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Same-sex relationship experiences and expectations
regarding partnership and parenthood
Karsten Hank1
Martin Wetzel2

Abstract
BACKGROUND
Whereas recent years have brought comprehensive demographic accounts of the gay
and lesbian population in the United States and several European countries, relatively
little is yet known about gays’ and lesbians’ family-related attitudes and expectations.
OBJECTIVE
The present study contributes to closing this research gap, comparing individuals with
and without same-sex relationship experiences regarding their expectations concerning
partnership and parenthood.
METHOD
We run OLS regressions, using nationally representative survey data for two cohorts of
young adults in Germany (born 1971–1973 and 1981–1983).
RESULTS
In several regards, gays and lesbians expect lower benefits and greater costs of being in
a partnership, but not of being a parent.
CONCLUSIONS
We propose that the latter finding results from same-sex parenthood still being a
comparatively rare event and expectations being formed on the basis of
heteronormatively shaped values rather than on experience. This is different when
considering romantic relationships. Even if partnership-related expectations are
partially influenced by the same structural constraints that limit gays’ and lesbians’
factual opportunity to form a family, these expectations might still exhibit an
independent additional impact on demographic outcomes.
CONTRIBUTION
Accounting for individuals’ expectations might contribute to better explaining why, for
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example, marriage-like partnerships and cohabitation are less frequent in gay and
lesbian couples than in heterosexual partnerships.

1. Introduction
The beginning of the 21st century brought a rapid expansion of social science studies on
gay and lesbian (henceforth: G&L) family issues (for reviews see Biblarz and Savci
2010; Moore and Stambolis-Ruhstorfer 2013; Umberson et al. 2015). Much of this
research was spawned by the greater availability of high-quality data, especially that
allowing quantitative analyses based on censuses, population registers, and probability
samples. This data provided the basis for comprehensive demographic accounts of the
G&L population in Western societies (e.g., Andersson et al. 2006; Black et al. 2000),
indicating marked behavioral differences between G&Ls and their heterosexual
counterparts.
Marriage-like partnerships and cohabitation were shown to be less frequent in
G&L couples than in heterosexual partnerships (e.g., Carpenter and Gates 2008; Festy
2006). Moreover, several European studies (Andersson et al. 2006; Lau 2012; Wiik,
Seierstad, and Noack 2014) indicated similar determinants but higher levels of union
dissolution in same-sex than in opposite-sex cohabiting and married partnerships.
Finally, G&Ls were found to exhibit a lower propensity to become parents than
heterosexual adults (e.g., Brewster, Tillman, and Jokinen-Gordon 2014; Patterson and
Riskind 2010).
Institutional and biological constraints on G&Ls forming a family are an obvious
and important driver of these behavioral differences (e.g., Chamie and Mirkin 2011;
Waaldijk 2009). However, differences in the structural opportunity to realize existing
parenting desires might also result in G&Ls’ lower propensity to express a desire for
parenthood (e.g., Baiocco and Laghi 2013; Riskind and Patterson 2010). Along the
same lines, G&Ls’ family-related attitudes and expectations – constituting a basis for
subsequent demographic behaviors (e.g., Clarkberg, Stolzenberg, and Waite 1995;
Liefbroer 2005) – might differ from those expressed in the heterosexual population
(e.g., Meier, Hull, and Ortyl 2009; Riskind and Patterson 2010).
The present study contributes to the still sparse literature investigating the extent to
which this is actually the case. We ask whether individuals with nonheterosexual and
heterosexual-only relationship experiences differ with regard to their expectations
regarding the costs and benefits of partnership and parenthood. Our analysis is based on
data from the German Family Panel (pairfam), a nationally representative cohort study
of young adults. In addition to providing a broad array of measures of respondents’

702

http://www.demographic-research.org

Demographic Research: Volume 39, Article 25

family-related expectations, the survey includes detailed information on respondents’
partnership histories, allowing the identification of individuals with same-sex
partnership experiences (see Bates and Demaio 2013), labeled here as G&L. It is
important to note that this behavioral measure captures only one dimension of the
individual’s sexual orientation, which also encompasses elements such as sexual
attraction, identity, and arousal (e.g., Bailey et al. 2016).
The remainder of this article is structured as follows. The next section introduces
the German context of the present study. We then provide a brief overview of previous
research on same-sex partnerships and parenthood as well as our hypotheses. Following
a description of the data and methods used, we present our findings. The final section
concludes.

