
Education is only a ladder to 
gather fruit from the tree of 
knowledge; it is not the fruit itself. 

Academic Deadlines 
Sept. 24: Process a complete drop (100% refund, no W recorded) 
Oct. 1: Drop this course (100% refund, no W recorded)  
Oct. 2: Drop this course (75% refund, no W recorded)  
Oct. 8: Withdraw from this course (75% refund, W recorded)  
Oct. 15: Withdraw from this course (50% refund, W recorded)  
Oct. 22: Withdraw from this course (25% refund, W recorded)  
Nov. 12: Withdraw from this course (0% refund, W recorded)  
Nov. 12: Change grading option for this course 

 
 

SYLLABUS FOR SOC 425/525: ISSUES IN FAMILY SOCIOLOGY: 
HOUSEHOLD AND FAMILY DEMOGRAPHY 

Department of Sociology, University of Oregon 
12:00-1:20 p.m. Monday/Wednesday, 260 Condon  

CRN: 17192/17208 Credits: 04 
http://blackboard.uoregon.edu/ 

 

I. PROFESSOR: Patricia A. Gwartney, Ph.D. (a.k.a. Patty) 
Email: pgwartney@gmail.com  
Office: 613 PLC  
Telephone: 346-5007 

Consultations/Office Hours: I encourage you to raise questions freely in class; this is the best way to get 
answers and clarifications. For any inquiry that might benefit another student, please use Blackboard’s 
“discussion board.” For personal questions, feel free to telephone or e-mail me any time of the day or day 
of the week; I will get back to you as soon as possible. If you need a face-to-face meeting, office hours 
are 2:00 - 3:30 PM Mondays and Wednesdays. 

II. THE COURSE IN GENERAL: How are American families and households organized? What are 
people’s living arrangements? How have these changed over time? In what ways are family and 
household structures similar and different across social groups? What are the consequences – 
demographic, social, economic, or political – of different household and family forms? How do 
households and families organize themselves to respond to change? What are the major issues facing 
parents and children? Through a combination of lectures, small group work, Student Interest Teams, class 
discussions, readings, films, and original research, this course explores answers to these questions.  

The goals for this course are, most broadly, for students to learn the changing structure of American 
households and families and major issues affecting families and children. In the process, you will 
integrate the theory, methods, and statistics that you learned previously, form an original research 
question, and develop skills in data collection, data analysis, collaborating with others, and presenting 
before audiences. This class is designed for students who really care about learning and who seek to 
gain confidence as independent learners.  

This course is divided into three roughly equivalent sections: In the first third, the course materials and 
activities will expose you to the basics on American households and families as well as potential data 
sources for your research project. At the end of the first three or four weeks, you should have one or two 
ideas of a topic you would like to explore in depth. In the second third, you will choose one of 17 broad 
topics, join a Student Interest Team (SIT) on that topic, review research on it together, and summarize 
that research for the class. In the final third, you will conduct original research projects on your topic. In 
the last week of class, SITs will present the results of their research projects to the class.  

This course helps to fulfill the University of Oregon’s mission statement in several ways. It will develop 
your skills in theory, data collection, and data analysis essential in sociological research, helping you to 
“think logically,” “live ethically,” and “generate new knowledge.” These skills will be valuable to you in 
nearly any kind of job you undertake or graduate program in which you enroll in the future, whether it be 
business, law, social work, administration, or any kind of social science. As such, this course helps 
establish “a framework for lifelong learning.” If successful, this course will enable you to “question 
critically” what you read and hear about families 
and households.  

Prerequisites: You must have basic knowledge 
of sociological theory, research methods, and 
statistical data analysis for this course, i.e., 
successful completion of Soc 310, 311, and 312 
or their equivalents. You will exercise these skills 
fully in this course. This course also assumes that 
you have some prior exposure to sociology of the family and/or demography, i.e. Soc 330 or 303. (To 
refresh, re-read the pertinent chapters in any introductory sociology textbook.)  
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Mission Statement 

The University of Oregon is a comprehensive research university that serves its students and the people 
of Oregon, the nation, and the world through the creation and transfer of knowledge in the liberal arts, the 
natural and social sciences, and the professions. It is the Association of American Universities flagship 
institution of the Oregon University System.  
The university is a community of scholars dedicated to the highest standards of academic inquiry, 
learning, and service. Recognizing that knowledge is the fundamental wealth of civilization, the university 
strives to enrich the public that sustains it through  
• a commitment to undergraduate education, with a goal of helping the individual learn to question 

critically, think logically, communicate clearly, act creatively, and live ethically  
• a commitment to graduate education to develop creators and innovators who will generate new 

knowledge and shape experience for the benefit of humanity  
• a recognition that research, both basic and applied, is essential to the intellectual health of the 

university, as well as to the enrichment of the lives of Oregonians, by energizing the state’s economic, 
cultural, and political structure  

• the establishment of a framework for lifelong learning that leads to productive careers and to the 
enduring joy of inquiry  

• the integration of teaching, research, and service as mutually enriching enterprises that together 
accomplish the university’s mission and support its spirit of community  

• the acceptance of the challenge of an evolving social, political, and technological environment by 
welcoming and guiding change rather than reacting to it  

• a dedication to the principles of equality of opportunity and freedom from unfair discrimination for all 
members of the university community and an acceptance of true diversity as an affirmation of 
individual identity within a welcoming community  

• a commitment to international awareness and understanding, and to the development of a faculty and 
student body that are capable of participating effectively in a global society  

• the conviction that freedom of thought and expression is the bedrock principle on which university 
activity is based  

• the cultivation of an attitude toward citizenship that fosters a caring, supportive atmosphere on 
campus and the wise exercise of civic responsibilities and individual judgment throughout life  

• a continuing commitment to affordable public higher education 

III. METHOD OF INSTRUCTION: People learn in different ways – some by listening, some by reading, 
some by doing, and some by watching. (To discover what kind of learner you are, complete the 
questionnaire at: http://www.engr.ncsu.edu/learningstyles/ilsweb.html). In order to try to meet students’ 
needs, I try to structure all my classes to cover the various different learning styles. Thus, you will engage 
in a combination of readings, lectures, small group activities, assignments, videos, presentations, original 
research, quizzes, as well as participation and attendance. Each of these is described in below.  

A. Required Readings: This class has only a few required readings for the first third of the class, and 
these will be posted on the class website. Subsequently, students will choose articles related to their 
own interests (SIT topic); these are available both online and in the Knight Library. In the second 
third of the course, SITs will summarize and present 9-12 journal articles, following a prescribed 
format. I encourage SITs to share their reviews with each other, to benefit your research projects, e.g., 
by posting them on BB.  

B. Small Group Activities: In the first class meeting, I will randomly divide students into six Small 
Groups of about six students each. These groups will be most active in the first few weeks, before you 
form SITs. Typically, Small Groups brainstorm for 5-15 minutes – to discuss issues, solve problems, 
and other types of in-class learning. Small Groups will also prepare and conduct two brief class 
presentations together. While some students dislike Small Group work, your future employers value 
people with skill and experience working in teams of randomly-selected people. It is also one way for 
students to affirm UO’s “community standards” (see policy statement below).  
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University of Oregon: Policy Statement 

1.000 Administrative Organization and Procedures 

Title: University of Oregon Affirmation of Community Standards  

Purpose: To set forth and affirm a clear and cogent statement of common community standards.  

The University of Oregon community is dedicated to the advancement of knowledge and the 
development of integrity. In order to thrive and excel, this community must preserve the freedom of 
thought and expression of all its members. The University of Oregon has a long and illustrious history in 
the area of academic freedom and freedom of speech. A culture of respect that honors the rights, safety, 
dignity and worth of every individual is essential to preserve such freedom. We affirm our respect for the 
rights and well-being of all members.  

We further affirm our commitment to:  
• Respect the dignity and essential worth of all individuals.  
• Promote a culture of respect throughout the University community.  
• Respect the privacy, property, and freedom of others.  
• Reject bigotry, discrimination, violence, or intimidation of any kind.  
• Practice personal and academic integrity and expect it from others.  
• Promote the diversity of opinions, ideas and backgrounds which is the lifeblood of the university.  

C. Student Interest Teams (SITs): In the second third of the class, students will choose the topic that 
interests them most from the list below. This list corresponds to the 20-page list of “Readings and 
Data Resources” for the course. You should skim the article titles on that list before choosing your 
SIT. Each SIT will have just three or four members, so you should have a back-up plan if you do not 
get your first choice. (Note: SIT activities are independent of Small Group activities.) 

1. Households Generally 
2. Marriage & Families Generally 
3. Finding a Mate: Availability, Similarity & Difference 
4. Gendered Division of Domestic & Market Labor in Families, Time with Kids, Marital 

Quality 
5. Fertility, Family Structure & Child Outcomes  
6. Premarital & Nonmarital Cohabitation 
7. Out-of-Wedlock Childbearing, Single Parenthood & Child Well-Being  
8. Separation & Divorce 
9. Remarriage & Stepfamilies 
10. Fatherhood 
11. Gay & Lesbian Households & Families  
12. Welfare, Child Support, and Family Inequality 
13. Sex and Sexuality  
14. Racial/Ethnic Differences in Family Processes  
15. Comparative/Crossnational Perspectives 
16. Historical Perspectives on Families & Households 
17. Theoretical Perspectives on Marriage & the Family 

D. Quizzes: Two to four short quizzes covering readings and presentations will be given. Each will 
comprise 20-25 questions, including multiple choice, true/false, and short answer. They are designed 
to assess the extent to which each student has kept up with readings, listened to lecture and 
presentations, and understood the material. Advance notice for the quizzes will be given in the class 
meeting before they occur.  
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E. Assignments: Many students are kinesthetic learners; this means that they learn best while doing – 
and usually perform much better on assignments or papers than exams. Thus, this class will include 
structured assignments that help build toward your final research project. All assignments are posted 
on the class website, but I will print Assignments 7 and 9 for distribution and completion in class.  
All students must complete all assignments. Read each assignment 
carefully and follow the instructions exactly. Hand in neat, legible, and 
well-organized assignments only. Typed assignments should be printed 
back-to-back or on the blank backs of previously-used paper.  
Assignments will be scored, not graded. Scores refer to the number of 
points assigned each item. Each is worth the points indicated. See page 8 
for “Assessment Guidelines.” Scores will be posted in Blackboard’s 
“Gradebook” as quickly as possible. Carefully read the section on page 5 
about late work and missed deliverables. 

F. Class Participation and Attendance: Because this class meets only 20 times, attendance is 
mandatory – including the first class meeting. Anyone missing the first class will be bumped from the 
course in order to admit a student on the waiting list. Attendance will be taken and missed classes 
posted on the Gradebook. Any student missing three or more classes, for any reason, risks a ‘Y’ 
grade. However, if you truly contract an infection, please don’t attend class. (The rest of us don’t 
want your viruses or germs!) Email me in advance and bring a doctor’s note to the next class.  
On the basis of class participation and attendance, I reserve the right to raise or lower a grade by one-
third, e.g., I might raise a C+ to a B- for a student who showed leadership in Small Groups and raised 
excellent comments in class, but vice versa for someone unfamiliar with the readings, or who 
routinely slept, arrived late, departed early, entirely missed class, or behaved disruptively (see 
“Classroom Etiquette” on p. 5). 

G. Videos: Since you are part of the “video generation,” we will try viewing certain videos to illustrate 
course themes. I welcome your recommendations. You also have an extra credit video review 
assignment that is due on the last day of class  

IV. STUDENT DELIVERABLES AND GRADING SCHEME: The table below summarizes student 
deliverables and the grading scheme for this course. No incompletes or deferred grades will be assigned, 
except in truly extraordinary cases (e.g., childbirth). See “Advice” on p. 5 for missed deliverables policy. 

Student Deliverables Description 
Grade 

Scheme
A. Small Group work See comments on pp. 2-3. 5% 
B. Quizzes  Two to four short quizzes related to readings & presentations. 15% 
C. Assignments  Assignment 1: Family Demographic Autobiography  5% 
 Assignment 2: Small Group Presentation 5% 
 Assignment 3: Analyzing Census Data 15% 
 Assignment 4: Small Group Debates 5% 
 Assignment 5 a, b, c: Review Three Articles  15% 
 Assignment 6: SIT Presentation, Summarizing Articles 10% 
 Assignment 7:* Peer Evaluations of Article Summaries 5% 
 Assignment 8: Abstract of Proposed Research Project  5% 
 Assignment 9:* Peer Evaluations of Final Projects  5% 
 Assignment 10: Extra Credit Video Review (3%) 
 * Note: Assignments 7 and 9 will be completed in class  
D. SIT research 

project 
Posters, video, skit, or mock debate. SITs must base it on 
original data analysis, e.g., census data, in-depth interviews, 
questionnaires developed and distributed, etc.  

15% 

E. Class participation 
and attendance 

See comments on pp. 4 and 5. Prof’s 
option 

Students are responsible 
for making sure your 
professor has copies of 
your assignments. Keep a 
second copy of them all 
until you receive your 
final grade. 
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V. MISCELLANEOUS INSTRUCTION, POLICY, AND ADVICE 

A. Getting to Know You: On the first day of class, each student should complete a short questionnaire 
to help me get to know you better as a student. I will also take students’ photos in their Small Groups, 
which I use to create a “class map” to help me learn your names. To further facilitate me learning 
names, you and your Small Group should sit in the same area of the classroom for the entire term. 

B. Blackboard (BB) Website (http://blackboard.uoregon.edu/): You are automatically enrolled on the 
class’ BB website, using UO’s email address for you. (View your DuckWeb area to ensure that UO 
has your accurate email address.) All required readings and assignments are posted on BB, as well as 
data that you might find useful for your research project. Assignment and quiz scores will be posted a 
one to three days after you turn them in. 

It is your responsibility to check BB (and listen in class) for announcements concerning assignment 
due dates and syllabus updates. Use BB’s “discussion board” to ask questions about assignments.  
I check it every day (except some weekends). Students can also use BB to communicate with each 
other, e.g., asking each other about assignments or setting up study groups. 

C. Email: I typically receive 40-50 email messages daily, of which I must reply to half. Therefore, do 
not expect me to become your email buddy. You should only send me email because you are too sick 
to attend class or if I ask you to email me an assignment. Questions about due dates, when scores will 
be posted, about assignments, when the next quiz will take place, etc. should be posted on BB’s 
“discussion board,” so that all students can benefit from the answers. If you wish to discuss an 
assignment score, an issue concerning group work, or complain about something, come to my office 
hours or request an appointment after class. Above all, practice proper “netiquette” when sending me 
– or anyone – an email message (see http://www.uoregon.edu/~cchome/etiquette.html#Xtte96425). 
Before you click the send button, think to yourself, “Would I want my mother to read this?” 

D. Advice, Late Work, and Missed Deliverables: Learning the material in this course will require 
steady application. You will learn less if you fall behind. Do all of the required readings and 
preparations for presentations before class meetings.  

Late assignments create class administration problems. It is unreasonable to expect me to grade late 
assignments while already working on others. Moreover, it is unfair to students who turn in their 
work on time to give full credit for late assignments after the correct answers have been handed back 
and discussed in class. Therefore, assignments turned in after they are due will have their normally-
assigned grade reduced at a rate of 10% per day. Even if your late assignment ends up with nearly 
zero points, you still must turn it in to pass the class. If you require an extension for a due date and I 
judge your reason valid, I will grant it, provided that you discuss it with me before the due date.  

Hand in assignments directly to me. Do not leave assignments on or under my office door. Also, do 
not leave assignments with the Sociology secretaries; it is not their job to keep track of them for you. 
If you are unable to do so, make two copies; keep one copy for yourself and leave a copy in Prof. 
Gwartney’s Sociology Department mailbox in 736 PLC Building.  

E. Classroom Etiquette: Many students do not need me to remind them about basic classroom civility. 
But the routine rudeness of certain students has become so disruptive in recent courses that I have 
decided to list some guidelines for classroom decorum, because it relates to class participation. 

