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Abstract: This paper offers a life-course stress process perspective on maternal role strain as a ‘pain
of imprisonment’ by engaging the concept of ‘family complexity’ in the context of mass incarceration
I consider how the living arrangements of minor siblings (i.e., those living apart or together) during
maternal incarceration functions as a form of family complexity. When minor children live apart
from their siblings, they may experience more isolation which may further serve as a stressor for
incarcerated mothers. A positive association between siblings living apart and maternal role strain
would support a process of ‘stress proliferation’ across the prison-family interface. I investigate these
connections using survey-based data on mothers with multiple minor children (n = 80) collected
in 2011 from a voluntary sample of respondents housed in a federal minimum security prison in
the United States. Multivariate logistic regression results indicate that minor siblings living apart
during periods of maternal confinement elevates role strain among mothers (odds ratio = 3.66,
p < 0.05). This connection is indicative of an ‘inter-institutional strain.’ Finally, children’s age also
increases maternal role strain, but this finding is explained by sibling living arrangements during the
mother’s incarceration.

Keywords: maternal incarceration; minor children’s sibling living arrangements; family complexity;
maternal role strains

1. Introduction

The study of stress is well-developed in community settings across interdisciplinary literatures.
However, as over 1.5 million persons are currently in state and federal prisons in the U.S.
(Carson and Anderson 2016), more information is needed on stressors experienced while incarcerated.
Classic research conceptualizes the stressors prisoners face as ‘pains of imprisonment’, including
their material deprivations and individual frustrations (e.g., loss of autonomy, loss of security,
loss of liberty) (Sykes [1958] 2007). In a more recent volume, The Pains of Mass Imprisonment
(Fleury-Steiner and Longazel 2014), those classic pains are further augmented to include, for example,
conditions of isolation through the more pervasive use of restrictive housing practices in prison
(National Institute of Justice 2016).

Although early research concludes that women in prison experience similar pains of imprisonment
to men in navigating these ‘total institutions’ (Goffman 1961; Heffernan 1972; Giallombardo 1966), other
studies highlight a particular salience of families for how women fare in prison (Fox 1982; Kruttschnitt
and Gartner 2005, p. 114; Ward and Kassebaum 1965). Given the six-fold increase in women’s
imprisonment from the 1980s–2010, which is occurring at a faster rate than for men (Kruttschnitt 2010),
understanding the contemporary stressors has implications for their health and well-being during and
after periods of confinement. This line of inquiry is important because recent scholarship shows that,
net of extensive covariates, recent maternal incarceration affects the physical, mental, and self-rated
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health of mothers later in their life-course (Turney and Wildeman 2015). Yet, this research is limited
because exact knowledge about the stress processes faced by women during imprisonment remains
unknown and undertheorized, thereby preventing points of intervention. This article fills this gap
in the literature by examining one aspect of the stress process among incarcerated women: stress
proliferation from the living arrangements of their minor children during periods of confinement. This
research may contribute to preventing some of the health problems formerly-incarcerated mothers
face upon societal re-entry.

1.1. The Strains of Imprisonment

Research on women in prison draws on the stress process literature (Pearlin et al. 1981;
Pearlin 1989) and Agnew’s General Strain Theory (GST) (Agnew 2006, 2001; Agnew and DeLisi 2012)
to further explore some of their pains of imprisonment. For example, Foster (2012) integrates these
perspectives with criminal justice models of adaptation to imprisonment (Goodstein and Wright 1989)
to classify these pains as ‘importation’ and ‘deprivation’ strains. Importation strains refer
to those women who have endured prior to incarceration, where feminist scholarship has
detailed the considerable adversities women have often encountered in their pathways to prison
(Chesney-Lind 1997; Pollock 2002; McClellan et al. 1997; Sharp 2014). Stressors experienced while in
prison, or deprivation strains, are separated temporally from importation strains.

Some research addresses deprivation strains in terms of family contact (Poehlmann 2005;
Foster 2012). However, further insight into the deprivation strains women encounter while
incarcerated is available through the concept of ‘family complexity’ (e.g., (Sykes and Pettit 2014)).
More generally, this concept encompasses variations in family structure, sibling living
arrangements, residential and custodial parenthood, and multiple-partner fertility (Furstenberg 2014;
Manning et al. 2014; Sykes and Pettit 2014). Family complexity is also theoretically useful in attending
to more meso-level features of families as institutions. I focus on minor children’s sibling living
arrangements during maternal incarceration as an aspect of family complexity and, particularly, the
experience of minor siblings living apart from each other. One study of incarcerated women considers
how maternal approval of children’s custody arrangements reduces maternal role strain in prison
(Berry and Eigenberg 2003). I extend this research by attending to the structural dimensions of child
living arrangements. Estimates suggest that about 20–29% of children are affected by changes in sibling
living conditions when a parent is incarcerated (see (La Vigne et al. 2008; Dallaire et al. 2015)).

The concepts of ‘stress proliferation’ (Pearlin 1989; Pearlin et al. 2005) and ‘stress sequences’
(Wheaton 1994; Thoits 1995) provide a basis for theorizing how maternal deprivation strains in prison
may be interconnected. Stress proliferation involves situations where serious stressors tend to give
rise to other additional stressors (Pearlin et al. 2005), and in this way, primary or initial stressors
engender other subsequent or secondary stressors (Pearlin 1989). Stress proliferation can occur across
generations, including from incarcerated parents to children (e.g., (Turney 2014)), as well as within an
individual’s own life course between earlier and later stress exposures (Wheaton 1994). Stress process
scholarship has also explored how strains are connected, as well across conventional institutional
settings of work and family, including those known as ‘boundary-spanning,’ cross-over, and spillover
strains (Eckenrode and Gore 1990; Voydanoff 2005; Pearlin et al. 1981; Sweet 2014; Young et al. 2014).
Pearlin (1989) discussed the concept of inter-role strains, a type of chronic or on-going strain, which
encompasses stress between work and family roles (see also (Wheaton 1990)). In now engaging
the prison context as a very distinct institution (or ‘total institution’ as Goffman (1961) suggested),
I theorize that stressors experienced across the prison-family interface are not just role strains, but
are better described as ‘inter-institutional strains’ (Foster and Hagan 2015; Agnew and DeLisi 2012;
Foster 2012). While being in prison, one certainly takes on the role of the prisoner (Clemmer [1940]
1958), however, it is in a highly controlled and punitive institutional context, with all of its boundaries,
rules, and regulations. Therefore, exploring stress proliferation across the prison-family interface
involves a more meso-level institutional dimension.
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In the contemporary context, the prison has become a central socializing institution in
the lives of disadvantaged socio-economic, racial, and ethnic minority groups (Garland 2001;
Pettit and Western 2004). My objective is to investigate how siblings living apart during periods
of maternal incarceration may be connected to perceived maternal role strains while in prison. This
connection is fundamentally intergenerational, where child circumstances in the families (as per the
concept of family complexity) intersect with women’s role-related experiences in prison, thereby
constituting inter-institutional strain. These strains are cumulative and compounding: the separation
of children from their mothers, as well as the separation of siblings from each other, may jointly amplify
the strain mothers feel during periods of incarceration.

