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ABSTRACT

Although growing shares of young adultee with their parents, little is known about the nature
of relationships between parents aodingadult childrenUsing data from the Toledo
Adolescent Raltionships Study (TARS) (n=878), we explored both closeness and conflict
between pamnts and youngdult children Our primary goalsvere toexaminewvhether (1)
returning toor never leaving the parental home as a young adult influeracedtphild
relationshipsand(2) social class angarenting strategies (support and monitoring) influenced
parent-child relationships. Compared to living independently, returniagdmever leavinthe
parental home&vere associated with greater confli¢bung adults from moreconomically
advantaged backgrounds reported greater parental closeness. Parental sagplaséence was
related to greater closeness and lower conflittt parentsThis study provides insights into
some of the consequencesaofincreasingly common pathway to adulthood for a contemporary
cohort of young adults.



INTRODUCTION
In the U.S.36% of young adultbv e with their parentsJ.S. Cersus,2012. Thisis the highest
percentagef young adultEoresidingwith parentdn thelastfour decales(PewResearch
Center,2014). Examiningarentakcoresidencand correspondinigvelsof parentehild
closenesandconflictis importantto considetin light of recenttrends suchasdelayedmarriage,
rising collegeenroliment, studerdebt,and thedifficulty of permanent jolplacement{Painter,
2010). When adulthildrendoleavethe parentahome,it is notalwayspermanen{Copp,
Giordano, Longmie, Manning, 2015Mitchell, 2006). Moreover, theansitionto adulthood,
indexedin partby independent livingyariesby socialclass leadingto differenttrajectoriedor
young adults (Furstenberg, 2010).

Althoughthe patterns otoresidencéavebeenwell establishedio datefew studies have
consideregarentadultchild relationshipquality. Our primary goalsin this studywereto
examine howcoresidencés associateavith parentatclosenessand conflictin young adulthood
andto assessiow family of origin factors(socialclassand parentingtrategies)nfluence
parentaklosenesandconflict. The Toledo Adolescent Relationshigsudy(TARS)is a
longitudinal study of individuale/ho havetransitionedrom adolescence young adulthood
andoffersa uniqudensinto parentadultchild relationshipsWe moved beyond priowork on
parent adulthild relationshipquality by: (1) using datéhatcaptureghemostrecentcohort of
young adults (i.e., th&lillennial Generation)n theUnited States, (2) focusing orcoresidencas
a possiblaleterminanbf parentadultchild relationship quality, and (3) examiniagpectof
family of origin (i.e., socialclassand parentingtrategiesandhow theyareassociateavith

parent-adulthild relationshp quality.



BACKGROUND
Coresidencavith Parentsin Young Adulthoodnd ParentAdult Child Relationship Quality

Prior studies on parent-aduhild relationshipquality havefocusedon thecorrelatesand
implications,but hadargelyignoredcoresidenceResearclon parent and adutthild
relationshipquality is limited. Amongtheexistingliteraturetherearetwo majorfoci: (1) major
transitiondn thelife course and pareitdultchild relations(e.g, Aquilino 1997;Kaufman&
Uhlenberg 1998; Sobolewski &mato,2007);and(2) thequality of parentadultchild
relationshipsandeffectson psychologicalvell-being(e.g.,Amato, 1994;Knoester2003;
Umberson, 1992 While theseareimportant,they do notaddressowtheserelationshipgliffer
by earlyadolescenexperiencem thefamily of origin or young adultoresidence.

According to the life course principle lnfiked lives(Elder, Johnson, and Crosnoe 2003)
interconnections between individuals in shared social networks (e.g., the faffi@bttkey
events and the timing of transitiomsindividuals’ lives We examined this theoretical
framework from a reverse causal standpoint. In other words, we explored how theregefi
coresidence (i.e., the transition of returning to parental home and never havihg feftental
home) influenced parent adult-child relationship quality. We also explored hovseeinde
interconnections with parents (i.e., parental support and monitafiegfed closeness and
conflict with parents in young adulthood.

