1endsh1p potent1a1 because even though constra1ntsrg

'are”]ow opportun1t1es are pro

”vdk the1r lowest |

in: terms f role requ1rements.-fanef*_,*jk;

’~fr1eQbsh1p potent1al because ,though opportun1ty?:;ﬁh”*



If th1s ."Z v;t somewhat accurate;j‘l

"foithen oné m1ght sugdgst that fr1endsh1p potent1a] 1n the ]‘fe?bfv:::d
“';*fcycﬂe is greatest dur1né what mlght be called the pre- andstfi;tbﬁ
o PsPOSt adu]t stages in our’ SOC‘ety In the preradult stage forrgytz 4
hﬁug;hexample.qv (adult belﬁ% def1ned prtmar1]y by fu]] t1mefibgtg'ﬂ
.'osgpartlcxpat1on 1n the workgforce) adolescents who 'are St“‘fhﬂﬁjf<ﬁ

2 fﬁenrolled ?fin5; secondary ‘and DOSt secondary educat1onalﬁjwffgf=

[l

7j:1nst1tut1o£s are 1n a sense den1ed "fu]l".'adult status

students

wh1ch 1s both a‘blus and a m1nus w1th "espect to:”;,-x"

"ntlthe 11fe cyc]e That 1s they are Jot'"adult"fwh1ch may meann%ulf'n

ffthey resent th1s 1n between per1o of f1nanc1a1 dependence:

'thut on the other hand they may develop a substant1a1 esg1r1t”!fﬁzf%

'7Jde\gg£g_ because they are not eXpected to be "adult"’e1ther

in that they are. somewhat less encumbered :w1th th forma]°ﬂ$"*‘i

'dltbtrequ’"ements_ Offéﬁ\assoc1ated w1th full adu]t statds Thus.-p};f‘df

\":-;1n a sense,,they may be more free and Iess constra1ned

Ajpursue fr1endsh1p relatlonsh1ps o 51mp1y put less{~fp-'7”

'_,,5¥uregular1zed formal respons1ggq1tTes may create the ttme i R

ﬁ%tftﬂidevelop fr1endsh1ps 'of any K1nd prov1ded of course, thatif”f

.:f opportun1ty 1s present

The post adult stages of ret1rement and widowhood aref

Rl

nt?tW1d°Wh°°d 1nVO]Veir‘ole and status changes respectwvely,ﬂttggf“*f'

"tu_amay 1essen the formal constra1nts on the 1nd1v1dua] and thusgf;fgfﬁ

.‘5.allow h1m or her to pursue fr1endsh1ps that .may have/ notyhsvw:g

;zf.more d1ﬁf1cu t;to assess 1n th1s way severa1 pespects s
T

f}ffHowever,[‘ 'case m1ght be made that s1nce ret1rement and?ﬁif‘”z

I

:i;been- P0851b4¢ before Yetﬂ;at the same t1me because

"".-"’9" S RN \ —-\ o . v oo

: Jﬁ}ﬂl;;.‘ S
N



R, g e g2

”56550rfun{tiés are lessened due to the 1o$s of the work role?yifﬁ.”*
and the status of husband or . W1fe,r fr1endsh1ps 'may becomet?y':“”
"t, more problemat1c and d1ff1cu1t In‘a very general sense whatl;'
th1s conceptual1zat1on shows 1s that theﬁ 11fe CYC]e can:Vuf”:*
potent1a11y have some very real effects on the format1on ofdfn‘t
any k1nd of fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1p s1mp1y by v1rtue of thlxplf

t' opportun1t1es and constra1nt\\¥hatﬁ1t affords to fr1endsh1p R
ok Return1ng then to the bas1c quest1on in. terms of ‘%he:ftkr
"app11cat1on of the -fr1endsh1p model namelv the degree to:”éffb?
wh1ch certa1n stages of th 11fe cycle ,m1ght be more{ufnt"
suscept1b1e to one spec1f1c k1nd of fr1endsh1p as opposed totf’&f‘_f
.f’another severa] suggest1ons may be ’advanced pr1or tof

exam1n1ng each stage 1ndependently 1n th1s regard F1rst tffi-”"

is: suggested that w1th the except1on of the\very young '”115L;jf;5~

‘t‘ four' pr1mary types of fr1endsh1p and the1r subtypes ape< S

p0551ble at almost every stage of the 11fe cyc]e Second

'Jiq the pre~” and post adu]t .stages probably hold the mostffjnh—w

"\tf only are opportun1t1esf potenttally hlgheP and constra1ntstfgﬁfgﬁ§

‘ prom1se for the development of altru1st1c fr1endsh1ps as notTfff

potentlally lower dur1ng these stages but there . also fafj‘ffﬁff
greater chance' that the 1nd1v1duals 1nvolved w111 developigjf

1ntr1ns1c frrendsh1p value or1entat1ons because there may bej}"

less potent1a1 'extr1ns1c mot1ves poss1b1e' at these sameifﬁ:ft;7

; ‘stagesvahTrd ‘adult fr1endsh1ps may run the h1ghest rﬁsk of?"ff::f
ttaKing ego1st1c and/or exp]o1tat1ve forms becaUse extr1ns1c

| mot1ves seem t02_1mp1nge moreg d1rect1y upon aduithood

concerns than upon any other stage of the huTan 11fe cyc]e




T U

7 Each of the
: O ’,:S’g{&%

Jffgrounded"’.

fﬁj;; the 11fe cycle and th1s is the ta’k to f0110W~

a0 ﬂthough ch1]dhood fr1endsh1ps 7fﬁ§9];+b:. frequent

"t3”1ntense and memorable for many reasons they wpuld appear toa;

se suggest1ons der1ves from the parameters of thefh:~yfv
: @el though they have yet to be' d1scu55ed PR

]h,shown as relevant in each spec1f1c stage Offf:?'-ﬁ

":}fbe constra1ned 1n the1r format1on and express1oh by host:ffw""

H'u?ﬁfof var1ables that generate from a p]ura11ty of deve]opmental:*"'

";tperspect1ves concern1ng b1olog1ca1 psycho]og1ca] T:ahd_ﬁ..f'-

':;;soc1a1 thresholds that must be atta1ned before afohwld"'

S\
jdthoughts and act10ns may be cons1dered tq.be self d1rected

Hf}vo]untary,_ and soc1a]1y aware Indeed the quest1on of a;iﬁ;"ﬁ

‘:_*;ch11d's cap301ty to make fr1ends 'of any klnd is. a matterfh

'rtt;of debate -glven the number of perspect1ves on developmenﬂ{*ﬁthf

f;g1ven by Freud (1958) DurKhe1m (1961 1965) P1aget (1965)‘5{1;f;5

”‘and Ko]berg (1964) for examp]e Neverthe1ess,;that ch11dre‘"\

:ﬂdef1n1t1ons 1s a soc1a1 fact and Tt 1s the qual1ty of these-

tindo make and haVe (—$r1ends by thelr own orv by other s fﬂf?f?‘

v'hffr1endsh1ps that 1s at 155ue from 'the standpo1nt_ Pf it 3‘;3r2ﬁ"

.ftuﬁﬂfmodel Generaliy,';

the

P, .
. RS PR
. R

s B S P S

‘-;the 10wer opportumt’s Ii terms e;f.";,‘;;:‘,_;'
'eXPOSUPe to a f1eld[of e]1gwb1es and the h1gh constra1nts 1nﬁtfm~mi
| P.superv1s1on and concern may comb1ne tofjff"ff

specaf1cj:f“°1m



S (YR
Spec1ftca]ly.,the suggest1on 1s that fo]low1ng Plaget
':’(1965) young ch11dren S' frlendshlps re and 'must be-
fftcons1dered to be pr1mar1ly of the ego1st1c forms : types.t

i .‘largely because ch1ldren for the most part lack the'"othertft

‘”consc1ousness ,;toifin' effect be i a]tru1st1c ;Off< tru]y

| "[ man1pulat1ve Tin' a exp]o1tat1ve sense - Th1s qual1ty of

ubconsc1pusness 1s restr1ct1ve of a]tru1stlc fr1endsh1pv'1n ,ﬁif

Ay -

t’part‘CU]ar ----- because 7tﬁ_} ab111ty to form' thls; type of |
f_na55001af10n ls dependent on the ab111ty to PeSpond"toﬁtf

'b-valtru1sm Jor: altru1st1c behav1or on’ the part of others and
“:Ebeyond certa1n 11m1fs ch11dren may not have' th1s, ab111ty
ffThusJ chlldren taKe themselves and the1r 1mmed1ate perce1ved
*tneeds most ser1ously and the socwa] world ex1sts ’fdr?fthef"
t\ftmost part on]y to meet and fu1f111 these needs Thts is not _
':fto say that chlldren cannot and do not have c]ose- frlends,:t_”
f’bﬁtt 1s rather to suggest that the mot1vat1ons an thetmatdetf;n

].or1entat1ons of ch11dren'~aré centered more 'around hé"_hf_m_*

'}1mmedracy of grat1f1cat1ons than Jhey are 1n the often

‘deferred 1nvestments -of a]tru1sm and a]tru1st1o fr1endsh1ps

.C)};‘Ch11dren st lack of ab1l1ty to develop 1ntr1ns1c fr1endsh1p

e a1ue or1entat10ns is not 1nher '?them as ch11dren, but

-due to cogmtwe and exper&e -al thresho,lds wh1ch“haQ/ei L

not yet been atta1ned or reached Which s1Mp1y another :tﬁ ;*t

i7way of say1ng that the capac1ty to make and’ma1nta1n DRI
: A » .0;74!"51
ofr1endsh1ps 1s both learned and relearned and s nob

\prew1red predeterm1ned propens1ty AR “§3> .’~*&‘ SOl .;j;f?



U?TAsf-w1th most ‘aspects of human behav1or there are

ts;except1ons to the ru1e, however,vthe key to understand1ngf9v171:

'4{'ch11dren s fr1endsh1ps from the standp01nt of the model canif‘”.

'?fin part be further9understood 1n the sense that there wou]didﬁ"”h;“

Y ¥

'7iappear to be ﬂess uncerta1nty over the va]ue orlentatnons,f;fv‘m

-cthat cht]dren carny 1nto the1r fr1endsh1ps than35;'

ﬁ

; the case in other stages of the 11fe cyc]e That'ff

'dig;'a certa1n;'1nndEence gand latant honesty o

perhaps;f_utfg_
there- g

pred1ctab111ty of tme ego1st1c fr1endsh1p cho1ces made by”

»‘ some ch11dren and thts \s 1n a pecu11ar sense comfort1ng On»-"'

the other hand what %s perhaps less _comfort1ng 1s thei"'"d"4
o poss1b111ty that ego1st1c cho1ces may cont1nue to be made attf :

1ater stages of the I1fe cycle where 1t may be seen asft;it3f

. exp]o1tat1ve fr1endsh1p value os1entat1on

*Hh v'?alu'“-w» ":Q"_‘ n‘g&j :5 .
B AdoIescence Q‘ ﬁ““‘ E

; ' .
“-ﬁ- Adolescence w1th generdﬂ1y[

/lower constra1nts oh fr1endsh1p.F i on presents perhapsfjr‘;"

"5%/" the greatest hopes for: and challe;3

- bond Adolescence is t1me of gr "‘.tertalnt1es in angfff"

. 4nd1v1dua1 and a soc1a1 sense 1nd1v1 Ul

of personal1ty test1ng (Buhler, 1968)

per1od of more or less stressfu] exper1ments w1th ru]es,hfg~ﬂsd
-roles,. and ,relat1onsh1ps (Er1kson, 1950) Fr1endsh1p is anfj}g;ﬁ.

1mportant facet of these exper1ments As a result _Of@fthéf .

"-ma1adapt1ve and 1n fact harmfu] to 1nd1V1duals who have thejf-.‘

' m1sfortune to come 1nto contact w1th adu]t w1th anf‘

t1t 1s‘a pertodffffr;ﬂ'

socia]ly 1t dé;;*”




SR IR

S qtresg“ and uncerta1nty of ?thté DeFTOd Of deve]OPment

’f;have not yet been 1dtnpd ed to orlf;

‘1 ' PN B
adolescents haVe_,1n a sense perhaps less to loose and mores' :

'tto ga1n in a fr1endsh1 ‘relat1onsh1p largely becaUSe they:fdiﬁ‘¢

some cases 1mpr1sonedt;

eby, the cert1tudes aqp the role requlr'“

';hts”_* of _the. adult_.-'_i_-',‘

wor 1d". The uncertarnt1es here def1ne adolescent 1endsh1p77'”

cho1ces as PPobldmat1c qn some 'respects but they'Ta]SQ”r

represent ar &dapt1ve challenge

The challenges of adaptat1on that adolescents face insﬂfﬁ”QﬂJ

..tthe1r fr1endsh1ps may be seen to emerge pr1mar1Ty¢from two.ii”.yf

: nareas'.' | ' .
| _r1.dtfrom itth 1mpact of peer eyatuatjons jéfu_fhgif__

‘fr1endsh1p cho1ces' and of their'-behav1or:fmlthtnn:f:
rirthose un1ts (and) | o ' .h ‘“. |

2. from self evaluat1ons “or 'laCK thereof Qf thejr
| assoc1at1onal heeds and comm1tments ' |

The f1rst po1nt der1vés from the atmosphere of publ1c

'vscrut1ny that 1nformally sets boundarles and controls on.*ne.?

fv <

”.'behav1ors of fr1ends ‘and wh1ch also forms the bas1s_}of he

age status ‘system and vof the status gradtng that furtherv
g determ1n s boundar1es of el1g1b1l1ty In these respects onen
would expect "thef'close vscruttny and potent1al censure of
:others to produce a dasc1pl1ne toward altru1sm 1n adolescentf
’_fr1endsh1ps and 1t is h1ghly probable that fﬁ)s w1ll 1n fact
occur %t least some oF the t1me The source of altru1sm .ile

"hOWever in this case 1mposed by the collect1ve consc1ence,_

as Dutkhe1m (1964) m1ght have suggested and_therefore_rs 1n}k.‘ffl
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.,;stta sense not freety chosen Thus'”adéﬁescent fr1endsh1ps tha oL

'fﬁﬁfo]low Vth1s pattern are on*&‘altru1st1c by defau}

':«7h;by dgb1gn and are therefgg notf altru1st1c¢3mh the sense

_frlendshlps b f;mes more clear]y ev1dent That ts; s1nce j: .

'"‘ﬂjadolescenclei"

ed1ctated by the frle sh1p mode]

Nl

”and not

g 4’ e

e
T

It 1s in the ,second sense o#‘ se]f evaluat1on tand“--'

b

developmental per1od where 1ssues of

- t

oo

s;;perce1ved : needs j that the“ uncerta1nty of altru1st1c

| r1dent1ty and”1dent1ty roles are seldom reso]ved completely,t

Vfwell Th1s would be: espec1a11y true for those 1nd1v1dualsﬂ,”tf3s

-

wﬂ’the bases upon whlch fr1endsh1ps are negot1ated are 11ke1y
‘tr to be 1n a state of flux.tasi we]] and where uncerta1nty

Vdfex1sts 1n these areas ego1st1c and explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1ps

t»

- 1nfﬁuenceé?to a 1esser degree by the co]lect1ve consc1ence

"“fare not on]y rendered more pOSSIble but more probable sA

. = )

"fln_ﬂ summary,.. although .;adolescent fr1endsh1ps.,_neh.-n'-‘

‘:‘hat subJect to tak1ng ego1st1c and explo1tat1ve formsfﬂ"

-”be auser »ot _ the tentat1ve ‘nature -of this per1od of;vf_;ﬁ”

'd:tentatTVe and uncerta1n soc1al propert1es of th1s tlme of'jjnﬁfV

”ZV;f_udeveIOpment (that g1ves- r1se to ‘a greater fvar1ety of';}f;u
*f[posss1b1e value or]entat1ons occurr1ng 1n comb1nat1on) they’*' S

must, a]so be seen. tO have great altru1st1c potent1al Thts'“vfzww

pﬂte”t1a"idméy'fzreal1ze 1tse1f 1argely because of the;f

LA P :

: &%t soc1ety seem1ngly "freer from the so¢1a1 and structuraff”
SR iy
'fconstratnts,thatvby»_def1n1t1on‘ 1nh1b1t thel emergencefaof

"’b;11fe wh1ch wh1le constra1n1ng in .some senses Care also

- ”-freedom pPOdUC‘nQ in other senses Adolescents are th1slj"':
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S "I-{' : 'ilu

r:a]tru1st1c fr1endshfps thaﬁ perhaps any olhér age, group *inlft'

':a IM&

'.:ffth 11fe CYcle w1th the osstble' excépt1on of those.”'li"
1nd1v1dua1é an the ret1remqn¥'and w1dowhood 'stages Thus, 3

“thef uncerta1nt1es and' therefore the rlsks and treedoms of

i n

B th1s per1od'mayamake for;some 'of the strongest and 'most,'
’;fv1ab)e fr1endsh1ps of a l1fet1me but whether or th*ngy are;.
#}altru1st1c, ego1st1c ‘or exp101tat1ve 1n the1r naturé“hs fortg.

