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FAMILY AS A SOURCE OF FORMING AXIOLOGICAL SYSTEM OF
YOUTH: COHERENCE BETWEEN VALUE SYSTEMS OF PARENTS
AND CHILDREN
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Abstract. The paper examines the importance of the family as an educational environment for the
formation of the value system of the young generation. It is an outcome of cyclical research on the
values of the younger and older generation in the Swigtokrzyskie Voivodeship in Poland. The
research data refer to the value examination questionnaire "100 Sentences - 100 Opinions" by
Mirostaw J. Szymanski and the Value Scale by Milton Rokeach. The results confirm significant
similarity of axiological systems for both respondent groups. The comparison of research results
from three study stages (1994, 2003 and 2017) proves that the values systems in both younger and
older generation are more constant than variable. Therefore, it can be concluded that in spite of
disruptions experienced by a contemporary family, it is still considered the source of principles
and values for a younger generation. The author proves that the first positions in the young
people's and their parents axiological systems are held by the allocentric and prosocial values. This
is also confirmed by the appreciation of the value of "true friendship" and "mature love”. It is
beyond doubt that these values make it possible today to establish close and rewarding
relationships that are extremely helpful to the sense of security and recognition. Furthermore, the
studies prove that the participants in both research groups perceived the civic and material values
as least important. The research studies a rather moderate acceptance by the respondents of the
views representing family values. Young people in particular, still refer to the family with
reluctance, criticising the various areas of the family's life, and they do not hesitate to point out the
factors that disorganise the life of this community. They also clearly indicate their expectations of
the family and, as can be anticipated, construct their own visions of the family. Although there are
some changes in the order of values, they are not clear enough to suggest that the hierarchy of
values and reference to family values of younger and older respondents has changed significantly
over the years. The results with regard to the meaning of the family as a source of the young
generation's values somewhat undermine the common theses about the little impact of family
socialisation on the development and upbringing of the young generation and the loss of the
family's basic duties.

Keywords: coherence of value system, family values, socialisation, young generation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Although we have a good knowledge about young youth, it still seems interesting to investigate
what values are appreciated by the contemporary youth, what goals and plans they set for the future.
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These aspects are linked inseparably with the value system of an individual. Assessing systems of
values makes it possible to anticipate the involvement of young people in every aspect of life, how they
seek and determine their own place in it, thus initiating their own development. These actions
correspond to young people's developmental timeframes, but also cause many difficulties for them,
among which there are conditions resulting from the complexity of the modern world, including in
particular the disappearance of all standards, the vehemence, diversity and specificity of the
phenomena and situations one is confronted with [21, p. 182, 184]. In this context, the observation of the
young generation's world of values, and the search for sources of the youth's system of values need to
be considered as a necessary action by the representatives of various scientific disciplines. It should be
assumed that gaining and constantly updating accurate and comprehensive knowledge about what
young people value creates the best opportunity to build effective educational models, which are more
suitable for the existing conditions [27].

When analysing different sources of human values, it should be noted with satisfaction that the
family is still one of the significant sources of young people's values, being a natural group in which
people can develop in the biological, psychological and social spheres. This has been emphasised by
leading experts in this field. The family has an extraordinary value, i.e. the ability to unite spiritually
the group of people who provide help and care to one another, based on true or implied biological
connection as well as family and social tradition [1, p. 21]. It is undoubtedly the best educational
environment due to, among other things, a direct contact between all family members, strong and
natural ties, continuity of educational influences [29, p. 121-124]. However, the attitude of adolescents
to the patterns of thinking and acting passed on in the family is not always straightforward and it
depends on many experiences gained outside the family. Hence, one may find elements common to
both generations in religious, moral, social and political attitudes, as well as those dividing the
generations [11, p. 94]. Therefore, in an attempt to find the sources of the axiological system of young
people, we should recognise the impact of other educational environments, including schools, peer
groups, institutions and organisations, as well as increasingly intense processes, such as the
europeanisation of our society, the commercialisation of culture, influence of mass media and the
commonly encountered risks [25, p. 9-30]. This paper tries to determine the scope of influence of the
family environment on the axiological sphere of young people.