1.2. Background on the Prison-Family Interface

In Sykes’ classic research on the pains of imprisonment in a maximum security men’s prison,
the ‘deprivation of liberty’ pertains to experiences of the inmates, where they are essentially cut
off from society (i.e., family, friends, and relatives) (Sykes [1958] 2007, p. 65) or are contained
through institutionalization (Fleury-Steiner and Longazel 2014). This perspective works well with
the prisoner adaptation of ‘hard-timing’ where ties with the world outside are intentionally severed
to minimize prisoner’s strains (Nurse 2002). However, observers of women in prison, including
prison warden Elaine Lord (Lord 1995), have reflected that female prisoners often remain ‘interwoven’
with their loved ones outside of prison (Pollock 2002). Therefore, it may be especially important to
consider strains among female prisoners in order to engage and explore inter-institutional stressors.
This component of the stress process in prison fits well with the life-course perspective through the
principle of ‘linked lives’—the idea that lives are lived interdependently or in relation to others (Elder
1998; Turner and Scheiman 2008). It is through these ties that the prison-family interface is experienced
and negotiated. Stress proliferation may then occur from the outside world into the prison, or from the
prison to the outside world.

In a clear example of stress flowing from the prison to the world outside, Megan Comfort (2008)
provides rich insight into how the female spouses and partners of imprisoned men experience
‘secondary prisonization.’ She found these women experience extensive social control in their daily
lives through their connection to their partners in prison. Yet, stressors may also flow from the outside
in, as found in research where women’s on-going concerns about the activities and well-being of their
children affects them while behind bars (Houck and Loper 2002; Poehlmann 2005). It is this latter
aspect that I further address in this paper by attending to inter-institutional strains around sibling
living conditions during imprisonment.

Central to this research on inter-institutional strains is Berry and Eigenberg’s study of key
predictors of maternal role strains in prison (Berry and Eigenberg 2003). By using life course
perspectives, this research can be expanded by considering how maternal role strains may be
influenced by the ‘timing in lives’ (or children’s age) of when maternal incarceration is experienced
(Elder 1998). Maternal concerns about children may become particularly salient as children age and
gain autonomy, especially when children move more often into community settings and have less
supervision (e.g., (Aber et al. 1997)). Conversely, mothers may have heightened worries that events
in early childhood may have long-lasting and even potentially indelible influences on children’s
development (e.g., (Heckman 2008)). We know, for example, that children’s ages influence sibling
living arrangements in the foster care literature. Some studies show that younger siblings are more
likely to be placed together than are older siblings (Thorpe and Swart 1992; Shlonsky et al. 2003).
Therefore, in terms of child placements, older children may be of particular concern.

1.3. Past Research on Correlates of Maternal Role Strain

Prior literature on the predictors of maternal role strains in prison include the mother being under
the influence of drugs/alcohol at the time of arrest, the mother’s number of children, the type of
crime they committed, sentence length, maternal education, race, and age (Berry and Eigenberg 2003).
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Berry and Eigenberg’s study found that women who were racial and ethnic minorities were less
likely than Whites to experience role strain. Other maternal factors include education, age, type of
crime committed, number of children, and being under the influence of drugs/alcohol at the time of
their arrest. These latter variables were non-significant influences on maternal role strains in their
multivariate model. However, these variables are included here as maternal controls, given that
they may affect both sibling living arrangements during maternal incarceration and, potentially, also
maternal role strains. Sentence length is not currently included in the present study due to ambiguities
in how this question was asked through an open-ended format. This led to difficulties in interpreting
how responses were provided in terms of both months and years. Sometimes the same information
was indicated twice (e.g., 60 months or five years) and other times responses seemed to indicate distinct
information (e.g., three months and two years). This issue is revisited in the conclusion of this study.
Finally, other research on child placements during maternal incarceration include structural factors,
including maternal education and other socio-economic factors (Johnson and Waldfogel 2004).

Berry and Eigenberg (2003) found that maternal role strain was reduced if the incarcerated mother
approved of the child’s custody arrangements. Additional information on the structural features of
children’s living arrangements will further clarify how child factors influence maternal role strains.
National data show that when mothers are incarcerated, children live in a variety of living situations,
but they most often involve grandparent care (45%) (Glaze and Maruschak 2010, p. 5). Furthermore,
among federal prisoners, most incarcerated women had lived with their children before incarceration
(78.3%) (Glaze and Maruschak 2010).

In the foster care literature, when children live in kinship care rather than traditional foster
care, they are more likely to be placed with their siblings (Shlonsky et al. 2003), indicating that
children’s placement situations during maternal incarceration may be consequential for determining
whether siblings live apart. I, therefore, include an indicator of the children’s type of living situation.
Furthermore, in studies of foster care, mixed findings are seen around race and ethnicity. Some research
finds African American and Hispanic sibling pairs are more likely to be placed together than are White
sibling pairs (Staff and Fein 1992), yet other studies find no group differences (Shlonsky et al. 2003).
Finally, regarding children’s gender, mixed findings are again seen in the foster care literature on
sibling placements (Shlonsky et al. 2003; Staff and Fein 1992). In the current study, questions were
asked in detail about the woman’s eldest minor child’s age, gender, whether they lived with their
mother before imprisonment, and their current care situation. These variables are included in the
following analyses adding details on child factors to maternal predictors (Berry and Eigenberg 2003).