In the U.S. nearlytwo-fifths of young adultsagesl8-31,live with their parentsand
thereis growing publicconcernthattheseindividualsmay not becomdinancially and,
subsequentlyresidentiallyindependenfPewResearciCenter,2014). Although young adults,
agesl8-24,aremorelikely than young adult®ges25-31,to live with parentspverall,these

percentagedemonstrate that a growistareof young adults coresideith parentsBoth age



groups haveeenincreasesince thaecessionn 2007-2009PewResearcitCenter,2014).
Decliningemploymenprospectsgebt,rising college enrolimentelationshipdissolution, and
decliningmarriageratesaresomereasongor theincreasan theratesof young adultgoresiding
with parents.

Prior literaturehasexaminedhe experiences abresidencéetweerparentsandadult
children.Aquilino and Supple (1991), usirnige 1987-1988\SFH, found thatwhenadult
childrencoresidedvith parents an@verefinancially dependent othem,parentchild conflict
increasedHowever, thanajority of parentseportedieelingsatisfiedwith their adultchild living
athome andndicatedpositiverelationshipswvith their children. Furtheanalyseof the NSFH by
Ward andSpitze(2007)indicatedtha thequality of relationshipgrom the young adulthild
perspectivalecreasewhenyoung adultsverecoresidingwith parents. Morerecentresearchby
Coppetal. (2015) found thateturningto the @mrentalhomeincreasediepressivesymptomdor
young adultsvho wereexperiencingemployment problems. South abel (2015),useddata
from thePSID-TA module to examinecontemporary determinantswhy young adultseave
andreturnto the parentahome.Theyfound that young adulisho felt emotionallycloseto
motherswerelesslikely to leavehomeandweremorelikely to return.

This body ofwork is limited in threekeyways. First,muchof thework is datedby
relying ondatacollectednearly30yeas ago. A nevanalysisof a contemporary cohouill
provide insightghatreflectthe current economic amebcialclimate. Second, prioanalyseslid
not distinguisthetweenyoung adultsvho returnedhome and thoseho neverleft. Thisis
importantbecauseeturninghomeandhaving neveteft aredifferentexperienceor young
adults andheir parentsThetransitionof nestleavingandthenreturninghomeimplies afailure

to launchandmaintainindependenc&om parentswhereashaving neveteft doesnotinvolve



anytransitionsin living arrangementThird, researcthas ignored thadolescenéxperience and
has notaccountedor earlierlife coursefactors(i.e., socialclassandparentingstrategies).
SocialClassDifferencesn Emerging Adulthood

Emerging adulthoodpangheyears18-25(Arnett, 2000). Duringhis stagein thelife
courseindividualsfocus onidentity exploration seekoutintimaterelationshipsfurther
educational and employmeexperiencesndestablishtheir residencgArnett, 2003).
Furstenberg (2010) notegveralkocialclasssimilaritiesanddifferencesamong young adults.
Although young adultfrom all socialclassbackgroundsreremainingn school longer and
delayingmarriage lessadvantaged young adults haveadertime adheringo theexpected
timeline of educationfull -time employment, leaving the parental hormehabitation/marriage
and parenthood (Payne, 2011). THasseconomicallyadvantaged young adulikely rely on
their familiesfor emotional and financidlelpfor longerperiodsof time (Schoeni &Ross,
2005).Financialindependences relatedto major demographidransitionsfor young adults
including,but notlimited to, establishingesidenceshatareindependent gbarents.

Giventherecentrecessionit is importantto assesgoresidence among a contemporary
sampleof young adultérom variedsocialclassbackgrounds. Economdisadvantage
experiencedn childhoodleadsto poorerwell-being outcomefor adults,which exacerbates
difficulties in transitioningto independent adulthood and perhapsain@ity of relationships
betweerparent anédultchildren (Umberson)illiams, ThomasLiu & Thomeer2014). Thus,
variationsin socialclassposition and opportunitieafforded to young adultsnayinfluence
parent adulthild relationshipguality andcoresidencenay potentiallyactasa mediating

mechanismn therelationshipbetweersocialclasspositionandparentadultchild relationships.



