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Abstract
We examined differences in family structure change in an urban sample of 
mothers (N = 1,314) from their child’s birth to age 5 and whether ecological 
risk moderated this association. We found that compared with U.S.-born 
Latino mothers, foreign-born Latino mothers were 62% less likely to break 
up and 75% less likely to repartner than remain stably resident. Across 
nativity status, Latina mothers with fewer children, more economic stress, 
less income, and less frequently reported father involvement were more 
likely to break up and repartner than remain stably resident. We found no 
moderation effects of ecological risk.
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Over the past 50 years, there have been dramatic changes in family composi-
tion, including increased rates of nonmarital births and divorce and decreased 
rates of marriage (Bumpass & Lu, 2000; Kennedy & Bumpass, 2008). Changes 
in family structure, also called family transitions, happen when a parent ends 
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a current romantic residential relationship (e.g., divorce, breakup) or forms a 
new one (e.g., marriage, cohabitation). In 1970, 11% of infants were born to 
unmarried mothers (Akerlof, Yellen, & Katz 1996), whereas today 41% of all 
children are born to unmarried mothers (Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, 2013). Even more children will live with only one parent at some 
point in their lives (Cherlin, 2010). Only 56% of children are born to married 
or cohabiting parents who remain together until the child’s 12th birthday 
(Brown, Stykes, & Manning, 2016). Moreover, single parents are highly likely 
to enter into at least one romantic relationship soon after the dissolution of 
their relationship with the child’s father (Gray, Garcia, Crosier, & Fisher, 
2015), thus potentially experiencing multiple changes. These dramatic changes 
in family structure and child rearing have sparked research on understanding 
its consequences mostly for poverty and income as well as the implications for 
children’s well-being (Bachman, Coley, & Carrano, 2011; Bloome, 2017; 
Brown, 2010; Fomby & Osborne, 2010). There has also been keen interest in 
understanding the individual and family-level characteristics that are associ-
ated with changes in family structure. Understanding what factors, in addition 
to income and poverty, predict changes in family structure is critical because 
they are quite common and these transitions threaten the economic well-being 
of the family as well as the well-being of children (Bloome, 2017; Cancian & 
Haskins, 2014). Moreover, changes in family structure disproportionally 
affect ethnic minority families who are more likely to experience economic 
disadvantages than their higher income counterparts and any family change 
might exacerbate this disadvantage (Brown et al., 2016; Lehrer & Son, 2017).

However, not all low-income ethnic minority families experience family 
transitions in the same way. The number of family trasnsitions seems to vary 
by ethnicity with low-income African American families experiencing the 
most transitions compared with their low-income White counterparts 
(Aughinbaugh, Robles, & Sun, 2013; Cancian & Haskins, 2014; Karberg, 
Cabrera, Fagan, Scott, & Guzman, 2017; Manning, Brown, & Stykes, 2014; 
Wildsmith, Scott, Guzman, & Cook, 2014). Some of these studies find that 
changes in family structure among Latinos resemble their White counterparts 
while other studies find that they resemble their Black counterparts. Thus, it 
is unclear how Latinos, a heterogeneous group who make up 17% of the U.S. 
population, experience changes in family composition. This information is 
important to develop better theoretical models of the family as well as for 
programs and policies interested in tailoring programs to this population.

Acknowledging the importance of considering the sources of heterogene-
ity in the Latino population, we focus on nativity status because it has signifi-
cant implications for all aspects of family life (Wildsmith et al., 2014). 
Studies show that native-born Latinos are different from foreign-born Latinos 



Cabrera et al. 2125

on key characteristics such as levels of education, household income, parent-
ing as well as issues related to mental health and the degree to which they 
endorse central cultural beliefs such as familism (Karberg, Cabrera, et al., 
2017; Karberg, Guzman, Cook, Scott, & Cabrera, 2017; Rodriguez, Mira, 
Paez, & Myers, 2007). Thus we ask whether nativity status is related to fam-
ily structure changes. And, if so, whether ecological risk, including parental 
education, household income, mental health, and father involvement—mod-
erate this association. Specifically, we ask: (1) What is the association 
between Latino nativity status and family structure changes? and (2) how do 
indicators of ecological risk, such as maternal education and household 
income, maternal depressive symptoms, and levels of father involvement, 
moderate the association between nativity status and family structure changes. 
We focus on the first 5 years of life because changes in family structure and, 
consequently, living arrangements during this period are most likely to lead 
to long-term negative impacts on children’s development (Brown, 2010; 
Cabrera, Hofferth, & Hancock, 2014; Cavanagh & Huston, 2006; Ryan, 
Claessens, & Markowitz, 2015). We test our research questions with data 
from the Fragile Families and Child Well-being Study (FFCW).

Latino Families in the United States

The Latino population in the United States is richly diverse in terms of race, 
religion, and socioeconomic status (Sáenz, 2004). The number of Latinos in 
the United States more than doubled between 1980 and 2000, accounting for 
40% of the growth in the country’s population during that period. Importantly, 
almost all Latino children younger than 5 years are born in the United States 
and are likely to live in two-parent families (Wildsmith et al., 2014). The 
impact of the Latino population on the cultural life of the United States goes 
beyond demography, to include cultural influences (e.g., food, music, lan-
guage) and political, economic, and social contributions. As Sáenz (2004) 
argues, these attributes make the bilingual and bicultural Latino population a 
valuable resource in this country.

There are other aspects of Latinos in the United States that are particularly 
important for the well-being of children and families. According to recent 
estimates, although 30% of children in immigrant families live below the 
federal poverty level, compared with 19% of children with U.S.-born parents, 
66% of children in immigrant families live with at least one employed parent, 
only three percentage points less than children with U.S.-born parents, at 
69% (Hernandez & Napierala, 2012). More than half of low-income Latino 
women older than 20 years are in a coresidential living arrangement with 
their child’s father (Wildsmith et al., 2014). Low-income Latinos have high 
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rates of marriage (48% vs. 49% for non-Hispanic Whites) and tend to have 
children within a coresidential relationship (U.S. Census Bureau, 2014).

