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1 Why isresearch on the effects of parental divorcereevant?

The increase in divorce rates is one of the masbha changes in Western family life. It
Is seen—together with increases in cohabitationwavded parenthood, and declines in
marriage and fertility—as part of a broader chanige,'second demographic transition”
(e.g., Lesthaeghe 1995). These changes have brabght various concerns, some of
which focusing on their economic implications, otheon the effects on child
development, and still others that see them aslpashlems related to a breakdown of
the family institution (Ellwood and Jencks 2004).

In this report, we focus on the second concern,ihan the effects of parental divorce
on child development and various children’s outcenteeveral studies have reported
how children living in divorced and other lone paréamilies tend to have lower levels
of economic well-being, and how the cross-natioraiation in these gaps is closely
related to support from the welfare state (e.genMhckx and Smeeding 2000; Aassve
et al. 2007; Heuveline and Weinshenker 2008). Algio these gaps provide an
explanation to some of the outcomes we focus ongavaot provide a comprehensive
overview of the literature on the short-term ecoroonsequences of divorce.

There is a large research literature analyzing dfiects of divorce. Several
studies from various countries have tried to edenmhe economic, social, health, and
psychological consequences of divorces on adutid,generally found that divorce is
associated with some negative outcomes on, at, lgmsbther party (although it may
have positive psychological effects on some).

There is no general theory of divorce, but marriagemostly seen as an
arrangement in which expressive and instrumentatlgand services are exchanged
between husbands and wives (Teachman 2002). Acgptdithis approach, marriages
are contracted because they provide men and wontkereeonomic and psychological
well-being exceeding what they could gain outside marriage. In the same vein,
marriages are dissolved when the value of the adeitgptions exceed that of marriage
for at least one of the spouses. What is notabledgse theories is that they mainly hold
that spouses decide on whether to continue theinagas based on calculations of their
personal utilities. Therefore, while the well-beind§ other parties involved in the
marriage—particularly, the other spouse and th&i@m—may be taken into account
when deciding on the continuation of the marriagdpes not necessarily play a role.



An implication of this argument is that althoughldien are centrally involved
in divorce, they may not have a powerful say on ghesnts’ decision of whether to
divorce or not. Thus, what might be an optimal 8oluto at least one of the parents
(regardless of whether the decision is to divonceoaemain married) might not be as
good for the children (e.g., Ellwood and Jencks &00his, as well as the usual
concern most people feel for children’s well-bearyl life chances, is a relevant reason
to analyse what kind of effects (if any) parentabdce has on children’s lives.

Not surprisingly, the literature on the short- dodg-term effects of parental
divorce on children is possibly even larger thaat thevoted to the effects of divorce on
the divorcing adults. The objective of this repgerto review the former. We patrticularly
focus on the effects on psychological wellbeingg tifspring’s schooling, family
formation and dissolution, and intergenerationkdtrens. We also restrict our review to
divorce (as opposed to dissolution of both maatad non-marital unions), as most of
the research is on the former. Sufficient to sae hkowever, that the literature on the
dissolution of parents’ non-marital unions gengréfids similar results (Amato 2000).

The report is organized as follows. First, we discthe evolution of the
literature on divorce. Next, we move on to reviegvillne empirical literature on the
intergenerational effects of divorce and provideoaarview of general approaches and
hypotheses, later to address the empirical evidendbee effects of divorce on four
specific outcomes. Finally, we provide a discussiérwhat needs to be done in the

future research on the topic.

2 Evolution of the divorceliterature

The academic and political discussion about thecesfof divorce has often been highly
controversial. Academic research on this topic fudlewed four phases. Following
McLahanan and Sandefur (1994) we can define thegestaking into account: 1- the
relationship between the scientific and the pditicdebate; 2- the methods and
techniques applied by the researchers. Durind 86€s, the literature on this topic and
the public debate largely agreed that parental rdevacand single motherhood had
negative consequences on children’s wellbeing. 9431 however, this finding was
challenged by Elisabeth Herzog and Cecilia Sudiahir lengthy review of the



research on single motherhood: “Children in fa#mss| families”. Their analysis
pointed out that the scientific basis for concewerosingle parent families was quite
weak. In fact, they demonstrated that most stughesving the negative effects of single
parenthood were based on small and conveniencelesurfghildren in treatment of
psychological disorders or wards of court) and doubt be generalized to the
population. On the other hand, they noted thatefaibsence did appear to have some
negative consequences for children but that mostede consequences were probably
due to differences in socioeconomic status.
During the seventies, the conventional wisdom aliusttopic changed completely.
In fact, the literature review itself was takeneasdence that no consequences existed.
Despite the fact that Herzog and Sudia (1973) didemamine new empirical evidence
on that topic, their review did not stimulate ggkascale effort to test the hypothesis that
living in one parent family has no negative conssmes for children. Therefore, during
the seventies there were few studies addressiagapic.
Consequently, at the beginning of the eighties, ¢dbexmon wisdom and the
research hypothesis about that topic were theviig:
1- In terms of children’s well-being, there are nofeliénces between those who
live in an intact family and those who live in asaliced family. Even if it was
the case, the negative association between pareitaice and children’s

outcomes would be not causal.

2- Moreover, even if the association was causal, ggative effects of parental
divorce are only short term, rather than long te@hildren only experience the
negative effects of parental divorce during thestfitwo years after divorce
(Simmons, et al. 1996).

3- Parental divorce could have only an impact on ceiits emotional stress. This
event does not affect other domains of childrenl-xeing (Simmons, et al.
1996).

4- There are no differences between children from laxisffee intact families and

children from divorced families that do not expaded parental conflict.

5- There are no differences between children froncirftamilies and children from

divorced families with stepparents.



6- The impact of parental divorce on children decreager time, as this new
phenomenon becomes more common and society ineghasadapts to it.
Therefore, there are cross-national and cross-geoeal differences in the

intergenerational effects of divorce.

7- Parental divorce has no negative consequencesildran that experience this

event when they are teenagers or early adults.

This common wisdom has been critically assessed ftee 1980s onwards with a
new line of research that addressed the questia@ivofce in a less controversial way
(McLanahan and Sandefur, 1994). This new generatiogasearch was centrally based
on improved research methods and techniques, imgjudngitudinal instead of merely
cross-sectional data, and large and representsdiviples instead of small convenience

ones.

Did this new generation of research change the communderstanding of the effects
of divorce on children’s well-being and life chas@eWe turn to this question in the

following section, where we review research on thusstion in the past three decades.

3 What do we know after three decades of research?

In this section, we discuss what is known afteeg¢hdecades of research. During this
time, researchers have tried to answer the maistigues that were in place in the early
1980’s. We first focus on some common themes fedtun much of the literature,
namely the question of causality; whether effeants short-term or long-term and
whether age at which parental divorce is experigno®tters; whether there are
differences between parental death and parentaraivand whether step-parenthood
can ameliorate the effects of parental divorce; w&hdther there are cross-national and
cross-cohort differences in the effects of parediabrce and whether institutions and
policies can shape these effects. We then turret@wing the literature on the four

specific outcomes.



3.1 Aretheéeffectsof parental divorce causal?

Literature reviews —see for example Amato and K€itB91la); Amato and Keith
(1991b); Sigle-Rushton and McLanahan (2004)- haedl established that children
from intact families have better outcomes and dévigvell-being than children from
divorced families. However, we cannot be sure i@t outcomes associated with
divorce actually result from separatiper seas opposed to another factor that is more
common among people who divorce. The selectionppetsre considers that the
negative outcomes observed among children who gmwithout one of the biological
parents are due to differences between the kingeapble who divorce and the kinds of
people who remain married (Sigle-Rushton and Mdlana2004). In fact, it has been
well demonstrated that, before family break-up,odved families are different from
intact families in several characteristics influeigcboth parental divorce and children’s
outcomes. Nevertheless, testing the selectionrgheo methodologically difficult.
Indeed, as Sigle-Rushton and McLanahan (2004) motapsence of an experiment
where children were randomly assigned to diffek@mds of families, it is impossible to
say precisely how children in divorced families Wbhave fared, had they lived with
two biological parents. In spite of this limitatioseveral second best solutions have

been developed in order to rule out the selectifates.

One solution uses longitudinal data, explicitly adrat controlling for observed
pre-disruption characteristics of the families. é&Whpre-divorce circumstances are
taken into account, the association between pdrdivarce and children’s well-being
becomes smaller and, in some studies, not statfligtisignificant (Amato and Keith,
1991b). Nevertheless, even taking into accountdmmription differences in family
characteristics and children well-being, other ®sidcontinue to find a negative
association between parental divorce and childreeltbeing (Frosting, Greenberg and
Robins, 2001; Cherlin, Chase-Lansddale and McR&88;1Cherlin, Kiernan and
Chase-Lansale, 1995; Sigle-Rushton, Hobcraft amtni&n, 2005; Ni Brochalain et al
2000).

However, the main problem of this second best swius that even if the model
includes a long list of pre-divorce characteristicss still possible to argue that some
unobserved characteristics are responsible for lidsolution and negative child
outcomes. For this reason, another approach fdndeaith the selection problem has

been developed. Sibling models are based on thetliat siblings share the same
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parents but the amount of the time that they livaaidivorced family is different -if
parents divorce when the one child is 15 and theratO, the oldest sibling has lived 15
years in a intact family and the youngest only 49d assumes that the longer children
live in an intact family, the higher the negativiéeet (Ermish and Francesconi, 2001;
Yeung, Duncan and Hill, 1995; Hao and Xie, 2002nish, Francesconi and Pevalin,
2004; Bjorklund and Sundstrom, 2006 ). Therefdne,lack of differences between the
oldest and the youngest child means that the saheleypothesis is true, that is, parental
divorce does not produce a negative effect on mmldHowever, research on parental
divorce has not demonstrated that the negativetefifeparental divorce is lower when
this event occurs during adolescence than durifidhadod (Woodward, Fergusson and
Belsky, 2000). Moreover, sibling models assume plaaénts treat their children exactly
the same way and that children respond similarlydiorce, two higly unlikely
premises (Sigle-Rushton and Mclanahan, 2004). Beeldor sibling models is mixed:
in some cases, the differences between childrevarious types of family structure
become smaller and insignificant when siblings ammpared while, in others,

differences remain statistically significant (Skigeshton and Mclanahan, 2004).

