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Abstract 

This paper examines the effects of family disruption on future family 

formation behavior, including early marriage, early or premarital births, 

marital disruption, and remarriage. The results indicate that daughters 

from one-parent families are more likely to experience all of these 

events,with two exceptions: family disruption has no effect on 

daughters' remarriage among either whites or blacks, and it is not 

related to early marriage for blacks. 

Several explanations for intergenerational consequences are tested, 

including the resource-deprivation hypothesis, the role-model hypothesis 

and the stress hypothesis. The results are most consistent with the 

role-model explanation, which argues that daughters develop their ideas 

of acceptable behavior by observing parents' behavior. The data are 

taken from the National Survey of Family Growth (1982). The analyses are 

based on proportional hazard models. 



INTRODUCTION 

Family l i f e  experience has been dramat ica l ly  transformed by 

i n c r e a s i n g  m a r i t a l  d i s r u p t i o n  and nonmarital  f e r t i l i t y .  Research has 

only  r e c e n t l y  begun t o  explore  t h e  imp l i ca t ions  of t hese  t rends  f o r  t h e  

l i v e s  of t he  c h i l d r e n  involved,  but t h e  number of ' ch i ldren  so  a f f e c t e d  

underscores  t h e  importance of t hese  i s sues .  Over ha l f  of those  r e c e n t l y  

born i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  spend some por t ion  of t h e i r  

childhood i n  a  female-headed family. Those who do s o  w i l l  be l i k e l y  t o  

spend 5 o r  more years  i n  t h i s  family s t a t u s  (Bumpass, 1984); over  ha l f  

w i l l  be poor, and most of those poor w i l l  be dependent on pub l i c  we l f a re  

(U.S. Bureau of t h e  Census, 1983, Table 15).  Given t h e  numbers involved 

and t h e  economic hardship  t o  which these  f a m i l i e s  a r e  exposed, i t  is  

e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  we understand what t h e  long-term consequences of t h i s  

exper ience  w i l l  be f o r  f u t u r e  genera t ions  of Americans. 

U n t i l  r e c e n t l y ,  t h e  p reva i l i ng  wisdom was t h a t  family d i s r u p t i o n  was 

l i k e l y  t o  have few, and r e l a t i v e l y  small ,  negat ive e f f e c t s  on t h e  f u t u r e  

l i v e s  of o f f s p r i n g  (See Ross and Sawhi l l ,  1975, f o r  a  review of e a r l y  

s t u d i e s ) .  During t h e  pas t  few years ,  however, new s t u d i e s  have appeared 

which suggest  t h a t  nega t ive  e f f e c t s  have become s t ronge r  and t h a t ,  f o r  

p a r t i c u l a r  subgroups, t he  female-headed family i s  an important  l i n k  i n  

t h e  i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  t ransmission of poverty and dependency. We now 

know t h a t  c h i l d r e n  of s i n g l e  mothers a r e  less l i k e l y  t o  complete high 

schoo l  and more l i k e l y  t o  have low earnings and employment i n s t a b i l i t y  a s  

a d u l t s  (McLanahan, 1985a; Krein and B e l l e r ,  1985; H i l l ,  Augustiniak, and 

Ponza, 1985). S imi l a r ly ,  t h e r e  i s  growing evidence t h a t  l i v i n g  i n  a  

s ing le-parent  family is  r e l a t e d  t o  t he  reproduct ion of female-headed 



f a m i l i e s  through both pre-mari tal  f e r t i l i t y  and m a r i t a l  d i s r u p t i o n  

(Hogan, 1984; Hogan and Kitagawa, 1985; McLanahan, 1985b)- 

Th i s  paper is  p a r t  of a l a r g e r  p ro jec t  t h a t  is  designed t o  examine 

t h e  e f f e c t s  of family i n s t a b i l i t y  on t h e  a d u l t  l i v e s  of o f f sp r ing  and, 

i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  on e a r l y  l i fe -course  t r a n s i t i o n s ,  such a s  dropping out  of 

school ,  e n t e r i n g  ( o r  not  en te r ing )  t h e  l abor  fo rce ,  and s t a r t i n g  a new 

family.  These t r a n s i t i o n s  have been shown t o  have important imp l i ca t ions  

f o r  l a t e r  economic well-being, and i t  is here t h a t  we expect t o  f i n d  t h e  

s t r o n g e s t  impact of parents '  m a r i t a l  i n s t a b i l i t y  on o f f s p r i n g ' s  behavior. 

I n  previous work we repor ted  on t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between family s t r u c t u r e  

on t h e  one hand and h igh  school incompletion and f u t u r e  female family 

headship and dependency on the  o t h e r  (McLanahan, 1985a, 1985b). Here, we 

focus  on t h e  family formation process i n  more d e t a i l  and a sk  whether 

c h i l d r e n  who grow up i n  s ingle-parent  f ami l i e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  have 

e a r l y  marriages and/or e a r l y  o r  premar i ta l  b i r t h s ,  whether they a r e  more 

l i k e l y  t o  experience the  d i s r u p t i o n  of t h e i r  own marriage, and whether 

they  a r e  l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  remarry a f t e r  such a d is rupt ion .  

The analyses  a r e  based on t h e  1982 National Survey of Family Growth, 

a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  survey of 7000 women between t h e  ages of 15 and 44. The 

d a t a  provide d e t a i l e d  information on the  m a r i t a l  and f e r t i l i t y  h i s t o r i e s  

of  t h e  women and more information than o the r  sources on t h e  m a r i t a l  

h i s t o r i e s  of t h e i r  f ami l i e s  of o r ig in .  



PAST STUDIES 

P a s t  r e sea rch  on family s t r u c t u r e  and i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  m a r i t a l  

i n s t a b i l i t y  has  produced mixed f i n d i n g s ,  but s t u d i e s  based on l a t e r  d a t a  

a r e  i nc reas ing ly  r e p o r t i n g  a p o s i t i v e  l i n k  between t h e  childhood and 

a d u l t  experience. S tud ie s  c a r r i e d  out  during t h e  s i x t i e s  and e a r l y  

s e v e n t i e s  gene ra l ly  found e i t h e r  no e f f e c t  of l i v i n g  with a s i n g l e  parent  

o r  very weak e f f e c t s .  For example, i n  t h e i r  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  1962 d a t a  

from t h e  Occupational Changes i n  a Generation Study, Duncan and Duncan 

(1969) found no r e l a t i o n s h i p  between parents '  m a r i t a l  d i s r u p t i o n  and 

o f f s p r i n g ' s  cu r r en t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  whereas Bumpass and Sweet (1972) 

found a weak but  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  on t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  of having separa ted  

o r  divorced a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  marriage. Heiss (1972) a l s o  repor ted  a posi- 

t i v e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  f o r  urban b lacks  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  North, but only among 

o f f s p r i n g  from middle-class f ami l i e s .  More r e c e n t l y ,  ana lyses  by Glenn 

and Supancic (1984) have repor ted  a s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  from t h e  General 

S o c i a l  Survey. 