ParentingStrategies

Early onBaumrind(1971)definedthreetypesof parentingstrategies;authoritarian,”
“authoritative” and“permissive.”Parentavho engagen authoritarianparentingrely on more
punitive engagementith children authoritative parentingtyleemphasizeparentehild
comrmunication, supporting and helping tbieild to becomeself-reliart, and permissive
parentingacksclearrulesandregulationfor children. Supportive parentingdefined by open
parentehild communication anteelingsof closenesdn areview of literatureon parenting and
adolescentlevelopment, Devore and Ginsberg (2005) concludegé#rantaimonitoringand
higherlevelsof closenes$i.e., authoritativeparentingbetweerparentsandchildrenled to the
bestoutcomedor adolescentdn addition, Behart,PelhamandMurray (2004) found that young
adultswhofelt nurtured bytheir parentsn adolescencesportedhigherselfesteemnin young
adulthood. Among young adulascceptancandinvolved parentingositively influencedsel-
esteen(Zakeri& Karimpour, 2011)Seiffge Krenke (2006) found that young adultbo
experiencedhigh monitoringasteensveremorelikely to befinancially independenasyoung
adults.Overall,thesefindingsreflecthow highlevelsof parental support and monitoriimg
adolescencanfluencedpositiveyoung adulbutcomes.

We extendedhis prior researchby focusing orhow parentingstrategiesn adolescence
influencedparentadultchild relationshipquality during emerging adulthooEromalife course
perspective (Elder, Johnson, and Crosnoe R@Se early family interconnections would
appear to be foundational for parent adult-child relationship quality. In the nexbétajs
paper, we plan to consider whether coresidanay mediate the association between parenting

strategies and pareatiult child relationships.



CURRENTSTUDY

Expanding on prioliterature this studyusedlongitudinaldatato examine parent-adult
child relationshipsvhenchildrenareyoung adultbetweernthe agesof 22-29.In light of the
currentrecessionn 2007-0%swell asdelaysin young adults launchinfgom the parentahome
andreturns(boomerang) of young adulis the parentahome we addressethefollowing two
researchguestions: (1how doesresidentialstatus(i.e., returnedo parentahome stayedat
parentahome living independently) influence young adults’ perceptiongavéntakloseness
andconflict; and 2) giverdifferentialsin coresidenceve examinewhetherand howfamily of
origin factors,socialclassand parentingtrategiesnay affectparentaklosenessandconflict and
how coresidencenay actasamedating mechanisnn therelationshipbetweerfamily of origin
factorsand parent-adutthild relationships.

DATA AND METHODS

We usedthefirst, fourth, andifth interviewsfrom the ToledoAdolescentiRelationships
Study(TARS), astratifiedrandomsampleof adolescentfom LucasCounty, Ohioto testour
hypothesesTheinitial sample(n=1,321), devised by the Natior@pinionResearchCenterwas
drawnfrom 62 schooHistricts,andoversampledHispanicandBlack studentsThe datawere
first collectedin 2001 usingstructuredn-homeinterviews.In 2001,in additionto adolescent
interviews,parentgprimarily mothers)r caregverswereinterviewedseparateljrom
adolescentsThe original adolescensamplewasre-interviewedin 2002, 2004, 2006, and 2010.
At thetime of the fourthinterview (2006), respondentangedn agefrom 18-24.At thefifth
interview (2010), respondentangedn agefrom 22-29.We examined respondentso
returnedto the parental homeneverleft the parental homandthosewho lived independently

A distinctivefeatureof TARS s thatit includes data oohangesn young adultstesidential



statusWe examinedyoung adults leaving honasreportedn the fourthinterviewandyoung
adultsreturninghomeasreportedn thefifth interview. Additionally, TARS is basedn a
contemporargampleof young adultsvho experiencedherecessiorof 2007-09.

Theanalyticsampleconsistedf all respondentbetweenheagesof 22-29at thefifth
interview (n=1,021) We excludedlL43respondenta/ho did not reporteitherliving with parents
or living independenthat the fourth andifth interviews(e.g., group quéers,suchasdorm,
barrack, prisonetc). Thefinal analyticsampleconsistecbf 394 menand 484vomen(n=879§.
To accounffor missingdatawe usedmeanand modemputation. At thebivariatelevel we used
oneway ANOVAS andt-teststo examinedifferencedor all covariatedy young adults’
residentiaktatus For the multivariateanalysesve usedordinaryleastsquaresegressior{OLS).
This studydrewon datadrom the parent anddolesceninterviews(2001), and théurth (2006)
andfifth interviews (2010).
Dependent Variables

Parentalclosenessneasure@sthe meanof six itemsassessedt thefifth interview,
askedrespondents homuchtheyagreedwith the following: (1) “My parentftenaskabout
whatl amdoing (e.g.jn schoolatwork, with my friends,etc.)”; (2) “My parents givenethe
right amount offfection”; (3) “My parentgrustme”; (4) “I amcloserto my parents than kt of
peoplemy age”; (5) “I feelcloseto my parents”;and (6)‘l rely onmy parentdor advice.”The
scalerangedrom 1-5with ameanof 3.98,indicatingrelatively high parentaklosenessgalpha =
.85).