The issue of the family is very popular, as evidenced by numerous studies on the subject. It may
seem that the authors usually focus on different aspects. Hence, there are numerous and repeated
examinations of the positive areas of a family operation, the functions and models the families fulfil. It
is also possible to notice the focus on family crisis, its conditions and effects on the functioning of the
young generation. These issues are of interest to many theoreticians and researchers. They rely on a
variety of theoretical constructs, taking into account the interaction, structural-functional, situational,
institutional, and other trends [2; 12; 10]. From the perspective of this paper, the most interesting are the
pedagogical and psychological contexts of the family. This is justified by the author's cyclical research
on the dynamics of changes in the value systems of the representatives of Polish society and the
conditions of the values recognised by the young generation [26; 27].

One can hardly disagree with the thesis that the system of norms and values preferred by the
young generation depends on the quality of the family environment. The key issue is the ties between
the generations present in the family structure. However, a careful observation of the quality of life of
contemporary families proves that a modern family encounters numerous difficulties in functioning,
many families fail to cope in the new conditions, and consequently, the fulfilment of the functions
entrusted to it is hampered, which results in the inefficiency of this educational environment.
Understanding the family as a system imposes a set of norms, principles and various measures on it, so
that its coherence is maintained. The family system has its own specific features (integrity, circularity,
equifinality, equipotentiality, ability of homeostasis and morphogenesis); it formulates its own goals,
means of satisfying needs and functioning in society [16, p. 9, 11-16; 18].

Over the centuries, the image of the family, its models and functions have changed [24, p. 696-697].
It is believed that the current understanding of the family seems to be too narrow and does not take
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into consideration its new forms. It also raises the question whether there is still a family at all. Given
the different sociological positions, the term "postmodern family" appears, encompassing all
permutations and combinations of its members [12, p. 53].

The current reality is often characterised in terms of changes. There are few elements of our lives
that function today as they did in the past. It also applies to the family. Even if the overall dimension of
the changes is positive, the transformation taking place within the family often takes on a traumatic and
deeply erosive character. It should be stressed with concern that this causes, among other things, a
crisis of moral values, disillusionment, loss of the sense of making things happen, fear of the future,
emotional disorders, sense of helplessness. Sudden and profound socio-economic changes have become
a carrier of social trauma, and they still strongly determine the quality of family life and the resolution
of various problem situations [13, p. 1-12]. Families have changed and new forms of a family life have
emerged. These include LAT relationships (Living Apart Together, cohabitation), homosexual,
polygamous, reconstructed families, those with an unclear structure (patchwork family), mixed, open,
childless, unmarried motherhood or monoparental examples. The distinguished forms of quasi-family
life differ from the traditional understanding of the family and entail the creation of alternative forms of
family life. One example can be cohabitation understood as a universal form of family life, which
allows for building mutual relations without formal obligations and the need to have children. [17, p.
16-17]. Researchers of the family are looking for reasons for its transformation. The causes of family
transformation include emanicpation of women in different spheres, differentiation of norms and
traditional values as well as individualisation and autonomy of family members. When proper
functioning of the family is disturbed, it is difficult to build relationships and bonds between family
members. Families are unable to cope with situations that generate crises and to overcome crises
perceived or experienced as unbearable events or situations. These situations deplete personal
resources and affect people's defence mechanisms [14, p. 159]. In the context of numerous reasons
causing crisis situations, and thus deeply affecting the proper functioning of the family, it is necessary
to underline the incompatibilities or loss of value, discrepancies in goals and in the understanding of
social roles by individual family members. [14, p. 162].

In view of the above considerations, it seems justified to evaluate the coherence of value systems
between the older and younger generations within the family. The research findings may become the
basis for characterising the quality of life of a modern family in comparison with the quality of life of
previous generations and for determining the directions of family transformation. It is worth noting
that despite the generally-experienced collisions related to the quality of family life, both family and
marriage are still the values highly esteemed by the Polish people [7, p. 91-96; 12, p. 253;
4, p. 21-22; 30].

2. STUDY ASSUMPTIONS, GOALS AND ISSUES

This research should be considered as an exploratory and explanatory study. The research
procedure was carried out in 2017, and is included in the author's own cyclical research series,
conducted since 1994 to the present day [25; 26; 27]. This paper presents those items which relate to the
search for consistency between the youth's value system and that of their parents, and which
supplement the data previously published [28, p. 174-188]. The research was conducted among the
students of vocational and general secondary schools and their parents in the Swigtokrzyskie region in
Poland. The data obtained made it possible on one hand to capture the similarities and differences in
the group of young people and their parents, and, on the other, to assess indirectly the influence of the
parents' value system on the value system of their children. Understanding the young generation's
value systems opens up perspectives for predicting young people's activity in various aspects of life,
and provides a basis for planning social life forms. In this sense, the research carried out has also
practical value [27]. The essential study problem was expressed by the question “To what extent can one
determine the coherence of pupils’ and their parents’ value systems?” This problem was further detailed in
the form of questions about correlations between the value systems of both groups of respondents, and
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about the diversity of the socio-educational context in relation to the value systems of youth and their
parents. The research assumptions were based on the procedures developed by Mirostaw ]J. Szymanski
and Milton Rokeach.

