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The sociology of the family is deceptively hard to study. Unlike, say, physics, the
topic is familiar (a word whose very root is Latin for “family”) because virtually
everyone grows up in families. Therefore, it can seem “easy” to study the family
because students can bring to bear their personal knowledge of the subject.
Some textbooks play to this familiarity by mainly providing students with an op-
portunity to better understand their private lives. The authors never stray too far
from the individual experiences of their readers, focusing on personal choices
such as whether to marry and whether to have children. To be sure, giving stu-
dents insight into the social forces that shape their personal decisions about fam-
ily life is a worthwhile objective. Nevertheless, the challenge of writing about the
sociology of the family is to also help students understand that the significance of
families extends beyond personal experience. Today, as in the past, the family is
the site of not only private decisions but also activities that matter to our society
as a whole.

These activities center on taking care of people who are unable to fully care
for themselves, most notably children and the elderly. Anyone who follows social
issues knows of the often-expressed concern about whether, given developments
such as the increases in divorce and childbearing outside of marriage, we are rais-
ing the next generation adequately. Anyone anxious about the well-being of the
rapidly growing elderly population (as well as the escalating cost of providing fi-
nancial and medical assistance to the elderly) knows the concern about whether
family members will continue to provide adequate assistance to them. Indeed,
rarely does a month pass without these issues appearing on the covers of maga-
zines and the front pages of newspapers.

In this textbook, consequently, I have written about the family in two senses:
the private family, in which we live most of our personal lives, and the public
JSfamily, in which adults perform tasks that are important to society. My goal is to
give students a thorough grounding in both aspects. It is true that the two are
related—taking care of children adequately, for instance, requires the love and
affection that family members express privately toward each other. But the pub-
lic side of the family deserves equal time with the private side.

This book is divided into six parts and 15 chapters. Part One (“Introduction”) in-
troduces the concepts of the public and private families and examines how soci-
ologists and other social scientists study them. It provides an overview of the his-
tory of the family and then examines the central concept of gender. Part Two
(“Race, Ethnicity, Class, and the State”) deals with the larger social structures in
which family relations are embedded: social class hierarchies, and racial and eth-
nic divisions. A chapter is then devoted to the influences of the nation-state on
family life. In Part Three (“Sexuality, Partnership, and Marriage”), the focus shifts
to the private family. The section first examines the emergence of the modern



Preface

concept of sexuality and the formation of partnerships through dating, courtship,
and cohabitation. It then focuses on persistence and change in the institution of
marriage.

Part Four (“Links across the Generations”) explores how well the public family
is meeting its caretaking responsibilities for children and the elderly. Part Five
(“Conflict and Disruption”) deals with the consequences of conflict in family life.
It first studies violence against wives, partners, and children. Then divorce, re-
marriage, and stepfamilies are discussed. Finally, in Part Six (“Family and Soci-
ety”), I discuss where the great social changes of the twentieth century have left
the institution of the family.

This textbook differs from others in several ways, as described below.

It explores the public and the private family. This public/private distinc-
tion that underlies the book’s structure is intended to provide a more bal-
anced portrait of contemporary life. Furthermore, the focus on the public
family leads to a much greater emphasis on government policy toward the
family than in most other textbooks. In fact, every chapter except the first in-
cludes a short, boxed essay under the general title, “Families and Public Pol-
icy.” This edition features new essays on parents’ rights, work-family legisla-
tion since 1945, and fragile familes. Given the attention currently paid to
issues such as these, the essays should stimulate student interest and make
the book relevant to current political debates.

It bighlights family life in otber cultures. Although the emphasis in the
book is on the contemporary United States and other Western nations, no
text should ignore the important historical and cross-cultural diversity of fami-
lies. Consequently, in addition to relevant material in the body of the text, I
have also included in every chapter except the first a boxed essay under the
title, “Families in Other Cultures.” New to this edition are essays on transna-
tional families and on public opinion toward government assistance for work-
ing parents. Adopters of the previous editions of the text have said that their
students find these boxes intriguing and that they (and the policy boxes) pro-
vide good starting points for class discussions.

It includes distinctive chapters. The attention to the public family led me
to write several chapters that are not included in some sociology of the family
textbooks. These include Chapter 6, “The Family, the State, and Social Pol-
icy”, Chapter 10, “Children and Parents”; and Chapter 11, “The Elderly and
Their Families.” These chapters examine issues of great current interest, such
as income assistance to poor families, the effects of out-of-home childcare,
and the costs of the Social Security and Medicare programs. Throughout these
and other chapters, variations by race, ethnicity, and gender are explored.

It gives special attention to the research metbods used by family so-
ciologists. To give students an understanding of how sociologists study the
family, I include a section in Chapter 1 titled, “How Do Family Sociologists
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Know What They Know?” This material explains the ways that family sociolo-
gists go about their research. Then in seven chapters, I include boxed essays
under a similar title on subjects ranging from national surveys to feminist re-
search methods to archival research. Instructors who used the previous edi-
tion of this text said that this material gives their students a better understand-
ing of how sociological research is carried out and of the strengths and
limitations of various methodological approaches.

It features “Families on the Internet” sections. Since I wrote the first edi-
tion of this textbook, the World Wide Web has changed from a pleasant diver-
sion to an essential information-gathering tool. Almost every chapter contains
information that I gathered from the Web, including the most up-to-date de-
mographic statistics from government statistical sites such as the Bureau of
the Census web page. While using the Internet, I realized that it can be not
only an indispensable research tool but also a powerful instructional tool.
Consequently, at the end of each chapter is a section titled “Families on the
Internet,” in which I list web sites that students may find useful. In this edi-
tion, students are also asked to answer questions when they visit the sites sug-
gested in these sections. Instructors should also find many of these sites to be
excellent sources of information for student papers and presentations.

Each chapter begins in a way that engages the reader: the neither-men-nor-
women berdaches of many Native American tribes; the nineteenth-century diary
in which Maud Rittenhouse described her suitors; the story of American men
who fly to Russia in search of brides; the case of Danny Henrikson, taken from a
stepfather who raised him and awarded by a judge to a father he did not know;
and so forth. And each of the six parts of the book is preceded by a brief intro-
duction that sets the stage.

In addition, several new features make this edition easier to use and should
stimulate students’ critical thinking.

* Each chapter includes the following types of questions:

1. Looking Forward—questions that preview the chapter themes and topics.

2. Ask Yourself—Two questions, which appear at the end of each of the
three types of boxes.

3. Looking Back—Looking Forward questions reiterated at the end of each
chapter, around which the chapter summaries are organized.

4. Thinking About Families—five questions, which appear at the end of
each chapter and are designed to encourage critical thinking. Two of the
five questions focus on the “public” and the “private” family.

e “Families on the Internet” sections now ask students to answer questions
when they visit the sites suggested in these sections.

e Crossreference icon: These icons, embedded in the text, point readers to
the exact page where an important concept was introduced in an earlier
chapter.