:pthe most part dependent on the fr1endsh1p vaJue omlentat1onej

R
v

'tff}ﬂthey possess

"aC Early Adu1thood _'" SR ;i :{ftwﬂ;grtfkj‘f]‘

-'qua11ty of 1nst1tut1ona1 comm1tments made by - 1nd1v1duals to.

‘caree :

Zand fam11y 11fe conce1ved For those young _adu]ts

9”who have chosen to marry.ear]ye’

*Mthﬂearly twent1es, a seraes of dllemmas present themse]ves w1th’

respect to fr1endsh1p Among these d11emmas _there ‘are.

p0551b1y two that bear d1rect relevance to thls d1scusslogft
B O the poss1b111ty and probab111ty of def1n1ng

‘other as frlends as’. well s vloversv andﬁ marr1age,§.

s

partners (and)

2. 'the 4

ma1nta1n aq_/wh1ch to drop SRR

With respect to the first dilemia, —though 3t is

..fash1onab1e today for.husbands and wives;to:publically pay'

Probably the most s1gn1f1cant 1ssues 1n ear]y ggulthoodff
':mlendshnps that tend tQ_constraLn,and 1nterfere w1th tHe1r E

'development 1nto aItru st1c forms stem from the k1nd d,e

.say in the1r late teens or_

ch’ |

1ssue of wh1ch premar1ta1 vfriendships - toh;"
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IR . . "‘r .; ‘ . R . . . . . . ..: .,
:;1ﬁp -servtce to the qua11ty of the1r spéusal fr1endshfpsi_*

i'and 1t 1s also fash1onab1e 1n SOme c1rc1es to drop h15

‘*‘the emanc1pat1on and red1v1s1on of the d1v1s1on of labor 1nda
7:the performance of nupt1a1 dut1es 'the' status vchange thattrt
| comes w1th the marr1age ceremony funct1ona]1y e11m1nates thefy'
‘".r_poss1b111ty of c]ose fr1endsh1p 1etff alone altru1st1c;}h
fr1endsh1p for  the coup]e h’"You are my w1fe/husbandr -
*:therefore by def1n1t1on you are both my 1over _and myaja

ffr1end . It is taken for gran¢ed and that is the folly of‘fﬁ

ffr1endsh1p in marr1age >\ .

{ What <1s 1mp11ed here 13\that marr1age st1]] represen%siai
s ha highly ‘structuned set of expectat1ons wh1ch whetherd.

'ﬂrecogn1zedt,by ttheu coup]e or not may often 1nterfere w1thf<f

'h~the K‘nd and qual1ty of se]f d1sc1osure necessary to' an'f

'a]tru1st1c fr1endsh1p wh1ch 1s cont1ngent on]y on 1tse1f for* .
’1ts cont1nuance and its ma1ntenance What may oftent}happen L
‘in early adulthood marrlage% is that after the 1dea11zat1on'
ijof the spouse has worn of f and the more rout1n1zed aspectsvﬁ\

ot‘ da11y 11v1ng» set in, the bas1s upon wh1ch the nupt1a]f?

'fr1e§dh1p s negot1ated changes as well. That 'is, over .

"_per1

do1ng more or less 5?, the1r ‘share” and the_,other.ZSjmply?"
g accept1ng tt as” normal" or perhaﬁ% tnansitory:and nott;:“

really worth mak1ng a fuss about ! The d1ff1cu1ty here maytit
J,be that the foca] po1nt has changed to where one isa fr1endv-

f'now for what they do or do not do 1nstead of for what theyt'

vcontr1buteﬂto\§he spousal" fr1endsh1p 1tse1f | :
A L CE co

-« -7

. W X7 T,

ts of;ﬂ“

of t1me. it may become é&p]o1tat1ve w1th one spousejﬁ.
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There 1s another sense 1n wh1ch spouses may not be ahlét

‘*“ﬁhd the g"oom Th1s new fam11y 1s also a new econom1C' unitti

",.

'”Tto consgden each oqher as true (altrurst1c) fr1ends and this;”

..resu1ts fnf»a new and reorgan1zed famlly un1t for the br1dexn,

' may ar1se_ aga1nb from the 1nstrum&nta11t1es 1ncumbentfqepﬁe -

o them m theu‘ new status husband and ‘fe Marmage“‘v._ o

{'w1th assets and 11ab111t1es prinr.*‘ tne marr1age and sinde o

'fjthe SO .-Val of Thls un1t 1s dependent on the cooperat1on of“

-’

each spouse 1n th1s area conf11cts w11] 1ney1tab]y‘ar1se7‘t{j

"The dangeP here from the standpo1nt of fr1endship:~55"thatj‘e

5enough,‘ may a]ienate and lnsulate the’vfr1endsh1p -fromﬁ'if

'ftuthese conF11cts. }jf they are” both frequent and 1ntense

:’»qunthér deve]opment and growth In short ‘the. fr1endsh1p at;_.p

[-i;best may ‘be put On ho]d"‘and at wonst may deter1orate 1ntohgt:

Tah;,ego1st)c ymb1os1s w1th each we1gh1ng each other stgh

“":ContP1but‘0n to the marP1age w1th an eye to a def1c1t

Thusv’ WTth reSpect to. the f1rst d11emma,.though one .;i

cannot ru‘e out the poss1plj1ty of altru1st1c fr1endsh1p»

‘ow dUe_ftbd the 1nst1tut1ona]1zat1on of th Yove.s;@

R

"1{between hUsband and W1fe 1n early adulthood-4ts probab111ty*iff

f.{$]3t1on$h1p,: rout1n1zataon_tt the d1v1s1on of ]abor andf”w

ot

»

hhcollect1ve]y 1nh1b1t the deve}gpment of 1ntr1n51c fr1endsh1p;

*.,commun1cat1on and 1mba1ance=‘;fh?7the'vScales Of econom1cf§f\

PErh.contribut‘Qn.«to the.gsurv1val Cof the'un1t ThéSe factorsf*“;

"valu& or1§ntat1ons on the partsxof husband and w1fe beca'“;¢7“

f:;ithey super1mDOSe dutles and.oU11gat1ons”that relate mo e o ;é'“
AV . ‘:
: »3¢the soc1a1 contract df the1r assoc1atton than to the qda]1ty I
- - S o » R e
C . T R '{ N 'h,_v.,i,l'g'.;:'



= 'af_“ihéf assoc1at1on '1tse1f | The result mange that though_v_

husband an? w1fe may - ,rec1proca11y deflne \each ‘other 3as_'

fr1ends,‘ that fr1endsh1p 'ts 51jketyfto'beaﬁ%ploltatlve or’ff’

~ ego1st1c in, 1ts nature

~q v

ﬁij; Another —d1lemma wh1ch new]y marrled coﬂbkesyoften faceygyf

1s wh1ch fr1endsh1ps to Keep Each spouse 1n th1s 1s T1Ke1yhf‘

to have a: varlety of both short and Tong term "fr1endsh1p

;y1assoc1at1ons as part of the1r deveTopmentaT h1st r1es 'ThetTEf

Tobv1ous problem :1s f1rst one oF def1n1t1on
Zv ﬁ

' at 1s. pr1or1‘“

?Tto the marr1age,,and accord1ng To the model,,each 1nd1v1dual*'?

';ﬂw1TT have def1ned the1r fr1endships accord1ng‘to the1r ownfs73

LA

~-*ff'may serom be the actual case 1t tends to: caﬁl up and

i+

, mphas1ze any value d1vergences that thé GOUpTe may have as“"': :

g:ff;55greflected 1n the1r 1ndependent ch010es of ﬁrt nds Further.ffhﬁ

.fupn1que vaTue or1entat1ons The d1ff1cu1ty aPTses thatV yourt{aﬁ

ftffr1ends become my fr1ends by ruTe of marr1age Though th1sn;;f

| fthe probTem 1s that pr1or to marr1age, 1ndjv1duals may not7~35

“”};jhave eveﬁ‘quest1oned the choices or, more spec1f1ca11y, .the”ff:

ejfvaTue or1entat1ons that formed the bas1s of the1r fr1endsh1pffﬁ?

-fchho1ces L':_» ;gj‘j 7 “-f'”u:f_ff~¢;= g'f"""y‘fg“

lf; The vaTue dlvergence thus ev1den _ at\ the po1nt offiff

e

*ifjffmarr1age may br1ng aboﬂt one of the. f1rft S gelf _consc1ousfl$“

"ffrea11zat1ons thaf F‘rendsh1ps of many §1nds exist and thati?»:

v o v

o ;;'perhaps not aTl of them have been made for the most noble of“ﬁf“
BTN < - a.
tﬁl.ﬁ’ ol *vdust how 'the coup]e deaTs wwth this 1ssue 1s notw”ﬂf

Qﬁ'ul ‘;clear“tn the 11terature,athough trad1t10nal]y the l1nf1uence

patrlarchy (R1chmond Abbott_" ‘1983) has been -




lpredom1nant From the standpo1nt of the model this‘dttemmaff,ﬁ
;57' 1s of magor s1gn1f1cance because shou]d one”or both spouseshﬁ"
o d1scover that the1r husband’“' and/or nxfe s fr1endsh1pf {h
ch01ces have been or are purely and contrasttngly egOISt1cif
’;o explo1tat1ve not on]y has a battleground been set overh
fr:endshlp choqces but perhaps more 1mportant1y '9farf as’
"theﬂ coup]e is concerned . the perce1ved bas1c valueidﬂh
d1fferené@§ﬂ§n/threaten the. stab111ty of the early adultfhnh
' marr1age or eventuate a ser1es of d1ff1cu1t adJustments o
y'_ Clearly, the expectat1ons and demands of marr1age astanf:
1nst1tut1oh .have ; profound 3 effects'{ on“"earTy“*‘aduTt“mJ”
',a.fr1endsh1ps Most of these effects have been shown to be
'1s'negat1ve . from vthe standpo1nt of th p0551b111ty ofg;f;
o }. deve10p1ng a]tru1silc fr1endsh1ps at th1s stage of the ]1feﬁjh}
.‘d cyc]e,, Therc R are,; howevgr perhaps four cho1ces or;f t
h-u:f alternat1ves that young adu]ts/—may have to some of the[;f
| trad1t1ona1 barr1ers to a]tru1st1c fmendsmp 1mp11ed by<(v
":,1nst1tut1on of marr1age The f1rst of these a]ternat1vesg;
concerns what m1ght be referred to as the dec1s1on to rema1nf237
s1ngle at least dur1ng the young adult -stage ‘of'“th 11fe;td
%;g;hf«vcyele Wh1le th1s opt1on may or may not be taken as a: resu1t@fnﬁ
| of a consc1ous dec1s1on on the part of thev»1nd1v1dual .
quest1on the very fact that 1t ex1sts and pers1sts today astyhf
a. v1ab]e and 1m many 1ya¥s attract1ve 11fe sty]e (Ste1n

1975 ', 1983) presents f sqmg 1n¢erest1ng and d1fferent<ﬁ
p0551b111tres as far as fr1endshrp 1s concerned ! ;'77:;r“fﬂ'



‘nw1th less 1nterference. and to engage 1n a u|der vartetyaof

"0 f the mar1ta1 bond—1t would seem. thPt these young adu]ts

"have gPeater oppdttun1t1es and 1ess cbnstra1nts_ by wayk of |

"H

L

»

.F S

o‘js1ngleﬁood _as wa, v1ab1e l1festy1e: the probab111t1es‘ of

_i“however from fthl.‘standpo1nt of the mode1 1s that though

ti

gﬂ;pursue a1tru1st1c fr1endsh1ps but at the same t1me theyware}ijf

L(Durkhe1m, tAQS?) exnsts with

73develop1ng altru1st1c fr1endsh1ps are 1ndeed h1gher than for

4
A

L]

NS pe

uuuuuu

DR _:,4’

f

™,

”fh”yd1ncrea51ngly vulnerable tif} egotst1c 'Jandjw?ﬁ""”‘

<

. ] 2
E freer‘to both def1ne the1r fr1endsh1ps 1n the1r own terms,g

gihere may be more opportun1t1es' and 1es9 ' constra1nts'

&

Unencumbered by the real 1mag1ned orfperce1ved 11m1ts m

f]formal ro]e requ1rements operat1ng on them and are therefore "E;'

Vfboth same and oppos1te sex fr1endsh1p relationsh1ps To the ffﬁ

-Tdegree and extent to whtch young adu]ts co11ect1vé1y choose ;.*
;fthose caught early 1n the matr1mon1a1 web The problem here,fsif

operat1ng 'on the“b1ng]e person s frlendsh1p QhQJCES 1nh}?a
general at least compared to t;ose who';are, marrted theh.f;
gua11ty of these cho1ces :tsftst1]l 1n questton That ls{i

‘sifice. ne1thep fPTGndghip ]3 s1nglehood re’ -asw yetﬁLf,

_damb1g§1ty ex1sts conbern1ng appropr1ate behav1ors thesebtj?
:ftwo _areas In other words, a certa1n amount of normlessnessﬁitj
respect to 's1ng1e :-adult;wjﬁ
;ffr1end5h1ps both of‘ the same sex and cross sex vartetles ftﬁh
ﬂWhat thts means 1s that to a great extent ) 1nd1v1duals ‘eilgi
Q;free Itq?;] 1ndulge , themselves 1n the1r fr1endsh1pé?ff

”“*f;re1at1onsh1ps Thus, young aduTts may be free 1n ax.ense ﬁtwf” :
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e A e e =
"fsﬁnwendsh1p forms (1) “sincé'?there";gfé “and

”.balances to the1r value or1entat1ons and”(ZT&é1nce'therexare-d~

.'_s1ng1e fr1ends ~7§¢~fl"'t;f“;*¥’“r“
_DOt&/nhaI for. rnakmg ‘and mamtammg "‘0“'3 a”/“’“"f“c type

'gfpresence of 1nst1tut1ona] requ1rements but rathe_

‘”'ﬂearly marr1age Th1s prOmee and advantage occurs “in

,”::'area of cont1hu1ty ffp'nf'

“;j(Goode, _1964) between ‘husband and w1fe 1nterrupts 'thef'f}
EROHRETY A
y[whether they

"'muoh ;‘1onger Though th1s | 1nterrupt10n 1;:isjj an

'ﬁfdepend1ng somewhat on the1r mar1ta] staius relat1ve to fthefffd

: \

-

o LR

/Though young s1ngle adu1 wou]d appear to. have a greatﬂ‘j

t

(LY

the1r absence There 1b‘ however : another sensef

,,,,,, W » R s ‘_.

Very ofteh \gn early marr1a“; the exc1u51ve nature bf

*

‘th 1ove relat1onsh1p ‘(Parsons,f;1951) (Slater 1963)

.4 I .

"-t.cont1nu1ty of frﬂendsh1p assoc1ab1on7 made on. e1ther ;part

o

: . -».‘l L
jnature. at ]east for a sma]l per1od of t1me and often ﬁpr.‘

-

" -

'few 1nst1tut1ona11zed norms governlng the1r;3behav1ors¢ as

IF?_fr1endsh1ps than those who dec1de to marry ear]y, they must;r%:
jfalso be" - seen to run a, h1gh r1sk of develop:\g ego1st1o andfif

"vf‘explo1tat1ve asssoc1at1ons not th1§ t1me beca‘se of the‘.

: because“ofAvt

in which .
“young s1ngle adu]t frﬁendsh1ps hold great prom selfor thefﬂ‘

,:afdfuturé and have some dlst1nct advantages over fr1endsh1ps{4n-

heif"

altru1st1c ego1st1c “or. expto1tat1ve 1n_f«
';‘1nst1 tut1ona11zed \‘aspect \ of the honeymoon ,pemod that";"'
i.f}ffr1ends both expect and understand by vary1ng degrees,fai~

'iffTCOUple and the1r degree of comm1tment to tHe 1nd1v1duals B

h'f1nvolved many of these fr1endsh1ps do nct surv1ve the_ny



“7marr1age\\Jhe 1mpl1cat1on here 1s that the couple w111‘

"*new fr1ends ‘as ;a couple after the honeymoon per1od Th1s

*fe coupled w1th the poss1b1l1ty that frlendsh1ps made pr1or t ”;“

"rﬂj‘the marr1age espec1ally cross sex ones though occas1onally

| same sex fr1ends as well ;'are perce11pd by one or both
.spouses as . potent1a11y threaten1ng thus suggest1n8 that many @uj
".fr1endsh¢ps\h1th great prom1se are 1ost to itheh 1nd1v1dua1

- conce1vab1y forever Thls may not be a tragedy at all 1f

ma e,._, .