However, Latinos are a heterogeneous group, and there are important dif-
ferences between them by nativity status (Wildsmith et al., 2014). Low-
income foreign-born Latinos are more likely to be married than U.S.-born 
Latinos (Wildsmith et al., 2014). Thus, nonmarital childbearing is less com-
mon among foreign-born Latino families than among U.S.-born (Hummer & 
Hamilton, 2010). Close to 80% of foreign-born Latinos have a child in two-
parent unions compared with 68% of U.S.-born Latinos (Wildsmith et al., 
2014). These statistics, combined with a deeply rooted cultural belief in the 
importance of the family and the value of preserving it suggest that changes 
in family structure and stability among Latinos may not be as common as 
they are in other ethnic groups. It also suggests that the prevalence of family 
transitions might be related to nativity status.

Family Structure Change Among Latinos

Our study is informed by social integration and cultural theories. Social inte-
gration theory proposes that individuals’ norms, beliefs, and values form a 
type of collective consciousness that binds people together—socially inte-
grates them or socializes them to live in a shared space (Beresnevièiûtë, 
2003). Individuals’ marital bonds and family cohesion become reinforced 
when couples and families embed themselves in larger social networks 
(Landale & Ogena, 1995; Landale, Oropesa, & Bradatan, 2006). Couples and 
families who are not well integrated into social networks and communities 
have higher rates of dissolution (e.g., divorce) than those who are deeply 
embedded. Migration from one country to another is akin to migrating from 
one social network to another and may weaken both traditional family values 
as well as norms and expectations about family life because there is a lesser 
sense of shared consciousness and greater individualism that can result in 
marital dissolution (Landale et al., 2006; Lee & Bean, 2004).

Given the large rise in immigration from Latino countries in the past 30 
years and the projected number of Latinos in the United States in the next 30 
years (Colby & Ortman, 2015), the immigration experience is central to 
understanding Latino families’ family circumstances. Social integration the-
ory offers a theoretical and empirical foundation for examining how nativity 
status—being born in the United States or being foreign-born—has important 
consequences for family formation and living arrangements (Clark, Glick, & 
Bures, 2009). If immigration means that one becomes less integrated into a 
social network, then it will result in greater disruption in family life (e.g., 
higher degree of family structure change) among the foreign-born than 
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among the U.S.-born, who would be most integrated. Social integration the-
ory would lead us to hypothesize that more changes in family structure occur 
among foreign-born, who are less socially integrated, than among U.S.-born 
families.

In contrast, a cultural perspective might suggest a lower likelihood of fam-
ily structure changes. A cultural perspective suggests that because Latinos 
strongly value and believe in the importance of the family (familism; 
Halgunseth, Ispa, & Rudy, 2006; Leyendecker, Harwood, Lamb, & 
Schölmerich, 2002), the well-being of the family comes before the needs and 
well-being of individual members (Coohey, 2001; Romero & Ruiz, 2007). 
This view coupled with a strong adherence to Catholic and Evangelical teach-
ings on the sanctity of marriage, makes a strong argument for the mainte-
nance of marriage and against dissolution (Ellison, Wolfinger, & Ramos-Wada, 
2013). Accordingly, Latino families would be less likely to break up because 
of their strong belief in the sanctity of the family and increased perception of 
social support (Halgunseth et al., 2006; Leyendecker et al., 2002). This might 
be especially so for foreign-born families (also known as immigrant) who 
might have stronger cultural beliefs about a range of issues including the 
centrality of the family in their lives than U.S.-born families (Almeida, 
Molnar, Kawachi, & Subramanian, 2009).

The degree to which Latinos adhere to values and beliefs about the family 
are believed to change over time as immigrant families acculturate to differ-
ent family norms and expectations in the United States (Rodriguez et al., 
2007). Although cultural theories that use acculturation as an explanatory 
variable are limited because they do not acknowledge structural factors such 
as discrimination (Zambrana, 2011), they are helpful in broadly explaining 
some life choices. The process of acculturation may weaken cultural beliefs 
about the value of the family. So that compared with immigrants who have 
resided in the United States for a long period of time, recent immigrants may 
be particularly likely to adhere to familial norms, especially when they face 
economic stress (Parrado & Flippen, 2005). Theoretically, if acculturation is 
defined as the amount of time spent in the United States, then Latinos born in 
the United States are more acculturated than foreign-born Latinos. Studies 
have found that U.S.-born Latinos are less family oriented than foreign-born 
Latinos (Almeida et al., 2009; Knight et al., 2011; Rodriguez et al., 2007; 
Updegraff & Umaña-Taylor, 2015), suggesting that they would be more 
likely to break up a marriage or partnership than foreign-born Latinos. Based 
on cultural theories and this review, we hypothesize that family transition is 
more likely to occur among Latino families born in the United States than 
among foreign-born Latinos.
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We thus test two competing hypotheses. Based on social integration 
theory that families who are born in the host society are also more inte-
grated into social networks with norms for establishing and maintaining 
family structures and relationships, we would expect that family structure 
changes are more likely to occur among foreign-born Latinos than among 
native-born. In contrast, based on acculturation theories that more accultur-
ated individuals would have weaker cultural beliefs about the importance 
of family cohesion, we would expect that family structure changes are more 
likely to occur among native-born Latinos than among foreign-born.

Potential Moderating Influences of Family 
Structure Change Among Latinos

Scholars have underscored the importance of testing the universality of mod-
els among different racial and ethnic groups rather than assuming that one 
model fits all (Coll et al., 1996; Mistry, Vandewater, Hutson, & McLoyd, 
2002; Hill, Bush, & Roosa, 2003), especially in the context of prevention, 
intervention, and policy-relevant research. A way to understand how certain 
contextual characteristics might differentially result in different outcomes for 
certain groups is to take a risk perspective. A risk perspective suggests that 
certain psychological or social factors increase the likelihood that an indi-
vidual will experience poor outcomes (Harvey & Delfabbro, 2004). 
Ecological risks, including low maternal education, low household income, 
poor mental health, and low levels of father involvement have been found to 
be strong correlates of changes in family structure. In this study, we test 
whether these indicators of ecological risk moderate the association between 
parents’ nativity status and family transitions (Aughinbaugh et al., 2013; 
Brown, Bulanda, & Lee, 2005; Fagan & Palkovitz, 2011; Meadows, 
McLanahan, & Brooks-Gunn, 2008).