® More headings and summary tables.
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* Boxes and “Families on the Internet” sections include the Online Learning Cen-
ter web site URL to signal that content updates are available on the web site.

e This edition features a new, full-color design that enabled me to select con-
temporary photos and to use color effectively in graphs and tables.

First, users of past editions will find a slightly different chapter order. Chapters 7,
8, and 9 in the second edition have been combined into new Chapter 7, “Sexual-
ity” and new Chapter 8, “Cohabitation and Marriage.” Moreover, I now present
the chapters on children and the elderly (which constitute Part Four) before the
chapters on domestic violence, divorce, and remarriage and stepfamilies (which
constitute Part Five). Every chapter has new material.

Chapter 1 Public and Private Families

Update on the opening vignette—Vermont’s domestic partner law
e Table 1.1, The Public Family and the Private Family

Chapter 2 The History of the Family

e Expanded coverage of Native American families: discussion of kinship
among the Apache of Arizona

¢ Expanded discussion of affection and individualism in the medieval Euro-
pean family

e Updated statistics on immigration, marriage, and women in the workforce

e Section on the African cultural heritage, including an expanded discussion
of marriage as a process

e Section on the Asian cultural heritage

e Section on generational changes in the life course, with graph

Chapter 3 Gender and Families

* Section on the gestational construction of gender, including hormonal,
biosocial, and evolutionary influences

¢ Section on masculinity and the recent men’s movement

e Updated statistics on the earnings gap and the sex ratio in China

Chapter 4 Social Class and Families

e Updated and expanded opening vignette
e Updated statistics on social class structure, homelessness, the labor market,
poverty trends, and dual-earner couples

Chapter 5 Race, Ethnicity, and Families

e Opening vignette on the “new second generation” of immigrants
Updated statistics on racial and ethnic populations in the United States, marriage
rates, out-of-wedlock birth rates, income levels, and interracial marriage rates
e Updated Families and Public Policy box on the counting of multiracial fami-
lies in Census 2000
Updated table showing the decline of marriage by race
Updated figure showing married-couple households by race and income group
Discussion of residential patterns of middle-class African-American families
Updated figure showing total fertility rates of racial and ethnic groups
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Families in Other Cultures box on transnational families
Updated figure showing out-of-wedlock births by racial and ethnic groups
Section on social capital and immigrant families

Chapter 6 The Family, the State, and Social Policy

Families in Other Cultures box on public opinion toward government assis-
tance for working parents

Updated statistics on U.S. government assistance to poor and nonpoor fami-
lies and the proportion of American children born outside marriage by race
Section on abortion policy moved from previous Chapter 10 and updated
Updated graph showing race and ethnicity of parents receiving TANF
Updated coverage of the “marriage penalty,” the earned income tax credit,
and the number of families receiving TANF

Chapter 7 Sexuality

Section on adolescent sexuality, pregnancy, and childbearing outside of mar-
riage moved from previous Chapter 8.

Graph showing percentages of first births in the United States, conceived
and born before or after marriage, 1930-1994

Families and Public Policy box on the U.S. policy response to AIDS formerly
in the text

Expanded discussion of selection effects combined with material from previ-
ous Chapter 8

Updated statistics on sexual attitudes, AIDS, and teenage childbearing
Updated graph showing AIDS deaths in the United States by race and ethnicity

Chapter 8 Cohabitation and Marriage

Single new chapter on cohabitation and marriage which replaces previous
Chapters 8 and 9

Opening vignette on a brokered marriage between an American man and a
Ukrainian woman

Updated statistics on age at first marriage, expected marriage rates, cohabita-
tion, and gay and lesbian partnerships

Discussion of the characteristics of cohabiting couples, including educa-
tional level, marital status (divorced or never married), and the presence of
children in the household

Discussion of births to cohabiting couples

Discussion of the duration and outcome of cohabiting relationships

Updated Families and Public Policy box on domestic partnerships
Discussion of domestic partnerships among gay and lesbian couples
Expanded discussion of the benefits of marriage for women

Chapter 9 Work and Families (previously Chapter 10)

Updated vignette showing shift in marital power after a wife’s earnings increased
Updated graph showing labor force participation rates of married women
with children

Updated statistics on labor force participation rates of married women by
race and children’s age; women’s earnings relative to men’s by race; share of
professional degrees earned; family responsibilities of employed workers;
percentage of workers with flexible schedules and work-at-home arrange-
ments; and international parental leave policies
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Updated section on division of housework among husbands and wives, in-
cluding updated graph

Updated discussion of men’s attitudes toward housework

New section on overwork among salaried professionals and underwork
among wage-earning sales and service workers

New statistics on the effect of work responsibilities on home life; the percent-
age of parents working night or weekend shifts; divorce among parents work-
ing the night shift; and gender of projected new entrants to the labor force
New Families and Public Policy box on trends in work-family legislation
since 1945, with graph

Chapter 10  Children and Parents (previously Chapter 14)

New Families and Public Policy box on parents’ rights (the Elian Gonzalez
case and Troxel v. Granville)

New discussion of parenting styles among ethnic and racial minorities
Updated discussion of the effect of fathers on children’s lives, including a
new section on the effect of nonresident fathers

Updated discussions of the effect of poverty and divorce on children
Updated statistics on childcare, including a new graph showing relative re-
liance on different types of childcare

Updated discussion of the effect of childcare on children, including infants
Updated discussion of gay and lesbian families, including those formed by
artificial insemination, and their effect on children

Updated discussion of historical trends in the well-being of children, includ-
ing an updated graph showing child poverty rates

Updated How Do Sociologists Know What They Know? box on measuring
the well-being of children

Updated discussion of historical trends in the well-being of children from
different social classes

Updated Families in Other Cultures box, including an updated graph show-
ing child poverty rates in 25 countries

Chapter 11 The Elderly and Their Families (previously Chapter 15)

A new section on changing patterns of dying and their effects on the wid-
owed and on children and grandchildren

Updated statistics on life expectancy, the aged population, poverty among
the aged, grandparents as childcare providers, residency in nursing homes,
government expenditures for Social Security and Medicare, government and
private expenditures for nursing home care, and nursing home costs

Chapter 12 Domestic Violence (previously Chapter 11)

Expanded definition of domestic violence (includes intimate partners and
stalking)

Two new graphs showing percentage of physical assaults by type of assault
and gender of victim

Updated statistics on domestic violence, partner rape, and child abuse

New section on marital status of couples reporting domestic violence
Expanded discussion of the Puritan attitude toward the use of physical force
in childrearing

Updated graph showing percentage of child abuse cases by type of abuse
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e Updated Families and Public Policy box on foster care
e Updated Families in Other Cultures box on wife beating in the developing
world

