
There’s one place where the family divide
is actually abating. Frances Kobrin Gold-
scheider and Sharon Sassler provide evi-
dence that gender attitudes are converging
between the haves and the have-nots: for
both, gender roles are becoming more egali-
tarian. One of the most well-established
trends is the dramatic growth in fathers’
involvement with children, a universally
welcomed development. There is also
evidence that government policy can pro-
mote gender egalitarianism. These trends
persist—indeed, in some respects, they may
be stronger—in cohabiting relationships.
This trend toward egalitarianism may thus
transcend the marriage divide given the pro-
pensity of less-educated people to cohabit
rather than marry.

Does this mean anything for social policy?
Carbone and Kahn are correct to imply that
a regime with some egalitarian marriages is
more complex, since it lacks uniform norma-
tive guidance (p. 275). This is indeed key to
understanding the modern family. It’s less
clear why a society with discrepant levels
of egalitarianism ipso facto entails different
kinds of support (at least the kinds of support
mooted in the Reeves chapter).

Aside from the policy recommendations,
what are the book’s takeaways about the
marriage divide? The first is an incontrovert-
ible case for casting a wide net when looking
at causes and consequences: structural, cul-
tural, and public policy factors are all rele-
vant. The second takeaway is the importance
of the changing economic prospects of men
and women. Over the past forty years the
occupational outlook for many men has
dimmed, and some have left the paid labor
force entirely. The opposite is true for wom-
en: they work more and have better jobs
than ever before. These divergent trends are
vital for understanding the modern family.
Finally, the book limns the consequences of
the family divide. In particular, the prolifera-
tion of single-parent families has contributed
to the growth of income inequality. To be
sure, it’s far from the most important reason
why incomes have polarized, but there are
noteworthy consequences for children and
society alike.

Some critics may observe this is exclusive-
ly a book about heterosexual families, but I

don’t fault the authors for this. Marriage
equality is too new, and many a family schol-
ar, myself included, has ignored same-sex
relationships with a lament about inadequate
data. This is a mantle for future scholars to
take up when more data on same-sex couples
become available.
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Philip Cohen’s book Enduring Bonds: Inequal-
ity, Marriage, Parenting, and Everything Else
That Makes Families Great and Terrible explores
the processes that explain how families
reproduce and exacerbate inequality. The
book is a curated collection of edited essays
from Cohen’s popular and incisive Family
Inequality blog (https://familyinequality
.wordpress.com). In the book, he examines
recent social science debates about family
inequality by digging deeply into existing
data sources. He also engages with social sci-
ence research to encourage rigorous analysis
and data standards. By doing so, Cohen
encourages readers to think critically about
results presented in support of particular
policies or viewpoints. The scope of Endur-
ing Bonds is broad, covering topics such as
parenting, poverty, family structure, race,
and gender. Additionally, Enduring Bonds is
accessible, as Cohen writes in a style that is
readily approachable for a range of audi-
ences, from researchers and students to the
average reader.

One topic Cohen tackles comprehensively
is the efficacy of government efforts to pro-
mote marriage as a way to reduce inequality
among families. He argues that shifting
trends in family structure will not necessarily
reduce economic inequality among families
and proposes alternative solutions to the
child poverty crisis in the United States.
In his essay ‘‘Reducing Poverty through
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Marriage’’ (Chapter Two), Cohen debunks
the politicized notion that marriage is the
best tool to reduce poverty (and thus that
marriage should be promoted) by analyzing
statistics from various policy institutions.
His analysis suggests that poverty would be
more effectively reduced through increased
employment and education, as opposed to
increased marriage, because employment
and education more directly increase income.
Cohen acknowledges that adding another
potential earner to families (via marriage)
might increase a family’s overall income but
highlights that individuals nonrandomly
select into marriage and questions whether
this indirect marriage benefit would apply
to low-income single parents. In his estima-
tion, money intended to reduce income
inequalities between families would be
most effective if given directly to families in
poverty.

In addition to grappling with the root
causes of family economic inequality, Cohen
also directly analyzes marriage-promotion
programs (that are designed to encourage
and strengthen marital unions) and the
implications they have for families. His essay
‘‘Marriage Not Promoted’’ (Chapter Three)
delves into various marriage-promotion
and relationship-strengthening programs,
outlining their failure to successfully deliver
on their promise. One such government-
funded program, Supporting Healthy
Marriage, was designed to help low-income
married couples with children improve their
relationships and engage with their commu-
nities through educational and social events.
Cohen discusses the positive aspects of the
program but ultimately finds that the minor
increase in relationship happiness among
those enrolled in the program (compared to
those in a control group) was too small and
subjective to warrant the financial cost of
the program. He relates the results of this
program to evaluations of similar initiatives
to illustrate how readers should be critical
of policy that diverts government funding
from welfare to these programs (given no
robust results showing their effectiveness).