2.1. OPERATIONALISATIONS OF NOTIONS

The study included several groups of variables: 1) explained changes (10 groups of values defined
by means of the questionnaire “100 Sentences - 100 Opinions” by Mirostaw J. Szymanski, and two lists
of values (terminal and instrumental), distinguished by means of the Milton Rokeach’s Value Survey, 2)
explanatory (individual variables and social characteristics: gender, age, occupation, job seniority, place
of work, place of education, level of education, place of residence), and 3) contextual (recognition of
mutual relations between the surveyed communities: children - parents). This group also includes
control variables for the purpose of self-evaluation of own study — CCI (certainty of response index), i.e.
assessing the consistence of the provided replies with own opinions (as percent, in the range of 0-
100%).

First of all, the questionnaire “100 Sentences - 100 Opinions” was used. This is a study tool,
developed by M. J. Szymanski. This tool contains 100 different views, which the respondents were
asked to address in scope of 10 groups of values: pro-social, family, educational, material, cultural,
civig, recreational, affiliate, work-related, power-related.

The respondents replied to each sentence in the questionnaire using a five-point scale, choosing one
of five options: a) I agree strongly, b) I tend to agree, c) I don't know, I don't have an opinion, d) I don't
really agree, e) I definitely disagree. These answers express: a) strong approval, b) moderate approval,
c) ambivalence, d) mild rejection, e) strong rejection [23, p. 132-133]. The questionnaire is adapted to
statistical calculations, but also enables qualitative analyses [22, p. 136]. Given that certain views may
have become somehow obsolete, some modifications have been made in the content of the opinions, to
which the author of the tool granted his consent [27, p. 71-72].

The study also employed Milton Rokeach's Value Survey (RVS), adapted into Polish by Piotr
Brzozowski [3, p. 527-540]. Milton Rokeach assumed that the total number of human values is small
and amounts to several dozen, the values are arranged in a system, all people have similar values, the
values come from culture, society and its institutions as well as from human personality [3, p. 527-540].
Value Survey allows determining the so-called regulatory power of a particular value. The higher the
position of a given value in relation to the others, the greater is its influence on human behaviour and
more frequent are the behaviours related to that value. In order to measure the relative importance of
the values, Milton Rokeach distinguished 18 terminal values and the same number of instrumental
values, thus creating independent scales: terminal values (TV) - supra-situational objectives of human
life, and instrumental values (IV) - general approaches adopting the nature of the means to implement
the terminal values. The statistical study (the SPSS statistical package was used) involved the data from
1055 students and 627 parents, of which 479 complete parent-child pairs were constituted. These pairs
contributed to the implementation of the main study problem, i.e. assessing the consistency of parents'
value system with that of their children.

2.1. VALUE CHOICES OF STUDENTS AND PARENTS ON THE BASIS OF THE “100 - SENTENCES - 100
OPINIONS”, BY M. J. SZYMANSKI AND MILTON ROKEACH’S RVS SCALE

Conducting cyclical research on the values recognised by the younger and older generation has
provided rich observations, which will be used here for comparison with the results obtained in 2017. It
also creates an opportunity to decide on the change or stability of the youth's and adult's value system
in the context of changing socio-cultural conditions. Even a preliminary analysis of value consistency
by means of measurement using the "100 Sentences - 100 Opinions" questionnaire in students and their
parents proves the correlation in 10 value groups. There is a fairly high similarity in the value systems
that can be presented based on the assessments of parents and their children (Rspearman; N=10=0.697) —
Table 1.
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Students (N=1055) relations Parents (N=627)

M Value type Value type M
0.92 Allocentric +— Allocentric 0.74
0.59 Prosocial — Prosocial 0.71
0.55 Pleasure - __— Work 0.62
0.49 Work & Family 0.50
0.43 Power M -y Education 0.47
0.32 Family s Power 0.44
0.27 Education “« e Cultural 0.33
0.18 Civic “ /(\i Civic 0.28
0.14 Cultural “« Pleasure 0.22
-0.28 Material < —> Material -0.30

Tab. 1. Differentiation of acknowledging the values according to the "100 Sentences - 100 Opinions”

questionnaire (by median) students - parents.