• Fill your stomach before class. It disrupts others’ concentration to see, smell, and hear you 
chowing down on a bucket of fried chicken, a burger and fries, or whatever.  

• Do not leave and reenter the classroom, even when Small Groups are forming or in session. 
Walking across the class and banging the door as you exit and reenter distracts everyone else. 

o Empty your bladder before class or hold it until the class ends.  
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o Wet your whistle by bringing a covered beverage to class. If you forget, being thirsty for 
an hour might help you to remember in the future.  

• Arrive to class on time. If for some reason you cannot, do not allow the door to bang shut 
announcing your late appearance. If you will be more than ten minutes late, do not attend at all. 

• Speak only when called upon.  
o If you don’t hear something in lecture, raise your hand immediately and ask me. Never 

ask your neighbor.  
o Notice when class begins and immediately stop chatting with your friend or neighbor.  
o If you need to borrow a pen, paper, stapler, tissue, or whatever – ask your neighbor 

before or after class, not during it. 
• Turn off your cell phone and put it away. 
• Take lecture notes by hand and leave your laptop computer at home. Why? Students who use 

laptops in class regularly receive the lowest grades, because they surf the internet and send/read 
email, instead of typing notes. Lecture notes will be posted on BB, usually before class meetings. 

• Do not rip pages out of your notebook, rearrange your backpack, trim your toenails, or stand to 
dress or undress during class. Think of how such behaviors can disrupt – or disgust – others. 

• Turn in your assignments before class, after class, or when asked to do so instead of striding to 
the front of the classroom to put it on the podium during a video, lecture, or presentations.  

• If you have an issue to discuss with me, wait until after class. Interrupting or trying to speak while 
I set up the computer, review lecture notes, install a DVD, or return graded assignments ensures 
that I will not remember what you said. 

• If you have a complaint, speak to me directly. Loudly grumbling about “unfair” grades or that 
“grader jerk” is passive (and possibly passive aggressive). Only actively asking me about the 
problem will result in a genuine reassessment. Sometime graders do err, in which case I will 
handle it honestly and immediately. 

• If you openly read a newspaper, work on an assignment for another class, or engage in other 
irrelevant activities in this class, the materials will not be confiscated (as some of my colleagues 
do), but I will make a note of it for the class participation portion of your grade. 

• Inevitably, some students participate more than others, and many smart people are shy. Take care 
to avoid dominating discussion and gently encourage your quieter classmates to participate. 

Remember, every student has paid more for this class than for any concert ticket or sporting-event ticket 
they have ever purchased. Every student has the right to get their money’s worth. If you find another 
student’s behavior rude or disruptive to your learning, call them on it (after class) – or ask me to do so. 
Such students will, ultimately, get their comeuppance, for those who do not focus on the course do not 
learn the material well and will get bad grades. However, they have no right to distract you from learning 
what this course has to offer and getting a good grade. If you are a student who is just going through the 
hoops and does not really care about what you learn, a different class will suit you better than this one. 

VI: COURSE OUTLINE: This outline is rough; the schedule will adapt as the course unfolds, so please 
regard this it as flexible. Listen in class and regularly check BB for schedule updates, especially 
assignment due dates. 

Timeline Theme Required Readings & Deliverables  Activities, Other 

Week 1 Review syllabus 
and course 
expectations 

What is a family? 
American families 

basics  

McFalls. 2003. “What’s a Household? 
What’s a Family?” 

U.S. Census Bureau. 2000. “America’s 
Families and Living Arrangements” 

Bianchi & Casper. 2000. “American 
Families.” Population Bulletin 55(3): 1-44. 

Break into Small Groups 
Getting to know each 

other 
Small Groups: What is 

the ideal family? 
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Timeline Theme Required Readings & Deliverables  Activities, Other 

Week 2 American family 
and household 
structure, trends 

Demographic data 
sources: census, 
vital statistics  

How to read census 
tables 

Assignment 1 due (family autobiography) 
Waite, L.J. 1995. “Does Marriage Matter?” 

Demography 32:483-520.  
Teachman, J., L.M. Tedrow, K.D. Crowder. 

2000. “The Changing Demography of 
America’s Families.” Journal of Marriage 
and the Family 62:1234-46  

Small Groups prepare 
for Week 3  

Wedn., Oct 4 – meet at 
Knight Library to learn 
research resources, 
including 
www.census.gov 

 

Week 3 Issues affecting 
marriage and 
child well-being  

 

Chapters from: McLanahan, Donahue & 
Haskins. 2005. Marriage and Child 
Wellbeing 

Assignment 2 (Small Group presentations) 

Contemporary family 
issues: Small Group 
presentations 

Brainstorm research 
project ideas 

Week 4 How to read 
journal articles 

Mixed-race 
marriages 

Assignment 3 due (analyzing census data) 
Presser, H.B. 1994. “Employment Schedules 

among Dual-Earner Spouses and the 
Division of Household Labor.” American 
Sociological Review 59:348-64. 

Form SITs  
SITs choose articles for 

members to review in 
Assignment 5.  
Note: Two students 
cannot review the same 
article! 

Week 4 Debates in family 
research 

 

Assignment 4 due (Small Group debates) 
 

Debate Week: In-class 
mock debates 

SITs assigned dates and 
times for presentations 

Weeks 5 
and 6 

In-depth look at 
research in SITs’ 
topics 

Assignment 5 due (three article reviews) 
Assignment 6 (presentations)  
Assignment 7 (in-class peer evaluations)  

SITs summarize articles 
reviewed in their area  

Discuss readings. 

Week 7 Students’ research: 
How to pose 
hypotheses, 
develop research 
designs, develop 
surveys, etc. 

Review relevant chapters of any basic 
research methods textbook. 

SITs present research in 
progress 

Week 8 Students’ research: 
How to analyze 
data, and create 
tables and graphs 

Assignment 8 due (abstract of proposed 
research project) 

 

 

Week 9 Students’ research: 
How to create 
effective posters 

 Research presentations 

Week 10 Students’ research Assignment 9 (in-class peer evaluations of 
final projects)  

Assignment 10 (extra credit) due on the last 
day of class  

Research presentations  
Poster session 
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Guidelines on How Student Deliverables Will Be Assessed 
 
 A: Exceeds 

Expectations 
B: Meets 

Expectations 
C: Approaching 

Expectations 
D: Does Not Meet 

Expectations 

C
on

te
nt

 

 Completes entire 
assignment. 
 Follows all 
instructions. 
 Performs above 
and beyond 
requirements. 
 Shows innovative 
thinking. 
 Demonstrates 
thorough 
understanding of 
assignment’s 
purpose. 

 Completes most 
parts of the 
assignment. 
 Follows most 
instructions. 
 Meets 
requirements. 
 Shows 
thoughtfulness.  
 Demonstrates 
understanding of 
assignment’s 
purpose. 

 Completes the 
main parts of the 
assignment. 
 Misses some 
instructions. 
 Meets some 
requirements. 
 Shows routine 
thought. 
 Demonstrates 
some or 
inconsistent 
understanding of 
assignment’s 
purpose. 

 Does not 
complete main 
parts of the 
assignment. 
 Misses major 
instructions. 
 Meets few or no 
requirements. 
 Shows little 
thought. 
 Demonstrates 
little or no 
understanding of 
assignment’s 
purpose. 

C
al

cu
la

tio
ns

  
(if

 a
pp

lic
ab

le
)  All calculations 

complete. 
 All calculations 
accurate. 
 Exhibits analytic 
thoughtfulness. 

 Most calculations 
complete. 
 Mostly accurate 
calculations. 
 Exhibits 
thoughtfulness. 

 Some calculations 
complete. 
 Some accurate 
calculations. 
 Exhibits some 
analytic thought. 

 Most calculations 
incomplete. 
 Mostly inaccurate 
calculations. 
 Exhibits little or 
no analytic 
thought. 

In
te

rp
re

ta
tio

n 

 Accurately 
interprets all 
results. 
 Thoroughly 
interprets all 
results. 
 Extends 
explanation 
beyond 
requirements. 

 Accurately 
interprets most 
results.  
 Thoroughly 
interprets most 
results. 
 Meets 
explanatory 
requirements. 

 Some results 
interpreted 
accurately. 
 Some results 
interpreted 
thoroughly. 
 Meets some 
explanatory 
requirements. 

 Most results 
interpreted 
inaccurately. 
 Most results not 
interpreted 
thoroughly. 
 Does not meet 
explanatory 
requirements. 

Sm
al

l G
ro

up
s &

  
C

la
ss

 P
ar

tic
ip

at
io

ns
 

 Demonstrates 
excellent listening 
and sharing skills. 
 Supports others’ 
contributions. 
 Chosen by group 
to represent group 
work to others 
(leadership). 
 Never behaves 
disruptively. 
 Misses no classes. 

 Demonstrates 
good listening 
and sharing skills. 
 Usually supports 
others’ taking part. 
 Shares leadership 
and representation 
duties or performs 
support work. 
 Rarely behaves 
disruptively. 
 Rarely misses 
class. 

 Adequate or 
inconsistent 
listening and 
sharing skills. 
 Indifferent to 
others’ taking part.
 Avoids leading 
and representing 
 Avoids 
participating. 
 Sometimes 
disrupts class. 
 Misses several 
classes. 

 Shuts down 
others’ views or 
showboats. 
 Does not lead or 
represent the 
group. 
 Participates little 
or not at all. 
 Often behaves 
disruptively in 
classroom. 
 Misses four or 
more classes. 
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READINGS AND DATA RESOURCES 
You can find most readings online on JSTOR or through Project Muse; see page 29 for details.  

Required Readings 
McFalls, J.A. 2003. “What’s a Household? What’s a Family?” 

http://www.prb.org/Template.cfm?Section=PRB&template=/ContentManagement/ContentDisplay.cfm&ContentID=9771 
U.S. Census Bureau. 2000 America’s Families and Living Arrangements 

http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/p20-537.pdf 
Bianchi, S.M. & L.M. Casper. 2000. “American Families.” Population Bulletin 55:1-44. This booklet analyzes the 

American family in the latter half of the 20th century to better understand what change portends for the future.  
http://www.soc.upenn.edu/courses/2004/fall/soc007_hpkohler/readings/bian00a.pdf  

Waite, L.J. 1995. “Does Marriage Matter?” Demography 32:483-520.  
Teachman, J., L.M. Tedrow, K.D. Crowder. 2000. “The Changing Demography of America’s Families.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 62:1234-46  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28200011%2962%3A4%3C1234%3ATCDOAF%3E2.0.CO%3B2-P  

McLanahan, S.S., E. Donahue & R. Haskins. 2005. Marriage and Child Wellbeing. 
http://www.futureofchildren.org/usr_doc/Marriage_vol15_no2__fall05.pdf (for all 177 pages) 
http://www.futureofchildren.org/pubs-info2825/pubs-info_show.htm?doc_id=289923 (to select a chapter) 

Presser, H.B. 1994. “Employment Schedules among Dual-Earner Spouses and the Division of Household Labor.” 
American Sociological Review 59:348-64. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0003-1224%28199406%2959%3A3%3C348%3AESADSA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-G  

Debate Readings 
Responsible Fathering 
Doherty, W.J., E. Kouneski & M. Erickson. 1998. “Responsible Fathering: An Overview and Conceptual 

Framework.” Journal of Marriage and Family 60:277-92.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199805%2960%3A2%3C277%3ARFAOAC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-1  

Walker, A.J. & L. McGraw. 2000. “Who is Responsible for Responsible Fathering?” Journal of Marriage and Family 
62:563-69. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28200005%2962%3A2%3C563%3AWIRFRF%3E2.0.CO%3B2-W  

Doherty, W.J., E.F. Kouneski & M.F. Erickson. 2000. “We are All Responsible for Responsible Fathering: A 
Response to Walker & McGraw.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62:570-74. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28200005%2962%3A2%3C570%3AWAARFR%3E2.0.CO%3B2-D  

Divorce’s Effects on Children 
Amato, P.R. 1993. “Children’s Adjustment to Divorce: Theories, Hypotheses, and Empirical Support.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 55(1):23-38.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199302%2955%3A1%3C23%3ACATDTH%3E2.0.CO%3B2-G  

Kurdek, L.A. 1993. “Issues in Proposing a General Model of the Effects of Divorce on Children.” Journal of 
Marriage and the Family 55(1):39-41. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199302%2955%3A1%3C39%3AIIPAGM%3E2.0.CO%3B2-P  

Demo, D.H. 1993. “The Relentless Search for Effects of Divorce: Forging New Trails or Tumbling Down the Beaten 
Path?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 55(1):42-5. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199302%2955%3A1%3C42%3ATRSFEO%3E2.0.CO%3B2-6  

Allen, K.R. 1993. “The Dispassionate Discourse of Children’s Adjustment to Divorce.” Journal of Marriage and 
Family 55(1):46-50. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199302%2955%3A1%3C46%3ATDDOCA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-2  

Amato, P.R. 1993. “Family Structure, Family Process, and Family Ideology.” Journal of Marriage and Family 
55(1):50-4. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199302%2955%3A1%3C51%3AFSFPAF%3E2.0.CO%3B2-T  

The American Family is Going to Hell in a Handbasket 
Popenoe, D. 1993. “American Family Decline, 1960-1990: A Review and Appraisal.” Journal of Marriage and 

Family 55(3):527-42. http://www.jstor.org/view/00222445/ap020121/02a00020/0  
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Glenn, N.D. 1993. “A Plea for Objective Assessment of the Notion of Family Decline.” Journal of Marriage and 
Family 55(3):542-4.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199308%2955%3A3%3C542%3AAPFOAO%3E2.0.CO%3B2-Z  

Stacey, J. 1993. “Good Riddance to “The Family”: A Response to D. Popenoe.” Journal of Marriage and Family 
55(3):545-7. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199308%2955%3A3%3C545%3AGRT%22FA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-7  

Cowan, P. 1993. “The Sky Is Falling, But Popenoe’s Analysis Won’t Help Us Do Anything About It.” Journal of 
Marriage and the Family 55(3):548-52. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199308%2955%3A3%3C548%3ATSIFBP%3E2.0.CO%3B2-L  

Popenoe, D. 1993. “The National Family Wars.” Journal of Marriage and Family 55(3):553-5 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28199308%2955%3A3%3C553%3ATNFW%3E2.0.CO%3B2-2  

Why has Divorce Increased? 
Ruggles, S. 1997. “The Rise of Divorce and Separation in the United States, 1880-1990.” Demography 34(4):455-66. 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199711%2934%3A4%3C455%3ATRODAS%3E2.0.CO%3B2-Q  
Oppenheimer, V.K. 1997. Comment on “The Rise of Divorce and Separation in the United States, 1880-1990” 

Demography 34(4):467-72.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199711%2934%3A4%3C467%3ACO%22ROD%3E2.0.CO%3B2-O   

Preston S.H. 1997. Comment on S. Ruggles’ “The Rise of Divorce and Separation in the United States, 1880-1990” 
Demography 34(4):473-4.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199711%2934%3A4%3C473%3ACOSR%22R%3E2.0.CO%3B2-G 

Ruggles, S. 1997. Reply to Oppenheimer and Preston Demography 34(4):475-9.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199711%2934%3A4%3C475%3ARTOAP%3E2.0.CO%3B2-E 

The Value of Children 
Friedman, D., M. Hechter & S. Kanazawa. 1994. “A Theory of the Value of Children.” Demography 31:375-401. 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199408%2931%3A3%3C375%3AATOTVO%3E2.0.CO%3B2-7 
Lehrer, E.L., S. Shechtman & J.W. Leasure. 1996. “Comment on ‘A Theory of the Value of Children.’” Demography 

33:133-7. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199602%2933%3A1%3C133%3ACO%22TOT%3E2.0.CO%3B2-S  
Friedman, D., M. Hecther & S. Kanazawa. 1996. “Reply to Lehrer, Shechtman & Leasure.” Demography 33:137-9. 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199602%2933%3A1%3C137%3ARTLSAL%3E2.0.CO%3B2-D  

How Bad are the Long-Term Consequences of Teenage Childbearing? 
Geronimus, A.T. & S. Korenman. 1992. “The Socioeconomic Consequences of Teen Childbearing Reconsidered.” 