Chapter 13 Divorce (previously Chapter 12)

* Updated vignette on covenant marriage

* Updated statistics on divorce rates, child support, and single-parent families
headed by fathers

e Updated graph showing the divorce rate over time

e Updated discussion of the effect of personal and family background on the
likelihood of divorce

e Updated figure showing the award and receipt of child support

e Updated box on the enforcement of child support obligations

e Updated discussion of the effect of multiple transitions on children

e Updated discussion of children’s long-term adjustment to divorce

Chapter 14 Remarriage and Stepfamilies (previously Chapter 13)

* Expanded section on building stepfamilies, including summary table
e Updated discussion of stepchildren’s relations with stepparents
* Updated discussion of the effects of remarriage on children

Chapter 15 Social Change and Families (previously Chapter 16)

* New opening vignette on Americans’ attitudes toward family life and recent
changes in the family

* New Families and Public Policy box on fragile families

e Updated statistics on foreign birth rates and children without health insurance

e Revised sections on encouraging two-parent families and assisting single-
parent families

This text is accompanied by a variety of instructional resources designed to en-
hance classroom instruction and to support instructors with long experience as
well as those teaching the family course for the first time.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FAMILIES: A READER, 2/E

Edited by the text’s author and keyed to text chapters, this reader includes arti-
cles and book excerpts by family sociologists and other writers on a variety of is-
sues facing families today. A special discount is available when the text and
reader are ordered as a package.

INSTRUCTOR’S MANUAL AND TEST BANK

This manual, prepared by Bahira Sherif of the University of Delaware, and
Anne Smith Hastings of the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, includes
the following elements: detailed chapter outlines; lecture ideas; student proj-
ects and review questions; suggested readings and films; and a test bank with
multiple choice, matching, true-false, short-answer, and essay questions for

xxvii
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each chapter. In addition to the printed format, the test items are available on
CD-ROM for test construction.

ONLINE LEARNING CENTER WEB SITE

Students and instructors are invited to visit the book’s Online Learning Center,
the text-specific web site, at www.mhhe.com/cherlin. The content for the On-
line Learning Center was developed by Diane Levy of the University of North Car-
olina, Wilmington, and Lynn Newhart of Rockford College in Illinois. This web
site offers an extensive variety of resources and activities, including chapter
quizzes, key terms, learning objectives, author audio clips, Internet exercises, in-
teractive activities, PowerPoint slides, relevant URLs for Census updates, and
more. It’s also possible to link directly to Internet sites from the Online Learning
Center. The URL for the Online Learning Center appears in the boxes and Fami-
lies on the Internet sections throughout the text, reminding readers to visit the
Online Learning Center homepage for content updates.

PAGEOUT

All online content for Public and Private Families, 3/e is supported by WebCT,
eCollege.com, and Blackboard. Additionally, McGraw-Hill’s PageOut service is
available to get you and your course up and running online in a matter of hours—
at no cost! PageOut was designed for instructors just beginning to explore web
options. Even the novice computer user can create a course web site with a tem-
plate provided by McGraw-Hill (no programming knowledge required). PageOut
lets you offer your students instant access to your syllabus, lecture notes, and
original material. And, using PageOut, you can pull any of the McGraw-Hill con-
tent from the Cherlin Online Learning Center web site into your web site. To find
out more about PageOut, ask your McGraw-Hill representative for details, or fill
out the form at www.mhhe.com/pageout.

POWERWEB

Offered free with the text, and accessible from a link on the Cherlin Online
Learning Center, PowerWeb is a turnkey solution for adding the Internet to a
course. PowerWeb is a password-protected web site developed by McGraw-
Hill/Dushkin that offers instructors and students the following materials: refer-
eed, course-specific web links and articles, student study tools, interactive ex-
ercises, weekly updates with assessment, material on how to conduct
research on the Internet, daily news feed of topic-specific news, message
board for instructors, and access to Northern Light Research Engine.

POWERPOINT SLIDES

PowerPoint slides, prepared by Catherine Robertson of Grossmont College in Cal-
ifornia, feature the 480 charts, graphs and detailed chapter outlines.

VIDEOS

McGraw-Hill offers adopters a variety of videotapes that are suitable for class-
room use in conjunction with the textbook.
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To write a book this comprehensive requires the help of many people. At
McGraw-Hill, senior sponsoring editor Sally Constable provided me with editorial
guidance, senior developmental editor Rhona Robbin provided invaluable help in
reorganizing and revising the chapters, and freelance editor Elizabeth Morgan
provided expert editing of the manuscript. At Johns Hopkins, Jean Davis pro-
vided able research assistance. In addition, the following people read drafts of
chapters and provided suggestions for improvements:

Igolima T. D. Amachree, Western Illinois University
Loretta E. Bass, University of Oklahoma

Brian E. Copp, University of Wisconsin—River Falls

Lynda Dickson, University of Colorado—Colorado Springs
Barbara Dobling, Kirkwood Community College

Thomas P. Egan, Eastern Kentucky University

Lee K. Frank, Community College of Allegheny County
Michael Goslin, Tallahassee Community College

Pamela Guzman, California State University at Fullerton
Jennifer Hamer, Southern Illinois University—Edwardsville
Shirley J. Harkess, University of Kansas

Linda Sam Lenox, Northeastern University

Diane Levy, University of North Carolina—Wilmington
Bahira Sherif, University of Delaware

Curt Sobolewski, Penn State University

Teresa Swartz, Hamline University

Elaine Wethington, Cornell University

Anna Zajicek, University of Arkansas

Andrew J. Cherlin

Note from the Publisher:
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textbooks to your students. We create an extensive array of print, video, and digital supplements to
support instruction on your campus. Orders of new (versus used) textbooks help us to defray the
cost of developing such supplements, which is substantial. Please consult your local McGraw-Hill rep-
resentative to learn about the availability of the supplements that accompany Public and Private
Families: An Introduction, 3/e. If you are not sure who your representative is, you can find him or
her by using the Rep Locator at www.mhhe.com.



