~22« 2t the image on page 525 and discuss which elements of the
=272 —and of the 2016 Trump-Pence campaign more generally — could be
~=~:= dered nostalgic. Do you think the title “What We Really Miss about the
== 2: would be an apt one for this image?

EXTENDING THE CRITICAL CONTEXT

~ =t znepisode of a 1950s sitcom such as Father Knows Best, The Donna Reed
~ 2w _eaveltto Beaver, or | Love Lucy. Analyze the extent to which it reveals
~=77 positive and negative aspects of the 1950s that Coontz discusses — for
=.=mple, an authoritarian father figure, limited roles for wives, economic
© osoerity, or a sense of a secure community.
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~ o0tz suggests that an uninformed nostalgia for the 1950s could promote

~ = —7ul political agendas. What connections do you see between her analysis

“72 the campaign slogan “Make America Great Again” or other recent political

~=nces or events? Do you agree with Coontz that nostalgia can be danger-
=7 \Why or why not?
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THE COLOR OF FAMILY TIES:
RACE, CLASS, GENDER, AND
EXTENDED FAMILY INVOLVEMENT

= ZM GERSTEL AND NATALIA SARKISIAN

The myth of the nuclear family is not justa harmless cliché; rather, it can
!ock us into fundamentai mfsunderstandmgs of how American fam;!;:s
‘lve, m:sunderstandmgs ‘that can divide groups and promote S|mplls-
tic public policy. In this study, soc:o!oglsts Naomi Gerstel and Natalia
Sarkisian examine data on black, white, and Latino/a families to chal-
‘enge the popular notion that minority families have weaker ties and
are more fragmented than white families. They find that social class is
more important than ethnicity; moreover, while differences between
=thnic groups do exist, each group has developed ways to cope with the
practical, emotional, and financial challenges they face and to main-
tain family solidarity. Gerstel is Distinguished University Professor and
mnfessomf_spgo!oglat the University of Massachusetts, Amherst; she
nas published widely on such topics as the changing American' family,
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elder care, child care, and work schedules. Sarkisian is Associate Profes-
sor of Sociology at Boston College. The two coauthored the 2012 book
Nuclear Family Values, Extended Family Lives: The Importance of Gender,
Race, and Class. “The Color of Family Ties” appeared in American Fami-
lies: A Multicultural Reader, edited by Stephanie Coontz (see p. 26) with
Maya Parson and Gabrielle Raley (2008).

WHEN TALKING ABOUT FAMILY OBLIGATIONS and solidarities,
politicians and social commentators typically focus on the ties between
married couples and their children. We often hear that Black and Lati-

no/a, especially Puerto Rican, families are more disorganized than

y Whlte families, and that their family ties are weaker, because rates of
non marriage and smgle parenthood are higher among these minority
groups But this focus on the nuclear family ignores extended famlly
‘solidarities and caregiving activities. Here we examine these often
overlooked extended kinship ties.!

: , Taking this broader perspective on family relations refutes the myth

‘that Blacks and Latinos/as lack strong families. Minority individuals are
more llkely to live in extended family homes than Whites and in many
ways more likely to help out their aging parents, grandparents, adult
children, brothers, sisters, cousins, aunts, uncles, and other kin.
According to our research using the second wave of the National
Survey of Families and Households, as Figures 1 and 2 show, Blacks
and Latinos/as, both women and men, are much more likely than
Whites to share a home with extended kin: 42 percent of Blacks and 37
percent of Latinos/as, but only 20 percent of Whites, live with relatives.
Similar patterns exist for living near relatives: 54 percent of Blacks and
51 percent of Latinos/as, but only 37 percent of Whites, live within two
miles of kin. Blacks and Latinos/as are also more likely than Whites to
frequently visit kin. For example, 76 percent of Blacks, 71 percent of