Quarterly Journal of Economics 107:1187-214.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0033-5533%28199211%29107%3A4%3C1187%3ATSCOTC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-8  

Hoffman, S.D., E. M. Foster, F.F. Furstenberg Jr. 1993. “Reevaluating the Costs of Teenage Childbearing.” Demography 
30:1-13. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199302%2930%3A1%3C1%3ARTCOTC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-X  

Geronimus, A.T. & S. Korenman. 1993. “The Socioeconomic Costs of Teenage Childbearing: Evidence and 
Interpretation. Demography 30:281-90.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199305%2930%3A2%3C281%3ATSCOTC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-Z  

Hoffman, S.D., E. M. Foster, F.F. Furstenberg Jr. 1993. “Reevaluating the Costs of Teenage Childbearing: Response 
to Geronimus and Korenman.” Demography 30:291-96.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199305%2930%3A2%3C291%3ARTCOTC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-V  

Research Project Readings 
1. Households Generally 
* Folbre, N. & M. Abel. 1989. “Women’s Work and Women’s Households: Gender Bias in the U.S. Census.” Social 

Research 56(3):545-69. 
* Kertzer, D.I. 1991. “Household History and Sociological Theory.” Annual Review of Sociology 17:155-79.  
* Kobrin, F.E. 1976. “The Fall in Household Size and the Rise of the Primary Individual in the United States.” 

Demography 13(1):127-38.  
* Michael, R.T, V.R. Fuchs & S.R. Scott. 1980. “Changes in the Propensity to Live Alone 1950-1976.” 

Demography 17:39-53.  
* Ruggles, S.. 1988. “The Demography of the Unrelated Individual: 1900-1950.” Demography 25(4):521-36.  
Angel, R. & M. Tienda. 1982. “Determinants of Extended Household Structure: Cultural Pattern or Economic 

Need?” American Journal of Sociology 876:1360-83. 
Elman, C. & P. Uhlenberg. 1995. “Co-residence in the Early 20th Century: Elderly Women in the United States and 

Their Children.” Population Studies 49:501-17.  
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Kramarow, E.A. 1995. “The Elderly Who-Live Alone in the United States: Historical Perspectives on Household 
Change.” Demography 32:335-52. 

Modell, J. & T.K. Hareven. 1973. “Urbanization and the Malleable Household: An Examination of Boarding and 
Lodging in American Families.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 35(3):467-79. 

Schoen, R.F. 1998. “Reassessing the Decline in Parent-Child Old-Age Co-residence during the 20th Century.” 
Demography 35:307-13. 

Smith, D.S. 1992. “The Meanings of Family and Household: Change and Continuity in the Mirror of the American 
Census.” Population and Development Review 18:421-56. http://www.jstor.org/view/00028762/di981906/98p1580c/0  

Tienda, M. & R. Angel. 1982. “Headship and Household Composition among Blacks, Hispanics and Other Whites.” 
Social Forces 612:508-31. 

2. Marriage & Families Generally 
* Amato, P.R. 2004. “Tension between Institutional and Individual Views of Marriage.” Journal of Marriage and 

the Family 66:959-65. 
* Lillard, L.A. & C. Panis. 1996. “Marital Status and Mortality: The Role of Health.” Demography 33:313-27. 
* Murray, J.E. 2000. “Marital Protection and Marital Selection: Evidence from a Historical-Prospective Sample of 

American Men.” Demography 37(4):511-21. 
* Nock, S.L. 2001. “The Marriages of Equally Dependent Spouses.” Journal of Family Issues 22:755-75. 
* Oppenheimer, V.K. 1994. “Women’s Rising Employment and the Future of the Family in Industrial Societies.” 

Population and Development Review 20:293-342.  
* Sweeney, M.M. 2002. “Two Decades of Family Change: The Shift in Economic Foundations of Marriage.” 

American Sociological Review 67:132-47. 
* Thornton, A.D. & L. Young-DeMarco. 2001. “Four Decades of Trends in Attitudes toward Family Issues in the 

United States: The 1960s through the 1990s.” Journal of Marriage and Family 63:1009-37. 
* Watkins, S.C., J.A. Menken & J. Bongaarts. 1987. “Demographic Foundations of Family Change.” American 

Sociological Review 52:346-58.  
Bengtson, V. 2001. “Beyond the Nuclear Family: The Increasing Importance of Multigenerational Bonds.” Journal 

of Marriage and the Family 63:1-16. 
Blossfeld, H. & J. Huinink. 1991. “Human Capital Investments or Norms of Role Transition? How Women’s 

Schooling Affects the Process of Family Formation.” American Journal of Sociology 97:143-68. 
Bryant, C.M., R.D. Conger & J.M. Meehan. 2001. “The Influence of In-Laws on Change in Marital Success.” 

Journal of Marriage and Family 63:614-26. 
Bumpass, L.L. 1990. “What’s Happening to the Family? Interactions between Demographic and Institutional 

Change.” Demography 27(4):483-98.  
Coontz, S. 2000. The Way We Never Were: American Families and the Nostalgia Trap. Basic Books. 
Edin, K. 2000. “What Do Low-Income Single Mothers Say about Marriage?” Social Problems 47:112-33. 
Goldman, N. 1993. “Marriage Selection and Mortality Patterns: Inferences and Fallacies.” Demography 30:189-208. 
Hertog, H. 2000. Man and Wife in America: A History. Harvard University Press. 
Kiecolt-Glaser, J. & T. Newton. 2001. “Marriage and Health: His and Hers.” Psychological Bulletin 127:472-503. 
Korenman, S. & D. Neumark. 1991. “Does Marriage Really Make Men More Productive?” Journal of Human 

Resources 26:282-307. 
Lansford, J.E., et al. 2001. “Does Family Structure Matter? A Comparison of Adoptive, Two-Parent Biological, 

Single-Mother, Stepfather, and Stepmother Households.” Journal of Marriage and Family 63(3):40-51. 
Lundberg, S. & E. Rose. 2000. “Parenthood and the Earnings of Married Men and Women.” Labor Economics 

7:689-710. 
Raley, S.B., M.J. Mattingly & S.M. Bianchi. 2006. “How Dual Are Dual-Income Couples? Documenting Change 

from 1970 to 2001.” Journal of Marriage and Family 68:11-28. 
Schoen, R.F. 1998. “Reassessing the Decline in Parent-Child Old-Age Coresidence during the 20th Century.” 

Demography 35:307-13. 
Simon, R.W. 2002. “Revisiting the Relationships among Gender, Marital Status, and Mental Health.” American 

Journal of Sociology 107:1065-96.  
Smock, P.J. 2004. “The Wax and Wane of Marriage: Prospects for Marriage in the 21st Century.” Journal of 

Marriage and Family 66:966-79. 
Stevens, D., G. Kiger & P.J. Riley. 2001. “Working Hard and Hardly Working: Domestic Labor and Marital 

Satisfaction among Dual-Earner Couples.” Journal of Marriage and Family 63:514-26. 
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Surra, C.A. & C.R. Gray. 2000. “A Typology of Processes of Commitment to Marriage: Why Do Partners Commit 
to Problematic Relationships? Pp. 253-80 in L.J. Waite, et al (eds.), The Ties That Bind: Perspectives on 
Marriage and Cohabitation. Aldine de Gruyter.  

Thornton, A.D. 1991. “Influence of the Marital History of Parents on the Marital and Cohabitational Experiences of 
Children.” American Journal of Sociology 96:868-94.  

Tichenor, V.J. 1999. “Status and Income as Gendered Resources: The Case of Marital Power.” Journal of Marriage 
and the Family 61:638-50. 

Waite, L.J. & M. Gallagher. 2000. The Case for Marriage: Why Married People Are Happier, Healthier, and Better 
Off Financially. Doubleday. 

Waite, L.J. & E.L. Lehrer. 2003. “The Benefits from Marriage and Religion in the United States: A Comparative 
Analysis.” Population and Development Review 29(2):255-75.  

Waldron, I., M.E. Hughes & T.L. Brooks. 1996 “Marriage Protection and Marriage Selection: Prospective Evidence 
for Reciprocal Effects of Marital Status and Health.” Social Science and Medicine 43:113-23. 

Willetts, M. 2003. “An Exploratory Investigation of Heterosexual Licensed Domestic Partners.” Journal of 
Marriage and the Family 65:939-52.  

3. Finding a Mate: Availability, Similarity & Difference 
* Kalmijn, M. 1998. “Intermarriage and Homogamy: Causes, Patterns, Trends.” Annual Review of Sociology 

24:395-421.  
* Lewis, S.K. & V.K. Oppenheimer. 2000. “Educational Assortative Mating Across Marriage Markets: Non-

Hispanic Whites in the United States.” Demography 37:29-40.  
* Qian, Z. & S.H. Preston. 1993. “Changes in American Marriage, 1972 to 1987: Availability and Forces of 

Attraction by Age and Education.” American Sociological Review 58:482-95. 
* Schoen, R. & Y.A.Cheng. 2006. “Partner Choice and the Differential Retreat from Marriage.” Journal of 

Marriage and Family 68(1):1-10. 
* Schwartz, C.R. & R.D. Mare. 2005. “Trends in Educational Assortative Marriage from 1940 to 2003.” 

Demography 42(4):621-46. 
* South, S. 1996. “Mate Availability and the Transition to Unwed Motherhood: A Paradox of Population Structure.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 58:265-79. 
Brien, M.J. 1997. “Racial Differences in Marriage and the Role of Marriage Markets.” Journal of Human Resources 

32:741-78.  
Goldman, N., C.F. Westoff & C. Hammerslough. 1984. “Demography of the Marriage Market in the United States.” 

Population Index 50:5-25.  
Goldstein, J.R. & C.T. Kenney. 2001. “Marriage Delayed or Marriage Forgone? New Cohort Forecasts of First 

Marriage for U.S. Women.” American Sociological Review 66:506-19.  
Jaffe, K. & G. Chacon-Puignau. 1995. “Assortative Mating: Sex Differences in Mate Selection for Married and 

Unmarried Couples.” Human Biology 67:111-20.  
Kalmijn, M. 1991. “Status Homogamy in the United States.” American Journal of Sociology 97:496-523.  
Kalmijn, M. 1991. “Shifting Boundaries: Trends in Religious and Educational Homogamy.” American Sociological 

Review 56:786-800.  
Kalmijn, M. 1994. “Assortative Mating by Cultural and Economic Occupational Status.” American Journal of 

Sociology 100:422-52.  
Lichter, D.T., F.B. LeClere & D.K. McLaughlin. 1991. “Local Marriage Markets and the Marital Behavior of Black 

and White Women.” American Journal of Sociology 96:843-67.  
Lichter, D.T., R.N. Anderson & M.D. Hayward. 1995. “Marriage Markets and Marital Choice.” Journal of Family 

Issues 16:412-31.  
Lloyd, K.M. & S.J. South. 1996. “Contextual Influences on Young Men’s Transition to First Marriage.” Social 

Forces 74:1097-119.  
Mare, R.D. 1991. “Five Decades of Assortative Mating.” American Sociological Review 56:15-32.  
Nakosteen, R.A. & M.A. Zimmer. 1997. “Men, Money, and Marriage: Are High Earners More Prone than Low 

Earners to Marry?” Social Science Quarterly 79:66-82. 
Oppenheimer, V.K., M. Kalmijn & N. Lim. 1997. “Men’s Career Development and Marriage Timing during a 

Period of Rising Inequality.” Demography 34:311-30. 
South, S.J. 1991. “Sociodemographic Differentials in Mate Selection Preferences.” Journal of Marriage and the 

Family 53:928-40.  
Stevens, G., D. Owens & E.C. Schaefer. 1990. “Education and Attractiveness in Marriage Choices.” Social 

Psychology Quarterly 53:62-70.  
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4. Gendered Division of Domestic & Market Labor in Families, Time with Kids, Marital 
Quality  

* Bianchi, S.M. 2000. “Maternal Employment and Time with Children: Dramatic Change or Surprising 
Continuity?” Demography 3(4):401-14.  

* Bianchi, S.M., M.A. Milkie, L.C. Sayer & J.P. Robinson. 2000. “Is Anyone Doing the Housework? Trends in the 
Gender Division of Household Labor.” Social Forces 79:191-228.  

* Bittman, M., P. England, L. Sayer, L., N. Folbre & G. Matheson. 2003. “When Does Gender Trump Money? 
Bargaining and Time in Household Work.” American Journal of Sociology 109:186-214. 

* Brines, J. 1994. “Economic Dependency, Gender, and the Division of Labor at Home.” American Journal of 
Sociology 100(3):652-88.  

* Budig, M. & P. England. 2001. “The Wage Penalty for Motherhood.” American Sociological Review 66(2):204-25. 
* Folbre, N. 1995. “Holding Hands at Midnight: The Paradox of Caring Labor.” Feminist Economics 1:73-92. 
* Gupta, S. 1999. “The Effect of Transitions in Marital Status on Men’s Performance of Housework.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 61:700-12.  
* Liebowitz, A. & J.A. Klerman. 1995. “Explaining Changes in Married Mothers’ Employment over Time.” 

Demography 32:365-378.  
* Parcel, T.L. & E.G. Menaghan. 1994. "Early Parental Work, Family Social Capital, and Early Childhood 

Outcomes." American Journal of Sociology 99:972-1009. 
* Oppenheimer, V.K. 1997. “Women’s Employment and the Gains to Marriage: The Specialization and Trading 

Model of Marriage.” Annual Review of Sociology 23:431-53. 
Bielby, D. & W. Bielby. 1988. “She Works Hard for the Money: Household Responsibilities and the Allocation of 

Effort.” American Journal of Sociology 93: 1031-59. 
Blair, S.L. & D.T. Lichter. 1991. “Measuring the Gender Division of Household Labor.” Journal of Family Issues 

12:91-113.  
Brewster, K.L. & I. Padavic. 2000. “Change in Gender Ideology, 1977-1996: The Contributions of Intracohort 

Change and Population Turnover.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62:477-87. 
Cain, V. & S. Hofferth. 1989. “Parental Choice of Self-Care for School-Age Children.” Journal of Marriage and the 

Family 51(1):65-77.  
Carr, D. 2002. “The Psychological Consequences of Work-Family Trade-Offs for Three Cohorts of Men and 

Women.” Social Psychology Quarterly 65 (2):103-24. 
Coltrane, S. 2000. “Research on Household Labor: Modeling and Measuring the Social Embeddedness of Routine 

Family Work.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62(4):1208-33.  
England, P. & B.S. Kilbourne. 1990. “Markets, Marriages, and Other Mates: The Problem of Power.” Pp. 163-88 in R. 

Friedland & A. Robertson (eds.) Beyond the Marketplace: Rethinking Economy and Society. Aldine de Gruyter.  
Folbre, N. & T. Weisskopf. 1998. “Did Father Know Best? Families, Markets, and the Supply of Caring Labor.” Pp. 

