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So are friends becoming more important than family and wider kin! during late
modernity, or are family and friendship somehow converging?, in terms of
expectations and behaviour? In an important (»recent empirical studv of family
and friendship in the United Kingdom, Pahl and Spencer interviewed a wide
range of individuals and families about the role of friendship in family life. They
found evidence that friends are taking over some of the functions of family, with
friends now more important in support networks than in the past. A blurring8 of
the categories of family and friends is being experienced with individuals

becoming more selective in choosing the kin with whom they socialize and keep
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obligationst. This pattern was exemplified by a criss-crossing of both friendship
and family roles and by the language respondents used.
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Pahl and Spencer found that the use of the term () ‘familv as friend’

covered all kinds of family members except grandparents. Family members were
seen as analogous® with friends if the relationship was perceived as chosen rather
than a duty, or if there were strong emotional bonds. Importantly, members of
family were also viewed as friends if the relationship involved disclosures. The
role of confidant is so significant that it acts as a determinant of the quality of
friendliness of the relationship. Friends were regarded as ‘family’ if the
relationships had been tested by difficulties and sustained by a joint commitment
to the continuation of the friendship or if the friend had provided emotional or
other support over time. Friends were also viewed as family if the pair had known
each other since they were children or if the friend was considered ‘one of the
family’ by being invited to family events.
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(Chambers, D. New social ties: Contemporary connections in a fragmented society..
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