A third method used by the researchers in ordetesb the selection theory
consists of including measures of child well-beinghe model (Cherlin et al. 1991,
Painter and Levine 2000; Sigle-Rushton, Hobcraft Kiernan, 2005). However, even
if these measures are included, it is still posstblargue that some unobserved family
characteristics are not controlled for. Theref@@ne researchers have developed this
approach and used longitudinal data and differemabfference estimators that help in
controlling for some of the unobserved factors,coynparing the outcomes and trends
in them before and after the event of divorce (egnz-de-Galdeano and Vuri 2007).
Sanz-de-Galdeano and Vuri (2007) reported thath whis approach, the negative
effects of divorce were greatly reduced and oftatistically not significant. However,
while otherwise compelling, a problem of an apphloaomparing children rather
immediately before and after divorce lies in itglitit assumption that divorce is one-
shot event, the timing of which can be accuratebasured. It is easy to offer the
counter-argument that divorce is instead a protesshas usually started well before
the divorce papers are signed (cf. Amato 2000).s€quently, from this point of view,
the divorce process itself may start having effamtschildren’s well-being already



before the event of divorce itself. This, of coy@eo puts pressure on the measurement

of divorce, as divorce can be hard to discern feomerely dysfunctional marriage.

All in all, despite progress in the development ambption of improved
measures, there is a continuous need for furttssareh building on methods that take
into account the problems of causal inference wigitsgnizing the often messy nature

of the divorce process.

3.2 Typesof selection effects

Identifying whether the association between pateatiteorce and children’s well-being
is causal or spurious is clearly important. Howevers also relevant to identify the
sources of selectivity. Literature has shown thmagén selection effects: socio-economic
(Jonsson and Gahler, 1997), conflict (Amato, 2081J genetic selection. The genetic
selection perspective focuses on the transmissiogenetically inherited personality
traits from parents to children. The genetic infloe on divorce is not direct but arises
from the genetic influence on personality and tbeadation between personality traits
and propensity to divorce (Jockin, McGue, and Lykk&996). Several studies have
demonstrated the genetical influences on childradjsistment (McGuire et al. 1994;
Rutter et al. 1999). Taken together, the aboveddiadings lead to the hypothesis that
inherent characteristics of parents, such as amdilspersonality traits, are direct causes
of dysfunctional family patterns and divorce, adlwe child problems (Amato, 2000).
Studies of biological families are unable to disgigle genetic and environment sources
of influence because parents provide both the gamesthe environment for their
biological children. Studies with adopted childrare more appropriate. Brodzinsky,
Hitt, and Smith (1993) find that the associatioriween parental divorce and child
problems was similar for adopted and biologicaldren. Amato and Cheadle (2008)
obtain the same results for behavioural problem&o@nor et al. (2000) find that this
association is similar for behavioural problems aubstance abuse but not for

academic achievement and social adjustment.

The socio-economic selection perspective consithatsthe effect of parental divorce is
explained by socioeconomic characteristics of #milfy before this event. Since a long
time ago, research has demonstrated that the sociomic characteristics of families
influence children’s outcomes (Coleman, 1966), d@hd effect of one’s family

background continues to play a prominent role itewheining life chances (Breen,
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2005) Furthermore, it is well-known that the socm@omic characteristics of the
family are good predictors of parental divorce W#dren and Dronkers, 2006;
Lyngstad, 2006). If socioeconomic factors affecthbparental divorce and children’s
outcomes, then the association between them isosgguHowever, even if most studies
include socioeconomic controls prior to maritaldkaip, they find parental divorce has

a negative effect (Jonsson and Gahler, 1997; Sandetl McLanahan, 1994).

The conflict selection explanation stresses thas iparental conflict prior to
divorce and not marital break-yger seis what explains why children of divorced
families fare worse on several domains when congptorechildren of intact families.
This argument is supported by the literature thaws that children tend to be drawn
into conflict between parents —resulting in a detation of parent-child relationship
and general family cohesiveness (Amato, 1986; lohn&line and Tschann, 1989).
Moreover, it has been shown that early experierméegarental conflict, i.e. during
childhood, have lasting consequences on the qualitghe relationship between
children and their parents (Amato and Afifi, 20@®Hbolewski and Amato, 2007). As
Amato (1993) argued, according to this theory, edldhces between children from
divorced families and intact families should appeaefore parental divorce.
Nevertheless, some studies find that parental devend parental conflict have direct
and different effects on children’s outcomes (Emer998; Jekielek, 1998; Hanson,
1999). In addition, Hanson (1999) demonstrated thahe United States, less than half
of divorces are preceded by periods of high confltontrary to one of early eighties
main hypothesis, some studies showed that disealwf low-conflict marriages has
also negative effects on offspring's lives (Amdtopmis and Booth, 1995; Duran-
Aydintug, 1997; Hanson, 1999). Moreover, they disond that parental divorce has
positive effects on children that have experieree@igh level of parental conflict before

separation.

Taking into account all these findings, some redeas have argued that there is
enough evidence to consider that part of the negadifects of parental divorce on
children are causal (Amato, 2007). Conversely, rstHeve stated that the existing
evidence does not rule out the selection hypoth&sisstenberg, 2007). Clearly, more

research on this theoretically and socially impairtapic is needed.



3.3  Doestime matter? Short- and long-ter m effects, and age at parental divorce

As mentioned previously, at the beginning of thghtes most researchers, as well as
the public debate, concluded that even if the aag8on was causal, the negative effects
of parental divorce were only short term as oppdedtian long term. Therefore, from

a policy point of view, the increase of parentalatice should not be seen as a problem

because its negative effects would disappear awver. t

Some research shows that the negative consequehaigorce are stronger
during the first two years and decrease over tiivallerstein and Kelly, 1980), thus
supporting the thesis of short-term effects. Howeglaring the last three decades, other
scholars have shown that the negative effects k@l divorce can remain after long
time. In fact, the literature has thoroughly dentmted the t negative effect of parental
divorce on several adult outcomes such as eduedtiattainment (Sigle-Rushton,
Hobcraft and Kiernan, 2005; Jonsson and Gahler7;188cLanahan and Sandefur,
1997; Koivusita et al., 2003; Riala et al, 2003)ula psychological well-being (Amato
and Booth, 1997; Amato and Sobolewski 2001; Cheflhase-Lanslade and McRae,
1998; Gahler and Garriga, 2009), the frequency qudlity of parent adult-child
relations (Albertini and Garriga, 2009; Sobolewskid Amato, 2007) and divorce
(Amato, 1996; Bumpas, Martin and Sweet, 1991; Wg#r, 1999).

An additional time-related—and contentious—issuenceons the question of
whether the effects of parental divorce depencherage at which the child experiences
it (Woodward, Fergusson and Belsky, 2000). A figsbup of studies suggest that
marital dissolution may be more harmful for younghildren than for older ones
(Allison and Furstenberg 1989; Emery 1988; Walrsand Kelly 1980; Zaslow 1989;
Steele, Sigle-Rushton and Kravdal 2009). Thus,efcample, based on their results,
Allison and Furstenberg suggested that youngediahil are less resilient to the effects
of parental divorce due to their relatively immatwocial and cognitive development,
and their greater dependence on parents. Convebbr researchers have suggested
that it is adolescent children that are particylartlnerable to marriage break-ups
(Chase-Lansdale, Cherlin and Kiernan, 1995; Feogyddorwood and Lynskey 1994).
In fact, it is argued that, as time passes afterevent, children who were infants or
preschoolers at the time of the event have muahnesnories of their parents’ conflicts
and their own break-up related sufferings thanrotd@dren, (Wallerstein, Corbin and
Lewis, 1988). Finally, a third group of studies moluthat the effects of divorce do not



vary by children’s age at the time of the eventdéicand Demo 1994; Furstenberg and
Teitler 1994).

One major problem in dealing with this topic is thigh probability that the relation
between the negative effects of divorce and childrage at the time of the event varies
notably depending on the specific type of outcornaswered (Hetherington et al.
1989). Some scholars, however, tend to derive argeénonclusion on this relation, and
do not pay enough attention to potential differende specific outcomes (e.g.
Woodward, Fergusson and Belsky, 2000; Furstenbed) Beitler, 1994; for an
exception, Amato 2001). Therefore, future reseasbbuld address these questions
taking specifically into account the possibilityaththe effect of the age at which
parental divorce is experienced depends on theméainder consideration.

34 Divorce, parental death, and step-parent families

In the early eighties, most researchers considiadchildren’s well-being increased if
divorced mothers remarried and there were no eiffees between children living in
stepparent families and those in fully biologicamilies (Amato and Keith, 1991a).
This hypothesis is based in two main assumptions.tl@ one hand, the level of
family’s income is higher in stepparent than indgomarent families (McLanahan and
Sandefur, 1994). Moreover, lone mothers often haveork long hours, suffer from
task overload and, as a consequence, dheyonstrained in the number of hours they
can devote to the supervision, attention and cbrafotheir children (Astone and
McLanahan, 1991). In contrast, in step-parent f@sithere are two adults that can

supervise and control children.

However, three decades of research have demomkttzdé children’s well-being in
stepparent families is lower than in two parentifeas and, in most cases, they do not
perform better than children in single parent fasil(Amato and Keith, 1991b;
McLanahan and Sandefur, 1994; Amato, 2000; Ama@f12 Jonsson and Gabhler,
1997). As McLanahan and Sandefur (1994) notedethex good theoretical reasons to
think that a new partner at home is not benefifmalchildren. In fact, a parent's new
partner can also be a new source of stress fodrehil A new adult at home implies a
new household organization, while the child caecejhe new parent’'s partner, since
sometimes children are reluctant to share theiemgawith an person (Visher and
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Visher, 1983). Moreover, the fact that a new spaséd increase family welfare does
not imply that income available for children witiarease, as it is possible that he or she
also has to maintain children from a previous retehip, or does not want to share his

or her income with his or her stepchildren (ThommpddcLanahan and Curtin 1992).

Moreover, in the early eighties, most researchersidered that, in terms of children’s
well-being, there were no differences between childhat experienced parental death
and those that suffered parental divorce. Mostditee reviews showed that parental
divorce is more harmful for children than parendalath even after controlling for
family income (Amato and Keith, 1991a; 1991b;; Hethgton, Bridges, Insabella,
1998; Sigle-Rushton and McLanahan, 2004). Howewnea, recent study Steele, Sigle-
Rushton and Kravdal (2009) found that once contaoés introduced for unobserved
differences between mothers, the differences in edfiects of parental divorce and

parental bereavement on educational attainmenpjolesa.