In sum, this paper investigates three research questions: (1) What are the maternal and child
structural predictors of whether minor siblings of an incarcerated mother live apart or together?
(2) When minor siblings live apart, is this separation associated with more maternal role strain during
the mother’s time in prison? (3) If so, do child factors explain how sibling living arrangements influence
maternal role strains?

2. Methodology

2.1. Data

Data for this study were gathered in 2011 through a self-administered questionnaire completed
by a voluntary sample of female inmates at a Federal Prison Camp for women, a minimum security
institution. University and Federal Bureau of Prisons IRB approvals for this project were obtained.
All inmates at this facility were eligible for inclusion in the study. Participants were recruited through
posters at the prison as well as through announcements. All participants signed an informed consent
form prior to completing the survey. Questionnaires took, on average, between 30–45 min to complete
and were filled out in two classrooms in the prison. These questionnaires were administered in a paper
format with pens and pencils in compliance with prohibitions around bringing in electronics to this
institution. A total of 211 women participated in the survey and 201 of these were Latinas, African
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American women, and non-Hispanic White women. Mothers of other race and ethnicities were not
included because of their low numbers in the sub-sample. Respondents with multiple minor children
were included in the sub-sample for these analyses (n = 80).

2.2. Measures

2.2.1. Maternal Role Strain

Three questions were used to measure maternal role strain in prison from Berry and Eigenberg’s
study (Berry and Eigenberg 2003) that they modified from Simon’s research (Simon 1992). These
included: (1) “Do you ever feel you miss out on the pleasures of being a parent”; (2) “Do you ever
feel that your children do not get the attention from you that they need?”; and (3) “Do you ever
worry that incarceration affects your role as a parent?” The response scale for these items ranged
from never (1) to frequently (4). The Cronbach’s alpha for this scale was 0.79. All items were skewed
toward the response of frequently (4) with some variation among the other responses. Each question
was, therefore, dichotomized using this skewed distribution. High levels of maternal role strain
(i.e., a response of 4 on the scale measure) were coded as 1, while all other responses to the scaled
question were coded as 0.

2.2.2. Living Arrangements

Participants were asked the several questions about their minor children. Women were asked,
“If you have multiple children under age 18, do they live together or are they separated?” with
responses of siblings living apart as (1) vs. being placed together (0). Mothers were also asked about
the eldest minor child’s living arrangements before and during incarceration. To gauge the focal child’s
living arrangements prior to maternal incarceration, a dichotomous variable was created using the
following question: “Was she or he living with you before you were arrested this last time?” where yes
was coded 1 and no was coded 0. Finally, the focal child’s current living arrangements were measured
from a question that asks “Who is caring for him or her while you are in prison?” Responses were coded
to indicate grandparent care (1) vs. all other arrangements (0) (including father care, residing with
friends, other relatives and foster care). Grandparent care is the modal category of care among children
of incarcerated mothers nationally and in the current sample, as well (Glaze and Maruschak 2010).
With the exception of the question on siblings, these other questions on living arrangements and
demographic variables were based on prior research (Crouch et al. 1999; Mullings et al. 2002).

2.2.3. Maternal and Child Controls

Maternal race and ethnicity was measured through participant self-reported information on racial
identity. Dummy variables were created to indicate Latina ethnicity (1) or African American racial
identification (1) and non-Hispanic Whites are the referent category. Education was measured as
women’s highest level of education at the time of the interview, ranging from less than Grade 6 (one) to
one or more years of graduate school (14). The midpoint of this scale corresponds to Grade 11 (seven).
All women who participated in the survey were asked “Do you have children?” If the respondent
indicated yes, then she was asked “How many?”, and this information was used to indicate her
number of children. Women’s offenses were measured through an open-ended question which was
recoded into whether the offense was a drug crime (1) or some other offense (0). Respondents were
also asked if they felt they needed or were dependent on drugs or alcohol prior to their incarceration.
A positive result indicates substance dependency (1). Finally, information was also gathered from
mothers on their eldest minor child, or the focal child, yielding information on the child’s age (in years)
and gender (female = 1).
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2.3. Analytical Plan

Logistic regression in Stata 14.2 (StataCorp 2015, College Station, TX, USA) was used to estimate
the odds that the eldest minor child was living apart from other minor siblings at the time of the survey,
net of maternal and child background characteristics. I then examined whether sibling separation
influenced maternal role strain, net of other relevant maternal and child factors. A positive association
between these variables would indicate stress proliferation across the prison-family interface. I add
maternal variables first, as per prior literature (Berry and Eigenberg 2003), and then incorporate the
child factors, followed by the sibling living arrangements measure. By adding children’s sibling living
arrangements in the final model predicting maternal role strain, I examine whether this variable may
mediate any influences of children’s demographic factors, particularly children’s age. These steps
are in keeping with Baron and Kenny’s guidelines for mediation analyses, and are appropriate
for dichotomous outcomes when, as exploratory analysis reveal, there is no interaction between
the child’s age and siblings living arrangements on maternal role strain (Baron and Kenny 1986;
MacKinnon and Dwyer 1993; VanderWeele and Vansteelandt 2010, p. 1339). Furthermore, where
appropriate, results of logistic regression models are then interpreted through the use of predicted
probabilities for additional clarity (StataCorp 2015, College Station, TX, USA; Long and Freese 2014).
A marginal effect shows the change in the probability of high levels of maternal role strain, for example,
for a change in the central independent variable, holding all other variables at their means (Long and
Freese 2014, p. 239). The standard errors of marginal effects are computed using the delta method and
indicate if a marginal effect (predicted probability) is different from 0 (Long and Freese 2014, p. 244).
The S-post commands used with Stata provides an estimate of whether the change between predicted
probabilities is significant (Long and Freese 2014).

