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Abstract

As the nonmarital birth rate in the U.S. steadily climbed over the past half century, researchers
have increasingly focused their attention on the reasons for this rise and its implications for
family dynamics and the wellbeing of children. Recent research has revealed that, among
unmarried parents, there is a great deal of relationship instability, serial partnering, multiple-~
partner fertility. The goal of this paper is to construct a typology of the various family forms
that result from relationship instability, serial partnering, and multiple-partner fertility,
accounting for both resident and nonresident family members and both social and biological
ties. It then uses data from the Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study to estimate the
prevalence of each of these family forms for a cohort of nonmarital children born during the
late 1990s. Finally, it compares the economic and interpersonal relationships among family
members in each family form and discusses the implications for child wellbeing.


mailto:tach@wharton.upenn.edu

The 215t Century Brady Bunch:
The Complexity of Nonmarital Family Structures & Their Consequences for Family Wellbeing

Laura Tach
University of Pennsylvania

As the nonmarital birth rate in the U.S. steadily climbed over the past half century, researchers
have increasingly focused their attention on the reasons for this rise and its implications for
family dynamics and the wellbeing of children. Recent research has revealed several important
facts. First, children born outside of marriage were increasingly born not to single mothers but
to unmarried couples, in which the mother and father are romantically involved and often
living together (Center for Research on Child Wellbeing 2003). Second, relationships between
unmarried parents are considerably less stable than those between married parents. The
majority of nonmarital children will see their parents break up by their fifth birthday (Center
for Research on Child Wellbeing 2007). For certain groups, transitions to new romantic
relationships occur quickly after relationships between unmarried parents end, resulting in a
pattern of serial partnering (Tach, Edin, and Mincy 2010). Finally, these new romantic
partnerships often produce additional children, called multiple~partner fertility, with mothers
and fathers having biological children by more than one romantic partner (Tach et al. 2010;
Carlson and Furstenberg 2007).

These phenomena — family instability, serial partnering, and multiple-partner fertility —
result in a complex web of family relationships involving a wide cast of characters who have
both biological and social ties to one another. In particular, they result in step~ and half-
siblings who can live in the same household or scattered across multiple households. They also
result in multiple paternal and maternal figures, such as non-resident biological fathers (and
possibly their new partners) and resident social fathers, who are the new partners of biological
mothers. In other words, the Brady Bunch family of the 215t century is even more complex
than the Bradys of the 20t century. Imagine if the Brady parents had children from prior
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relationships living in other households who sometimes came to visit, if the Brady parents had
a new shared biological child who is a half-sibling to the Brady children, or if the Brady
parents’ past partners visited with the Brady children from time to time.

Until recently, surveys were much better at documenting complex family forms like the
Bradys of the 20th century, who were married and all lived under the same roof, than they
were at documenting the more complex Brady family of the 215t century, which involves
nonresident and social (rather than biological) parents, partners, and siblings. These
limitations are particularly acute for the unmarried population because we now know that
relationship instability, serial partnering, and multiple-partner fertility are more common for
this group, which must produce family forms extending across multiple households and
involving both social and biological ties.

The goal of this paper is to construct a typology of the various family forms that result
from relationship instability, serial partnering, and multiple-partner fertility, accounting for
both resident and nonresident family members and both social and biological ties. It then uses
data from the Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study to estimate the prevalence of each of
these various family forms for a cohort of nonmarital children born during the late 1990s.
Finally, it compares the economic and interpersonal relationships among family members in
each family form and discusses the implications for child wellbeing. The unique design of the
Fragile Families Study — which follows both unmarried and mothers and fathers after their
relationships end, asks detailed questions about new romantic partners, and gathers
information on all resident and nonresident children of both parents and partners — allows us
to document the complexity of nonmarital family structures in a more complete way than has

been done before.

Background

Relationship Confexts of Nonmarital Fertility



While the majority of births to young adults occur outside of marriage, this does not
mean that unmarried mothers are parenting alone. In the late 1990s, fully 47 percent of
children born to unmarried parents occurred to a couple who was cohabiting, living together
all or most of the time. Another 33 percent of nonmarital births occurred to parents who were
romantically involved but not living together. Just 20 percent of nonmarital births occurred to
parents who were no longer romantically involved with one another. Among certain groups —
young adults, racial minorities, and those with low education — nonmarital birth rates are even
higher, but while marriage is no longer a normative context into which a child is born, being
in a romantic relationship clearly is.