171-205 in A. Ben-Ner & L. Putterman (eds.), Economics, Values, and Organization. Cambridge University Press.  
Gershuny, J. & J. Robinson. 1988. “Historical changes in the household division of labor.” Demography 25:537-52. 
Glass, J. 1992. “Housewives and Employed Wives: Demographic and Attitudinal Change, 1972-1986.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 54:559-69.  
Goode, W.J. 1982. “Why Men Resist.” Pp. 131-50 in B. Thorne & M. Yalom (eds.) Rethinking the Family: Some 

Feminist Questions.  
Hersch, J. & L.S. Stratton. 2002. “Housework and wages.” Journal of Human Resources 37(1): 217-29. 
Maume, D.J. & P.L. Houston. 2001. “Job Segregation and Gender Differences in Work-Family Spillover among 

White-Collar Workers.” Journal of Family and Economic Issues 22: 171-89. 
Moen, P. & Y. Yu, 2000. “Effective Work/Life Strategies: Working Couples, Work Conditions, Gender, and Life 

Quality.” Social Problems 47:291-326. 
Nock, S.L. & P.W. Kingston, 1984. “The Family Work Day.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 46:333-43. 
Orbuch T.L. & S.L. Eyster. 1997. “Division of Household Labor among Black Couples and White Couples.” Social 

Forces 76 (1):301-33. 
Perry-Jenkins, M., R.L. Repetti & A.C. Crouter. 2000. “Work and Family in the 1990s.” Journal of Marriage and 

the Family 62(4):981-98.  
Posner, J.K. & D.L. Vandell. 1994. “Low Income Children’s After-School Care: Are There Beneficial Effects of 

After-School Programs?” Child Development 65: 440-56. 
Presser, H.B. 1989. “Can We Make Time for Children? The Economy, Work Schedules, and Child Care,” 

Demography 26:523-43.  
Presser, H.B. 1995. “Are the Interests of Women Inherently at Odds with the Interests of Children or the Family? A 

Viewpoint.” Pp. 297-319 in K.O. Mason & A.M Jensen (eds.) Gender and Family Change in Industrialized 
Countries. Oxford University Press.  
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Rogers, S.J. & P.R. Amato. 1997. “Is Marital Quality Declining? The Evidence from Two Generations.” Social 
Forces 75:1089-100.  

Rogers, S.J. & P.R. Amato. 2000. “Have Changes in Gender Relations Affected Marital Quality?” Social Forces 
79:731-53.  

South, S.J. & G. Spitze. 1994. “Housework in Marital and Nonmarital Households.” American Sociological Review 
59:327-47.  

Steinberg, L. 1986. “Latchkey Children and Susceptibility to Peer Pressure: An Ecological Analysis.” 
Developmental Psychology 22(4):433-39. 

Stolzenberg, R.M. 2001. “It’s about Time and Gender: Spousal Employment and Health.” American Journal of 
Sociology 107:61-100. 

Stratton, L.S. 2001. “Why Does More Housework Lower Women’s Wages? Testing Hypotheses Involving Job 
Effort and Hours Flexibility.” Social Science Quarterly 82(1): 67-76. 

Thompson, L. & A.J. Walker. 1989. “Gender in Families: Women and Men in Marriage, Work and Parenthood.” 
Journal of Marriage and the Family 51:845-71. 

Waldfogel, J., W. Han & J. Brooks-Gunn. 2002. “The Effects of Early Maternal Employment on Child Cognitive 
Development.” Demography 39:369-392. 

5. Fertility, Family Structure & Child Outcomes  
* Axinn, W.G., M. Clarkberg & A.D. Thornton. 1994. “Family Influences on Family Size Preferences.” 

Demography 31:65-79. 
* Biblarz, T.J. & G. Gottainer. 2000. “Family Structure and Children’s Success: A Comparison of Widowed and 

Divorced Single-Mother Families.” Journal of Marriage and Family 62 (2):533-48. 
* King, R.B. 1999. “Time Spent in Parenthood Status among Adults in the U.S.” Demography 36(3):377-85. 
* Martin, S.P. 2000. “Diverging Fertility among U.S. Women Who Delay Childbearing Past Age 30.” Demography 

37:523-33. 
* Morgan, S.P. 1996. “Characteristic Features of Modern American Fertility.” Population and Development Review 

22(Supplement: Fertility in the United States):19-56.  
* Munch, A., J.M. McPherson & L. Smith-Lovin. 1997. “Gender, Children, and Social Contract: The Effects of 

Childrearing on Men and Women.” American Sociological Review 55:509-20. 
* Ruggles, S. 1994. “The Transformation of American Family Structure.” American Historical Review 99:103-28.  

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8762%28199402%2999%3A1%3C103%3ATTOAFS%3E2.0.CO%3B2-E  
* Schoen, R., Y. Kim, C.A. Nathanson, J. Fields & N.M. Astone. 1997. “Why Do Americans Want Children?” 
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* Thomson, E., T. Hanson & S.S. McLanahan. 1997. “Family Structure and Child Well-Being: Economic Resources 

vs. Parent Socialization.” Social Forces 73:221-42. 
Becker, G.S. & H.G. Lewis. 1973. “On the Interaction between the Quantity and Quality of Children.” Journal of 

Political Economy 81(2):S279-S288. 
Bongaarts, J. & G. Feeney. 1998. “On the Quantum and Tempo of Fertility.” Population and Development Review 

24:271-92.  
Brewster, K.L. & R.R. Rindfuss. 2000. “Fertility and Women’s Employment in Industrialized Nations.” Annual 

Review of Sociology, vol 26. 
Carlson, M.J. & M.E. Corcoran. 2001. “Family Structure and Children’s Behavioral and Cognitive Outcomes.” 

Journal of Marriage and Family 63(3):779-92. 
Danziger, S.H. & J. Wadfogel. 2000. Securing the Future: Investing in Children from Birth to College. Russell Sage.  
Entwisle, D.R. & K.L. Alexander. 1995. “A Parent’s Economic Shadow: Family Structure versus Family Resources 

as Influences on Early School Achievement.” Journal of Marriage and Family 57(2):399-409. 
Foster, C. 2000. “The Limits to Low Fertility: A Biosocial Approach.” Population and Development Review 26:209-34. 
Henshaw, S. 1998. “Unintended Pregnancy in the U.S.” Family Planning Perspectives 30:24-9. 
Kohler, H., F.C. Billari & J.A. Ortega. 2002. “The Emergence of Lowest-Low Fertility in Europe during the 1990s.” 

Population and Development Review 28:641-804.  
Lesthaeghe, R. & P. Willems. 1999. “Is Low Fertility a Temporary Phenomenon in the European Union?” 

Population and Development Review 25:211-28. 
Li, J.A. 2006. “The Institutionalization and Pace of Fertility in American Stepfamilies.” Demographic Research 

14:237-66. http://www.demographic-research.org/volumes/vol14/12/  
Mason, K.O. 1997. “Explaining Fertility Transitions.” Demography 34:443-54. 
Morgan, S.P. & R.R. Rindfuss. 1999. “Reexamining the Link of Early Childbearing to Marriage and to Subsequent 

Fertility.” Demography 36:59-75. 
Morgan, S.P. 2003. “Is Low Fertility a 21st Century Demographic Crisis?” Demography 40(4):589-603. 



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 15

Pollak, R.A. & S.C. Watkins. 1993. “Cultural and Economic Approaches to Fertility: Proper Marriage or 
Mesalliance?” Population and Development Review 19:467-96.  

Rindfuss, R.R. 1991. “The Young Adult Years: Diversity, Structural Change, and Fertility.” Demography 
28(4):493-512. 

Robinson, W.C. 1997. “The Economic Theory of Fertility Over Three Decades.” Population Studies 51:63-74.  
Blake, J. 1968. “Are Babies Consumer Durables? A Critique of the Economic Theory of Reproductive 
Motivation.” Population Studies 22:5-25. 

Rodgers, J.L., C.A. St. John, & R. Coleman. 2005. “Did Fertility Go Up After the Oklahoma City Bombing? An 
Analysis of Births in Metropolitan Counties in Oklahoma, 1990-1999.” Demography 42(4):675-92. 

Schultz, T. 1973. “The Value of Children: An Economic Perspective.” Journal of Political Economy 81:S2-S13.  
Thomson, E. & Y. Brandreth. 1995. “Measuring Fertility Demand.” Demography 32:81-96. 
Tienda, M. & J. Glass. 1985. “Household Structure and Labor Force Participation of Black, Hispanic, and White 

Mothers.” Demography 22(3):381-94. 
Trussell, J. & B. Vaughan 1999. “Contraceptive Failure, Method-Related Discontinuation and Resumption of Use: 

Results from the 1995 National Survey of Family Growth.” Family Planning Perspectives 31:64-72. 
Williams, L., J. Abma & L.J. Piccinino. 1999. “The Correspondence between Intention to Avoid Childbearing and 

Subsequent Fertility.” Family Planning Perspectives 31:220-7. 

6. Premarital & Nonmarital Cohabitation 
* Axinn, W.G. & A.D. Thornton. 1993. “Mothers, Children, and Cohabitation: The Intergenerational Effects of 

Attitudes and Behavior.” American Sociological Review 58:233-46.  
* Bennett, N.G., A.K. Blanc & D.E. Bloom. 1988. “Commitment and the Modern Union: Assessing the Link 

between Premarital Cohabitation and Subsequent Marital Stability.” American Sociological Review 53:127-38.  
* Brien, M.J., L.A. Lillard & L.J. Waite. 1999. “Interrelated Family-Building Behaviors: Cohabitation, Marriage, 

and Nonmarital Conception.” Demography 36:535-51.  
* Bumpass, L.L., J.A. Sweet & A. Cherlin. 1991. “The Role of Cohabitation in Declining Rates of Marriage.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 53:913-27.  
* Bumpass, L.L. & H. Lu. 2000. “Trends in Cohabitation and Implications for Children’s Family Contexts in the 

United States.” Population Studies 54:29-41. 
* Kenney, C.T. & S.S. McLanahan. 2006. “Why Are Cohabiting Relationships More Violent Than Marriages?” 

Demography 43:127-40. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v043/43.1kenney.html  
* Simmons, T. & M. O’Connell. 2003. “Married-Couple and Unmarried-Partner Households: 2000.” Census 2000 

Special Report. U.S. Census Bureau, Washington, DC. www.census.gov/prod/2003pubs/censr-5.pdf  
* Xie, Y., J.M. Raymo, K. Goyette & A.D. Thornton. 2003. “Economic Potential and Entry into Marriage and 

Cohabitation.” Demography 40:351-67.  
Bachrach, C. 1987. “Cohabitation and Reproductive Behavior in the United States.” Demography 24:623-37.  
Brown, S.L. 2000. “The Effect of Union Type on Psychological Well-Being: Depression among Cohabitors versus 

Marrieds.” Journal of Health and Social Behavior 41:241-55.  
Bumpass, L. & J.A. Sweet. 1989. “National Estimates of Cohabitation.” Demography 26(4):615-25.  
Bumpass, L.L. & R.K. Raley. 1995. “Redefining Single-Parent Families: Cohabitation and Changing Family 

Reality.” Demography 32:97-109.  
Carlson, M., S.S. McLanahan & P. England. 2004. “Union Formation in Fragile Families.” Demography 41:237-61. 
Casper, L.M. & P.N. Cohen. 2000. “How Does POSSLQ Measure Up? Historical Estimates of Cohabitation.” 

Demography 37:237-45.  
Clarkberg, M., R.M. Stolzenberg & L.J. Waite. 1995. “Attitudes, Values, and Entrance into Cohabitational versus 

Marital Unions.” Social Forces 74:609-34.  
Cohen, P.N. 2002. “Cohabitation and the Declining Marriage Premium for Men.” Work and Occupations 29:346-63. 
Edin, K., P. England & K. Linnenberg. 2003. “Love and Distrust among Unmarried Parents.” 

http://www.stanford.edu/dept/soc/people/faculty/england/LoveAndDistrust.pdf.  
Gwartney, P.A. 1986. “The Institutionalization of Premarital Cohabitation: Estimates from Marriage License 

Applications, 1970 and 1980.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 48(2):423-34. 
Manning, W.D. 1995. “Cohabitation, Marriage, and Entry into Motherhood.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 

57:191-200.  
Nock, S.L. 1995. “A Comparison of Marriages and Cohabiting Relationships.” Journal of Family Issues 16:53-76. 
Rindfuss, R.R. & A. Van den Heuvel. 1990. “Cohabitation: A Precursor to Marriage or an Alternative to Being 

Single?” Population and Development Review 16:703-26.  
Sanchez, L., W.D. Manning & P.J. Smock. 1998. “Sex-Specialized or Collaborative Mate Selection? Union 

Transitions among Cohabitors.” Social Science Research 27:280-304.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 16

Smock, P.J. & W.D. Manning. 1997. “Cohabiting Partners’ Economic Circumstances and Marriage.” Demography 
34:331-42.  

Smock, P.J. 2000. “Cohabitation in the United States.” Annual Review of Sociology 26: 
Thornton, A.D., W.G. Axinn & J.D. Teachman. 1995. “The Influence of School Enrollment and Accumulation on 

Cohabitation and Marriage in Early Adulthood.” American Sociological Review 60:762-74.  
Wu, Z. & M.S. Pollard. 2000. “Economic Circumstances and the Stability of Nonmarital Cohabitation.” Journal of 

Family Issues 21:303-28.  

7. Out-of-Wedlock Childbearing, Single Parenthood & Child Well-Being  
* Aquilino, W.S. 1996. “The Life Course of Children Born to Unmarried Mothers.” Journal of Marriage and the 

Family 58:293-310. 
* Barber, J. S. 2000. “Intergenerational Influences on the Entry into Parenthood: Mothers’ Preferences for Family 

and Nonfamily Behavior.” Social Forces 79:319-48.  
* Gray, J., J. Stockard & J. Stone. 2006. “The Rising Share of Nonmarital Births: Fertility Choice or Marriage 

Behavior?” Demography 43:241-53. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v043/43.2gray.html  
* Pagnini, D.L. & R.R. Rindfuss. 1993. “The Divorce of Marriage and Childbearing: Changing Attitudes and 

Behavior in the United States.” Population and Development Review 19:331-47.  
* Grogger, J. & S. Bronars. 2001. “The Effect of Welfare Payments on the Marriage and Fertility Behavior of 

Unwed Mothers: Results from a Twins Experiment.” Journal of Political Economy 109:529-45. 
* Seltzer, J.A. 2000. “Families Formed Outside of Marriage.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62(4):1247-68.  
* Upchurch, D., L.A. Lillard & C.W.A. Panis. 2002. “Nonmarital Childbearing: Influences of Education, Marriage 

and Fertility.” Demography 39:311-29. 
* Wu, L.L. 1996. “Effects of Family Instability, Income, and Income Instability on the Risk of a Premarital Birth.” 

American Sociological Review 61:386-406.  
Akerlof, G.A. & J.L. Yellen. 1996. “An Analysis of Out-of-Wedlock Childbearing in the United States.” Quarterly 

Journal of Economics 2:277-317. 
Aassve, A. 2003. “The Impact of Economic Resources on Premarital Childbearing and Subsequent Marriage among 

Young American Women.” Demography 40(1):105-126.  
Delaire, T. & A. Kalil. 2002. “Good Things Come in Threes: Single-Parent Multigenerational Family Structure and 

Adolescent Adjustment.” Demography 39:393-413. 
Eggebeen, D.J., A.R. Snyder & W.D. Manning. 1996. “Children in Single-Father Families in Demographic 

Perspective.” Journal of Family Issues 17:441-94.  
Jackson, A., M. Tienda & C. Huang. 2001. “Capabilities and Employability of Unwed Mothers.” Children and 

Youth Services Review 234/5:327-50. 
Kahn, J.R. & K. Anderson. 1992. “Intergenerational Patterns of Teenage Fertility.” Demography 29:39-57. 
Loomis, L.S. & N.S. Landale. 1994. “Nonmarital Cohabitation and Childbearing among Black and White American 

Women.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 56:949-62.  
McLanahan, S.S. & G. Sandefur. 1994. Growing Up with a Single-Parent: What Hurts, What Helps. Harvard 

University Press.  
Nock, S.L. 2000. “The Divorce of Marriage and Parenthood.” Journal of Family Therapy 22:245-63.  
Rendall, M.S. 1999. “Entry or Exit? A Transition-Probability Approach to Explaining the High Prevalence of Single 

Motherhood among Black Women.” Demography 36:369-76.  
Rindfuss, R.R. & A. Parnell. 1989. “The Varying Connection between Marital Status and Childbearing in the United 

States.” Population and Development Review 15:447-70.  
Sigle-Rushton, W. & S.S. McLanahan. 2002. “Living Arrangements of New Unmarried Mothers.” Demography 

39:415-33.  
Smith, H.L., S.P. M. & T.K. Cox. 1998. “A Decomposition of Trends in the Nonmarital Fertility Ratios of Blacks 

and Whites in the United States, 1960 1992.” Demography 33:141-52.  
Sucoff, C.A. & D. Upchurch. 1998. “Neighborhood Context and Childbirth Risk for Black Adolescents.” American 

Sociological Review 63:571-85.  
Wolfe B. & L.L. Wu (eds.). 2001. Out of Wedlock: Causes and Consequences of Nonmarital Fertility. Russell Sage. 