3. Results

Table 1 displays descriptive statistics for the analytic sample. Approximately 39% of mothers
with multiple children report that these minors were living apart at the time of the survey. About
73% of mothers were living with their eldest minor child prior to incarceration, and 36% mothers
report that their eldest minor child was living with his or her grandparents. Furthermore, Latinas
comprise 49% of this sample, while 11% are African Americans and 36% are non-Hispanic Whites.
Broader statistics from this prison show 40% of inmates are Latinas, 18% are African Americans, and
40% are non-Hispanic Whites. National statistics show that in the federal system, Latinas comprised
32 percent of the women in the federal system, 35% are African Americans and 32% are non-Hispanic
Whites (Greenfeld and Snell 1999). African American women are, therefore, underrepresented in the
current sample, but the race and ethnic composition of the present sample mirrors that of the overall
institution. As well, there are more Latinas in this sample than in the older national data reported
above. This trend corresponds with national patterns where, for example, in 1992, Latinos comprised
23 percent of all of those sentenced to federal prison, but by 2012 this share had grown to 48 percent
(Light et al. 2014).

Furthermore, incarcerated mothers had on average 7.74 years of education which corresponds
to between 11–12th grades in the metric of the scale. The majority of mothers in this
sample were incarcerated for drug crimes (74%), which corresponds with existing research that
shows that seventy-two percent of women in federal prison are incarcerated for drug offenses
(Greenfeld and Snell 1999). Additionally, in 2015, more than half (59%) of prisoners in federal prison
were serving time for drug offenses (Carson and Anderson 2016). Furthermore, many mothers (65%)
indicated they had a drug or alcohol dependency problem before prison. Mothers with multiple minor
children had on average 3.38 children, with a range of two to seven children. The focal child in the
analytic sub-sample is about 12.7 years old, and 43% of them were females.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics on incarcerated mothers with multiple minor children (n = 80).

M SD Range

Maternal Variables

Maternal role strain 0.51 - 0–1
Latina 0.49 - 0–1

African American 0.11 - 0–1
Non-Hispanic White 0.36 - 0–1

Mother’s Education Level 7.74 2.34 3–14
Age 34 5.60 23–47

Number of Children 3.08 1.12 2–7
Incarcerated for Drug Crime 0.74 - 0–1

Substance Dependency Before Prison 0.65 - 0–1

Child Variables

Minor Siblings Live Apart vs. Together 0.39 - 0–1
Mother Lived with Child Before Arrest 0.73 - 0–1

Grandparent Care During Incarceration a 0.36 - 0–1
Child Age 12.66 3.84 1–17

Child Gender (female = 1) b 0.43 - 0–1

Reference categories: a all other care arrangements; b females = 1; males = 0.

3.1. Sibling Living Arrangements

The results of multivariate logistic regression analyses predicting minor siblings’ living
arrangements during maternal incarceration are presented in Table 2. Model 1 indicates that minor
child siblings of Latinas are less likely to live apart than are those of non-Hispanic Whites (b = −1.17,
p < 0.05). Furthermore, higher levels of maternal education reduce the log odds of minor child siblings
living apart (b = −0.31, p < 0.05). Model 2 further shows that when child factors are added to the model,
the influence of being a Latina on sibling living arrangements among mothers on children living is
explained (b = −1.14, p > 0.10). However, maternal education continues to decrease the likelihood
of minor siblings living apart (b = −0.45, p < 0.01). Model 2 also shows child demographic factors
are influential, where older children are more likely to live apart from one another when mothers are
incarcerated than are younger siblings (b = 0.26, p < 0.05). Using predicted probabilities to further
interpret this effect, very young children (age 2) have a probability of living apart of close to zero,
whereas the probability of children aged 12 living apart is just over 0.3 (p < 0.001). By 17 years of age,
children are more likely to be living apart than together with a predicted probability of 0.6 (p < 0.001).

Table 2. Logistic regression of minor siblings living apart during maternal incarceration on predictors.

1 2 3 OR

Maternal Factors

Latina a −1.17 * (0.59) −1.14 (0.79) 0.32
African American −0.43 (0.91) 0.01 (1.05) 1.01

Maternal Education Level −0.31 * (0.13) −0.45 ** (0.16) 0.64 **
Age 0.004 (0.05) −0.09 (0.06) 0.91

Number of Children 0.22 (0.25) 0.06 (0.28) 1.06
Incarcerated for Drug Crime 0.63 (0.68) 0.41 (0.73) 1.51

Substance Dependency Before Prison −0.24 (0.59) −0.52 (0.65) 0.59

Child Factors

Child Age 0.26 * (0.11) 1.29 *
Child Gender c −0.23 (0.59) 0.80

Mother Lived with Child Before Arrest −1.07 (0.81) 0.34
Grandparent Care During Incarceration b 0.38 (0.61) 1.46

Constant 1.32 (2.08) 3.86 (2.55)
LR Chi-squared 15.59 * 24.05 *

Pseudo R2 0.14 0.23

Reference categories: a non-Hispanic White; b all other care arrangements; c females = 1; males = 0. * p ≤ 0.05,
** p ≤ 0.01, *** p ≤ 0.001 (two-tailed).
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3.2. Maternal Role Strain

Table 3 presents the odds of maternal role strain, net of maternal and child predictors. In Model 1,
maternal factors are incorporated into the model, and only substance dependency is found to be
marginally significant in increasing high levels of maternal role strain (b = 0.89, p < 0.10). Child
factors are added in Model 2, where children’s increasing age positively influences maternal role strain
(b = 0.20, p < 0.05). Furthermore, mothers with female children are more likely to experience role strain
while in prison (b = 1.35, p < 0.05). Children’s living arrangements before maternal incarceration and
the type of care placement during this period do not exert net significant influences on maternal role
strain. However, minor children’s sibling living arrangements are included in Model 3, and when
siblings live apart during maternal incarceration, child separation increases maternal experiences of
role strain (b = 1.30, p < 0.05). This coefficient corresponds with an odds ratio of 3.66. As further shown
in Figure 1, with all other variables held at their means, mothers have a predicted probability of 0.7
(p < 0.001) of experiencing high levels of maternal role strain while in prison if their minor children
are living apart. If their children are living together during her incarceration, they have a relatively
lower probability (0.39, p < 0.001) of experiencing high levels of maternal role strain. The difference
between the two predicted probabilities (0.31) of high levels of maternal role strain is significant at
p < 0.05, as indicated in Figure 1.