2. Same-sex partnerships and parenthood in Germany
Estimates of the (increasing) number of cohabiting same-sex couples in Germany
ranged between 67,000 and 185,000 in 2011 (see Rupp and Haag 2016, for a detailed
sociodemographic account). In 2001, preceding the legalization of G&L marriage in
2017, Germany adopted the Lebenspartnerschaftsgesetz, which enabled couples to
obtain legal recognition for their union through a registration procedure that was
distinct from marriage but still provided them with benefits very similar to those
received by married opposite-sex couples.
The law also regulated child-related issues in same-sex partnerships, particularly
custody and adoption rights. In this regard the law was initially very restrictive, but was
modified in 2005 to allow, for example, the adoption of the other partner’s biological
child (see Rupp 2009: Chapter I.3, for legal details). Still, the number of minor children
cohabiting with a same-sex – mostly lesbian – couple is very low (; 6,000).
Increasingly, these children are born within the same-sex union, so that their share
today is almost equal to that of children born in a previous heterosexual relationship
(Rupp and Haag 2016). Correspondingly, a considerable proportion of partnered
childless lesbians (43%) and gay men (35%) reports desiring having children (Haag
2013).
Despite an overall tendency towards greater liberalism and tolerance of G&L
rights, there appears to be a lag in the acceptance of same-sex partnerships and samesex parenthood in Germany (Steffens and Wagner 2004). Overall, the German
population expresses attitudes towards homosexuality which are less positive than in
the Netherlands, Sweden, or Denmark, but more positive than in Ireland or Southern
and Eastern Europe (e.g., Gerhards 2010; Slenders, Sieben, and Verbakel 2014).
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3. Previous research and hypotheses
3.1 Same-sex partnerships
Within-household specialization has often been suggested as increasing (married)
partners’ economic and noneconomic utility (e.g., Becker 1973). Compared to oppositesex couples, however, socioeconomic status homogamy among G&L partners is lower
(e.g., Jepsen and Jepsen 2002; Schwartz and Graf 2009), the division of labor is less
likely to be highly specialized, and domestic labor in same-sex couples is more likely to
be shared equally (e.g., Bauer 2016; Giddings et al. 2014). Even though G&L couples
may benefit from resource pooling, the lack of specialization is associated with lower –
if any – ‘marriage premiums’ in labor earnings (e.g., Aldén et al. 2015; Zavodny 2008).
Whereas Tornello, Ivanova, and Bos (2018) reported lower life satisfaction among
individuals in same-sex relationships, there is generally no indication of significant
differences by sexual orientation in happiness (Wienke and Hill 2009), relationship
satisfaction (Kurdek 2008; Perales and Baxter 2018), psychological well-being (Wight,
LeBlanc, and Badget 2013), or self-rated health (Denney, Gorman, and Barrera 2013;
Wienke and Hill 2009). However, parental disapproval of same-sex romantic
relationships has been shown to be associated with increased relationship strain (Reczek
2016), and there is also evidence of lower social network support for G&L
relationships, especially from family members (see, for example, Holmberg and Blair
2016).
Next to the benefits which individuals may expect to arise from a partnership, it is
important to ask which values G&Ls rate highly in a relationship. Meier, Hull, and
Ortyl (2009) have conducted the most comprehensive study on this issue to date, using
data from the US National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent Health. The authors find
that sexual minorities are more tolerant of racial difference and less concerned with
financial security in long-term relationships. Irrespective of sexual identity, love,
faithfulness, and life-long commitment are rated as extremely important for a successful
relationship, albeit to a lesser extent among homosexuals and bisexuals (except love).
Because G&Ls have been shown to be less concerned about finding partners with
a similar socioeconomic status, to be less likely to exhibit a high degree of household
specialization, and to be less concerned with financial security in long-term
relationships than their heterosexual peers (e.g., Giddings et al. 2014; Meier, Hull, and
Ortyl 2009; Schwartz and Graf 2009), we expect G&Ls to express lower expectations
with regard to receiving instrumental support from a partner (Hypothesis 1a), but to
place greater value on their individual autonomy (Hypothesis 1b). Whereas we do not
expect to observe significant differences in G&Ls’ and heterosexuals’ emotional
expectations of their partnership (Meier, Hull, and Ortyl 2009; Hypothesis 1c), concerns
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about disapproval of one’s partner(ship) should be more prevalent among respondents
with same-sex partnership experiences (Reczek 2016; Hypothesis 1d).