Ch. 6 – Foster, E.M. & S.D. Hoffman, “The Young and the Not Quite So Young: Age Variation in the Impact of 
AFDC Benefits on Nonmarital Childbearing.”  
Ch. 10 - Haveman, R., B. Wolfe & K. Pence, “Intergenerational Effects of Nonmarital and Early Childbearing.”  
Ch. 11 - Lichter, D.T. & D.R. Graefe, “Finding a Mate? The Marital and Cohabitation Histories of Unwed Mothers.” 
Ch. 12 - Upchurch, D., L.A. Lillard & C.W.A. Panis, “The Impact of Nonmarital Childbearing on Subsequent 
Marital Formation and Dissolution.” 

Wu, L.L. & B. Martinson. 1993. “Family Structure and the Risk of a Premarital Birth.” American Sociological 
Review 58:210-32.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 17

Zavodny, M. 1999. “Do Men’s Characteristics Affect Whether a Nonmarital Pregnancy Results in Marriage?” 
Journal of Marriage and the Family 61:764-73. 

8. Separation & Divorce 
* Amato, P.R. & D.D. DeBoer. 2001. “The Transmission of Marital Instability across Generations: Relationship 

Skills or Commitment to Marriage?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 63:1038-51.  
* Amato, P.R. & J.M. Sobolewski. 2002. “The Effects of Divorce and Marital Discord on Adult Children’s 

Psychological Well-Being.” American Sociological Review 66:900-21. 
* Lillard, L.A., M.J. Brien & L.J. Waite. 1995. “Premarital Cohabitation and Subsequent Marital Dissolution: A 

Matter of Self-Selection?” Demography 32:437-57.  
* Martin, S.P. & S. Parashar. 2006. “Women’s Changing Attitudes toward Divorce, 1974-2002: Evidence for an 

Educational Crossover.” Journal of Marriage and Family 68(1):29-40. 
* Raley, R.K. & L. Bumpass. 2003. “The Topography of the Divorce Plateau: Levels and Trends in Union Stability 

in the U.S. after 1980.” Demographic Research 8:245-60. http://www.demographic-research.org/volumes/vol8/8/  
* Sayer, L.C. & S.M. Bianchi. 2000. “Women’s Economic Independence and the Probability of Divorce.” Journal 

of Family Issues 21:906-43.  
* South, S.J. & K.M. Lloyd. 1995. “Spousal Alternatives and Marital Dissolution.” American Sociological Review 

60:21-35.  
* Thomson, E. & U. Collela. 1992. “Cohabitation and Marital Stability: Quality or Commitment?” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 54:259-67.  
* Waite, L.J. & L.A. Lillard. 1991. “Children and Marital Disruption.” American Journal of Sociology 96:930-53.  
* Wolfinger, N.H. 1999. “Trends in the Intergenerational Transmission of Divorce.” Demography 36:415-20.  
Amato, P.R. 1996. “Explaining the Intergenerational Transmission of Divorce.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 

58:628-40.  
Amato, P.R. & A. Booth. 1996. “A Prospective Study of Divorce and Parent-Child Relationships.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 58:356-65. 
Amato, P.R. 2000. “The Consequences of Divorce for Adults and Children.” Journal of Marriage and Family 

62(4):1269-87. 
Aquilino, W.S. 1994. “Impact of Childhood Family Disruption on Young Adults’ Relationship with Parents.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 56:295-313.  
Axinn, W.G. & A.D. Thornton. 1992. “The Relationship between Cohabitation and Divorce: Selectivity or Causal 

Relationship.” Demography 29:357-74.  
Axinn, W.G. & A.D. Thornton. 1996. “The Influence of Parents’ Marital Dissolutions on Children’s Attitudes 

toward Family Formation.” Demography 33:66-81.  
Becker, G.S., E.M. Landes & R. T. Michael. 1977. “An Economic Analysis of Marital Instability.” Journal of 

Political Economy 85:1141-87.  
Booth, A. & D. Jameson. 1988. “Premarital Cohabitation and Marital Success.” Journal of Family Issues 9:255-72.  
Booth, A. & P.R. Amato. 2001. “Parental Predivorce Relations and Offspring Post-divorce Well-Being.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 63:197-212.  
Call, V.R.A. & T.B. Heaton. 1997. “Religious Influence on Marital Stability.” Journal for the Scientific Study of 

Religion 36:382-92. 
Cherlin, A.J., K.E. Kiernan & P.L Chase-Lansdale. 1995. “Parental Divorce in Childhood and Demographic 

Outcomes in Young Adulthood.” Demography 32:299-318.  
Daly, M. & M.I. Wilson. 2000. “The Evolutionary Psychology of Marriage and Divorce.” Pp. 91-110 in L.J. Waite, 

et al (eds.), The Ties That Bind: Perspectives on Marriage and Cohabitation. Aldine de Gruyter.  
Goldstein, J.R. 1999. “The Leveling of Divorce in the United States.” Demography 36:409-14. 
Heckert, D.A., T.C. Nowak & K.A. Snyder. 1998. “The Impact of Husbands’ and Wives’ Relative Earnings on 

Marital Disruption.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 60:690-703. 
Holden, K.C. & P.J. Smock. 1991. “The Economic Costs of Marital Dissolution: Why Do Women Bear a 

Disproportionate Cost?” Annual Review of Sociology 17:51-78.  
Kahn, J.R. & K.A. London. 1991. “Premarital Sex and the Risk of Divorce.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 

53(4):845-55.  
Kunz, J. 2000. “The Intergenerational Transmission of Divorce: A Nine Generation Study.” Journal of Divorce and 

Remarriage 34(1/2):169-75.  
Lillard, L.A. & L.J. Waite. 1995. “Till Death Do Us Part: Marital Disruption and Mortality.” American Journal of 

Sociology 100:1131-56 



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 18

Lye, D.N., D. H. Klepinger, P.D. Hyle & A. Nelson. 1995. “Childhood Living Arrangements and Adult Children’s 
Relations with Their Parents.” Demography 32:261-80.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28199505%2932%3A2%3C261%3ACLAAAC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-N  

Morrison, D.R. & M.J. Coiro. 1999. “Parental Conflict and Marital Disruption: Do Children Benefit When High-
Conflict Marriages Are Dissolved?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 61(3):626-37. 

Nock, S.L. & M.F. Brinig. 2002. “Weak Men and Disorderly Women: Divorce and the Division of Labor.” In A.W. 
Dnes & R. Rowthorn (eds.) The Law and Economics of Marriage and Divorce. Cambridge University Press. 

Rodgers, K.B. & Rose, H.A. 2002. “Risk and Resiliency Factors among Adolescents who Experience Marital 
Transitions.” Journal of Marriage and Family 64(4):1024-37. 

Sanchez, L., S.L. Nock, J.D. Wright & C.T. Gager. 2002. “Setting the Clock Forward or Back? Covenant Marriage 
and the Divorce Revolution. Journal of Family Issues 23:91-120. 

Schoen R., W. Urton, K. Woodrow & J. Baj. 1985. “Marriage and Divorce in 20th Century American Cohorts.” 
Demography 22:101-14.  

Schoen, R., N.M. Astone, K. Rothert, N.J. Standish & Y.J. Kim. 2002. “Women’s Employment, Marital Happiness, 
and Divorce.” Social Forces 81:643-62. 

Seltzer, J.A. & I. Garfinkel. 1990. “Inequality in Divorce Settlements: An Investigation of Property Settlements and 
Child Support Awards.” Social Science Research 19:82-111.  

Seltzer, J.A. & S.M. Bianchi. 1988. “Children’s Contact with Absent Parents.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 
50:663-77.  

Smock, P.J. 1997. “Gender and the Short-Run Economic Consequences of Marital Disruption.” Social Forces 
73:243-62. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0037-7732%28199409%2973%3A1%3C243%3AGATSEC%3E2.0.CO%3B2-9  

South, S.J. 1995. “Do You Need to Shop Around? Age at Marriage, Spousal Alternatives and Marital Dissolution.” 
Journal of Family Issues 16:432-.449.  

Sun, Y. & Y. Li. 2002. “Children’s Well-Being during Parents’ Marital Disruption Process: A Pooled Time-Series 
Analysis.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 64:472-88.  

Videon, T.M. 2002. “The Effects of Parent-Adolescent Relationships and Parental Separation on Adolescent Well-
Being.” Journal of Marriage and Family 64(2):489-503. 

Weiss, Y. & R.J. Willis. 1985. “Children as Collective Goods and Divorce Settlements.” Journal of Labor 
Economics 3:268-92.  

Young, I. et al. 1998. “A Longitudinal Study of Health Selection in Marital Transitions.” Social Science and 
Medicine 46:425-35.  

9. Remarriage & Stepfamilies 
* Bumpass, L., R.K. Raley & J.A. Sweet. 1995. “The Changing Character of Stepfamilies: Implications of 

Cohabitation and Nonmarital Childbearing.” Demography 32:425-36. 
* Bumpass, L., J. Sweet & T.C. Martin. 1992. “Changing Patterns of Remarriage.” Journal of Marriage and the 

Family 52:747-56.  
* Cherlin, A.J. 1978. “Remarriage as an Incomplete Institution.” American Journal of Sociology 84:634-50.  
* de Graaf, P.M. & M. Kalmijn. 2003. “Alternative Routes in the Remarriage Market: Competing-Risk Analyses of 

Union Formation after Divorce.” Social Forces 81:1459-98. 
* MacDonald, W.L. & A. DeMaris. 1995. “Remarriage, Stepchildren, and Marital Conflict: Challenges to the 

Incomplete Institutionalization Hypothesis.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 57:387-401.  
* Xu, X., C.D. Hudspeth & J.P. Bartkowski. 2006. “The Role of Cohabitation in Remarriage.” Journal of Marriage 

and Family 68(2):261-74. 
Booth, A. & J.N. Edwards. 1992. “Starting Over: Why Remarriages are More Unstable.” Journal of Family Issues 

13:179-94.  
Bumpass, L. 1984. “Some Characteristics of Children’s Second Families.” American Journal of Sociology 90:608-23. 
Coleman, M., L. Ganong & M. Fine. 2000. “Reinvestigating Remarriage: Another Decade of Progress.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 62 (4):1288-1307.  
Ganong, L.H. & M. Coleman. 1988. “Do Mutual Children Cement Bonds in Stepfamilies?” Journal of Marriage 

and the Family 50:687-98. 
Griffith, J.D., H. Koo & C. Suchindran. 1985. “Childbearing and Family in Remarriage.” Demography 22:73-88. 
Hill, M.S. 1992. “The Role of Economic Resources and Remarriage in Financial Assistance for Children of 

Divorce.” Journal of Family Issues 13:158-78.  
Uhlenberg, P. & K.S.Y. Chew. 1986. “The Changing Place of Remarriage in the Life Course.” Current Perspectives 

in Aging and the Life Cycle 2:23-52. 
White, L. 1992. “The Effect of Parental Divorce and Remarriage on Parental Support for Adult Children.” Journal 

of Family Issues 13:234-40. 



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 19

10. Fatherhood 
* Amato, P.R. & J.G. Gilbreth. 1999. “Nonresident Fathers and Children’s Well-Being: A Meta-Analysis.” Journal 

of Marriage and the Family 61:557-73. 
* Carlson, M.J. 2006. “Family Structure, Father Involvement, and Adolescent Behavioral Outcomes.” Journal of 

Marriage and Family 68(1):137-54. 
* Eggebeen, D.J. & C. Knoester. 2001. “Does Fatherhood Matter for Men?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 

63:381-93. 
* Furstenberg, F.F., Jr., S.P. Morgan & P.D. Allison. 1987. “Paternal Participation and Children’s Well-Being.” 

American Sociological Review 52:695-701. 
* Grady, W.R., K. Tanfer, J.O. Billey & J. Lincoln-Hanson. 1996. “Men’s Perceptions of Their Roles and 

Responsibilities Regarding Sex, Contraception, and Childrearing.” Family Planning Perspectives 28:221-26. 
* Harris, K., F. Furstenberg & J. Marmer. 1998. “Paternal Involvement with Adolescents in Intact Families: The 

Influence of Fathers over the Life Course.” Demography 35:201-16 
* Hofferth, S.L. 2006. “Residential Father Family Type and Child Well-being: Investment vs. Selection.” 

Demography 43:53-77. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v043/43.1hofferth.html  
* Manning, W.D., S.D. Stewart & P.J. Smock. 2003. “The Complexity of Fathers’ Parenting Responsibilities and 

Involvement with Nonresident Children.” Journal of Family Issues 24(5):645-67. 
* Sobolewski, J.M. & V. King. 2005. “The Importance of the Coparental Relationship for Nonresident Fathers' Ties 

to Children.” Journal of Marriage and Family 67: 1196-212. 
Argys, L.M., H.E. Peters, J. Brooks-Gunn & J.R. Smith. 1998. “The Impact of Child Support on Cognitive 

Outcomes of Young Children.” Demography 35(2):159-73. 
Cancian, M. & D.R. Meyer. 1998. “Who Gets Custody?” Demography 35(2):147-57.  
Casper, L.M. & M. O'Connell. 1998. “Work, Income, the Economy, and Married Fathers as Child-Care Providers.” 

Demography 35(2):243-50.  
Cooksey, E.C. & P.H. Craig. 1998. “Parenting from a Distance: The Effects of Paternal Characteristics on Contact 

between Nonresidential Fathers and Their Children.” Demography 35(2):187-200.  
Demos, J. 1986. “The Changing Faces of Fatherhood.” Chapter 3 in Past, Present, and Personal: The Family and 

the Life Course in American History. Oxford University Press. 
Fagan, J. 2000. “Head Start Fathers’ Daily Hassles and Involvement with Their Children.” Journal of Family Issues 

21(3):329+ 
Furstenberg, F.F., Jr., 1998. “Good Dads - Bad Dads: Two Faces of Fatherhood.” Pp. in 193-218 in The Changing 

American Family and Public Policy, edited by A.J. Cherlin. The Urban Institute. 
Harris, K.M. & S.P. Morgan. 1991. “Fathers, Sons and Daughters: Differential Paternal Involvement in Parenting.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 53:531-44. 
Hua, C. 2001. A Society without Fathers or Husbands. Zone Books (MIT University Press). 
Jayakody, R. & A. Kalil. 2002. “Social Fathering in Low-Income, African American Families with Preschool 

Children.” Journal of Marriage and Family 64(2):504-16. 
Kalmijn, M. 1999. “Father Involvement in Childrearing and the Perceived Stability of Marriage.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 61:409-21. 
King, V., K.M. Harris & H.E. Heard. 2004. “Racial and Ethnic Diversity in Nonresident Father Involvement. 