Key: - order in the category by average value assessment index, descending

The data indicate that the studied groups differ in terms of the analysed values. The parents of the
examined students form a different group from their children primarily in terms of recognising pleasure
values - they regard such values less than their children do, compared to other examined values. It is
also observed that parents prioritise work, family, educational and cultural values, in comparison to their
children. Family values, analysed with particular attention, ranked fourth in the parents' group and
sixth in the students' group. While this is not a significant difference (by two positions on the scale), it
still seems worth emphasizing. Quite similar results were obtained in the past studies. At that time, in
the category of so called pairs: parent-child, family values were much more appreciated in the
subgroup of parents (fifth place) than in the subgroup of students (seventh place) [25, p. 171].

It should be noted that despite the differences in the position of individual value groups in the
order of values, young people and their parents consider family values very important, just like they
did in the past. Though it is not a leading position, it still remains a source of satisfaction, especially
that both young people and adults are quite critical as regards the assessment of indicator sentences
representing this particular group of values. The visible differences in acknowledging individual
values, including family values (mean score) result, as it should be assumed, from the age of the
respondents and the different life experiences. Therefore, the appreciation of the family as a place of
retreat in difficult life situations and obtaining help from the loved ones is more valued by the older
respondents. Similar references are observed with regard to educational, cultural and work-related
values. Differences in the assessment of these values seem obvious and require no extensive
explanation.
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students Me | M parents Me | M
safety of family 4 | 5.3 &—» | safety of family 2 3.8
health 4 | 55 «<—>» | health 2 4.7
respect 7 | 77 =~ 4 | wisdom 6 7.3
mature love 7 79 X% y respect 7 7.2
true friendship 7 | 80 [«>X> | true friendship 7 8.1
wisdom 7 |81 |& peace in  the 8 8.7

world
freedom 8 | 82 [w_ / mature love 8 8.9
pleasure 10 | 9.7 Y\q\ national security 8 9.0
peace in the world 10 | 10.0 P freedom 9 9.2
equality 10 | 10.1 gA internal harmony 10 |10.2
national security 10 | 10.1 P/ Mequality 11 | 10.8
sense of | 11 | 105 Lsocial recognition 11 | 11.0
accomplishment
comfortable life 11 | 10.8 ’S/\ / *pleasure 11.5 | 10.8
internal harmony 11 [10[ )Q salvation 121108
exciting life 12 | 109 sense of | 12 | 11.0
accomplishment
social recognition 12 [11.3 /\ [comfortable life 14 125
salvation 13 [ 121 F 4 exciting life 14 | 129
world of beauty 14 | 12.9 |«—» | world of beauty 14 ]133

Tab 2. Differences in the terminal value systems, as per RVS, in the student population (N=1055)
compared to parents (N=627)

Key: - on a theoretical scale from 1 to 18, where 1 is the first, most important rank
- Me — median, M — mean of ranks after rounding
- in the order specified in the RVS questionnaire

Both students and parents demonstrate a similar order of values (relative to median) within the
terminal values. Correlation is clear and high. The shifts occur in adjacent places in the value system:
the first and second places in both groups are held by the values of family safety and health, the last place
is occupied by the value world of beauty. A similar sequence of values, and thus a great resemblance
between the studied groups, is found in instrumental values, as shown in Table 3.
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students Me M parents Me | M
ambitious 6 6.8 w _w |loving 5 6.3
loving 6 | 71 &<y | honest 6 | 66
honest 6 74 [ A | ambitious 6 7.0
responsible 8 8.2 4—» | responsible 6 7.0
loyal 8 85 Iw w | cultural 9 8.8
clean 9 9.2 \/ helpful 9 9.0
cultural 9 9.2 )( S; considerate 9 9.0
considerate 9 9.5 ‘)( / b loyal 9 9.3
brave 10 9.5 % brave 9 9.8
intellectual 10 | 95 A | intellectual 10 | 10.1
helpful 9 97 ¥ \/' independent 10 | 10.2
independent 10 9.9 ‘/)(V composed 10 | 104
composed 11 | 107 &~ \ ] obedient 11 | 111
with broad horizons 11 10.8 m, ‘/« clean 11 | 10.2
logical 11 [ 108 [\ 4 | logical 115 | 107
efficient 12 | 110 [, A | withimagination | 12 | 117
with imagination 12 11.0 2| with broad | 12.5 | 11.5

horizons
obedient 13 [118F efficient 13 | 116

Tab. 3. Differences in the instrumental value systems, as per RVS, in the student
population (N=1055) compared to parents (N=627)