Despite a relationship built on a tenuous foundation, many unmarried couples still have
high hopes for the future and fathers are quite involved, at least early on. Young men often
readily acknowledge paternity rather than contest it (Edin et al. 2009; Furstenberg 1995;
Sullivan 1993; Waller 2002) and many eagerly embrace the role of father (Hamer 2001;
Waller 2002; Young 2004). The Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study data shows that
an overwhelming majority of unmarried fathers (74 percent) offered financial support to the
mother during her pregnancy, and roughly seven in ten visited her and the child in the
hospital (*). In contrast to popular images, most unmarried men are not eager to flee their
parental responsibilities as soon as the child is conceived (Achatz and MacAllum 1994;
Augustine, Nelson and Edin 2009; Hamer 2001; Nelson et al. 2002; Nurse 2002; Waller
2002), though this certainly does sometimes happen.

These relationships are quite unstable, however, and the majority of unmarred children
will see their parents break up within five years. Using data from the Fragile Families and
Child Wellbeing Study, Table 1 traces the relationship trajectories of young parents. By the
time their child is five years old, 56 percent of mothers who were married at the time of the
birth are still married to their baby’s father, which is consistent with other work showing that
marriages that begin at younger ages are less stable than marriages among older couples.

4



Similarly, over half of the young mothers (53 percent) who were cohabiting with the father at
the time of the birth were still in a romantic relationship with him five years later.
Relationships were much less stable among the couples who were romantically involved but
not living together at the time of the birth: just 27 percent of these relationships remained
intact five years later. Many married and cohabiting couples, and even some romantic non-
resident couples, went on to have more children together.
Serial Partnering & Multiple-Fartner Fertility

After unmarried parents end their romantic relationships, transitions to new romantic
relationships occur quickly, resulting in a pattern of serial partnering. Table 1 shows that
almost two-thirds of young mothers who ended their marriages, and over three fourths of
young mothers who ended their cohabiting relationships, had engaged in a new romantic
relationship by the time the child was five years old. Many had even had two or more different
partnerships during that time period, although this pattern of “churning” through partners
was more common among unmarried mothers than among divorced mothers. Rates of partner
churning were particularly high for mothers who were not involved with the focal baby’s
father when the child was born.

For a subset of young parents, there is an extraordinarily high rate of churning through a
number of very weak partnerships, leading to high rates of multiple-partner fertility and
highly complex family forms. Parents are more likely to experience multiple-partner fertility
when they have a first sexual experience or a first child at a young age or have children
outside of marriage, whereas having more than one child with any given partner is associated
with reduced odds. There are also racial and economic disparities in the likelihood of multiple-
partner fertility. Blacks and Hispanics have greater odds of experiencing multiple~partner
fertility than Whites, and less~educated parents are more likely to experience multiple-partner
fertility than highly~educated parents (Carlson and Furstenberg 2006; Guzzo and Furstenberg
2007a, 2007b; Manlove et al. 2008; Mincy 2002). Estimates from the NSFG indicate that
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almost one-third of fathers under age 25, and 47 percent of Black young fathers, have children
with multiple partners (Smeeding, Garfinkel, and Mincy, forthcoming).

Unmarried mothers who repartner typically do so with men who have considerably more
human capital and fewer behavioral problems than their prior partners (Bzostek 2008; Graefe
and Lichter 2007), but we know next to nothing about the quality of the subsequent
partnerships in which mothers fathers are involved. Nor do we know much about how stable
these subsequent unions are. Drawing on other research showing that complexity is strongly
associated with dissolution (Cherlin 1992; Kreider and Fields 2005; National Center for Health
Statistics 2002) and that the unions of serial cohabitors — who engage in multiple sequential
cohabitations — are quite unstable (Lichter and Qian 2008), we can infer that these new
pairings among young parents are likely quite fragile.

Many of these romantic partnerships produce children, resulting in a pattern of multiple-
partnered fertility, in which mothers and fathers have biological children by more than one
romantic partner. Twenty one percent of divorced young mothers, and 26 percent of formerly
cohabiting mothers, had a new child by a new partner within five years of the focal child’s
birth. Over 35 percent of mothers who were in romantic nonresident relationships with the
father prior to splitting up had new children by new partners, and fully 40 percent of mothers
who were not involved with the baby’s father at the birth had new children by new partners.
This, combined with the high rates of multiple~partner fertility that mothers and fathers
brought with them to many of their relationships, even at young ages, can result in
exceedingly complex family structures, with children experiencing two, three, or even more

different father figures and a host of different resident and non-resident half-siblings.!