. these, fr1endsh1ps were tﬂ actual fact - egorst1c OVF%:‘

:gﬁexplo1tat1ve in nature but ‘1f they were altru1st1c or as

‘f':1mportantly had the capac1ty to become _a]truxst1c 'then a_fﬁf

”"737 s1gn1f1cant fcont1nu1ty is broken and the ]oss 1s‘great both

;”to soc1ety and the 1nd1v1dua]s 1n quest1on The prom1se ’ndﬂ:f

“;the advantage of s1ng1ehood shou]d be obv1ous at th1s po1nt

"f?falf s1ng]e, the young adult need not w1tness ,a potent1allyvg3f

fﬁfterm1na] break ;1' the cont1nu1ty of hls/her fr1endsh1pfﬂff

'fre]at1onsh1ps at least as far as 1t is due to marr1age ;andff;f

cf:atherefore belng s1ngle prov1des f ' the d1mehs1ons of

‘“Aiﬁjdevelopmenﬂ,and cont1nu1ty 1n friendsh1p wh1ch may 1t._be”¥:?

fl'nposs1ble for those who choose marr1age

s ’ And@her a1ternat1ve that seem1ngly could enhance the=z"‘
7fdevelopment of altrulst1c fr1endsh1ps 1n young adulthood asffg
'f:a l1?e qycle stage the decls1on to rema1n ch11dlessq¥f;

fft;(Veevers, 1980) Whiﬂe*‘tﬁg§~ dec1s1on may be thrust upon{:i}

ch01ce whatsoeVer duég?¥toi7f4

6ohception or both 1t 1Sufff

: .‘. P

B A - . '.-r"' ¢ v




L“:fsome 1nterest1ng poss1b1]1t1es occur w1th respect t 1

f:fr1endsh1p Trad1t1onally conce1ved ch1ld1ess marr1ages of

h?fth1s type may be v1éwed as- a'"wagte"'and ch11dless couples;
v"_are to be p1t1ed for the1r 1acK of fores1ght and what must@
Hfgbe- the consum1ng se]ftshness that has condemned them to ai

- “f11fe devo1d of ch1ldren s‘ company,' sure]y : generat1v1tyf

“'dscr1s1s (Er1kson 1950) that must be reso\ved by age fortyf

l

for the cpup]e ‘ t from the perspectlve of the youngi

'f marrned couple who 1eg1t1mate1y .wouyd choose to be each

'Bfufspend as much t1me 1n each other s company 1n the course oéf[fﬁ

'“fda11y 11fe as couples w thout ch11dren what is at 1ssue Tts-*:f

"3;the v1rtues of the nuclear fam11y 1n terms of the qua11ty off:;'
'iwth1s t1%e and fem1n1$tsﬁ have sought to expose 1t for the5¥£°
";enslavement that they feelﬂftf’represents, but as1de fromf*;,

ﬂjii»these 1nterests the 1ssue of the qua]tty of time spenttifﬁ

other s best fr1end 1n an altru1st1c sense, ch1ld1essneSSj
'P;h ' some d1st1nct advantages Perhaps the most 1@portant oft
these a@vantages are subsumed under the categor1es of tlmex
iand ppportunxty tof*be 1nt1mate 1n‘a psycholog1ca] sense
.'hhThougH 1t may be argued fhat couples W1th ch11dren perhaps‘

°

'w?TMrema1ns s1gn1f1cant to the\development and enhancement of

| f};i'fr1endsh1p It 1s suggested in part that ch11d1ess couples;}ff

“:}h:_objectlve cond1t1on of the1r famlly 11fe or1entat1onffthat-

Fﬁ;

.+ the qua]1ty of”that -spent Fam111sts have 1ong touted:iﬂv

°335fha:fh d1st1nct advantage t- potent%a]ly deve1op1ngh.?d
T“:ai ru1st1c frlendshlps because they are once aga1n freedffﬁf

hxijfromethe f1nstrdmenta]1t1es of ‘chjtd rear1ng dut1es ;éna’;f?

L LR T R N S S T
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.'i“e_ch1]d1ess

. o q?'
(

B a

”:73the case may be,.

".4 \v

less subject to the demands of thehfﬁam1ly 11?e

—

In short the un1t 1s sustamnedhgbeCause' of'

o n ._..

hand

”-'-'; ', o

the wother

duriqg

aga1n
1ssue That

;;5 couple may not
s psycho]og1ca1 1nt1macy{aa

.)&_

‘efgthe posture. of

ﬁl‘ y .

'"{;flalternat1ve op;a;m1nor1ty 11fe styTe 1n th1s

_that altru1st1c

1nd1v1duals assume

stage of

cycle and;'r:“ L

fn1endsh1psf*""

’it*ﬁéf}-:{.}



o

~,not;;as” neces

- marr1age9/_-;

;ﬁdwhether”

| 'the frequency and mter}ﬁqy @f value*and roler conf”hct
"?*\l f badéd /accordtng the n@é@eli

“"fﬁmonogamy the most often pract1ced form of'manr1age in

" forms of ego%

'f;vfsoc1ety but perhaps ser1a1 fr1endsh1p 1n th

learn to 1ooK t the1r fr1endsh1p as an end in .1tseLf ,w1
7 ':

ahv-1ndependen f:ex1stence from the roles that they play and L

of ' those ;ﬁroles - Though

couple more fheedom to exp]ore each other s,yalues and to be

"1nt1mate “j doeg ot automatfcal]gigmake fobtia good"

g spousal' fr1end§h1p though 1ts posstb111ty may be h1gher

than for those whovhave trad1t1onal]y opted for ch11dren in

o : SRR : V s ~
'Yetfranotheg .alternat1ve to some, of the tﬁac1t1ona1

barr1ers to a]tru1st1c frtendsh1p 1n young adu]t marr1ages

ftcan be approached through a con51derat1on of d1vorcF and

= remarr1age S1nce jih_ our ‘soc1ety we may be cons1dered

>,

N

-amongst thef1ﬁost marry1ng and remarny1ng peop]ei 1n the

\

Jf;world ser1a1 monogamy as ‘a form of marr1ag?/ ; both

S

h1ncreas1ngly common ih;u1 f!occurrence and ]ncreas1hg]y

they \are marr1ed or; hotf'

.;a :

";“occur between Spouse%/tn our soc1ety they aLso,ﬁnd1cate that

de ."bn” value
f*p o

surv1vd] of the un1t

w1thr the'

ae . R

'ﬁﬁ»ch]ldlessness-3 “-b category of fam11y '11fe may offer a y";

e

- L . . .. . E P

‘ .

/»'v

'”s1gn1f1cank to the fr1endsh1p\ potentmals of yOung adults i:ﬁ



vy

and explo1tat1v1sm are also to be expected characterlstlcsfﬁff”

;lfof{ﬂthe_ cyc]es of d1vorce and remarr1age as far as theim“
fy coup]e s fr1endsh1p re1€t1onsh1ps are concerned
'_Af;‘hffh- Thus.- 1nterpreted 1n th1s way COUples whose marrIagesﬂ-:*

:surv1ve must by def1n1t1on have 1ncorporated some degree of‘_gi

-

3%;- altru1sm 1nto the1r relat1onsh1p and correspondlngly av01dedgffl
N | ¥ o
5 Nor e11m1nated ego1st1c or; explo1tat1ve 1endenc1es in the

»fevolut1on of the1r .fr1endsh1p It must be assumed that?m
fa11ed marrlages have had l1tt1e success 'i th1s regard hs‘
Neverthe]ess,- since marr1age fa1]ures '{h:.the- forms qfhe“h
d1vorce »andjf separat1on,' ]egal r'tfotherw1se, ffsahé;ffd

S’én‘flcantly h1gh today (Ambert 1980) 1t is also 1mportantt7m
to cons1der the advantages to fr1endsh1p that may occur as a;dft

'Vht result of these phenomena _ f . L N o h

- G1ven the prev1ous argument'1t m1ght appear that tﬁéréﬂfii
”~ér | few advantages t‘ spousal"‘ fr1endsh1ps 1n young;?;f
adulthood marr1ages that have run the cycle of d1vorce:;andrfh¥
remarr1age A]though u]t1mately thls may be the case,ythefjtf
poss1b111ty also ex1sts that one or both spouses may vdf?fffJ
;?1 resu]t ,ffibfh. status change reevaluate the1h value}ftf

or1entat1ons w1th reference to the1r expectat1ons 1n and ofa”‘

fr1endsh1p -and marr1age w1th the1r new mar1ta1 partner aﬁd’tﬁ?

”°'f‘ 1n effect 1ncrease the probab1l1t1es of estab]1sh1n9 ,@73‘

x'”.h a]tru1st1c fr1endsh1p 1n the marr1age Of course th1s wou]dﬂi;f

g

aSSume that a per1od of self evaluat1on, 1ntrospebt1on,.,andf";

““i se]f cr1tfc1sm were to follow the dlvorce 1n each person sﬂ”:'
case and ihere 1s more than'1; 11tt1e ev1dence here tb&lf'

-A.,, g




*jg”and remarr1age may

Tt

‘isuggeSt”that.thig:d§é$fnot,often'occur The ev1dence aga1nst.f

b“suéhgiselfehevaantion“after d1vorce comes partly from the~K;_

l;fdivoroef-rates,‘of :1nd1v1duals in- remarr1age wh1ch areﬁng

;egenenally- higﬁ?r thanv for 1nd1V1duals 1n a f1rst marr1age‘;

’-lAmbert 1980), and from the trad1t1onal common law view of -

"~,dtVOroe 1tself where blame must be ass1gned and a pla1nt1fff'"'

1dent1f1ed Thus in the f1rst 1nstance 1t, is‘ ev1dent that.

d1vorce rates of remarr1ed couples aré h1gher than for f1rstff

"‘marr1ages that few ind1V1duals 1ntrospect enough about “tbe:

'.qual1ty of fr1endsh1p in. the1r f1rst marr1age to overcome;""

:'the pPObabllltleS of a vsecond marrlage faxlure Th1s i-fl
"perhaps also emphas1zed in the second 1nstance in that it

7.;poss1ble for a couple to exper1ence d1vorce 1n h Br1t1shd:

Jb”;*fCommon ﬁbaw; trad1t1on and fOr one of them to emerge legally?jg

'_31f not actually blameless The d1ff1culty here from »the'gfu

vvstandpo1nt of the 'second marr1age and the qual1ty of the;?l

"sfr1endsh1p establ1shed 1s that the gu1lty party may perce1vebr
'themselves bas' blameless and therefore has no need-

dreevaluate h1s/her value orlentatvons ;i fr1endsh1p :ahd;ﬁ

'”marr1age Regardless tte poss1b1l1ty does eX1st that d1vorce'*¥’

1/

u“b'ﬁiipotent1al :forf the development of altru1st1c frlendsh1ps 1nf2”

E3§fremarr1age and that 1n a sense d1vorce 1nstead of be1ng

btually 1ncrease and enhance ,the,-:@

'fithreat to soc1al sol1dar1ty, fr1ehdsh1p,‘and the inst1tut1onﬁ};f

| "of marr1age aotually relnfor%

'”}‘t least to the degree and extent that 1t 1s treated by thelfje
';1nd1v1duals 1nvolved as a. learn1ng exper1ence L

— e s

ces and supports these elementsu,fw



- The 1ast alternat1ve to tQFd1t1ona1‘ obstac]es to _the?'t

‘Jdevelopment of altrutst1c fr1endsh1p ‘in young adulthoodﬁlA

4

1':18Ja,

1emerges from a dlscuss1on of the chang1ng nature of sex role't .

'_def1n1t1ons 1n modern soc1ety (Wh1tehurst and Booth 1980)

f_;One of the greatest str1des made in the emanc1pat1on of .the;#

'.»_sexes ing recent years w1th respect to the potent1al for_*'

-altru1st1c fr1endsh1p in young adulthood has been in. tﬁe,-

':'area of percept1ons of status eoua11ty 1s no 1ongerf?u

popu]ar for men and women to cons1der themse]ves. bound

'”,s1mp1y by v1rtue of the1r 'seX- and though there fare'f'
_~‘exoeptlons as 1n the fem1n12at1on of poverty. at no prev1ous=
g;:pojnt 1n h1story 1n North Amer1ca have perce1ved statusg_::

Qdifferences between men and ;women and the1r effects been:ftf

A

Thmore Open to pub11c r1d1cu]e and 1nst1{ut1onal debate These;a,

2

;,c1rcumstangg

bnfrjendsh1”' begore poss1ble

e o

women .as arb1trary the sexes are Just now beg1nn1ng to be,{f'

7‘fab1e to approach each other as somethlng other than prodUCtsf‘_;

"

?;fto be consumed and"exc.anged t?e marketplace of

'mt;super1or and subordlnate p051t1ons 1n the d1v1s1on of 1abor'

ave prov1ded opportun1t1es 'forf altru1stc~Jh

: what ‘may - be happen1ng s{tfhat sihéé-_,
'rent1als (R1chmond Abbott “1983) | between menttjr

n e 1ncreas1ng1y belng def1ned both by men andaf

;;1nterpersona1 relat1onsh1ps where ' prof1t takers and'*

Sy

ﬁ“;unt11 now Thms bengnxng makeggaltru1st1c fr1endsh1ps muchffi

'755 more probabJe than 1n the past bécause now the cr1ter1a fo

R

'f'&;ifbankruptc1es have def1ned the boundar1es of 1nteract1on up



e

’ ] »

1ast1ng and mean1ngful fr1endsh1p assoc1at1ons are separable
the pub11c ,conscmousneSS' from status mottvated value
"ortentat1ons 1In other words, cross sex fr1endsh1ps of Ttheff‘i
,_galtru1st1c forms are more poss1ble because men: and women may
”‘be ‘more J1Kely to approach each other aj:-equa}s and arefy;
3 therefore ]ess :11Ke1y to::1ntroduce or. 1ntr03ect other
bmot1ves 1nto the fr1endsh1p assoc1at1on that serve\\on]y .tolg
‘: enhance the1r status or 1ncrease the1r hold over the \ther
'fAltrus1m asa'a form of frlendsh1p 1n nc:-sense : meahs,:'
;possess1on‘-and' s1nce. possesss1on is. the key to 1ncreas1ng .
”one s status, altru1$t1c fr1endsh1p and status d1fferent1als
faref total]y at» odds w1th one~ another 'and completely
'.1ncompat1ble Therefore equallty beﬁ%een the sexes s; very
'11Kely to be a necessary 1f tnsuff1c1ent cond1t1on for the

™

;development of ultru1st1c fr1endsh1ps throughout ’tﬁe“11fe .

"cycle and tn swmp]y w1th reference to young adulthood

However young adu]ts may have th f]ex1b111ty to adJust

their 'expectat1ons' of fr1endsh1p ¢ ‘_be din keep1ng w1th

'chang1ng sex. ro]e«def1n1t1ons to a gE;aﬁar extent than other‘
"‘age. groups. f only because there is: less t1me 1ag in the1r »
'_soc1al1zat1on exper1ence of these changes and becau%e the1r o

'»h1story in th1s regard nouveau Young adults who have the

’lbfflex*b111ty to- meet chang1ng sex rote expectat1ons and who
;/_u‘7:a]so have ;' e ab111ty recogn1zi””
| ;stereotyplcal and preJud1c1a1 v1ews

and avo1d r1g1d
}Msex appropr1ate
-.behav1or: w111 be much better prepared to understand\the

g chatlenges of sexua] equa11ty and w111 subsequently be more



2 s

'l1kely to have altruxst1c fr1endsh1ps 1n the1 Vlifetimes{‘

"TD M1ddle Adulthood u; }tfﬁ-l o v :
| Many of the problems and concerns relat1ve to the formstf'
'_{gthat fr1endsh1p may take during” tﬁg middle years “in lhef’u
i fhuman l1fe cycle are s1mply extens1ons of those‘.expv1encec‘:;_a":'7'"T

. 1n young adulthood ?lq* that the 1ssues of fam1ly 1fe and. "~

_chareer or1entat1ons rema1n of paramount 1mportance However,7:"

oy,

ju{ztfg' “to- the t1m1ng of certa1n l1fe cyc]e evenfs the focu5 OF,fwu.

'fadJustments made dur1ng the m1ddle years 5J1s m:al}eredff't

":;s1gn1f1cantly'bnd therefore the challenges to fr1endsh1p areT“-

r

dtc'also s1gn1f1cantly changed and the fr1endsh1p model lendsi

f1ns1ght 1nto these changes

Generally, 1t has been argued that adult ¥r1endsh1ps_}

f.faret..subject R to h1gh opportunxty and relatlvely h1gh;"-t

;.constra1nt in terms of the potent1al of fr1endsh1ps of iany_f?”