Chapter 1 Public and Private Families

have when they are in one. Let me offer, then, a definition of the private family
not as an authoritative statement but rather as a starting point for analyzing this
uncertainty: two or more individuals who maintain an intimate relationship
that they expect will last indefinitely—or, in the case of a parent and child,
until the child reaches adulthood—and who live in the same bousebold and

ool their income and bousebold labor. This definition allows for children to be
part of the private family, although the character of the intimacy between par
ents and children is clearly different from that between adult partners. It does not
require that the individuals be of opposite sexes. The relationship must be one in
which the commitment is longerm, in which the expectation is that the adult
partners will stay together i

definitely. 1 do not require that they expect 1o stay
together for life because it's not clear how many married couples even expect as
much, given that about half of all marriages now end in divorce. The definition
also includes the notion that the parmership usually is household-based and eco
nomic as well as intimate—shared residence, common budgets. This reflects my
sense that intimate relationships in families are not merely erotic and emotionally
supportive but also involve sharing the day-to-day details of managing one's life
To be sure, individuals also receive emotional support and material assistance

from kin with whom they are not in an intimate relationship. The word “family”
is sometimes used in the larger sense of relationships with sisters, uncles, grand
mothers, and so forth. These broader kinship ties are still an important part of the
setting in which people embed their intimate relations to spouses, partners, and
children. The usual definition of “kin” is the people who

re related to you by de
scent (through your mother’s or father's line) or marriage. Yet the concept of
kinship is also becoming broader and harder to define, as this book will show. In
settings as varied as sharing networks among low-income African Americans,

fricnd-based support networks among lesbians and gay men, and middle-class
nctworks of adults who are related only through the ties of broken marriages and

remarriages, people are expanding the definition of kinship, creating kin, as it
geS, peop & 2

The Private Family

This text considers aspects of intimate relationships in
its examination of the private family in which people
live most of their personal lives.

“Families and Public Policy” Boxes

In its focus on the public family, this text explores the impact of
government policies on families.

producing them—metaphorically, the temptation to ride free on the backs of

others. Luckily

people have children for reasons other than cconomic self

interest. At the moment, however, they are barely having enough to replace the
current generation of parcats. Everyone benefits from the child rearing that

parents do.*

A National Academy of Sciences panc] estimated that if the govern

ment had 1o purchase all the childcare services parents and relatives now pro-

vide for frec. the cost would be $126 billion per year (Hayes, Palmer, & Zaslow

1990)

In addition, f
goods. As will be
care for the frail elderly
who will care for me.

milics provide other services that have the cf
sted in Chapter 11, adult children still provide the bulk of the

101 am old and ill, 1 will benefit if 1 have adult children
But others will also benefit from the care that my family

racter of public

provides. Without them, | would need more assistance from the government

funded medical insurance programs for the elderty (Medicare) and for the poor

(Medicaid). Consequently
spending. and he

the care my family provides will keep government
nce taxes, lower for everyone. The same logic applics to care

that family members provide for the chronically il
The first definition, then, concerns the view of the family you take when you
are concerned about the family's contribution (o the public welfare—the useful

services family members provide by taking care of one another. It is

definition

public tamily o 34 of what I will call the public family: One adult, or two adults who are related

by marriage. partnership, or shared parenthood, who is/are taking care of de-
pendents. and the dependents themselves. Dependents are defined as children,
the frail eiderty, and the chronically ill. The family members usually reside in the

e same houschold, but that is not essential. For example, an ciderly person may

- live in her own apartment but still rece

© daily assistance from her daughter or

son. Nor is it cssential that the family members be married or of the opposite sex
The important fact is that they are taking care of dependents and, in doing so

*Tus cxample holds valy, hawever. for deve

The Public Family

This text also describes how families do socially
important work such as raising children and caring for
the elderly.

T Novermber 1998, e US. Coast Guard
rescued a six-year-oid boy floating on an
inner tube off the coast of Florida. Like
many Cubans before them, Eidn Gonzdlez
and his mother had attempied (0 reach the
United States by crossing the sea in a
smail boat. When the boat capsized.
Fian's master drownsd

asylum in the United States rather than be
serit back to commurist Cuba, But Ekén's.
father, stil in Cuba, asked that the boy be
retumed; he had not gven permission for
Eidn 1o leave the country

United

The U.S. Department of Justice ruled that
Elidn Gonzilez's father had the right to
tako custody of him even though
relatives objected.

Chapler 10 Children and Paren 319

s
Elidn, the Try

and Parents’ R

States Department of Justice agreed. i
ing that parents have & fundamental right
10 custody of thelr chidren that supersedes
the claims of other relatives, even when
poitical considerations might dictate cther.
wise. The decision infurated anti-Com
uban immigrants, who mounted a

10 rafinguish te boy, Federn! agents raided

house where he was staying and o
tumed him o hs faher

At about the same time, another st
ole over parents’ rights, th
stats of Washington, made the headines
The stato ‘egisiature had recenty passed a
‘o allowing anyone 10 petbon e court
for visting rghits on e grounds that ey
would be 1 3 Chid's best st Grand
parents Jennifer and Gary Troxe! had
asked the cour for ovemight vising rights
to the children of their iate son and Tom-
i Granvilie Wynne. The children’s
mother, whase finess as a parent was ot
0 question, had offered mere bmitad vists
When the farmsy cout ried in favor of he
Trones, Wymne appesiec.

0n appeal. the Washington
Supreme Cout deciared he fow unconss
tubonal uling in faver of Wyene, The Trax
els appealed to the US. Supreme Court,
but In June 2000 the Court sided with the
Washington Stats Supreme Court by @ sx
10 tvee margi, agreeing that the law was

one In the

unconstitutions! ' Those justices in the ma.
jory reasoned that Wynne was, by afl ac-
counts, a fit parent, and that fit parents are
presumed to act in their children's best in
terest. The state, they reasoned, should
0ot intertera with parents’ abilly 1o make
ons for their chidren.

Gonzdlez case and the

ing argument was
that parents have ciose 1o a fundamental
ight to direct their chidren's upbinging—
at least a5 long as thelr decisions do not
greatly harm the children. In cultures that
place  greater value on extended family
tes, grandparents and other kin might be
granted more extensive custody and vis
tation rights. But in the American legal
ind protably in American pubkc
opnion a5 wei—parents’ rights preval

sk Yoursell

1. Has anyone in your famlly been in
volved in a chid custody disputs? i
%0, ware parents’ rights. a5 opposed
10 ofher retves’ rights, an ssue?

2. Besides the ssues of custody and vis
ation, what other ways can you Birk
of that the goverment fmis. parents’
rights In order 1o ensure the wel
being of their chiidren?

rarely, Granie, No. 95138, 2000

wvw mithe cony/cherlin
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246 Partlll Sexuality, Partnership, and Marriage

Chapter 8 Cohabitation and Marriage: 247

Ts owe recessary for & lasting rmarriage?
WMost Americans would sy yes, of course.
But marriage In other Culires suggests 3
different answer. Consider Japan: Mar-
riages among the older generation, espe-
clally in rural areas, were stable but often
loveless, In 1896, Yurl Uemura, an eldeny
woman in the town of Omiya told & New
Yok Times reparter, “There was never any
love batween me and my husband. But,
well, we survived” (Kristof, 1996). In 40
years, she said, her husband had never
told her he liked her, never held her hand,
never given her a present, naver said
“thank you,"” and never shown affection in
any way.

