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Research Statement

Multigenerational coresidence, a small subset of intergenerational coresidence, has risen in
prevalence in recent years after decades of decline (Pew 2010ab). Multigenerational
coresidence is defined as three or more generations living together, or at minimum a
grandparent and grandchild dyad. Ten percent of all U.S. children live in multigenerational
households (Pew 2010b), up from 6% in 1980 (Sweet and Bumpass 1987). An even greater
concentration of very young children, aged 5 and younger, is found in these households: 12% in
2009, up from 8% in 1989." In spite of this recent shift in some children’s living arrangements,
little is known about the composition and processes of multigenerational households. In this
study, | ask what is the composition of multigenerational households, who transitions into
these households, and how the characteristics of transitioners differ from those who remain in
the households from one year to the next.

Composition of Multigenerational Households

Previous studies show that extended family coresidence is more prevalent among women and
racial minorities, whose members are also more likely to be disadvantaged along lines of
education and income (Angel and Tienda 1982; Cox 1999; Deleire and Kalil 2002; Swartz 2009;
Thomson, Minkler and Driver 1999; Tienda and Angel 1982). The immigration literature shows
that recent immigrants are likely to live with extended family when they first arrive in the U.S.
(Burr and Mutchler 1993; Glick 1999; Glick, Bean and Van Hook 1997; Treas and Batalova 2011).
This pattern for new immigrants diverges by age; young immigrants are more likely to live with
“horizontal” kin (brothers, cousins) and older immigrants are more likely to live with “vertical”
kin (children and grandchildren) (Glick 2000). Finally, unmarried young parents, who are also
more likely to have lower educational attainment (Cherlin 2010), are probably more likely to
live with their own parents to make ends meet.” The composition of multigenerational
households, then, should reflect a higher proportion of women, children, unmarried, racial
minorities, and immigrants with lower average educational attainment and lower income.

Influences on the Transition into Multigenerational Households

Multigenerational households should have distinctive patterns of dynamic processes, such as
family members transitioning into, out of and remaining in these homes. The reasons for this
“churning” of household structure is twofold. First, independent living is preferred by most
Americans today (Rosenfeld 2007; Ruggles 2007; Seltzer, Strohm and Bianchi 2010). Most
Americans prefer to live apart from family members when they can, only relying on familial
coresidence when needed. So, this can lead to a “doubling up” or “tripling up” of family

! Author’s estimates, using weighted data from the 2005-10 March Current Population Study.
? However, not all nonmarital births are to uncoupled women.
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members who have fewer resources to live independently. The second reason is that family
serves as a primary safety net for individuals across the life course (Bengtson 2001; Riley and
Riley 1993; Silverstein, Gans and Yang 2006; Swartz 2009; Swartz et al. 2011), which suggests
that members will transition into family households as physical, social or economic needs arise.
These needs may be short-term, such as the need for temporary housing due to “shocks” of
unemployment, divorce or the birth of a new baby, or longer-term, such as more permanent
caregiving to a family member in poor health or the housing of older immigrants who are
unlikely to live independently. Since women are more likely to have lower income, to live with
children, and to care for family members across the life course, multigenerational households
should house a greater proportion of women than men from one year to the next. In sum, we
can expect to find that individuals who transition into multigenerational households are more
likely to be unemployed, unmarried, and the parent of an infant or very young child. Those who
remain in these households from year to year are probably more likely to be women, those in
poor health or older immigrants.

Hypotheses

| hypothesize that 1) multigenerational households will have on average a greater proportion of
women, racial minorities, immigrants, the unemployed, and those in poor health, with lower
educational attainment and lower income than two-generation households; 2) the likelihood of
an adult transitioning into a multigenerational household (“transitioners”) is a function of
employment status, marital status, health, and age of youngest child, controlling for other
factors; and 3) those remaining in multigenerational households from one year to the next
(“anchors”) are more likely to be midlife women, immigrants and those in poor health.

Data and Methods

| use data from the 2006-2010 March CPS to examine the composition and processes of
multigenerational households. | create a pooled sample of 4 two-year matched panels for the
years 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09, and 2009-10. The March CPS data originally were not meant
for longitudinal use; however, due to the CPS rotation pattern, close to 50% of households are
interviewed in two consecutive years. This makes it possible to match these households,
creating short, two-year panels (Madrian and Lefgren 2000). Since | am interested in household
dynamic processes, | only keep households that are in the sample for two years in order to
provide two time points. | limit the sample to 2006-2010 because 2007 is the first year that a
key parent-location identifying variable is available. The line number of a household member’s
mother and father is identified beginning in 2007, providing analytical detail needed to identify
sets of parents and children transitioning into households at time 2. Two other important
variables, hhid2 and peridnum, became available in 2005 and 2004, respectively. After
eliminating households with invalid matches across years, the final analytic sample consists of
216,609 individuals living in 85,387 households.

To examine the composition of multigenerational households, | use descriptive statistics for the
pooled 2006-2010 data. To test the probability of transitioning into multigenerational
households as a function of demographic and “shock” characteristics, | estimate binomial logit
models using the repeated-panel data. Finally, to test whether coefficient estimates differ
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across transition and anchor models | conduct tests of difference following the suest
(“seemingly unrelated estimation”) post-estimation command in Stata.

Preliminary Findings

First, | find that U.S. multigenerational households have on average a higher percentage of
women, unmarried adults, racial minorities, and immigrants, with poorer health, lower
educational attainment, lower household income, and higher rates of both unemployment and
poverty, compared to the average U.S. household. Second, | find that adults who transition into
multigenerational households are on average young, unmarried and unemployed. Half of those
who transition into multigenerational households are children, and 26% of all transitioners are
under the age of 5. Only 4% of transitioners are 65 and older. Gender is not significant to
transitions into these households until interacted with age, educational attainment, race,
marital status, and parental status. Although these characteristics are significant determinants
of transitioning into multigenerational households for both men and women, the magnitude is
greater for women. Third, | find that health and immigrant status are not significant to
transitions into multigenerational households. However, poor health is significant to remaining
in these households from one year to the next, suggesting this group’s more permanent
residence within multigenerational households.

Finally, Tests of difference between “transitioner” and “anchor” models show that young adults
are equally as likely to move in and remain in these households, but that midlife adults (45+)
are significantly more likely to anchor than transition in. Others more likely to anchor than
transition into multigenerational households are Blacks and those with coresident children 6-
17. Those more likely to transition in than remain in these households from year to the next are
widows, those separated/divorced, the unemployed, and parents of infants. The greater
likelihood of moving into these households for these groups supports the hypothesis that
marital, employment and baby “shocks,” primarily for young adults, are the driving forces
behind the multigenerational coresidence, at least in the last four years.
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