Key: - on a theoretical scale from 1 to 18, where 1 is the first, most important rank
- Me — median, M — mean of ranks after rounding
- in the order specified in the RVS questionnaire

Just like with terminal values, the results presented by means of the scale of instrumental values
also show similarities as well as differences in the recognition of values in both groups of the
respondents. From the standpoint of these analyses, the identical high appreciation for the value of
safety of the family is worth emphasising. Moreover, as in the case of the "100 Sentences - 100 Opinions"
tool, the higher appreciation of the indicated value is noted in the parents' group (M=3.8), than in the
youth group (M=5.3).

The obtained assessment indicators of the particular values clearly demonstrate that younger and
older respondents appreciate the human qualities relating to the value of responsible equally. The
average scores in the group of students and parents are M=8.2 and M=7.0 respectively, which allows to
place this value quite high on this scale. In both groups, this value holds fourth position on the scale. It
is therefore a highly esteemed value, often associated with the value of freedom.

In summing up the obtained hierarchies with the use of M. Rokeach's Value Scale, it should be
stated that the leading positions are: loving, ambitious, honest and responsible, with slight shifts in both
groups. This result corresponds to the results of the "100 Sentences - 100 Opinions" tool by M. J.
Szymanski, which is evidenced by the highest positions awarded to allocentric and pro-social values.
The greatest differences in value assessment by adults and their children are observed in relation to the
following values: clean (higher appreciation in the group of students — M=9.2, parents — M=10.2),
obedient (higher appreciation in parents — M=11.1, students — M=11.8), helpful (higher in parents — M=9.0;
students — M=9.7). The result obtained (consistency of parents' and their children's value systems) is
further confirmed by additional analyses of accuracy of opinions [27, p. 180-18].

The above statements are supplemented by the analyses of the respondents' reference to selected
indicator sentences, which represent family values. Examining respondents’ references to the evaluated
statements will allow for confirming the actual consistence of the youth's and their parent's opinions
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with regard to the family values. The subject-matter literature contains numerous evidences of how
important the quality of life in the family is, including a wide range of conditions that form the basis for
the construction of life perspectives by the young generation and for shaping the attitudes, beliefs and
aspirations of the youth [27, p. 180-186]. The implementation of values in the family is comprehensive,
uncontrolled and spontaneous. It is based on a spiritual and biological bond, and the incorporation of
the most valuable values cultivated in the family is fostered by an atmosphere of closeness and the
quality of bonds between individual family members [5, p. 36; 9, p. 182].

There is no questioning the fact that the family as a social structure is undergoing constant changes.
These changes concern both the family's structure and the functions it fulfils. Family size has shrunk to
a small one, which in turn deteriorated the bonds and contacts between the family members. The
functions and tasks entrusted to the family are also performed in a different way; currently they are not
attributed to a given gender. Growing autonomy and individualism has led to a weakening of the
parents’ and grandparents’ authority. P. Sztompka argues that individualism is related to the marking
of the existence of human beings, who, regardless of their environment and external influences, pursue
their own goals. A person is endowed with status and permanent rights, both as an individual and as a
member of a given society, influences his or her life, and having various life patterns to choose from,
takes sole responsibility for his or her achievements and failures [20, p. 579]. A special manifestation of
individualism is the observed behaviour of young people, who use their rights to choose and to live
freely in various forms of activity. They break away from adult control. This is also noted by our
respondents, but nearly half of them do not agree with the statements: “Family today is not what it used to
be before; it is increasingly more evident that family members are becoming strangers to one another” (53%
students and 57.3% parents), and “It is increasingly common for a family to set a bad example for children”
(62.6% students, 62% parents). When assessing the quoted opinions, it is worth noting a fairly large
group of younger and older respondents who have no specific opinion on the subject (one in ten
respondents). Though the obtained indicators are not very high, they suggest that parents make great
efforts to ensure that their children have favourable conditions for psycho-social development. They
also understand that attention to being close to a child, right emotional interactions and proper
dialogue create valuable ground for children to become mature.

