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New Approach Reassessing the Family Relationship
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Abstract Since the second part of the 20th century, there has been a shift in the research field of
western family history, concerning from the family structure to the family relationship- Once in this
trend, family relationship in early modern England was featured by historians in terms of “loose” and
“ shallowness”. Recent research suggests that, this view is no longer sustainable, and that the
emotional relation and kinship is of great importance in the transition to modern society. This article,
by studying reciprocity theory and parent—hild nexus as well as social capital and kinship, emphasizes
the significance of this new approach for a further analysis to the early modernization in English
society.
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