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Introduction

A major goal of parenting is to socialize, i.e., to support the child in successfully
adapting to the conditions of its society and culture, in order for the child to become
a functioning member of the society (LeVine, 1977, Trommsdorff & Kornadt,
2003). Parenting is influenced by the cultural norms and values, which are partly
reflected in the child-rearing goals of the parents and their views of the development
of their children. In the following chapter, two cross-cultural studies on the relations
between cultural values, parental beliefs, and parenting are presented, focusing on a
comparison between South Korean and German mothers.
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First, we discuss the concept of child-rearing goals within the theoretical frame-
work of the developmental niche, the concept of individualism and collectivism, and
the interplay of cultural values and norms, child-rearing goals and parenting behay-
ior. Next, several relevant sociocultural conditions of the two selected cultures, the
Republic of Korea and Germany, are presented. Based on this review of research we
develop our hypotheses. Two studies from the research group of Gisela Tromms-
dorff were used to test the hypotheses. At the end, the results are discussed in light
of the theoretical background and the culture specificities.

Child-Rearing Goals as Part of the Developmental Niche

Parents build up expectations for the development of their child as well as ideas and
beliefs about appropriate parenting behavior instrumental to achieve the desired
developmental outcomes. These expectations, ideas, and beliefs constitute subjective
theories of parenting and child development, which play an important role in guiding
their behavior (Goodnow, 1984; Kornadt & Trommsdorff, 1990). Child-rearing
goals are part of these subjective theories. The child-rearing goals define preferences
which characteristics the child should acquire (Goodnow & Collins, 1990). Parental
goals vary among cultures (Trommsdorff & Kornadt, 2003). The subjective theory
of parenting is constructed in the process of interactions with the sociocultural envi-
ronment, and therefore it is influenced by norms and values of the respective culture,
other persons, social groups and social institutions, including the media (Friedl-
meier, 1995; Friedlmeier, Trommsdorff, Vasconcellos & Schifermeier, 2004,
Goodnow, 1988; Trommsdorff & Friedimeier, 2004).

The concept of the developmental niche (Super & Harkness, 1997) helps to un-
derstand the interrelation between norms, values, parental theories, and child-rearing
goals. The developmental niche consists of three interdependent subsystems: First,
the physical and social environment (e.g., climate, people in the setting); second, the
culturally regulated customs of child care and child rearing (e.g,, time of weaning),
and third, the caretaker’'s psychology (e.g., affective orientation of the caregiver).
This latter component includes values and attitudes as well as the child-rearing
goals. These goals as part of the caretaker’s psychology are influenced by the physi-
cal and social environment, as well as the cultural customs. The entire developmen-
tal niche is embedded in the larger sociocultural context and mediates the cultural
influences onto the child. Thus, in order to understand child-rearing goals and par-
enting within a cultural context, one has to take into account relevant cultural char-
acteristics. One of these characteristics can be seen in the dominant cultural values
such as individualism/collectivism.
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Individualism/Collectivism

Hofstede’s seminal work (Hofstede, 1980, 2001) has suggested four dimensions to
classify cultures: Power distance, uncertainty avoidance, masculinity/femininity, and
individualism/collectivism. The most prominent dimension, which has been widely
used in cross-cultural studies, is the dimension of individualism/collectivism. Indi-
vidualistic cultures (unlike collectivistic cultures) are characterized by their empha-
sis on individual autonomy (instead of group unity and harmony), pursuit of per-
sonal goals (instead of subordination to the group’s goals), uniqueness and inde-
pendence (instead of conformity and interdependence), equity and competition (over
equality and cooperation), and a nuclear family system (instead of extended fami-
lies).