Yet their marriage endured, as did
most others. Until the 1060s, Japan had
one of the lowest rates of divorce in the
deveioped word Love, however. was not
the man ingredient keeping coupies to-
gether. in part. syong social ressue kept
couples together. Becoming dvorced was
shameful,  sign of individual weakness or
moral faing, Marriages were aiso held to-
Qether by a strict division of labor. Women
were responsible for nearly all of the
housework and childrearing. Japaness
men did, and stil do, much less house-
work and childcare than men in Western
countries such as the United States. Na-
tional studies of time use in Japan from

1565 1o 1990 show that husbands do only
10 percent of the housework and chidcare.
(Tsuye, 1992; see Chapter 9 forfigures for
US. husbands).

Marriages in Japan were a0 held to-
gether by low eectations for love and
companionship. Japanese adults viewed
marriage more in terms of social roles,
such a8 mather of wage eamer, than in
terms of pleasurable relationships betwean
the wie and husband. A woman's primary
family role was as mother to her chiren
rather than as companion to her husband
#isia & Scarvoni, 1996). With expectations
low, marmed coupies did not experience
the kinds of crises Americans o If one
spouse's affectn for the other fakers.

But marriage in Japan is changing
Women's roles e becoming more vered
Betwesn 1965 and 1990, the proportion of
marred women aged 20 10 54 who were
pad employees n nonagriostural industies
Tose from 15 1o 41 percant (Tsuye. 1992)
Atttudas 8bout women's roies are aiso
changing. A series of national opinion sur-
veys in Japan from 1972 1o 1990 have
asked women and men whether they agree
Wit the statoment that “the extemal warkd
is for men and the domestic worid s for
women." In 1972, 83 parcent of women
and B4 parcert of men agreed: but by 1990
Just 25 percent of women and 35 pervent of

men agreed (Tsuye, 1332). Moreover,
young aduts, parbiculary in citles, expect

In these ways, Japanese marriages
have become more ke Westem maiages,
which are besed on & less-strict dvison of
labor, & larger role for married women out-
side the household, and more love and
companionship. But these changes have
also helped 1o produce & sharp increase in
dvorce. Between 1980 and 1994, the per-
centage of Japenese marriages that were
projected o end in dvorce increased from
20 percent to 29 percent (Yamamoto & Ko-
jma, 1906). While st kower than the pro-
Jection of sbout 50 percent in the United
States, the rising dvoros fate has prompted
concem in Japan.

Attitudes have changed amang the
oider genaration a5 wed. “The other day,
e tried 10 pour me 2 Cup of tea.” M. Ue-
mura 52K of her husband (Knsiof, 1996,
©.12). *R was a big change. | tod a¥ my
riends.” Yet as dhorce has become more
acoeptable, thers has aiso been & surge of
dvorces among oider, traditons) married
‘couples, according to reports from demog-
raphers (Tsuye, personal communication).
In support of this observation, national data
show that the average age of people at the
time of divorce has been increasing (Ve
mamoto & Kojima, 1996). Apparently. the

Increasingly based on love and companionship.

reduced stigma of dvorce has led some
couples In long-term, reiatively loveless
mamiages to brezk p.

The changes in Japanese marriage
Over the last few decades suggest that love
and companionship do not keep couples
together. i fact the dorce rates in sock
eties in which marriage is primarly a work
ing parmership are genarally lower than in
societies in which marriage Is defined In
terms of love and companionship. Once
mariage becomes a companionship father
than a working partnership, people who
e dissatisfied with the level of love and
closeness n theic marriages feel stiied in
obtaining a dvorce. As & resut, Westar-
style marmiages, whie emotionally satisty
ing 0 each spouse, aiso lead 1 & higher
ate of dhvorce.

Ask Yourselt
1. Have thers been any dorces in your
famiy? ¥ 50, n which generaton 6
hey occur? Was the tack of love and
companionship & major complaint?

Basides the incraase n the number of
mérried women in the Japanese work
force, what other factors might ac-
count for the change n Japanese att-
tudes toward love and marriage?

www.mhhe.com/cheriin

In general, parents take control of the matchmaking process when the choice
of whom to marry is oo important to them to be left to their children alone. In
the past, 2 good marriage and many children were crucial to the survival of the
household. A son who would inherit the farm needed a wife to help him and to
have children who would provide more help. A woman needed to marry a man
whose parents owned land, or whose relatives owned cattle, or who would in-
herit a trade. It is probable that throughout human history practical considera:
tions have dominated the search for a spouse. 1 think it likely that only within
the past 100 years in the Western nations—and within the past few decades in
newly developed nations—has the standard of living improved so much that

young adults have had the luxury of paying more attention to a partner’s person-
ality than to his or her industriousness or family worth

Parental influence also erodes when children can find ways of making a living
that don't depend on their parents’ resources. In eighteenth-century Austria, the
heir to the farm had no other good sources of income and couldn’t marry with-
out his father's permission. Often permission wasn't granted until the father re-
tired. A folk song of the time expressed the frustration of the unmarried son

Fatber when ya gonna gimme the farm
Fatber when ya gonna sign it away?

My girl’s been growin' every day

And single no longer wants to stay (Berkner, 1972).

Chapter 10~ Children and Parents 331

mothers are divorced. The divorced mothers are more likely to have avoided eco-
nomic problems prior to the breakup of their marriages; the never-married moth-
ers are more likely to have lived persistently in poverty

In addition, it is more common among poor black children than among poor
white children to be raised by a grandmother—particularly among children
whose mothers (and often grandmothers) were teenagers when they gave birth.
In these families, teenage childbearing compresses the generations, producing
grandmothers who are in their thirtics and forties rather than their fiftics and
sixties (Burton, 1990). To be sure, many young grandmothers provide crucial
support and excellent childeare. Moreover, the role of the grandmother in
African-American families is stronger, in general, than in European-American
familics. [w p. 152] Nevertheless, some grandmothers may not be at a lifc stage
at which they expect to be caring for grandchildren, and they may be holding
jobs themselves. Psychologist P. Lindsay Chase-Lansdale and her colleagues
videotaped interactions between young African-American mothers and their
children, and between grandmothers and the same children, in two kinds of
familics: those in which the three generations lived in the same household and
those in which the grandmother lived in a separate houschold (Chasc-Lansdale,
BrooksGunn, & Zamsky, 1994). To the research group's surprise, the quality of
parenting—by both the mother and the grandmother—was Jower when the
three generations lived in the same houschold. The only exception occurred
when the mother had given birth in her carly teens. It scems likely that a selec
tion cffect [w p. 223] is at work: Young mothers who have the financial and
psychological resources to live on their own probably are more competent, on
average, at raising a child. Mothers who have fewer resources are more likely to
live with grandmothers. Joint residence is an arrangement often bom of neces
sity. It has mixed effects on children in poor familics (McLoyd et al. 2000),

Thought-Provoking “Families
in Other Cultures” Boxes

These essays broaden students’ understanding of family life
in other cultures. Topics include missing girls in China,
transnational families, and public opinion toward
government assistance for working families.