'fb;k1nd form1ng dur1ng thts stage of l1fe The mlddle years;glf

Tilprov1de ample proof of thls '"tru1sm and the~ frwendsﬁﬂp”ﬁ

’hijmodel 1llustrates how th1s comes about 1n terms of the K1nds' B

oof fr1endsh1p ch01ces both -poss1ble and probable_ﬁ;inf'

';conJunct1on w1th certa1n s1gn1f1cant t1m1ng events To beg1na,yg

W1th,,1t should be noted at the outset that the m1ddle yearsf;fﬁ

|
'»j'lcan, be generally character1zed’ as a pereod of’ greatgfﬁ;

;:”vulnerablllty for‘ both 1nd1v1duals and couples thath;if

':1Q:ge901st1c and. explo1ta€2ve fr1endsh1p chotces can eas1ly beg;;ﬁ

"made though at the same tlme opportum t1es Qtrmstlé-- . »
foﬁ;oholces do ex1st they m y be d1ff1cult to real1ze foH manyffﬂ



freasogs .;fj’,

"frtendsh1p

;of *henhch1m1ng of the career~elock“'or Ehe 1ssue of caree'f‘ja

| generat1vv{y cr1s1s of %mddle age Taken7ﬁ

';For cou

Qy the t1m1ngﬁeven s,.f
“ﬁ - o e

.iplateaus ',and \>what Erlkson (1950) :ﬁff‘called the‘}f7

~

together' thesefI;

?t1m1ng eVGnEﬁ may be seen td‘have profound'effects -on. theifﬁ

r»

_k1nds of fr1endsh1ps that age poss1ble 1n m1ddle age §1nce;ia
’both of these t1mvng events concern.}o some degree{a self;;f
fgevaluatlon of the contr1but1on one. has madewto soc1ety JahAZE:
{’; to one s fafmly dur1ng the céurse ot one s workmg l1fe angz

th‘s1nce nbt everyone w1lltﬁ?able fo surv1ve that evaluat1vefﬂ

f‘sexper1ence fih: pos1t1ve way..many couples w1ll ftnd the

-“qual1ty of the1r fr1endsh1ps tested Th1s te§t may taKe many ;

forms but ,1t would not be unreasonable to expect that the,‘f
e R B

:fg‘added stress potent1ally placed on a couple as a result ot‘a

’-"'f_:negative expertence m these res‘ects may al1enate»their

ft;taffect1ons and erode the value or1entat1ons Upon wh1ch thetr ';

‘ﬂlfr1endsh1p ls bu1lt Thus ,the poss1b1l1ty that each w1ll

';~explo1t the other to 1n effect resurrect the1r 9respeét1ve

' fegos )ls great and the chances are equally h1gh that thetr

h

':"frlendshtp w1ll detertorate 1nto one' or another .of many -

”?-;ego1stic :jor explo1tat1ve types,i the exact form betng

_}fdependent the d1rect1on and extent wh1ch

- d-‘i\ .

’frlendshap value or1entattons have been altered by the,;

4.5
L

N experlence "fl S ,”J,°‘:f‘ ff5:*f.i-_7T.bg',\gr"'”



effeot:f:! : pthese t1m1ng events on

. potent1al fd'!ndsh1ps formed are at once both more and Iess_

1ntens }}‘“" may be more 1ntense 1n 1ead1ng to exp1o1tat1ve“”a
_ N .
fPlend h1ps bed&&se they lack the trad1twona1 1nst1tutlbna]

support§/ f marr1age and fam1\y,- wh1ch je normally

r LA

fv;{lge 1mportant compOnents of th1s*evaluat1ve process 1n the1r own

_/" . N

i-r1ght “?”Because the salvatlon of the1r egos requ1res them j:

to def1ne the1r fr1endsh1ps'as a means to further1ng the1r.i:

threatened careers Th1s lresﬁbnse uncond1t1ona11y def1nes{€

the1r fr1endsh1p asu explo1tat1ve Further,. should they

| 3f‘choose Ettof; assoc1ate only thh others who have th1s
orwentat1on, 'h fr1endsh1ps formed’.onTd s1m11ar1y be .

'?fk conf1rmed “_ego1st1c | These t1m1ng events may.be less

R

4t2§m;fi1ntense 1nhthe1r potent1a1 effects on the friendsh1p cho1ces:f?
o of s1ng]_e‘} however 1R‘ the sense that they may eva1uate
the1r contr1but1ons to soc1ety and to the1r work 11fe more
f??#z’_ the1r4mwn terms and are therefore perhaps less 11ke1y to
perce1ve or anterna}1ze the stress of these eyents and félf
d’f:subsequently 1ess 11Ke1y to make frwendsh1p cho1ces based on 5
"the1r negat1ve 1mpact ':?'h;;Tji-.myﬁfﬁ':;}r_l ' S “4‘ -
' t Two add1t1ona1 m1d 11fe t1m1ng events comb1ne to make‘
i: 1he mxddle years d1ff1cu1t from the sﬁ%ndpo1nt fm:
fr1endsh1ps E espec1ally foh' couples fam111es- where -
4'ch1]dren have been present t >3 many years These events‘

though referred to by many names 1nc1ude the phenomenon of
- .

the emptyrnest where the fam11y’strUcture 1s changed after‘f

- .'J. L



| '?i;and soc1af‘

'};recogﬁyz 

v’f;one of

tof

ol

Hi;ffrlendsh1p re]at1onsh1ps' un}ﬁ] it is) aotua]ly upon them g

\ .

:ﬂ%héiThere woutd seem to be a K1nd of equ1vocat1on .that ouptestﬁ;

htfsome llfe cycle events that “are. perceﬂved as' less than&?*

2

”“fﬂwelcome even though they are 1nev1table These events are~

'557perhaps 1ooked at in th1s-way As far as the ,effects thatffl

shr1nk1ng of th'ﬁ
the death of the grandparentali
gznt1c1pated}
th' fam11y 11fe cycle.‘ffeW:;

the1r s1gn1f1cance to a_°co0p1e 'S mar\tal ‘d*

L’Y7Engage 1n that perhaps funct1ons to take the'"§t1ng OUt Ofﬁft

'fﬂsthese events can potent1a11y have on a coup]e s fr]endsh1p,f,3

7“¢¥1t is. 1mportant to f1rst emphas1ze the suddenness w1th whrchfff

Mtxsoc1a1 oles may be r1pped awgy from the ‘couple %1thﬁf

) _;"j":-referenc#e to the deaths o? the1r parents ‘and a]so the soc\'_ al

R
- P T v

A

- C . R

g QNeverthe]ess,,the couple that. Finds. t

Zlfﬁid’Stance“ whﬂ°h may now ex1st between the couple and the1rf;
lﬁ?h;ch1ldren due 1n part te the changes 1n res1dence wh1ch often{f
X'ftaccompany the Flaunch1ng :stage. These factors of role loss;i
3distance,‘ 1f phys1ca1 and geograph1calfj
'de1stance, fromf:ch1ldren‘ now young adutts themselves. cangf
ﬁ&]eave manv m1dd1e aged coupJes ‘1n a. rafhé? Confused ”Q¥f
»;gnormless state though thjsA1sath necdssar1ly the case 1F$5
'ﬁi‘these events were act1¢ely an‘lcﬂaated.;fnitf~i*f

'emselves 1n theseQQ

1rcumstances 1ndeed has some 1arge adJustnen s tO'maKe ':d;J

AN

..:,‘-.\.\\ L o o R ._-,_
R 13 - -

\ RN . .

RN H

””,r.other as. fr1ends or more 1mportant1y the ”"1n1t1on ofj}



o <

dﬁfand respons1b111t1es},of ch11d rear1ng

e ‘r S
:l_fstage For exémple, 1t may be perce1ved as mOre 1mportant to

fret1rement plans. and perhaps ;1n onev

4f1mportant to do the former The po1nt

. ’

_sense '1t 1s more

however.. that

"should the soc1a1 sacr1f1ces hab1tua11y %be made by the

P N

anW1th an empty shel] marr1ag$.and the feel1ng of occupy1ng

...\

;""‘.’. f

N

roleless roles,. but/a]so w1th an ego1st1c fr1endshwp That

"':they have earnéﬁéfh1s ego1st1c fr1endsh1lﬁ

by mutualty

devé]op1ng nf.altru1st1c fr1epdsh1pp:1n the:r mar1ta1

e]at1onsh1p at 1e'st through the

hif he1r' fr1endsh1p could a]so eas11y become5 exp]oltat1ve
ﬂ}shou}d e1ther of ]

he spouses recogn1ze the erron‘ of the1r
1

. )

-ma1nta}n1ng the pol1te .1ct1oh when"n\\the other spouse s

Hopefully these c1rCumstanpes apply on]y sma]]

Y

scenar1o makes c]eak@1s that altru1st1c fr1endsh1p may be

gffw1tness ch1td’s gradudt1on than to m1ss the ceremony and.gﬁ

attempt to sett]e some old bus1ness concern1ng*the coup]e s g

T

. BN e e
'”couple 1n favor , the perce1ved neeés'of the ch1]dren tHe"
T coup]e may f1n L,themselves 1n thewr m1dd1e years-

"Father and mother and have therefore abd1cated any hope f;

,nchﬂng‘stage Further,,:

ﬁncho1ces' and se K solace7outs1deﬂgf the un1t al1 the while

s

' number of couples khf thelr m1dd1e years but what th1sv



: 5.
Th1s«‘ 1s. : however-, n_ 1m§1y

fr1endsh1p m1dd1e ;,adulthood

_daﬁtru1st1c‘

ng;ftgdstyle ava11ab1e to 1nd1v1duals dur1ng th1s t1me of llfe‘both

i;ﬂﬁlfh1ns1de and outs1de of‘the nexus of marr1age and the fam11y«1
t;ding;jand these 11+e style cho1ces wﬁll 1n part detﬁrmlne thes3ﬁ
;;ff:tik1nds of\ t1m1ng events that are 11Ke1y to be perce1ved by
:Sf .¥};the 1ndtv1duals 1n questtonlas s;gn1fccant and subsequent]y
fi: :,fthe k1nds and qua11t1es of fr1endsh1b cho1ces made ﬁ;.;?}_:ju
S A B - R R A h o ey
e Lk SO =_~-»-".1x~.»“‘:1:;‘f:*”~5_w N
Lo :—: “late Adu'lthood o B ‘ Sl e
ff{ "»f } preV1ous]y ment1oned the.fr1endsh1p oho1ces of late?t?
;;_:'ﬁf addﬂthpod are d1ff1"dlt to asSess 1n terms of spec1f1c 11fe;1;
v;¥; | A ‘Kt one m1gh} reasonably eXpect to oco::-at;ii
;tj' in development Ene’ maJor reason for th1s-ti
x:? 2 1 ' that SOC1a1 gerontolog1sts have not yet hadf:f
'é}f?[f sdftioientu t1me, fund1ng,lcn' opportun1ty to adequate]yff
‘Ffff:i~study,z descr1be ~or -cohceptuallze the var1ety of soc1al;f

'Wf{ynf 1nfﬁuences that character1ze th1s per1od (Rosow,_1970$ Thus{i
fiﬁ:ﬂff there are fewerr agreed upon benohmarks by way of le1c;5
}‘tf t1m1ng events from wh1ch to geqera11ze from 1n termsii! the;:
iRg fr1endsh1p modet hand 1ts 1mp11cat1ons 1n the 1ate adult}f

?j“ﬁf;frye rs. Neverthe]ess, 1t 1s lear that 1ate adulthood a“r
T pnvesr 5

thé“hlfe cycie becauseﬁmt marks both ;heiﬂ




alsdﬁ evwdent thaf\\far from represent1ng the

Beglnn1ng‘of the downh1ll sl1de 1nto ‘seneSCence that th»)ifi

f;late ,adult years are.1ndeed very actﬁVeyand very product1ve

:5f *and 1n fact as many have pQ1nted out the late adult years

:V jﬁ may be mof"_productlve 1n a work/ach1evement sense than the

early or m1dd_' adult years (B1rren,“1964 Hérr1s and Gole,d:ﬂf

1980) The act1 1ty levels of th1s per1od‘}end therefore'to y;

def1ne,§ts geteral fr1endsh1p potent1al in terms of h1gh

opportun1ty and relat1vely h1gh constra1nt though perhﬁps

L 2N

",-the ,constra1nts 1n‘ terms of sheer -wnumbers "of‘j role Tg

requ1rements late adulthood are somewhat lower than 1n
the other two categorles adulthood due lfewerlff

Wiﬁ f' respons1b1lxt1es to adult chtldren:‘and”the potenj1al JOb

;n_'

secun1ty reached at thlS stage of l1fe Thus terms of

L

- general fr1endsh1p potent1al late adulthood may not be
substant1ally d1fferent from‘ young and m1ddle adulthﬂid
a

looK1ng s1mply t the cr1ter1a of opportun1t1es f?'dggu

'_ constra1nts and in many cases the prev1ous dnscus§1ons of*~

k1nds gef'tfr1endsh1p cho1ces 1n adulthood generally, would

RS Y B

apply s1m1larly to late adulthood However ) part of what

makes thls perlod of l1fe spec1al 1n terms of the challenges
'1?;~‘1t presents to the k1nds of fr1endsh1p choaces made emerges

--ﬁrom- a’ cons1deratlon‘ of two 1ssues, the 1mpend1ng loss of

./.

adult status and 1mpend1ng ret1rement "7 1f'f§'fv_v“""'ﬂ
,:‘ _z Taken together these two 1ssues suggest that the late
adult years though generally prv 7ctlve may not be s0 s1mply

N i *9

S because of dwfferent1al succe ses or fa1lures in the world

LI
o om0
T ST e N Yo L S . . Lo e R T I
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. : e T -““n"‘-'.*~:ﬂ;,-w“'- 0

,.‘_.

a~ﬁof <work Gt1vators; but perhaps' a]so because of

PR

i:perce1ved desp rate ne}d at th1s po1nt to haqg Qn to théwm”

ffadult status' and therefore- 'veid 1ater- cOncerns ;over

lﬁhmortal1ty by‘c anne11ng the maJ%rity of one s energles 1ntjﬁﬁ*
- . , » o

Tl costs and 1% a sense to ‘cheat the pass' jfdfﬁ t1me

ecausqﬁ Ihe altevnat1ve of cceptance 1s perce1ved as too 15

Shou]d the perce1ved threat
1nd1v1duals fo th1s kind of

Wdespehate act1v1ty theu frjendshdp' cho1ces that they .
: 1xbe'»cﬁnetra1ned and 11m1ted to the
spouSal fr1endsh1p

1nd1v1duals'

act1v1ty

ff;ulsive:

. .

'ﬁ altru1st1c ff1e!dsh1p

“, the1r late adult years fhfggf




.Q~fhg 10ss df- adu1t status ;Jnd funCimonal

,—-_-v—

';f women. 1n part1cular 1n the1r; 1ate adult years concerns

;t. those w0men who have opted for a more trad1t1onatjyvdef1ned
;:;} \d1v1ston of.labor 1n the1r fam11y E)ves and perhaps ftnd
'fq‘_ themsetves remote from husbands consumed by work‘and the1r

| h' empt1ed roles of mothers and compan1ons to now‘ departed

hlldren*?Techn1ca11y wh11e th1s per1od of t1me could be and

;(» often 1s conCe1ved by some women as one of great freedom‘and

e opportunlty to develop new frtendsh1p t1es and act{v1t1es -

**;“ OUtS]de of the mar1ta1 home for many 1t may be percetved fas'?

t1me of great Loneltness, empt1ness,-‘and depress1on

Therefore what to many women 1s perce1ved sf freedom ?and

f"@;: opportunlty 1s to'others perce1ved as a threat to themselves“'
L S .
E and‘the1r dut1es to the1r |fam111es i Thﬁs threat comb1ned

e

W1th hhe. empttmess lof the exper1ence mlght be expected to t

.'va -,..ul-

produce a great vulnerab111ty 1n }h friendsh1p cho1ces of

women caught 1n these c1rcumstahces The suggest1on 1s that

these women may \be eas1ly v1cx1m1zed ' man1pu1ated nd;ﬂ

:‘j_ exp]o1ted 1n the1r fr1endsh1p cho1ces both by fam11y members

and by outs1ders“ who may themse]ves have vestedg 1nterests
0 ) . Lte g e "_‘

<L 5f:1n matnta1n1ng the status quo. - gjf.;a“5Y‘&'ﬁj7'

"stress placed on the(frtendshtp potent1al of

e e g SR - R

1y prevents them from

:fi&ibtf Tﬁere 1s yet another sense 1n wh1ch »the 1ate adu]t
'{?bfb years may create d1ff1cu1ty 1ﬂ the k1nds and qual1t1es Of
afia fr1endsh1p cho1ces made and relates to a generat1v1ty ISSPQ-I
:a;; '_thattgg“f'~°fF?° Pefer"ed ° ?as "mentorsh1p To' th@ééif
;;ﬁ; DR ; jf S ’;; : o -m;f_,, :



| e

acqualnted w1th the academ1c world megtorsh1p 1s a fam111arf;ff

3 ”f' 1f somewhat uncomfortable concept 1n that 1t both supportsr)pf

and underm1nes 'the pr1nc1p1es of scho]arly achtevement and;f?