35 Cross-national and cohort differences

Although most research on the effects of parentarde comes from the United States,
a rich body of research has been developed in aintries. Given the well-known
differences in welfare states, family institutioasd legislative practices, even between
Western countries, many researchers have analysether there are systematic cross-
national differences in the effects of parentabdie and whether these could be linked
to institutional and policy differences. Cross-natl comparative research can thus be
very useful to identify macro-level societal fastdhat mediate the effects of parental
divorce. In particular, it can point to specificligges that can be used to ameliorate any

unwanted consequences of parental divorce on thprofg.

In a similar vein, many researchersehalgo been interested in examining if the
effects of divorce become weaker across time, asrc@ becomes increasingly
common (Wolfinger 1999; Sigle-Rushton, Hobcraft dfdrnan 2005; Albertini and
Garriga 2008; Dronkers and Harkdénen 2008). Thisottygsis often relies on the
“declining stigma” hypothesis, according to whias, divorces become more common,
the stigma associated with marital breakup declimisch, in turn reduces the negative
effects of divorce. Another explanation pointshiie thanging composition of divorcees.
When divorce was rare and difficult to get, it waminly limited to extremely
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dissatisfied and conflictual couples. When divorates increased, other motivations
such as relational and psychological dissatisfachecame the norm (de Graaf and
Kalmijn 2006). Therefore, divorces not only becamere heterogeneous in their
backgrounds and motivations, but these changesl @sib have had effects on the way
children experienced the dissolution of their pgsemarriage. However, the changing
composition of divorcees may also have caused arease of the intergenerational
effects of divorce. For example, Harkbnen and Densk(2006) found that the
educational gradient of divorce had changed in mamyntries, so that while highly
educated women were previously more likely to diegiless educated women are now
the ones with the higher divorce rates. If lesscated women have fewer resources to
cope with the consequences of divorce, the impdinatof divorce at the population

level may become more severe.

As a general conclusion, one could say that redudt® many countries point in a
similar direction (to negative effects of parerdalorce). Due to the relative scarcity of
explicitly comparative studies, it is often moreffidult to make claims on the

differences in the strength of these effects. Haxethe studies that exist do point to
some degree of variation (e.g., Pong, Dronkers Hachpdem Thompson, 2003;
Wagner and Wi 2006; Dronkers and Harkonen 2008), which in somases can be

linked to explicit measures by countries’ instituns related to family systems. We will

discuss these cases below in the subsectionsddaliffierent outcomes.

Regarding the “declining effect hypothesis”, theules are somewhat conflicting, as
will be discussed in more detail below. Some studie find a weakening of the effect
of divorce, as hypothesized (e.g. Wolfinger 199 ereas others show no difference
(Sigle-Rushton, Hobcraft and Kiernan, 2005). Ag#ie, changes in the effect are likely
to vary by outcome. However, it is worth pointingt dhat to our knowledge no studies
have reported a widening of the gap between cilgrieo grew up in divorced versus

intact families.

It is also important to take into considerationtthestitutional arrangements that are
thought to affect divorce and the effects of diwoan affect intact marriages as well.
For example, Wolfers (2004) reported that adult® \yghew up in a unilateral divorce
law environment were faring worse. Even though #uthor argued that making
divorcing easier did actually raise divorce rageshange in divorce legislation can also

have an effect on children who did not experienaeeptal divorce. This is because a
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change in divorce laws also changes intrahouseheldviour, regardless of whether
the couple divorces or not (Stevenson and Wolf@862 Similarly, Dronkers and
Harkdonen (2008) argued that the effect on an idd&i’'s own divorce of his or her
parents break-up could be weaker in countries Wit divorce rates, also because
those whose parents did not divorce live in an remvnent that is generally more

accepting of divorce.

4 Offspring outcomes

In this section, we separately discuss four outcowfeparental divorce on children’s
lives: psychological outcomes, educational outcomeartnership formation and
dissolution, and intergenerational social relatioks discussed in previous sections of
this report, it is usually worthwhile and necess@wyconsider the intergenerational
effects of parental divorce separately by outcosiace the relevant mechanisms

linking parental divorce to the different outconves be very different.

We begin by reviewing the effects of parental dbeo on children’s
psychological well-being, since this is an obviauscome that is also seen as a crucial
mechanism linking parental divorce to other outcero€interest. We then cover the
literature on educational outcomes, and the sugdeasiechanisms behind the mainly
negative effects of parental divorce on childrestiooling. Since educational outcomes
have been of interest to many researchers, a lgrsgidice is devoted to this outcome.
Finally, we discuss the effects of parental divosoepartnership and family formation

and dissolution, as well as on intergenerationeiledoelations.

4.1  Parental divorce and offspring psychological well-being

Literature on the impact of parental divorce onldiein’s psychological well-being is
mainly American—exceptions include Sigle-Rushtorgbktaft and Kiernan (2004),
Cherlin, Chase-Lansdale & McRae (1998), and Chaselsale, Cherlin and Kiernan
(1995) for United Kingdom and Gahler and Garrig0@ for Sweden. A common

conclusion is that parental divorce has the padémdi cause a lot of stress to children
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and adults alike, even though there is major imhligl heterogeneity in the effects, with
some benefiting, others experiencing short-ternpslio well-being, and others entering
a longer term negative trajectory (Amato 2000).sWariation is linked to the quality of
the marriage prior to divorce, the rate of confliotthe divorce process, personal
adjustment skills, and social support (ibid.). Sarh#édren whose parents put an end to
a particularly conflicting or abusive marriage ntagnefit from parental divorce, but the
average outcome seems to be negative, with mol@rehisuffering from it, although
according to many reviews the effects are not \strgng (Amato and Booth 1991,
Amato 2001).

Several causal mechanisms have been suggesteditftexplain this negative
association. We distinguish between those thatsfaouthe psychological well-being
during the childhood and those that concentratéhanoutcome during the adulthood.
Among the childhood explanations, as for educatiangcomes, one of the main
arguments stresses the decline of children’s stdnofaliving after divorce, since it is
well-demonstrated that economic difficulties affeegatively children’s psychological
well-being during childhood (Conger, Conger, & HId&997; Conger et al. 1992;
Takeuchi et al. 1991). A second explanation derivesh attachment theory (Bowlby
1969, 1973, 1980), which postulates that childramveha need for a secure relationship
with adult caregivers, in absence of which psychcla development will not take
place. Waters et al. (2000) showed that parentabrcdé can provoke an insecure
attachment between a child and his or her pardistefore, children from divorced
families have a higher probability to experienciwaer psychological well-being. A
third line of argument focuses on parents’ psycicll well-being. Divorce is also a
difficult experience for adults (Ross, 1995; RuiecBrril, 1997) and children who have
parents with psychological distress have a higisd of experiencing psychological
problems than other children (Abela et al. 2009).

Turning to findings on the effects of parental doe on psychological well-
being in adulthood, most adult offspring, both frdimorced and intact families, show
generally good levels of well-being (Cherlin 199Blevertheless, children of divorce
have a higher probability of showing psychologiqgabblems in adulthood. For
example, Amato and Sobolewski (2001) found thatemi@l divorce weakens the
emotional bonds between parents and children irttamhd, and weak parent-child
bonds, in turn, place adult offsprings at risk élstress, low self-esteem, and general
unhappiness. McLeod (1991) and Ross and Mirowsk§9ql showed that this
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association is partly due to lower socioeconomid emerpersonal statuses among the
children of divorce. Moreover, Cherlin, Chase-Lasd and Kiernan (1998) reported
that the gap in emotional well-being between thidotn of divorce and children from

intact families tends to grow along the life course

4.1.1 Cross-national and Cross-generational changes

There are few cross-national or cross-generatistoalies about the effect of parental
divorce on children’s psychological well-being. Aima and Keith's (1991a)
comprehensive meta-analysis on studies conductédebe the 1950s and 1980s
showed that the effect size of divorce had decreagen early and later studies were
compared. For this reason, they predicted thaetteet size of parental divorce should
continue to decrease in the next decade. Nevestheie a replication of the same
comprehensive meta-analysis with the studies phddisduring the nineties, Amato
(2001) found that the effect size of parental dreotends to be weakest in the early
1980s and stronger in the 1990s; even if it is aikeo account that studies became
more methodologically sophisticated during the X¥%an before, and that more
methodologically sophisticated studies tend todyi@lore modest effect sizes. Results
of cross-generational and country studies go in game direction. Sigle-Rushton,
Hobcraft, and Kiernan (2005), comparing British edb born in 1958 and 1970,
showed that the association between parental divancl children’s and psychological
well-being does not decrease. Gahler and Garri@@92 obtained the same results
comparing three Swedish generations. In additidp,aad associates (2000) did not
find that effects were more negative in Scotlandthiwow divorce rates) than in

England (with high divorce rates).

4.2 Educational outcomes

A substantial part of the research on parentalrdevdocuses on children’s educational
outcomes such as standardized achievement testslesyr teachers' ratings, or
intelligence. During the last three decades rekedrom different countries has
demonstrated that parental separation has geneedigtive effects on these outcomes
(see Amato and Keith, 1991a; Amato and Keith, 19%hato, 2001; Sigle-Ruhston
and McLahanan, 2004 for a review).
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Apart from the usual problem of causality versetedion, researchers have
focused on getting an understanding of the mechemigansmitting the effect of
parental divorce on educational success. Belowdis@iss some of the central ones.

4.2.1 Economic deprivation and downward social mobility

Family income is a good predictor of children’s ealional outcomes (Coleman, 1966;
Duncan & Brooks-Gunn, 1997). Poor parents may ealile to buy equipment such as
books or computers or to defray the costs of amufli training (Gahler, 1996).
Adolescents from poor families may be pressurel@doe the school early and to seek
employment (Amato & Keith, 2001). Furthermore, loagnitive stimulation provided
in poor households is a major pathway linking dindldd poverty to childhood
intellectual development (Guo and Harris 2000).