~

For the extensive analysis underlying this discussion, see: (1) Natalia Sarkisian, Mar-
iana Gerena, and Naomi Gerstel, "Extended Family Integration Among Mexican and Euro
Americans: Ethnicity, Gender, and Class," Journal of Marriage and Family, 69 (2007), 1
(February), 40-54. (2) Natalia Sarkisian, Mariana Gerena, and Naomi Gerstel, "Extended
Family Ties Among Mexicans, Puerto Ricans and Whites: Superintegration or Disinte-
gration?," Family Relations, 55 (2006), 3 (July), 331-344. (3) Natalia Sarkisian and Naomi
Gerstel, "Kin Support Among Blacks and Whites: Race and Family Organization,” Amer-
ican Sociological Review, 69 (2004), 4 (December), 812-837. (4) Amy Armenia and Naomi
Gerstel, “Family Leaves, The FMLA, and Gender Neutrality: The Intersection of Race
and Gender,"” Social Science Research, 35 (2006), 871-891. (5) Naomi Gerstel and Natalia
Sarkisian, “A Sociological Perspective on Families and Work: The Import of Gender, Class,
and Race,” in Marcie Pitt Catsouphes, Ellen Kossek, and Steven Sweet (eds.), The Work
and Family Handbook: Multi-disciplinary Perspectives, Methods, and Approaches (Mah-
wah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum, 2006), pp. 237-266. (6) Naomi Gerstel and Natalia Sarkisian,
“"Marriage: The Good, the Bad, and the Greedy,” Contexts, 5 (2006) 4 (November), 16-21.
(7) Naomi Gerstel and Natalia Sarkisian, "Intergenerational Care and the Greediness of
Adult Children's Marriages,” in J. Suitor and T. Owens (eds.), Interpersonal Relations
Across the Life Course. Advances in the Life Course Research, Volume 12 (Greenwich, CT:
Elsevier / JAI Press, 2007). [Gerstel and Sarkisian's note.]
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“gure 1. Ethnicity and extended kin involvement among men.
=2 from National Survey of Families and Households, 1992-1994.
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Sgure 2. Ethnicity and extended kin involvement among women.
Zztz from National Survey of Families and Households, 1992-1994.




Latinos/as, but just 63 percent of Whites see their relatives once a week
or more.
Even if they don't live together, Blacks and Latinos/as are as likely
Y. as Whltes——and in some ways more likely —to be supportive family
» members. But there are important racial and ethnic differences in the
‘type of support family members give each other. Whites are more likely
than ethnic minorities to give and receive large sums of money, and
White women are more likely than minority women to give and receive
emotional support, such as discussing personal problems and giving
each other advice. When it comes to help with practical tasks, however,
we find that Black and Latino/a relatives are more likely than Whites to
be supportlve they are more likely to give each other help with house-
hold work and child care, as well as with providing rides and running
errands. These differences are especially pronounced among women.
This is not to say that Black and Latino men are not involved with
kin, as is implied in popular images of minority men hanging out on
street corners rather than attending to family ties. In fact, Black and
Latino men are more likely than White men to live near relatives and
< 1o stay in touch with them. White men, however, are more likely to give
\ 'and receive large-scale financial help. Moreover, the three groups of
men are very similar when it comes to giving and getting practical help
and emotional support.
These data suggest that if we only consider married couples or par-
ents and their young children, we are missing much of what families in
y general and famlhes of color in partlcular do for each other. A focus on
" nuclear ar families in discussions of race differences in family life creates a
biased portrait of families of color.

-
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Explaining Race Differences:
Is It Culture or Class?