Lack of resources such as education and income pose a risk for family 
functioning because they are likely to increase stress and dissatisfaction 
(Jiang, Ekono, & Skinner, 2014). Ecological risk that includes low levels of 
education and income may take a greater toll on Latino families, especially 
on families who experience challenges associated with immigration status 
and language barriers (Rodriguez et al., 2007; Rodriguez, Myers, Mira, 
Flores, & Garcia-Hernandez, 2002). While there is little information on how 
risk is related to family change among Latinos, we know that parents with 
higher income and education are less likely to break up and more likely to 
stay in stable relationships than parents with lower income and education 
(Carlson & Furnstenberg, 2006; Manlove, Logan, Ikramulaah, & Holcombe, 
2008). Studies have found that couples with lower levels of education more 
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often face economic hardship such as unemployment or poverty and have 
fewer resources to overcome such hardship, increasing the risk of divorce 
and breakups (Manlove et al., 2008).

Maternal depression is also considered a significant risk factor because it 
can lead to general social dysfunction, including poor health, employment 
absenteeism, reduced productivity, and unemployment (Lépine & Briley, 
2011). Depression can also disrupt family formation and lead to separation or 
divorce. The studies that have examined associations between mental health 
and family structure changes among Latinos are scarce. Studies of clinically 
depressed patients have found that couples in which both partners were 
depressed had a significantly higher divorce rate than couples in which only 
one member was depressed (Merikangas, 1984). In normative samples, a 
study with Black and White populations showed that maternal depression is 
associated with more family dysfunction and instability (Lépine & Briley, 
2011). A study that analyzed data from the National Latino and Asian 
American Study to examine the association between marital status and psy-
chological distress among Latinos in the United States found that the experi-
ence of family change among Latinos (e.g., separated, divorced) was 
associated with higher levels of psychological distress compared with being 
married (Darghouth, Brody, & Alegria, 2015). However, this study did not 
examine whether couple’s mental health led to the breakup or whether there 
were differences by nativity status.

Another potential risk factor that can lead to changes in family structure is 
the level of father involvement (Brody, Murray, Kim, & Brown, 2002; 
Burchinal, Vernon-Feagans, & Cox, 2008). Studies have shown that mothers 
whose partners are involved in their children’s lives also report high-quality 
relationships with their partners and consequently more stability in their rela-
tionships (Fagan & Palkovitz, 2011). There is evidence to suggest that father 
involvement varies somewhat by race and ethnicity, favoring Latino fathers 
(Cabrera, Mitchell, Ryan, Shannon, & Tamis-LeMonda, 2008; Hofferth, 
2006; King, Harris, & Heard, 2004). Fathers, including Latinos, who are 
more engaged in their children’s lives, are more likely to stay involved and 
resident than fathers who are less engaged (Cabrera, Fagan, Wight, & 
Schadler, 2011). Thus, if Latino fathers are more involved in their children’s 
lives, their partners might be more satisfied and therefore less likely to break 
up. Whether father involvement varies by fathers’ nativity status is an open 
empirical question. We therefore explore whether the association between 
nativity status and change in family structure is moderated by levels of father 
involvement.

However, there is no clear consensus on whether ecological risks, includ-
ing education, income, mental health, and father involvement, have an impact 
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on family composition among Latinos as they do among other groups. 
Because Latinos, as a group, endorse family cohesion and loyalty, they might 
be more likely to stay involved and engaged with their children even in the 
face of adversity and risk and, consequently, would be less likely to dissolve 
their relationship to maintain the integrity of the family (Halgunseth et al., 
2006; Leyendecker et al., 2002). If this is the case, we should expect that in 
the face of risk foreign-born parents would be more “family oriented” and 
therefore remain more loyal to the family than U.S.-born counterparts. In this 
study, we ask whether the nativity status of Latino couples is related to 
changes in family structure when faced with various risk factors. Because we 
are testing competing hypotheses for the effects of nativity status of Latinos 
on family structure changes, we cannot suggest a moderation hypothesis.

The Present Study

The current study extends the literature on family structure changes by exam-
ining how Latino families experience these changes and whether differences 
in family structure changes over the early childhood period (baseline, Years 
1, 3, and 5) are related to couple’s nativity status, appealing to cultural and 
social integration perspectives. We tested two competing hypotheses. The 
first hypothesis based on social integration theory states that foreign-born 
Latino families will be more likely to be unstable (breakup or repartner) 
whereas U.S.-born Latinos will be more likely to stay stable. The second 
hypothesis based on a cultural perspective states that foreign-born Latinos 
will be more likely to remain stable compared with U.S.-born Latino families 
who will be more likely to be unstable. We also examine the moderating 
effect of ecological risk—mothers’ income and education, maternal depres-
sive symptoms, and levels of father involvement—on the association between 
Latino nativity status (foreign-born or U.S.-born) and family structure 
changes (a risk perspective).

Method

Data

The Fragile Families Child Well-being Study is a longitudinal birth cohort 
study including nearly 5,000 children born between 1998 and 2000 in hospi-
tals in 20 U.S. cities with populations of 200,000 or more. Mothers of the 
children were interviewed in person within 48 hours of the child’s birth and 
again when the children were 1 and 3 years old. The response rate at baseline 
is 82% for unmarried mothers and 87% for married mothers. The response 



Cabrera et al. 2131

rate is calculated as the percentage of all eligible mothers who provided com-
plete interviews. Eighty-two percent of all mothers participated at all three 
waves (Bendheim-Thoman Center for Research on Child Wellbeing, 2008). 
FFCW is especially well suited to our research question because it includes 
contemporaneous reports on union quality for unions that have ended and for 
unions that are ongoing, so that we can account for changes in quality within 
a union over time and for multiple sources of poor union quality, issues that 
may be significant for children who have experienced multiple transitions in 
family structure. Additionally, because of the relatively disadvantaged status 
of the urban sample, the study includes a large sample of cohabiting unions 
that are likely to experience multiple union transitions (Osborne & 
McLanahan, 2007). The data we use come from maternal interviews from 
baseline, Years 1, 3, and 5 waves of data collection. We used data from the 
baseline and Years 1, 3, and 5 waves of data collection.

Analytic Sample

Our analytical sample consists of 1,314 urban mothers, who self-identified as 
U.S.-born (n = 772) or foreign-born (n = 542) Latino and who lived with 
their child at least 50% of the time. Most of Latinos (70%) were of Mexican 
origin. Of the total sample of n = 4,898, n = 3,235 (66%) were excluded 
because they self-identified as a race/ethnicity other than White, Black, or 
Latino. An additional n = 349 (7%) mothers were excluded because they did 
not live with their babies after the birth, which means that their children were 
not exposed to the mothers’ changes in family structure.