According to Hofstede’s study on 50 countries in the 1970s (Hofstede, 1980),
Anglo-American countries (USA, Australia, Great Britain, Canada) ranked highest
in individualism, followed by the Western and Northern European countries (e.g.,
West Germany); lowest in individualism were countries from South America and
Asia (e.g., Guatemala, Ecuador, Indonesia, Pakistan, Republic of Korea). The first
publication of Hofstede’s work has stimulated an enormously rich initiative of re-
search, including criticism of the concept. For example, it has been noted that indi-
vidualism/collectivism is not a unidimensional but a bidimensional construct
(Triandis, 1995), i.e., individualistic and collectivistic values can prevail simultane-
ously within one culture.

Although individualism-collectivism has proved to be a useful dimension for cul-
tural comparisons, it may disregard cultural complexity, as cultures usually are
heterogeneous (e.g., Killen & Wainryb, 2000; Oyserman, Coon, & Kemmelmeier,
2002). Also, cultural values refer to abstract notions of general cultural beliefs;
therefore, individual value orientations have to be differentiated conceptually from
cultural values. Therefore, individualistic and collectivistic orientations have to be
assessed on the individual level. Accordingly, Triandis (1995) introduced the con-
cept of idiocentrism vs. allocentrism (in correspondence to the concepts of individu-
alism vs. collectivism on the general cultural level).

Relations between Individualism and Child-Rearing Goals and Parenting

A large body of research has shown that individualistic and collectivistic cultures
differ in their child-rearing goals and parenting behavior (Greenfield, 1994; Trian-
dis, 1995, Trommsdorff, 1999, Trommsdorff & Kornadt, 2003) because collecti-
vistic cultures emphasize integration into the social group and their hierarchy, while
in individualistic cultures a person should be rather self-responsible and pursue
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his/her own goals. Kornadt and Trommsdorff (1990) reported that for Japanese
mothers, who serve as an example of parents from a collectivistic culture, child-
rearing goals such as cooperation, indulgence, thoughtfulness, and empathy were
more important than for German mothers, who belong to a more individualistic
culture. Chinese-American mothers, as representatives of a collectivistic culture,
reported on goals such as obedience, respect of the child and sustaining a good rela-
tionship with the child, while European-American mothers emphasized the self-
maximization of the child and stated their intention of facilitating the child’s explo-
ration (Chao, 1995). Some studies found that child-rearing goals such as good man-
ners and politeness are more important in collectivistic cultures (Harwood, Schol-
merich, Ventura-Cook, Schulze & Wilson, 1996; Rosenthal & Bornholt, 1988),
while a very recent study showed that these results vary with the methodology
(Wang & Tamis-LeMonda, 2003). Another topic for child-rearing goals is school
achievement or achievement-related competences, e.g., Vietnamese-Australian
mothers rated intelligence as more important for their children than Anglo-
Australian mothers (Rosenthal & Gold, 1989).

Taken together, these empirical findings support our expectation that in indi-
vidualistic cultures individual-oriented child-rearing goals (e.g., “is independent and
self-reliant,” “self-realization”) are emphasized, while in collectivistic cultures
group-oriented child-rearing goals (e.g., “mind his/her parents,” “cooperation”) and
proper demeanor (e.g., “be a good person”) are of greater importance. In addition,
achievement- or task-oriented goals (e.g., “ability to concentrate,” “to do well in
school”) seem to be another dimension of child-rearing goals, which cannot simply
be assigned to individualism or collectivism. Nevertheless, the findings suggest that
Asian parents emphasize achievement as a child-rearing goal to a greater extent than
parents from western cultures.

With respect to parenting, Maccoby and Martin (1983) suggested con-
trol/demandingness and acceptance/responsiveness as two comprehensive dimen-
sions for parenting behavior. In East Asian cultures, the parent-child relation is de-
scribed as warm and supportive (Chao, 2001; Stevenson & Zusho, 2002), the parent-
ing as more controlling and authoritarian (Chao, 2001; Dornbusch, Ritter, Leider-
man, Roberts, & Fraleigh, 1987). Beyond this cross-cultural mean difference, differ-
ences with respect to the relation of both parenting dimensions are striking. Contrary
to western cultures like the USA or Germany, in East-Asian cultures parental control
and warmth are positively related (Rohner & Pettengill, 1985; Trommsdorff, 1985;
Trommsdorff & Friedimeier, 1993).