When discussing differences in family experiences of various racial and
ethnic groups, commentators often assume that these differences can
be traced to cultural differences or competing “famllz values." Some-
times these are expressed in a };)'osmve way, as in the stereotype that
Latino families have more extended ties because of their historical tra-
ditions and religious values. Other times these are expressed in a neg-
ative way, as when Blacks are said to lack family values because of the
cultural legacy of slavery and subsequent years of oppression. Either
way, differences in family behaviors are often explained by differences

_in cultural heritage. -
In contrast, in our research, we find that social class rather than cul-

\
\{ i l ture is the key to understan 1ng the dlfferences in extended famlly ties
I

ences in cultural values do ex1st Blacks and Latmos/as are more 11ke1y

| |than Whites to say they believe that extended family is important; both

/
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= also more likely to attend religious services. Blacks tend to o
h ~ = =galitarian beliefs about gender than Whites, while Lati-
= =oecially Mexican Americans, tend to hold more “traditional”
. ‘hese differences in values do not explain racial differences ‘}
8 wis involvement with relatives. It 1wstead soc1al class that mat— f
WS mest in explaining these d1fferences J
! © = widely known (and confirmed by U.S. Census data presented
-~ = | that Blacks and Latinos/as tend to have far less income and
= ‘han Whites. Families of color are also much more likely than
. .ulies to be below the official poverty line. In our research, we
* ‘e differences in extended family ties and behaviors between
“=s and ethnic minorities are primarily the result of these somal \>
@spantes, . /
+ put, White, Black, and Latino/a individuals with the Sam?Y 10
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.~ ¢ income and education have similar patterns of involvement /
-~ ¢ =xtended families. Just like poor minorities, impoverished
i == more likely to exchange practical aid and visit with extended
- are their wealthier counterparts. Just like middle-class Whites,
-~ -~_.ass Blacks and Latinos/as are more likely to talk about their
= concerns or share money with relatives than are their poorer

lesparis.

.\L re spec1flcally, it is because Whites tend to have more income

-
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“= atives or get it from them. And the higher levels of emotmnal
- =mong White women can be at least in part traced to their
~ = =vels of education, perhaps because schooling encourages
“o talk out their problems and makes them more likely to give
§ g=t) advice.
~ oversely, we find that the relative economic deprivation of racial/
minorities leads in many?ﬁéys to higher levels of extended
h_‘ ‘nvolvement. Ind1v1duals lack of economic resources increases
B need for help from kin and boosts their willingness to give help in
~ “=cause Blacks and Latinos/as typically have less income and\
dl:_.‘on than Whites, they come to rely more on their relatives for

E.E 1 Education, Income, and Poverty Rates by Race

WHITES BLACKS LATINOS/AS

~ = =n household income $50,784 $30,858 $35,967
=niage below poverty line 8.4% 24.7% 22.0%
a=mcation:
_=ss than high school 14.5% 27.6% 47.6%
; _.gh school graduate 58.5% 58.1% 42.0%
“=chelor's degree or higher 27.0% 14.3% 10.4%

~ = om US. Census Bureau, 2005.
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daily needs such as child care, household tasks, or rides. The tendency
of Blacks and Latinos/as to live with or near kin may also reflect their
greater need for kin cooperation, as well as their decreased opportuni-
ties and pressures to move away, including moving for college.

Social Class and Familial Trade-Ofis

How do our findings on race, social class, and familial involvement
challenge common understandings of minority families? They show
that poor minority families do not necessarily lead lives of social iso-
lation or lack strong family solidarities. The lower rates of marriage
.among impoverished groups may reflect not a rejection of family values
i "but a realistic assessment of how little a woman (and her children) may
“be able to depend upon marriage. Sociologists Kathryn Edin and Maria

\ Kefalas (2007) recently found that because disadvantaged men are

\

often unable to offer women the kind of economic security that advan-
taged men provide, poor women are less likely to marry. Instead, these

7 women create support networks beyond the nuclear family, reqularly

/

turmng to extended kin for practical support.