Parentalconflict, measuredsthe meanof fouritemsassessedt thefifth interview,
asked,In generalhowoftendo you and youparents:”(1) “Have disagreements’2) “Yell or

shoutat eachotherbecause/ouaremad”; (3) “Give eachother thesilenttreatment”;and (4)



“Call eachotha namesor insulteachother?”Thescalerangedrom 1-5with ameanof 1.75,
indicatingrelativelylow parentakonflict (alpha = .85).
Focal Independent Variables

Residencéype,measuredisingdatafrom thefourth andfifth interviews. We created
threedichotomousrariablesndicatingthreetypesof residencereturnedto parental home
(referencecategory)jn which respondentwereliving independenthat the fourth interviewand
living athomein thefifth interview (6.20%),stayedat parental homein which respondents
wereliving with parentsat both the fourth andifth interviews(17.89%)andliving
independentlyn which respondentwereeitherliving athome or otherwisat the fourth
interviewandnotliving at homeat thefifth interview (75.91%¥.
Family Background Factors

Socialclasswasoperationalizedy usingmothers’ educatiofrom the pareninterview
(2001).Becausavomenprimarily compldgedthe parentsurvey (90.2%)we assessenhothers’
educationusingthe question;How far did yougo in school?'If theinterviewwascompletedby
men(9.8%), thefathers’report ofmothers’educatiorwasusedwhich asked,"How far did your
spouse or partner go school?” Responseategoriesncluded (1st-8tlyrade Jessthanl2years,
12 year(obtainedGED), wentto businesstradeor vocational schodfterhigh school, 1-3ears
of college,graduatedrom college or university, professionainingbeyond 4year).We
createdhreedichotomouwariablesHigh school oress(1st-8th graddgessthan 12years,12

year(or obtainedGED), (referencecategory) (40.98%}omecollege(or tradeor vocational

! Reference category in supplemental analyggsh are available upon request.
2 Copp et al., (2015) used the 4th interview of TARS. They found 45.67% lived independently, 34.8tVasthy9.49%
returned.
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schoolafter high school, 1-§earsof college)(34.49%)andcollegeor more(graduatedrom
collegeor university,professionatraining beyond 4year)(23.31%).

Parental supportmeasuredising afive item meanscalefrom theadolesceninterview
(2001),askedrespondenttheir extentof agreementvith thefollowing statements(1) "my
parentoftenaskabout how Bmdoingin school”; (2)'my parentgive methe right amount of
affection”; (3) "my parentgrustme”; (4) "I'm closerto my parents that bt if kidsmy age";and
(5) "l feelcloseto my parents.'Responsesicluded 1 (stronglglisagreejo 5 (stronglyagree).
Thescalerangedrom 5-25with ameanof 19.85indicatingrelatively high levelsof support
(alpha =.77).

Monitoring, measuredvith asix item scale provided respondentgith thefollowing
prompt,"Tell me howoftenyour parentget youmakeyour own decisionsabout..."(1) "thetime
you mustbehomeonweekendights”; (2) "the people you hang owtith”; (3) "what youwear";
(4) "yoursociallife"; (5) "who youcandate"; and(6) "how otenyoucandate."” Responses
included 1 (nevero 5 (very often), and thacalerangedrom 6-30with ameanof 22.42
indicatinghigh levelsof monitoring duringadolescencélpha= .83).

From thefirst interview (2001)family structurewasmeasuresa seriesof dichotomous
variablesincludingtwo biological parentgreference)54.75%) stepfamily (13.57%), single-
parent(21.51%), and other (10.1%).

Young Adult Factors

Gainful activity wasa dichotomou#dicatorof whetherthe respondentvascurrentlyin

school or employed (63.97%) not currentlyin school or employed (37.29%3elationship

statuswasaseriesof dichotomouwariablesincludingsingle(reference)7.16%),dating
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(39.79%), cohabiting (31.75%) anthrried(21.30%).Presenceof childrenwasa dichotomous

variablewith O indicatingno children(60.88%) and indicatingoneor more(39.12%).