-‘

e 1t musttatso be seen es<a_ m1xed bless1ng 1n terms of thee;f*

K1nd9 of fr1endsh1

p.c o1ces(that 1t 1mp11es For exampJe, 1fjf*

1t 1s 1ndeed true that 1nd1v1duals in the1r 1ate adult yearsj'ft

percewe the. "generxm ty need" to pass on the substance of

f;: their acqu1red exp r1ence 'some form to worthy 'd:fw
;if s1gn;f1cant apprent1ces whﬁther they be fam11y members Orffh
;f;ii work assoc1ates broad]yif;:lhéd the résultant mentorsh1p&b{
R ‘ geates Several p0951b111t1es as far as the fr1endsh1p modeaﬂ;k
;: t7[1s concerned F1rstﬂy it may. esu]f | L?a: frlendsh1p °fff]

mutua] ego1smh3 1€_pure ego1st1c fr1endsh1p for both mentor?{f

'tT?hdfﬁﬁhrshifse _y'seek t0 sat1sfy the1r percexved -needs,ifﬁ

”sponsorship and“Know]edge w1th "pygma11on 11Ke"i d1sregard,if

requ1rements beoause of consumf.gisetfﬁra

.In'th1s case though mentqr and _apprenttce“ maytst
; eaeh ga1n or 1oose an _1nstrumenta1 sense from the1rhf
;L,t; aSSOC1at1on the1r fr1endsh1p :fego[_ 1ntens1v€' nd;i.
“exp;ess1vely weak Secondly,_ the poss1b1l1ty ex1sts thatftf
e1ther the mentor or the apprent1§e W111 exp]ott the other sff
def1n1t1on :of the1r fr1endsh1p for galns incon51stent w1thf5
the def1n1t1on of the S1tuation whether they be personal andt@

1d1osyncrat1c 1 the fopm of sexual app:tttes or aff111at1vejf

needs ﬂo str1ct1y 5001a1 1n th

acqu1s1t1ons In e1ther case the mentor‘or'the ap] entice‘ §i;




*:3mthe unw1tt1ng V1ct1m of an exp]ottat1ve frwendsh1p where '

tfjﬁthougﬁ some puaposes may)be served they are ’accompl1shed '

X

“fxthrough decept1on and subterfuge and decett must 1ead to -

."enm1ty and 11 w111 : Th1rd1y,‘ there 'also ex1sts ithe*:f

=nposs1b111ty that mentor and apprent1ce ,w$§1 »evo]ve an '
AN e B
o ;,altru:st1c fr1endsh1p from a more or less 11m1ted exchangewf?

'*;cff serv1ces dependent however, bn the degree and extent to ,;

v”wh1ch the relat1onsh1p grows to rely less upon that s1mp1e

:iffy .efchange and more upon a mutual and valued def1n1t1on of

‘zaffd1scovery3 that results from a“ value : or1entatL“

"ﬁ‘pred1cated on extr1ns1c rewards Such a response wou]d bej.;

X

G:fcare 1n~the mentor apprent1ce c1rcumstance and even more:;f
-;=rare jn 1ate adulthood genera]ly because of the k1nds~ofﬁ,_
d-l1fe cycle concerns d1scussed here that tend& o 1nterfereﬁtf
=.;4H;W1fh the dﬁscoxpry and the d1sclosure necessary to an y
"altru1st1c fr1endsh1p (dourard 1971) g NI&L”:" . "M
'"=Ih: summary,i“1ate::adulthood def1ned as a-stage of t\wa’
Jtite cycle..that occurs between ‘the m1dd1e years 3”d.”,
‘i{frettremeht broadﬂy def1ned though d1ff1cu1t someg%,
' respects to assess nevertheless ‘1nf1uences the fr1endsh1pﬁ_.

,ﬁch01ces 'of 1ndav1duals 'Th fd1endsh1p modél he]ps to

o ’
-

~conceptua112e these 11fe ycle

;1nfluence5’ and,‘subsequent -

’vfrtendsh1p cho1ces and demonstrates the k1nds of*chat‘

.that 1nd1V1duals may facef*

t”;; eference to friendsh1p.?’

very vulnerable to explo1tat1ve and egoisttcf7
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hhfr1endsh1p forms bethjijn.fthe_famtiyjandhthequrkifw
'i_ffﬁ;;iti;tcontexts hnd A k,” "n _f; l.‘_‘; - “; - :;l” :
2that ’inen ﬂ& women m more trad1t1oha1]y defmed_;.__i :
'.?hsh%marr1ages run h1gh r1sKs ;or these types Qf?;ﬁ

'ht'frnendships and ftnally

~5;h§;:;that 1ssues of generat1v1ty and mentori'"p; makefg“

a W s

‘fﬁﬂ_n};altru1st1c fr1endsh1p tcho1ces extremet‘;dtff1cult's*

”ﬁ;and 1mprobable though u11tmate1x not 1mposs1ble t-"

"sthws stage 1n the l1fe cycle f‘hi[ffﬂ :f:_{ . ,.-~x*4
3;;}?-'v "h:f* RS v#}jz;,:Fff“f.f?]f‘“* T R R o

F Ret1rement _:ﬁift} . f.j?t@ih', }_”f u-f';gshhtﬁhfsn;f‘ﬂ;

Rettrement cont1nues tq;;pé ‘aﬁ t1m1ng event of great
l

s1gn1f1cance in our socxety, 1n that te 1nvolves rp]e qgf}

statuss changes .¢hat whether ant1c1pated or not,_can haveh'
¥

dramattc effects on 1nd1y1duals concepttons_ of themse]ves -

R

;;ﬁ,} and/or others and therefore on the1r fr1enash1p cho1ces The h;

| ﬁ:\loss of the worK ro]e 1sr,of paramount 1mportance 7f0hf”
frtendsh1p cho1ces because ‘1t funct1ona11y 5hV1nK5 ;_5éfjf

1nd1v1dua1 ’s sphere of soc1a1 COntacts and as‘ '?‘resul_~3

reduces opportun1t1es f frtendshfb format1on ;faﬁdff
' | ,hf;tatus change that is of maJOPIS1Q”1f‘Ca”°eEh
e from work1ng adult to ret1red person wh1ch means,g
5if1rst that one 1s 1n trans1t1on from the emp10Yed t° thehi
*unemployed on rettred from wdrK status and second that oned*

NG S
a130 1n a sen@e 1n trans1t1on from the adult status 1nto_j




B+ = IR S T DAY S aesh

ThlS categpry character1zes the movemqpt of 1nd1v1duals;f’

’1ntovpost adult status s1mply because s1nce they are n0+;¢

f_:'f longer "work1ng they are’ no longer "do1ng“ what adults "do";}f

Yo

‘n:3r°s 1n one sense and a’e therefore by one cha1n of reason1ng not
,:A." ; v*"'.\\ '.__‘3 B J/\-'-“w
R adults ahy longer Subsequently th1s trans1t1on t0<_,
post adult status, whether or not 1t-1s actually experlenced
I

,,-Or» accepted by 1nd1v1duals as part of the redef1n1t1on of
themselves at retirement may be appl1ed by others to th;m

"Jhgnd; thus B have !w1de'_rang1ng effects on 1nterpensona{aq

{

dt,fb the other hand the ret1rement per1od 1s. lqke later

S

P

-'°517'relat1onsh1ps

R

wl*- adolescence, a. t1me of great uncerta1nt1es about the: future
and as 1n<the adolescent period th1s unée(ta1nty can also be

a source of freedom to try out new ro]es and relat1onsh1ps

D

V"w1thout some of the 1nterferences of the adult years That ?

o 1s wh1le a‘berce1ved absence\of rules»;nﬁthe form of a worklj

schedule to organ1ze one s l1fe'around may be\a normless and,f'
- al1enat1ng exper1ence for manylret1rees,u7rt ,must \also be ,

—

-ﬁlseen to some extent as freedom produc1ng anq‘that freedom E
- P
translates 1nto opt‘m1sm for : the' general fr1enbsh1p :

pOtent1al of retlrees ”'7,‘:_7”"' ’T- 1' ,\f‘

| Thus, there would appear to be ‘bifurcatlon' in"théyi

\‘ v fr1endsh1p potent1al of 1nd1v1duals after re¢1rement dné,l

.

that 1s rem1n1scent of fthe -debate “between proponents ,oﬁf‘
d1sengagement theory (Cumm1ng and Henry, 1961)'andvthose;-

4

'iff_who support thejf act1v1ty perspectlve (Havaghurst
”;Neugarten; and Henry,. 1968h as; veh1cles to the successful




adJustment ‘th aq1ng pﬂgcess In one 1nstance 1t wOuld |

e 7.
appear that %ole and status changes ,so .threaten, ret1rees

that \they must d1sengage and n/’reat from the1r frlends and

assocwates'1nto the comparattve safety f the dyad or on the

other hand they must act1ve1y str1ve tu recreate 1n the1r'

new found freedomlﬁupport1ve and mean1ngfu] frelat1pnsh1ps

N Though the'- cho1ce : between these responses 1s 1n a sense

o c]ear.1t 1s not as yet ev1dent wh1ch 'vif e1ther of these
‘ ', }

responses.>:i more or, 1ess adapt1ve» - the St _cessful

negot1at1on of th1s stage of the 11fe,6ycle Ipe fr1endsh1p

13f'mode1 however, adds some further 1ns1g t 1nto this d11emma

—'

If ret1rement 1s‘ perce1ved by some»'1nd1v1duals <as

e

threaten1ng or desﬂiuct1ve and 1f that negatlve vz]uat1on

.—,—.

“fr1endsh1ps could come }o be negot1ated arounp 11ttle elsev

’”ithan th1s, the1r, ret1rement fate Those\ 1nd1v1dua]s' who

5f,any K1nd et a]one

f[fr1endsh1p value or1entat1ons may rbecome.. mutual]y

>anre1atlonsh1ps are reduced to t$' pébuljarff

b <

ule_gperhaps exper1ence ret1rement 1n thls way.. s a threat to

: LN
thejr self concepts.{ar

ﬂ‘\111 prepared for a fr1endsh1p of

janfaltru1st1c one As a" resu]t”;f"

P

extr1ns1ca11y tw1sted to the po1nt where the1r fr1endsh1p

~0,0‘ -

w,model as an ego\st1c fr1endsh1p type It 1s ego1st1c because

were to darry over\_]nto the1r ‘fr1endsh1ps then thelrv

form 33of§;

: ;ret1rement therapy ahd therefore class1f}ed accord1ng to the'7

-~

,ogthe1r fr1endsh1p 1s consumed by the threat of ret1réhent as -

4‘:an external event beyond the1r control wh1ch ho1ds l1ttle

%nqﬁ“hope for the1r re]at1onsh1p or the successful negot1ation of




~

Ex,.']o‘tat]ve fl‘]endSh1ps may a]SO OCCUF at r‘et f‘ement R

1nd1v1duat perce1ve_

1ret1rement 2 threaten1ng and \solat1ng exper1ence wh1Leh SO
S s ' ;
§aﬁ¢’gwthe other sees 1t as an opportun1ty for growth and mutualf

set For a va4ues confT1ct of nor?'” g

xh”?;:sma]ﬂ proportion utcome.‘ shou]d :th1s. relat1onsh1p!

"n{;,surv1ve._ woutd 11Kely be a. comprom1se benagn 1n the ﬁeast
S ' - \ SRR
f:nst1f11ng 1n the other extreme, and sat1sfy1ng to ne1therr‘h?‘ﬂ

:'f}‘party but exp]o1tat1ve of bot Th1s _c1rcumstance -is‘

;funfortunate and one would hope that 1t s avo1dab1e for most

?1nd1v1duals and coupies 1n the1r ret1rement years, however
"fﬁt does poqnt out tﬁat fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entat1ons can be

h'_aaltered by s1gn1f1cant t1m1ng events 11Ke ret1hement andg’ “‘1

. 5':5.4 9

that 1ess than comdletely reWard1ng fr1endsh1p types may .

‘5f result from these factors

-

As 1nd1cated earller the ret1%ement per1od must also be;
"seen‘.ias? genera]ly posse551ng ]ower~ opportun1t1es -fort:
frgendshlp than the adult years but also fggs,constra1nts as?

:r—.&"’ Lo ) oo
wel] and ;jt] in th1s area of 1ess constra1nf thatr

ret1rement ho1ds the greatest pronuse for the deve]opment offh‘_
SR L

; ﬁmple terms, altru1st1c

=

,“4‘

. altruwstr{”'ifr1endsh1ps :'_iht

fr1endsh1ps¢between 1nd1v1duals are‘ more probable the
ret1rement per1od when 1nd1v1duals peree1ve themselves*to be
free to be 1ess confxdent 1ess se1f assured less self C

. ‘b : R
_possessed and 1ess structured in. the1r or1entat1ons toward '

SRR -



?ﬂ;§;fduty and respon51b111ty than they were requ1red to be 1n ff'tThf

~?the1r adult years Th1s percept1dn ef the. freedoms offeyed ‘

--",:by Pe“"ement ii'S' an actwe growth process that means thati‘:

'1nd1v1dua1s w1th th1s percept1on are 1ess 11ke1y to be bound'

B LI

*;correspondangly are. more 11Ke1y to seeK and make fr1ends

fw1th others that not”only share th1s percept1on ‘but a]so who-;

'to fr1endsh1p assoc1at10ns not1vated by extr1ns1c vaLues aqg (RS

:"j‘_are»not mot1vated by extr1ns1c concerns ‘ The fr1endsh1ps-t5;“

: formed under these c1rcumstances are 'pos1t1ver act1ve.‘w '

,q

'IAgrowth ormen a and altru1st1c by degree and by def1n1t10n

, S L
'nt presented 1n 1hts sectton on. ret1rement;

,‘“show that many types of fr1endsh1ps are pOss1b]e‘fat th1s:°""

stage ot the I1fe cycle. the ego1st1c and explottat1ve forms%t“ﬁ'

L @Wendtn 'to come about 1n part 1n negat1ve qﬁ,,reachon _to thefiﬁ77

-~

d1sengagement Of tze;flnd1v1dua1 from soc1ety and soc1ety2f“°”

from the 1nd1v1dua1

IS

nd ‘the altru1stlc forms from a1 moreém‘ﬁ -

*,v'.pos1t1ve act1v1ty perspect1ve This would tend to suggestf[fv .

t*that those 1nd1v1duals who d1sengage at ret1rement do not do_»:“;”

to Ithe1r mutua] benef1t as far as the qual1ty of" the1r;_iht;

fidfr1endsh1ps go and furthermore that 1f a p031t1ve adJustment;.'”'

c

tof ret1rement _isﬁ'rendered more p0551b1e through the .