Evidence wi th  r e spec t  t o  e a r l y  marriage and f e r t i l i t y  a r e  a l s o  mixed. 

Michael and Tuma (1985),  f o r  example, used t h e  National  Longitudinal  

Survey of Youth sample t o  examine e a r l y  t r a n s i t i o n s  t o  marriage and 

parenthood among whi tes ,  Hispanics ,  and blacks. Their  e s t ima te s  i n d i c a t e  

t h a t  l i v i n g  wi th  one parent  has  no e f f e c t  on marriage r a t e s  f o r  young 

males and females and only l i m i t e d  e f f e c t s  on r a t e s  of b i r t h .  Black 

females  from one-parent f a m i l i e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  have an e a r l y  b i r t h ,  

bu t  whi te  and Hispanic youth a r e  not.  They do f i n d  negat ive  consequen- 

c e s ,  however, f o r  c h i l d r e n  who l i v e  apa r t  from both parents  o r  with a 

s t eppa ren t  . 



The strongest evidence in support of intergenerational female 

headship comes from the work of Hogan and Kitagawa (1985) and Hogan 

(1984), who found that adolescent girls from single-parent families were 

more likely to be sexually active and to have a premarital birth than 

adolescents from two-parent households. McLanahan (1985b) also found a 

strong link between female headship in one generation and female headship 

in the next, although Hill and her colleagues (1985) found no signifi- 

cant effect, using the same data. 

Some of the inconsistencies among these various studies probably 

result from differences in the data, measures, and populations repre- 

sented. For example, the OCG data used by the Duncans is restricted to 

adult men and asks whether respondents are currently married or single. 

Thus the outcome is the joint outcome of patterns of marriage, marital 

disruption, and remarriage and does not clearly address differential 

marital instability. Differences between the Hill et al. and McLanahan 

studies may also be due to differences in the outcome variable. In the 

former study, the indicator for female headship among offspring is 

whether respondent was a female head between the ages of 25 to 27. In 

the latter, it is the transition rate to female headship for daughters 

between ages 16 and 24. 

A major limitation of prior data sources for the exploration of 

theories linking broken-family experience in childhood to subsequent 

adult experience has been the lack of detail on parents' marital history 

and the process by which children of single parents end up as single 

parents themselves. In most data sets, information on the family of ori- 

gin is limited to a single question: whether respondent was living with 



both n a t u r a l  parents  a t  a  p a r t i c u l a r  age. Thus we cannot i d e n t i f y  the  

type  of s i n g l e  parenthood--whether i t  was due t o  d ivorce ,  widowhood, o r  a  

nonmari tal  birth--the age a t  which i t  occurred,  o r  whether it was 

followed by a  remarriage. This information is very important i n  t e s t i n g  

hypotheses about t h e  causes of i n t e rgene ra t iona l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  a s  we 

s h a l l  o u t l i n e  below. While most of our r e s u l t s  wi th  respec t  t o  these  

d i s t i n c t i o n s  a r e  negat ive,  t h i s  f ind ing  i s  important information. We a r e  

a l s o  a b l e  t o  go beyond previous s t u d i e s  by examining a  broad range of 

r e l e v a n t  family formation behaviors t o  see  whether e f f e c t s  a r e  c o n s i s t e n t  

a c r o s s  a  range of behaviors ,  o r  whether one p a r t i c u l a r  behavior,  such a s  

e a r l y  marriage, is respons ib le  f o r  subsequent outcomes, such a s  m a r i t a l  

d i s rup t ion .  

THEORIES OF INTERGENERATIONAL INSTABILITY 

There a r e  t h r e e  major explanat ions f o r  why o f f sp r ing  from female- 

headed f a m i l i e s  might be more l i k e l y  t o  become s i n g l e  parents  themselves. 

The fi::st a t t r i b u t e s  e f f e c t s  t o  resource deprivat ion.  According t o  t h i s  

view, s i n g l e  parents  have l e s s  time and l e s s  money t o  inves t  i n  t h e i r  

ch i ldren .  This may a f f e c t  both t h e  off  sp r ing ' s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a s  young 

a d u l t s  and how they view the  pa ren ta l  household. Some argue t h a t  ado- 

l e s c e n t s  with l imi t ed  oppor tun i t i e s  s e e  marriage and/or parenthood a s  a  

means of escaping hardship and e s t ab l i sh ing  an a d u l t  i d e n t i t y .  In  a  

s i m i l a r  ve in ,  o t h e r s  s t r e s s  the  l ack  of pa ren ta l  superv is ion  and point  

out  t h a t  adolescents ,  and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  adolescent  g i r l s ,  i n  such fami- 

l i e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  become sexual ly  a c t i v e  and t o  have a  premar i ta l  

b i r t h .  (See Krein and Be l l e r ,  1985, and Hogan and Kitagawa, 1985, f o r  

more complete d i scuss ions  of t h i s  explanation.) 



A second explana t ion  s t r e s s e s  t h e  importance of r o l e  models i n  t h e  

s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of ch i ldren .  The t r a d i t i o n a l  ve r s ion  of t h i s  argument 

s t a t e d  t h a t  e a r l y  f a t h e r  absence l ed  t o  s o c i a l  pa thologies  i n  o f f sp r ing  

which undermined m a r i t a l  adjustment and increased  i n s t a b i l i t y  i n  

adulthood. More r e c e n t l y ,  r e sea rche r s  have argued t h a t  t h e  c r i t i c a l  fac- 

t o r  is t h e  r o l e  model provided by t h e  s i n g l e  mother who is making i t  on 

h e r  own. According t o  t h i s  view, having a mother who w a s  a s i n g l e  parent  

makes s i n g l e  parenthood a more acceptab le  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  young women who 

f i n d  themselves i n  an unhappy marriage o r  w i th  a premar i ta l  pregnancy. 