At this point, it is worth reiterating after J. Marianiski that at present one can see a model of a post-
modern family that is adequate to the conditions in which we live. It is characterized by its complexity,
plurality of its forms, lack of compulsions concerning the role of individual members; instead, one
observes the negotiability of own expectations [12, p. 51]. Although the proposed standpoint of
sociologists sets the framework for contemporary families, including the Polish ones, it does not always
mean neglecting family responsibilities. This is reflected in the assessment of particular views. And so,
the vast majority agree more or less strongly with the statements: “In difficult life situations, family is
a place where you can find help and care” (82.8% of youth and 87.1% of parents) and “The nicest moments in
life include time spent with the family” (72.7% of youth and 79.4% of parents). The acceptance of the above
views proves that disturbances in the functioning of the family, commonly formulated and experienced
by many people, do not translate into how the family is perceived by the examined youth and their
parents. The respondents claim that the family remains the environment where the needs are met and
the foundations for acting in the future are constructed. The respondents prove the thesis formulated
by the psychologists that the feeling of belonging - in this case to a family - is an essential resource
determining the proper development of a young person and creates potential for the next stages of life.
This is because it happens from the first moments of life and enables development in every sphere,
constructing one's own person, acquiring the basis for the realization of parental and professional
functions [19, p. 85]. The parents' behaviours and positive emotions expressed by them are also
important, as they become an essential basis for the emotional development of children. Such resources
affect the adaptive functions and enable a better quality of life [6, p. 300-319]. They also foster
creativity, development of thinking and problem-solving [8, p. 87-100].

Both the young and the older respondents also express their appreciation of parents' efforts and
contribution to preparing children for adult life. They recognise their contribution to the goals of
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upbringing, their ability to discover and build their own self and efforts to ensure their success in life.
They express high approval for the view that “People’s behaviour reflects how they were brought up in the
family” (75.6% of youth and 79.2% of parents).

While most families face significant difficulties, students find in it the necessary potential to equip
children with the essential basis for good functioning. Despite a commonly observed phenomenon of
dysfunctionality, which also affects Polish families and is of serious importance for the realization of
care, educational and economic functions, more than half of the respondents disagree more or less
strongly with the following views: “The importance of the family is constantly diminishing, as more and more
of life affairs are resolved outside it” (55.4% of youth and 57.9% of parents) and “It is increasingly common
for a family to set a bad example for children” (62.6% of youth and 62.2% of parents). In the study
participants also expressed much hesitation about these controversial views, with as many as one in six
respondents having no definite opinion on the subject. When examining parents' opinions on all views
representing a group of family values, it is important to stress the consistency of referring to those
views. Parents demonstrate a strong position that the family continues to play a significant role in the
development of the young generation. A separate question is to what extent parents consider and
evaluate their own upbringing decisions, and whether they fully understand the family's
responsibilities, including, for example, opposing family disintegration and even dysfunctionality
under current conditions [10, p. 88]. The complexity and difficulty in solving these problems by parents
is evidenced by their ambivalent attitude to many views on the family.

Of all the assessed statements, the one causing most difficulties was: “Mothers who raise children
while on parental leave should be treated everywhere as if they were working”. In this case, young people
express the greatest hesitation (almost every fifth person surveyed), which is probably related to the
lack of experience in this area. However, 64.5% express stronger or weaker approval of such statement
(approval in parents — 76.9%).

Looking at the overall assessment of the indicator sentences representing family values, it is evident
that the respondents - young people and their parents - express high appreciation for the views
representing family values. However, these evaluations take into account the change in the model and
the scope of family functions as an upbringing environment. Still, it must be clearly stated that a
significant part of the respondents (especially young people) does not have a well-founded opinion on
these issues. The number of the respondents expressing ambivalent attitudes grows with the decline of
the rank of views concerning this group of values on the ten-degree scale.