3.2 Same-sex parenthood
Same-sex parenthood continues to be a controversial issue in the general public (e.g.,
Baiocco et al. 2013; Hollekim, Slaatten, and Anderssen 2012) and biological as well as
institutional constraints clearly increase the cost of children for G&L couples, which
has been proposed as resulting in a lower demand for children (Black, Sanders and
Taylor 2007). At the same time the social pressure to fulfill the widespread
heteronormative expectation to have children is substantially lower for G&Ls than for
heterosexuals. Accordingly, Riskind and Patterson (2010; for the United States) and
Baiocco and Laghi (2013; for Italy) find that childless G&Ls are less likely to express a
desire for parenthood than their heterosexual peers. Moreover, Costa and Bidell (2017)
report a significant gap between the expressed desire for parenthood (65%) and stated
fertility intentions (56%) in a sample of Portuguese lesbian, gay, and bisexual
individuals. However, the aforementioned US and Italian studies found such a gap only
for gay men and not for lesbian women, possibly resulting from gender differences in
structural opportunities to realize parenting desires.
Riskind and Patterson (2010) find that G&L individuals – even if they do not
express any intention to have a child themselves – endorse the value of parenthood as
strongly as their heterosexual counterparts. However, perceptions of parenting may still
differ by sexual orientation. In Baiocco and Laghi’s (2013) study, for example,
childless lesbian and – especially – gay participants report lower levels of perceived
enrichment and more negative expectations of social support available to parents.
Finally, Bos, van Balen, and van den Boom (2003) find that lesbian parents’ hierarchy
of parenthood motives is quite similar to that observed for heterosexual mothers, but
that happiness is significantly more important and identity development significantly
less important for the former than for the latter.
Because parenthood is still not an expected social role for G&Ls and remains a
controversial issue among the heterosexual majority population, we assume that G&Ls
expect to experience greater mental pressure than their heterosexual peers (Hypothesis
2a). However, since G&L individuals have been shown to endorse the overall value of
parenthood as strongly as their heterosexual counterparts (Riskind and Patterson 2010)
we do not expect to find significant differences between these groups in their
expectations with regard to the benefits of children (e.g., as providers of support) and
economic costs (Hypothesis 2b).
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4. Method
4.1 Data
Our empirical analysis is based on data derived from the German Family Panel
(pairfam; see Brüderl et al. 2017; Huinink et al. 2011), which is funded by the German
Research Foundation as a long-term project. Respondents in the sample are nationally
representative of three cohorts – born in 1971–1973, 1981–1983, and 1991–1993 – and
were first interviewed in 2008/09 (annual follow-up computer-assisted personal
interviews have been conducted since then, but are not included in our study).
Information on respondents’ expectations regarding partnership and parenthood was
collected in pairfam’s baseline wave. Because our identification of G&L respondents
depends on self-reported same-sex partnerships prior to or at the time of the baseline
interview (see below), we (a) excluded respondents who never had a partner till then
and (b) restricted our analytic sample to respondents from the two oldest cohorts who
were in their mid-20s and mid-30s when first interviewed. This leaves us with a total of
7,483 respondents, of whom 106 (= 1.4%) reported having had one or more gay or
lesbian relationships. Tornello, Ivanova, and Bos (2018) report a similar proportion of
respondents in same-sex relationships in analysis based on the Netherlands Kinship
Panel Study. Note that 17 of our 106 G&L respondents were identified as having had
same- and different-sex partners. This number of observations is too small to consider
them as a distinct category of bisexuals in our analysis. Excluding them from the
sample did not change any of our substantive findings.

4.2 Dependent variables
Pairfam collects a broad array of information about respondents’ family-related
expectations, from which we derived a total of eight dependent variables, whose answer
categories range from 1 (‘not at all’) to 5 (‘very strongly’):
∂
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Expectations regarding the receipt of instrumental support from a partner
(Hypothesis 1a) were measured by the question “How strongly do you expect to get
support from a partner if you need help or become ill?” The value of individual
autonomy (Hypothesis 1b) was assessed by asking “How strongly do you worry
about being constrained by a partner?” Emotional expectations (Hypothesis 1c)
were measured by the question “How strongly do you expect to get affection and a
feeling of safety in a partnership?” and concerns about disapproval of one’s
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∂

partnership (Hypothesis 1d) were assessed by asking “How strongly do you worry
about your family and friends rejecting or disliking a partner?”
Expectations regarding the experience of mental pressure (Hypothesis 2a) were
assessed by two questions: “How strongly do you expect that children will put you
under nervous strain?” and “How strongly do you expect that children will limit
your personal freedom?” Expectations with regard to children’s economic costs
and benefits (Hypothesis 2b) were measured by asking how strongly respondents’
“expect that adult children will be there for you when you are in need?” and how
strongly they “expect to be able to afford less with children?” respectively.