N
Strong Coverage of Family Diversity
in the United States
This edition provides expanded coverage of the impact

of race, ethnicity, class, and gender on families in the
United States.



Explaining How Sociologists Study Families

96 Part!  Introduction
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Chapter 3 Gender and Familles 97

Sociologist Barrie Thome (1993) begins
her book about chiidran’s play groups,
Gencer Pay: Grls and Boys b1
writing not about her subject but about
Rerslt She recais mat he sagregaton of
' and boys on the playgrounds of e et
emertary school sho attended was consit
ered “natural S tlsth reader that e
e o gonch were Yranstormed by the
women's movement of the 19708 and
19805 wheh argued that the dfferences
Batween the anders fs not naturs but
ather a social constructon She descrbes
Ter commitment 1 raise her own chidren
' orest vay

Thorme then dscusses how 1 her o
research. she 1ok pans 10 leam the termi-
nology that the subjects themseaives used
“Wida* rather than “chidren.” She ex
plained, *| found that when | shifted to
Yk’ in my weiog. my stance tovward the
people in question feit more side-by-side
a0 top-down” . 9. Us “ids” heped
her 10 adopt e viewpont of her subjects.
a3 opposed 1o the viewpaint of an adul
feminist scholar

In fact, Thome's entire first chaptor
consiss of prdimery materal sbout hee

reflexivity: 2 researcher's examination of
the nafure of the research process that she
of he is undertaking (Fonow & Cook
1991, The researcher refiacts upon the
beliets (e.g., femnism) and statuses (29

callege professor, woman) she brings to
the project—and In particuiar, how those
belefs and statuses might affect the re

‘search project.

Reflaxvity is part of a larger crientation
That s caed feminst research mehods.
1t emerged from the feminist movement of
the 19705 and 1980s, and s finked to
feminist theory. [ p. 31 A contral tenst
of faminis resaarch methods is that schol
ars should conduct action-orieritad re
Search, meaning research that has the ob
ective of advancing the liberstion of
women from oppression by men—and
aiso ending the gender constraints placed
on men (Fonow & Cook, 1091). Feminist
archers expicity adowiedge tis po-
Wical agenda. More important, hey argus
that af social scientfc research reflects
the social and poittical bellefs of the re-
searchers but that most social scientists
hid their beliefs—sometimes even from
thomseives

sumption of the scientific methad as 1t is
often practiced is that researchers are neutrsl
figures who stand autsids the phenomens
they study. The researcher’s polt of view, &
553, should not influence the metods she
or he uses or the conclusions she or he
makas. I this way, the soctal scientist stives.
for objectivty—a way of viewing the social
word that is independent of personal balefs
e . 23]

But feminist researchers argue that ob-
nearly impossible to achieve
(Neilson, 1880), They arque that much

often criticize large-scaie surveys and
ofher forms.of statistical research. For ex
ampie, they note that not long ago, the
US. Bureats of the Census, in s surveys,
defined the husband as the “head of
housshold” in a married-couple family, no
matter what the family's stuation was
Sty volence against women by hus
bands and pariners was greatly underre-
Portsd in crime Statistics unti femnits to.
cused aftention on the problem (Reinharz
1992)

Scholars who use feminist ressarch

subjects’ points of view. That is why
Thome sought to use language and meth.
ods that made her more of 2 “side-by.
side” cbserver than 3 “top-down'” 2., de.

2
stbjects give their actions can the re
searcher provide a full account of an issue
according to feminist research methods.

Proponents of feminit research meth
ods trequently try 1o show thal there s
substantal vasation from person 1o person
in the ways in which women and men act
They do 50 because they appose general-
Izations about women that might be used
1o restrict their Independence and equaity
for examgle, the bele!, prevalent 2t mid-
century, that the husband shouid earm the
money and the wie shoud stay home and
care for the children). They sometimes
carry out research with the intent of
damonstrating that peneralizations about
women ate wrong. Thome wars. for in-
stance: *One shoukd be wary of what bas
been cated ‘Me tyranmy of averages, &
misisading practice of referming to average
ditferences as It they are absolute”
n. 57-58).

idea that boys and giis are inherently di-
ferent in their piay styles—boys more 2
gressie, more concemed with dominance
" Groups: grs mare concemed with rela-
Bonships with 2 small rumber of friends.
On the playground, girs and boys did s2p-
anate, for the most part, in the ways the
generaiizations about them predict. They
were nol, however, completely separate
Thome provided an insighttul analys's of
contact between Gis and boys during the
“border work” that maintained their sepa-
ration, such as invading the ofher gen
der's spaces and chasing one another
She also found that  few children defied
the stareotype, such as a boy who played
fope and an athletc gl who played
SPorts with the boys. And she documented
occasional mixed games of dodgebal and
e ke

From evidence such as this, Thome
concluded that gender “has a fuid quat
1" (. 159) and that the claim that boys
and girls have separate cultures *has
outiived its usefuiness” (p. 108). How
ever, a5 one reviewer noted, the mumber
of times that boys and girls cross the
gender boundaries “are a tiny minoriy of

average differances betwean boys and
girs aren't important because some ind
vidualy Cross the boundaries may be an
averstatement

ven ¢ one 's not ahways convinced by
the conchusions of researchers lie Thome,
one can find usstul lessons in feminit re-
search methods. Perhaps the main lesson
is that researchers should pay more atien
tion 0 where they are coming from: the
reasons they chaosa 0 study & particuar
topic, the assumptions they have going
Mo  research project. and the belefs they
hoid that might influence their conciusions.
Feminist researchers have made a con-
vincing case that in the study of family and
gender, cbjectiy has s ks

Ask Yoursel!

1, Does your gender atfect the way you
react to Barrie Thome's research?
Explain
What are the advantages and disad
vantages of feminist ressarch methods
and of the scentific method? Why?