Nevertheless, a number of studies about cultural differences in child rearing has
criticized that conceptualizing cultures on a general level as individualistic or collec-
tivistic can be misleading. Harkness, Super and van Tjen (2000) pointed to the prob-
lem of classifying cultures only on a general level of individualism and collectivism
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while neglecting the individual representations of the cultural norms and values.
Comparing parents from two “individualistic” cultures, the USA and the Nether-
lands, these authors demonstrated substantial differences in the parents’ child-
rearing theories, €.g., in the understanding of independence and dependence.

Therefore, individual representations of values should be considered when com-
paring cultures, which have been classified as individualistic or collectivistic, in
order to take into account intracultural differences in values and child-rearing theo-
-ries. Another problem is that the concepts of “subjective theories,” “parental beliefs
and goals,” “individual representations,” etc. are not well claborated in the literature.
Careful theoretical analyses of these concepts and their relations are needed. Fur-
thermore, one should explain individual differences on the basis of theoretical as-
sumptions. One assumption is that certain general value orientations predict specific
parental goals on the individual level (Trommsdorff & Friedlmeier, in press;
Trommsdorff, Mayer, & Albert, 2004).

Effects of self-concept as well as perception and evaluation of cultural norms on
preferences for certain child-rearing goals were studied with Brazilian and German
mothers and kindergarten teachers (Friedlmeier, Schifermeier, Trommsdorff, &
Vasconcellos, 2004). While the self-concept of the caregivers had no relation, their
perception of cultural norms was significantly related to their preference of certain
child-rearing goals. Interestingly, the caregivers oriented their child-rearing goals
more into the direction of the perceived cultural norms than of their personal evalua-
tion of these norms.

Based on this literature, the aim of our study was to compare child-rearing goals
and parenting of mothers from a more collectivistic culture (Korea) and a more
individualistic culture (Germany). Furthermore, we were interested in the associa-
tions between the individualistic and collectivistic values held by the mothers and
their child-rearing goals and parenting behavior.

Relations between Child-Rearing Goals and Parenting

Goals include certain expectations and wishes as to how the child should develop.
Such goals may motivate the parents to behave in certain ways, which facilitate the
development of these characteristics in the child. The normative function of child-
rearing goals for generating certain parenting behaviors has been described e.g,, by
Goodnow and Collins (1990). Thus, parenting behavior is a means to achieve child-
rearing goals.

While several studies have theoretically discussed the possible function of child-
rearing theories for parenting behavior, only a few studies have empirically tested
this question. The lack of empirical studies may be related to the complexity of the
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topic as well as to methodological difficulties in providing measures for different
levels of parenting (beliefs, goals, behavior). When empirical work was carried out,
generally only weak relations were found between child-rearing goals and behavior.
These weak relations might be due to the fact that interplay of several factors is
involved in the process of parenting. The capturing of this interplay is often difficult
to elicit in empirical work (for discussion see Sigel, 1992).

The previous section has shown that parents from different cultures differ in their
child-rearing goals and parenting behavior. This study focuses on the question,
whether the relation between certain child-rearing goals and parenting behaviors
also differs between cultures. This research question is based on two arguments.
First, as described before, the meaning of parenting behavior (here: control) depends
on the cultural context and differs in western and eastern cultures. In contexts where
controlling parenting has a positive meaning, it is assumed that other child-rearing
goals will be achieved through this parenting behavior, than those arising in contexts
where control has a negative meaning. Thus, different directions of the relations
between child-rearing goals and parenting behavior in the Korean and German sam-
ples are expected.

Second, cross-cultural studies have shown that parents differ in the way they per-
sonally feel responsible for or powerful enough to influence the development of
their child. In some cultures, parents rather designate a greater role to metaphysical
conditions or fate (e.g., karma) {Chakkarath, in press, in this volume), in other cul-
tures they believe in internal natural processes of development (Trommsdorff &
Friedlmeier, 2003). Thus, the strength of the relation between child-rearing goals
and parenting behavior can be different in the Korean and German samples.