3. CONCLUSIONS

While summarising the considerations on the recognition of values by young people and their
parents so far, it should be stressed that both research groups are quite similar in relation to the values
included in the study. The first positions in the young people's ant their parents axiological systems are
held by the allocentric and prosocial values. This is also confirmed by the appreciation of the value of
“true friendship” and “mature love”. It is beyond doubt that these values make it possible today to
establish close and rewarding relationships that are extremely helpful to the sense of security and
recognition. It is particularly satisfying to note that these values, in line with Rokeach’s concept, fall
within the scope of central values, which implies their greater durability [3, p. 527-540]. Thus, they are
part of values that do not yield to the passage of time, and form a solid basis for human behaviour. This
is evidenced by their high position recorded in author’s previous studies [25, p. 170-202]. Furthermore,
the studies prove that the participants in both research groups perceived the civic and material values as
least important. According to the classification by S. Ossowski, these values are still regarded as
"solemn" and "festive" [15, p. 88-93], while the reference of the respondents to views representing the
indicated values clearly reflect the general moods towards these areas of reality. It should also be
stressed that the main difference between the order of values in younger and older respondents is the
position of pleasure values in it. These values are placed by young people at the top of the value
hierarchy, and they close the list in the group of parents.



Family as a Source of Forming Axiological System of Youth: Coherence Between... 153

With regard to the estimated consistency in the parent-child pairs on the basis of the
M. J. Szymanski's questionnaire, it is stated that the different views of the studied groups concern the
pleasure values (lower recognition by parents), as well as those related to work, family, educational and
cultural ones (higher recognition by parents) [27, p. 216-217]. Similar situation is observed in the results
obtained using M. Rokeach's Value Scale. This provides solid grounds for concluding that there is
coherence between the value system of parents and the value system of their children.

It is also important to highlight a rather moderate acceptance by the respondents of the views
representing family values. This is the outcome to reflect upon. Over the recent years, the recognition of
a family as an important place in the development of each family member has increased significantly
[26]. Yet, young people in particular, still refer to the family with reluctance, criticising the various
areas of the family's life, and they do not hesitate to point out the factors that disorganise the life of this
community. They also clearly indicate their expectations of the family and, as can be anticipated,
construct their own visions of the family. In general, it must be stated that the obtained sequence of
values has a flattened character, as was assumed. The distance between particular values is
insignificant. Also, there is no evidence of clear individual differences in the preference for the values
tested. The material obtained confirms greater stability rather than variability of youth’s and parents'
value systems. Although there are some changes in the order of values, they are not clear enough to
suggest that the hierarchy of values and reference to family values of younger and older respondents
has changed significantly over the years.

The results with regard to the meaning of the family as a source of the young generation's values
somewhat undermine the common theses about the little impact of family socialisation on the
development and upbringing of the young generation and the loss of the family's basic duties. As
argued by J. Marianski, there are numerous behaviours that weaken mutual relations and destroy
bonds (e.g. divorces), but still the family is a value that is experienced, appreciated and desired [12, p.
60]. The author also claims that the transformations taking place in the European family are an
important ground for the transformation of the Polish family, which can be manifested in the future by
widely disclosed moral and cultural orientations, radically different from those of previous decades.
Current moral and cultural orientations are articulated by individualistic understanding of freedom,
moral relativism and a hedonistic lifestyle. In post-modern societies, traditional marriage and family
models are losing their importance [12, p. 61]. This entails upsetting young people's conscience,
ambiguities in their system of values and inconsistencies in their understanding of goals [22, p. 135].
This is confirmed by the results obtained in the course of the study, presented selectively in this paper.
The research observations should be considered important from the perspective of implementing the
educational process within the family and estimating its outcomes. Regardless of the adopted concept
(convergence or classical universalism), it is necessary to determine both endogenous and exogenous
factors [18, p. 237-238]. The contents and corresponding educational methods used for the purpose of
intergenerational communication should also be reconsidered. This is a particularly justified and
urgent step in view of the trends observed in ageing societies, including the Polish one.
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Mapioaa Boiimexoscka. Cim'st sk Akepea pOpMyBaHHS aKCiOAOTIYHOI CHCTEMM MOJAOAL: KOTepeHIIisa MixX
CIICTeMOIO IIiHHOCTel OaThKiB i aiteit. XKypraa Ipuxapnamcorozo yrisepcumemy imeni Bacuas Cmeparuxa, 7 (1)
(2020), 144-155.