'Q_development of a]tru1st1c fr1endsh1p assoc1at1ons then 1t 1s‘

"émost 11Ke1y to occur for those 1nd1v1duals who take a morelihj}ﬂ

‘ act1ve stance to th1s stage of 11fe than f those Whefjtaﬁi
: S . RRCANRT.
vd1s ng@ge.t3@~:V,' T ,‘-




;";frlends and fr1endsh1p.,opportun1t1es to take advantage‘ ofj'

t’jllfin the‘tife-cycle genera]ly - The reasqns 'f th1s 1owerf

94—-

W1dowhood 11ke the retIrement stage of the 11fe cyc]e'gdpy_t

G W1dowhoodfj”3m

d1ff1cult, assess in. terms of 1ts general fr1endsh1p“
Ipotent1at Wh11e COnstralﬁgs are 1ower 1n terms of formalﬁlﬁ,gf

-~ role requ1rements; 1ncreas1ng\perhaps the t1me,@va11ab1e forﬂ*
‘thtsiltess structured t1me are probably at the1r 1owest ebb;:”

‘,jopportunity are - many but’ mortal1ty, chron1c hea]th prob]ems,&l*~?

res1dent1a1 mob111ty,tand f1xed 1ower 1ncomes are 1mportant;;.fﬁi
, I o Ry we
’ contr1bdt1ng factors to - the-. e]der]y w1dow,s or. w1dower siy'=-”

- capa01ty to maKe and ma1nta1n fr1ends of any Kind or}jr%t‘
Jj’qua11ty Neverthe]ess, wh11e fr1end§ﬁ3p potent1a1’may be

~'10wer in w1dowhood due to 1ess' opportun1t1es. 1t ‘f:a]souifff*

' clear that fr1ends are- 1mportant mechan1sms of adJustment to“Qf;f;

SRR y,the role and status 1osses that accompany thls stage of the;;h-4

v”h11f§! cycle’ (Lowenthal and Haven 1968) ’The quest1on wou'ld -
'appear to.be then, do all types of frlendshlps poss1ble at,jsu

‘.pthls stage.‘of: the'v11fe cyc]e fac111tate the adJustment ftf‘
_process7 | | ' i T 5$ | |

the answer to the aboye quest1on from the standpo1nt of ::S

"'*,the fr%ﬁ”d5h1p model ‘15;'av resound1ng negat1ve .It .1s\

,;negat1ve because 1t 1s ent1re1y poss1b1e and°probab1e thatMT(ﬁ‘f
_‘both w1dows and. w1dowers are subJect to mak1ng ego1st1c pandfjfd’
":explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p cho1ces that may 13 fact hlnder andiffﬁf:
‘1n some\ca§e§/comp1ete1y prevent both the1r 'ah1l1t1es tc;{jh

' develop altru1s{?c ‘fr1endsh1ps and their adJustment .to.' '
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el w1dowhood as a 41fe cycle event\ Ego1st1c_£r1endsh1p cho1ceshﬂft~"*

dor example may resu}t 1n part fnemmthe pressures of

.homoph11y and the tendency for 1nd1v1duals 1n s1m11ar st;%usﬂﬁ}:fﬁ]

"*f:categdr1es to"seek each others ‘company. Under theseﬁﬂ%ﬂt~

TN N
SR RN

3hc1rcumstances ut ’1@ p055151e~ that the fr1endsh1p formed’f‘}’{m
Hcould be for the purposes of avo1d1ng the ~rea41ty of “the f
‘atloss' of one S s ouse .where each attempts to Keep the-' -

s : “B . L
'f“memorles of marr1ed 11fe in, the present tense and therefore“ :

'"*jyfconsc1ously Pelegate tbe pa1n and cruelty of the event to aiﬁ&if-h

'ﬁrmnthat 1t\f

‘ "_ﬁ;fr1endsh1p,§_f“t”fr1endsh1"

‘\*surreal1st1c state ﬁh11e some m1ght suggest that mh1s°”

'Lresponse. may s1mply be a cop1ng mechan1sm\of short durat1onh:

brought about by the death of one s spouse,v fhe degreejf'ffﬁﬁ
' " oL
»'_deed becomes the bas1s of a dyad1hga.

f.an

must be df an ego1stlc formi or47~575

t},‘pe It 1s

;1st1c,because the wqdow or w1dower 1s not 1n31335c

'fact iook1ng for the compass1on and sympathy of someoﬁ% who-*

,'7-.'has vshared the pa1nfu1 exper1ence -and from whom mutual}A'(f“

_‘growth and adjustment poés1b1e but 1nstead each

'3pursu1ng a pr1vate escape from the s1tuat1on and th1s escapef:j;*

'i_;1s the basls of the1r fr1endsh1p‘r" e

Ego1st1c fr1endsh1ps may also develop at th1s stage ijfinﬁi

’fzihe l1fe eycle 1n reSponse to the vo1d“ left by the deathj\f
A ‘ ;fﬁ;()., -

Lt _ N R R
frof-,'“.spouse where 1nd1v1duals,‘ meutumax_:be especﬁallyg:g,;ﬁ

d.ff?;;suscept1ble to th1s form,‘so dtstraught’ by the loss bheyfﬂtf;t

e

have . experlenced may reach out 'alm@st rahdom for#jﬁnu

e —

l:fr1endsh1p ito ‘f111 both' thef"*t1me and the1r wﬂk1n9ﬁl‘

consclousness The purposes here be1ng strlctly egoc.?" i

o




;‘”ﬁh stage t?“ %he 11fe— cyc1e bin- response ‘to matters ‘of”yff}~~

B

“ii&{ﬁgﬁébf unllkely that the fr1endsh1p formed woqu\ be,;°'a;i

' altruast1c 1n any sehse or in fact be- of ‘any ‘aid” to

R ‘,‘_,y_,?‘.._, - N
adJustment process it oy “*f:ifﬁf'.-' -“fﬂw\';- -
| Exp]o1tat1ve frtendsh1p forms may also oggg:u_at,‘

1nher1tance and f1nance Spec1f1ca11y, the . c1rcumstance maybﬁt’_

to feeﬁ that they have a c1a1m not on]y on a w1dow s' or. A

'.“-w1dower“s "fr1endsh1b? but also on the1r property and the1r:”

L7 e e

f potent1a1 fntends at~Xh1s stage of the 11fe cycle may bet; :

'_tIW1dower 'tsj comprom1sed by th prom1se of f1n§h01al ga1n 1n_:

':

o }h1s or her fr1endsh1p cho1ces \the bonds; formed‘ wnll be

5 exploitat1ve by def1n1t1on ~‘f"r“ ;;‘t_ ' j‘ ‘.i~' N

It 15 clear from the d1scussadn tO—-thJS 'po1nt tﬁgt

,,fw1dowhood a stage 1n the 11fe cycle is not exempt From7

-':the poss1b111tyi of ego1st1c .and expio1tav1ve fr1endsh1p

”forms,'and' 1s, because 1t °represents a lengthy per1od of

n¥
<

S : : N
in: remarr1age, a. d1ff1cu1t t1me ‘for " the deve]opment oft

5 .

\

. ar1se tha; K1n, pseudo K:n{t'fr1ends,' and lovers may comeitﬁ"'

: hold1ngs 1n a monetary sense Thus, the value or1entat1ons_uf

“:called 1nto quest1on\and tdkthe degree that \the W1dow or;”:?

Q:".

tadjustment'that perhaps many never rea11y put to rest even ;

'v altru1st1c fr1endsh1p bonds However for those\\adwmua]s
-not. consumed bymthe1r gr1ef or preyed uDon by prof1taseekersfﬁ
. and who are able to 1nterna112 the1r new status wﬁthoutf‘”

YA : S
deep emotgona] scars‘ altru1§£}c fr1endsh1ps may be mpref'*

11Ke1y to ﬁbrm Yet th1s capac1ty is completely dependent dﬁ

e the fr1endsh1p value or1entat1ons that are he]d by potent1a1



fr1ends‘ wh1ch are themse}ves dependent on the1r exper1ence

-
-

. of anﬁ iR 11fe cycle events ;1'"5. “4_

The obJect1ves.{in. th1s f1na1 chapter have been to

Lo ,
‘:—-r-.

N exam1ne and exp]ore the parameters of the fr1endsh1p modeV "i o

ff:in} the context ‘of the human 11fe cycle Th1s process has

g ‘.. .

"cTearly demonstrated f1rst that there 1s a def1n1te two way ;}

relat1onsh1p between fr1endsh1p forms and the

2'11fe cycle stages 1n that these stages both effect _and are

“‘;effected by the Tkinds “of f"‘e"dgh‘p °h°’°es made by

',d1v1duals and second that some K1nds of fr1endsh1ps 'aneiﬁtﬁs*f
dre*’11ke1y to occur at some stages of the 11fe cycle than

e Tat o{her gtages and th1rd that the 1dea1 typ1ca1 model o? L
"_tfr1endsh1p developed th1s d1ssertat1on prov1desl}an;;dfi5
*n;:;geffect1ve means to d1fferent1ate between and among the K1nds |

",djtand qual1t1es of fr1en,sh1p cho1ces made throughout the'11fe ff}l'

B 5§cyc1e ang15 subsequeltly adds ‘ depth | mean1ng,} _rande;fd
e s . vu‘ S

f‘ffunderstand1ng ;atO}f”n knowlqﬁbe Of the ag1ng process :

':gene/gliy In add1t'on,;‘the model a1$o .;spec1f1ca1ly

\
| _funct1on5"to 'add d'f1n1tybnal and conceptual c]ar1ty to an
':]demp1r1ca1,b8dy of Kn wIedge on fr1endsh1p whwch has to th1s

_po1nt e]uded ;ff nd' res1sted systemat1c f analys1s, :;ijff

'ﬂ;_class1f1cat1on, an_/or cod1f1cat1on There are manylg pre

'fto provtde us 1th aH'"area code lf not a “street addr_ss |

‘;.1n th1s Pegard / ‘_g}iﬁv:t;itfl_I?:'ﬂtliﬁ;f:h;z;égg.ké_ﬁﬁﬁ»s::;:”?,




L SUMMARY AND coNCLusmN‘ L Feb gt

:”anThe three maJor obJect1ves of th1s‘ d1ssertat1on have been »f;q?f

'y

ftvnmet F1rst t has been shown 'through 1nventor1es _o£ .;h_”

fo"agreement and dwsagreement that the mean1ng boundar1es of

"ifr1endsh1p V:fts, Key var1ances are extens1ve somewhat

5%conf11ct1ng, and of en dtff1cult to 1solate Nevertheless,_f{fw‘m

.t has been poss1b1 to 1dent1fy and recond1}§‘fat 1east to
v @

fﬁsome degree, approx1 tely twenty flve proposrt1ons tHat

i: d1rect1y concern the mean1ngs of dyad1c fr1endsh1p _aSE'

¥

H'p]select1ve1y revealed 1n the 'research 11terature Further,

""ther:

f;hth1s d1scuss1on has a]so prov1ded for ?he emergence of a:N&ﬁnw
Hfdef1n1t1on of dyad1c fr1endsh1p tbat 1s' perhaps conshstenf
;n:w1th a w1der ,range of empfr1cal and theoret1cal ev1ance."

?]able to th1s po1nt 1n t1me, Th1s

T-'than has perhaps been f’"

,‘“qadvanced 1n th1s conteﬁ} is a compﬂete ‘and. comprehens1ve one.;;5:7

';i to- po1nt gut that magy treatments of the

'
ot

:-analys1s of the propos1t1ons has shown that wh1le

~

=,is substant1a] ;agreement in the 11terature on the

7ht'mea 1ngs of dyad1c fr1endsh1p w1th respect to 1ts structural

~[.pro}ert1es and 7its general s1gn1f1cance as a relat1ona1

there are alsc? substant1a1 d1sagreements.l~Thelff
: \ o '
- dlsagreements are perhaps most reveallnd That rs they tend

""categ I

4_.
’é to _be 'concerned W1th value charg/F‘ aspects of what-’
“‘inddvndgals ,-expect both 1]i and of ‘the1r fr1endsh1p

j.sT S
‘ s

o _2_03:_-_"7

U M IR LA



'-/." ’

relat1onsh1ps It 1s not ‘surpr1s1ng 1n th1s regard that

S e
L

reaseanch 1s_d1v1ded on the appl1cab1ltty 6? socxal exohange

3

H\f“ fhepry to the explanat1on of fr1endsh1p relat1onsh1ps ‘°Many3i°

o 204

.

havefgsuggest%d for example.vthat rec1pr001ty 1s the key tof,ﬁf‘:*

QOOd" Fa#endsh1ps Wh11e others have obJected and suggested_“”j

the contrary ;hat rec1proc1ty on]y encourages efforts tozrf'

'"balﬂhce the accouft“ and that thws is therefore a stertlefyﬂfi

“'"bad“ fr1endsh1p un]ess 1t sops beyond soc1al exchange

because of thelvaTue charged nature of these phenomena What*~-ﬁ*”

-

“53Js contmnually at Jssue 1n many of the pqppos1t1ons "ffﬁé,ffwt“

ibr1dgejthe. conf]1ﬁf¥
. d t

Es oo

s obJect1Ve1y and“d1spa551onately

'r"&
and - 1ts var1attons be ahalyt1ca11y
ﬁ

theAECareful cons1derat10n of the ava11abf€ ev1dence can

eV

dec1de th1s and/or other related 1ssués

Ihe r‘ese?“"‘?h"'Isﬂf‘oblem here is cons1derab4e.; ]argelyi;‘ﬁ"”’

'e1ther by acotdentvor on purpose a“"mora1‘Entrepreneur The"f'

Instead extna effort must be exerc‘pedf;‘

5d as’ such N1th respect the»‘soc1a1 exchangeﬁ?

&of the so ia] SC1ent1st to reS1st the temptatton tOyf~3f

: ng arguments 'b in effect becom1ngg;r;*'

overt]y OP covertly TO dg 8 would be to compromlseff“*

'ﬂ{zgudgements-vare 1nev1tab1e they @ust be;fﬁxVT

is, ‘ot whether a‘i "good or "bad”

*fandf\ accept proselyt1sm ' a&ﬁ acceptedﬁ'

'rec1proc1ty but rather to What7§.547

;rbed or exp]a]ned by‘th1S/part1cuTar perspect1ve» Only/ ;ﬁf

R ”§oc1al sc1ent1st caN'notaafford totmaKe th1s K1nd of erronigngﬁf
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The three part defrn1t1on of fr1endsh1p advanced at the

}‘COnCLUSTOn» of sept1on one, dea11ng w1th the study of

'ﬁ}'ﬁr1endsh1p,,,ﬁts_ structure,, and ts; 30c1al ' psychology, ,I'Ef;

\

| represents " synthes1E f the 1nventor1es of ag:Eement agd

o .).,

fﬁd1sagreement Lh1s 1nventory 'revea]s \that the study fof

"F~?t'gattempt to aperat1ona11y def1ne dyad1c ﬁr1endsh1p at the

‘,present t1me 1s ]1ke1y to be at best ‘s1mplzst1c,: and t =

fworst 1nadequate or 1nappropr1ate The s1mp11st1c and often '"“'

l:fr1endsh1p has rece1ved 11ttle sc1ent1f1c attenf1on Tth»,,aﬁ'
ppo1nt should effect1ve1y warn' 500131 SC1GNtTStS that fahy?;a' ”f
b
qa

\

.;g]nappropr1ate measures of fr1endsh1p have resulted 1n part‘;ﬁ5':'

:L'af?from the“ absence of a so]1d theoret1cal base from wh1ch a

*VQSUbstant181 conceptua] frameworks,;flet4 alone 'systemat1c

s .

soc1olog1ca] study of fr1endsh1p can proceed ' Subsequent]y,»

h;\{‘;;theOrtes \jto 1nterpret the data Jand" to a1d jhf7theé"

fformu]at1on of . testable hypotheses~* Thu$,, f vwarn1ng7-‘
;1nherent 1n the ghrst part of the def1n1t1on to proceed w1th
hCaut1on and prudence 1n these earIy stages of the sc1ent1f1c

\treatment of fr1endsh1p and frxendsh1p re]at1onsh1ps

'

In the second part of the def1n1t1on some of the maJor .

¥ structural propert1es of frtendsh1p are identff1ed Perhaps '

-

1u;temp1r1cad stud1es, though often sound methodolog1ca11y, fack ;1f3 3

~the ‘most s1gn1f1cant’ contr1but1on here 5is{ that th‘fbv#.g

structural propert1es of frlendsh1p may be - seen as un1que

©Te That 1s, they are spec1f1c to the dyad and not necessar11y a

4

part of other kwnds of frlendsh1§!{elatlonsh1ps 1nvolv1ng

networks. of more members,v fampl

- il e .
. ° . L

; small groups, ffor*ﬁeﬁg'



Eqnst1tut1ons Thts méy appear as a mdbt po1nt but one :is:,‘ |
>constant1y rem1nded 1n exam1n1ng the 11teratUre that dyadtcgpyff”f

_:hlend5h1p 1s a very speclal case a case about wh1ch not]*

.\_

PR

,,EBTJ 15\ Known OP agreed upon w1th respect to 1ts structura1?”

propertJes

'»fﬂ”sw"’”‘"f._7;' _ _'[ﬁ L ”f@*”"'“
¢ B AP E R,

_ obv1ous questton that ar1ses is. how can sc1ent1stshﬁffyﬁf
\attempt t? study frlendsh1p networks '1ﬁ* largep 9P0up1ngsfﬁ;§””l

o \ Lo B
NTP’ -when the structure of the sma]lest group poss1b1e 1s sttlldf{y”_

‘”rffto some extent an open quest1on° Perhaps one can onTy assume}t;;?“,

Ltthat larger fraendsh1p networks are sgec1a1 cases as we]l

-

"’fbound by the1r own un1que structural cons1derat1ons. ETheQiﬂvhkf

R LTS

1;"bfpo1pt needs to be made however,:that unt1l the structuralhffﬁfﬁf

~

\\aspepts,of the dyad are clearty_ art1culated structur4rh;$;“g

- compartsons w1th 1arger networks\ar _11ke1y to be d1fffd}

‘g?ﬁfﬂf':’ytThe\th1rd part of the def1n1t1o of fr1endsh1p conce

ns
“'elements of fr1endsh1p s soc1a1 psychology \In th1s casebffslc
. Hyad%c fr1end§h1p is def1ned and expressed as a basic humandi}tﬁﬁ
‘g,kneed of great signtflcance to both 1nd1v1duals and soc1ety‘
Vtibélt 1@ seen to occur betWeen @nd1v1duals who‘ share s1m1lar}j;"

"gffsoc1a1 and psychoLoglcal backgrounds and to be affected by a;jf_f[

'*:f,'vnumber of vartables--both 1nd1v1dual and : oc1a1 in the1r§¥r?b?