Reliance on extended kin and lack of marital ties are linked. In
another analysis of the National Survey of Families and Households, we
found that, contrary to much rhetoric about marriage as a key source

/ of adult social ties, marriage actually diminishes ties to kin. Married
people—women as well as men—are less involved with their parents
angu§1h11ngs than those never married or previously married. These
findings indicate a trade-off between commitments to nuclear and

tion: it has a tendency to consume the bulk of people's energies and

\l extended family ties. Marriage, we have found, is a “greedy" institu-

emotions and to dilute their commitments beyond the nuclear family.
On the one hand, then, support given to spouses and intimate part-
ners sometimes comes at the expense of broader kin and community
ties. Indeed, married adult children take care of elderly parents less
often than their unmarried siblings. Marriage can also cut people off
from networks of mutual aid. Married 'mothers, for example, whether
Black, Latina, or White, are often unable to obtain help from kin in the
way that their single counterparts can. Although the “greedy” nature of
marriage may pose a problem across social class, it is especially prob-
lematic for those less well off economically, as these individuals most
need to cultivate wider circles of obligation, mutual aid, and reciprocity.
On the other hand, support to relatives sometimes comes at the
expense of care for partners, and can interfere with nuclear family for-
mation or stability. Indeed, individuals who are deeply immersed in
relationships with extended families may be less likely to get married
or, if they marry, may be less likely to put the marital ties first in their
loyalties. Several decades ago in her observations of a poor Black com-
munity, anthropologist Carol Stack (1974) found that the reciprocal pat-
terns of sharing with kin and “fictive kin" forged in order to survive

15




- =7p often made it difficult for poor Blacks either to move up eco-
~ = czlly or to marry. To prevent the dilution of their social support
© oris, some extended families may even discourage their mem-
-+ rom getting married, or unconsciously sabotage relationships that
- =1 to pull someone out of the family orbit. As sociologists Domin-
- = =nd Watkins (2003) argue, the ties of mutual aid that help impov-
-+ = individuals survive on a day-to-day basis may also prevent
- rom saying "no” to requests that sap their ability to get ahead or
;\;::;P- individual opportunities.

_werall, we should avoid either denigrating or glorifying the sur-
mwal strategies ofTh?ﬁmr “Although social class disparities are key to
m tanding racial and ethnic variation in familial involvement, it
- simple to say that class differences create "more" involvement
wnth :elatlves in one group and "less” in another. In some ways eco-
© = deprivation increases ties to kin (e.g., in terms of living nearby
= ~=-hanging practical help) and in other ways it reduces them (e.g.,
s of financial help or emotional support). These findings remind
=t love and family connections are expressed both through talk \(
u:-: =ction. Equally important, focusing solely on the posmve or on the
= ve aspects of either minority or White families is problematic.
- =2d we need to think in terms of trade-offs—among different kinds
- == and between the bonds of kinship and the bonds of marrlage
= trade-offs are linked to social class.
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Why Do These Differences
in Family Life Matter?

~umentators often emphasize the disorganization and dysfunction of
‘5&_ - and Latino/a family life. They suggest that if we could "fix" fam-
@ values in minority communities and get them to form married-couple
© ==holds, all their problems would be solved. This argument misun-
-~ =iands causal connections by focusing on the family as the source of
©“lems. Specifically, it ignores the link between race and class and
___::‘.Dutes racial or ethnic differences to cultural values. Instead, we
~~ .= it is important to understand that family strategies and behav-
= often emerge in response to the challenges of living in economic
.-—-uvanon or constant economic insecurity. Therefore, social pohc1es
ssould not focus on changing family behaviors, but rather aim to sup-
- 2 range of existing family arrangements and improve economic |
- =itions for the poor.
Social policies that overlook extended family obligations may intro-
~ = reproduce, or even increase ethnic inequalities. For example, the
==ves of Blacks and Latinos/as are more likely than those of Whites
0 :rowde various kinds of support that policymakers tend to assume
= .’:l\ provided by husbands and wives. Such relatives may need the