A t h i r d  explana t ion  comes from s t r e s s  theory ,  which po in t s  t o  t h e  

event  of family d i s r u p t i o n  r a t h e r  than t h e  pos td i s rup t ion  experience a s  

t h e  primary determinant  of nega t ive  outcomes. With r e spec t  t o  

o f f s p r i n g ' s  family formation behavior ,  s t r e s s  theory sugges ts  t h a t  family 

d i s r u p t i o n s  occurr ing  i n  adolescence may p r e c i p i t a t e  premature t ran-  

s i t i o n s ,  which i n  t u r n  have long-term consequences. For example, i n  

response  t o  parents '  d ivorce ,  o r  remarr iage,  o f f s p r i n g  may drop out  of 

school ,  become sexual ly  a c t i v e  without c a r e f u l  cont racept ion ,  o r  marry 

e a r l y .  S t r e s s  theory is d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  f i r s t  two explana t ions  i n  

t h a t  i t  assumes t h a t  t h e  s t r e s s  a s soc i a t ed  wi th  parents '  marital i n s t a b i -  

l i t y  d i s s i p a t e s  over time. Thus, e a r l y  d i s r u p t i o n s  may be l e s s  harmful 

t h a n  d i s r u p t i o n s  occurr ing  i n  adolescence because t h e  l a t t e r  co inc ide  

w i t h  c r i t i c a l  l i f e  course t r a n s i t i o n s .  

The explana t ions  o u t l i n e d  above can be used t o  genera te  a number of 

hypotheses about how parents '  m a r i t a l  behavior may a f f e c t  daughters '  

behavior.  These hypotheses a l low us t o  compare t h e  r e l a t i v e  merit of 

d i f f e r e n t  explana t ions  of i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  e f f e c t s .  For example, t h e  



t r a d i t i o n a l  version of developmental theory suggests t h a t  e f f e c t s  w i l l  be 

most negative when exposure to s ing le  parenthood occurs a t  a young age, 

whereas s t r e s s  theory suggests t h a t  d is rupt ions  occurring i n  adolescence 

a r e  worse because they occur a t  a time when young women a r e  a t  r i s k  f o r  

becoming pregnant, dropping out  of school, o r  leaving home. The 

resource-deprivation theory a l so  argues t h a t  parenta l  absence is  worse 

f o r  adolescents  because of the higher r i s k s  of pregnancy a t  t h i s  time. 

The explanations a l s o  disagree with respect  to whether the sex of the 

s i n g l e  parent  o r  the cause of the d is rupt ion makes a difference.  The 

role-model theory suggests t h a t  f a t h e r  absence should have a s t ronger  

e f f e c t  on daughters because i t  c rea tes  the model of an independent woman. 

The resource-deprivation model makes a s imi la r  predic t ion f o r  a very dif- 

f e r e n t  reason. Given the d i f ference  i n  the earnings capacity of s ing le  

f a t h e r s  and s ing le  mothers, famil ies  headed by s ing le  women should 

experience more economic hardship than famil ies  headed by s ing le  men. 

S t r e s s  theory, on the o the r  hand, makes no d i s t i n c t i o n  with respect  to 

the  sex  of the family head. I t  does, however, suggest t h a t  remarriage of 

the  parent  may be j u s t  a s  negative a s  mar i ta l  d is rupt ion,  given tha t  i t  

usual ly  involves a considerable amount of family reorganization. 

METHODS 

The study of time-dependen t events with cross-sect ional  samples 

requ i res  some s t ra tegy  f o r  dealing with the truncation of experience a t  

t h e  time of interview. For example, a b i r t h  o r  marriage before age 20 

w i l l  occur to some of the younger respondents who a t  the time of the sur- 

vey were s t i l l  c h i l d l e s s  o r  s ingle.  S imi lar ly ,  many of the marriages 



t h a t  a r e  i n t a c t  a t  i n t e rv i ew w i l l  even tua l ly  break up- Analysis  t h a t  

i g n o r e s  t h i s  t r u n c a t i o n  may w e l l  be biased.  Techniques informed by t h e  

l o g i c  of l i f e  t a b l e s  have become inc reas ing ly  common f o r  t h i s  purpose. 

The underlying concept of such techniques is  t o  e s t ima te  durat ion-  

s p e c i f i c  r i s k s  on t h e  b a s i s  of experience a t  each du ra t ion  represented  i n  

t h e  sample da ta .  We use p ropor t iona l  hazard models t o  provide mult i -  

v a r i a t e  e s t ima te s  of t h e  independent e f f e c t  of our v a r i a b l e s  on t h e  r a t e  

of  each t r a n s i t i o n  of i n t e r e s t .  As  t h e  l a b e l  impl ies ,  t he  procedure 

e s t i m a t e s  t h e  propor t ion  by which r a t e s  a t  a l l  du ra t ions  a r e  a l t e r e d  

upward o r  downward by u n i t  change ( o r  c o n t r a s t i n g  ca t egor i e s )  i n  a  pre- 

d i c t o r  va r i ab l e .  The models a r e  est imated us ing  Cox's (1972, 1975) par- 

t i a l  l i k e l i h o o d  method, which al lows t h e  time dependence of t h e  hazard t o  

be determined by t h e  da ta .  

We have a l s o  c a r r i e d  out  t hese  ana lyses  us ing  an a l t e r n a t i v e  proce- 

d u r e  t h a t  r e l a x e s  t h e  p ropor t iona l  assumption: l o g i t  ana lyses  were run 

p r e d i c t i n g  cumulative t r a n s i t i o n s  by a  given age, o r  w i th in  5 yea r s  of 

r i s k  depending on t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e ,  and l i m i t e d  t o  persons exposed 

t o  t h e  r i s k  i n  ques t ion  u n t i l  t h a t  age, or f o r  a t  l e a s t  5  yea r s ,  a s  

app ropr i a t e .  With one except ion t h a t  w i l l  be discussed l a t e r ,  we 

ob ta ined  the  same r e s u l t s  wi th  t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e .  We present  t h e  propor- 

t i o n a l  hazard r e s u l t s  here  because they allowed use of more of t h e  d a t a  

by not  r e q u i r i n g  sample l i m i t a t i o n s  t o  avoid t runca t ion  b iases .  