omgms,;_'_" e
K Thls41s the most dynam1c ,AHdV'Eaép1éx aspect of héift;f?
"'f'def1gptlon -of frtendshlp advanced 1n thls thes1s .:ttszt"“ii
| a‘dynam1cs derlve from the ‘complex re]atxons among "itsig;fﬁ

‘ T,component elements,_ wh1ch are both d1screte and cont1nuoustb¢*v*




's001al and 1nd1v1dual _character1st1cs w1th wh1ch they oandf;;ﬁy;

”;respon e

Z_1nd1v1dual 1s seen to percelve 1n the other certa1n spec1f1c:Jf§f.“

‘:'fildBNtlfy and upon wh1ch soc1al 1nteract1on depends f' Itsfglt;.;
jex1stence and cont1nuance ;clo# the degree that the OG.ErL}tQ“_,

.i’;s1m1larly perce1ves these elements a dyad1c fr1endsh1p may,iff

hliby th1s def1n1tlon. be sa1d to ex1st There are of courseJV"lll'
- }'tmany constra1nts that may or; may not allow th1s mutualﬁdﬂ}ﬁd
o de£1n1t1onal process to occur, :leta aJone the conceptual:“
1fdd1ff1cult1es\ 1n determ1n1ng the part1cular t form :»th1sijiff;?
: ;f{ tpotent1al fr1endsh1p takes and the 1nd1v1dual and soc1alﬁ;y': -

- ,meanlng(s) attrtbuted "fjt;f-ﬁt‘dis: at. th1s po1nt ha*;;j[;

to _quest1ons of th1s sort concern1ng the prec1seﬁ

) that dyad1qgfr1endsh1p ‘may take that the secondi.

f;imaJor obJect1ve of the d1ssertat1on 1s pursued namely, thehi.-;jﬁ

i'development of an 1deal typ1cal model of dyad1c fr1endsh1p

The need for the development of an 1deal typ1cal model‘"

o of,dyadlc fr1endsh1p 1s f1rst establ1shed by reference to )
:{,ﬁnumber of class1calA and modern 'attempts to spec1fy the,dtfbl
";jcharacter and express1on of frlendshlp s mult1ple forms
iIhese 'vattempts were determ1ned to be -1ns1ghtful butf
lllnconclus1ve Ihat _: though@many scholars over the years;;iﬂg?
' »have ‘attempted to draw mean1ngful d1st1nct1ons between thedt?u
~ kinds andanalqt1es of fr1endsh1ps formed 1n the dyad f w-dg;fﬁ
g:have progressed beyond rudlmentary class1flcatory schemes‘“
,,.ﬁijlthough many of these schemes have been'of some conceptual.dgf:
{taﬁﬁ heur1st1c valde, ‘they have nevertheless fa1led ,t04"h

‘77%fexpla1‘bwhy and . under what c1rcumstances some types ofdf"'bﬂ

e



fr1endsh1p are more T1Ke1y\to occur than others 'In'vshOrt'
e none of these woﬁbs were spec1f1c enough 1n thear bpundary
. . \ ) L
& ond1t1ons Pr 1n the def1n1t1on of the ‘reTat1ons between \-fw .
N {' . l R Aie

types of fr1endsh1p -to be effect1ve Therefore, 1t was

Vsdetermlned nACessary to TooK to Vdeal type constructrgn dwEHfT*ﬂ

~hiis; methOdO]OgY as a way Of deve]op1ng a more comprehens1ve ;
‘ del of fr1endsh1p that had the requ1s1te¢fspec1f1c1ty ditffﬁ!'

n‘explanatory power to deaTﬁﬁﬁ;fhdkthe “mult1p1e forms. oﬁ\ff s

RN g™ .f," KRN

' T.fr1endsh1p 5:""*-_q.ji’tﬂ¢;1\f?'

Unfortunate]y,’ however therea5;s;TTesshthan'compﬂete“;f1~'
a/f-f greement in the T1terature as to the 'Tproper Tuhct1on1ng

\

fjoff 1deal types themseTves in the chaTn of 1nqu1ry fﬂij',

‘nNevertheTess v1t ,15'~poss1bTe to v1ew ‘1deaT types fftgfu@

: f_ erpreted theoret1caT systems . and as such to use both
t;_the1r conceptual propert1es and explanatorg\ pOwer 'T;Theudﬂimix
-fﬁﬂdevelopment of an 1deaT typ1cal modeT of fr1endsh1p (HeMpeT |
’i?1965) The development of such a model represents the second v |
TffmaJor obJect1ve of th1s d1ssertat1on _tig-ﬂlﬁff v;ff"qngyT;;@??it
QThe '1dea1 typ1ca1 modeT ng fr1endsh1p der1ved P

T3;{—;Ccontext or1g1nates w1th tWO pa1rs of anaTyt1caT constructs.
.”;;that represent four mutuaTTy echus1ve and( coTTect1veTy
~]J“exhaust1ve fr1endsh1p vaTue or1entat1ons The 1nd1v1dua1 may
”Qbe seen ‘to - poesess one or another f of these vaTue |
'or1entat1ons and to carry them 1nto alT of the1r potent1a]

.'j;ndyadtc fr1endsh1ps aJ any po1nt 1n time

R f




o

“jThe bas1c value or1entat1ons are both formed and deflned by ;_Qeﬁf"

the acceptance by the 1nd1V1dual of fr1endsh1p as anf‘n-.'“

1ntr1ns1c end 1n 1tself D 2 f“f” S fn’ff" R A

_ 2 the acceptance by the~4nd1v1dual of fr1endsh1p as ab

means to other ends. f:bif¢v’7*!1ffi:.'ﬁ”;'\ ',f-\;t_'\_'g;
R .Jgﬁ,;th reJect1on by the 1nd1v1dual of fr1endsh1p as an5;u,}';
e W ST N ,w;;~57”zf“
Bt T "1ntr1ns1c end 1n 1tse1f and S T :

SN ) . . LT
o . . \

";3 f}. 4,;}thef neject1on by the 1nd1v1dua1 of fr1endsh1p as. a’~'\7d,

- means to other ends

.These f0ur_ poss1b1e‘ ndsh1p value orlentatlons haVes;

o

,;further spec1f1c and’def1ned effects, in- comb1nat1on on theﬁ-
.fqua]1ty 7:of‘ any spec1f1c dyad1c fr1endsh1p formed Ing, bf;{
;permutatton there arel s1xteen p0551b1e, fr1endsh4p typesi;;aﬂVJ
“~;created~ of wh1ch four have been def1ned as pr1mary,}e1ght ;af ;;

ﬁﬁ]as secondary,‘ and four tert1ary ~in terms.,of.‘thean',

*”;fffsubstance and effects .
B The prlmary fr1endsh1p types, or— pure -types;f,¢6ﬁs{st*"*

,'jﬁel[Pr1mary Altru1st1c FmendshuiF fofmeddf:by”fdthéjd

=5;00mb1ned acceptance by the 1nd1v1duals of 1ntr1n51cu
,1vva1ue or1entatlons in the dyad R h L ‘
:f2;ijr1mary Ego1st1c Fr1endsh1p \formed by\the comb1ned

friendship- va]ue or1entatrons in the dyad

acceS;ance by the: 1nd1v1dua1s 'Qoﬁ]y extr1ns1c;
3. Pr1mary Explo1tat1ve Fr1endsh1p Type I 1s formed byﬁﬁi.'
| OPPOS1ng and \alternate acceptance or re3ect1on by?*v

g _the 1nd1v1dua]s of frtendsh1p as an end 1n 1tse1f ong}fffi

. .'



- e R

'btexplo1ted

:5,f“4f11Pr1mary Exp1o1tat1ve Fr1endsh1p Type II s “7Formedi.h[frf

by oppos1ng and a]ternate acceptance or reJect1on by

the 1nd1v1duals of fr1endsh1p as an end 1n 1tse1f or

9

1o1ted----da

-~Eachu,oabthese prlmary fr1endsh1p types contr1bute some

ﬁghf-‘depth of understand1ng to the qua11ty of fr1endsh1p formed

A.f-asha*means'tb,Other'ends.suchgthat tndividualiiAﬁyts_d_'\'

i a8 a .means to other ends such that 1nd1v1dual (B) isf*;,;.J

everyday 11fe Co]]ect1ve]y they may perm1t one._,xha{tfff~5

fsense, to- grade the qual1ty Of ~one’s: frtendsh1ps An ant-j‘

-'ord1na1~ sense 'from- most‘"true Oto 1easta true and ass1gn

. "‘3

'them to one of four def1ned pr1mary types In the event that

~¥one s fr1endsh1ps are not 1somorph1c w1th the pr1mary types

'q”??tert1ary types that 1n pr1nc1p1e wtll account Tor gradatﬁons

f:“1n fr1ehdsh1p value or1entat1ons :and subsequentty pe\mit

-t

‘ ft“classtf1cat1on of 1nd1v1dua1‘cases j.-‘ﬁf-f u,“t v_ 9f'

Thus, the 1dea1 type of fr1endsh1p as spec1f1ed clear]y

‘suggests that not al] fr1en2sh1p relat1onsh1ps are the same

S0

'JPQLthese 19 a f1e1d of var1at1on def1ned by \secondary d””A:ﬁ

y'nor are they necessar11y formed and/or .a1nta1ned for _the“'.ff.z

7ﬁ:same reasons Th1s expla1ns 1n?part why;}oc1a1 sc1ent1sts o

.f}have found friendsh1p to be a .def1cult o subJect 'ff[?'

‘*-:1nvest1gat1on for, 1n assum1ng,vthat “everyone knows what a

fr1endsh1p 1s and therefore a]l that one needs to do

t -

asK'"l the concept of fr1endsh1p s done a d1sserV1ce.:,A”f7

Fr1endsh1p mean1ngs are not'tmmed1ately obv1ous 1n e1ther an

[Ty
Sk




/" : v N-,,. j‘.‘: Fooo P . -'v‘. ‘ ' . :

-h'emp1r1cal or a theoret1ca} sense Instead..v»_L' suggested”f :

that 'SCtent1sts‘ taKe _the1r 1ead from‘fddeal types of”ff.ijf
'd'fr1endsh1p V1ewed é;f theoret1cal ;.systemstd -which » 1ff_: |
.accurately des1gned and 1nterpreted w111 eventua]ly result‘
'v1n testab]e hypotheses,;whafgfi' Q'QF-: ; Jdﬁf-;_t;fhfﬁ¢‘;‘ﬁ
| One of the . most problemat1c aspects_ of 1deal typeQ}LQ?
':fﬂiﬁconstructwon,‘asvtt 1s‘ presently 'conce1ved concerns ?theﬁi';
"'fassumpttons made about human behav1or that are seem1ngly;i‘:¥ﬂf

d::,{funavo1dable§g%om the outset ft ff requtred subsequent]y.

”‘ofto defend and Justtfy these assumpt1ons both 1n terms ofjf~‘o&¢

“T-'jthét 11te{ature jczd w1th . respect fto ﬂ;thefﬂ-
‘they ype possesses as a resu]t of‘}_.\~

. ,,..

{tdeal.

e

show f1rst a.;,hat 1tf1s defen51b1e and accurate to assume

d'yfﬁﬁsfthat fr1endsh1p var1es’ 1n_etts‘ forms and‘ ?itts;
: ?;degree of 1nt1maCy,.; ”;,‘5J~: ;.;'ﬂ;;”iT;ﬁ fﬁt’:tfii'j{hﬂ?
. that 1ntr1ns1c ends and means are useful }Tand‘f‘:‘
' A:fadequate b‘pﬁdany cond1tnons for the 1deal type, l:
"31';that ‘.1nd1v1duals deve]op friend>h1p ”-valueyéﬁgg
'.or1entat1ons “and ' _“_ﬂ RN -
.1'4?d:that fr1ghdsh1p taKes four bas1c‘ fonms finctUding;;ti’d
L . “u’::altru1st1c,i ego1st1o, and expo1tat1ve types I ?né;7=‘f7
| ﬂ’]and-second that the 1dea1 typ1ca1 model explatns why..d.- ‘ |
| ix1,i7we must watch the demands we place on ourselves‘tandfiﬁfg:

P S R I Py
R . . L

[others in frtendshtp,_f'

2
Yo . X

2;"tenslon 'and host111ty afé,fuéﬁémehtsm '6f‘.“sdmé§*7' -



,p;coutset and the explanatory power YTe]ded by thé{ ]dealab
vaW1yp1caL

?rffbeen to rdemonstrate

*mofi the human 11fe cyc]el It 1s ev1dent 1n this c0ntex”'

'"fgcycle as deanEd Further,_1t follows from the 1dea1 typ1ca1'7”“

o mode] of fr1endsh1p

v

T e T e LT T e N Lee212e N

o fn1endsh1p relat1onSh1PSv L

r_fS;:; nt1mate content in  a “trtendship does 'not‘ff
.jnecessarlly mean 1“g?s an 1nt1mate fr1endsh1p.;, °}f$k[ Ry

- L b L
."fr1endsh1p is: bothyse]f and ofher or1ented

; 1not all forms of fr1endsh1p are “heal(hy.”_rt"
.“chere 1s r1sk 1n fPTéndshtp, 'f;;f<;;;:4’- '
.‘.fr1endsh1ps vary 1n comm1tment and attachment and {}if-}i

:f,nndtv1duals- :mayuﬁ se‘.le for less; than perfect

£
P

;fr1endsh1ps

h:;Therefore, support for both the assumpt1ons made’at the  ?;-¥’

model 1tse1f are establ1shed 1n several contgxts Itf'*f

Vs a coherent system that 1s 11nked to, many components -of :5T3"

~

'"§c1ass1ca1 and contemporary 5001olog1cal theory

" ;ject1ve of the d1ssertat1on has

;the strength and ut111ty of the 1dea1

"Tﬂi?‘typ1ca1 mode] of fr1endsh1p by app]ylng 1t to fsome aspects

jthat

rthe 11fe cycle d1fferent1a11y creates both opportun1t1es and

tconstratnts *F‘ fr1endsh1p format1on by stage of that l1fe“535§§

o T? that '1f “one” a53umes that mu1t1p1e forms 4;°f”gi;fi

o hﬁfr1endsh1p are poss1b1e at almost any stage of the ff>tf

: '] 1 fe Cyc 'l e -( and ) "0 — - j hd ( a o . . - ' —/‘

T, ﬂthat th 11fe cyc]e 1tse]f creates Cﬁoth?fﬂﬁ7

Yo

t;7opportun1t1es YAnd_. constra1nts fob
LR L Bng CTer

~ffr1endsh1p fﬁV



\:,fiwnd1cates that .\;;f?ff;{;:\ﬁiiﬂi:tfuﬂfifﬁ"

PRI S

,'iﬁfformat1on 1n the f1rst place (then)

BT

””3;Tith' 11fe‘3 cycle ‘must present d1fferent1a1

"~opportun1t1es and qonstra1nts for the expness1on ‘of

1

SO e o
" \A‘uv' a]tru1st1c ego.sttc, and explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1ps

Cont1nua of both oppdrtun1t1es and constra1nts for

\ &

fr1endsh1p s mu1t1p1e forms~ as spec1f1ed namely,f

.......

'fr1end§h1p Fbrmat1on at each stage of thei_l1fe cyc]e . e_f"

.

'-~developed and def1ned SO as to be ab]e to prov1de a rough
tbut]inet:of= the' genera] fr1endsh1p potent1a1 .:off'-each
success1ve stage Us1ng rank1ngs of h1gh to low opportunlty

'(def1ned 1n terms of the ava11a le pool _qf e]tg1bles)

*

R ‘ _ 8
Fh1gh to 1ow constralnt (def1ned as; the_ number of rolk

W .

trequ1rements) “thf$s7'poss1b1e to out]1ne th fr1endsm1p

?,potent1al each “life CYcJe. s;age Th1s '1nformaf1on fffffk

n-wfig'fch11dhood has: 2 low fr1endsh1p potent1a1

'f%;adolescence has a hlgh fr1endsh1p potent1a1

2

:{é:’iadulthood has a 1ow fr1endsh1p M_tent1a1
.4.'_ret1rement has a med1um fr1end?h1
5 w1dowhood has a med1um to Tow fr1endsh1p potent1al

'The suggest1on 1s,_subsequent th1s rank1ng system of

‘.very young. aH four’ pmmary types of fmendsmp and the1r ;

.\ e

fjtsubtypes »are p0551b1e at almost every stage of the ]1fe
fffcycle It 1s also ev1dent that the pre ”tvnd posf"7 adu]t

¥ ]
*tgstageS' of the 11fe cycle probably hold the most pr0m1se for

._the deveTopment of altru1st1c fr1endsh1ps Th1s 15 11Kely to Sl

e

: P’(-": . . . - A { e : ) Y N
s T e
RO -t P o Lo P s .
£ : : . . - . v

Apotent1a1 ahd)'

\
\

‘%' H

o - genera] fr1endsh1p potent1a] that w1th the exception of the guef?