4.3 Explanatory and control variables
Our main explanatory variable of interest is a binary indicator accounting for any samesex partnership experience prior to or at the time of the interview (irrespective of
partnership duration); see Bates and Demaio (2013). Furthermore, we account for a
standard set of respondents’ sociodemographic characteristics, namely: cohort (1981–
1983 vs. 1971–1973), sex, place of birth (West Germany; East Germany; abroad),
education (low; medium; high), and dummy variables indicating the individual’s
employment, partnership, and parental status (see Table 1 for descriptive statistics).
Table 1:

(Unweighted) descriptive sample statistics
Respondents w/out same-sex
partnership experience (heterosexual)

Respondents w/ same-sex partnership
experience (homosexual; G&L)

Total
Mean/ N
%

Total
Mean/ N
%

Men
Mean/ N
%

Women
Mean/ N
%

Men
Mean/ N
%

Women
Mean/ N
%

Dependent variable
Expecting instrumental support from partner

4.72 7,358

4.65 3,381

4.79 3,977

4.58

106

4.61

51

4.55

55

Concerned about being constrained by
partner
Expecting affection and feeling of safety

2.16 7,346

2.24 3,373

2.10 3,973

2.26

105

2.14

50

2.36

55

4.81 7,319

4.75 3,368

4.86 3,951

4.89

106

4.88

51

4.89

55

Concerned that partner will be rejected by
social network
Expecting that children will cause nervous
strain
Expecting that children will limit personal
freedom
Expecting that children will provide support

1.75 7,334

1.69 3,368

1.81 3,966

2.04

105

2.02

50

2.05

55

2.52 7,336

2.51 3,366

2.53 3,970

2.84

101

2.84

49

2.85

52

2.41 7,330

2.42 3,366

2.40 3,964

2.74

101

2.88

49

2.62

52

3.93 7,299

3.93 3,355

3.92 3,944

3.64

98

3.55

47

3.73

51

Expecting that children will cause economic
strain

2.98 7,321

2.97 3,362

2.99 3,959

3.15

101

3.10

49

3.19

52
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Table 1:

(Continued)
Respondents w/out same-sex
partnership experience (heterosexual)

Respondents w/ same-sex partnership
experience (homosexual; G&L)

Total
Mean/ N
%

Total
Mean/ N
%

Men
Mean/ N
%

Women
Mean/ N
%

Men
Mean/ N
%

Women
Mean/ N
%

Control variables
Partner (ref.: no partner)

82% 7,377

78% 3,389

84% 3,988

76%

106

80%

51

71%

55

Child (ref.: no child)

55% 7,377

45% 3,389

64% 3,988

23%

106

18%

51

27%

55

Employed (ref.: not employed)

71% 7,365

81% 3,385

63% 3,980

76%

106

80%

51

71%

55

Cohort 1981–1983 (ref.: 1971–1973)

52% 7,377

50% 3,389

54% 3,988

52%

106

51%

51

53%

55

Education: low

16% 7,352

16% 3,378

16% 3,974

20%

105

24%

50

16%

55

Education: medium

56% 7,352

55% 3,378

58% 3,974

50%

105

44%

50

56%

55

Education: high

27% 7,352

28% 3,378

26% 3,974

30%

105

32%

50

27%

55

Country of birth FRG

63% 7,374

64% 3,387

61% 3,987

72%

106

76%

51

67%

55

Country of birth GDR

20% 7,374

20% 3,387

21% 3,987

18%

106

12%

51

24%

55

Country of birth not Germany

17% 7,374

16% 3,387

18% 3,987

10%

106

12%

51

9%

55

4.4 Method
We estimate two OLS regression models for each dependent variable to identify
significant differences between G&L and heterosexual respondents in our sample.
Whereas Model 1 accounts for individuals’ same-/opposite-sex partnership experiences
only, Model 2 additionally includes standard sociodemographic controls (see above).
Remaining differences in expectations towards partnership and parenthood are thus net
of possible compositional (that is, sociodemographic) differences between the G&L and
heterosexual populations.