Table  1 r e p o r t s  t h e  means (propor t ions)  f o r  t h e  family background 

v a r i a b l e s  and t h e  family formation events .  The upper po r t ion  of t h e  

t a b l e  r e p o r t s  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of respondents by family type,  l e v e l  of 

p a r e n t s '  educa t ion ,  whether respondent is  Cathol ic ,  and reg ion  of t he  



country.  The lower po r t ion  r e p o r t s  t h e  proport ion of respondents who had 

experienced each family formation event by the  time of t h e  survey. 

* * * * *  

Table 1 about here. 

* * * * *  

FAMILY DISRUPTION AND DAUGHTERS' FAMILY BEHAVIOR 

We begin the  a n a l y s i s  by es t imat ing  a s e t  of equat ions t h a t  t r e a t  

respondents '  family behavior a s  a funct ion  of parents '  behavior and 

c o n t r o l  va r i ab le s .  Outcome v a r i a b l e s  inc lude  teenage marriage, teenage 

b i r t h ,  premar i ta l  b i r t h ,  m a r i t a l  d i s rup t ion ,  and remarriage. Est imates 

f o r  the  f i r s t  t h r e e  outcomes a r e  based on t h e  t o t a l  sample, e s t ima tes  of 

d ivo rce  r a t e s  a r e  based on a subsample of respondents who had married by 

t h e  time of the  in terv iew,  and es t imates  f o r  remarriage a r e  based on a 

subse t  of respondents whose f i r s t  marriages had ended by the  time of t h e  

survey. Table 2 r e p o r t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  f o r  t h e  f i v e  d i f f e r e n t  i n d i c a t o r s  of 

fami ly  formation behavior. To f a c i l i t a t e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  w e  focus on an 

e s t i m a t e  of t h e  r e l a t i v e  r i s k  of the  events  i n  ques t ion  i n  each category 

of  a p red ic to r  v a r i a b l e  r e l a t i v e  t o  the  omitted category of t h a t  

va r i ab le .  The p a r t i a l  l i ke l ihood  e s t ima tes  of t he  log  of t he  r a t e s  and 

t h e i r  s tandard e r r o r s  a r e  repor ted  i n  the  appendix t ab le s .  

* * * * *  

Table 2 about here.  

* * * * *  

The f i r s t  model i n  Table 2 is  based on a b i v a r i a t e  equat ion which 
-- -- 

compares respondents who were l i v i n g  with both na tu ra l  parents  a t  age 14 



Table 1 

Proport ions f o r  Background Variables 
and Family Formation Events, by Race 

Whites Blacks 

Background Variables 

Family s truc ture  

Two parent  
Widowed 
0 the r  parent  absent  

Parents '  educational  
a t t a  irnnen t 

12 years (mom) 
12+ years  (dad) 
12 years 
12+ years  

Region of country 

North East  
North Central  
South 
West 

Family Forma t i o n  Eventsa 

Teenage marriage .39 .30 

Teenage b i r t h  -20 .45 

Premari tal  b i r t h  .06 .44 

Mari ta l  disruption* .16 .25 

Remarriage* .58 .23 

*Based on population a t  r i s k  f o r  event 
aPropor t ion  experiencing event by time of 
survey. 



Tab le  2 

Percentage  D i f f e r ence  i n  the Risk Associated wi th  P a r e n t  Absence 
f o r  t he  Experience of Teenage Marriage, Teenage B i r th ,  P remar i t a l  B i r t h ,  

M a r i t a l  Dis rupt ion ,  and Remarriagea 

Teenage Teenage P remar i t a l  Mar i t a l  
Marriage B i r t h  B i r t h  D i s rup t ion  Remarriage 

X % % % % 

WHITES 

Zero-Order Model 

Widowed p a r e n t  
0 t h e r  p a r e n t  absenceb 

Zero-Order p lu s  Backgroundc 

Widowed p a r e n t  
0 t h e r  p a r e n t  absence 

Zero-Order p lu s  Backgroundd 
and Educat ion 

Widowed p a r e n t  
Other  p a r e n t  absence 

BLACKS 

Zero-Order Model 

Widowed pa ren t  -1 0 21* 34* 
0 t h e r  p a r e n t  absenceb 6 50* 60* 

Zero-Order p l u s  Backgroundc 

Widowed p a r e n t  -12 18+ 3 l* 
0 t h e r  p a r e n t  absence 6 5 l* 61* 

Zero-Order p l u s  Backgroundd 
and Educat ion 

Widowed p a r e n t  -1 5 12 28 2 1 0 0 
Othe r  p a r e n t  absence - 1 36* 52* 32* 22 

N (3152) (3152) (3152) (1716) (697) 
aEs t i m a  ted from p ropor t i ona l  hazard model. See Appendix Table  A 1  f o r  c o e f f i c i e n t s  
and s t anda rd  e r r o r s .  
b ~ n c l u d e s  p a r e n t s  never marr ied,  divorced,  o r  separa ted ,  and respondents l i v i n g  
w i t h  n e i t h e r  parent .  
C~ackground  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  reg ion  of county, pa ren t ' s  educat ion,  r e l i g i o n .  
d ~ a c k g r o u n d  v a r i a b l e s  are same as above p lus  respondent 's  high school  completion. 
* S i g n i f i c a n t  a t  .05 l e v e l  or below. 
+ Significant at .10 level. 



wi th  those who were l i v i n g  wi th  one o r  n e i t h e r  parent .  The one /ne i the r  

ca tegory  inc ludes  those whose pa ren t s  divorced, separa ted ,  o r  were never 

married.  We d i s t i n g u i s h  between respondents who l i v e d  wi th  a widowed 

p a r e n t  and those who l ived  i n  o the r  types of one-parent f ami l i e s ,  because 

w e  expect  weaker e f f e c t s  f o r  t he  former than the l a t t e r .  Famil ies  headed 

by widows have s u b s t a n t i a l l y  h igher  incomes and probably lower ongoing 

c o n f l i c t  and stress than o the r  types of single-paren t fami l ies .  Previous 

s t u d i e s  have found fewer negat ive  consequences f o r  widowed f a m i l i e s  than 

f o r  separa ted  and divorced f ami l i e s  (Mclanahan, 1985a, 1985b). 

The second model i s  based on an equat ion  t h a t  con t ro l s  f o r  p a r e n t ' s  

educat ion ,  r e l i g i o n ,  and the respondent 's  region of c u r r e n t  residence. 