Soc. Sci. 2017, 6, 81 8 of 13 

 

role strain (b = 1.30, p < 0.05). This coefficient corresponds with an odds ratio of 3.66. As further shown 

in Figure 1, with all other variables held at their means, mothers have a predicted probability of .7 (p 

< 0.001) of experiencing high levels of maternal role strain while in prison if their minor children are 

living apart. If their children are living together during her incarceration, they have a relatively lower 

probability (0.39, p < 0.001) of experiencing high levels of maternal role strain. The difference between 

the two predicted probabilities (0.31) of high levels of maternal role strain is significant at p < 0.05, as 

indicated in Figure 1. 

Table 3. Logistic regression of maternal role strains on siblings living apart during maternal 

incarceration net of maternal and child factors. 

 1 2 3 4 (OR) 

Maternal Factors 

Latina a −0.49 (0.53) −0.91 (0.74) −0.64 (0.77) 0.53 

African American −1.02 (0.87) −1.57 (1.03) −1.57 (1.07) 0.21 

Maternal Education Level 0.06 (0.11) 0.05 (0.12) 0.15 (0.13) 1.16 

Age −0.01 (0.05) −0.10 (0.06) −0.08 (0.06) 0.92 

Number of Children −0.13 (0.24) −0.32 (0.26) −0.38 (0.27) 0.69 

Incarcerated for Drug Crime −0.10 (0.60) −0.16 (0.66) −0.22 (0.70) 0.80 

Substance Dependency Before Prison 0.89 † (0.54) 0.79 (0.58) 0.97 (0.62) 2.63 

Child Factors 

Child Age  0.20 * (0.10) 0.15 (0.10) 1.17 

Child Gender b   1.35 * (0.56) 1.51 * (0.60) 4.52 * 

Mother Lived with Child Before Arrest  0.21 (0.75) 0.44 (0.77) 1.55 

Grandparent Care During Incarceration c  −0.28 (0.56) −0.38 (0.58) 0.68 

Siblings Living Apart During Incarceration   1.30 * (0.64) 3.66 * 

Constant 0.32 (1.94) 0.94 (2.27) −0.44 (2.41)  

LR Chi-squared 7.02 16.84 21.28 *  

Pseudo R2 0.06 0.15 0.19  

Reference categories: anon-Hispanic White; b females = 1; males = 0; c all other care arrangements. † p ≤ 

0.10, *p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01, *** p ≤ 0.001 (two-tailed). 

 

Figure 1. Predicted probability of high maternal role strain during incarceration. Note: Estimates 

include controls for maternal and child demographic characteristics, with these measures held at their 

mean values. 
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Table 3. Logistic regression of maternal role strains on siblings living apart during maternal
incarceration net of maternal and child factors.

1 2 3 4 (OR)

Maternal Factors

Latina a −0.49 (0.53) −0.91 (0.74) −0.64 (0.77) 0.53
African American −1.02 (0.87) −1.57 (1.03) −1.57 (1.07) 0.21

Maternal Education Level 0.06 (0.11) 0.05 (0.12) 0.15 (0.13) 1.16
Age −0.01 (0.05) −0.10 (0.06) −0.08 (0.06) 0.92

Number of Children −0.13 (0.24) −0.32 (0.26) −0.38 (0.27) 0.69
Incarcerated for Drug Crime −0.10 (0.60) −0.16 (0.66) −0.22 (0.70) 0.80

Substance Dependency Before Prison 0.89 † (0.54) 0.79 (0.58) 0.97 (0.62) 2.63
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Table 3. Cont.

1 2 3 4 (OR)

Child Factors

Child Age 0.20 * (0.10) 0.15 (0.10) 1.17
Child Gender b 1.35 * (0.56) 1.51 * (0.60) 4.52 *

Mother Lived with Child Before Arrest 0.21 (0.75) 0.44 (0.77) 1.55
Grandparent Care During Incarceration c −0.28 (0.56) −0.38 (0.58) 0.68

Siblings Living Apart During Incarceration 1.30 * (0.64) 3.66 *
Constant 0.32 (1.94) 0.94 (2.27) −0.44 (2.41)

LR Chi-squared 7.02 16.84 21.28 *
Pseudo R2 0.06 0.15 0.19

Reference categories: a non-Hispanic White; b females = 1; males = 0; c all other care arrangements. † p ≤ 0.10,
* p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01, *** p ≤ 0.001 (two-tailed).

4. Discussion

While there is a need to curtail mass imprisonment for non-violent offenses in light of the now myriad
documented family and community collateral consequences (National Research Council et al. 2014),
more immediate measures must also be identified to better support incarcerated women and their
families. This study of women incarcerated at a federal minimum security prison delves into their
pains of imprisonment, addressing gaps in the contemporary literature on family complexity, maternal
incarceration, and the resulting strain that affects the mental health of mothers behind bars. It also
brings the prison as an major contemporary socializing institution (Pettit and Western 2004) more
prominently into the stress process literature which is more often focused on community samples.

The main finding of this study supports a process of stress proliferation for women in prison.
Stress proliferation has been investigated in community contexts, but this is the first study of how
deprivation strains are interconnected during periods of imprisonment. This interconnection occurs
across the prison-family interface, producing a stress process that invariably leads to inter-institutional
strain as a contemporary pain of imprisonment. The results showed that sibling separation while the
mother is incarcerated increases maternal role strains during confinement. In fact, mothers are about
four times more likely to experience high levels of maternal role strain under these conditions than if
their minor children resided together. These findings are consistent with the life-course principle of
linked lives (Elder 1998), and the results point to how mass incarceration exacerbates family complexity
during periods of maternal imprisonment through residential displacement among minor siblings
(Sykes and Pettit 2014). Furthermore, by identifying strains involved in processes of stress proliferation,
this study also suggests a point of intervention to reduce maternal strains while in prison. These efforts
may aid in preventing health problems found among recently-incarcerated women residing in the
community (Turney and Wildeman 2015), and may help to explain childhood behavioral problems
associated with parental incarceration (Wakefield and Wildeman 2014).

Furthermore, sibling living arrangements are associated with social structural conditions and
conditions of social inequality. This research, therefore, points to potential avenues for social policy
aimed at better supporting incarcerated women and their families prior to and during periods of
confinement. Specifically, higher levels of maternal education are protective against siblings being
separated. While further investigation of this association is needed with larger samples, this study
found it held, net of multiple control variables, suggestions of socio-economic factors that help to
shape sibling living conditions.