CrNE o, R S
3 S foe . o

be the case s1nce not .lhdy are opportun1t1es potent1ally

\

h1gher and constra1nts potent1a11y 1ower but there 1s alsoilt"':“

.

a greater cmance that the 1nd1v1duals 1nVo]ved w1111ndevelop;'

\

N
-~

extr1ns1c mot1ves operatrve jﬂﬁﬁ&; these stages Adu]t,b:;-

: .»fr1endsh1ps would appear to run the h1ghest r1sK of tak1ngf~

ai

-ug”;ego1st1c th explo1tat1ve fofms because extr1n51c. mot1vesvtht
. ,~bseem -t63j1mp1nge more d1rectly@Ppon adulthood concerns thani.fﬁ
voﬁupon any other stage of the 11fe cyc1e Each of thGSeifi
'.genera11zat1ons der1ve from the parameters of thtémodel Of:i"f

cifrlendshlp when 1t is. place 1n the nexus of the 11Fe vcycleiﬂjj

- ,wn a. broad sense f“,i, ;;ﬂ;;g.,'t;~~,, 'bf,ﬂg.:rﬁﬁ .

MOre sp@c1f1ca]]y,'1t has been shown 1n each sxagétgaf;;j,;_f

R

the 11fe éycle that

:"ﬁggﬁubi~ﬁfe901st1c largeljﬁ%becauge they lack ihe ; otherj ”'*f“

E man1pulat1ve 1n an exp]o1tat1ve sense.:‘ v

i vtak1n9 egO1st1¢ agd explo1tat1ve forms have pephaps;ll'if.
oy ;.fthe dreatest altru1st1c potent1a1 in the lwfe cyc]e L

A,sTh1s 1s becauSe they ar

RS trequ1rements and are” als@ free to experlment w\thf?fif*

'bf?the1r value orientatuons,,$5\;"h,5:_tf55a1fﬁ,;;;

':f%*ﬁﬁ:;early j.adu]t | fr1endsh1ps 'ﬁ?P }1Kely t V,béftﬂjfh

*Z’zFJ jexplo1tat1ve “or ego1st1c 1n the1r nature due to theﬂﬂgtf;

S

.‘v....'_ R

L

}ree from g number ofgro1e{ff”

1ntr1nsv value. or1entatxons because of 1ess potent1a1~t"‘"

e, ST O
Leaeat PO

”'rjj¥Y§»>1€:fCh‘]dh°°d fr1endsh1ps§§re 11Kely tQ be prrmar1lyeef ;:v
*;hconsciOUSness» to be e1ther a1tru1st1c or tru1yfff7”*
_.92} iado1escent fn1endsh1ps though somewhat SUbjéCf.iidm15 

"?f(ﬁffklnd and qua]1ty of 1nst1tut1onal comm1tments madeffffrg
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by 1nd1v1duals to caweers‘and.fam11y ]1fe However,_ﬁq[;\;
the pos$1b111ty df the development of a]truxst1c i??;;h
frlendshtps 1n the young adu]t stage\ of th 1.11fe ;h;?%:l
' cycle' 1ncreases»:somewhat if t/extndtvldual rema1hsjitiiag
51ngle or: the'couple chooses ch1Td1essng?s,: tf' 1f

’,’?n"_1nd1v1dual d1vorc§s and remarries,{ or 1f the }:'j'

s . 3
-1nd1v1dua1 or the coupte 'may ‘be seen to have "_i
fleX1b1e gender role expectat1ons - in'};” hﬂfa'j T;tf

m1dd]e adult fr1endsh1ps are subJect to many of heff

' B

”7_same 'r1sKs as those dEScrlbed as. character1st10 of
young adu)thood Ne erthe]ess,_they may be generaLly

characterlzed ;as vulnerable to tak1ng ego1st1c or

e K

exp]oﬂtat1ve;\forms due ft part t:'l s1gnif1can

. ~
R Y

”T mld 11fe t1m1ng events Role 1oss. w1th resppet to’

the death of the grand parental generat1on and thqfﬂ_“ N

L ey

1aunch1ng of. ch11dren fs%s the subsequent fee11ng

\

of occuéy1ng roleleEs roles may“dnstance and erode
: the coup]e 'S’ frtendshlp value or1entat1ons Thus the

poss1bq]1ty that each 'w111 explo1t the other ftofffﬁfi

\
resurrect the1r respect1ve egos is great and the )

-chances ‘are h1gh that o the1r R fr1enﬁsh1p | w1]1

0

3 deter1orate 1nto one or. anotherg=’f. ego1stc, or.

1 -

explo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p types jﬁhffhft* vh;fﬁa _“"ﬁ

v

5}_ 1ate adu1thood frlendshtps are 11Ke1y to be ego1stgc :
5, or’ explo1tat1ve as we11 Here. the cha]]enges to the

',rea]JzatJon' of altru1sttc frlendshtg concern, the
f’;impsnding~t1oss;gx_fe'.“aduli _status, " ‘mpe“d‘"g
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.:-fr1endsh1p cho1ces made by§

f""ret1rement"'per1od are

'fextent to wh1eh 1nd1v1duals g

1'_ab1e to _1nterna11ze the1r new statﬂs wi'

"Temot1ona1 scars 7ﬁ5_7ﬁ§¥itTiff-f“1§}ﬁ,f.

)

T W ‘

B rjt1rementw and’ mentersh1p 1ssues anhfloftithese;i»f?ff

”Eijtyp_ﬁs.',}fhis ev1dent that meQ and women Ain more?*d'. )

tional y def1ned marr1ages tend to U h1gher{h

”ag r1sKs .for these types bf fr1enlsh1ps and that thetfacT“7

ggsues of generat1v1ty ‘-an

altru1st1c fr1endsh1p ch61ces extreme1y d‘ff1cu]t at37f[fvw

th1s\Stage of the 11fe cycle‘ ~,53;-,;;;,

the 1nd1v1dual 1ﬁ?théff7]

to resuTt 1n '%art

fKe]

g;from act1v1ty 1n and/or digengageMent fr soc1ety e
;fThose who d1sengage w111 t%nd to make e901st1c orf:ndy“
:ffeXplo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p cho1ces. wh11e those whoihnymff
aﬁtma1nta1n'van tact1v1ty perspect1ve may ‘béf lessfi;?fji
f}aconstra1ned by the Ghlemmas of ret1rement and are;: L
,yﬁtherefore potent1ally more open ytéi 1tPU1st1cf;@th5:
lior1entat1ons .ti'ﬁfa;:;f~],j 547;fd;a:a“fj“ffﬂfff'gsiiff;f
,;ﬂfr1endsh1p cho1ces An: w1dowhood | 11Ke1y to. be;'*ted
?:c39018t1c,_ due to the pressures_of status homoph1]y5;;¢;f
"ﬁdand the vo1d 1eft by the death of ~one's’ spouse,f?iﬁf'
iyexp]o1tat1ve,_ 1n response to matters of 1nher1tancef:;*is

jand f1nances and altru1st1c due to the degree andftifo

'ﬂ‘noi,consgmed by.“

:7fgr1ef preyed upon by profxt seekers Qaﬁd who aPeffyr‘§

u’,‘ 3

: may be seen vto roduce desgerat1on and aﬁia“”x

mentorshlﬂﬁk make,t S

"t,deep}ifjlﬁ




.t'_fdbody of worKs on the subject than perhaps has been poss1b1e

'”’h”speC1f1c I1fe cycle stages, shows frlendshtps Of d1fferent‘m

| '7f?forms both affect and are 1nf]uenced by the " tages of gxb??

ST o ':‘2‘1'.11;’{3?%

In concluston,‘ the d1rect contr1but1onstfuof:v thﬁs
o J - g
:fh}research havj.

been j{1) to prov1de a work1ng‘3ef1n1tton o#

the mean1ngs of frtfndsh1p that 15 cons1;tent:w1th w1der~?}

¥ 4

g th1s po1nt ;i ttme, ‘(2) to deve]op and test .ihedg
TthneceSS1ty,‘ feas1b111ty,g%and 'ut111ty q{’ an 1deal typtcal
,model of- fr1endsh1p and dyad1c frtendshtp relat1onsh1ps .andﬁg-
| tto demonstrate the operatton ;of the a;deal type as '
“:i%theorettcal system and (3) to apply thejﬁﬁeal typ1cal model,i
',,of fr1endsh1p to spec1f1c stages of the huma%!]1fe cycle

It has been suggested that the mode] -when app11ed

t{]1fe cycle 1tse1f | It also shows that 1t is p0551ble tggt;
qgﬂd1scr1m1nate between and among l1fe cyc]e stages 1n termS of!igsg;
't*the1r potent1a1 for var1ants of altru1st1c ego1st1c and/orrfvt
;Lfexplo1tat1ve fr1endsh1p types..Thxs‘usage descr1bes some‘ of_”'";
ft:;the events at Aeach stage whlch may 1ead 1nd1v1duals to.flf
6adJust the1r fr1endsh1p va]ue or1entattons and therefore t'ff,*:'"
‘ change the types of frtendshtps that they form o
| Perhaps the most dramat1c d1scover1es f th1s pégérd;rfﬁ'f
re]ate to. the var1ed opportun1ty and coqitra1nt structureiy_ﬁl
Lin each 11fe stage‘ whtch mod1fy the value °P1entat10ns’}in_'
E:g;hémse1Ves The ’resu]t ffS, bo clearly show- that ,adult?fkn
1_fp1endsh1ps are extremely prob]emat1c i our fsoc1ety

terms Of the1r CapaCYty to be or., t61becomé'altru1st1c and bfjf?

that altruwst1@ fr1endsh1ps are not ltkely to occur n,ﬁfl

&



: ﬂ beneflts may 1ndeed extend and be felt well beyond theﬁy7

o some 1nd1rect therapeut1c benef1ts a}tached to 1t and cheeef‘h

*“cycle exper1ence.__yp;-"

"1 ego1stlc and explo1tat1ve forms thaq any other stage of theff“

>

e g

'the. pre & and post“ adultfl;

Correspond1ngly,{f“

however, adulthood whether 1t 1s def1ned as 'early,' mtddle,ﬁ';ifﬂﬁﬁ

late; runs. perhaps; h1gher r1sks for the development of_;l:‘

R research the pr1or1ty t. plapes on'tunderstand1ng;fd‘r”9

.

Perhaps the dLeatest 1hdi%é§¥ contn&but1on of . this-fff"‘

:; s1gn1f1cant soc1al relat1onsh1ps 1n our soc1ety That 1s, 1ttusﬁa:?

.,ﬁit only prOV1des .c]ues f’ the soc1al"sc1ent1st *tor“?'

mean1ngfully conceptual1ze,:f'operatlonallze ’gandf_ tBSt:lhﬁt;i

hypotheses »about the prevalence and 1ntens1ty of fr1endsh1p:sh;'f”

’

, ‘redat1onsh1ps, but 'ltl also prov1des a means %f,ﬂ”'"lay ?f773;'

1nd1v1duals to examlne and reflect upon the quathy and thepfwl};{

quant1ty d* thelr own fr1endsh1ps The 1deal typ1cal model

ﬁ’@j’then, 1s perhaps more than an 1deal type 1n that 1t may have‘;f»ff

t'\_,

boundar1es of the dyad and at almost every stage of the l1feffﬂ

T

-----

Th1s is, t to sugges e however, that ‘researchersff}}f{

shouldz‘acoept th1s 1deal typ1cal model of dyadlc fr1endsh1pf]ff;“

LJ“'.as complete 1n any sense and subsequently 1abandon attempts;VfQK
o ftf a systemattc thebry of fr1endsh1A for there are far toolfjffp
g ' many quest1ons left unanswered It 1s beyond the scope of'

th1s_ research for example,_to a551gn probab1l1t1es to the;g@ff'
‘ \J

8p§h1ftc occurrences of pr1mary, secondary, and tert1aryf7ﬂ7f
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SR '$r1endship types in: the 11fe cycle, though, u1t1mate1y th1s gtf
' ;; may . be poss1b1e In add1t1on,.r‘tf may we]] be that a

X R
completely d1fferent approach jﬁa‘ more comprehens1ve one,.15f1~“

Vs boundary cond1t1ons 1arger
- . RN
fr1endsh1p group1ngs 1s requ1red,: Such an approach wouTa }

. that 1nc]udes as. part of lifs

';j>;; seem1ngly ex}end beyond the dyad to 1nclude Var1ables of
o 1ncreas1ng group 51ze.ﬁ funct1ona1 -complex1ty,. gnd

;r;-‘1nfluence of nteractgon networks The add1t1on of these

types fo%ff cons1derat1ons fr'would | conce1vably laddf:f}fff

general1zab111ty to 1the_f]now]edge base of fr1endsh1p and

aISOnpotent1a11y prov1de for fhe emerﬁbnce of syStemat1¢ Sl ‘

i theory 1n the area,d;;féar_s;“w S v, | f;{ai X )
’fﬁ\ftt specu1at1ve1y,_ there are yet - Other. Ways ‘ﬁbdfﬁ~“ 'eqj
| \ L ‘., AR

c gceptua]1ze’ and potent1ajly test the mean1ng(s) of dyad1c ‘xﬁt

“":;fr1endsh1p and 1ts sqgn1f1cance as a soc1al form :lf,"dfqnﬁagaﬁ

‘fdexample.__*ther fr1endsh1p mode] é;ﬂ to, allow for tbeﬁ’*‘:

e

“*co presence of fr1endsh1p types at anz* d1screte po1nt

:Aa'tlme,'7ﬁ'some . add1t1ona] poss1b111taes emerge TheSe

vf:jlposs1b11|t1es concern the degree and extentvuto wh1%p‘ thezsmﬁ

. . \ ] l‘:":“'
: isoC1a1g actor may ~consc1ous]y and 1ﬂ&ent1onal1y man1pulate -fﬁ?ja
“*?the def1n1t1on of h1s br her fr1endsh~p to conform to

‘ A Lo K'Y . e * .
}»_perce1ved tuat1ona1 var1ab1es Th1s scenarro brldges the™ 9

-

’ 1ssues oﬁ fr1endsh1p value dr1entat1ons and def1nes ia;j"

fgand d1fferent research prob]em. The problem is. to de&ermtne

i ot
1nten 1ona]1ty " It may therefore be necessaJ§‘ to expand a A

,the boﬁndar1es of the fr<endsh1p model to account for these
'K1nds ofsvar1ab1es jiV:fﬁ\’"' ;'74: '7vﬁ o ytt:.hiti

y ' ST IR =

-
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. »

emp1r1cab general1zat10ns to challenge. l1nk to or nﬁ)odﬁy

| sc1ent1sts moVe 1n th1s d1rect1on ;-: . uﬁj~f?;e~**

0 types 501enc1f1cally“suspect

. ‘ 8

PR

R

o Ult1mate]y,”?§ test :ibﬁi° fr1endsh1p s nature i ”&ﬁii'fT;t
81gntf1cance An the l‘fe CYC§%~mlght be better accompl1shed;l“'5tri
By focus1ng on one part1eular developmental stage Th1s :fkki
focus would fl pr1nc1ple allow for a much more deta1led _ht;;

test of thef 1nterpreted theoret1cal :system It would/q

potent1ally prov1de both data t0'“flesh out"'the exper1ence

of fr1endsh1p s mult1ple forms 1n the l1fe cycle along w1th

exist1ng theory It w1ll 1fflcult to operat1onallze

fmendsme&s "‘U‘flple (;c:rms..bu . 1s neCessary that soc1al o

s : ~' ""‘:v:

In conclus1on,_1t should also beﬁnoted that ref1nements.‘::“7f

‘fto be made:‘ the;wunderstand1ng of th'f”f

. leace of 1deal types:'1n wf of 1nqu1ry

between and :among | theoret1c1ans jdandlif’:"

.theoretwcal systems. although they have also been alluded_if,:p

;A; beent conce1ved of ahd 'treated

,”1?ifc_fon1ng as conceptual ahd heur1s&4~hhéthodolog1calfﬂf;f{

tools vadence is. conftict1ng, but 1t 1s nevertheless clear{fffff

that hdea] typ?s of frle"dShlP do haveﬂ”cons1derablef?ﬁ*”f

explanafory power and pred1ct1ve“ab1ltty as well thOUQh435;fa
' Ly

RN

perhaps'.they are Weakest 1n th1s latter sense Whether or;tﬁVﬁ“

nof 1deal types aréﬂ:accorded the status of systemat}c?fj

O.- .

theor1es s; secondafy,, however.u}to the1r- operation ‘asilﬂi"v

= "9 - Cr
*1nterpreted the’ et1oal systems Researchers must continue;g‘“”=
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" to focus on the ‘systems properties’

of.
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