5. Results
The results of our regression analyses 3 are presented separately for expectations
regarding partnerships (Table 2) and parenthood (Table 3). Most of the results for our
3

Note that in additional models (details not shown) we also estimated interactions between our indicator of
individuals’ same-sex partnership experience and respondents’ sex, which, however, turned out to be
insignificant. Against the background of, for example, gender differences in G&Ls’ structural opportunity to
realize parenting desires, this finding may be surprising, and may be driven primarily by our low sample size.
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‘partnership’ models turned out to be in line with our hypotheses. Individuals with
same-sex partnership experience expressed lower expectations regarding instrumental
support (Hypothesis 1a), but, contrary to the proposal of Hypothesis 1b, they were not
more concerned about maintaining their personal autonomy. As expected, there was no
difference between individuals with and without same-sex partnership experience
regarding their expectations concerning affection and feelings of safety (Hypothesis 1c),
but G&Ls expressed greater concern that family and friends might reject their partner
(Hypothesis 1d). These findings remained robust when controlling for
sociodemographic characteristics in Model 2.
Table 2:

Results of OLS regressions for expectations of partnership
Concerned about
Expecting instrumentbeing constrained by
tal support
partner

G&L
(ref.: heterosexual)

Concerned that partner
will be rejected by
social network

Expecting affection
and feeling
of safety

Model 1

Model 2

Model 1

Model 2

Model 1

Model 2

–0.15**

–0.13*

0.09

–0.04

0.08

0.08

(0.06)

(0.05)

(0.11)

(0.11)

(0.05)

(0.05)

Female

0.13***

(ref: male)

–0.05

(0.01)

Partner
Child
(ref.: no child)
(ref.: not employed)

Model 2
0.25*
(0.10)
0.15***
(0.03)

0.10***

–0.43***

(0.03)

(0.01)

(0.03)

–0.18***

–0.00

–0.05

(0.02)

(0.03)

(0.01)

(0.03)

0.02

–0.01

0.03*

–0.01

0.03

Employed

(0.10)

(0.01)

–0.73***

(0.02)

0.29**

0.11***

(0.03)

0.14***

(ref.: no partner)

Model 1

(0.02)

(0.03)

(0.01)

(0.03)

Cohort 1981–1983

–0.03*

–0.00

–0.03*

–0.02

(ref.: 1971–1973)

(0.02)

(0.03)

(0.01)

(0.03)

Education: medium

0.05*

–0.04

0.03

–0.08*

(0.02)

(0.04)

(0.02)

(0.04)

0.00

0.06

–0.00

–0.09*
(0.04)

(ref.: low)
Education: high
(ref.: low)
Country of birth GDR
(ref.: FRG)
Country of birth not Germany
(ref.: FRG)
Constant
2

r

N (Total)
n (G&L)

4.72***

(0.02)

(0.04)

(0.02)

–0.01

–0.08*

0.01

0.01

(0.02)

(0.03)

(0.01)

(0.03)

0.03

–0.06

–0.10***

–0.00

(0.02)

(0.04)

(0.02)

4.43***

2.16***

2.98***

4.81***

4.62***

(0.03)
1.75***

2.02***

(0.01)

(0.04)

(0.01)

(0.09)

(0.01)

(0.04)

(0.01)

(0.08)

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.08

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.03

7,464

7,432

7,451

7,420

7,425

7,393

7,439

7,407

106

105

105

104

106

105

105

104

Source: pairfam (Wave 1), Release 8.0, own calculations. Significance: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001.

Turning to expectations regarding parenthood, we assumed that G&Ls expect
greater mental pressure than their heterosexual peers (Hypothesis 2a). Initial differences
suggesting that G&Ls were more concerned that children might put them under nervous
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strain or limit their personal freedom became statistically insignificant once
sociodemographic controls – especially parental status – were accounted for. Consistent
with Hypothesis 2b, we detected no robust differences between individuals with and
without same-sex partnership experience concerning the expected benefits and
economic costs of children. Again, initial differences in expectations that adult children
will provide support disappeared after the inclusion of controls in Model 2.
Table 3:

Results of OLS regressions for expectations of having children
Expecting that
children will cause
nervous strain
Model 1

G&L
(ref.: heterosexual)

0.32**
(0.11)