Journal of Marriage and Family 66:1-21. 
LaRossa, R. 1997. The Modernization of Fatherhood: A Social and Political History. University of Chicago Press. 
Marsiglio, W., P. Amato, R.D. Day & M.E. Lamb. 2000. “Scholarship on Fatherhood in the 1990s and beyond.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 62: 1173-1191. 
Maume, D.J. & K.R. Mullin. 1993. “Men’s Participation in Child Care and Women’s Work Attachment.” Social 

Problems 40:533-46.  
Mendez, G.A. 2000. “Incarcerated African American Men and Their Children: A Case Study.” Annals of the 

American Academy of Political & Social Science 569:86+ 
Mott, F.L. 1990. “When is a Father Really Gone? Paternal-Child Contact in Father-Absent Homes.” Demography 

27:499-517. 
Nock, S.L. 1998. Marriage in Men’s Lives. Oxford University Press.  
Pleck, E.H. & J.H. Pleck. 1997. “Fatherhood Ideals in the United States: Historical Dimensions.” Pp. 33-48 in The 

Role of the Father in Child Development (3rd ed.), edited by M.E. Lamb. Wiley & Sons. 
Polotnick, M. 1973. “Why Men Don’t Rear Children.” Berkeley Journal of Sociology 18:45-86. 
Popenoe, D. 1996. “The Essential Father. Pp. 164-88 in Life without Father (Chapter 6). The Free Press. 
Rangarajan, A. & P. Gleason. 1998. “Young Unwed Fathers of AFDC Children: Do They Provide Support?” 

Demography 35(2):175-86. 



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 20

Ruddick, S. 1992. “Thinking about Fathers.” Pp. 176-90 in B. Thorne with M. Yalom (eds.), Rethinking the Family: 
Some Feminist Questions. Northeastern University Press. 

Seltzer, J.A. 1991. “Relationships between Fathers and Children Who Live Apart: The Father’s Role after 
Separation.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 53:79-101.  

Seltzer, J.A. 1998. “Father by Law: Effects of Joint Legal Custody on Nonresident Fathers' Involvement with 
Children.” Demography 35(2):135-46. 

Shapiro, A. & J.D. Lambert. 1999. “Longitudinal Effects of Divorce on the Quality of the Father-Child Relationship 
and on Fathers’ Psychological Well-Being.” Journal of Marriage and Family 61(2):397-408. 

Smith, H.L. & S.P. Morgan. 1994. “Children’s Closeness to Father as Reported by Mothers, Sons and Daughters.” 
Journal of Family Issues 15(1):3-29. 

Wilcox, W.B. 2004. Soft Patriarchs, New Men: How Christianity Shapes Fathers and Husbands. University of 
Chicago Press. 

Willis, R.J. 2000. “The Economics of Fatherhood.” The American Economic Review 90(2):378-82. 

11. Gay & Lesbian Households & Families  
* Black, D., G. Gates, S. Sanders & L. Taylor. 2000. “Demographics of the Gay and Lesbian Population in the 

United States: Evidence from Available Systematic Data Sources.” Demography 37(2):139-54. 
* Carlson, M.J. 2006. “Family Structure, Father Involvement, and Adolescent Behavioral Outcomes.” Journal of 

Marriage and Family 68(1):137-54. 
* Downey D.B. & B. Powell. 1993. “Do Children in Single-Parent Households Fare Better Living with Same-Sex 

Parents?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 55(1):55-71.  
* Goldberg, A.E. & A. Sayer. 2006. “Lesbian Couples’ Relationship Quality across the Transition to Parenthood.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 68(1):87-100.  
* Golombok, S. & F. Tasker. 1996. “Do Parents Influence the Sexual Orientation of their Children? Findings from a 

Longitudinal Study of Lesbian Families.” Developmental Psychology 32:3-11 
* Jepsen, L.K. & C.A. Jepsen. 2002. “An Empirical Analysis of the Matching Patterns of Same-Sex and Opposite-

Sex Couples.” Demography 39(3):435-53.  
* Kurdek, L.A. 2004. “Are Gay and Lesbian Cohabiting Couples Really Different From Heterosexual Married 

Couples?” Journal of Marriage and Family 66:880-900. 
* Patterson, C.J. 2000. “Family Relationships of Lesbians and Gay Men.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 

62:1052-69. 
* Stacey, J. & T.J. Biblarz. 2001. “(How) Does the Sexual Orientation of Parents Matter?” American Sociological 

Review 66:159-83. 
Allen, K.R. & D. H. Demo. 1995. “Families of Lesbians and Gay Men: A New Frontier in Family Research.” 

Journal of Marriage and the Family 57:111-27. 
Andersson, G., T. Noack, A. Seierstad & H. Weedon-Fekjaer. 2006. “The Demographics of Same-Sex Marriages in 

Norway and Sweden.” Demography 43:79-98. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v043/43.1andersson.html  
Bailey, J.M., et al. 1995. “Sexual Orientation of Adult Sons and Gay Fathers.” Developmental Psychology 31:124-9.  
Bailey, J.M., P.Y. Kim, A. Hills & J.A.W. Linsenmeier. 1997. “Butch, Femme, or Straight Acting? Partner 

Preferences of Gay Men and Lesbians.” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 73:960-73.  
Boyden, T., J.S. Carroll & R.A. Maier. 1984. “Similarity and Attraction in Homosexual Males: The Effects of Age 

and Masculinity/Femininity.” Sex Roles 10:939-48. 
Caron, S.L. & M. Ulin. 1997. “Closeting and the Quality of Lesbian Relationships.” Families in Society: Journal of 

Contemporary Human Services 78:413-19. 
Carpenter, C. & G. Gates. 2004. “Partnership-Based Selection among Gay Men and Lesbians: Implications for 

Census Research.” http://web.gsm.uci.edu/~kittc/JSMCarpenterGates1004.pdf  
Costello, C.Y. 1997. “Conceiving Identity: Bisexual, Lesbian, and Gay Parents Consider Their Children’s Sexual 

Orientation.” Journal of Sociology and Social Welfare 24:63-90.  
D’Augelli, A., S.Hershberger and N. Pikington. 1998. “Lesbian, Gay, and Bisexual Youth and Their Families: 

Disclosure of Sexual Orientation and Its Consequences.” American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 68:361-71.  
Dunne, G. 2000. “Balancing Acts: Lesbian Experience of Work and Family Life.” In L. Sperling and M. Owen 

(eds), Women and Work: The Age of Post-Feminism? Aldershot: Ashgate. 
Elze, D.E. 2002. “Against All Odds: The Dating Experiences of Adolescent Lesbian and Bisexual Women.” Journal 

of Lesbian Studies 6:17-29.  
Green, R. et al. 1986. “Lesbian Mothers and Their Children: A Comparison with Solo Parent Heterosexual Mothers 

and Their Children.” Archives of Sexual Behavior 15:167-83. 
Koepke, L., J. Hare & P.B.Moran. 1992. “Relationship Quality in a Sample of Lesbian Couples with Children and 

Child-Free Lesbian Couples.” Family Relations 41:224-9.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 21

Kurdek, L.A. 1992. “Relationship Stability and Relationship Satisfaction in Cohabiting Gay and Lesbian Couples.” 
Journal of Social and Personal Relationships 9:125-42. 

Kurdek, L.A. 2001. “Differences between Heterosexual-Nonparent Couples and Gay, Lesbian, and Heterosexual-
Parent Couples.” Journal of Family Issues 22:728-55.  

Kurdek, L.A. 2003. “Differences between Gay and Lesbian Cohabiting Couples.” Journal of Social and Personal 
Relationships 20(4):411-36. 

Kurdek, L.A. 2006. “Differences between Partners from Heterosexual, Gay, and Lesbian Cohabiting Couples.” 
Journal of Marriage and Family 68(2):509-28. 

Lynch, J.M. 2000. “Considerations of Family Structure and Gender Composition: The Lesbian and Gay 
Stepfamily.” Journal of Homosexuality 40:81-95.  

Morris, J.F., K.F. Balsam and E.D. Rothblum. 2001. “Lesbian and Bisexual Mothers and Nonmothers: 
Demographics and the Coming-Out Process.” Journal of Family Psychology 16:144-56.  

Oswald, R.F. 2002. “Resilience within the Family Networks of Lesbians and Gay Men: Intentionality and 
Redefinition.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 64:374-83.  

Parks, C.A. 1998. “Lesbian Parenthood: A Review of the Literature.” American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 68:376-89.  
Sullivan, M. 2004. The Family of Woman: Lesbian Mothers, their Children, and the Undoing of Gender. University 

of California Press.  
Tasker, F. & S. Golombok. 1995. “Adults Raised as Children in Lesbian Families.” American Journal of 

Orthopsychiatry 65:203-15.  

12. Welfare, Child Support & Family Inequality 
* Bitler, M., J. Gelbach, H. Hoynes & M. Zavodny. 2004. “The Impact of Welfare Reform on Marriage and 

Divorce.” Demography 41:213-36. 
* Fitzgerald, J. & D. Ribar. 2004. “Welfare Reform and Female Headship.” Demography 41:189-212. 
* Freeman, R.B. & J. Waldfogel. 2001. “Dunning Delinquent Dads: The Effect of Child Support Enforcement 

Policy on Child Support Receipt by Never Married Women” Journal of Human Resources 36(2):207-25. 
* Haider, S.J., A. Jacknowitz & R.F. Schoeni. 2003. “Welfare Work Requirements and Child Well-Being: Evidence 

from the Effects on Breast-Feeding.” Demography 40(3):479-97.  
* Iceland, J. 2003. “Why Poverty Remains High: The Role of Income Growth, Economic Inequality, and Changes in 

Family Structure, 1949-1999.” Demography 40(3):499-519.  
* Lichter, D.T., D. McLaughlin & D. Ribar. 1997. “Welfare and the Rise in Female-Headed Families.” American 

Journal of Sociology 103:112-43.  
* Meyer, B.D. & J.X. Sullivan. 2001. “The Effects of Welfare and Tax Reform: The Material Well-Being of Single 

Mothers in 1980s and 1990s.” Chapter 1 in The Incentives of Government Programs and the Well Being of 
Families, B. Meyer & G. Duncan (eds.). http://www.jcpr.org/book/  

* Roberts, P. 2004. I Can’t Give You Anything but Love: Would Poor Couples with Children Be Better Off 
Economically if They Married? Policy Brief Number 5, Center for Law and Social Policy. 
http://www.clasp.org/publications/marr_brf_5.pdf  

* Ruggles, S. 1997. “The Effects of AFDC on American Family Structure, 1940-1990.” Journal of Family History 
22:307-25.  

* Smith, J.R., J. Brooks-Gunn, P.K. Klebanov & K. Lee. 2000. “Welfare and Work: Complementary Strategies for 
Low-Income Women?” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62:808-21.  

Bartfeld, J. 2000. “Child Support and the Post-Divorce Economic Well-Being of Mothers, Fathers and Children.” 
Demography 37(2):203-13 

Case, A.C., I. Lin & S.S. McLanahan. 2003. “Explaining Trends in Child Support: Economic, Demographic, and 
Policy Effects.” Demography 40(1):171-89.  
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0070-3370%28200302%2940%3A1%3C171%3AETICSE%3E2.0.CO%3B2-7  

Cutright, P. & H.L. Smith. 1986. “Declining Family Size and the Number of Children in Poor Families in the United 
States: 1964-1983. Social Science Research 15:256-68. 

Danziger, S.H. & P. Gottschalk. 2004. Diverging Fortunes: Trends in Poverty and Inequality (28 pp.). Analyzing 
changes in wage rates, earnings, and family incomes in the late 20th century, the authors show slow growth in 
family income, modest progress against poverty, and rapid growth in earnings and income inequality.  

Duncan, G.J. & P.L. Chase-Lansdale. 2001. For Better and for Worse: Welfare Reform and the Well-Being of 
Children and Families. Russell Sage Foundation.  

Duncan, G.J. & S. Hoffman. 1990. “Welfare Benefits, Economic Opportunities, and Out-of-Wedlock Births among 
Black Teenage Girls.” Demography 27:519-35. 

Duncan, G.J. 1984. Years of Poverty, Years of Plenty: The Changing Economic Fortunes of American Workers and 
Families. University of Michigan, Institute for Social Research, Survey Research Center. 



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 22

Edin, K. & L. Lein. 1997. Making Ends Meet: How Single Mothers Survive Welfare and Low-Wage Work. Russell 
Sage Foundation.  

Ellwood, D. & M.J. Bane. 1985. “The Impact of AFDC on Family Structure and Living Arrangements.” Research in 
Labor Economics 7:137-207. 

Garfinkel, I., C. Miller, S.S. McLanahan & T.L. Hanson. 1998. “Deadbeat Dads or Inept States?” Evaluation Review 
22(6):717-50. 

Garfinkel, I., S.S. McLanahan, M. Tienda & J. Brooks-Gunn. 2001. “Fragile Families and Welfare Reform: An 
Introduction.” Children and Youth Services Review 234/5:277-301. 

Hanson, T.L., I. Garfinkel, S.S. McLanahan & C.K. Miller. 1996. “Trends in Child Support Outcomes.” 
Demography 33:483-96. 

Hays, S. 2003. Flat Broke with Children: Women in the Age of Welfare Reform. Oxford University Press. 
Ku, I. & R. Plotnick. 2003. “Do Children from Welfare Families Obtain Less Education?” Demography 40(1):151-70.  
Moffitt, R. 2000. “Welfare Benefits and Female Headship in U.S. Time Series.” American Economic Review 

90:373-77. 
Moffitt, R., R. Reville & A. Winkler. 1998. “Beyond Single Mothers: Cohabitation and Marriage in the AFDC 

Program.” Demography 35:259-78.  
O’Hare, W.P. & K.M. Johnson. 2004. Child Poverty in Rural America. http://www.prb.org/pdf04/ChildPovertyRuralAmerica.pdf  
Rosenzweig, M.R. 1999. “Welfare, Marital Prospects and Nonmarital Childbearing.” Journal of Political Economy 

107 (6, part 2):S3-S32.  
Wilson, W.J. & K. Neckerman. 1987. “Poverty and Family Structure.” Pp. 63-106 in The Truly Disadvantaged W.J. 

Wilson. University of Chicago Press.  

13. Sex and Sexuality  
* Christopher, F.S. & S. Sprecher. 2000. “Sexuality in Marriage, Dating, and Other Relationships: A Decade 

Review.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62(4):999-1017.  
* Liu, C. 2000. “A Theory of Marital Sexual Life.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62:363-74.  
* Miller, K., R. Forehand & B. Kotchick. 1999. “Adolescent Sexual Behavior in Two Ethnic Minority Samples: The 

Role of Family Variables.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 61:85-98.  
* Singh, S. & J.E. Darroch. 1999. “Trends in Sexual Activity among Adolescent American Women: 1982-1995.” 

Family Planning Perspectives 31:212-9.  
* Thornton, A.D. & D. Camburn. 1987. “The Influence of the Family on Premarital Sexual Attitudes and Behavior.” 

Demography 24:323-40.  
* Treas, J. 2002. “How Cohorts, Education, and Ideology Shaped a New Sexual Revolution in American Attitudes 

toward Nonmarital Sex.” Sociological Perspectives 45:267-83. 
* Waite, L.J. & K. Joyner. 2001. “Emotional Satisfaction and Physical Pleasure in Sexual Unions: Time Horizon, 

Sexual Behavior, and Sexual Exclusivity.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 63:247-64.  
Bowman, C.C. 1946. “Hidden Valuations in the Interpretation of Sexual and Family Relationships.” American 

Sociological Review 11:536-44.  
Brewster, K., E. Cooksey, D. Guilkey & R.R. Rindfuss. 1998. “The Changing Impact of Religion on the Sexual and 

Contraceptive Behavior of Adolescent Women in the U.S.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 60:493-504. 
Davis, E.C. & L.V. Friel. 2001. “Adolescent Sexuality: Disentangling the Effects of Family Structure and Family 

Context.” Journal of Marriage and Family 63(3):669-81. 
Davis, P. 1974. “Contextual Sex-Saliency and Sexual Activity: The Relative Effects of Family and Peer Group in 

the Sexual Socialization Process.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 36:196-202.  
D’Emilio, J. & E.B. Freedman. 1988. Intimate Matters: A History of Sexuality in America. Harper and Row.  
Dyk, P.A.H. 1990. “Healthy Family Sexuality: Challenges of Assessment.” Family Relations 39:216-20.  
Haurin, R. J. & F. L. Mott. 1990. “Adolescent Sexual Activity in the Family Context: The Impact of Older 

Siblings.” Demography 27:537-57.  
Hofferth, S.L., J.R. Kahn & W. Baldwin. 1987. “Premarital Sexual Activity among U.S. Teenage Women over the 

Past Three Decades.” Family Planning Perspectives 19:46-53. 
Laumann, E., J. Gagnon, R.M. & S. Michaels. 1994. The Social Organization of Sexuality: Sexual Practices in the 

United States. University of Chicago Press. Also see the update: American Sexual Behavior: Trends, Socio-
Demographic Differences, and Risk Behavior. http://www.norc.uchicago.edu/library/sexual.pdf  

Longmore, M.A., W.D. Manning & P.C. Geiordano. 2001. “Preadolescent Parenting Strategies and Teens’ Dating 
and Sexual Initiation: A Longitudinal Analysis.” Journal of Marriage and Family 61(2):322-35. 

