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Abstract

Self-made questionnaire was applied to conduct the survey, which included 4 parts: “table man-
ners”, “visit rules”, “daily rules”, “old and young communication rules”. Two groups of children (30
from stem family and the other 30 from nuclear family) were participated the survey, to find those
differences on understanding, identity and following. The results showed that: (1) Children’s tra-
ditional rules and customs development included 3 levels: knowing, understanding and doing. It
was necessary to enlighten the children with reason, move them with affection, and guide them
with action for children’s traditional rules and customs development. (2) The family structure had
affected children’s traditional rules and customs development. The dimensions of understanding
and following traditional rules and customs of the children from stem family were significantly
higher than the children from core family. Grandparents played an important role in traditional
rules’ and customs’ inheritance. (3) Different aspects of the traditional rules and customs showed
some differences in the process of inheritance.
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Table 1. Self-made questionnaire of four dimensions of traditional rules and customs and illustrations
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Table 2. Correlation test of different dimensions
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Table 3. Difference comparison on scores of dimensions of understanding of subjects from different families. (N stem = 30,
N nuclear = 30)
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Table 4. Difference comparison on scores of dimensions of identity of subjects from different families. (N stem = 30, N
nuclear = 30)
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Table 5. Difference comparison on scores of dimensions of following of subjects from different families. (N stem = 30, N
nuclear = 30)
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