As per the foster care literature (Thorpe and Swart 1992; Shlonsky et al. 2003), this study also found
that older children are less likely to co-reside with their siblings when mothers are incarcerated. These
findings then also point to developmental considerations regarding children’s ages when maternal
incarceration occurs, consistent with the timing of events in the life-course (Elder 1998). Women
in prison may have more family or friend support for multiple minor children if these siblings are
younger in age. Older minor siblings, however, are more likely to experience separation when mothers
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are incarcerated. Some recent studies have shown that under some conditions, having siblings live
together during maternal incarceration is protective against internalizing and externalizing behavior
problems (Dallaire et al. 2015; Woodward and Copp 2016). Therefore, it may be especially pressing for
policy to consider the living circumstances of older siblings in families of incarcerated women, and to
investigate children’s educational outcomes in relation to these circumstances.

Additionally, in keeping with life-course perspectives, this study shows that children’s age
increases the chances of sibling separation, and this factor also increases high levels of maternal role
strain. Furthermore, the living arrangements of minor children during maternal incarceration partially
explains how children’s age is related to maternal role strain. These findings suggest that older children
increase maternal role strain, in part, through being separated during this time period. It may be
particularly useful, then, for research on maternal strains to consider carefully the age at which children
are exposed to maternal imprisonment (Elder 1998).

Building on these initial cross-sectional findings, future research is needed that takes a longitudinal
and dynamic approach to tracking the living situations of children over time during parental
incarceration. These directions may yield insight into key life-course concerns that influence
both stability and change in children’s lives (Fomby and Cherlin 2007; Sampson and Laub 1993).
Research on the dynamics of sibling living arrangements would be consistent with Manning et
al.’s research on family complexity in children’s lives in other contexts (Manning et al. 2014).
These dynamic directions may further the understanding of family complexity in relation to mass
imprisonment and its association with the well-being of highly-marginalized women and their families
(Sykes and Pettit 2014). For example, detail is needed on how many siblings were living together before
maternal imprisonment and, of those, how many then co-resided when mothers are incarcerated.
Information is needed on how many children also lived elsewhere during this period. This type
of fine-grained data should also include whether the mother lived with all of her minor children
before imprisonment. In the present study, follow-up interviews were conducted with 35 women
who participated in the survey to gather details on all children of the incarcerated mother. Further
large-scale research would systematize these efforts and further illuminate the family complexity
associated with maternal imprisonment and its potential consequences for the residential stability
of minors.

Details are also needed on women’s own living conditions before prison. While this study
included a rough measure of where women were living prior to arrest, most women lived in their
own place or in someone else’s place, and few lived on the streets, in a treatment facility, or in
a shelter. Further research with a larger sample may add more detailed information on women’s
living arrangements before incarceration including, potentially, the experience of eviction, which
has been tied to paternal incarceration (Desmond 2016), but may also be relevant to understanding
maternal incarceration. Sustained further research on the dynamics of children’s living arrangements
may illuminate Wakefield and Wildeman’s guiding observation that child marginalization is, in part,
linked to parental incarceration through child living arrangements (Wakefield and Wildeman 2014, p.
116). As the present study shows, research on children’s sibling living arrangements helps to clarify
the specific components involved for mothers, and future research could further illuminate these
consequences for children.

Acknowledgments: This paper builds on components presented at the 2016 American Society of Criminology
meetings in New Orleans, LA, USA and the 2017 Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences meetings in Kansas City,
MO, USA. I appreciate audience feedback and research support from the Race and Ethnic Studies Institute and
Mexican American Latino Research Centre at Texas A&M University. I am grateful for the helpful comments from
Bryan Sykes and the anonymous reviewers. These data on prisoners are confidential as per IRB requirements.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflict of interest. The funding sponsors had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the
decision to publish the results.



Soc. Sci. 2017, 6, 81 11 of 13

References

Aber, J. Lawrence, Martha A. Gephart, Jeanne Brooks-Gunn, and James P. Connell. 1997. Development in Context:
Implications for Studying Neighborhood Effects. In Neighborhood Poverty: Context and Consequences for
Children. Edited by Jeanne Brooks-Gunn, Greg J. Duncan and J. Lawrence Aber. New York: Russell Sage
Foundation, pp. 44–61.

Agnew, Robert, and Matt DeLisi. 2012. General Strain Theory: The Criminal Justice System and Beyond:
Introduction to the Special Issue. Journal of Criminal Justice 40: 165–268. [CrossRef]

Agnew, Robert. 2001. Building on the Foundation of General Strain Theory: Specifying the Types of Strain Most
Likely to Lead to Crime and Delinquency. Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency 38: 319–61. [CrossRef]

Agnew, Robert. 2006. Pressured into Crime: An Overview of General Strain Theory. Los Angeles: Roxbury
Publishing Company.

Baron, Reuben M., and David A. Kenny. 1986. The Moderator-Mediator Variable Distinction in Social Psychological
Research: Conceptual, Strategic, and Statistical Considerations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 51:
1173–82. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Berry, Phyllis E., and Helen M. Eigenberg. 2003. Role Strain and Incarcerated Mothers: Understanding the Process
of Mothering. Women and Criminal Justice 15: 101–19. [CrossRef]

Carson, E. Ann, and Elizabeth Anderson. 2016. Prisoners in 2015. #NCJ 250229. Washington: U.S. Department
of Justice.

Chesney-Lind, Meda. 1997. The Female Offender: Girls, Women and Crime. Thousand Oaks: Sage.
Clemmer, Donald. 1958. The Prison Community. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston. First published in 1940.
Comfort, Megan. 2008. Doing Time Together: Love and Family in the Shadow of the Prison. Chicago: University of

Chicago Press.
Crouch, B., James A. Dyer, Lisa L. O’Dell, and D. Kirk McDonald. 1999. Methodology Used in the 1998 Survey of

Texas Prison Inmates Male and Female Institutional Division. The Texas Commission on Drug and Alcohol
Abuse. College Station: Public Policy Research Institute, Texas A&M University.