! For now, Table 1 considers just mothers’ relationships and fertility transitions, and future versions will include
fathers’ relationship and fertility transitions as well. Families will be even more complex when these are included.
Other work shows that fathers’ rates of these transitions are at least as high as mothers’ (Tach, Mincy, and Edin
2010).



Furthermore, these partners also bring with them both resident and nonresident children from
previous relationships, complicating the picture even further.
Implications for Family Relationships

These dynamics, in turn, have many repercussions for the dynamics of family life.
Having children from a previous union reduces the prospects that parents will marry (Carlson,
McLanahan, and England 2004; Mincy 2002; Stewart, Manning, and Smock 2003; Upchurch,
Lillard, and Panis 2001). Harknett and Knab (2007) have also found that parents’ kin
networks provide less social support to them when they have children by other partners. Prior
partners, who often continue to engage with the mother via child visitation, are a significant
source of tension in new couple relationships, as the prior partner’s visits to see the child fuel
jealousy from the current partner (Classens 2007; Hill 2007).

Multiple-partner fertility means that fathers’ scare resources must be spread across
several households, and this presents a challenge to maintaining meaningful involvement with
all of the households to which they may be obligated. Fathers’ relationships with the mothers
of their children become increasingly complicated when they and their former partners take
on new partners and have subsequent children. For fathers this may lead to a “crowding out”
effect, reducing fathers’ investments and involvement with any one family. Furstenberg and
his colleagues suggest that fathers’ priorities may shift as they move from one family to the
next, taking on commitments and obligations with a new romantic partner (Furstenberg 1995;
Furstenberg and Cherlin 1991; Furstenberg and Harris 1992). Indeed, fathers visit their
nonresident children less frequently (Carlson and Furstenberg 2007; Manning and Smock
1999; Tach et al. 2010) and provide less economic support to them via formal and informal
arrangements (Manning and Smock 2000) when they have children with new partners.
Fathers with children in different households are also less intensively involved with their
current residential children (Carlson, McLanahan, and Brooks-Gunn 2008), causing strain for

current couple relationships (Carlson and Furstenberg 2007; Classens 2007; Hill 2007). Upon
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starting new romantic relationships, men also become more involved in the lives of the
mother’s other children who live in the household, to whom they are not biologically related,
taking on the role of “social father.” Biological fathers often see these new partners as
competition, asserting the primacy of the biological father-child role (Edin, Tach, and Mincy
2009).

Maintaining high quality relationships between parents is crucial for the intensity and
quality of fathers’ involvement with their children, both in the context of romantic
relationships and after those relationships have ended (Carlson and McLanahan 2004; Coley
and Chase-Lansdale 1999; Furstenberg and Cherlin 1991; Marsiglio and Cohan 2000). In
other words, “good partners make good parents” (Carlson, McLanahan, and Brooks-Gunn
2006). Cooperative coparenting — the ability of mothers and fathers to actively engage with
one another in order to share childrearing responsibilities (Ahrons 1981; Furstenberg and
Cherlin 1991) — is relatively uncommon, but it predicts more frequent and higher quality
father-child contact (Sobelewski and King 2005). Custodial mothers play an important role as
“gatekeepers,” either facilitating or hindering a nonresident father’s involvement (Arditti
1995; Buchanan, Maccoby, and Dornbusch 1996), and mothers are more likely to restrict
access when the two have a troubled relationship, regardless of whether they are currently

romantically involved with another partner (Waller and Swisher 2006).

Research Questions

Thus, complex family forms may have implications for the social and economic
resources available to children in the households, and they may furthermore be unequally
distributed within households. This project extends research on family instability and multiple-
partner fertility to document the complex family forms that result and the implications of these
forms for family relationships and, ultimately, their wellbeing. The research questions

addressed in this study are:



e What types of nonmarital family forms result from serial partnering and multiple-partner
fertility?
e What is the prevalence of each of these newly-identified family forms for a cohort of

children born in the late 1990s?

e How do the economic and social relationships between family members differ across these

various nonmarital family forms?