Sociodemographic Factors

Fromthefifth interviewgenderwascoded Ifor women(50.80%) and @or men
(49.20%). Fromthefifth interviewage(22-29)hada meanof 25.36 Race/ethnicitywascoded
asaseriesof dichotomouwariablesincludingnonHispanicWhite (reference)67.25%), non-
HispanicBlack (23.72%), Hispanic (6.63%) and other9@%).

PRELIMNARY RESULTS
Bivariate Analysis

Tablel included weightedescriptivestatisticsfor all covariatedy residencestatus.
Approximately 6% of young adulteturnedo the parentahomebetweenthe fourth andifth
interviews. About 18% of theampleremainedn the parentahome and 76%vereliving
independently. Thuspproximately24% of young adulte/ereliving athome(bothreturnedand
stayed)n 2010.

Reports oparentaklosenessverenot significantly differentby residentiaktatus At the
bivariatelevel, all young adults reportelatively highlevelsof parentaklosenes$i.e., meanof
4 [range 15]). Regardingoarentalconflict byresidentiaktatuswe observed significant
differencesBoth thosewho stayedn theparentalhome (1.91) and thoseho returnedo the
parentahome(1.90)reportedsignificantly higherlevelsof conflict comparedwvith thosewho
wereliving independently (1.69).He experience oliving athomein young adulthoods
associateavith moreconflict, eventhoughreturninghomemay be adifferentexperiencehan

neverleavingtheparentalhome.
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Thefamily backgroundndicatorsdiffered accordingo residentialtatus.Y oung adults
who returnedo theparentahomeweremoreadvantaged (mother hadllegedegree)han
young adultavho stayedat home oilived independentiyWith regardto parentingstrategies,
parentalsupport dichot differ by residentialstatus Monitoring, howeveryassignificantly
different. Young adultavho stayedn the parentindpome,comparedvith living independently,
reportedsignificantlylower levelsof monitoringin adolescenceYoung adultsvho lived with
their parentanoreoften hadtwo biologicalmaried parentg69%) than young adultsho lived
independently (51%).

Many of the othercovariatesalsoshowedsignificantdifferencesacrosgesidentialstatus
(e.g., gender, gainfalctivity, presencef children).For exampleamong young adultsith
children,thereweresignificantly fewer youngadultswho stayedn theparentalhome (18%)
comparedvith havingreturnedo parentalhome (36.5%)ln addition,thereweresignificantly
feweryoung adultsvho weregainfully active(i.e.,in school or employedyho stayedn the
parentahome(54%) orreturnedo the parentahome(48%)comparedvith those living
independently (68%)hesepercentageareconsistentvith previousresearchyhich found that
lack of employments oftenareasorfor young adultseturningto the parentahome(Pew
ResearclCenter,2014).

Multivariate Analyses

Table2 included therdinaryleastsquaresegressiormodelspredictingparental
closenessModel 1,thezercordermodel, includedesidentialktatus Residentiaktatuswvasnot
significantlyassociateavith parentaklosenessYoung adultsvho stayedn theparental
residenceaswell asthosewho live independentlycomparedvith thosewho returnechome,

werenotsignificantly differentin reportsof parentatlosenesdn thesupplementaanalysis, no
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significantdifferencesvere observedvhencomparingyoung adultsvho stayedn theparental
homecomparedvith thoseliving independently.