Rossi, A.S. (ed.): 1994. Sexuality across the Life Course. University of Chicago Press. 
Udry, J.R. 1988. “Biological Predispositions and Social Control in Adolescent Sexual Behavior.” American 

Sociological Review 53:709-22.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 23

Whitbeck, L.B., R.L. Simons & M. Kao. 1994. “The Effects of Divorced Mothers’ Dating Behaviors and Sexual 
Attitudes on the Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors of Their Adolescent Children.” Journal of Marriage and the 
Family 56:615-21. 

14. Racial/Ethnic Differences in Family Processes  
* Crowder, K.D. & S.E. Tolnay. 2000. “A New Marriage Squeeze for Black Women: The Role of Racial 

Intermarriage by Black Men.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 62(3):792-807.  
* Fu, V.K. 2001. “Racial Intermarriage Pairings.” Demography 38:147-59. 
* Goldscheider, F.K. & R.M. Bures. 2003. “The Racial Crossover in Family Complexity in the United States.” 

Demography 40(3):569-87.  
* Koball, H. 1998. “Have African American Men Become Less Committed to Marriage? Explaining the 20th 

Century Racial Cross-Over in Men’s Marriage Timing.” Demography 35:251-58. 
* Lee, S. & B. Edmonston. 2005. “New Marriages, New Families: U.S. Racial and Hispanic Intermarriage.” 

Population Bulletin 60(2):1-40. http://www.prb.org/pdf05/60.2NewMarriages.pdf  
* Lichter, D.T., D.K. McLaughlin, G. Kephart & D.J. Landry. 1992. “Race and the Retreat from Marriage: A 

Shortage of Marriageable Men?” American Sociological Review 57:781-99.  
* Manning, W.D. & P.J. Smock. 1995. “Why Marry? Race and Transition to Marriage among Cohabitators.” 

Demography 32:509-20. 
* Raley, R.K. 1996. “A Shortage of Marriageable Men? A Note on the Role of Cohabitation in Black-White 

Differences in Marriage Rates.” American Sociological Review 61:973-83.  
* Rosenfeld, M.J. 2001. “The Salience of Pan-National Hispanic and Asian Identities in U.S. Marriage Markets.” 

Demography 38:161-75.  
* Ruggles, S. 1994. “The Origins of African-American Family Structure.” American Sociological Review 59:136-51.  
Baca Zinn, M. 1999. “Family, Feminism & Race in America.” Gender & Society 4(1):68-82. 
Carter, W.Y. 2000. “The Effects of Changing Family Structures on Higher Education for Black and White American 

Cohorts: 1908-1969.” University of Wisconsin, Center for Demography and Ecology 
http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/cde/cdewp/96-22.pdf  

Chow, E.N. 2001. “Family, Economy and the State: A Legacy of Struggle for Chinese American Women.” In 
Shifting the Center: Understanding Contemporary Families, 2nd ed., edited by S.J. Ferguson. 

Cready, C.M. & R. Saenz. 1997. “The Non-Metro/Metro Context of Racial/Ethnic Out-Marriage: Some Differences 
between African Americans and Mexican Americans.” Rural Sociology 62(3):335-62. 

Cready, C.M., M. Fossett & K.J. Kiecolt. 1997. “Mate Availability and African-American Family Structure in the 
Nonmetropolitan South, 1940-1990.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 59:192-203. 

Dunifon, R. & L. Kowaleski-Jones. 2000. “Who’s in the House? Race Differences in Cohabitation, Single 
Parenthood, and Child Development.” Child Development 73:1249-64.  

Fossett, M. & K.J. Kiecolt. 1993. “Mate Availability and Family Structure among African Americans in U.S. 
Metropolitan Areas.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 55:288-302 

Glenn, E.N. 2001. “Split Household, Small Producer, and Dual Wage Earner: An Analysis of Chinese American 
Family Strategies.” In Shifting the Center: Understanding Contemporary Families, 2nd ed., S. Ferguson (ed.). 

Griswold del Castillo, R. 2001. “La Familia: Family Cohesion Among Mexican American Families in the Urban 
Southwest, 1848-1900.” In Shifting the Center: Understanding Contemporary Families, 2nd ed., S. Ferguson (ed.). 

Gutman, H. 1975. “Persistent Myths about the Afro-American Family.” Journal of Interdisciplinary History 6:181-210. 
Hogan, D.P., L. Hao & W.L. Parish. 1990. “Race, Kin Networks, and Assistance to Mother-Headed Families.” 

Social Forces 68:797-812.  
Jensen, L. & M. Tienda. 1989. “Nonmetropolitan Minority Families in the United States: Trends in Racial and 

Ethnic Stratification, 1959-1986.” Rural Sociology 544:509-32. 
Kalmijn, M. 1993. “Trends in Black/White Intermarriage.” Social Forces 72:119-46.  
Mindel, C.H., R.W. Habenstein & R. Wright, Jr. 1988. Ethnic Families in America: Patterns and Variations (3rd 

Ed.) Elsevier Science Publishing. Chapter 9, “The Puerto Rican Family,” Chapter 7, “The Mexican-American 
Family,” Chapter 12 “The Chinese-American Family,” Chapter 14, “The Asian Indian-American Family” 

Model, S. & F. Fisher. 2001. “Black-White Unions: West Indians and African Americans.” Demography 38:177-85. 
Moore, M.R. & Chase-Lansdale, P.L. 2001. “Sexual Intercourse and Pregnancy. among African American Girls in 

High-Poverty Neighborhoods.” Journal of Marriage and Family 63 (4):1146-57. 
Morgan, S.P., A. McDonald, A. Miller & S. Preston. 1993. “Racial Differences in Household and Family Structure 

at the Turn of the Century.” American Journal of Sociology 98(4):799-828.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 24

Oropesa R.S. & B.K. Gorman. 2000. “Ethnicity, Immigration, and Beliefs about Marriage as a Tie that Binds.’’ In: L.J. 
Waite, et al. (eds.), The Ties That Bind: Perspectives on Marriage and Cohabitation. Aldine de Gruyter.  

Oropesa, R.S., D.T. Lichter & R.N. Anderson. 1994. “Marriage Markets and the Paradox of Mexican American 
Nuptiality.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 56:889-907.  

Pagnini, D.L. & S.P. Morgan. 1996. “Racial Differences in Marriage and Childbearing: Oral History Evidence from 
the South in the Early 20th Century.” American Journal of Sociology 101:1694-718. 

Pattillo-McCoy, M. 2000. Black Picket Fences: Privilege & Peril among the Black Middle Class. 
Pesquera, B. 1993. “In the Beginning He Couldn’t Even Lift a Spoon: The Division of Household Labor.” Pp. 181-

98 in Building with Our Hands: New Directions in Chicana Studies, edited by A. de la Torre & B.M. Pesquera. 
University of California Press. 

Qian, Z. & D.T. Lichter. 2001. “Measuring Marital Assimilation: Intermarriage among Natives and Immigrants.” 
Social Science Research 30:289-312.  

Qian, Z. 1997. “Breaking the Racial Barriers: Variations in Interracial Marriage between 1980 and 1990.” 
Demography 34:263-76.  

South, S.J. 1993. “Racial and Ethnic Differences in the Desire to Marry.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 
55:357-70. 

Sudarkasa, N. 2001. “Interpreting the African Heritage in Afro-American Family Organization.” In Shifting the 
Center: Understanding Contemporary Families, 2nd ed., edited by S.J. Ferguson. 

Tienda, M. 1980. “Familism and Structural Assimilation of Mexican Immigrants in the United States.” International 
Migration Review 143:383-408. 

Tolnay, S.E. 1997. “The Great Migration and Changes to the Northern Black Family, 1940-1990.” Social Forces 
75:1213-37. 

Wildsmith E & R.K. Raley. 2006. “Race-Ethnic Differences in Nonmarital Fertility: A Focus on Mexican American 
Women.” Journal of Marriage and Family 68:491-508. 

15. Comparative/Crossnational Perspectives on the Family 
* Andersson, G. 2003. “Dissolution of Unions in Europe: A Comparative Overview.” MPDIR Working Papers 

2003-04, Max-Planck Institute for Demographic Research, Rostock, Germany. 
http://www.demogr.mpg.de/papers/working/wp-2003-004.pdf 

* Liefbroer, A.C. & E. Dourleijn. 2006. “Unmarried Cohabitation and Union Stability: Testing the Role of Diffusion 
Using Data From 16 European Countries.” Demography 43:203-21. 
http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v043/43.2liefbroer.html  

Andersson, G., K. Hank,  M. Rønsen, & A. Vikat. 2006. “Gendering Family Composition: Sex Preferences for 
Children and Childbearing Behavior in the Nordic Countries.” Demography 43(2):255-67. 

Bauni, E.K. & B.O. Jarabi. 2000. “Family Planning and Sexual Behavior in the Era of HIV/AIDS: The Case of 
Nakuru District, Kenya.” Studies in Family Planning 31:69-80.  

Batalova, J.A. & P.N. Cohen. 2002. “Premarital Cohabitation and Housework: Couples in Cross-National 
Perspective.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 64(3): 743-55. 

Bracher, M. & G. Santow. 1998. “Economic Independence and Union Formation in Sweden.” Population Studies 
52:275-94. 

Calves, A. & D. Meekers. 1999. “The Advantages of Having Many Children for Women in Formal and Informal 
Unions in Cameroon.” Journal of Comparative Family Studies 30(2):579-97. 

Dixon, R. 1971. “Explaining Cross-Cultural Variations in Age of Marriage and Proportion Never Marrying.” 
Population Studies 25:215-33 

Feeney, G. & W. Feng. 1993. “Parity Progression and Birth Intervals in China: The Influence of Policy in Hastening 
Fertility Decline.” Population and Development Review 19:61-101. 

Goode, W.J. 1970. [orig. 1963] “World Changes in Family Patterns” and “Conclusion” in World Revolution and 
Family Patterns. The Free Press.  

Hartley, S.F. 1970. “The Decline of Illegitimacy in Japan.” Social Problems 18(1):78-91. 
Jalovaara, M. 2003. “The Joint Effects of Marriage Partners’ Socioeconomic Positions on the Risk of Divorce (in 

Finland).” Demography 40(1):67-81.  
Lee, J. & M. Paik. 2006. “Sex Preferences and Fertility in South Korea During the Year of the Horse.” Demography 

43(2):269-92.  
Lee, Y., W.L. Parish & R.J. Willis. 1994. “Sons, Daughters, and Intergenerational Support in Taiwan.” American 

Journal of Sociology 99:1010-41.  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 25

Lesthaeghe, R. & G. Moors. 2000. “Recent Trends in Fertility and Household Formation in the Industrialized 
World.” Review of Population and Social Policy 9:121-70. http://www.ipss.go.jp/English/R_S_P/No.9_P121.pdf  

Mason, K.O. & A. Jensen. 1995. Gender and Family Change in Industrialized Countries. Clarenden Press.  
Mason, K.O. & A.M. Taj. 1987. “Differences between Women’s and Men’s Reproductive Goals in Developing 

Countries.” Population and Development Review 13:611-38. 
Merli, M.G. & H.L. Smith. 2002. “Has the Chinese Family Planning Policy Been Successful in Changing Fertility 

Preferences?” Demography 39(3):557-72.  
Page, H.J. 1989. “Childrearing versus Childbearing: Coresidence of Mother and Child in Sub-Saharan Africa.” Pp. 

401-41 in R.L. Lesthaeghe (ed.) Reproduction and Social Organization in Sub-Saharan Africa. University of 
California Press.  

Parrado, E.A. & M. Tienda. 1997. “Women’s Roles and Family Formation in Venezuela: New Forms of Consensual 
Union?” Social Biology 44:1-24. 

Raymo, J.M. 2003. “Educational Attainment and the Transition to First Marriage among Japanese Women.” 
Demography 40(1):83-103.  

Raymo, J.M., L. Bumpass & M. Iwasawa. 2004. “Marital Dissolution in Japan: Recent Trends and Patterns.” 
Demographic Research 14. http://www.demographic-research.org/volumes/vol11/14/  

Retherford, R.D., N. Ogawa & R. Matsukura. 2001. “Late Marriage and Less Marriage in Japan.” Population and 
Development Review 27:65-102. 

Riley, N.E. 1994. “Interwoven Lives: Parents, Marriage, and Guanxi in China.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 
56:791-803.  

Schoeni, R. 1995. “Marital Status and Earnings in Developed Countries.” Journal of Population Economics 8:351-59. 
Smith, D.S. 1993. “American Family and Demographic Patterns and the Northwest European Model.” Continuity & 

Change 8(3):389-415 
Speizer, I.S. 1995. “A Marriage Trichotomy and Its Applications.” Demography 32:533-42 (sub-Saharan Africa)  
Thornton, A.D. & T.E. Fricke. 1987. “Social Change and the Family: Comparative Perspectives from the West, 

China, and South Asia.” Sociological Forum 2(4):746-79. 
Xu, X. & M.K. Whyte. 1990. “Love Matches and Arranged Marriages: A Chinese Replication.” Journal of 

Marriage and the Family 52:709-22. 
Yi, Z. 1986. “Changes in Family Structure in China: A Simulation Study.” Population and Development Review 

12:675-703.  
Zhao, Z. 1994. “Demographic Conditions and Multi-generation Households in Chinese History. Results from 

Genealogical Research and Microsimulation.” Population Studies 48(3):413-25.  

16. Historical Perspectives on Families & Households 
* Cherlin, A.J. 1983. “Changing Family and Household: Contemporary Lessons from Historical Research.” Annual 

Review of Sociology 9:51-66.  
* Elder Jr., G.H. 1977. “Family History and the Life Course.” Journal of Family History 2:279-304. 
* Haines, M.R. 1996. “Long-term Marriage Patterns in the United States from Colonial Times to the Present.” 

History of the Family 1(1):15-39. 
* Hareven, T.K. 1991. “The History of the Family and the Complexity of Social Change.” The American Historical 

Review 96(1):95-124. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8762%28199102%2996%3A1%3C95%3ATHOTFA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-E 

* Laslett, B. 1973. “The Family as a Public and Private Institution: An Historical Perspective.” Journal of Marriage 
and the Family 35:480-92.  

* Ruggles, S. 1994. “The Transformation of American Family Structure.” American Historical Review 99:103-28. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8762%28199402%2999%3A1%3C103%3ATTOAFS%3E2.0.CO%3B2-E 

Banks, J.A. 1954. Prosperity and Parenthood: A Study of Family Planning among the Victorian Middle Classes. 
Routledge Kegan & Paul. 

Berkner, L. 1975. “The Use and Misuse of Census Data in the Historical Study of Family Structure.” Journal of 
Interdisciplinary History 5:721-38. 