Comparison of models 1 and 2 al lows us to determine whether o r  n o t  the  

observed r e l a t i o n s h i p  between pa ren t ' s  m a r i t a l  behavior and o f f s p r i n g ' s  

behavior  i s  due t o  d i f f e rences  i n  the  socioeconomic s t a t u s  and o t h e r  

background f a c t o r s  of d is rupted  f ami l i e s  versus  those t h a t  remain i n t a c t .  

P a s t  r e sea rch  has gene ra l ly  shown t h a t  SES accounts f o r  a good dea l  of 

t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between one- and two-parent f a m i l i e s  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  high 

school  completion. McLanahan (1985b), however, found i n  he r  a n a l y s i s  

based on the  PSID d a t a ,  t h a t  d i f f e rences  i n  income did no t  account f o r  

i n t e rgene ra  t i o n a l  female headship. The National  Survey of Family Growth 

does n o t  have a measure of family income, and so our ind ica to r  of socio- 

economic s t a t u s  is pa ren t ' s  education. Clear ly ,  t h i s  measure does n o t  

f u l l y  cap tu re  income d i f f e rences  between one- and two-parent fami l ies .  

The t h i r d  model con ta ins  the same set of v a r i a b l e s  as model 2 a s  well 

as information on whether respondent completed high school. In  esti- 

mating the  equat ion f o r  o f f  spr ing '  s marital d i s rup t ion ,  we included 

S r i a b l e s  f o r  high school completion and age a t  marriage (model 3). This  



set of estimates g ives  us some idea of the in te rvening  processes  between 

fami ly  d i s r u p t i o n  and o f f s p r i n g ' s  behavior and al lows us to determine i f  

h ighe r  d ivorce  r a t e s  a r e  a r e s u l t  of e a r l y  marriage and/or f a i l u r e  to 

complete high school.  

R e s u l t s  

The most s t r i k i n g  a s p e c t  of Table 2 i n  regard to whites  i s  the  s i z e  

and cons is tency  of the e f f e c t s  a c r o s s  c a t e g o r i e s  of behavior. With the 

excep t ion  of remarriage, family d i s r u p t i o n  is  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  to 

a l l  of the  outcome va r i ab l e s .  Reading a c r o s s  row 2 w e  f i n d  t h a t  respon- 

d e n t s  who spen t  time i n  a s ingle-parent  family because of marital disrup-  

t i o n  o r  because the  pa ren t  was n o t  married a r e  53 pe rcen t  more l i k e l y  to  

have a teenage marriage, 111 pe rcen t  more l i k e l y  to have a teenage b i r t h ,  

164 pe rcen t  more l i k e l y  t o  have a p remar i t a l  b i r t h ,  and 92 pe rcen t  more 

l i k e l y  to experience a marital d i s r u p t i o n  than a r e  daughters  who grew up 

i n  two-parent f ami l i e s .  The r e s u l t s  f o r  widowed f a m i l i e s  are somewhat 

s u r p r i s i n g .  Although i n  most cases the  e f f e c t s  are weaker than those f o r  

o t h e r  types of s i n g l e  parenthood, they a r e  c l e a r l y  nega t ive  and s i g n i f i -  

c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  from those of two-parent fami l ies .  I n  the case  of pre- 

marital b i r t h s ,  t h e r e  is  v i r t u a l l y  no d i f f e r e n c e  between the two measures 

o f  s i n g l e  parenthood. 

Equally s u r p r i s i n g  is the f a c t  t h a t  these  e f f e c t s  f o r  whites  do n o t  

change very much when we c o n t r o l  f o r  family background va r i ab l e s .  

Although a l l  of the  c o e f f i c i e n t s  a r e  somewhat smal le r  i n  model 2 ,  the 

changes are s l i g h t ,  and the  e f f e c t s  remain s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  

One except ion  is  the e f f e c t  of widowhood on e a r l y  marriage, which is 

reduced by 50 pe rcen t  and becomes i n s i g n i f i c a n t  when the background 



v a r i a b l e s  a r e  included i n  the  equation. A s  noted above, p a s t  s t u d i e s  

have gene ra l ly  found t h a t  background v a r i a b l e s  explained a good dea l  of 

t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between o f f s p r i n g  from one- and two-parent f ami l i e s .  

These s t u d i e s ,  however, have looked pr imar i ly  a t  socioeconomic outcomes, 

such as high school  graduat ion  and earn ings ,  r a t h e r  than family formation 

behavior .  Based on our  f i nd ings  here,  and those repor ted  by Hogan and 

Kitagawa (1985) and McLanahan (1985b), i t  appears  t h a t  t h a t  the d i r e c t  

e f f e c t  of family s t r u c t u r e  may be s t ronge r  f o r  family outcomes than f o r  

o t h e r  types of behavior.  

Inc luding  the respondent '  s own educa t iona l  a t t a inmen t  has the 

g r e a t e s t  consequence f o r  the est imated e f f e c t  of family s t r u c t u r e  on the 

l i k e l i h o o d  of a teenage b i r t h :  i t  reduces t h i s  e f f e c t  by about  40 per- 

c e n t  f o r  whites.  The e f f e c t  none t h e l e s s  remains s t rong  and s i g n i f i c a n t .  

The c a u s a l  l i nkage  of e a r l y  f e r t i l i t y  and educat ion is  much debated 

(Marini ,  1984; Rindfuss,  Bumpass, and S t .  John, 1980; Haggstrom e t  a l . ,  

1981; Card, 1981; Hoffer th  and Moore, 1979). But under the assumption 

t h a t  most of the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  r e s u l t s  from the e f f e c t  of educa t ion  on 

f e r t i l i t y ,  the  r e s u l t s  sugges t  that an  important  p a r t  of the e f f e c t  of 

p a r e n t a l  background i s  mediated through the e f f e c t  of p a r e n t a l  background 

on  education. Much smal le r  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  through educat ion a r e  found 

f o r  t he  o t h e r  outcome va r i ab l e s .  

The p a t t e r n  of e f f e c t s  f o r  black women is  very similar to t h a t  of 

wh i t e s ,  wi th  one exception: t he re  a r e  no e f f e c t s  on e a r l y  marriage. The 

s i z e  of the  e f f e c t s  on b i r t h s  and d ivorce  are a l s o  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  smal le r  

f o r  b lacks  than f o r  whites.  Con t ro l l i ng  f o r  background f a c t o r s ,  both 

a l o n e  and wi th  respondent '  s education, has almost  no s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  

on the  c o e f f i c i e n t s  f o r  pa ren t  absence among blacks. 



