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Many of those who grew up in a single-parent home also expressed ambiva-
lence about their parents’ breakups. Slightly more than half wished their parents
had stayed together, but close to half believed that a breakup, while not ideal,
was better than continuing to live in a conflict-ridden or silently unhappy home.”
The longer-term consequences of a breakup shaped the lessons children drew. If
their parents got back on their feet and created better lives, children developed

surprisingly positive outlooks on the decision to separate.

Those who grew up in a dual-earner home were the least ambivalent about
their parents” arrangements. More than three-fourths believed that having two
work-committed parents provided increased economic resources and also pro-
moted marriages that seemed more egalitarian and satisfying.® If the pressures of
working long hours or coping with blocked opportunities and family-unfriendly
workplaces took their toll, however, some children concluded that having over-
burdened. time-stressed caretakers offset these advantages.

[n short, growing up in this era of diverse families led children to focus more
on how well—or poorly—parents (and other caretakers) were able to meet the
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