Model 2 included thadolescentactors(mothers’educationparentalsupport,
monitoring, andamily structure).Young adults’ whose mothergeremorehighly educated
(college omoreandsomecollege),comparedvith high school ofess,reportedgreaterparental
closenessMonitoring andfamily structurewerenotassociateavith parentatlosenessn Model
3, sociodemographiactorsincluding genderage,andrace/ethnicitywereaddedn theanalysis.
Theadolescentactorsoperatedn asimilar mannerasModel 2.Conparedwith men,women
experiencedjreaterclosenessvith parentsn young adulthoodBlack, comparedvith White,
young adults reportedwer levelsof parentalkconflict in young adulthoodn thefull model
(Model 4) young adulfactorsincluding gainful ativity, relationshipstatus andpresencef
childrenwereadded. Brentalsupportremainedsignificantlyassociatedvith closenessnd
mothers’educationvasmarginallysignificant. Thetwo young adultorrelatesassociatedvith
parentaklosenessveregainful adivity andpresencef children.Being gainfully activity was
positivelyrelatedto parentaklosenessand havinghildrenwasrelatedto feelinglessclosewith
parentsThedeclinein significancefor mothers’ educatiowhengainful activity wasincludedin
the analysis demonstrates how young aelxjiterience the workplaceandeducationakystem
arefundamentalhenunderstandingleterminant®f parent adulthild closenesdn other
words, young adulte’ho havetransitionednto the workplace and/owho arecurrentlyin school
appeato havebetterrelationshipparentadultchild quality dueto havingmettraditionalmarkers
of adulthood Arnett, 2003).In support of thdife-coursetenantof linkedlives (Elder, Johnson,
and Crosnoe 200arentalsupportin adolescenceemaineda salientpredictorof closenessvith

parentdn young adulthood.
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Table3 showedthe ordinaryleastsquaregstimatedor parentalkconflict. In Model 1
residentiaktatuswvasexamined. Stayingn the parental hoe comparedvith returningto the
parentahome,wasnotsignificantlyassociateavith parentalconflict. Conversely, living
independentlycomparedvith returningto the parentalhome wassignificantly associatedvith
parentalkconflict. Comparedvith young adultsvho returnedo the parentahome,living
independently, oaveragewasassociateavith lessparentalkconflict. In the supplemental
analyseof parentakconflict comparedvith havingstayedn the parentahome,living
independentlyvasassociateavith lessconflict.

Living independentlyemainedsignificanty associatedvith lower conflict with the
inclusion of theadolescentactors(Model 2). Young adults whose moth&rsremorehighly
educatedcollegeor more),comparedvith high school otess,reportedessconflict. Higher
levelsof parentalsupportin adolescencerereassociatedavith lessparentalconflictin young
adulthoodIn addition, higher parentahonitoringin adolescencevasmarginallysignificantand
associateavith lessparenal conflict in young adulthoodVodel 3 included the
sociodemographimdicatorsandliving independetty remainedassociatedavith lower levelsof
conflict. The educatiorandmonitoring indicators lost significance. Compatednen,women
reported highelevelsof parentakconflict. In addition,Black, comparedo White young adults
experiencednigherlevelsof parentatonflict.

Model 4 included young adutctorsincluding gainfulactivity, relationshipstatusand
presencef children.Independenliving versusreturninghomewasno longerassociated
parentakonflict. However,youngadultsliving independentlomparedvith thosewho stayed
in the parental homexperiencedessconflict. Parentakupportremainedsignificant,suchthat

higherlevelsof parental suppowasrelatedto lessconflict with parents. Monitoring anfamily



15

structurewerenotsignificantlyassociaté with conflict. 1t appearshatgainful activity and
presencef childrenpredictedyoung adults’experiencef conflict with their parentsYoung
adultswho weregainfully active(eitherin school or working) reporteldssparentalconflict
comparedvith youngadultswho werenotin eitherschoolor employedFinally being gparent,
comparedvith those without childrenyasassociatedavith greaterconflict. Age, race/ethnicity
andrelationshiptypeswerenotassociatedavith conflict. In this model women,experienceanore
parentakonflict in young adulthoodBlack, comparedvith White, young adultseportedhigher
levelsof parentalconflictin young adulthood.

DISCUSSION

This studycontributedo theliteraturein two ways.Thisresearctshowed how the
transitionof returningto the parentahomeaswell asstayingin theparentalhome influenced
parent-adulthild relationshipguality. Despitethe fact thatcoresidencevasnotrelatedto
parentaklosenessye did find that conflictwasgreaterfor thoseliving with parents.
Specifically,comparedvith young adultdiving independentlyreturningto the parentahome
andstayingin theparentalhomewereassociateavith moreconflict. This finding wasespecially
salientfor thosewho stayedand reverleft the parentahome. Second, dimensionsfamily
backgroundgocialclassandparentingstrategielinfluencedparentandadultchild
relationships.