Dallaire, Danielle H., Janice I. Zeman, and Todd M. Thrash. 2015. Children’s Experience of Maternal
Incarceration-Specific Risks: Predictions to Psychological Maladaptation. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent
Psychology 44: 109–22.

Desmond, Matthew. 2016. Evicted: Poverty and Profit in the American City. New York: Penguin: Random House.
Eckenrode, John, and Susan Gore. 1990. Stress and Coping at the Boundary of Work and Family. In Stress between

Work and Family. Edited by John Eckenrode and Susan Gore. New York: Springer, pp. 1–16.
Elder, Glen H., Jr. 1998. The Life Course as Developmental Theory. Child Development 69: 1–12. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
Fleury-Steiner, Benjamin, and Jamie Longazel. 2014. The Pains of Mass Imprisonment. New York: Routledge.
Fomby, Paula, and Andrew J. Cherlin. 2007. Family Instability and Child Well-being. American Sociological Review

72: 181–204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Goodstein, Lynne, and Kevin N. Wright. 1989. Inmate Adjustment to Prison. In The American Prison: Issues in

Research and Policy. Edited by Lynne Goodstein and Doris Layton MacKenzie. New York: Plenum Press,
pp. 229–51.

Foster, Holly, and John Hagan. 2015. Punishment Regimes and the Multi-Level Effects of Parental Imprisonment:
Inter-generational, Intersectional, and Inter-Institutional Models of Social Inequality and Systemic Exclusion.
Annual Review of Sociology 41: 135–58. [CrossRef]

Foster, Holly. 2012. The Strains of Maternal Imprisonment: Importation and Deprivation Stressors for Women and
Children. Journal of Criminal Justice 40: 221–29.

Fox, James G. 1982. Women in Prison: A Case Study in the Social Reality of Stress. In The Pains of Imprisonment.
Edited by Robert Johnson and Hans Toch. Prospect Heights: Waveland Press, pp. 205–20.

Furstenberg, Frank F. 2014. Fifty Years of Change: From Consensus to Complexity. The Annals of the American
Academy of Political and Social Sciences 654: 12–30. [CrossRef]

Garland, David. 2001. Mass Imprisonment: Social Causes and Consequences. London: Sage Publications.
Giallombardo, Rose. 1966. Society of Women: A Study of a Women’s Prison. New York: John Wiley & Sons.
Glaze, Lauren E., and Laura M. Maruschak. 2010. Parents in Prison and Their Minor Children. #NCJ 222984.

Washington: Bureau of Justice, U.S. Department of Justice.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2012.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0022427801038004001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.51.6.1173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3806354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J012v15n01_06
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1998.tb06128.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9499552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000312240707200203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21918579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-soc-073014-112437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0002716214524521


Soc. Sci. 2017, 6, 81 12 of 13

Goffman, Erving. 1961. Asylums: Essays on the Social Situation of Mental Patients and Other Inmates. Garden City:
Anchor Books.

Greenfeld, Lawrence A., and Tracy L. Snell. 1999. Women Offenders. #NCJ 175688. Washington: Bureau of Justice
Statistics, U.S. Department of Justice.

Heckman, James J. 2008. Schools, Skills, and Synapses. Economic Inquiry 46: 289–324. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Heffernan, Esther. 1972. Making it in Prison: The Square, The Cool, and the Life. New York: Wiley-Interscience.
Houck, Katharine D. F., and Ann Booker Loper. 2002. The Relationship of Parenting Stress to Adjustment among

Mothers in Prison. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 72: 548–58. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Johnson, Elizabeth I., and Jane Waldfogel. 2004. Children of incarcerated parents: Multiple risks and children’s

living arrangements. In Imprisoning America: The Social Effects of Mass Incarceration. Edited by Mary Patillo,
David Weiman and Bruce Western. New York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 97–131.

Kruttschnitt, Candace, and Rosemary Gartner. 2005. Marking Time in the Golden State: Women’s Imprisonment in
California. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Kruttschnitt, Candace. 2010. The Paradox of Women’s Imprisonment. Daedalus 139: 32–42. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
La Vigne, Nancy G., Elizabeth Davies, and Dianna Brazzell. 2008. Broken Bonds: Understanding and Addressing the

Needs of Children with Incarcerated Parents. Washington: Urban Institute.
Light, Michael T., Mark Hugo Lopez, and Ana Gonzalez-Barrera. 2014. The Rise of Federal Immigration Crimes:

Unlawful Reentry Drives Growth. Available online: http://www.pewhispanic.org/2014/03/18/the-rise-of-
federal-immigration-crimes/ (accessed on 5 July 2017).

Long, J. Scott, and Jeremy Freese. 2014. Regression Models for Categorical Dependent Variables Using Stata, 3rd ed.
College Station: Stata Press.

Lord, Elaine. 1995. A Prison Superintendant’s Perspective on Women in Prison. The Prison Journal 75: 257–69.
[CrossRef]

MacKinnon, David P., and James H. Dwyer. 1993. Estimating mediated effects in prevention studies.
Evaluation Review 17: 144–58. [CrossRef]

Manning, Wendy D., Susan L. Brown, and J. Bart Stykes. 2014. Family Complexity among Children in the United
States. The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Sciences 654: 48–65. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

McClellan, Dorothy S., David Farabee, and Ben M. Crouch. 1997. Early Victimization, Drug Use and Criminality:
A Comparison of Male and Female Inmates. Criminal Justice and Behavior 24: 455–76. [CrossRef]

Mullings, Janet L., Joycelyn Pollock, and Ben M. Crouch. 2002. Drugs and criminality: Results from the Texas
Women Inmates Study. Women & Criminal Justice 13: 69–95.

National Institute of Justice. 2016. Restrictive Housing in the U.S.: Issues, Challenges and Future Directions.
#NCJ 250315. Washington: Office of Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice.

National Research Council, Committee on Causes and Consequences of High Rates of Incarceration, Committee
on Law and Justice, and Division of Behavioral and Social Sciences and Education. 2014. The Growth of
Incarceration in the United States: Exploring Causes and Consequences. Edited by Jeremy Travis, Bruce Western,
and Steve Redburn. Washington: The National Academies Press.

Nurse, Anne M. 2002. Fatherhood Arrested: Parenting from the Juvenile Justice System. Nashville: Vanderbilt
University Press.