The l ack  of any e f f e c t  of pa ren ta l  absence on the prospects  of 

respondent ' s  remarriage i s  the one in s t ance  i n  which the r e s u l t s  of these  

p ropor t iona l  hazard models departed from our l o g i  t analyses  of cumulative 

t r a n s i t i o n s  i n  f i v e  years .  While we would expect the e f f e c t s  of p a r e n t a l  

background to dec l ine  wi th  time, i t  is n o t  implausible  t h a t  a 1  te red  a  tti- 

tudes about  marriage and family would reduce the l i ke l ihood  of 

remarriage,  e s p e c i a l l y  s ince  the pa ren t s t  marital breakup has been 

repea ted  i n  the respondentt  s own marriage. We did f i n d  t h a t  l i ke l ihood  

of  remarriage wi th in  f i v e  years  of s epa ra t ion  was s i g n i f i c a n t l y  lower 

among those who had experienced pa ren ta l  marital d i s rup t ion .  We a r e  

explor ing  the d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h i s  f ind ing  i n  terms of both assumptions and 

popula t ion  coverage, but  w i l l  n o t  cons ider  t h i s  v a r i a b l e  f u r t h e r  f o r  the  

remainder of the p resen t  paper. 

THE EFFECTS OF DIFFERENT TYPES OF SINGLE PARENTHOOD 

Having e s t ab l i shed  t h a t  s i n g l e  parenthood has important consequences 

f o r  the family behavior of daughters,  we next  examined v a r i a t i o n  among 

d i f f e r e n t  types of s i n g l e  parenthood to  see  if c e r t a i n  experiences were 

more negat ive  than o the r s ,  i n  terms of e f f e c t s  on f u t u r e  family tran- 

s i t i o n s .  I n  t h i s  s e t  of ana lyses ,  we r e s t r i c t e d  our sample to respon- 

d e n t s  who were n o t  l i v i n g  with both n a t u r a l  parents  o r  e i t h e r  pa ren t  a t  

age  14. 

Sex of the S ing le  Pa ren t  

The f i r s t  ques t ion  we address  i s  whether the re  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f -  

f e rences  among o f f s p r i n g  who l i v e d  with s i n g l e  f a t h e r s  o r  with n e i t h e r  

parent versus those who l ived with s ing le  mothers. As noted above, one 



v e r s i o n  of developmental theory s t r e s s e s  the  importance of t he  f a t h e r  i n  

t h e  e a r l y  psychosexual development of ch i ldren .  During the  f i f t i e s  and 

s i x t i e s ,  c l i n i c a l  r e sea rche r s  argued t h a t  f a t h e r  absence undermined the  

sex - ro l e  development of sons and daughters ,  which i n  t u rn  impaired mari- 

t a l  adjustment.  Sex of the  s i n g l e  pa ren t  a l s o  provides a reasonable 

proxy f o r  family income and the re fo re  al lows us to  t e s t  f o r  the  i m p o r  

t ance  of economic hardship  i n  accounting f o r  i n t e rgene ra  t i o n a l  e f f e c t s .  

Chi ldren  who l i v e  with s i n g l e  f a t h e r s  r a t h e r  than s i n g l e  mothers a r e  much 

l e s s  l i k e l y  to be poor and/or dependent on publ ic  wel fare ,  and the re fo re  

we would expec t  e f f e c t s  to  be l e s s  negat ive.  

We should no te  t h a t  s i n g l e  f a t h e r s  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  r a r e  because s o c i a l  

norms and expec ta t ions  about  who should r a i s e  the  c h i l d r e n  i n  the event  

o f  a marital d i s r u p t i o n  have gene ra l ly  favored the  mother. Consequently , 
s i n g l e - f a t h e r  f a m i l i e s  a r e  a h ighly  s e l e c t i v e  group which may have o t h e r  

k inds  of problems, e.g., f a m i l i e s  i n  which mothers have been been 

dec l a red  "unsui table"  o r  have abandoned t h e i r  ch i ldren .  I n  t h i s  ca se  we 

would expec t  respondents from s ing le - f a the r  f a m i l i e s  to  experience worse 

c o n d i t i o n s  than those from single-mother f ami l i e s .  The same argument can 

be made f o r  c h i l d r e n  who l i v e d  with n e i t h e r  parent .  

The top panel  i n  Table 3 r e p o r t s  the  e f f e c t s  of pa ren t  absence 

accord ing  t o  sex of pa ren t  o r  whether respondent l i v e d  wi th  n e i t h e r  

parent .  The most important  f i nd ing  is the l a c k  of any d i f f e r e n c e  between 

those  who l i v e d  with t h e i r  mothers and those who l i v e d  wi th  t h e i r  

f a t h e r s .  We f i n d  t h a t  those who l i v e d  wi th  n e i t h e r  pa ren t  a r e  more 

l i k e l y  to  have a teenage marriage and a r e  l e s s  l i k e l y  to divorce.  The 

former m y  r e f l e c t  a g r e a t e r  urgency to l eave  teenage l i v i n g  arrangements 



Table 3 

Percentage Difference i n  Risk Associated with Parent  Absence f o r  
Subsequent Family Behavior, by Sex of Single Parent  o r  Absence 

o f  Parents ,  Age a t  Disruption, and Whether a Remarriage Occurred 

Teenage Teenage Premari tal  Mari tal  
Marriage Bi r th  Bir th  Disrup t ion  

% % % % 

WHITES 

Parent  

Father only 
Neither  parent  

Age a t  Disruption 

BLACKS 

Parent  

Father only 
Neither  parent  

Age a t  Disruption 

Lived with 
S tepparent  



i n  which both pa ren t s  a r e  absent .  The lower d ivorce  r a t e  of t h i s  group 

i s  d i f f i c u l t  to  i n t e r p r e t .  