Measures

Dependent Variable. Family structure change was measured when the focal 
child was 0 to 5 years old and it was calculated based on mothers’ reports of 
their relationship status (married, cohabiting, or nonresident) at baseline and 
Years 1, 3, and 5. FFCW administers a questionnaire to mothers that asks 
“What is your current relationship with baby’s father?” and “Are you cur-
rently involved in a relationship with someone other than baby’s father” at 
baseline, Years 1, 3 and 5. Mothers who answer that they are involved in a 
relationship with someone other than the baby’s father are also asked whether 
they live with their current partner. Family structure change was measured 
using mothers’ responses to these questions across four waves (baseline to 
age 5) and were categorized as follows: If mothers reported cohabiting or 
being married at baseline (most often with the focal child’s father) and at 
each subsequent wave, they were coded as 1 = stable residential. If mothers 
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reported that they were single at baseline and in subsequent waves, they were 
coded 2 = stably single. If they reported that they were married or cohabiting 
at baseline (with the focal child’s father) and in at least one subsequent wave 
they reported being nonresident, they were coded 3 = breakup. If they 
reported that they were married or cohabiting at baseline (most often with the 
focal child’s father) or nonresident at baseline and reported at a subsequent 
wave that they were married or cohabiting with a new partner, they were 
coded 4 = repartner. The reference group is stable residential for the logistic 
regression analyses.

Independent Variables. Mothers’ ethnic and immigration status were com-
bined into one variable that was categorized as foreign-born Latina, U.S.-
born Latina. The reference category is specified in each analysis below.

Moderating Variables. The following indicators of ecological risk were tested 
as moderators: household income, maternal education and depressive symp-
toms, and levels of father involvement.

Household income was measured as a continuous variable, reported by 
mothers at baseline. We divided the variable by 1,000 to make it more inter-
pretable. These variables are measured at baseline and remain fairly constant 
for the first 3 years. Mother’s education was measured at baseline with a 
dummy variable (1 = high school degree or less). Mother’s depressive symp-
toms was measured at baseline with a dummy variable created by the FFCW 
researchers (1 = meets criteria for clinical depression, 0 = does not).

Father involvement, reported at age 1—the first age at which involvement 
questions were asked—was calculated from eight questions that ask the 
mother to report how many days per week (0-7) the child’s father plays 
games, sings songs, tells or reads stories, takes child to visit relative, puts 
child to bed, or shows physical affection. The eight questions gather informa-
tion on play, cognitive stimulating activities, and care giving. The eight items 
were averaged to provide a score that was then used as a continuous variable 
with higher scores indicating more days of involvement per week. Alpha for 
this scale is .76. Mother report was used because of missing data on fathers’ 
reports of their own involvement.

Control Variables. We controlled for two sets of variables: demographic and 
psychosocial. Demographic controls include age at first birth, and number of 
children and were measured at baseline. Mother’s age at first birth and her 
number of children were measured continuously. These variables are related 
to family structure and family structure change (Fomby & Cherlin, 2007). 
Psychosocial control variables included maternal parenting stress and 
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economic stress, which were also measured when the child was 1 year old. 
Parenting stress was measured with four items from the Parenting Stress 
Inventory (α = .69; PSI; Abidin, 1995), which were answered 1 = strongly 
agree to 4 = strongly disagree. Items were reverse coded, summed, and 
divided by the total number of items; higher scores indicated more parenting 
stress. Economic stress was measured with the Social Indicators Survey 
(Meyers & Garfinkel, 1999) and the Survey of Income and Program Partici-
pation (Bauman, 1998) scales of economic hardship. We summed the 12 
items (each scored 1 = yes) for a variable that indicated number of economic 
hardships. Because of lack of variability in this variable, we did not model it 
as a moderator, but added it as a control.

Missing Data. Missing data ranged from 0% on demographic variables such 
as nativity status and education to 44% on father involvement. On average 
there were 11% missing data on all variables (moderators and control vari-
ables). We conducted chi-square (χ2) tests to determine whether missing-
ness on father involvement, the only variable with concerning patterns of 
missingness, was related to mother’s nativity status. There were no signifi-
cant differences among foreign-born Latina and U.S.-born Latina mothers 
on missingness. We used multiple imputation in Stata Version 13 to handle 
missing data (see Enders, 2013, for a discussion of the merits of multiple 
imputation).

Analytic Plan. All analyses were conducted in Stata Version 13. We first ran 
descriptive statistics (means and percentages). We then used multinomial 
logistic regression analyses to identify factors that predict membership in 
one of four family structure categories: stably nonresident, breakup, repart-
ner (cohabiting or married), and stable residential (married or cohabiting—
the reference category). Multinomial logistic regression allows for the 
simultaneous estimation of the coefficients for nativity status, maternal 
education, household income, maternal depressive symptoms, and father 
involvement within categories of family structure change. We computed 
moderation variables by (1) centering continuous variables and multiplying 
them by mother’s nativity status or (2) multiplying indicator variables (e.g., 
depression) by mother’s nativity status. Because of a dearth of theoretical 
and empirical evidence on how ecological risk variables moderate the asso-
ciation between nativity status and family structure change, we tested each 
moderator independently in the logistic regression models to first deter-
mine independent statistical significance. We measure our variables at the 
earliest time point because early risk following the birth of a child has been 
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shown to have negative repercussions for family functioning throughout 
the early childhood years.

Our coding schemed resulted in four groups: stably residential, stably 
single, breakup, and repartner. Our models comparing foreign-born and 
U.S.-born Latino mothers’ relative risk for family structure change did not 
converge with stably resident and single mothers in the model because the 
stably single group was too small (n = 35). We conducted sensitivity anal-
yses comparing results when the stably single mothers were excluded from 
analyses versus when they were grouped with the stable resident group. 
Results indicated no meaningful differences between the groups; for ease 
of interpretation we dropped the stable single mothers from analyses. 
Thus, our study is a comparison of the relative risk for breaking up and 
repartnering versus remaining stably resident for foreign-born versus 
U.S.-born Latino mothers.

Results

Descriptive Analyses

Table 1 shows unweighted descriptive statistics by nativity status group  
(n =1,314). In terms of education, 64% of foreign-born Latina mothers have 
less than high school education compared with 41% for U.S.-born Latinos. 
For high school, the percentages are 19% for foreign-born Latinos, 30% for 
U.S.-born. Similarly, for income, average maternal report of family income 
for foreign-born Latinos is $25,000 compared with $28,000 for U.S.-born 
Latino. For our analytic sample, at birth 73% of foreign-born Latinos were 
resident (32% married) and 65% of U.S.-born resident (18% married). At age 
3, 79% of foreign-born were resident with their partner (46% married); 65% 
of U.S.-born were resident with their partner (33% married).