Data

This project answers these questions using the Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study,
which is a nationally representative sample of about 4,000 nonmarital births occurring in U.S.
cities of at least 200,000 in the late 1990s. This longitudinal survey interviews both mothers
and fathers shortly after the child’s birth and then reinterviews each of them when the child is
one, three, five, and seven years old. It continues to follow both parents even if they break up,
which overcomes several limitations of other nationally representative national surveys. First, it
considers all nonmarital relationships and relationship transitions — both cohabiting and
dating — which have been overlooked in other national surveys (particularly dating
relationships). Second, it asks about all nonmarital children, including both resident and non-
resident step-and half-siblings. It collects this information from both mothers and fathers, and
also collects information on new partners and fertility that occur after their romantic
relationship has ended. It also collects information about the fertility of the new romantic
partners of both mothers and fathers. Other surveys do not document nonresident children,
children from past partnerships, or children from partnerships after the biological mother and
father have broken up as comprehensively as the Fragile Families Study does. Thus, this project
will offer the most comprehensive national estimates of the prevalence of family forms for

nonmarital children, including nonresident and social family members with whom they have a



relationship. This will provide a description of family forms that more accurately reflects the
reality of families’ lived experiences.

I use four waves of the Fragile Families and Child Wellbeing Study to create a typology
of family forms among children born to unmarried parents. At each survey wave the Fragile
Families Study obtains rosters from mothers and fathers of all biological children, their ages,
and their residential status (whether they live with them or in another household), and
whether the other biological parent is also the parent of the child. After the parents of the focal
child break up, the study continues to survey both the mother and the father about whether
they have entered into a new romantic relationship, whether it is a cohabiting or dating
relationship, and whether they have had a child with the new partner. It also asks about all
biological children of the new partner and their residential statuses.

These questions are used to create indicators at each survey wave for:

e Parental Structures:

o 2 biological parents in the child’s household

o 1 biological parent in the household, and 1 biological parent outside the household

o Social parent in the child’s household

o Social parent in the non-resident biological parent’s household
e Sibling Structures:

o Resident biological sibling(s) only [two parents in common, in same household]

o Nonresident biological sibling(s) [two parents in common, not in same household]

o Resident half-sibling(s) [one biological parent in common, in same household]

o Non-resident half-sibling(s) [one bio parent in common, not same household]

o Resident step-sibling(s) [no biological parents in common, same household]

o Non-resident step-siblings [no biological parents in common, not same household]
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These indicators are then combined in all possible combinations to create a typology of family
forms. The very infrequent/implausible combinations are excluded, and estimates of the
prevalence of the remaining family forms are assessed at the time the children are seven years
old. Ithen estimate the prevalence of each family form for all children and for children of
various demographic and economic groups, using survey weights to generate estimates that
are representative of nonmarital births in U.S. cities with populations of at least 200,000.
Family Relationship Measures

In the second stage of this analysis, I compare measures of family economic and social
relationships across the various family forms developed in the preceding analysis. These

measures include:

Frequency of contact between focal child and biological and social fathers and mothers in

the past month

e Formal and informal economic support from biological and social fathers to the focal
child’s household and to other households, including formal child support payments,
informal cash, in-kind transfers, and health insurance coverage for focal child

e Formal and informal economic support from sources other than the biological and social

mothers and fathers to the focal child’s household including formal child support

payments, informal cash, in-kind transfers, and child care.

e Reports of maternal trust towards biological fathers and social fathers

Preliminary & Future Results

Preliminary analysis has documented the rates of instability, the frequency of
repartnering, and the quantity of multiple-partner fertility for mothers of the children in the
Fragile Families Study. These tabulations are shown in Table 1 and described in the text above.
Subsequent analysis will create indicators from these data for fathers as well in order to create

the typology, estimate the prevalence of each family form, and compare the economic and
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social relationships between family members across the family forms. Taken together, this
analysis will provide a more comprehensive depiction of nonmarital family structures—and

the relationships between family members within them—than existed before.

12



References

Achatz, Mary and Crystal A. MacAllum. 1994. Young Unwed Fathers: Report from the Field. Philadelphia, PA:
Public/Private Ventures.