We s i m i l a r l y  f i n d  no d i f f e rences  among b lacks  who l i v e d  with s i n g l e  

mothers o r  f a t h e r s  i n  terms of the e f f e c t s  on e a r l y  b i r t h s ,  p remar i t a l  

b i r t h s ,  o r  m a r i t a l  d i s rup t ion .  On the  o t h e r  hand, w e  do f i n d  t h a t  those 

who d id  n o t  l i v e  wi th  t h e i r  mother a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more l i k e l y  to  marry 

e a r l y  than those who did. When w e  r e c a l l  t h a t  i n  Table 2 w e  found no 

d i f f e r e n c e  between those i n  i n t a c t  f a m i l i e s  and o t h e r s  wi th  r e s p e c t  to  

e a r l y  marriage, t hese  da t a  sugges t  t h a t  l i v i n g  wi th  the  mother (whether 

i n  an i n t a c t  family o r  no t )  reduces the  l i ke l ihood  of e a r l y  marriage com- 

pared to  n o t  l i v i n g  with her.  One mechanism involved might be the poten- 

t i a l  r o l e  of these mothers i n  a s s i s t i n g  wi th  the c a r e  of nonmari ta l  

b i r t h s .  

Timing of Parents '  Mar i t a l  Breakup 

The nex t  ques t ion  addressed is  whether the  age a t  which a family 

d i s r u p t i o n  occurred makes a d i f fe rence .  A s  noted e a r l i e r ,  developmental 

theory has gene ra l ly  argued t h a t  younger c h i l d r e n  a r e  more negat ive ly  

a f f e c t e d  by parents '  marital d i s r u p t i o n  than o l d e r  ch i ld ren ,  both because 

t h e  young have a l e s s  developed e x t e r n a l  suppor t  system and because e a r l y  

exper iences  a r e  presumably more c r i t i c a l  i n  pe r sona l i t y  development than 

la ter  experiences.  Conversely, the stress hypo t h e s i s  and the superv is ion  

hypothes is  argue t h a t  pa ren t  absence during adolescence is more c r i t i c a l  

because i t  coinc ides  wi th  the timing of c r i t i c a l  dec i s ions  regarding l i f e  

cou r se  t r a n s i  tions--leaving school ,  becoming sexual ly  a c t i v e ,  e tc .  Some 

have suggested t h a t  e a r l y  absences a r e  worse because they mean t h a t  

c h i l d r e n  w i l l  be exposed to  poverty f o r  a longer  per iod of t i m e ,  bu t  t h i s  



argument is  r e a l l y  about the durat ion of parent  absence ra the r  than about 

t h e  timing of exposure. Since many s ing le  parents  remarry, and s ince  

remarriage i s  more common among women with young chi ldren,  age a t  disrup- 

t i o n  i s  no t  a good measure of length of exposure, except i n  famil ies  

where the d i s rup t ion  occurs very l a t e .  

The developmental hypothesis has received some support i n  s tud ies  of 

educat ional  at tainment (Krein and Beller, 1986), but  i t  has no t  been 

t e s t e d  with respec t  to family formation behavior. The NSFG survey is  

somewhat unusual i n  t h a t  it provides information on the age a t  which 

respondents f i r s t  l ived a p a r t  from e i t h e r  parent. As f a r  a s  w e  know, no 

o t h e r  l a r g e  re t rospect ive  study has provided t h i s  much d e t a i l  on the 

timing of family disruption.  Respondents who were born to never-married 

mothers a r e  coded a s  0 and a r e  grouped with those whose famil ies  broke up 

p r i o r  to age 5. 

The second set of est imates i n  Table 3 repor t s  the e f f e c t s  of age on 

the  four family behaviors. A s  was the case  with the sex of family head, 

age a t  d i s rup t ion  appears to have no s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on any of the 

outcomes. There is  some h i n t  a t  c u r v i l i n e a r i t y  i n  the r e s u l t s  t h a t  show 

t h e  l e a s t  e f f e c t s  i n  the 5-9 age range f o r  premari tal  b i r t h s  and marital 

d i s rup  t ions  among whites and f o r  teenage and premari tal  b i r t h s  among 

blacks. However, the negative c o e f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h i s  age a t  d is rupt ion is 

s i g n i f i c a n t  only f o r  premari tal  b i r t h s  among blacks. Such c u r v i l i n e a r i t y  

would be expected i f  both the developmental theor ies  and the stress 

theor ies  were accurate. Though the d i f ferences  a r e  general ly m a l l  and 

n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  d is rupt ions  a t  l a t e r  ages a r e  associated with higher 

t r a n s i t i o n  r a t e s  than those before age 5 i n  a l l  cases but  one. 



Does Remarriage Make a Difference? 

The f i n a l  quest ion addressed i s  whether parenta l  remarriage a1  t e r s  

the  negative consequences associa ted  with s ing le  parenthood. Again, 

s e v e r a l  hypotheses can be derived from the various explanations f o r  why 

family d is rupt ion may have negative consequences f o r  offspring.  The 

resource-deprivation argument, f o r  example, indica tes  tha t  remarriage 

should have a pos i t ive  e f f e c t  because the presence of a s tepparent  means 

more time and more money f o r  the household. I f  economic hardship and 

l a c k  of supervision a r e  what push adolescents  i n t o  ear ly  sexual a c t i v i t y  

o r  ea r ly  marriages, w e  would expect t h a t  those whose parent  remarried 

would be b e t t e r  off  than those whose parent  remained single.  Conversely, 

the s tress explanation argues t h a t  remarriage represents  a second disrup- 

t i o n  which may be j u s t  a s  negative a s  the i n i t i a l  family breakup. 

The th i rd  set of est imates i n  Table 3 repor ts  the e f f e c t  of parenta l  

remarriage (whether the respondent l ived with a stepparent  a t  age 1 4 )  on 

the  four  outcome variables.  A s  before, the remarriage var iable  is not  

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  re la ted  to any of the family formation indicators  f o r  

e i t h e r  blacks or  whites. These f indings could be due to the f a c t  tha t  

t h e  hypo thesized e f f e c t s  a r e  cancell ing one another ou t--remarried fami- 

l i e s  may be b e t t e r  off f inanc ia l ly  and may provide more supervision but  

they a l s o  have undergone two disrupt ions  ra the r  than one--or to the f a c t  

t h a t  remarriage is not  c r i t i c a l  i n  determining family behavior. 