Divorce is often associated with decreased mater&lbeing and downward
social mobility (Jonsson and Géahler 1997). Sepagatouples need to divide their
economic resources, thus losing their economiescafe (McLanahan and Sandefur
1994). It is also common for children of divorcectmtinue residing with their mothers,
who tend to suffer economically more than theinéas (Jarvis & Jenkins, 1999; Aasve
& all, 2007; Manting & Bouman, 2004). Single-mothi@amilies are more likely to
experience a higher level of economic insecuritgalpse female workers frequently
have lower status, lower income and less secure (Sigle-Rusthon & McLanahan,
2004). Besides purely material losses, childrerdigbrce often also lose the social
capital and prestige associated with the occupaltiand educational status of the other
parent, usually the father (Jonsson and Gahler)1$2ithers may find it hard to transfer
their educational and occupational resources amprati®ns to their non-resident
children. Downward social mobility associated wiitie loss of the higher-status parent
is correspondingly an important explanation for tixeaker educational outcomes of
children of divorce (ibid.).

There are strong country differences in terms efdbonomic penalty associated
with marital dissolution (Andfeet al., 2006; Aassve et al., 2007). The generiadpais
that divorced mothers in Scandinavian countrietf) @wigenerous welfare provision, are
much better off than divorced women in other natioAndrgy and associates (2006)
comparing Belgium, Germany, ltaly, Great BritaindaBweden, find that British

mothers, due the limited welfare provision, are tipalarly vulnerable, being
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considerably more dependent on the labour markatrasans to maintain a reasonable
level of economic self-sufficiency. Therefore, engal support of this explanation
depends on the country under analysis. Americaearekers concluded that income
differentials account for a 50% of the differencehigh school graduations among
children from unstable families (Sandefur & McLaaah1994). In contrast, in Sweden,
family income accounts for a small proportion oé teffect of family disruption on
educational attainment (Jonsson & Gahler, 1997)vefsi these cross-national
differences in the associations between familycstme and living standards, it may not
be surprising that Pong, Dronkers and Hampden-Tisom§2003) found that stronger
public support for single parents was an impor&xylanation for the cross-national
variation in the test score gap between childremmfrsingle-parent and two-parent

families.

4.2.2 Psychological adjustment

Biblarz & Raftery (1999) and Jonsson and Gahleg97) argue that the emotional
turmoil experienced by children after parental doeocould be also responsible for the
negative impact of divorce on children’s educatlomatcomes. Garriga (2007)
demonstrated that children’s psychological adjustmexplain part of the association
between parental divorce and educational performalmcfact, it is well-know that
children with psychological problems have lower @tional performance than the rest
(Widfield and Eccles, 1999; Margalit and Shulmé9@; Mercer 1997) while, as
mentioned above, research shows that children frotact families have better
psychological well-being that children from divodcamilies (Demo and Acock, 1988;
Amato and Keith, 1991a; Amato and Keith, 1991bitskl, 1996). However, in order

to test this theory, further research is necessary.

4.2.3 Parenting of theresidential parent

Socialization theories emphasize the essential gblparenting in shaping children’s

live (Biblarz and Raftery, 1999). Correspondingbgveral studies demonstrate that

quality of parenting of the custodial parent, uguéthe mother, explains part of the

association between parental divorce and childredigcational outcomes (Astone &

McLanahan, 1991; McLanahan & Sandefur, 1994; Sinsnehal. 1999). Empirical

evidence suggests that divorced mothers tend tiorpera less effective parenting
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such asmonitoring, discipline, supervisien than married mothers (Furstenberg and
Nord, 1985; Hetherington, Cox and Cox, 1985; Simsnat al, 1996). Several
explanations focus on the importance of parentingtiey differ on what explains the

decrease on childrearing skills after parental digo

Firstly, the custodial parentto compensate for the economic loss mentioned
above— often has to increase the share of time spenaimfiig employment. He or she
also have to execute a greater share of the holastsis. This 'task overload' (Weiss,
1979) might cause a decrease in parental attertielp, and supervision (Amato &
Keith, 1991b; Astone and McLanahan, 1991). Sectmal parental authority structure
can be weak in single-parent and stepparent fasniiemck 1988; Steinberg 1988), in
part because mother/child relations run the riskezsfoming more peerlike (Biblarz and
Raftery, 1999). Finally, the parental adjustmerplaration (Amato, 1993; Simons et
al, 1999) also focuses on parenting, but consitheristhe effect of parental divorce on
childrearing skills is mediated by the psychologigell-being and deviant behaviour of
the custodial parent. It is well-know that divonsegatively affects the psychological
well-being of the spouse (Lorenz et al. 1997; Tyridoyd and Wheaton, 1995;
Dreman and Aldor, 1994). Several studies have shibnahparental depression has a
disruptive effect on the quality of parenting, whio turn increases the probability of
child conduct problems (Conger et al., 1992; Radaeow, Richters, and Wilson,
1988; Simons, Lorenz, Wu, and Conger, 1993). Sinaodsassociate€l 996) found that
parental depression and ineffective parenting pregexplained a significant portion of
the association between divorce and both adolesoéstnalizing and externalizing
problems. Moreover, several studies have repohatidivorced mothers have a higher
incidence of antisocial behaviour than mothers whomarried (Capaldi and Patterson,
1991; Lahey et al., 1988; Simons et al., 1993; $&snet al., 1996). Research has
reported an inverse association between mothetisoaial behaviour and quality of
parenting (Capaldi and Patterson, 1991; SimonsmBAeaet al., 1993; Simons et al.,
1996). Several explanations can determine the teffefc divorce on parental
psychological well-being and deviance behaviour. ts one hand, it is well-known
that single mothers experience more chronic sowtasrain (McLanahan and Booth,
1989). On the other hand, divorper secan also provoke a decrease in psychological
well-being because it is one of life's most strnaelssikperiences (Holmes and Rahe,

1967) and, as clinicians mention, it is an evehloWweed by a great feeling of loss.
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4.2.4 Parenting of the non-resident father

It is well-established that divorce is associatethva decrease in the quantity and
quality of the relationship between children andh-castodial parents (Furstenberg,
Nord, Peterson, & Zill, 1983; Seltzer, 1991; Hethgton & Stanley- Hagan, 1997,

Shapiro & Lambert, 1999). Early research on noidesg fathers often was based on
the assumption that frequent father contacts bedeidren (King, 1994a) In contrast,

Amato and Gilbreth (1999) in their meta-analytisaldy demonstrate that there is little
evidence supporting that frequency of contact bebnbe non resident father and their
children improve the well-being of the latter. &#esns that parental-child contact is a
necessary but not a sufficient condition. Howeveese researchers show that child’'s
feelings of closeness with the non-custodial pahawe a positive impact on children’s
educational outcomes although its effect is lowaa@ntauthoritative parenting. However,
even if there is a close relationship between thenesident father and the child, some
parents behave toward their children as an adiéhdr (Acock and Demo, 1994,

Arendell, 1995; Mott, 1990; Rossi, 1984). They mdrely as a “Disneyland Dads” to

their children rather than assuming any real pargntesponsibility. Steward (1999)

finds that patterns of participation in activitiesth absent children are: 30 % of non-
resident fathers have not contact with their cleiidrdl % only participate on leisure
activities; and 29 % participate on school or orpad activities and leisure. Several
studies have demonstrated that participating sutei activities with the non residential

father has not a positive effect on children’s outes (Stewart, 2003; Young et al.
1995). Taking into account these findings, it cob&largued that recent literature has
demonstrated that authoritative parenting of the residential parent explains part of

the negative association between parental divardechildren’s educational outcomes.

4.25 Comparative and institutional mediation

In most Western countries, there are studies oneffexts of parental divorce on
educational attainmeniMoreover, it is surprising that, even in countnrggh generous
welfare states such as Scandinavian ones, it isd@glonstrated that single parenthood
or parental divorce has a negative effects on wild educational attainment- see
Jonsson and Gabhler, (1997) for Sweden, Deding arsgain (2002) for Denmark; Riala
and associates (2003) and Koivusilta (2003) fordfid. Cross-generational studies

obtain similar results. Comparing British cohoi$y and associates (1999) and Sigle-

19



Rushton, Hobcraft, and Kiernan (2005) show thatdffect of family breakdown on
children’s educational attainment has not atteediatver time. Biblarz and Raftery
(1999) show that the effect of family structureanmldren’s years of education has not
decreased across generations in US. Moreover, Bedid Hussain (2002) demonstrate
that the negative effect of family break-up on geaf schooling is similar in two
Danish cohorts.

There are not cross-national studies for the ethretattainment outcome since
all of them focus on test scores. Hamden-Thomps2004), using data from
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develaopim@rogramme for Student
Assessment Study (PISA) 2000, find that the eftéingle-parenthood on test scores
iIs not significantly different for Scandinavian caaes than for the rest. However,
comparing United Kingdom, Germany, Spain, Denmbitsway and Sweden, Esping-
Andersen (2007), using the same data, concludes ldine@ motherhood only has
negative effects in the United States. Pong, Drenked Hamden-Thompson (2003)
show that the effect of single parenthood on maith @eading tests is higher in the
United States than in other countries. MoreovdipWang a multilevel analysis, these
researchers also find that single parenthood s dlegrimental when family policies

equalize resources between single- and two-paaemitiés.

4.3  Parental divorce and family formation and dissolution in the offspring
One line of empirical research on the effects afeptal divorce has focused on its
effects on the family formation and dissolution &ebur of the offspring. We first

review the literature on the associations betwesgenis’ and children’s divorce.

4.3.1 Parental divorce and family formation

As in many other cases, the literature on the impgarental divorce on family
formation behaviour is mainly American. Many stigdieave been interested in whether
children of divorce marry more or less, earliedaier. Other studies have focused on
the role of parental divorce on unwed parenthood.

Maybe the most comprehensive reviews on thesedqm the United States)
were made by Nicholas Wolfinger (2003; 2005). Conicey the entry into marriage, he
showed that whereas children of divorce were mikey to marry young in early
cohorts (surveyed in 1973), they were marrying lateer rate (i.e., later or not at all) in
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the older cohorts (surveyed in 1994). However,othicases, children of divorce were
more likely to marry as teenagers. In the Unitechgdiom, Cherlin and associates
(1995) found that children of divorce were moreshkto cohabit, but did not show a
higher nor lower likelihood to marry at the age28fthan those from intact families.