Additionally, Cohen identifies flaws in
existing social science research. For example,
in Chapter Four, he details his involvement in
clarifying key research used in a federal

appeals court case challenging the federal
Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA), which
also influenced arguments in a Supreme
Court case against DOMA and California’s
Proposition 8. A study by Mark Regnerus
found that children of parents who had
a same-sex relationship had worse well-
being than their counterparts, but Cohen
illustrates fatal methodological flaws in the
study. Cohen highlights that the study did
not adequately distinguish between family
structure and family stability, as it did not
account for the fact that children of parents
who had a same-sex relationship also experi-
enced family instability. Other issues of the
study included the small number of children
who reported a long-term same-sex relation-
ship of a parent, incomplete data collection at
the time of paper submission, and an expedit-
ed peer-review process. In this case, Cohen’s
efforts to encourage a more accurate quanti-
tative assessment about how same-sex par-
enting affects children helped influence
social policy. Cohen upholds his own stan-
dard of transparency by providing details
on his sources and by leading the reader
through the formulation of his argument.
This chapter delves into the specifics about
how social science research can be misap-
plied to policy, but it also exemplifies what
Cohen does throughout the book: ensuring
the data used can answer the questions being
asked about core mechanisms driving the
inequality that occurs between and among
families.

The book also addresses how views about
families can reinforce gender inequalities,
including how women’s equality is some-
times portrayed as contributing to declining
marriage rates. Specifically, Cohen adds to
the conversation about how greater financial
contributions of women within families over
time have affected men’s roles within fami-
lies. He also addresses the argument that
women are thwarting family formation and
contributing to lowering marriage rates by
their participation in the modern hook-up
culture. In his essay ‘‘Is the Price of Sex Too
Damn Low?’’ (Chapter Eight), he challenges
the assertion that the onus of the falling value
of sex—and the corresponding lower rates of
marriage—is on women’s control of sexual
standards in the dating market. Instead, he
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points to increased gender equality as a main
contributing factor, through the pathway of
an associated increase in access to resources
formerly controlled by men. Another essay,
‘‘Gender Shifts in Families’’ (Chapter Six),
details how an increase in a female bread-
winner model has been exaggerated and
how a skewed portrayal of these facts may
prevent momentum toward further social
change in the direction of gender equality
in the workplace and division of labor within
families.

Throughout the book, Cohen engages the
reader in conversational debates with argu-
ments put forth by his political opposites.
This style is likely to spark classroom discus-
sion and is especially relevant as a teaching
tool. For example, the in-depth discussion
of methodology in Chapter Four illustrates
how Cohen engages with data to determine
how it can speak to a particular research
question. He demonstrates great breadth
and depth of knowledge throughout the
book, providing the reader with a wealth of
details within easily digestible chapters.
However, the nature of the book as a collec-
tion of essays precludes a more focused dis-
cussion in some areas. For example, the essay
‘‘Gender Wars and the Defense of Difference’’
(Chapter Five) hints at how parents’ allow-
ance of their children’s consumptions of cul-
ture could contribute to gender inequality,
but we craved more data about how parent-
ing practices encourage certain behaviors
among children. Cohen’s approachable writ-
ing style and tight grasp on how to mine orig-
inal sources to answer questions leave the
reader wanting more information than one
can provide in a book. Overall, though,
Enduring Bonds addresses some of the most
pressing social issues related to families
and encourages readers to engage their
sociological imagination to use sound data
and methods to parse out the key factors
contributing to inequalities within and
between families.
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The relationship between the field of sociol-
ogy and queer and sexualities research in
the United States has been a rocky one. Socio-
logical studies of sexuality have historically
focused on sexual deviance, further margin-
alizing those already on the margins of socie-
ty. Furthermore, sociology’s proclivity for
positivism has served to reify identity catego-
ries and to exclude queer research employing
methodologies deemed ill-suited to rigorous
social scientific methods. Other, Please Specify:
Queer Methods in Sociology, edited by D’Lane
Compton, Tey Meadow, and Kristen Schilt,
provides an important historical record of
the discipline’s (dis)engagement with sex-
ualities research, queer interventions into
that (dis)engagement, and subsequent and
ongoing disciplinary resistance to those
interventions.

Nineteen essays are organized across four
broad themes in this volume. The first sec-
tion of the book falls under the theme of
‘‘Anti-Orthodoxies,’’ where authors ‘‘discuss
the challenges of doing research that pushes
back against methodological, epistemologi-
cal, and moral conventions in the field’’
(p. 21). Here, authors share personal experi-
ences of their interactions with disciplinary
gatekeepers who challenged the validity of
their methodological and substantive contri-
butions to the field of sociology. Having iden-
tified and described gatekeeping practices
they’ve confronted, the authors offer strate-
gies for queer researchers navigating similar
disciplinary terrains. In a standout chapter,
‘‘The Methods Gatekeepers and the Exiled
Queers,’’ Jane Ward argues that queer
research focusing on the affective, ephemer-
al, and the cultural ‘‘instead of, or in addition
to, that which is generalizable, rational,
and singularly structural’’ is discounted by
mainstream sociology as lacking in rigor
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