Values, Child-Rearing Goals, and Parenting in Korea and Germany

According to Hofstede (1980), the value orientations in these two cultures differed:
The Republic of Korea had lower scores in individualism (rank: 43, index value: 18)
as compared to (West) Germany (rank: 15, index value: 67). In spite of considerable
social and economic changes in the Republic of Korea and in Germany since the
1970s (Gwartney, Lawson, & Block, 1996, see also Schwarz, Chakkarath, &
Trommsdorff, 2002), a more recent study (with pilots as respondents) reports similar
results for Koreans and Germans as in the Hofstede study (Merritt, 2000). Studies
using other instruments to measure individualism and collectivism also confirmed
the classification of Germany as an individualistic culture (Fernandez, Carlson,
Stepine, & Nicholson, 1997; Triandis, Chen, & Chan, 1998) and of Korea as a col-
lectivistic culture (Kim & Choi, 1994).
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However, other studies suggested a more differentiated view on the effects of so-
cial change within the Korean culture. Urban and well-educated Koreans were lower
in collectivism than rural and low educated Koreans (Cha, 1994). In particular,
young, well-educated, female Koreans were less likely to agree with traditional
values (Hyun, 2001). Nevertheless, Cha (1994) concluded, that even young Koreans
are still comparatively collectivistic,

The child-rearing goals of parents also differ between the two cultures. In the
original Value-of-Children Study (Arnold et al., 1975) parents were asked to choose
their most important child-rearing goal out of five. The largest proportion of South
Korean parents chose the goal “to be independent and self-reliant,” while only a
minority chose “to mind the parents.” This was true for men and women
(Kagitgibasi, 1984), for rural and urban women, and across almost all occupational
levels, except for farmers (Hoffman, 1988).

This is a surprising result because in a culture influenced by Confucianism like
Korea, obeying and respecting the older generation is a very important value as
emphasized even in recent publications (e.g., Kim & Choi, 1994). One possible
explanation is that the interviewed parents were a highly selected group: represent-
ing young parents with young children (Lee & Kim, 1979). Particularly, in the first
years of a child’s life, one of Korean parents’ norms for their behavior describes the
virtue of patience (“In-nae™), meaning that they do not enforce obedience (Kim,
2003). However, in samples of mothers with older children (as investigated in the
new Value-of-Children Study)} obedience is presumably a more important child-
rearing goal in Korea than in Germany.

This is supported by a recent survey by Inglehart, Basanez, and Moreno (1998),
where independence as a child-rearing goal was more important in Germany than in
Korea, and respect for parents was more important in Korea than in Germany (94%
very important in Korea, 76% in East Germany, and 63% in West Germany). Ko-
rean mothers and grandmothers expected independent behavior of their (grand-
Jehildren at a later age than German mothers and grandmothers (Schwarz et al,
2002). This can be taken as further evidence, that independence is less valued in
Korea than in Germany.

Another study showed that Korean mothers of school-aged children most
strongly expected intellectual ability and emotional competence, and least physical
and artistic abilities (e.g., Park, 2003). In this study, also relations between parents’
expectations and their parenting behavior were reported. The more the parents val-
ued intellectual and emotional competence, the more likely they showed warmth and

" acceptance towards their children.

With respect to parenting behavior, no Korea-Germany comparisons have been
done, as far as we know. Hoppe-Graff, Kim, Latzko and Lee (2003) investigated the
adolescent-parent relationship and reported that the Korean adolescents experienced
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more emotional strain in the relationship but also more mutual appreciation than the
German adolescents. Based on results from other studies with East Asian samples,
we expect that Korean mothers do not differ from German mothers with respect to
maternal acceptance and warmth, but that they are more controlling. Following
Rohner and colleagues (Khaleque & Rohner, 2002) who emphasized that acceptance
is universally positively correlated with personality development of children; we
extend the argument to the relation between child-rearing goals and parenting. We
do not expect different patterns of relations between child-rearing goals and accep-
tance for the Korean and German mothers.