CONCLUSIONS 

The r e s u l t s  presented above provide s t rong  suppor t  f o r  the not ion  

t h a t  women who grow up i n  s ingle-parent  f a m i l i e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  to  marry 

and bear  c h i l d r e n  e a r l y ,  t o  have b i r t h s  before  marriage, and to have 

t h e i r  own marr iage break up. They a l s o  sugges t  t h a t  in te rgenera  t i o n a l  

consequences a r e  n o t  due e n t i r e l y  t o  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  family socioeconomic 

s t a t u s .  The l a t t e r  f i nd ing  should be viewed wi th  some caut ion  i n  that we 

were n o t  a b l e  to  c o n t r o l  d i r e c t l y  f o r  family income. On the  o t h e r  hand, 

s i n c e  t h e r e  were no d i f f e r e n c e s  by sex  of the s i n g l e  parent ,  and s ince  

p a r e n t a l  remarr iage was n o t  an  important  f a c t o r  i n  determining the 

o f f  spr ing '  s behavior,  we f e e l  f a i r l y  conf ident  t h a t  something o t h e r  than 

income d i f f e r e n c e s  is opera t ing  here.  

We i n t e r p r e t  our  f i nd ings  a s  being most cons i s  t e n t  wi th  the role- 

model explana t ion ,  which argues that c h i l d r e n  develop t h e i r  own ideas  of 

what is accep tab le  and "workable" behavior from what they observe i n  

t h e i r  parents .  We reach t h i s  conclusion f o r  s e v e r a l  reasons. F i r s t ,  the 

p roces s  of e l imina t ion  l eads  us i n  the  d i r e c t i o n  of r e j e c t i n g  each of the 

o t h e r  explanat ions.  Age a t  d i s r u p t i o n  does n o t  appear  t o  be an important  

f a c t o r ,  which i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  the e a r l y  development explanat ion.  

S i m i l a r l y ,  t he  f a c t  t h a t  parents '  m a r i t a l  d i s rup t ions  when the  o f f s p r i n g  

a r e  ado le scen t s  have no worse e f f e c t s  than e a r l i e r  d i s rup t ions ,  and the  

f a c t  t h a t  family e f f e c t s  p e r s i s t  beyond i n i t i a l  marriage and f e r t i l i t y  

behavior--they a l s o  a f f e c t  divorce--suggest t h a t  something o t h e r  than a 

"push" t o  l eave  a s t r e s s f u l  household is a f f e c t i n g  i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  

behavior .  F i n a l l y ,  the  f ind ings  a r e  incons is  t e n t  w i th  the  resource- 

depr iva  t i o n  argument, f o r  the reasons noted above. 



Second, t h e  role-model explanat ion is based on very powerful theory. 

I t  makes a good dea l  of sense t h a t  daughters  who l i v e  with s i n g l e  parents  

would be more l i k e l y  to  become s i n g l e  mothers themselves, s ince  parents '  

behavior  makes t h i s  appear both a more acceptable  and more v i a b l e  a l t e r  

na t ive .  This  would account f o r  higher  r a t e s  of premar i ta l  b i r t h s  among 

young women whose f u t u r e  occupat ional  a 1  t e r m  t i v e s  appear bleak,  a s  wel l  

a s  h igher  r a t e s  of divorce among women who f ind  themselves i n  unhappy o r  

abus ive  marriages. We note the s i m i l a r i t y  of e f f e c t s  f o r  blacks and whi- 

tes. With the exception of e a r l y  marriage, which has become increas ingly  

r a r e  among blacks,  the r a c i a l  p a t t e r n s  a r e  very s imi l a r .  

Whatever the  causa l  l inkages ,  the  r e s u l t s  of t h i s  ana lys i s  sugges t  a 

dynamic i n  c u r r e n t  family changes t h a t  may well  f u r t h e r  weaken the preva- 

l e n c e  of simple nuclear  fami l ies .  More than ha l f  of today's ch i ld ren  

w i l l  have had family experiences t h a t  a r e  l i k e l y  to have negat ive  e f f e c t s  

o n  t h e i r  subsequent m a r i t a l  and f e r t i l i t y  l i f e  course. 



Appendix Table A1 

Ef f e c t s a  of '  Parent  Absence on Ear ly  Marriage, Early Parenthood, 
P remar i t a l  B i r t h ,  Mar i t a l  Dis rupt ion ,  and Remarriage 

( c o e f f i c i e n t s ;  and s tandard  e r r o r s  i n  parentheses  

Teenage Teenage P remar i t a l  Mar i t a l  
Marriage B i r t h  B i r t h  Dis rupt ion  Remarriage 

WHITES 

Zero-Order Model 

Widowed parent  .25( 010) .56( 013) 1.01( -20) .34( 013) -.21( 017) 
Other  parent  absenceb .43( .07) .75( .08) .97( .15) .65( -09) -.06( .12) 

Zero-Order p lus  Background 

Widowed parent  16.10) .45( -13) .96( .20) .30( .13) -.20( .17) 
Other  parent  absence .36( .07) .68( .09) .96( .15) .63( .09) -.07( .12) 

Zero-Order p lus  Background 

Widowed pa ren t  .05( 010) .29( -13) .81( -20) .23( -13) -.21( .17) 
Other  pa ren t  absence .25( .07) .46( -09) .78( -15) .51( -09) -.08( -12) 

BLACKS 

Zero-Order Model 

Widowed pa ren t  -.lo( -12) .19( .09) .30( .09) 1 9  1 2  --15( -23) 
Other  parent  absenceb .06( -08) .41( -06) .47( -06) .36( -08) .09(. 14) 

Zero-Order p lus  Background 

Widowed parent  -.13( .12) .17( -09) .27( -09) .20( -12) -.04( -23) 
Other  pa ren t  absence .05( -08) .41( .06) .48( -06) .31( -08) .12( -14) 

Zero-Order p lus  Background 

Widowed parent  -.17( -12) 1 0 .25( -09) .19( -12) .002( -23) 
Other  parent  absence .01( -08) .31( -06) .42( -06) .28( -09) .20(. 14) 

a ~ a s e d  on p ropor t iona l  hazard model. 

b lnc ludes  respondent who l i v e d  with a divorced,  separa ted ,  o r  never-married parent  
o r  w i th  n e i t h e r  parent .  



Appendix Table A2 

Effectsa of Parent Absence on Family Behavior Broken Down 
by Sex of Single Parent, Age at Disruption and 

Whether a Remarriage Occurred 
(coefficients; standard errors in parentheses) 

Teenage Teenage Premarital Marital 
Marriage Birth Birth Disruption 

WHITES 

Sex of Parent 

Father-only 
Neither parent 

Age at Disruption 

Lived with 
Stepparent 

BLACKS 

Sex of Parent 

Father-only 
Neither parent 

Age at Disruption 

Lived with 
Stepparent -.06( -17) -.17( -12) -.22( -13) -.17( -16) 

aBased on proportional hazard model. 
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