Due to the changing nature of the effects of patetivorce on the entry into
marriage, it is difficult to pin down a single eaphtion. However, different
mechanisms have been proposed, some of which ocan steonger effects in some
socio-historical contexts than others. The reagonsarly marriage among children of
divorced parents include (i) marriage as a wayadbw stressful or impoverished home
environment; (ii) the psychological consequencetheir parents’ divorce that can also
lead to earlier sexual initiation; and (iii) mage as a result of deprived economic
circumstances, a lack of alternatives such asahegmaining in education (Wolfinger
2003; 2005). All of these explanations have reativarious degrees of support. For
example, Cherlin and associates (1995) found thiédren of divorce showed a higher
probability of having moved away from their pardieme due to friction at home.

On the other hand, the explanations for postponemEemarriage include the
more negative attitudes to marriage of the childoéndivorce, interpersonal skill
deficits (discussed above), and the increasingtgptable option of cohabitation. Some
studies link parental divorce with more negativews towards marriage (e.g., Axinn
and Thornton 1996). However, this result has nanbeniversally supported (e.qg.,
Amato 1988; Trent and South 1992; Tasker and Risha®94: 341-2). According to
Amato (1988), for instance, children of divorceusalmarriage but are also more aware
of its limitations. Tasker and Richards (1994) adjuhat the more negative feelings
toward marriage can be explained by parental anéind deteriorating parent-child

relationships, which also depreciate views on raggifor children from intact families.

Wolfinger (2003a) also claimed the children of doe are more likely to
postpone marriage because of an increasingly addeptlternative of cohabitation.
Children of divorced parents have been found tarbgeneral, more open to alternative
family forms, such as non-marital cohabitation (eAxinn and Thornton 1996). This,
combined with an acknowledgement of the limitatiasfs marriage (Amato 1988;
Wolfinger 2005) can explain why children of divorteve a higher likelihood of
entering cohabitation.
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A few studies have looked at not only whether abitd of divorce enter
partnerships and marriage in general, but alsoha&ther children of divorce are likely
to marry different kinds of people than those whewgup in intact families. Wolfinger
(2003), for example, reported that American childod divorce were more likely to
marry other individuals with similar experiencedjigh in turn increased the likelihood
that these marriages dissolved. Teachman (2004)dftliat in the United States, the
spouses of children of divorce have lower levelsediication. In a similar vein,
Harkénen, Erola, and Dronkers (2009) have found-fotand that children of divorced
parents were marrying people with high levels diicadion at a lower rate than those
from intact families, but no difference could bdeited regarding marriage to people
with low educational levels. Since marriage is qrath that affects the levels of
economic well-being in adulthood, the fact thatdii@n of divorce have a lower rate of
marriage to highly educated people can be one @athiarough which divorce shapes
intergenerational socioeconomic outcomes.

Concerning the effects on fertility behaviour, (Amcan) researchers have been
particularly interested in unwed parenthood. Theegal finding has, indeed, been that
children of divorce have an increased likelihoodha¥ing children out of wedlock (e.qg.,
Cherlin et al. 1995; Teachman 2002b; Wolfinger 20@G the same time, however,
Cherlin and associates (1995) found that there neaslifference in marital fertility
behaviour (if they had entered marriage at age [#8jveen children from intact

compared to divorced families.

4.3.2 Theintergenerational transmission of divorce

One of the most robust findings from the literatune intergenerational effects of
divorce concerns the intergenerational transmisefagivorce, that is, the higher-than-
average likelihood of those with divorced parents divorce themselves. The
intergenerational transmission of divorce has beeported in several European
countries and the United States (Wolfinger 2005gkéa and W¢i 2006; Dronkers and
Harkénen 2008). This general findings mask, howeeryss-national variation in the
strength of the relationship (Wagner and BV2D06; Dronkers and Harkénen 2008).
Furthermore, some studies have reported that—eniith the more general declining
effects hypothesis—the intergenerational transimmssif divorce has weakened across
time (for the US; Wolfinger 1999), whereas otheidgts have not been able to replicate

this result (Dronkers and Harkénen 2008; Li and 2@08). Finally, some studies have
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reported different effects for men and for womes,veell as for the experience of

parental divorce at different ages. For examplaygsyad and Engelhardt (2009) found
the intergenerational transmission of divorce tostrenger for women than for men,

and, regarding women, that the strength of theceffas negatively related to the age at
which they experienced their parents’ divorce.

Several explanations have been given to the imergéonal transmission of
divorce. One of them points to the intergeneralidgrensmission of personality traits
and other psychological factors that affect th& of divorce for parents and children
alike. McGue and Lykken (1992) showed that shameuketic factors explain a sizable
share of the intergenerational transmission of rdi@oThis selection explanation can be
extended to cover divorce-enhancing traits and \ehes transmitted from parents to
children through channels other than biologicalenmtance, such as socialization in
behavioural patterns that undermine marital stgt@volfinger 2005, p. 17-9).

One variant of the selection argument stressesdieeof pre-divorce conflict
between parents (e.g. Amato 1993). The often ses@nélicts preceding divorce can
decrease the psychological well-being of childrem dater increase their risk of
divorce. Given this finding, one might expect thddildren with parents who stay
married but in a conflictual relationship would@lsave lower marital stability. This is
not the case. Instead, children of divorced parbat® higher divorce rates than those
whose parents had unhappy and conflictual marribgéslid not divorce (Amato and
Booth 1991; Amato and DeBoer 2001). Conflict bemv@arents may even stabilize
marriages by enabling the offspring to learn towadmarital hardship (Amato and
DeBoer 2001).

Although selection mechanisms matter, there remapace for explanations
that focus on the consequences of parents’ divitsed. One line of argument focuses
on life-course decisions and outcomes that may areakarital stability. As discussed
above, children of divorce are—at least in someashistorical circumstances—more
likely to marry early, which in turn increases thek of divorce (cf. Harkénen and
Dronkers 2006). The same hold for low educatiomany countries and, as discussed
in the previous section, children of divorced p#seattain lower average levels of
education. Furthermore, Wolfinger (2003) found tttatdren of divorce are more likely
to opt for the possibly permanent alternative ohatmtation (Wolfinger 2005). If

children of divorce are less likely to marry (chimgs instead either permanent
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cohabitation or to remain single), marrying couptesy comprise those with a lower
propensity for marital dissolution in the first péa

Once married, children of divorce may themselvegehtaits, attitudes, and
behavioural models that undermine marital stabilitfe divorce of parents usually
implies that one of them, usually the father, viié# absent for at least part of the
individual's childhood. A popular explanation ofetleffects of divorce on children’s
behaviour (one that used to enjoy academic suppougates absent parents (fathers)
with absent role models (cf. Wolfinger 2005, p. 4)2-Empirical support for this
explanation is, however, weak (McLanahan and Bump&988; Amato 1993;
Diekmann and Engelhardt 1999; Wolfinger 2005). Example, children of divorced
parents have a considerably higher risk of divaha those for whom the reason for
the absence of a parent was his or her death (Mdizanand Bumpass 1988; Diekmann
and Engelhardt 1999). One common result of a fareysence is a reduction of the
household’s economic resources, which partly erplathe long-term material
disadvantages associated with single parenthootldiahan and Sandefur 1994).

Other explanations have built on the finding tbaildren of divorced parents
show more positive attitudes towards divorce (Ama888; Trent and South 1992;
Axinn and Thornton 1996) and inferior interpersoskills (Amato 1996). Although the
divorce of parents does indeed affect children'stuates towards divorce, these
attitudes do not appear to explain its intergemamat transmission (e.g. Amato 1996).
There is equivocal support for the view that irdetinterpersonal skills may be a risk
factor. Amato (1996) found that interpersonal betxavproblems explained up to half
of the intergenerational transmission of divorce. t®e other hand, Amato and DeBoer
(2001) found that interpersonal problems did notliaie the effects of parents’ divorce
on their offspring’s thoughts about divorcing, whim turn constitute an indicator of
marital instability and a predictor of divorce. Agsible explanation for this apparent
inconsistency is that inferior interpersonal skalts not lead children of divorced parents
to seek divorce themselves, but do increase thalplity that their spouses will do so.

Another explanation holds that children of divorgeatents tend to have a lower
long-term commitment to their own marriage tharsthérom intact families (Glenn and
Kramer 1987; Amato and DeBoer 2001; Wolfinger 20@cording to this argument,
children learn marital behaviour from their parestsl parents’ divorce acts as a signal
of possible and acceptable choices when marriagassbur. This explanation benefits

from some supporting evidence (ibid.). For exampimato and DeBoer (2001) found
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that when the parents’ divorce ended a low-confhetrriage, the divorce was likely to
have a strong effect on the stability of the claids marriage. On the other hand, when
the divorce ended a high-conflict marriage, thddehn’s divorce risk was lower and
similar to that of children from intact families.hidren of divorce were also more
likely to think about divorcing when marital happss was low. An interpretation of
these findings is that parents who leave a lowdanharriage send a strong signal that
doing so is an acceptable alternative to a seegningll-functioning marriage, an
alternative that their children are particularkelly to adopt if their own marriage shows
a low level of happiness (cf. Wolfinger 2005, p@-30). In other words, children of
divorced parents are less willing to sacrifice t@tappiness for marital stability.

In sum, previous research shows that the assacidgbween parents’ divorce
and children’s divorce is partly a product of tsatitansmitted genetically or otherwise
from parents to their children and partly a resafltthe experience of the parents’
divorce itself. Regarding the latter, recent evimeroes not support hypotheses that
stress the effect of a parent’s absence, conflithé parents’ marriage, or the effect of
parents’ divorce on children’s attitudes towardd ite intergenerational transmission of
divorce is mediated in part by life-course decisi@md outcomes that also affect the
risk of divorce, such as education, age at marriegeabitation, and fertility behaviour.
Previous research has also shown that, indepegd#rttie other mentioned factors, the
intergenerational transmission of divorce can belyaxplained by the lower marital
commitment professed by children of divorced pareahd—with somewhat less
consistent evidenee by their inferior interpersonal skills.

As mentioned above, there has been some crossialyi comparative research
on the intergenerational transmission of divorae] aomparative differences in the
strength of the association have been reportech Béagner and Wgi (2006) and
Dronkers and Harkonen (2008) stressed the roleeo§tirrounding marriage norms and
practices. The latter, for example, found that thiergenerational transmission of
divorce was weaker in countries in which (parend@prce was more common. They
related this result to the weakness of the sighat tivorcing parents send to their
children about decision-making in marriage, as cameg to the signals people get from
the outside society. They also found that femakt®ua force participation rates were
negatively associated with the strength of therggererational transmission of divorce,
possibly due to the relatively weaker socializatrote working mothers have when

children are exposed to other adult mentors, sicheachers in kindergartens and
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schools. As also mentioned above, some studieaplyotVolfinger (1999) found that
the association between parents’ and children’srdev has weakened over time. He
interpreted this also as vyielding support to theorBers and Harkonen's first

explanation, discussed above.