Ahrons, Constance R. 1981. The Continuing Co-parental Relationship between Divorced Parents. American
Journal of Orthopsychiatry 51: 415-428.

Andersson, Gunnar. 2002. Children’s Experience of Family Disruption and Family Formation: Evidence from 16
FFS Countries. Demographic Research 7(7): 343-364.

Arditti, Joyce A. 1995. Noncustodial Parents: Emergent Issues of Diversity and Process. Marriage and Family
Review 20: 283-304.

Arditti, Joyce A., Jennifer Lambert-Shute, and Karen Joest. 2003. Saturday Morning at the Jail: Implications of
Incarceration for Families and Children. Family Relations 52: 195-204.

Arditti, Joyce A., Sara A. Smock, and Tiffaney S. Parkman. 2005. It’s Been Hard to Be a Father: A Qualitative
Exploration of Incarcerated Fatherhood. Fathering 3: 267-288.

Augustine, Jennifer, Timothy Nelson, and Kathryn Edin. 2009. Why Do Poor Men Have Children? Fertility
Intentions among Low-Income Unmarried U.S. Fathers. Annals of the American Academy of Political and
Social Sciences 624: 99-117.

Bumpass, Larry L., James A. Sweet, and Andrew J. Cherlin. 1991. The Role of Cohabitation in Declining Rates of
Marriage. Journal of Marriage and the Family 53: 913-927.

Bzostek, Sharon. 2008. Social Fathers and Child Wellbeing. Journal of Marriage and Family 70: 950-961.

Carlson, Marcia J. and Frank F. Furstenberg. 2006. The Prevalence and Correlates of Multipartnered Fertility
among Urban U.S. Parents. Journal of Marriage and Family 68(3):718-732.

Carlson, Marcia J. and Frank F. Furstenberg. 2007. The Consequences of Multi~Partnered Fertility for Parental
Resources and Relationships. Center for Research on Child Wellbeing Working Paper. Princeton University.

Carlson, Marcia, Sara S. McLanahan, and Paula England. 2004. Union Formation in Fragile Families. Demography
41(2): 237-261.

Carlson, Marcia, Sara S. McLanahan, and Jeanne Brooks~-Gunn. 2008. Coparenting and Nonresident Fathers’
Involvement with Young Children after a Nonmarital Birth. Demography 45(2): 461-488.

Carlson, Marcia, Sara McLanahan, and Jeanne Brooks-Gunn. 2006. Do Good Partners Make Good Parents?
Relationship Quality and Parenting in Two-~Parent Families. Center for Research on Child Wellbeing Working
Paper. Princeton, NJ.

Center for Research on Child Wellbeing. 2007. Parents’ Relationship Status Five Years After a Non-Marital Birth.
Fragile Families Research Brief, No. 39. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University.

Center for Research on Child Wellbeing. 2003. Introduction to the Fragile Families One-Year Public Use Data.
Princeton, NJ: Bendheim Thoman Center for Child Wellbeing.

Classens, Amy. 2007. Gatekeeper Moms and (Un)Involved Dads: What Happens After a Breakup? In Unmarried
Couples with Children, edited by P. England and K. Edin, 204-227. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

13



Coley, Rebekah L. and Lindsay P. Chase-Lansdale. 1999. Stability and Change in Paternal Involvement among
Urban African American Families. Journal of Family Psychology 13: 1-20.

Edin, Kathryn, Laura Tach, and Ronald Mincy. 2009. Claiming Fatherhood: Race and the Dynamics of Paternal
Involvement among Unmarried Men. The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science
621:149-77.

Edin, Kathryn, Paula England, Emily Fitzgibbons Shafer, and Joanna Reed. 2007. Forming Fragile Families: Was
the Baby Planned, Unplanned, or in Between? In Unmarried Couples with Children, edited by P. England and
K. Edin, 25-54. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Edin, Kathryn, Timothy J. Nelson, and Rechelle Paranal. 2004. Fatherhood and Incarceration as Potential Turning
Points in the Criminal Careers of Unskilled Men. In Imprisoning America: The Social Effects of Mass
Incarceration, edited by M. Pattillo, D. F. Weiman, and B. Western, 46—75. New York: Russell Sage.

Edin, Kathryn, Maria Kefalas, and Joanna Reed. 2004. A Peek Inside the Black Box: What Marriage Means for
Poor Unmarried Parents. Journal of Marriage and Family 66: 1007-1014.