Family backgroundactorsincluding motherseducatiorandparentalsupportwere
predictorsof parentaklosenessSpecifically,young adults’ whose mothenseremorehighly
educatedcollegeor moreandsomecollege),comparedvith high school otess,reportedgreater
parentaklosenesdn addition, young adultwith greaterparental support durirgdolescence

experiencedhigherlevelsof parentatlosenesdn the analysis of parentabnflict, supportive
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parentingwastheonly family backgrounatharateristicto remainsignificantin thefinal model.
Specifically,young adultsvith greatemparentalsupport duringadolescencexperiencedower
levelsof parentakonflict. Parentalsupportwasasalientpredictorof bothparentaklosenessnd
conflict. Thisis centralto understanding how parenting experienceddolescencenanifests
acrosghelife course andihto young adulthood.

Young adultfactorsincluding gainfulactivity andpresencef childrenwereassociated
with parentadultchild relationship quality. Young adulteho weregainfully active(i.e., either
currentlyemployed oin school)reportedgreaterclosenesandlessconflict with parentsin
addition, young adulteho hadchildrenexperiencedanoreconflict andlessclosenessvith
parentsWe arguethatparenthoodn young adulthoodnay be astressfulife transitionandmay
have thepossibilityto eitherdisrupt relationshipwith parentsor exacerbat@reviously
strenuous relationshifmetweernparents anddultchildren.

Limitations ofthisresearchncluded not using aationallyrepresentativeample Future
researctshouldanalyzewhethertheseconclusions holdor nationallyrepresentativeamplesin
addition,it would be helpfuto understand how parerdseviewing their relationshipswith
young adultehildrenand thereciprocalnatureof parent adulthild relationshipsThis would
helpto furtherunderstandamily dynamics and perhajgrtherunravelwhatis causingparental
closenesandconflict for contemporaryamilies Forexample how do parents changjeeir
parentingstrategywhentheir childrenareyoungadultsWould this dependon theadultchild
coresidingwith them? Futureesearctshould exploréhesedynamics not onljrom the young
adults’ perceptiondyutalsofrom theparents’perceptionsln the nexistepsof this paperwe

planto exploreif coresidencactsasamediatingmechanisnin therelationshipoetweerfamily
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of origin factors(i.e., socialclassandparentingstrategiespndparentadultchild relationship
quality.

Young adulthoods markedby severakey transitiongArnett, 2003) including, but not
limited to, residentiaindependencdifferencesexistacrosssocialclassessuchthatless
advantaged young aduksperiencenoredifficulty adheringo thetraditionaltimeline of
education, employmentomeleaving,marriageand parenthoo(Furstenberg2010).This study
investigatechow coresidencaffectsparent adulthild relationshipguality. In addition,this
study further exploretiow socialclassbackground and parentisgrategiesnfluencedparent
and adultehild relationships.As young adult@aredelayingexitsfrom theparentahomeand
moreoftenreturninghomehasimplicationsfor levelsof conflict and potentiaimplicationsfor

young adult angharentalell-being.
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics, by Parent Residential Type (n=878)

Stayed in Returned to Living
Full Sample* Parental home Parentalhome Independently
(n=150) (n=52) (n=697)
Dependent Variables Percent. Mean SD Range
Parental Closeness 3.98 2.83 1-5 3.97 3.98 3.99
Parental Conflict 1.75 2.62 1-5 1.9 1.90 1.69
Focal Independent Variables
Residential Type
Living Independently 7591  emmmeeeemmmeee s
Stayed in parentalhome 1789 emmmeee emeeeee s
Returned to parentalhome 6.20  emmeeeeeeeeeee e
Family Background Factors
Mother's Education
HS or Less 40.98 41.33% 40.38% 42.16%
Some college 34.49 34.67% 26.92% 34.32%
Colege or more 23.31 23.33% 32.69% 22.19%
Parenting Strategies
Support 19.85 12.17 5-25 19.91 19.65 19.83
Monitoring 22.42 21.27 6-30 20.98% 23.95 22.76
Family Structure
Two biological parents 94.75 68.67% 61.54% 51.33%
Single-parent 21.51 18.00% 19.23% 22.49%
Step-parent 13.57 8.0096 15.38% 14.64%
Other-family 10.17 5.33% 3.85% 11.54%
Young Adult Factors
Gainfully Active" 63.97 54.009 48.08% 68.34%
Not Gainfully Active 36.03 46.00% 51.92% 31.66%
Relationship Type
Single 7.16 46.009% 44.23% 17.75%
Dating 39.79 70.67% 67.31% 30.82%
Cohabiting 31.75 7.33%"° 19.239% 37.57%
Married 21.30 2.00% 3.85% 28.85%
Presence of chidren 39.12 18.009%" 36.54% 44.97%
No Chidren 60.88 82.00% 63.46% 55.03%
Sociodemographic Factors
Women 50.80 44.0098 48.08% 58.14%
Men 49.20 56.00% 51.92% 41.86%
Age 2536 691 2229  2435° 25.35 25.71
Race
White 67.25 72.00% 63.46% 65.53%
Black 23.72 19.33% 28.85% 20.27%
Hispanic 6.63 6.67% 7.69% 11.54%
Other 1.99 1.33% 1.07% 2.37%