4.4  Theimpact of parental divorce on intergenerational relations

American scholars have thoroughly demonstrated ribgative impact of parental
divorce on intergenerational relations. More relgenEuropean studies have also
obtained the same findings (Albertini and Sarac&@®8 and Albertini and Garriga,
2009). Children of divorced have less contact, g®Wess support and are less close to
their parents (Spitze and Logan 1990; Aquilino 19®bssi and Rossi, 1990;
Furstenberg and Nord, 1987; Soboleski and Amat®7R0rhis is particularly true for
non-custodial fathers, since the mother-child refethip is less affected by divorce.
This finding is not surprising taking into accouhat females are more involved than
males in maintaining intergenerational relationst{idagestad, 1986; Spitze and Logan,
1990), and mothers frequently mediate the relakignbetween fathers and children
(Aquilino, 1994: Rossi and Rossi, 1990). Moreowaistody arrangements could be also
another plausible explanation, since the custogaknt is usually the mother. In
addition, the effect of parental separation isrgigy on father-daughter and mother-son
relationships, as children often identify more sgly with the parent of the same sex
and find it easier to share activities and intex@sth the parent (Aquilino; 1994).

There are few cross-national and cross-generatgindles on that outcome and
they focus only on parent-child contacts, obtaintwntradictory results. Kalmijn
(2008) finds that the effect of parental divorcefatiner-child contacts is higher in the
low-divorce Southern countries than in the highedoe Nordic countries. However,
Daatland (2007) shows that the negative effecdivairce on parent child-contacts are
similar in Norwegian rural areas than in urban orMereover, comparing Denmark,
Sweden, France and Belgium, Albertini and Garrig@00) do not find country
differences. In contrast, Tomassimd associate§2004), comparing Finland, Great
Britain, Italy, and the Netherlands, show that #ssociation between parental divorce
and mother-child contact is only significant in laimd, while the effect of separation on
father-child contacts is not significant in the Nedands, whereas it is not significant in

the rest of countries.
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5- Summary and futureresearch

This report has examined the literature on thectffef parental divorce on children,
focusing less on the effects on short-term econaratcomes, and more on long-term
outcomes, in particular psychological well-beingd aadjustment, education, family
formation and dissolution, and intergenerationaiaaelations.

Similar to the review by Amato (2000), the summianging from this report is
that parental divorce has the potential to createagor turmoil in children’s lives, a
turmoil that can have long-term consequences. iflaig need not be the case, however,
as not all children suffer from divorce and divoroay even be beneficial for children
from highly conflicting and abusive families (Drars 1999; Amato 2000).
Nevertheless, parental divorce appears, on averad@ve more negative than positive
consequences on children’s lives.

Despite accumulating research, there is still edrfer further research, and to
bridge the gaps in the existing literature, someavbich already discussed earlier. A
clear question concerns causality: are the appaliffietences between children from
divorced and those from intact families the restfilparental divorce as such? Or are
they caused by other factors that preceded botlpdhental divorce and the children’s
outcomes? As discussed above, many studies thatthken this question seriously and
attempted to correct not only for observed diffeesn between divorced and intact
families, but for unobserved differences as wedlyéh concluded that the effect of
parental divorce becomes clearly smaller, and samestdisappears. There remains a
clear need for further research of this kind, airaethckling this important question.

However, there is also a need to rethink whattsally being measured when
divorce is measured. This seemingly apparent cquediecomes more complicated
when divorce is treated as a process of unpargrermhich has possibly started years
before the actual divorce becomes legal—instead dfscrete event (Amato 2000).
Such a process-oriented view is not only importaebretically, in order to improve
our understanding of divorce and its consequerimgsalso from a methodological and
policy perspective. Methodologically, it calls intpuestion strategies that compare
outcomes immediately before and after divorce, esithe effects of the unpartnering
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process (divorce) can appear long before the devbecomes valid, and recorded in our
data (Davies and Cummins 1994). This thus raisestgpuns about the types of selection
we are interested in, whether related to differenit@at exist shortly before the legal
divorce (when the process is already ongoing), @rsbme longer-term, more
“fundamental” and stable differences damaging tldikty of certain unions (Amato
2000). Overall, this raises the question of whatvae actually are interested in. In fact,
many of the mechanisms discussed above have lekswith divorce as an event than
with divorce as a process. For example, those eaplans focusing on the stress
involved in divorce have at least as much to ddviite uncoupling process as with
divorce as an event. On the other hand, the “lowitedacommitment” explanation for
the intergenerational transmission of divorce steshe role of the actual divorce of
the parents after the possibly long process thattéeit. These thoughts are also
important from a policy perspective, as they foore to consider whether the main
problem lies in actual divorces (and the laws ratjd the easy of getting a divorce), or
in dysfunctional marriages in broader terms (peBcisupporting families more
generally).

Future research should also address the questiongo suffers more from
divorce and why, and what are the positive and tneg@&oping strategies that reduce
the potential of negative effects of parental doeorMuch of this research is American,
and it would be interesting to conduct similar g#sdn Europe. While it is unlikely that
the results differ very much, one should keep imdnthe intersocietal differences
regarding the popularity of coping mechanisms, Whitake it important to understand
which of the popular mechanisms produce positiveegative effects.

From a policy perspective, it is also importang&n more insights into the role
that public institutions and policies can play iedrating the effects of parental divorce.
This not only calls for explicitly comparative csesational research, but also for
research that takes advantage of changes in nbgiohey regimes. Furthermore, meta-
analyses—that provide a quantitative summary asdsasnent of previous research—

continue to be welcome.

28



6  Bibliography

Aassve, A., Betti, G., Mazzuco, S., & Mencarini, (2007). Marital disruption and
economic well-being: a comparative analysisurnal of the Royal Statistical
Society — Series A (Statistics in Soci@¥3), 781-799.

Abela, J. R. Z., Parkinson, C., Stolow, D., & Staft. (2009). A Test of the Integration
of the Hopelessness and Response Styles Theori@emfession in Middle
AdolescenceJournal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psycholo®8(3), 354-
364.

Acock, A. C., & Demo, D. HFamily diversity and well-bein@l994). Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage.

Albertini, M., and Garriga. A. The effects of pat@divorce on parent-child contacts: Evidence
on two declining-effect hypotheses”. Forthcomindeuropean Societies

Albertini, M., and Saraceno, C. (2008) ‘Intergerierzal contact and support: The long
term effects of marital instability in Italy’, in.CSaraceno (ed.Families, ageing
and social policy: Generational solidarity in Euregn welfare states
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar, pp. 194-216.

Allison, P. D., & Furstenberg, F. F. J. (1989). Howarital dissolution affects children:
Variations by age and seRevelopmental Psychologd5(4), 540-549.

Amato, P. R. (1988). Parental divorce and attsuttevard marriage and family life,
Journal of Marriage and the Fami§0(2), 453-461.

Amato, P. R. (1993). Children’s adjustment to doeor theories, hypotheses, and
empirical supportjournal of Marriage and the Family5(1), 23-38.

Amato, P. R. (1996). Explaining the intergeneratidransmission of divorcdpurnal
of Marriage and the Famil$8(3), 628-640.

Amato, P. R. (1996). Explaining the Intergeneratiofransmission of Divorceournal
of Marriage and Family58(3), 628-640.

Amato, P. R. (2000). The Consequences of Divorc&éults and ChildrenJournal of
Marriage and Family62(4), 1269-1287.

Amato, P. R. (2007). Strengthening marriage is ppr@priate social policy goal.
Journal of Policy Analysis and Managemezti(4), 952-955.

Amato P.R. (2001). Children of divorce in the 1898n update of the Amato and
Keith (1991) meta-analysidpurnal of Family Psychology5(3), 355.

29



Amato, P. R., & Afifi, T. D. (2006). Feeling CaugBetween Parents: Adult Children's
Relations With Parents and Subjective Well-Beidgurnal of Marriage and
Family, 68(1), 222-235.

Amato, P R., and Booth, A. (1991). Consequencepaséntal divorce and marital
unhappiness for adult well-beingocial Force$9(3), 895-914.

Amato, P. R., & Booth, A. (1997RA generation at risk: growing up in an era of faynil
upheaval Cambridge MA: Harvard University Press.

Amato, P. R., & Cheadle, J. E. (2008). Parentaloig, Marital Conflict and
Children’s Behaviour Problems: A Comparison of Agkmp and Biological
Children.Social Forces86(3).

Amato, P. R., & Gilbreth, J. G. (1999). Nonresideathers and Children's Well-Being:
A Meta-Analysis.Journal of Marriage and Family61(3), 557-573.

Amato, P. R., & Keith, B. (1991a). Parental Divomed Adult Well-Being: A Meta-
Analysis.Journal of Marriage and Famil\63(1), 43-58.

Amato, P R, & Keith B. (1991b). Parental divorcel @ine well-being of children: meta-
analysisPsychological bulletin110(1), 26.

Amato, P. R., Loomis, L. S., & Booth, A. (1995arEBntal Divorce, Marital Conflict,
and Offspring Well-being during Early Adulthod8pcial Forces73, 895-915

Amato, P. R., & Sobolewski, J. M. (2001). The Efseof Divorce and Marital Discord
on Adult Children's Psychological Well-Beingmerican Sociological Review
66(6), 900-921.

Andress, H., Borgloh, B., Brockel, M., Giesselmakh, & Hummelsheim, D. (2006).
The Economic Consequences of Partnership Dissaoldfio Comparative
Analysis of Panel Studies from Belgium, GermanyedsrBritain, Italy, and
SwedenEur Sociol Rey22(5), 533-560.

Aquilino, W. S. (1994). Later Life Parental Divoraad Widowhood: Impact on Young
Adults' Assessment of Parent-Child Relatialmirnal of Marriage and Family
56(4), 908-922.

Astone, N. M., & McLanahan, S. S. (1991). FamilyuSture, Parental Practices and
High School CompletiomAmerican Sociological Review6(3), 309-320.

Astone, N. M., & Mclanahan, S. S. (1994). FamilyuSture, Residential Mobility, and
School Dropout: A Research Noi@emography31(4), 575-584.