Edin, Kathryn and Maria Kefalas. 2005. Promises I Can Keep: Why Poor Women Put Motherhood before
Marriage. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Finer, Lawrence B. and Stanley K. Henshaw. 2006. Disparities in Rates of Unintended Pregnancy in the United
States, 1994 and 2001. Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health 38:90-96.

Furstenberg, Frank F. and Kathleen M. Harris. 1992. The Disappearing American Father? Divorce and the
Waning Significance of Biological Parenthood. In The Changing American Family Sociological and
Demographic Perspectives, edited by S. South and S. Tolnay, 197—-223. Boulder, CO: Westview

Furstenberg, Frank F. 1995. Changing Roles of Fathers. In Escape from Foverty: What Makes a Ditterence for
Children?, edited by L. Chase-Lansdale and J. Brooks-Gunn, 189-210. New York: Cambridge University
Press.

Furstenberg, Frank F and Andrew J. Cherlin. 1991. Divided Families: What Happens to Children When Parents
Part. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Furstenberg, Frank F. 1976. Unplanned Parenthood: The Social Consequences of Teenage Childbearing. New
York: Free Press.

Gibson-Davis, Christina. 2009. Money, Marriage, and Children: Testing the Financial Expectations and Family
Formation Theory. Journal of Marriage and Family 7: 146—160.

Gibson-Davis, Christina M., Kathryn J. Edin, and Sara McLanahan. 2005. High Hopes but Even Higher
Expectations: The Retreat from Marriage among Low-~Income Couples. Journal of Marriage and Family

67:1301-12.

Gibson-~Davis. 2007. Expectations and the Economic Bar to Marriage among Low Income Couples. In Unmarried
Couples with Children, edited by P. England and K. Edin, 84-103. New York: Russell Sage.

Graefe, Deborah R. and Daniel T. Lichter. 1999. Life Course Transitions of American Children: Parental
Cohabitation, Marriage, and Single Motherhood. Demography 36: 205-218

Graefe, Deborah R. and Daniel T. Lichter. 2007. When Unwed Mothers Marry: The Marital and Cohabiting
Partners of Midlife Women. Journal of Family Issues 28:595~622.

14



Guzzo, Karen B. and Frank F. Furstenberg. 2007a. Multipartnered Fertility among American Men. Demography,
44:583 - 601.

Guzzo, Karen B. and Frank F. Furstenberg. 2007b. Multipartnered fertility among Young Women with a
Nonmarital First Birth: Prevalence and Risk Factors. Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health 39: 29 —

38.

Hamer, Jennifer F. 2001. What It Means fo Be Daddy: Fatherhood for Black Men Living Away from Their
Children. New York: Columbia Univ. Press.

Harknett, Kristen and Jean Knab. 2007. More Kin, Less Support: Multipartnered Fertility and Perceived Support
Among Mothers. Journal of Marriage and Family 69: 237-253

Harknett, Kristen and Sara McLanahan. 2004. “Racial and Ethnic Differences in Marriage after the Birth of a
Child.” American Sociological Review 69(6): 790-811.

Henshaw, Stanley K. 1998. Unintended Pregnancy in the United States. Family Planning Perspectives 30:24-27.

Hill, Heather D. 2007. Steppin’ Out: Infidelity and Sexual Jealousy Among Unmarried Parents. In Unmarried
Couples with Children, edited by P. England and K. Edin, 104~132. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Lichter, Daniel T., Felicia B. LeClere, and Diane K. McLaughlin. 1991. Local Marriage Markets and the Marital
Behavior of Black and White Women. American Journal of Sociology 94: 843 — 867.

Lichter, Daniel T., Diane K. McLaughlin, George Kephart, and David J. Landry. 1992. Race and the Retreat from
Marriage: A Shortage of Marriageable Men? American Sociological Review 57: 781-799.

Lichter, Daniel T. and Z. C. Qian. 2008. Serial Cohabitation and the Marital Life Course. Journal of Marriage and
Family 70: 861-878.

Lloyd, Kimm M. and Scott J. South. 1999. Contextual influences on Young Men’s Transition to First Marriage.
Social Forces 74: 1097 — 1118

Manlove, Jennifer, Cassandra Logan, Erum Ikramullah, and Emily Holcombe. 2008. Factors Associated With
Multiple-~Partner Fertility Among Fathers. Journal of Marriage and Family 70: 536-548.