Berkner, L.K. 1972. “The Stem Family and the Developmental Cycle of the Peasant Household: An Eighteenth-
Century Austrian Example.” American Historical Review 77(2):398-418. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8762%28197204%2977%3A2%3C398%3ATSFATD%3E2.0.CO%3B2-W 

Coontz, S. 2000. “Historical Perspectives on Family Studies.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 63(2):283-97 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28200005%2962%3A2%3C283%3AHPOFS%3E2.0.CO%3B2-I  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 26

Fitch, C. & S. Ruggles. 2000. “Historical Trends in Marriage Formation.” Pp. 59-88 in L.J. Waite, et al (eds.), Ties 
that Bind: Perspectives on Marriage and Cohabitation. Hawthorne: Aldine de Gruyter. 

Goldthorpe, J.H. 1987. Family Life in Western Societies. A Historical Sociology of Family Relationships in Britain 
and North America. Cambridge University Press 

Greenleaf, B.K. 1978. Children through the Ages: A History of Childhood. McGraw-Hill. 
Gutmann, M. S.M. Pullum-Piñón & T.W. Pullum. 2002. “Three Eras of Young Adult Home Leaving in Twentieth-

Century America.” Journal of Social History 35(3):533-76. 
http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_social_history/v035/35.3gutmann.html 

Hacker, J.D. 1999. “Child naming, Religion, and the Decline of Marital Fertility in Nineteenth-Century America.” 
History of the Family 4(3):339-65  

Hajnal, J. 1982. “Two Kinds of Preindustrial Household Formation Systems.” Population and Development Review 
8(3):449-94. http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0098-7921%28198209%298%3A3%3C449%3ATKOPHF%3E2.0.CO%3B2-V 

Hammel; E.A.& P. Laslett. 1974. “Comparing Household Structure over Time and between Cultures.” Comparative 
Studies in Society and History 16(1):73-109. 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0010-4175%28197401%2916%3A1%3C73%3ACHSOTA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-M 

Hareven, T.K. 1974. “The Family as Process: The Historical Study of the Family Cycle.” Journal of Social History 
7:322-29. 

Kertzer, D.I. 1989. “The Joint Family Revisited: Demographic Constraints and Complex Family Households in the 
European Past,” Journal of Family History 14:1-15 

Knodel, J. & E. van de Walle. 1979. “Lessons from the Past: Policy Implications of Historical Fertility Studies.” 
Population and Development Review 5:217-45. 

London, A.S. & C. Elman. 2001. “The Influence of Remarriage on the Racial Difference in Mother-Only Families in 
1910.” Demography 38(2):289-97. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v038/38.2london.html  

Macfarlane, A. 1986. Marriage and Love in England: Modes of Reproduction 1300-1840. Basil Blackwell. 
Moehling, C.M. 2002. “Broken Homes: The ‘Missing’ Children of the 1910 Census.” Journal of Interdisciplinary 

History 33(2):205-33 http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_interdisciplinary_history/v033/33.2moehling.html  
Smith, D.S. 1993. “The Curious History of Theorizing about the History of the Western Nuclear Family.” Social 

Science History 17:325-53. 
Smith, R.M. 1981. “Fertility, Economy, and Household Formation in England over Three Centuries.” Population 

and Development Review 7(4):595-622. 
Watkins, S.C. 1984. “Spinsters.” Journal of Family History 9(4):310-25. 
Weir, D. 1984. “Rather Never than Late: Celibacy and Age at Marriage in English Cohort Fertility, 1541-1871.” 

Journal of Family History 9:340-44. 
Wrigley, E.A. 1966. “Family Limitation in Pre-industrial England.” Economic History Review 19(1):82-109. 

17. Theoretical Perspectives on Marriage & the Family  
* Berk, Richard A. & Sarah Fenstermaker Berk. 1983. “Supply-Side Sociology of the Family: The Challenge of the 

New Home Economics.” Annual Review of Sociology 9:375-395.  
* Blumberg, R.L. & M.T. Coleman. 1989. “A Theoretical Look at the Gender Balance of Power in the American 

Couple.” Journal of Family Issues 10:225-50.  
* Cherlin, A.J. 2004. “The Deinstitutionalization of American Marriage.” Journal of Marriage and Family 66:848-61. 
* Curtis, R. 1986. “Family and Inequality Theory.” American Sociological Review 51:168-83. 
* Davis, K. & J. Blake. 1956. “Social Structure and Fertility: An Analytic Framework.” Economic Development and 

Cultural Change 4(2):112-35. 
* Goode, W.J. 1959. “The Theoretical Importance of Love.” American Sociological Review 9:38-47.  
* Reiss, I.L. 1965. “The Universality of the Family.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 27:443-53.  
* Spiro, M.E. 1954. “Is the Family Universal?” American Anthropologist 56(5):839-46. 
* Thornton, A.D. 2001. “The Developmental Paradigm, Reading History Sideways, and Family Change.” 

Demography 38:449-65. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/v038/38.4thornton.html  
Becker, G.S. 1973. “A Theory of Marriage, Part I” Journal of Political Economy 81(4):813-46. 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-3808%28197307%2F08%2981%3A4%3C813%3AATOMPI%3E2.0.CO%3B2-4  
Becker, G.S. 1974. “A Theory of Marriage, Part II” Journal of Political Economy 82(2):S11-S26. 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-3808%28197403%2F04%2982%3A2%3CS11%3AATOMPI%3E2.0.CO%3B2-2  
(Comment) Goode, W.J. 1974. “Comment: The Economics of Nonmonetary Variables.” 82(2):S27-S33 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-3808%28197403%2F04%2982%3A2%3CS27%3ACTEONV%3E2.0.CO%3B2-W  



SOC 425/525 SYLLABUS  

 27

Becker, G.S. 1981. A Treatise on the Family. Harvard University Press. For chapters 1 and 2, see 
http://www.bsos.umd.edu/econ/sanders/development615/Becker/Treatise%20Chp%201-2.pdf  

Bergstrom, T.C. 1997. “A Survey of Theories of the Family.” Pp. 21-79 in M.R. Rosenzweig & O. Stark (eds.) 
Handbook of Population and Family Economics, Vol. 1A. Amsterdam: Elsevier Science.  

Caldwell, J.C. 1982. Theory of Fertility Decline. Academic Press. 
Cherlin, A.J. 2000. “Toward a New Home Socioeconomics of Union Formation.” Pp. 126-44 in L.J. Waite, et al 

(eds.), The Ties That Bind: Perspectives on Marriage and Cohabitation. Aldine de Gruyter.  
Davis, K.. 1997. “Reproductive Institutions and the Pressure for Population.” Population and Development Review 

23(3):611-24. (original 1937, in Sociological Review 29:289-306.) 
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0098-7921%28199709%2923%3A3%3C611%3AKDORIA%3E2.0.CO%3B2-A  
(Comment) Folbre, N. 1997. “The Future of the Elephant-Bird.” Population and Development Review 23:647-
54 http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0098-7921%28199709%2923%3A3%3C647%3ATFOTE%3E2.0.CO%3B2-W  

Freedman, R. 1979. “Theories of Fertility Decline: A Reappraisal.” Social Forces 58:1-17. 
Goode, W.J. 1968. “The Theory and Measurement of Family Change.” Pp. 295-349 in E.B. Sheldon & W.E. Moore 

(eds.) Indicators of Social Change: Concepts and Measurements. Russell Sage Foundation.  
Gough, E.K. 1959. “The Nayars and the Definition of Marriage.” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute of 

Great Britain and Ireland 89:23-34.  
Gough, E.K. 1971. “The Origin of the Family.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 33(3):760-71 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0022-2445%28197111%2933%3A4%3C760%3ATOOTF%3E2.0.CO%3B2-8  
Huston, T.L. 2000. “The Social Ecology of Marriage and Other Intimate Unions.” Journal of Marriage and the 

Family 62(2):298-320 
Malinowski, B. 1964 [original 1930]. “Parenthood: The Basis of Social Structure.” Pp. 3-19 in R.L. Coser (ed.) The 

Family: Its Structure and Functions. St. Martin’s Press.  
Murdock, G.P. 1962. “Structures and Functions of the Family.” Pp. 19-27 in R.F. Winch, R. McGinnis & H.R. 

Barringer (eds.) Selected Studies in Marriage and the Family. Holt, Rinehart & Winston.  
Oppenheimer, V.K. 1988. “A Theory of Marriage Timing.” American Journal of Sociology 94:563-91.  
Parsons, T. 1964 [original 1943]. “The Kinship System of the Contemporary U.S.” In Essays in Sociological 

Theory. Free Press.  
Smith, H.L. 1989. “Integrating Theory and Research on the Institutional Determinants of Fertility.” Demography 

26:171-84.  
Thompson, L. & A.J. Walker. 1995. “The Place of Feminism in Family Studies.” Journal of Marriage and Family 

57(4):847-65. 
Walker, A.J. 2000. “Refracted Knowledge: Viewing Families through the Prism of Social Science.” Journal of 

Marriage and Family 62(3):595-608. 
Willis, R.J. 1987. “What Have We Learned from the Economics of the Family?” American Economic Review 77:68-81.  
Willis, R.J. 1999. “A Theory of Out-of-Wedlock Childbearing.” Journal of Political Economy 107:S33-64.  
Wilson, C. 1999. “Evolutionary Theory and Historical Fertility Change.” Population and Development Review 

25:531-41. 

Data Resources 

You can use the resources below to locate, download, and analyze data, or to borrow questions from surveys for use 
in your own survey, or to get ideas for a research project. 

U.S. Census Bureau www.census.gov  
This is a treasure-trove of data that students will learn how to use in class. Many census tables are posted on 
Blackboard for students to use for research projects if they wish. 

National Survey of Family Growth (NSFG) http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nsfg.htm#Datadocpu  
The NSFG survey series has interviewed tens of thousands of women and men to supplement vital statistics data on 
fertility, family formation, and divorce. It provides national estimates of month/year of first intercourse, pregnancy, 
birth expectations, sexual activity, contraceptive use, family planning services, fecundity, sterility, infertility, 
prenatal medical care, women’s and infants’ health, ethnicity, education, religion, occupation, income, child care, 
and histories of contraception, marriage, cohabitation, education, living arrangements, and work.  
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Integrated Public Use Microdata Series (IPUMS) http://www.ipums.umn.edu/  
IPUMS is part of the University of Minnesota’ Historical Census Projects. IPUMS consists of 25 high-precision 
samples of the American population drawn from thirteen federal censuses, 1850 to 1990. It provides a valuable data 
on long-term changes in the U.S. families and households.  

National Survey of Families and Households (NSFH) http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/nsfh/  
The NSFH was designed to provide a broad range of information on family life to serve as a resource for cross-
disciplinary research. It collected detailed life-history information, including respondents’ childhood living 
arrangements, departures and returns to parents’ homes, histories of marriage, cohabitation, education, fertility, and 
employment, as well as marital and parenting relationships, kin contact, and economic and psychological well-
being. Interviews were conducted in 1987-88, 1992-94, and 2001-2003. Data can be analyzed on the web site or 
downloaded for use. 

Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study http://www.fragilefamilies.princeton.edu/  
The Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing study is in the process of conducting interviews with a cohort of 5,000 
children who were born to unmarried couples between 1998 and 2000 across the U.S. Data on each child will be 
collected for five years. This website describes the study and allows certain data downloads. It also includes many 
working papers and evidence of initial data analysis. 

Time, Love, and Cash among Couples with Children (TLC3) 
This longitudinal, qualitative study of 75 romantically involved parents (50 cohabiting, 25 married) who recently 
shared a birth aims to determine the consequences of nonmarital childbearing for children and parents. The principal 
investigators, Kathryn Edin and Paula England, are interviewing parents over the first fifty months of their child’s 
life, asking about the impact of unplanned pregnancy, unmarried couples’ expectations, parenting styles, child 
support’s impact on earnings, common couple conflicts, why cohabitants break up, and child rearing after 
relationship dissolution. 

Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research (ICPSR) www.icpsr.umich.edu/  
ICPSR at the University of Michigan provides access (from a University of Oregon server) to an extensive array of 
existing survey data that you can download and analyze if you wish. Search for “family” or “household” and 
numerous potential data sources will pop up on an array of topics, for an array of countries. 

National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS) http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/ 
NCHS publishes Vital Statistics of the United States with annual data and analyses related to births, marriage, 
divorce, and other topics. Each report typically contains 50 or more tables, breaking down the numerical data into 
rates crosstabulated by race, Hispanic origin, age, marital status, education, state, region, and other indicators. Many 
of the tables include data from previous years for the sake of comparison, reaching back in some cases to 1909. 
NCHS also publishes annual and occasional special reports on such topics as Nonmarital Childbearing in the United 
States, 1940-99 (http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nvs48_16.pdf), national trends in health and disease, etc. 

Alan Guttmacher Institute (AGI) http://www.agi-usa.org/  
AGI is a nonpartisan organization that provides research, policy analysis, and public education about reproductive 
health. AGI posts time-series data and statistical reports on such topics as teen pregnancy., abortions, and 
miscarriages, and total number of pregnancies in the U.S.  

Annie E. Casey Foundation http://www.aecf.org/kidscount/  
The Annie E. Casey Foundation, a private charitable organization, aims to initiate and develop “public policies, 
human-service reforms, and community supports” to assist disadvantaged children in the US. The Kids Count Data 
Book “uses the best available data to measure the educational, social, economic, and physical well-being of 
children” all over the US. This site offers public access to the online database for the Kids Count Data Book. It 
includes tables of state and national data profiles based on statistical indicators, lists of states ranked by indicator, 
interactive line graphs allowing users to compare indicators from up to eight areas, and color-coded U.S. maps with 
Kids Count data. Users can download all of the raw data files in a compressed .zip file or they may download raw 
data files individually as either a MS Excel spreadsheet file (.xls) or a comma-delimited text file (.csv). Overall, this 
site does an excellent job of synthesizing child-related data from quality data sources. 
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Child Stats http://www.childstats.gov/  
The Federal Interagency Forum on Child and Family Statistics was established in 1994 to coordinate the collection 
of federal data on child and family issues and conditions. The website serves as a clearinghouse for Forum reports 
and publications. It also offers federal statistics on children and families and a collection of related links. 

Online Journal Availability 
In addition to being available in the UO Knight Library on paper, the following journals are available on JSTOR for 
the years indicated at: http://www.jstor.org/jstor/. To access them, you must sign onto JSTOR through a UO server.  

Journal Years Available on JSTOR 
American Ethnologist 1974 - 1997 
American Journal of Sociology 1895 - 2000 
American Sociological Review 1936 - 2003 
Annual Review of Sociology 1975 - 2000 

Demography 1964 - 2003 (for recent issues, go to recent journal issues 
at http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/demography/) 

Family Planning Perspectives (also known as 
International Family Planning Perspectives) 1969 - 2004 

Economic History Review 1927 - 2000 
Gender & Society  1987 - 2002 
Historical Journal  1958 - 2000 
International Migration Review 1966 - 2000 
Journal of Interdisciplinary History 1970 - 2000 
Journal of Labor Economics 1983 - 2001 
Journal of Marriage & Family 1964 - 2000 
Journal of Political Economy 1892 - 2000 
Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute of Great 

Britain and Ireland (since 1965 called Man) 1907 - 2000 

Population and Development Review 1975 - 2003 
Population Index 1937 - 1985 
Population Studies 1947 - 2002 
Quarterly Journal of Economics  1886 - 2000 
Sociological Forum 1986 - 2000 
Social Forces 1925 - 2002 (plus links to recent content 2003-2005) 
Studies in Family Planning 1963 - 2003 

You can find more recent journal issues archived with Project Muse, at http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/. Many other 
journals not available on JSTOR or Project Muse can be reached through UO’s Knight Library online (e.g., Social 
Science and Medicine, Journal of Family and Economic Issues, and Developmental Psychology) or through their 
publisher’s website (e.g., Journal of Family Issues at http://jfi.sagepub.com/). Only a few journals appear to be 
available only in paper form at UO’s Knight Library, e.g., Social Research. 


