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ABSTRACT

Research on Adolescents and Their Parents:Past and Prospect

Toshio KUZE and Kenji HIRAISHI

In the present article, researches on adolescent-parents relations and on the transformation in

their relations were reviewed. And then, past trends of them and future perspective were examined.

Major contents taken up were as follows:

I Is adolescence a period of “Strum und Drang”?

O Research on adolescent-parents relations.

M Research on the process of transformation in the adolescent-parents relations.

1. Research on early adolescence.

9. The function of family interaction process affecting adolescent competence.

3. Issue in the interface of family experience and adolescents’ friendship.

4. Dual viewpoint on family relationship: development of adolescent and development of their

parents.

Remarkable research studied the following psychological constructs, namely, “individuation

process (containing both individuality and connectedness)”, “negotiation skills”, “mutuality in the

adolescent-parents relations”, and so on.

In conclusion, the research dealing with the quality of adolescent-parents relations and the process

of their transformation is needed.