Martinez, G.M, A. Chandra, J.C. Abma, J. Jones, W.D. Mosher. 2006. Fertility, Contraception, and Fatherhood:
Data on Men and Women from Cycle 6 (2002) of the National Survey of Family Growth. National Center for
Health Statistics. Vifal Health Statistics 23: 26.

Manning, Wendy D. and Pamela J. Smock. 1995. Why Marry? Race and the Transition to Marriage among
Cohabitors. Demography 32: 509-520.

Manning, Wendy D. and Pamela J. Smock. 2000. “Swapping” Families: Serial Parenting and Economic Support
for Children. Journal of Marriage and the Family 62: 111 — 122.

Manning, Wendy D., Pamela J. Smock,and Debarun Majumdar. 2004. The Relative Stability of Cohabiting and
Marital Unions for Children. Population Research and Policy Review 6: 135—159.

Manning, Wendy D. and Pamela J. Smock. 1999. New Families and Nonresident Father-Child Visitation. Social
Forces 78:87-116.

15



Marsiglio, William and Mark Cohan. 2000. Contextualizing Father Involvement and Paternal Influence:
Sociological and Qualitative Themes. Marriage & Family Review 29(2/3): 75-95.

McLanahan, Sara. 2004. Diverging Destinies: How Children are Faring Under the Second Demographic
Transition. Demography 41: 607-627.

McLanahan, Sara and Tara Watson. 2009. Marriage Meets the Jonses: Relative Income, Identity, and Marital
Status. National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper No. 14773. Cambridge, MA.

Mincy, Ronald B. 2002. Who Should Marry Whom? Multiple Partner Fertility among New Parents. Center for
Research on Child Wellbeing Working Paper No. 02~03-FF. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University.

Musick, Kelly. 2002. Planned and Unplanned Childbearing Among Unmarried Women. journal of Marriage and
Family 64:915-929.

National Center for Health Statistics. 2002. Cohabitation, Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage in the United States.
Vital and Health Statistics 23: 22.

Nelson Timothy J., K.C. Torres, and Kathryn Edin. 2002. Not Planned But Not Accidental: Low-Income, Non-
Custodial Fathers’ Participation in Childbearing Decisions. Presented at the American Sociological Association
Annual Meeting.

Nurse Anne. 2002. Fatherhood Arrested: Parenting from Within the Juvenile Justice System. Nashville, TN:
Vanderbilt Univ. Press

Oppenheimer, Valerie. 2000. The Continuing Importance of Men’s Economic Position in Marriage Formation. In
The Ties That Bind: Perspectives on Marriage and Cohabitation, edited by L. Waite, 283-301. New York:
Aldine de Gruyter.

Osborne, Cynthia. 2005. Marriage Following the Birth of a Child for Cohabiting and Visiting Parents. Journal of
Marriage and Family 67: 14-26.

Reed, Joanna. 2007. Anatomy of a Breakup: How and Why Do Unmarried Couples with Children Break Up? In
Unmarried Couples with Children, edited by P. England and K. Edin, 133~156. New York: Russell Sage
Foundation.

Reed, Joanna. 2008. A Closer Look at Unmarried Parenthood: Relationship Trajectories, Meanings of Family Life,
Gender and Culture. Doctoral Dissertation, Northwestern University.

Roy, Kevin M. and Omari L. Dyson. 2007. Gatekeeping in Context: Babymama Drama and the Involvement of
Incarcerated Fathers. Fathering 3: 289-310.

Sassler, Sharon. 2004. The Process of Entering into Cohabiting Unions. Journal of Marriage and Family 66: 491—
505.

Smeeding, Timothy, Irv Garfinkel, and Ronald Mincy. Forthcoming. Young Disadvantaged Men: Fathers, Families,
Poverty, and Policy: An Introduction to the Issues. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Sciences.

Smock Pamela J. and Wendy D. Manning. 1997. Cohabiting Partners’ Economic Circumstances and Marriage.
Demography 34:331-41.

16



Smock, Pamela, Wendy Manning, and Meredith Porter. 2005. Everything’s There Except Money: How Economic
Factors Shape the Decision to Marry among Cohabiting Couples. Journal of Marriage and Family 67:680-96.