The e of reiexiy ore-dates feminist resaarch
mathods i sociology Resaaichers weridng
the Baition of syl tsnactone [we p. 30|

carpeante € 0 P Mt

53 and her relationship with her subjects n contrast, most soclogists By 1o folow - methods ry to make: connections o ek S0 Thoms ventured 0ut 10 the slemen-  her observations® (England. 1994,
The chapter ustraes & practice known a5 the sclentic meffad [w p. 24] Abey 35 Subjects and o understand and take ther tary school playground to disprove the  p. 283). Consequently, claiming that the

the basis for pervasive gender differences. €

nder theorists refer to this transforma.
tion of biological differences into 4 social order that supports male domination as
sex-gender system (Rubin, 1975)

Consider the economy, for example. In Western nations, people must pur

and work experience would predict—and recent economic studies suggest
that their argument is correct. (See Families and Public Policy: The Earnings
Gap.) In a number of ways—such as when parents encourage sons more than
daughters to have careers, when employers discriminate against women in hir:
ing or pay, and when long-established rules provide men with higher pay than
women for comparable work—society creates and reinforces men’s economic
domination. Therefore, most women must depend on men if they wish to live
in 4 houschold with a substantial income

Just how men have achieved their dominant position in society is 3 subject of
some debate. Many writers of this genre link male domination to capitalism—the
economic system of the United States and most other nations (Shelton & Agger,
1993). Capitalism, which will be discussed (along with socialism) in detail in o pont

chase the goods they need with money (as opposed to making their own
clothes and building their own houses). Western socicties are organized so
that men have access to more money than women: Men are more likely to
work for pay, and when they do, most earn considerably higher wages and
salaries than women (se

ansformation of the biooy

Chapter 9). To be sure, men tend to have more edu
cation and work experience than women, in part because many women with-
draw from the paid workforce to bear and rear children. Gender theorists
argue, however, that the wage gap is far wider than differences in education

Studying Families
“How Do Sociologists Know What They Know?” boxes e | eme o2
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show students how sociologists study families, exploring | a3 o
approaches such as national surveys, archival research,
and feminist research methods.
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midpoint in the distribution, the point at which as many families have higher in
comes as have lower incomes. All dollar figures are expressed in 1992 dollars, ad
justed for increases over time in the cost of living) The bottom line shows that
there was little change in the median incomes of familics that were headed by
women without husbands present. The middie line shows how married-couple
families without wives in the paid labor force fared. The median income for this
group also showed little change—a sharp break from the increases of the 19505
and 1960s. The only increase in income came for married-couple familics in which
the wife worked for pay, as shown by the top line. The gap between the median
incomes of singlecamer married couples and duakearner married couples rose
from about $11,000 in 1973 10 about $26,590 in 1998 (U.S. Bureau of the Census
19990). With housing prices rising and young men's wages declining, familics
needed a second income to live the kind of lives they aspired to. An increasing
number of them chose to have wives enter the paid labor force

These income trends led economist Frank Levy, in his study of IS, income
distribution since the 1940s, to write, “The most striking development is in fami
lies’ connection to the economy” (Levy, 1987). In the 1940s, Levy notes, most
families had two parents and one eamer, whether they were rich or poor. There

wasn't much variation in family structure. Yet by the end of the century, more
than half of the wealthier families had two eamers, while most poor families had
10 camers or only one camer. In the 19405, the key economic difference be-
tween families was how much the husband eamed. Today, the key difference in-
creasingly is whether or not there is 2 husband in the houschold at all. As the link
between family structure and poverty grows stronger, persistent poverty is be
coming the property of single mothers and their children and prosperity is be
coming the property of dualeamer, two-parent families.

Presenting Current Findings

This text highlights important research findings in graphs
and tables and explains the significance of these findings
in the text narrative.




Exploring Public Policy Issues Affecting Families

Families and
Public Poicy

Chidren in single-paront tamiies would
beneft # every absent parent knew he of
she wouid have 10 pay chid support. This
has been the goal of several new laws that
were enacted in the 19605 and 1990s.
Since 1994, for example, all parents who
have been ordersd by the courts 1o pay
child support have had their payments de-
ucted automatically rom thetr paychecks.
Moreover, states are now required o adopt
guidelines for the amount of chid support
a parent should pay, according to income
and number of chidren; judges must folow
these guidefines or state in writing why
they didn't Cherin, 1993).

The 1996 weltare reform act fw . 191)
contaned 3 number of akitional measires
o srengihen the system. For instance. it
provided move support kY progams 1o es
tabish patemity in hosplals at the bicth of
the chicven, and & penakued weitare recp:-
ents who taled 1o cooperate. & requised em-
pioyers o send e names of newly tired
‘empioyees 1 state and federal agences that
wil match the names against fists of parents
who have not paid chid support obligations.
It allowed states to deny occupational and
diivers lconsa ronowals 0 parents who fal
10.pay (5. Adminisration for Chiren and
Familles, 1996). In fact, toughening child
suppart enforcement has been one of the

PtV Conflict, Disruption, and Reconstitution

Enforcing Child Support Oblications
— A o

most popuar family poicies among both
conservatives and Wberals. Conservatives
favor Kugher enforcement because making
fathers pay is consistent wih ther befe that
‘parents should take responsibilty for the
‘weli-being of their children. (Ahough the
aw apples equally to absent mothers who
owe chid support payments, in practice the
vast majorty of payments are collected from
fathers and distibuted fo mothers) The new
measures send a message to fathers that
they can leave their mamiages, but they can't
laave their chidren. Consenvatives hope that
the measires wil deter men from fathering
chikren they can't, or don't intend o, Sup-
port. Liberals favor tougher measures be-
cause increasad colecton of chid support
payments wil provde M econoTic -
port 10 chikdren i1 low-income single: parent
tamies.

There is evidence that these mea-
sures are producing results. Between
1993 and 1997, the proportion of custo-
dial mothers; who reported receiving the
full amount of child support they had
bioen awarded increased by 30 percent
U5, Bureau of the Gensus, 20004). How
ever, most of the measures help middie-
class single parents more than poor sin-
gle parents and their children. Most
middie-class single mathers are divorced.

and can obviously identty the fathers of
theic children. Moreover, most middie-

class fathers are employed and can make.
some chikd support payments. Many poor
single mothers. in contrast, wers never
married to the fathers of their chidren.
Even when the fathers can be identified
and located, they may not be employed,
and thus may not be able to pay much in
child support. Consequently, some x

perts wam that child support programs.
that stress enforcement of divorce de-

croes will not work for poor families.
Rather, these experts advocate programs.
10 Increase the earmings capaciy of single
fathers, so that they can aftord 1o pay
child support (Meyer, 1999).

Ask Yoursel!

1. Do you know anyone who has had -
ficutty collecting court-ordered chid
support payments? If 30, was the
prodlem caused by the absent par
ent's inabiliy 1o pay or simply an un-

topay?
Besides the measures described
here, what other steps could govern-
ment take to improve the economic
well-being of children in single-parent
families?