Pearlin, Leonard I. 1989. The Sociological Study of Stress. Journal of Health and Social Behavior 30: 241–56. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Pearlin, Leonard I., Elizabeth G. Menaghan, Morton A. Lieberman, and Joseph T. Mullan. 1981. The Stress Process.
Journal of Health and Social Behavior 22: 337–56. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pearlin, Leonard I., Scott Scheiman, Elena M. Fazio, and Stephen C. Meersman. 2005. Stress, Health, and the Life
Course: Some Conceptual Perspectives. Journal of Health and Social Behavior 46: 205–19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pettit, Becky, and Bruce Western. 2004. Mass Imprisonment and the Life Course: Race and Class Inequality in U.S.
Incarceration. American Sociological Review 69: 151–69. [CrossRef]

Poehlmann, Julie. 2005. Incarcerated Mothers’ Contact with Children, Perceived Family Relationships, and
Depressive Symptoms. Journal of Family Psychology 19: 350–57. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pollock, Joycelyn M. 2002. Women, Prison & Crime, 2nd ed. Belmont: Wadsworth.
Sampson, Robert J., and John H. Laub. 1993. Crime in the Making: Pathways and Turning Points through Life.

Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
Sharp, Susan. 2014. Mean Lives, Mean Laws: Oklahoma’s Women Prisoners. New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-7295.2008.00163.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20119503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0002-9432.72.4.548
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15792040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1162/DAED_a_00021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21032948
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2014/03/18/the-rise-of-federal-immigration-crimes/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2014/03/18/the-rise-of-federal-immigration-crimes/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0032855595075002008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0193841X9301700202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0002716214524515
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25332509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2136956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2674272
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2136676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7320473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/002214650504600206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16028458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000312240406900201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.19.3.350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16221015


Soc. Sci. 2017, 6, 81 13 of 13

Shlonsky, Aron, Daniel Webster, and Barbara Needell. 2003. The Ties That Bind: A Cross-Sectional Analysis of
Siblings in Foster Care. Journal of Social Services Research 29: 27–52. [CrossRef]

Simon, Robin W. 1992. Parental Role Strains, Salience of Parental Identity and Gender Differences in Psychological
Distress. Journal of Health and Social Behavior 33: 25–35. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Staff, Ilene, and Edith Fein. 1992. Together or Separate: A Study of Siblings in Foster Care. Child Welfare LXXI:
257–70.

StataCorp. 2015. Stata: Release 14. Statistical Software. College Station: StataCorp LP.
Sweet, Stephen. 2014. The Work-Family Interface: An Introduction. Los Angeles: Sage.
Sykes, Bryan L., and Becky Pettit. 2014. Mass Incarceration, Family Complexity, and the Reproduction of

Childhood Disadvantage. The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 654: 127–49.
[CrossRef]

Sykes, Gresham. 2007. The Society of Captives: A Study of a Maximum Security Prison. Princeton: Princeton University
Press. First published in 1958.

Thoits, Peggy A. 1995. Stress, Coping and Social Support Processes: Where Are We? What Next? Journal of Health
and Social Behavior Extra Issue: 53–79. [CrossRef]

Thorpe, M. B., and Greta Toni Swart. 1992. Risk and Protective Factors Affecting Children in Foster Care: A Pilot
Study of the Role of Siblings. The Canadian Review of Psychiatry 37: 616–22. [CrossRef]

Turner, Heather A., and Scott Scheiman. 2008. Stress Processes across the Life Course: Introduction and Overview.
Stress Processes Across the Life Course: Advances in Life Course Research 13: 1–15. [CrossRef]

Turney, Kristin, and Christopher Wildeman. 2015. Self-Reported Health Among Recently Incarcerated Mothers.
American Journal of Public Health 105: 2014–20. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Turney, Kristin. 2014. Stress Proliferation across Generations? Examining the Relationship between Parental
Incarceration and Childhood Health. Journal of Health and Social Behavior 55: 302–19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

VanderWeele, Tyler J., and Stijn Vansteelandt. 2010. Odds Ratios for Mediation Analysis for a Dichotomous
Outcome. American Journal of Epidemiology 172: 1339–48. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Voydanoff, Patricia. 2005. Toward a Conceptualization of Perceived Work-Family Fit and Balance: A Demands
and Resources Approach. Journal of Marriage and Family 67: 822–36. [CrossRef]

Wakefield, Sara, and Christopher Wildeman. 2014. Children of the Prison Boom: Mass Incarceration and the Future of
American Inequality. New York: Oxford University Press.

Ward, David A., and Gene G. Kassebaum. 1965. Women’s Prison: Sex and Social Structure. Chicago: Aldine.
Wheaton, Blair. 1990. Where Work and Family Meet. In Stress between Work and Family. Edited by John Eckenrode

and Susan Gore. New York: Springer, pp. 153–74.
Wheaton, Blair. 1994. Sampling the Stress Universe. In Stress and Mental Health: Contemporary Issues and Prospects

for the Future. Edited by William R. Avison and Ian H. Gotlib. New York: Plenum, pp. 77–114.
Woodward, Tracey, and Jennifer E. Copp. 2016. Maternal Incarceration and Children’s Delinquent Involvement:

The Role of Sibling Relationships. Children and Youth Services Review 70: 340–48. [CrossRef]
Young, Marisa, Scott Scheiman, and Melissa Milkie. 2014. Spouse’s Work-to-Family Conflict, Family Stressors,

and Among Dual Earners Mothers and Fathers. Society and Mental Health 4: 1–20. [CrossRef]

© 2017 by the author. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J079v29n03_02
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2136855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1619256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0002716214526345
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2626957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/070674379203700904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1040-2608(08)00001-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2015.302743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26270294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0022146514544173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25138199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwq332
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21036955
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2005.00178.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2156869313504931
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	The Strains of Imprisonment 
	Background on the Prison-Family Interface 
	Past Research on Correlates of Maternal Role Strain 

	Methodology 
	Data 
	Measures 
	Maternal Role Strain 
	Living Arrangements 
	Maternal and Child Controls 

	Analytical Plan 

	Results 
	Sibling Living Arrangements 
	Maternal Role Strain 

	Discussion 

