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A group of Japanese children (N = 622) aged 10, 13, and 16 completed a questionnaire about
parent-child and peer relationships in terms of how they use their pocket money. As a result of
the factor analysis of parent-child relationship items, two factors, called "authority of parents"
and "advance to parents" were discovered. "Authority of parents” means that the parents use the
children's money freely, and "advance to parents"” means that the children would not mind
spending their money for their parents. As a result of the factor analysis of the peer relationship
items, two factors, called "self-responsibility" and "mutual benefit" were discovered.
"Self-responsibility" means that each child uses their money individually, and "mutual benefit"
means that children use their money collectively. Thirteen-year-olds were lower in the "advance
to parents” and in the "authority of parents” score than the other two groups. "Self-responsibility”,
which corresponds simply to the social beliefs concerning pocket money in Japan, decreases with
age, while "mutual benefit", which is against that belief, increases from the 13-year-old group to
the 16-year-old group. This result indicates a developmental process in which children become
independent from their parents and start using their own money independently while socializing
with their friends.
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