In terms of changes in family structure, from birth to age 5 years, 66% 
of foreign-born Latinos were in a stable residential relationship compared 
with 38% for U.S.-born Latinos (Table 2). Three percent of foreign-born 
Latinos and 5% of U.S.-born Latinos were in a stably nonresident relation-
ship. Approximately 37% for U.S.-born Latinos and 17% for foreign-born 
Latinos experienced family structure change in the form of repartnering 
(see Table 2).

In terms of maternal psychosocial functioning: Only 7% of Latino for-
eign-born mothers reported depressive symptoms compared with 11% of 
U.S.-born (Table 1). The average reported parenting and economic stress was 
very low across groups. Both groups reported similar average levels of father 
involvement (4 days of involvement per week).
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics (N = 1,314).

N U.S.-born: 772

M (SD)

Foreign-born: 542

M (SD)Variable n % n %

M education
 <HS 316 41 347 64  
 HS 230 30 104 19  
 Some college+ 224 29 90 17  
F education
 <HS 304 39 331 61  
 HS 262 34 89 16  
 Some college+ 172 22 86 16  
M HH income at birtha 28 (27) 25 (24)
M number of children  
 At birth 1.1 (1.3) 1.1 (1.3)
 At age 5 2.6 (1.3) 2.6 (1.3)
F number of children  
 At birth 1.0 (1.2) 0.9 (1.2)
 At age 5 2.8 (1.5) 2.6 (1.3)
M depression 81 11 37 7  
M parenting stress 2.2 (0.6) 2.1 (0.8)
M economic stress 1.2 (1.7) 0.9 (1.5)
F involvement 4.1 (1.7) 3.6 (1.5)

Note. M = mother; F = father; HH = household; HS, high school. Percentages do not add 
to 100 when a variable has missing data. Depression, coparenting, and father involvement 
measured at age 1.
aIndicates that values are in thousands.

Table 2. Latina Mother’s Residence and Family Structure Changes by Nativity 
Status.

Foreign-born Latino (%) U.S.-born Latino (%)

Resident birth 73 65
Married birth 32 18
Resident at age 3 79 65
Married at age 3 46 33
Family change (0-5 years)  
 Stable resident 66 38
 Stable nonresident 3 5
 Breakup 14 20
 Repartner 17 37
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Family structure change is significantly and positively correlated  
(p < .05) with foreign nativity status, household income, father involvement, 
and age at first birth. Family structure change is significantly and negatively 
correlated with economic stress (see Table 3). Foreign-born nativity status is 
negatively correlated with mothers’ education, father involvement, and eco-
nomic stress, and positively correlated with age at first birth.

Multinomial Logistic Regressions: Family Structure Change by 
Ethnic and Nativity Status

To test our first and second competing hypotheses that (1) foreign-born 
Latino families will be more likely to be unstable whereas U.S.-born 
Latinos will be more likely to stay stable and that (2) foreign-born Latinos 
will be more likely to remain stable compared with U.S.-born Latino fam-
ilies who will be more likely to be unstable, we ran multinomial logistic 
regressions. Across nativity status, Latina mothers with fewer children, 
more economic stress, less income, and less frequently reported father 
involvement were more likely to break up and repartner than remain sta-
bly resident. Latina mothers who were older when they had their first 
child were also less likely to repartner than remain stably residential. 
Compared with U.S.-born Latino mothers, foreign-born Latino mothers 
were 62% less likely to break up and 75% less likely to repartner than 
remain stably resident (Table 4).

Table 3. Correlations Among Latina Mothers’ Family Structure Changes, Nativity 
Status, and Ecological Risk.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10.

1. Family structure changea 1  
2. Foreign nativity status 0.22* 1  
3. Household income −0.08* −0.05 1  
4. Education −0.01 −0.23* −0.23* 1  
5. Depression −0.07 −0.05 −0.06 0.01 1  
6. Father involvement 0.11* −0.15* 0.09* −0.09* −0.08* 1  
7. Number of children 0.02 −0.01 −0.13* 0.09* 0.01 −0.02 1  
8. Age at first birth 0.11* 0.19* 0.18* −0.23* −0.02 0.03 −0.25* 1  
9. Economic stress −0.13* −0.11* −0.12* −0.02 0.16* −0.05 0.09* −0.14* 1  

10. Parenting stress −0.01 −0.12 −0.07* 0.08* 0.10* −0.13* 0.07* −0.01 0.07* 1

Note. All variables are reported by the mother.
aFamily structure change was coded as follows: 1 = stable residential or stable nonresident; 2 = breakup; 
and 3 = repartner.
*p < .05.
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Moderating Effects

To address our third research question of whether the nativity status of 
Latinos is related to family structure changes when faced with various risk 
factors, we tested the effects of the following moderating variables: house-
hold income, maternal education and depressive symptoms, and father 
involvement. In the full model with all the variables, the moderators that 
were statistically significant when tested alone lost significance when mod-
eled together. The interaction terms for education and father involvement 
were not significant when added alone. The relative risk ratio for education 
by foreign-born status was .50 (p = .07) and for father involvement × for-
eign born was 1.36 (p = .08). Because none of the interaction terms were 
significant, we removed these from the final model and we report main 
effects only. Although there were main effects of nativity status on family 
structure change among Latina mothers, there were no significant moderation 
effects. That is, household income and father involvement, which were sig-
nificantly related to family change did not explain Latina mothers’ relative 
risk of breaking up or repartnering differently based on nativity status.

Table 4. Multinomial Logistic Regression Predicting Latino Family Structure 
Change Birth to Age 5 (Stable Residential Reference Group).