Y poboti 06rpyHTOBaHO 3HAYEHHs POAVMHM K OCBiTHBOTO cepeAoBUINa 4451 GOPMYBaHHS IiHHICHOI
CUCTeMM MOAOJAOTO MOKOAIHHA. ABTOPOM NpeACTaBA€HO pe3yAbTaT HIUKAIYHOIO AOCAiAKEHH: I[iHHOCTel
MOJOAIIOIO Ta CTapLIOro ITOKOAiHb y CBeHTOKIIMCbKOMY BO€BOACTBI y Iloapmii. AJani gocaigskeHH:
CTOCYIOThCsI onuTyBaAbHOI ekcrieptusu "100 Bupoxkis - 100 aymok" Mipocaasa k. IllnmaHCchKOTO Ta MIKaAU
niHHocti MiatoHa Pokeaxa. 3rigHO pesyabTaTiB 40CAiA>KeHHs BMABAEHO 3HAYHY CXOXICThb aKCioAOTigHMX
crcTeM Aas 000X Ipyn pecrioHAeHTiB. IlopiBHSAHHA pe3yapTaTiB 40CAiA’KeHb TPBOX eTalliB A0CAiAKeHHS
(1994, 2003 Ta 2017 pp.) AOBOAUTS, 1110 AKCIOAOTIYHI ysABAEHH: K Yy MOA0OAOTO, TaK i y CTapIIOro NOKOAIHHS €
01i4BII TOCTIMHNMMY, HiXX 3MIiHHMMH. 3Ba’karouM Ha Ile, ITepIIi MO3MIIil B aKCiOAOTiYHIX CICTeMaX MOAOAL Ta
ix OaTbKiB 3aiiMalOTh aJOlLleHTpUYHe Ta IpocollialbHe 3HadeHH:. lle MiATBepAXye€ThCs TaKOXK OLIiHKOIO
LIHHOCTI "cIIpaBXHBOI ApPYyKOM" Ta "3piaoi a1000Bi". bes cyMHiBy, IIi IIiHHOCTi CHOTOAHI A03BOASIOTH
BCTAHOBMTM TiCHi Ta KOpPMCHi B3a€MUHM, AKi HaA3BMYAHO MOTPiOHI A4d Big4yTTs Oe3mekM Ta BM3HAHH:.
Kpim TOro, gocaigxeHHs1 40BOAUTSD, IIIO YIaCHMKM 000X AOCAIAHMIIBKUX IPYH CIPpUIIMaAN TPOMaASHCBKI Ta
MaTepiaabHi IIHHOCTI AK HalIMeHI BaXKAUBi. ¥ poOOTi 40CUTh MOMipKOBaHe CHPUIHATTS peclioHAeHTaMU
MOTAAAIB, IO IPeACTaBASAIOTh CiMelHi IIiHHOCTi. 30KpeMa, MO0A0A4i AI0AM BCe IIe CTaBAATHCS A0 CiM'T 3
HEOXOTOIO, KPUTUKYIOUN Pi3Hi cdepy KUTTS pOAUHM, i BOHU He COPOMASTHCS BKasaTM Ha UMHHMKH, SKi
AEe30PTaHi30BYIOTh KUTTA IpoMaAM. 3'sCOBaHO, IO BOHM YiTKO BKa3yIOTh Ha CBOI OWiKyBaHHA CIM'T Ta, sK
MO>XXHa ITepea0aunty, OyAyIoTh BAacHI OadeHH: ciM'1. Xo4ya B ITOPsIAKY IIiHHOCTeI € AesKi 3MiHN, BOHU He €
AOCTaTHBO UiTKMMM, IIOO HIPMUIIYCTUTH, IO i€papXis IiHHOCTell Ta IIOCMAAaHHSA Ha ciMelHi HiHHOCTI
MOAOAIINX Ta CTAPIINX PECIIOHAEHTIB 3a OCTaHHI pOKM 3HAYHO 3MiHMAMCA. Pe3yabTaTul 040 3HaU€HHs CiM 1
SK JXKepea IIiIHHOCTeI MOAOJAOIO ITOKOAIHH: Aelo IigpMBaiOTh 3araAbHi Te3u PO He3HaYyHMUII BIIAWB
CiMelHOI colliaai3allii Ha PO3BUTOK Ta BUXOBaHHS MO/A040I0O IOKOAIHHS Ta BTPaTy OCHOBHUIX 00OB'sI3KiB CiM 1.

KarogoBi caoBa: ysroa’keHicTh cuCTeMM IIiHHOCTell, ciMeliHi IiHHOCTi, coIjiaaizaris, Moaoae
IOKOAIHHSI.