Sobolewski, Juliana M. and Valerie King. 2005. The Importance of the Coparental Relationship for Nonresident
Fathers’ Ties to Children. Journal of Marriage and Family 67:1196~1212.

Stewart, Susan D., Wendy D. Manning, and Pamela J. Smock. 2003. Union Formation among Men in the U.S.:
Does Having Prior Children Matter? Journal of Marriage and Family 65: 90 — 104.

Sullivan, Mercer L. 1989. Absent Fathers in the Inner City. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science 501: 48-58.

Sullivan, Mercer L. 1993.Young Fathers and Parenting in Two Inner-City Neighborhoods. In Young Unwed
Fathers: Changing Roles and Emerging Folicies, edited by R. Lerman and T. Ooms, 52-73. Philadelphia, PA:
Temple University Press.

Sweeney, Megan M. 2002. Two Decades of Family Change: The Shifting Economic Foundations of Marriage.
American Sociological Review 67: 132-147.

Tach, Laura, Ronald Mincy, and Kathryn Edin. 2010. Parenting as a Package Deal: Relationships, Fertility, and
Nonresident Father Involvement among Unmarried Parents. Demography 47(1):181-204.

Tach, Laura, and Kathryn Edin. 2009. The Structural and Cultural Determinants of Union Dissolution in Fragile
Families. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Sociological Association. San Francisco, CA.

Testa, Mark, Nan Astone, Marilyn Krogh, and Kathryn Neckerman. 1989. Employment and Marriage among
Inner-City Fathers. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 501: 79-91.

Townsend. Nicholas W. 2004. The Package Deal: Marriage, Work, and Fatherhood in Men’s Lives. Philadelphia
PA: Temple University Press.

Upchurch, Dawn M., Lee A. Lillard. 2001. The Impact of Nonmarital Childbearing on Subsequent Marital
Formation and Dissolution. In Ouf of Wedlock: Causes and Consequences of Nonmarital Fertility, L. Wu and
B. Wolfe, 344~380. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Waller, Maureen R. 2002. My Baby’s Father: Unwed Parents and FPaternal Responsibilities. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press.

Waller, Maureen R. and Raymond Swisher. 2006. Fathers’ Risk Factors in Fragile Families: Implications for
"Healthy" Relationships and Father Involvement. Social Problems 53(3):392~420.

Wood, Robert G, Sheena McConnell, Quinn Moore, Andrew Clarkwest, and JoAnn Hsueh. 2010. “Strengthening
Unmarried Parents’ Relationships: early Impacts of Building Strong Families. Princeton, NJ: Mathematica

Policy Research.

Young, Alford. 2004. The Minds of Marginalized Black Men: Making Sense of Mobility, Opportunity, and Future
Life Chances. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

17



Table 1. Young Adult Mothers' Relationship and Fertility 5 Years After the Birth

Relationship Status with Baby's Father at Baseline

Romantic No

Married Cohabiting  Nonresident  Relationship

(N=218) (N=927) (N=732) (N=349)

Percent In Relationship With Baby's Father 56.6 53.86 27.3 9.3
Percent Who Had New Child With Baby's Father 42.5 46.8 31.8 14.9
One Child 33.8 33.6 25.2 12.7
Two Children 8.7 12.7 5.4 2.2
At Least Three Children 0.0 0.5 1.2 0.0
Percent Not In Relationship With Baby's Father 43.4 46.1 72.8 90.7
percent Who Had New Romantic Partner ? 64.3 76.1 81.4 87.0
One Partner 38.6 39.7 36.1 20.3
Two Partners 15.7 29.7 28.6 37.2

3 Or more Partners 10.0 6.7 16.7 29.5
Percent Who Had New Child With Different Romantic Partner ? 20.7 26.1 35.1 40.5
One Child 12.4 20.7 21.6 23.6
Two Children 8.3 4.9 11.8 16.7

At Least Three Children 0.0 0.5 1.7 0.2

a. Sample restricted to mothers who have ended romantic relationship with baby's father.

Notes: Data come from four waves of Fragile Families Surveys. Sample is restricted to mothers who gave

birth to focal child at age 24 or younger. Data are weighted using national sampling weights.

Sample is restricted to those who are in the sample at both the baseline and 5-year follow up surveys, and those who have non-
missing information on subsequent romantic partners and fertility at both waves.
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