However, the control dimension of parenting has a different meaning for Kore-
ans as compared to western parents and children. For Korean adolescents, parental
acceptance and control were positively (and not negatively) related (Rohner & Pet-
tengill, 1985). This result complements other findings that the influence of control
and authoritarian parenting on children’s development differs with culture. Among
Asian Americans, authoritarian as compared to authoritativeness parenting inhibited
school performance less than for Anglo-Americans (Chao, 2001; Dornbusch et al,,
1987; Steinberg, Lambomn, Darling, Mounts, & Dornbusch, 1994). Although, these
studies did not investigate culture-specific patterns of relations between child-
rearing goals and parenting, we expect that achievement-oriented goals are posi-
tively related to parental contro! in the Korean but negatively related in the German
sample. In the following, the hypotheses and questions underlying our empirical
studies are summarized.

Hypotheses

It was expected, that Korean mothers are less individualistic and more collectivistic
in their value orientation as compared to German mothers. We also assumed that
Korean mothers favor group-oriented and achievement- or task-oriented child-
rearing goals as well as proper demeanor more, and individual-oriented goals less
than the German mothers. Moreover, we hypothesized that the Korean and German
mothers do not differ in acceptance of their child but the Korean mothers’ parenting
is more controlling and strict than the German mothers’.

We also expected that mothers’ individualistic orientation is positively related
with individual-oriented child-rearing goals, and collectivistic orientation is posi-
tively related with group-oriented child-rearing goals, while no specific relations are
expected between values and achievement-oriented goals. We further investigated a
mediator effect: Can the cultural differences in child-rearing goals be explained by
the cultural differences in values? Since it is an open question whether values and
child-rearing goals are related in culture-specific ways, we also analyzed the mod-
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erator function of culture for the relation between values and child-rearing goals, but
this question was investigated explorative.

Furthermore, we expected that all child-rearing goals be positively related with
parental acceptance, independent of culture. The group-oriented as well as the
achievement-oriented goals are expected not only to be related to parental control
but also to show culture-specific patterns. More specifically, we expect that particu-
larly the achievement-oriented goals are positively related with control and strictness
for Korean mothers and negatively related for German mothers. Thus, with respect
to the relation between child-rearing goals and parenting behavior, we focus on the
moderator role of culture.

Tweo Studies on the Importance of Values, Child-Rearing Goals, and Parenting

Questions of cultural values, child-rearing goals, and parenting have been dealt with
in two larger cross-cultural studies at the University of Konstanz, each starting from
different methodological approaches. Both studies investigated mothers with chil-
dren of different age groups, thus covering different phases of family development.

The Value-of-Children-and-Intergenerational-Relationship Study was conducted
as a replication and extension of the original Value-of-Children Study {(Amold et al.,
1975). Samples from the following cultures are included: People’s Republic of
China, Germany, Indonesia, Israel, Republic of Korea, and Turkey (total N = 6000).
The Child-Rearing-Theory Study was part of an interdisciplinary research centre.
Brazilian, Scuth Korean, and German mothers and children as well as kindergarten
teachers were interviewed (N = 400).

Here, the data of the Korean and German mothers was selected for further analy-
ses. Therefore, we will primarily focus on data from the Value-of-Children-and-
Intergenerational-Relationship Study [VOC study] for testing the hypotheses due to
the larger sample size. Results from the Child-Rearing-Theory Study [CRT study],
will be used to complement the results of the VOC study.

The Value-of-Children-and-Intergenerational-Relationship Study

Participants

On the basis of a standardized questionnaire n = 398 Korean and n = 313 German
mothers with an adolescent as the target child were interviewed. Table 1 summarizes
some characteristics of the two samples and the differences in these characteristics
between the Korean and German mothers. Compared to the German mothers, the
Korean mothers were significantly younger, less engaged in paid employment, and
had a smaller number of children. The mean age of the target children in the Korean
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