_:.ance, the Family and Medical Leave Act is an important soc1a1
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policy, but it only guarantees unpaid leave from jobs to provide care to
spouses, children, or elderly parents requiring medical attention. Our
f1nd1ngs suggest that 1f we really want to support families, such pohc1es '

and sisters, cousins, aunts and uncles. Slmllarly, Medicaid regulatlons

~ that only pay for non-familial care of ill, injured, or disabled individuals

implicitly discriminate against Blacks and Latinos/as who provide sig-
nificant amounts of care to extended kin. “"Pro-marriage” policies that
give special incentives to impoverished women for getting married may
penalize other women who turn down marriage to a risky mate and rely
instead on grandparents or other relatives to help raise their children.
Extended family obligations should be recognized and accommo-

dated where possible. But they should not be counted on as a substitute

Wﬁ.y..Pohcymakers must recognlze that support from family — whether
extended or nuclear— cannot fully compensate for the disadvantages
of being poor, or minority, or both. Neither marital ties nor extended
family ties can substitute for educational opportunities, jobs with decent
wages, health insurance, and affordable child care. ,Instead of hoping
that poor families pull themselves out of poverty by “their own boot-
straps soc1a1 policy should explicitly aim to rectify economic dlsadvan—
tages In turn, improvements in economic opportunltles and resources
wﬂl likely shape families.
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ENGAGING THE TEXT

1. In paragraph 1, what might politicians and social commentators mean when
they describe black and Latino/a families as “more disorganized” than white
families? How accurate is this label in Gerstel and Sarkisian’s view? Why might
a politician find the term “disorganized” useful?

2. What evidence do Gerstel and Sarkisian give that social class is even more
important than ethnicity in understanding differences among families? Why
is this a critical distinction to the authors?

3. What examples of “extended family solidarities and caregiving activities” (para.
1) do the authors provide? How common or uncommon are these in your own
family or community? Do your personal experiences and those of your class-
mates tend to support, refute, or complicate Gerstel and Sarkisian’s analysis?

20
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== whyyou agree or disagree with the claim that “social policy should
7. 2im to rectify economic disadvantages” (para. 20). What would this
=27 2nguage mean in practice?

SRFLORING CONNECTIONS
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~ 0 o review Gary Soto’s “Looking for Work” (p. 20), Larissa MacFarquhar’s
=" Znould a Child Be Taken from His Parents?” (below), or the excerpt
= “=coming Nicole by Amy Ellis Nutt (p. 73). To what extent could each fam-
= “=:scribed as “disorganized” (para. 1) and to what extent does it exhibit
~© = 2=2 Tamily solidarities and caregiving activities” (para. 1)?

- study the frontispiece to Chapter Four on page 341. What symbols

= _=nc= does the photograph contain? How might Gerstel and Sarkisian

= == mportance of family background in the man’s level of economic
=ment?

= 27t Gerstel and Sarkisian read the cartoon on page 367

- THE CRITICAL CONTEXT

© =7 Cle, Gerstel and Sarkisian focus on just three groups — blacks, Lati-

== 202 whites. What do you think the data would look like for other

© 2.ch as Asian Americans, Pacific Islanders, Native Americans, or recent
=r=m=7 Find data to support or refute your guesses.
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“"= “ootnote on page 44, which lists seven articles by Gerstel, Sarkisian,
"=z Based on the journal and article titles in the footnote, what can
~= z0out the scope, purpose, and methodologies of Gerstel and Sarki-

~ ====rch?To extend the assignment, read one of the articles and report

~ "2 nastothe class.

:N SHOULD A CHILD BE TAKEN

OM HIS PARENTS?
“54 MACFARQUHAR

W "he idealized families of television sitcoms, child-protective ser-
- ww=s mever shows up at night to remove kids from their home. Yet this
= & cammon occurrence in America today, as it has been for decades.

Weswah the story of a single mom trying to hold on to her kids, this
~ =say ntroduces us to the complexities of a system that balances the