Yoww.mhhe.com/cherfin
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Families and
Public Policy

Flow can a et whose parents have o8-

How Should Ml
el

mpos-

‘shie, you might thinkc but unti 1997, federal

tiracial Familie

banks use the information to determine
whether barks a2 wiling 10 loan maney to
members of racial-sthnic groups. Other

dviduais check just one race for hemsaives

0 determine whether emplayers are dscrim

o their
Census of Population. And before 1997, the
govemment recognized four races: (1) white,
2 black, (3) Asian and Paciic islander, and

natng on etiicty, Con
sequently, the poltical leaders opposed a
mutracial category because they feared it
woukd lower he number of blacks, Hepan

Rakso these. ics, or Asians counted in the census and
S House of that
o ask about membership in one ethnic comes wih, L 1994

g Sparish o Hepan: orgn.
Interracial couples represent a smail
bt growing share of ol tumiies. About 25
percent of marmed couples were FteTacal
n 1998 (U.S. Bureau of the Census,
1999g) Their numbers are lge enough,
however, that they have become a visble
fpresence and a reminder that the oid cate-
gories may not fil much longer. In 1993,
Representative Thomas Sawyer of Obio,
chair of the subcommitie of the House of
Representatives that oversees the census
and statstical policy, listend to the testi-
mony of Susan Graham, an advocate for
muttiracial children and a mother of two of
them. She told Representative Sawyer:

When | received my 1990 consus form, |
realied there was 10 race categary for

Office and OM Service, Hearngs, 1994)

M. Gratarm said hex son had been cis
‘fied as white by e consus but biack by
the school he attended. Her soksorr Add 3
new category, “Multeacial,” to the official
govemment it and o e 2000 Censis. Yet
s seemingly logical step was cgposed by
many of e poltical leaders of the minory
groups that would be most affected. They
appased & mutracial category because the
statistics that agencies colect are used not
ust to describe the population but also o
determine whethor federal laws have been
carmied out. Congress and the cours use the
Information on race and etnicity from the
census o determine whether congressional
distits arn providing far representation to
biacks and Hispancs. Agencies that oversee

Faced with this dilemma, the govern-
ment considered what, f anything, 10 do
about Susan Graham’s children and the
many ofhers ke them when it fieided the
2000 Censis of Popuistion, i 1997, 2 gov
emment statistical commitiae decded that
the 2000 Census (and ol other goverrament
surveys) would aliow ndviduals o choose
more than one race; but & rejected a sepe
e “multvacia” category. t also decided to
place the question about Higpanic ethnicty
before the question on race (rather than
after 1t which was the 0l policy), a chango
that probably increased the rumber of peo-

Americans filed out the 2000 Census, they
saw the ethvic and racial questions shown
I the figure. First they were asked whether
they were “Spanisiviispanic/ atino.* and

another 21 percent had incomes less than twice the poverty line. Yet few single
fathers are granted child support awards, since most have higher incomes than
their ex-wives. Nevertheless, some single fathers with low incomes may need as-
sistance from their former wives.

About 4 percent of all children in 1998 lived in single father familics (US. Bu-
reau of the Census 1998b). Our mental image of the single-father family is the di-
vorced dad living alone with his children. However, only one-fourth of singie-fa-
ther families consist of divorced men living alone with their children. Of the rest,
most are sharing their households with mothers, sisters, or new girlfriends, who

the blue columns show, more than 80 percent of Asian-American family houschokls
were headed by a married couple, the highest percentage of any of the five groups.
In contrast, just 44 percent of African-American family houscholds were headed by
married couples—the lowest percentage of any of the groups. Non-Hispanic whites,
Hispanics, and Native Americans were in between. Correspondingly, African Amers-
cans had the highest percentage of family houscholds headed by an unmarried
woman and Asian Americans had the lowest. Few houscholds in any group were

may be doing much of the childcare (Eggebeen, Snyder, & Manning, 1996). Yet
the census counts them as “singlefather families™ as long as the mother of the
child is not in the household.

Focus on Public Policy Issues el

Boxed essays in all but the first chapter examine the

impact of government policies on families. New to this
edition are essays on trends in work-family legislation,
parents’ rights, and strategies to assist fragile families.

headed by an unmarricd male, as the middic columns show.*

(O'Hare. 1992). The data were taken from 1990 Census Summary Tape File 1C. By

mean never marmied, divorced, separated, o widowed

Famities and
Public Policy

Dince nearty o two parent tamies were
started by mamed coupies. Today, about
1.5 miion unmarried cohabiting couples
have chidren (LS. Bureau of the Census,
1998b). Yet cohabiting parents often are

outside of martiage is common know-
edge. but most people are unawars that
thesz births occur mainly 10 women who
are cohabiting—usually with the chilg's
father. I fact, the pescentage of the sup-
posedy “single” mothers who are cohabit-
g 1s growing (Bumpass & Lu. 2000).

I a recent study, researchers inter-
viewed random samples of unmarried
mothers i hospals in Austin, Texas, and
Gaktand, California, just after they had

10 fnd that over hall e mohers were bv-
ing weth the fathers when the Chidren were
bom. Moreover, at the time of the births,
80 percent of the mothers said that their
chances of marrying the father were 50-50

PartVl Family and Society

Fracile Familier
45

chiren

Yet many of these relationships end
quickly. The 1995 national survey found
that among unmarred mothers, only about
halt of whites and one-fifth of African
Americans mauried within five years of Q-
ing bicth (Bumpass & Lu, 2000). Among
thoss who marmed, not i of them married
the tather of their chid. Litte is known
about why 50Me woman mary. some con-
e 1o cohat, and others break w0 wih
the tather, The leaders of the Austn and
Oakdand research project, iwin Garfnke!
and Sara Mctanaan, cal the Couples tey
studied “tragile famifies. They plan to
reinterview the parents periodically, to

through marriage or continued cohiabita-

tion, are considering whether 1 increase
publc support. While many of the mathers.
have access 1o job training and empioy.
ment counseing thiough the wetare sys-
tem, the fathers typically 6o not. Further-
more, some of the fathers owe ohild
support payments to the mothers of atfier
children, Providing fathers with job train-

Ask Yoursel!

1. Do you kaow 3 cohabiting couple that
has chidren? i 50, 9 you tink these
parents see Memssves as a fragle
famiy? 0o you expect them 1o be -
gether fve years from now?

f you were a sociciogist, what ques-
tlons woukd you ask about the trend
toward chidbearing among Gohabitng

W, mhhe com/cherfin

coverage they are very expensive. Programs targeted on the poor are cheaper
but command less political support

One universal program that was nearly established in 1994 was a national
health insurance system. The failure of Congress 10 enact it was particularly un
fortunate from the standpoint of family policy because universal health insurance
would be 2 major antipoverty measure for children. The most obvious reason is
that so many children, an estimated 11 million in 1997, are not covered (US. Bu-
reau of the Census, 1999d). In addition, the lack of health insurance benefits in
many parttime and low-wage jobs creates a perverse incentive for parents 10
apply for, or remain on, the public assistance rolls. This is because parents and
children receiving public assistance also receive health insurance through the
Medicaid program for the poor. When a parent gives up public assistance to take
a job, she may find that she loses all her medical coverage, and she may decide
that having protection from large medical bills dictates that she quit her job, The
problem has been eased by recent expansions of Medicaid to some children in
nonwelfare, low-income families, but the parents of these children are still at
high risk of not having health insurance