Axinn, W. G., and Thornton, A. (1996). The influenaf parents’ marital dissolutions
on children’s attitudes toward family formatidbemography33(1), 66-81.

Bhrolchain, M. N. (2001). 'Divorce Effects' and Gality in the Social Sciencekur
Sociol Rey17(1), 33-57.

30



Biblarz, T. J., & Raftery, A. E. (1999). Family 8Stture, Educational Attainment, and
Socioeconomic Success: Rethinking the "Pathologiafriarchy". American
Journal of Sociologyl052), 321-365.

Bjorklund, A., & Sundstrom, M. (2006.). Parental p8eation and Children's
Educational Attainment: A Siblings Analysis on Svstd Register Data.
Economica,7@)605-407.

Booth, A., & Amato, P.R. (1991). Divorce and Psyldgical StressJournal of Health
and Social BehaviouB2(4), 396-407.

Booth, A., & Amato, P. R. (2001). Parental PredoeorRelations and Offspring
Postdivorce Well-Beinglournal of Marriage and Family63(1), 197-212.

Bowlby, J. (1969).Attachment and loss, Volume 1. Attachmé&gw York: Basic
Books.

Bowlby, J. (1973).Attachment and loss, Volume 2. Separatibiew York: Basic
Books.

Bowlby, J. (1980)Attachment and loss, Volume 3. Ldsew York: Basic Books.

Brodzinsky, D., Hitt, J. C., & Smith, D. (1993). pact of parental separation and
divorce on adopted and nonadopted childresmerican journal of
orthopsychiatry, 63(3), 451-461.

Bumpass, L. L., Martin, T. C., & Sweet, J. A. (199The Impact of Family
Background and Early Marital Factors on Marital iDion.Journal of Family
Issuesl12(1), 22-42.

Capaldi, D. M., & Patterson, G. R. (1991). RelatmmnParental Transitions to Boys'
Adjustment Problems: I.A. Linear Hypothesis Il. Mets at Risk for Transitions
and Unskilled Parentindpevelopmental Psycholog®7(3), 489-504.

Chase-Lansdale, P. L., Cherlin, A. J., & Kiernan B (1995). The Long-Term Effects
of Parental Divorce on the Mental Health of Younduls: A Developmental
PerspectiveChild Developmen66(6), 1614-1634.

Cherlin, A., Furstenberg, F., Chase-Lansdale, ierién, K., Robins, P., Morrison, D.,
et al. (1991). Longitudinal studies of effects afaice on children in Great
Britain and the United StateScience2525011), 1386-1389.

Cherlin, A. J. (1999). Going to Extremes: FamityuSture, Children's Well-Being, and
Social ScienceDemography36(4), 421-428.

Cherlin, A. J., Chase-Lansdale, P. L., & McRae(X298). Effects of Parental Divorce

on Mental Health Throughout the Life Courganerican Sociological Review
63(2), 239-249.

31



Daatland, S. O. (2007). Marital history and interg@tional solidarity: The impact of
divorce and unmarried cohabitatiofournal of Social Issued3: 809-825.

Deding, M. & Hussain, M.A 2002: Children’s Educatad Attainment — The Effects of
Parental and Other Background Factors, Papger,Danish National Institute of
Social Research.

Demo, D. H., & Acock, A. C. (1988). The Impact oivbrce on ChildrenJournal of
Marriage and Family50(3), 619-648.

Diekmann, A., and Engelhardt, H. (1999). The saaiaéritance of divorce, effects of
parent’s family type in postwar Germamymerican Sociological Revie@(6),
783-793.

Dreman, S., & Aldor, R. (s.d.). Work or marriage@nipetence in custodial mothers in
the stabilization phase of the divorce procdssirnal of divorce & remarriage
22, 3-22.

Dronkers, J. (1999). “The Effects of Parental Ciotgland Divorce on the Well-being
of Pupils in Dutch Secondary Educatiofctiropean Sociological Reviedb,
195-212.

Duncan, G. J., & Brooks-Gunn, J. (1990onsequences of growing up podiew
York: Russell Sage.

Duran-Aydintug, C. (1997). Adult children of divercevisited: When they speak up.
Journal of Divorce and Remarriag27, 71-83.

Ely, M., West, P., Sweeting, H., & Richards, M. QB). Teenage family life, life
chances, lifestyles and health: a comparison ofdar@emporary cohort$nt J
Law Policy Family 14(1), 1-30.

Engelhardt, H., Trappe H., and Dronkers, J. (20D#jerences in family policy and the
intergenerational transmission of divorce. A congzar between the former
East and West Germani€¥mographic Researd(11), 296-324.

Emery, R. E. (1988Marriage, divorce, and children's adjustmeNewbury Park, CA:
Sage.

Ermisch, J., Francesconi, M., & Pevalin, D. J. @00Parental Partnership and
Joblessness in Childhood and Their Influence onngoReople’s Outcomes.
Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: SeriegSfatistics in Society167(1),
69-101.

Ermisch, J. F., & Francesconi, M. (2001). Familpsture and children's achievements.
Journal of Population Economic$4(2), 249-270.

Esping-Andersen, G. (2007). Sociological Explameioof Changing Income
Distributions.American Behavioural Scientj&0(5), 639-658.

32



Fergusson, D. M., Horwood, L. J., & Lynskey, M. {L994). Parental separation,
adolescent psychopathology, and problem behavidangtnal of the American
Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychia$(8), 1122-1133.

Furstenberg, F. F. (2007). Should government prenmoarriage?Journal of Policy
Analysis and Managemer6(4), 956-960.

Furstenberg, F. F., & Nord, C. W. (1985). Parentikgart: Patterns of Childrearing
after Marital DisruptionJournal of Marriage and Family7(4), 893-904.

Furstenberg, F. F., Nord, C. W., Peterson, J. LZil& N. (1983). The Life Course of
Children of Divorce: Marital Disruption and Pardnt@ontact. American
Sociological Revieyt8(5), 656-668.

Gahler, G., and Garriga, A. (2009). The Changingdat of Divorce — Parental Divorce and
Adult Psychological Well-Being in Sweden 1968-208@per presented at Meeting of
the Research Team 6fhe Effects of Marital Instability on Children¥/ell-being and
intergenerational Relations'df the Project‘Economic Change, Quality of Life and
Social Cohesion” (EQUALSOC)".

Garriga, A. (2007). How Parental Divorce Affectsil@ren’s Educational Outcomes?.
Presented at the Research Committee on Socialifis&@édn and Mobility
(RC28) of the International Sociological Associati®pring Meeting. Brno.
May, 2007.

Glenn, N. D., and Kramer, K. B. (1987). The mares@nd divorces of the children of
divorce,Journal of Marriage and the Fami§9(4), 811-825.

de Graaf, P. M., & Kalmijn, M. (2006). Divorce Mués in a Period of Rising Divorce:
Evidence From a Dutch Life-History Survejournal of Family Issue27(4),
483-505.

Guo, G., & Harris, K. M. (2000). The Mechanisms Nédithg the Effects of Poverty on
Children's Intellectual Developmememography37(4), 431-447.

Hao, L., & Xie, G. (2002). The Complexity and Endogity of Family Structure in
Explaining Children's MisbehavioBocial Science Resear@1(1), 1-28.

Hampden-Thompson, G. (2004f5ocial policy, family structure, and children's
educational achievement: A comparative studyhe Pennsylvania State
University.

Hanson, T. (1998). Does parental conflict explalywlivorce is negatively associated
with child welfare.Social Forces77, 1283.

Hastegad, G. O. (1986). Dimensions of time in tmify. Amer Behavioral Scientis,
29, 5.

33



Hao, L., & Xie, G. (2002). The Complexity and Endagity of Family Structure in
Explaining Children's MisbehavioBocial Science Resear@1(1), 1-28.

Harkénen, J., and Dronkers, J. (2006). Stability emange in the educational gradient
of divorce. A comparison of seventeen countrtagiopean Sociological Review
22(5), 501-516.

Herzog, E., and Sudia, C. (1973). Children in fdéss families. In Caldwell, B., and
Ricciuti,H. (eds.)Review of Child Development Resear¢bl Ill, University
of Chicago Press, Chicago, pp. 141-232.

Hetherington, E. M., Cox, M., & Cox, R. (1985). lgpterm effects of divorce and
remarriage on the adjustment of childrédournal of the American Academy of
Child Psychiatry 24(5), 518-530.

Hetherington, E. M., Bridges, M., & Insabella, G. 1998). What matters? What does
not? Five perspectives on the association betwearitah transitions and
children’s adjustmenAmerican Psychologisb3(2), 167-184.

Hetherington, E. M. (1989). Coping with Family Ts#ions: Winners, Losers, and
Survivors.Child Developmen60(1), 1-14.

Hetherington, E. M., & Stanley-Hagan, M. (1999).eTAdjustment of Children with
Divorced Parents: A Risk and Resiliency Perspectidee Journal of Child
Psychology and Psychiatry and Allied Discipliné&01), 129-140.

Hill, M. S., Yeung, W. J., & Duncan, G. J. (199@)ming of childhood events and
early-adult household formatiorNew Directions for Child and Adolescent
Developmentl99471), 87-109.

Holmes, T. H., & Rahe, R. H. (1967). The Social jestment Rating Scaldournal of
Psychosomatic Researdil(2), 213-218.

Jekielek, S. M. (1998). Parental conflict, maritkéruption and children's emotional
well-being.Social Forces76, 905-935.

Jockin, V., McGue, M., & Lykken, D. (s.d.). Persttyaand divorce: A genetic
analysis. Journal of personality and social psycholo@y, 288.

Johnston, J. R., Kline, M., & Tschann, J. M. (1989ngoing postdivorce conflict:
effects on children of joint custody and frequettess.The American Journal
of Orthopsychiatry59(4), 576-592.

Jonsson, J. O., & Gahler, M. (1997). Family Distioly Family Reconstitution, and
Children's Educational Careers: Recent EvidenceSieeden.Demography
34(2), 277-293.

Kalmijn, M., (2008)' The effects of separation afdorce on parent—child relationships
in ten European countries’, in Chiara Sarac@ub),Families, ageing and social

34



policy: Generational solidarity in European welfastates Cheltenham: Edward
Elgar, pp. 170-193.