*all means, percents and standard deviations are weigBtemently in school or employed,Significant differences between
stayed in the parental home and returned to the parental'hBigeificant differences between stayed in the parental home
living independently, Significant differences between returned to the parental home and living independently



Table 2. OLS Regression of Parental Closeness

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

b SE b SE b SE b SE
Residential Type
Living Independently 0.019 0.105 0.019 0.101 0.001 0.101 0.017 0.104
Stayed in parental home -0.007 0.118 -0.023 0.113 -0.040 0.114 -0.059 0.114
Family Background Factors
Mother's Education
Some college 0.114 0.054 * 0.104 0.055 ¥ 0.089 0.055 ¥
College or more 0.169 0.062 ** 0.138 0.063 * 0.111 0.065 t
Parenting Strategies
Support 0.068 0.007 *** 0.069 0.008 *** 0.068 0.007 ***
Monitoring 0.001 0.004 -0.001 0.005 -0.001 0.004
Family Structure
Singleparent -0.109 0.060 -0.080 0.063 -0.068 0.063
Stepparent -0.080 0.072 -0.070 0.073 -0.048 0.074
Otherfamily 0.006 0.083 0.027 0.084 0.054 0.085
Young Adult Factors
Gainfully Active 0.113 0.051 *
Relationship Type
Dating 0.016 0.101
Cohabiting 0.025 0.108
Married 0.004 0.006
Presence of children -0.111 0.055 *
Sociodemogr aphic Factors
Women 0.103 0.047 * 0.124 0.048 *
Age -0.004 0.014 -0.003 0.014
Black -0.136 0.064 * -0.094 0.067
Hispanic -0.128 0.081 -0.109 0.081
Other -0.097 0.167 -0.086 0.168
R? .001 0.104 0.115 0.125

t p<.10;* p<.05;* p<.01;** p<.001 (n=878)
ICurrently in school or employed
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Table 2. OLS Regression of Parental Conflict

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

b SE b SE b SE b SE
Residential Type
Living Independently -0.210 0.097 * -0.220  0.096 * -0.213  0.096 * -0.145  0.098
Stayed in parental home 0.006 0.108 0.010 0.108 0.016  0.108 0.030 0.108
Family Background Factors
Mothers' Education
Some college -0.065 0.052 -0.059 0.052 -0.046 0.052
College or more -0.098 0.059 ft -0.074  0.060 -0.066  0.061
Parenting Strategies
Support -0.021  0.007 ** -0.024  0.007 ** -0.022  0.007 **
Monitoring -0.008 0.004 ft -0.005  0.004 -0.005  0.004
Family Structure
Singleparent -0.020 0.058 -0.076  0.060 -0.093  0.060
Stepparent 0.093 0.069 0.065 0.069 0.040 0.070
Otherfamily 0.020 0.079 0.026  0.080 0.044  0.080
Young Adult Factors
Gainfully Active' -0.006  0.080 *
Relationship Type
Dating 0.069  0.096
Cohabiting -0.031  0.103
Married -0.095 0.110
Presence of children 0.100 0.052 t
Sociodemogr aphic Factors
Women 0.155  0.045 *** 0.139 0.046 **
Age -0.004 0.014 -0.002  0.137
Black 0.169  0.061 ** 0.101 0.014
Hispanic 0.043  0.077 0.010 0.077
Other 0.154  0.159 0.011 0.016
R? 0.018 0.040 0.062 0.077

t p<.10;* p<.05 * p<.01; ** p<.001 (n=878)
ICurrently in school or employed
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