
family income or family’s receipt of government supple-

mental financial aid) or family history of teenage child-

bearing.

The 127 younger sisters who were assessed at the last

time point form the sample for the current analyses. Sixty-

four percent were from low-income families, and 62%

were receiving some form of government financial assis-

tance at the time of enrollment. By design, all youth were

living with their older sister and their mother at the time

of enrollment.

At each time point, two bilingual (English and Spanish)

female research assistants visited participating families

in their homes. All adolescent women completed a short

interview and a self-administered questionnaire in a room

away from the rest of the household to provide for as

much privacy as possible. Older sisters were asked

additional questions about their pregnancy history. Also,

researchers gathered information on whether any other

teenage sister living in the household had given birth.

Furthermore, young women’s mothers completed ques-

tionnaires and interviews about their pregnancy history,

parenting style and attitudes, and individual and family

socioeconomic characteristics; mothers’ average age at

study enrollment was 40.

Home visits lasted about one hour; participants were

paid $10 each andwere assured of the confidentiality and

anonymity of their responses. All youth completed the

interview and questionnaire in English. Fifty-seven per-

cent ofmothers completed the interviewor questionnaire

in Spanish; the responses of mothers who answered in

Spanish did not differ significantly from those of mothers

who answered in English. This study’s procedures were

approved by the institutional review board of the Human

Research Protections Program at the authors’ university.

Measures

Mostmeasureswere drawn from the baseline assessment.

Sibling relationship measures were taken from the five-

year follow-up because we wanted to examine the rela-

tionship dynamics young women shared with a sister

whowas a teenage parent, if onewas present, and this was

not known until that visit. Also, young women’s preg-

nancy status was taken from the five-year follow-up.
dFamily socioeconomic status. In their interviews, mothers

provided information about their total annual family

income and their highest level of completed education.

Response options for the former were grouped in $5,000

intervals starting at ‘‘less than $10,000’’ and ending at

‘‘more than$45,000’’; response options for the latter were

grouped into categories ranging from ‘‘sixth grade or

less’’ to ‘‘graduate degree.’’
dMothers’ parenting.Mothers were asked how strict they

were in general and, specifically, about their children’s

curfew, where and when their children could go out, and

their children’s getting their homework done; response

options ranged from 1 (not strict at all) to 5 (very strict).

The four responses were averaged and reversed so that

a high score reflects mothers’ lenient or permissive

parenting. Also, mothers responded to five questions

about the degree to which they approved or disapproved

of teenage sex and teenage parenting: For example,

mothers were askedwhether they approved of ‘‘teenagers

having children,’’ and whether ‘‘teenagers should wait

until they are older tohave sex.’’ Response options ranged

from 1 (strongly approve) to 5 (strongly disapprove);

scores were averaged and reversed so that high scores

reflect acceptance of early sex and early parenting.

Furthermore, mothers were asked four questions about

how important it was to them for their children to pursue

educational goals (e.g., to graduate from high school

or go to college); response options ranged from 1 (not

important at all) to 5 (very important). Scores were

averaged and reversed so that a high score reflects low

value of education. All scores within each domain had

high internal consistency reliability (Cronbach alphas

greater than 0.74). Finally, mothers indicated whether

they were currently single (yes or no).
dSibling relationship. Participants completed the Sibling

Relationship Questionnaire,32 which yields scores for

conflict (six items—e.g., ‘‘How much do you and your

sister disagree and fight with each other?’’); rivalry (six

items—e.g., ‘‘My sister almost always gets treated better by

our mother’’); companionship (three items—e.g., ‘‘How

much do you and this sister go places and do things

together?’’); and warmth and closeness (18 items—e.g.,

‘‘How much do you and your sister care about each

other?’’). Items were coded such that high scores reflect

frequent conflict, a high degree of rivalry, frequent

companionship and a high degree of warmth and close-

ness. The internal consistency of all scales exceeded 0.75.

If participants had a sister whowas a teenage parent, they

were instructed to complete the questionnaire for their

relationshipwith that sister; if participants hadmore than

one older sister who had had a teenage birth, they were

instructed to answer in regard to the sister who had been

pregnant first.
dPregnancy. Respondents answered several questions

about their sexual and pregnancy histories at all three

study time points. If respondents indicated that they had

had sexual intercourse, theywere askedwhether they had

ever been pregnant. At the five-year follow-up, respon-

dents indicated whether they had ever experienced a

pregnancy at age 18 or younger.

TABLE 1. Percentage distribution of teenage women in a
study of the association between early pregnancy and a
family history of teenage births, by family history,
1994–2000

Family member who had a teenage birth %
(N=127)

Neither mother nor sister 26
Only sister 21
Only mother 21
Both mother and sister 32
Total 100
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