King, V. (1994). Variation in the Consequences ohiesident Father Involvement for
Children's Well-BeingJournal of Marriage and Family\66(4), 963-972.

Koivusilta, L., Arja, R., & Andres, V. (2003). Hehl behaviours and health in
adolescence as predictors of educational levedintlaood: a follow-up study
from Finland.Social Science & Medicin&7(4), 577-593.

Lahey, B., Hartdagen, S., Frick, P., McBumett, ®onnor, R., & Hynd, G. W. (1997).
Conduct disorder:Parsing the confounded relationpémental divorce and
antisocial personalityurnal of Abnormal Psycholog$34-337.

Lorenz, F. O., Simons, R. L., Rand D. Conger, El@erH., Johnson, C., & Chao, W.
(1997). Married and Recently Divorced Mothers' &fal Events and Distress:
Tracing Change Across Tim&ournal of Marriage and Family69(1), 219-232.

Lyngstad, T. H. (2006) Why do couples with hightiueated parents have higher
divorce ratesEuropean Sociological Revie22(1), 49-60.

Manting, D., & Bouman, A. M. (2006). Short- and Igegfierm Economic Consequences
of the Dissolution of Marital and Consensual Unioiihie Example of the
NetherlandsEur Sociol ReyM22(4), 413-429.

McGue, M., and. Lykken, D. T. (1992). Genetic irfhce of risk of divorce,
Psychological Scienc&6), 368-373.

McLanahan, S., and Bumpass, L. (1988). Intergelo@@tconsequences of family
disruption,American Journal of Sociolo4(1), 130-152.

McLanahan, S., & Booth, K. (1989). Mother-Only Faes: Problems, Prospects, and
Politics.Journal of Marriage and Family61(3), 557-580.

McLanahan, S., and Sandefur, G. D. (19®fpwing Up with a Single Parent, What
Hurts, What HelpsZambridge, MA, Harvard University Press.

McLeod, J. D. (1991). Childhood Parental Loss ardulA DepressionJournal of
Health and Social Behavip82(3), 205-220.

Mott, F. L. (1990). When Is a Father Really Gonetefhal--Child Contact in Father-
Absent HomesDemography27(4), 499-517.

Nock, S. L. (1988). The Family and HierarclBgurnal of Marriage and Family\60(4),
957-966.

35



O'Connor, T. G., Caspi, A., DeFries, J. C., & PlopR. (2000). Are Associations
Between Parental Divorce and Children's Adjustn@emetically Mediated? An
Adoption StudyDevelopmental Psychology6, 429.

Pong, S., Dronkers, J., & Hampden-Thompson, G. 3@8p0Family Policies and
Children's School Achievement in Single- versus IRewent FamiliesJournal
of Marriage and Family65(3), 681-99.

Pong, S., Dronkers, J., & Hampden-Thompson, G. 3BPOFamily Policies and
Children's School Achievement in Single- versus IRewent FamiliesJournal
of Marriage and Family65(3), 681-99.

Rand D. Conger, Conger, K. J., Elder, G. H., Lorénz0., Simons, R. L., & Whitbeck,
L. B. (1992). A Family Process Model of Economiattship and Adjustment of
Early Adolescent BoysChild Developmen63(3), 526-541.

Rand D. Conger, Ge, X., Elder, G. H., Lorenz, F.8Simons, R. L. (1994). Economic
Stress, Coercive Family Process, and Developm&mtdllems of Adolescents.
Child Developmen65(2), 541-561.

Riala, K., Isohanni, I., Jokelainen, J., Jones,BB. & Isohanni, M. (2003). The
Relationship between Childhood Family Backgroundd aiducational
Performance, with Special Reference to Single-gafamilies: A Longitudinal
Study.Social Psychology of Educatio§(4), 349-365.

Ross, C. E. (1995). Reconceptualizing Marital Staas a Continuum of Social
AttachmentJournal of Marriage and Famil\67(1), 129-140.

Ross, C. E., & Mirowsky, J. (1999). Parental Divgrd.ife-Course Disruption, and
Adult DepressionJournal of Marriage and Family61(4), 1034-1045.

Rossi, A., & Rossi, P. (1990). Of human bonding-&a-child relations across the life
course. New York: Aldine de Gruyte

Rutter, M. (1999). Resilience concepts and findinggplications for family therapy.
Journal of Family Therapy1(2), 119-144.

Sanz-De-Galdeano, A., & Vuri, D. (2007). Parentaldice and Students Performance:
Evidence from Longitudinal Dat&®xford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics,
69(3), 321-338.

Seltzer, J. A. (1991). Relationships between Fathad Children Who Live Apart: The
Father's Role after Separatidournal of Marriage and Familyb3(1), 79-101.

Sigle-Rushton, W., Hobcraft, J., & Kiernan, K. (8)0 Parental Divorce and

Subsequent Disadvantage: A Cross-Cohort CompariBemography 42(3),
427-446.

36



Sigle-Rushton, W., & McLanahan, S. (2004). Fathlesence and Child Welll-being: a
Critical Review. En Patrick, D. Smeeding, T.M & Raater, L (Eds.), The
Future of the FamilyNew York. Russell Sage Foundation.

Silitsky, D. (1996). Correlates of Psychosocial dsiment in Adolescents From
Divorced FamiliesJournal of Divorce & Remarriag6(1-2), 151.

Simmon, R. L., & associates. (1996nderstanding differences between divorced and
intact families Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Simons, R. L., Lorenz , F. O., Wu, C., & Conger,(F93). Social network and marital
support as mediators and moderators of the imgastress and depression on
parental behaviour®evelopmental psychologd8, 368.

Simons, R. L., Lin, K., Gordon, L. C., Rand D. Ceng& Lorenz, F. O. (1999a).
Explaining the Higher Incidence of Adjustment Pesbs among Children of
Divorce Compared with Those in Two-Parent Familigsurnal of Marriage
and Family 61(4), 1020-1033. doi: 10.2307/354021.

Sobolewski, J. M., & Amato, P. R. (2007). Parebiscord and Divorce, Parent-Child
Relationships and Subjective Well-Being in Earlyuttdood: Is Feeling Close
to Two Parents Always Better than Feeling Clos®t@?Social Forces85(3),
1105.

Spitze, G., & Logan, J. (1990). Sons, Daughterd, latergenerational Social Support.
Journal of Marriage and Familyb2(2), 420-430.

Steele, F., Sigle-Rushton, W., & Kravdal, &. (200Qonsequences of Family
Disruption on Children’s Educational Outcomes inrMay. Demography .
(Submitted).

Steinberg, L. (1988). Reciprocal relation betweeamept-child distance and pubertal
maturationDevelopmental Psycholog®4, 122-128.

Stevenson, B., & Wolfers, J. (2006). Bargainingthe Shadow of the Law: Divorce
Laws and Family DistresQuarterly Journal of Economic421(1), 267-288.

Stewart, S. D. (1999). Disneyland Dads, Disneyl@tmins?: How Nonresident Parents
Spend Time With Absent Childredournal of Family Issue20(4), 539-556.

Stewart, S. D. (2003). Nonresident Parenting andléstent Adjustment: The Quality
of Nonresident Father-Child Interactiodournal of Family Issue4(2), 217-
244,

Teachman, J. D. (2002). Stability across cohorttivorce risk factorsDemography
39(2), 331-351.

Thomson, E., McLanahan, S. S., & Curtin, R. B. @9%amily Structure, Gender, and
Parental Socializatiodournal of Marriage and Familyb4(2), 368-378.

37



Tomassini, C., Kalogirou, S., Grundy, E., Fokkerha, Martikainen, P., Broese van
Groenou, M., et al. (2004). Contacts between egldesients and their children
in four European countries: current patterns andréu prospectsEuropean
Journal of Ageingl(1), 54-63.

Traag, T., Dronkers J., and Vallet, L. A. (2000heTintergenerational transmission of
divorce in France. ASSR Working Paper No. 28, Anusten.

Trent, K., and South, S. J. (1992). Socioeconomatus, parental background,
childhood family structure, and attitudes towardhilg formation, Journal of
Marriage and the Familp2(2), 427-439.

Turner, R. J., Wheaton, B., & Lloyd, D. A. (1995he Epidemiology of Social Stress.
American Sociological Review((1), 104-125.

Vleminckx, K., and Smeeding, T. M., (eds.) (2000)I&€ well-being, child poverty and
child policy in modern nations. Avebury, Aldershot.

Visher, E,., and Visher. J. (1983). Step-parentBignding families. In Hamilton I.
McCubbin and C. R. Figley (eds.), Stress and thailljg\Vol. 1): Coping with
Normative Transitions. New York: Brunner / Mazel.

Wagner, M., and Weil3, B. (2006). On the variatibdigorce risks in Europe, findings
from a meta-analysis of European longitudinal stad@turopean Sociological
Review22(5), 483-500.

Wallerstein, J. S., Corbin, S. B., & Lewis, J. MI988). Children of divorce: A ten-year
study. In E. M. Hetherington & J. Arasteh (Edsmphct of divorce, single-
parenting and step-parenting on children (pp. 1B8y.2Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum

Wallerstein, J., & Kelly, J. (1980). Effects of dice on the visiting father-child
relationship Am J Psychiatryl37(12), 1534-1539.

Waters, E., Merrick, S., Treboux, D., Crowell,&.Albersheim, L. (2000). Attachment
Security in Infancy and Early Adulthood: A Twentyedr Longitudinal Study.
Child Development71(3), 684-689.

Weiss, R. (1979). Growing up a little faster: Thepe&rience of growing up in a
single- parent householdournal of Social Issue85(1), 97-111.

Wolfinger, N. H. (1999). Trends in the Intergen&maal Transmission of Divorce.
Demography36(3), 415-420.

Wolfinger, N. H. (2003). Parental divorce and offsg marriage, Early or lateSocial
Forces82(1), 337-353.

Wolfinger, N. H. (2005)Understanding the Divorce Cycle. The Children ofdce in
Their Own MarriagessCambridge, Cambridge University Press.

38



Woodward, L., Fergusson, D. M., & Belsky, J. (200D)ming of Parental Separation
and Attachment to Parents in Adolescence: RestilisRyospective Study from
Birth to Age 16.Journal of Marriage and Family62(1), 162-174.

Zaslow, M. J. (1989). Sex differences in childrerésponse to parental divorce: 2.

Samples, variables, ages, and sourcdhe American Journal of
Orthopsychiatry59(1), 118-141.

39