Family structure

 Breakup Repartner

 RRR RRR

Mean number of children other than focal child (reference: 0)
 1 0.56* 0.54**
 2 0.74 0.45***
M age at first birth 0.97 0.92***
M economic stress 1.59* 1.36†

M parenting stress 0.85 1.07
Mnativity (reference: U.S.-born)
 Foreign-born Latino 0.38*** 0.24***
M income 0.93† 0.83***
M education (reference: more than HS)
 HS or less 1.10 1.29
M depression 1.02 1.16
F involvement 0.81** 0.74***

Note. M = mother; F = father; HS = high school.
†p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Discussion

The most notable change in the contemporary American family has been the 
dramatic shift in family composition: increased rates of nonmarital childbear-
ing and divorce and decrease in rates of marriage. Social scientists have paid 
attention to these changes because of the profound implications for the eco-
nomic well-being of the family as well as for the well-being of children. A 
large limitation of this literature is that it has not examined whether family 
structure changes are experienced by all ethnic groups in the same way. This 
is an important question because the composition of the United States is very 
diverse and thus there is remarkable variability in how the cultural context 
and other variables play a role in the formation or dissolution of the family. 
We thus extend this literature by examining family transition patterns among 
Latinos, the largest ethnic group in the United States, and draw several impor-
tant conclusions. We found that foreign-born Latina mothers were in rela-
tively stable relationships, less likely to break up or repartner than U.S.-born 
Latinas. In contrast, more U.S.-born Latina mothers experienced more than 
one family structure change. If family stability contributes to the well-being 
of the family and of children, then we would expect foreign-born Latinos to 
be in a better place than their counterparts. However, foreign-born Latinos 
are also more economically disadvantaged (although they report better men-
tal health outcomes) than U.S.-born, which raises the question of whether 
family stability trumps economic disadvantage in the short or long term, 
especially for children’s well-being. This is an important question that merits 
further study.

The descriptive differences between foreign-born and U.S.-born Latinos 
also play out in our predictive models. Across family structure changes, our 
control variables (i.e., age at first birth, number of children) predicted to 
changes in family structure. Holding these variables constant, as expected 
we found that foreign-born Latina mothers were less likely to break up or 
repartner than to be in a stable residential relationship compared with U.S.-
born Latina mothers. This evidence supports a cultural explanation that 
foreign-born Latino parents compared with U.S.-born are more likely to stay 
together because of strong family values about the importance of the family, 
which tend to be weaker among U.S.-born Latinos (Landale et al., 2006; Lee 
& Bean, 2004). These findings do not support a social integration theory that 
foreign-born immigrants would experience greater odds of breaking up. 
Possibly their networks are not affected by immigration. The receiving 
country may offer a rich network of supports. Future research should exam-
ine the cultural theory by testing whether strong family values explain 
(mediate) the association between nativity status and family structure 



Cabrera et al. 2139

outcomes. Similarly, it would be important to measure social networks in 
country of origin and receiving country as a means to examine the social 
integration theory.

We also found support for a main effect of risk on family structure changes. 
Across nativity status, Latina mothers were more likely to be in a stable resi-
dential relationship when they reported less economic stress, more income, 
and reported that their child’s father was more involved with the child. These 
results are consistent with the literature showing that lack of resources such 
as income (Carlson & Furnstenberg, 2006; Jiang et al., 2014; Manlove et al., 
2008) and low levels of father involvement (e.g., Cabrera et al., 2011; Fagan 
& Palkovitz, 2011) increase the risk of family structure changes. We did not 
find support for the association between maternal depression and family 
structure changes as others have done (e.g., Lépine & Briley, 201) perhaps 
because families in our study reported low levels of depressive symptoms 
and only a small percentage met the clinically depression criteria. It is pos-
sible as others have found that depression might be a consequence of family 
structure changes (Darghouth et al., 2015); this should be certainly of interest 
to future researchers. Overall, our findings suggest that ecological risk, in 
particular low levels of income and father involvement, are as important for 
Latinos as they are for other groups (Flores et al., 2002).

We expected that foreign-born Latino couples, who have stronger sense 
of family cohesion and loyalty, would be less likely to break up than U.S.-
born Latina mothers when faced with various risk factors. We did not find 
support for this hypothesis. We found that ecological risk, including low 
levels of household income, maternal education and depressive symptoms, 
and father involvement, did not change the association between nativity sta-
tus and family structure changes. Although risk factors such as less income 
and lower levels of father involvement significantly predicted Latina moth-
ers’ family structure changes, these associations did not differ for U.S.-born 
versus foreign-born mothers. Thus, our findings do not support the view that 
ecological risk (i.e., low levels of income and father involvement) takes a 
greater toll on families who experience challenges associated with immigra-
tion status than with families born in the United States (Rodriguez et al., 
2002; Rodriguez et al., 2007). It is possible that cumulative risk—that is 
these ecological risks in combination—rather than single risk factors might 
alter the pathways of association between nativity status and changes in 
family structure. This is a direction of future research. Regardless, the impli-
cations of the current findings clearly point to programmatic efforts to help 
fathers stay involved in their children’s lives and improve the economic con-
ditions of Latino families.
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Limitations

These findings should be understood in the context of some limitations. The 
measurement of family structure change could be better. In particular, we 
likely underestimate family structure change. Because we use mothers’ 
reported residential relationship status at each wave, it is possible that moth-
ers experience other relationship changes between waves that are not cap-
tured. For example, if a mother reports she lives with her child’s father at one 
wave and is single at the subsequent wave, we know of one family structure 
change. However, she could have separated from the father, moved in with a 
new partner, and separated from him in the time between waves. The current 
coding scheme does not capture this possibility. The sample might have been 
biased due to missing data. Although we tested whether our data were miss-
ing at random, there were a lot of missing data on father involvement and 
parenting stress. It is likely that mothers who did not answer questions about 
their child’s father or their own parenting stress are different from those that 
did. Our results need to be interpreted with this in mind. Another potential 
limitation is the lack of data on the role of structural factors (including dis-
crimination and structural oppression) in shaping life choices that could have 
caused enough stress to affect family relationships. Future studies should 
include these constructs to understand their impact on family choices.

Conclusions

In summary, our findings showed that although foreign-born Latina mothers 
are less likely to separate and repartner than U.S.-born Latina mothers, eco-
logical risk factors such as low levels of income and father involvement can 
exacerbate and create family stress and dissolution in all families, not just 
immigrant families. Programs and policies targeted at improving the well-
being of Latino families need to target fathers and economic self-sufficiency 
as important conduits for family well-being.
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Beresnevièiûtë, V. (2003). Dimensions of social integration: Appraisal of theoretical 
approaches. Ethnicity Studies, 2003, 96-108.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1558-7356
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7769-1749
http://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2013/article/marriage-and-divorce-patterns-by-gender-race-and-educational-attainment.htm
http://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2013/article/marriage-and-divorce-patterns-by-gender-race-and-educational-attainment.htm
http://fragilefamilies.princeton.edu/sites/fragilefamilies/files/ff_using_wgts.pdf
http://fragilefamilies.princeton.edu/sites/fragilefamilies/files/ff_using_wgts.pdf


2142 Journal of Family Issues 40(15) 

Bloome, D. (2017). Childhood family structure and intergenerational income mobility 
in the United States. Demography, 54, 541-569. doi:10.1007/s13524-017-0564-4

Brody, G. H., Murray, V. M., Kim, S., & Brown, A. C. (2002). Longitudinal pathways 
to competence and psychological adjustment among African American children 
living in rural single-parent households. Child Development, 73, 1505-1516.

