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Should We Live Together?

	In the article, “Should We Live Together?” David Popenoe, a professor and former social and behavioral sciences dean at Rutgers, and Barbara Dafoe Whitehead, an author and social critic, evaluate the research on cohabitation. Throughout the article it is explained that cohabitation is the status of an unmarried couple that are sexual partners and share a household, it also emphasizes that cohabitation is on the rise in America because people might be under the wrong impression that cohabitation is actually beneficial to marriage. 	Comment by Amanda Christie:): Introduce authors carefully before jumping into the source. 	Comment by Amanda Christie:): THE WHAT = cohabitation is defined and the authors show why it is a negative trend. 
	According to the research cohabitation actually increases the risk of domestic violence, sexual and physical abuse of a child and lowers the levels of happiness. Cohabitation is actually associated with higher divorce risk and it increases the acceptance of divorce in younger people. This is due to the fact that cohabitating relationships are easier to terminate and move on from than an actual marriage, which would force the couple to work the problems they are experiencing out. However these negative effects of cohabitation have not been as distinct in couples that are cohabitating for a short time prior to marriage. 	Comment by Amanda Christie:): HOW is cohabitation negative
	In addition to weakening the institution of marriage, cohabitation increases risks for women and children. The article states that, “Child abuse has become a major national problem and has increased dramatically in recent years, by more than 10% a year according to one estimate... this increase is related strongly to changing family forms.” The article also points out how women in cohabiting relationships are “nine time more likely to be killed by their partner than are women in marital relationships” (Popenoe and Whitehead). Cohabiting also reduces economic resources, according to the research “... in 1996 poverty rate for children living in cohabiting households was 31%, much closer to the rate of 45% for children living in families headed by single mothers” (Popenoe and Whitehead). 	Comment by Amanda Christie:): Continuation of the HOW	Comment by Amanda Christie:): In-text citation for all quotes
	The authors end the article by indicating how the risks of cohabitation can be prevented. The main argument against cohabitation is religion, stating that living together outside of marriage or all sex outside of marriage is a direct attack to the sanctity of marriage. This argument addressed that if people are old enough to have sex then they are old enough to be married, this however will not solve the rising numbers of divorce because teenage marriages usually have a higher risk of break up. The argument for cohabitation is that it promotes monogamy, settling down with one sexual partner, however this argument does not resolve the problem that cohabitation does not promote longer lasting relationships or commitments. 	Comment by Amanda Christie:): The larger WHY of the article
In conclusion the article states that the only thing to be done about cohabitation is to educate the public. This is why The National Marriage Project has been established and carries 5 goals, to annually publish The State of Our Union or the index of health if marriage in America, investigate and report on younger adult’s attitude towards marriage, examine the popular media’s portrait of marriage, serve as a clearinghouse source of research and expertise and develop strategies to revitalize marriage. 
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