Brown, S. L. (2010). Marriage and child wellbeing: Research and policy perspectives. 
Journal of Marriage and Family, 72, 1059-1077.

Brown, S. L., Bulanda, J. R., & Lee, G. R. (2005). The significance of nonmari-
tal cohabitation: Marital status and mental health benefits among middle-aged 
and older adults. Journals of Gerontology Series B: Psychological Sciences and 
Social Sciences, 60, S21-S29.

Brown, S. L., Stykes, J. B., & Manning, W. D. (2016). Trends in children’s fam-
ily instability, 1995-2010. Journal of Marriage and Family, 78, 1173-1183. 
doi:10.1111/jomf.12311

Bumpass, L., & Lu, H. (2000). Trends in cohabitation and implications for children’s 
family contexts in the United States. Population Studies, 54(1), 29-41.

Burchinal, M. R., Vernon-Feagans, L., & Cox, M. (2008). Cumulative social risk, 
parenting, and infant development in rural low-income communities. Parenting: 
Science and Practice, 8, 41-69.

Cabrera, N. J., Fagan, J., Wight, V., & Schadler, C. (2011). Influence of mother, 
father, and child risk on parenting and children’s cognitive and social behaviors. 
Child Development, 82, 1985-2005.

Cabrera, N. J., Hofferth, S. L., & Hancock, G. (2014). Family structure, mater-
nal employment, and change in children’s externalizing problem behavior: 
Differences by age and self-regulation. European Journal of Developmental 
Psychology, 11, 136-158.

Cabrera, N. J., Mitchell, J. S., Ryan, R. M., Shannon, J., & Tamis-LeMonda, C. S. 
(2008). Low-income nonresident father involvement with their toddlers: Variation 
by fathers’ race and ethnicity. Journal of Family Psychology, 22, 643-647.

Cancian, M., & Haskins, R. (2014). Changes in family composition: Implications for 
income, poverty, and public policy. Annals of the American Academy of Political 
and Social Science, 654, 31-47.

Carlson, M. J., & Furstenberg, F. F. (2006). The prevalence and correlates of multi-
partnered fertility among urban U.S. parents. Journal of Marriage and Family, 
68, 718-732. doi:10.1111/j.1741-3737.2006.00285

Cavanagh, S. E., & Huston, A. C. (2006). Family structure change and children’s 
early problem behavior. Social Forces, 85, 551-581.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2013). Unmarried childbearing. 
Retrieved from https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/fastats/unmarried-childbearing.htm

Cherlin, A. J. (2010). Demographic trends in the United States: A review of research 
in the 2000s. Journal of Marriage and Family, 72, 403-419. doi:10.1111/j.1741-
3737.2010.00710.x

Clark, R. L., Glick, J. E., & Bures, R. M. (2009). Immigrant families over the life 
course: Research directions and needs. Journal of Family Issues, 30, 852-872. doi
:10.1177/0192513X09332162

https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/fastats/unmarried-childbearing.htm


Cabrera et al. 2143

Colby, S. L., & Ortman, J. M. (2015, March). Projections of the size and composition 
of the U.S. population: 2014 to 2060. Current Population Reports, P25-1143. 
Retrieved from https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publica-
tions/2015/demo/p25-1143.pdf

Coll, C. G., Lamberty, G., Jenkins, R., McAdoo, H. P., Crnic, K., Wasik, B. H., & 
Garcia, H. V. (1996). An integrative model for the study of developmental com-
petencies in minority children. Child Development, 67, 1891-1914.

Coohey, C. (2001). The relationship between familism and child maltreatment in 
Latino and Anglo families. Child Maltreatment, 6, 130-142.

Darghouth, S., Brody, L., & Alegría, M. (2015). Does marriage matter? Marital sta-
tus, family processes, and psychological distress among Latino men and women. 
Journal of Family Issues, 37, 482-502.

Ellison, C. G., Wolfinger, N. H., & Ramos-Wada, A. I. (2013). Attitudes toward mar-
riage, divorce, cohabitation, and casual sex among working-age Latinos: Does 
religion matter? Journal of Family Issues, 34, 295-322.

Enders, C. K. (2013). Dealing with missing data in developmental research. Child 
Development Perspectives, 7, 27-31.

Fagan, J., & Palkovitz, R. (2011). Coparenting and relationship quality effects on 
father engagement: Variations by residence, romance. Journal of Marriage and 
Family, 73, 637-653.

Fomby, P., & Cherlin, A. J. (2007). Family structure change and child well-being. 
American Sociological Review, 72, 181-204.

Fomby, P., & Osborne, C. (2010). The influence of union instability and union quality 
on children’s aggressive behavior. Social Science Research, 39, 912-924.

Gray, P. B., Garcia, J. R., Crosier, B. S., & Fisher, H. E. (2015). Dating and sexual 
behavior among single parents of young children in the United States. Journal of 
Sex Research, 52, 121-128. doi:10.1080/00224499.2014.941454

Halgunseth, L. C., Ispa, J. M., & Rudy, D. (2006). Parental control in Latino families: 
An integrated review of the literature. Child Development, 77, 1282-1297.

Harvey, J., & Delfabbro, P. H. (2004). Psychological resilience in disadvantaged 
youth: A critical overview. Australian Psychologist, 39, 3-13. doi:10.1080/000
50060410001660281

Hernandez, D. J., & Napierala, J. S. (2012). Children in immigrant families: Essential 
to America’s future. New York, NY: Foundation for Child Development.

Hill, N. E., Bush, K. R., & Roosa, M. W. (2003). Parenting and family socializa-
tion strategies and children’s mental health: Low-income Mexican-American and 
Euro-American mothers and children. Child Development, 74, 189-204.

Hofferth, S. L. (2006). Residential father family type and child well-being: Investment 
versus selection. Demography, 43, 53-77.

Hummer, R. A., & Hamilton, E. R. (2010). Race and ethnicity in fragile families. 
Future of Children, 20, 113-131.

Jiang, Y., Ekono, M., & Skinner, C. (2014). Basic facts about low-income children, 
2012: Children under age 3. New York, NY: National Center for Children in 
Poverty, Mailman School of Public Health, Columbia University.

https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2015/demo/p25-1143.pdf
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2015/demo/p25-1143.pdf


2144 Journal of Family Issues 40(15) 

Karberg, E., Cabrera, N, Fagan, J., Scott, M. E., & Guzman, L. (2017). Family sta-
bility and instability among low-income Hispanic mothers with young children 
(Research Brief). Bethesda, MD: Child Trends.

Karberg, E., Guzman, L., Cook, E., Scott, M. E., & Cabrera, N. (2017). A portrait of 
Latino fathers: Strengths and challenges (Research Brief). Bethesda, MD: Child 
Trends.

Kennedy, S., & Bumpass, L. L. (2008). Cohabitation and children’s living 
 arrangements: New estimates from the United States. Demographic Research, 
19, 1663-1692.

King, V., Harris, K. M., & Heard, H. E. (2004). Racial and ethnic diversity in nonresi-
dent father involvement. Journal of Marriage and Family, 66, 1-21.

Knight, G. P., Berkel, C., Umaña-Taylor, A. J., Gonzales, N. A., Ettekal, I., 
Jaconis, M., & Boyd, B. M. (2011). The familial socialization of cultur-
ally related values in Mexican American families. Journal of Marriage and 
Family, 73, 913-925.

Landale, N. S., & Ogena, N. B. (1995). Migration and union dissolution among Puerto 
Rican women. International Migration Review, 29, 671-692.

Landale, N. S., Oropesa, R. S., & Bradatan, C. (2006). Hispanic families in the 
United States: Family structure and process in an era of family change. In M. 
Tienda & F. Mitchell (Eds.), Hispanics and the Future of America (pp. 138-178). 
Washington, DC: National Academies Press.

Lee, J., & Bean, F. D. (2004). America’s changing color lines: Immigration, race/eth-
nicity, and multiracial identification. Annual Review of Sociology, 30, 221-242.

Lehrer, E. L. and Son, Y. (2017) Marital instability in the United States: Trends, 
driving forces, and implications for children. IZA Discussion Paper No. 10503. 
Retrieved from https://ssrn.com/abstract=2903125

Lépine, J. P., & Briley, M. (2011). The increasing burden of depression. 
Neuropsychiatric Disease and Treatment, 7(Suppl. 1), 3-7.

Leyendecker, B., Lamb, M. E., Harwood, R. L., & Schölmerich, A. (2002). Mothers’ 
socialisation goals and evaluations of desirable and undesirable everyday 
situations in two diverse cultural groups. International Journal of Behavioral 
Development, 26, 248-258.

Manlove, J., Logan, C., Ikramullah, E., & Holcombe, E. (2008), Factors associated 
with multiple-partner fertility among fathers. Journal of Marriage and Family, 
70, 536-548. doi:10.1111/j.1741-3737.2008.00499.x

Manning, W. D., Brown, S. L., & Stykes, J. B. (2014). Family complexity among 
children in the United States. Annals of the American Academy of Political and 
Social Science, 654, 48-65.

Meadows, S. O., McLanahan, S. S., & Brooks-Gunn, J. (2008). Stability and change 
in family structure and maternal health trajectories. American Sociological 
Review, 73, 314-334.

Merikangas, K. R. (1984). Divorce and assortative mating among depressed patients. 
American Journal of Psychiatry, 141, 159-171.

Meyers, M. K., & Garfinkel, I. (1999). Social indicators and the study of inequality. 
Economic Policy Review, 5(3), 149-163.



Cabrera et al. 2145

Mistry, R. S., Vandewater, E. A., Huston, A. C., & McLoyd, V. C. (2002). Economic 
well-being and children’s social adjustment: The role of family process in an 
ethnically diverse low-income sample. Child Development, 73, 935-951.

Osborne, C., & McLanahan, S. (2007). Partnership instability and child wellbeing. 
Journal of Marriage and Family, 69, 1065-1083.

Parrado, E. A., & Flippen, C. A. (2005). Migration and gender among mexi-
can women. American Sociological Review, 70(4), 606–632. doi:10.1177/ 
000312240507000404

Rodriguez, N., Mira, C. B., Paez, N. D., & Myers, H. F. (2007). Exploring the com-
plexities of familism and acculturation: Central constructs for people of Mexican 
origin. American Journal of Community Psychology, 39(1-2), 61-77.

Rodriguez, N., Myers, H. F., Mira, C. B., Flores, T., & Garcia-Hernandez, L. (2002). 
Development of the Multidimensional Acculturative Stress Inventory for adults 
of Mexican origin. Psychological Assessment, 14, 451.

Romero, A. J., & Ruiz, M. (2007). Does familism lead to increased parental moni-
toring? Protective factors for coping with risky behaviors. Journal of Child and 
Family Studies, 16, 143-154.

Ryan, R. M., Claessens, A., & Markowitz, A. J. (2015). Associations between family 
structure change and child behavior problems: The moderating effect of family 
income. Child Development, 86, 112-127.

Sáenz, V. (2004). Resources and information for serving minority populations. New 
Directions for Community Colleges, 2004(127), 97-106. doi:10.1002/cc.167

U.S. Census Bureau. (2014). Type of family (all races) by median and mean income. 
Retrieved from http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/income/data/historical/fami-
lies//

Updegraff, K. A., & Umaña-Taylor, A. J. (2015). What can we learn from the study of 
Mexican-origin families in the U.S.? Family Process, 54, 205-216. doi:10.1111/
famp.12135

Wildsmith, E., Scott., M. E., Guzman, L., & Cook, E. (2014). Family structure and 
family formation among low-income Hispanics in the U.S. (Brief 2014-48). 
Bethesda, MD: National Research Center on Hispanic Children & Families.

Zambrana, R. E. (2011). Latinos in American society: Families and communities in 
transition. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Zong, J., Batalova, J., & Burrows, M. (2019). Frequently requested statistics on 
immigrants and immigration in the United States. Retrieved from http://www.
migrationpolicy.org/article/frequently-requested-statistics-immigrants-and-
immigration-united-states/

http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/income/data/historical/families//
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/income/data/historical/families//
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/frequently-requested-statistics-immigrants-and-immigration-united-states/
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/frequently-requested-statistics-immigrants-and-immigration-united-states/
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/frequently-requested-statistics-immigrants-and-immigration-united-states/