Female
Partner
(ref.: no partner)
Child
(ref.: no child)
Employed
(ref.: not employed)
Cohort 1981–1983

(ref.: low)
Education: high
Country of birth GDR
(ref.: FRG)
Country of birth not Germany
(ref.: FRG)

n (G&L)

0.33**

(0.11)

(0.12)

Model 2

Model 1

Model 2

Model 1

0.17

–0.28**

–0.21

0.17

0.07

(0.11)

(0.11)

(0.11)

(0.12)

(0.12)

0.07**
(0.03)

–0.09*

–0.24***

(0.03)

(0.04)

–0.34***

–0.42***

Model 2

–0.04

0.07*

(0.03)

(0.03)

0.05

–0.20***

(0.03)

(0.04)

0.10**

–0.24***

(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.04)

–0.11***

–0.03

0.02

–0.02

(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.03)

(0.03)

0.05

–0.19***

0.13***

(0.03)

(0.03)

0.00

0.03

–0.00

0.02

(0.04)

(0.04)

(0.04)

(0.04)

–0.21***

–0.12*

0.18***

(0.04)

(0.04)

–0.16***

–0.18***

(0.03)

(0.03)

–0.30***

–0.12***

(0.04)
2.52***

Expecting that children
will cause economic
strain

Expecting that
children will provide
support

(0.03)

0.13**

(ref.: low)

2

Model 1

(0.03)

Education: medium

r

0.19

0.17***

(ref.: 1971–1973)

N (Total)

Model 2

0.07**

(ref: male)

Constant

Expecting that
children will limit
personal freedom

2.36***

(0.04)

2.61***

(0.05)

0.16***

–0.01

(0.03)

(0.04)

0.36***

(0.04)
2.41***

(0.03)

–0.16***

(0.03)
3.93***

(0.04)

4.31***

2.98***

2.90***

(0.01)

(0.09)

(0.01)

(0.09)

(0.01)

(0.08)

(0.01)

(0.10)

0.00

0.04

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.04

0.00

0.02

7,437

7,408

7,431

7,401

7,397

7,367

7,422

7,393

101

100

101

100

98

97

101

100

Source: pairfam (Wave 1), Release 8.0, own calculations. Significance: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001.

6. Summary and conclusions
Using data from the German Family Panel, a nationally representative cohort study of
young adults, we compared expectations regarding partnership and parenthood among
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individuals with nonheterosexual and heterosexual-only relationship experience. Our
empirical findings only partially support our hypotheses.
Individuals with and without same-sex partnership experience were shown to be
statistically indistinguishable regarding their expectations concerning affection and
personal autonomy in partnerships. However, G&Ls’ lower expectations with regard to
the receipt of instrumental support by a partner reflect previously documented lower
degrees of household specialization and less concern about financial security in G&Ls’
long-term relationships (e.g., Giddings et al. 2014; Meier, Hull, and Ortyl 2009). At the
same time, they were more likely to worry about family or friends rejecting or disliking
a partner. Such concerns seem plausible in the light of narratives of parental disapproval
of same-sex relationships and lower levels of perceived social network support (e.g.,
Holmberg and Blair 2016; Reczek 2016).
Even though parenthood is still not an expected social role for G&Ls and remains
the subject of controversial public debate, our analysis did not reveal any robust
differences between individuals with and without same-sex partnership experience as
far as their expectations towards parenthood are concerned. Any initial differences
observed could be explained by the differential sociodemographic composition of the
G&L population – especially the lower probability of being a parent – rather than by
sexual orientation. These findings corroborate previous research suggesting that G&Ls
tend to endorse the value of parenthood as strongly as their heterosexual counterparts
(Riskind and Patterson 2010).
Whereas pairfam’s direct question about the sex of current and previous partners is
likely to identify individuals in same-sex relationships more accurately than indirect
measures (based on, for example, information about the sex of household members and
their relationship to each other), our study still suffers from common methodological
problems in research on G&L family issues (e.g., Régnier-Loilier 2018; Umberson et al.
2015). Particularly, the small number of observations constitutes a major limitation. We
observe, for example, too few cases of registered partnerships or parenthood, too few
demographic events, and too few individuals with partnership histories suggesting
bisexuality to properly account for these in the empirical analysis. Moreover, our
identification of G&Ls is based on revealed preferences, which need not be identical to
individuals’ sexual orientation or identity (and possible changes therein across the life
course). Hopefully, future studies will be able to draw on richer data sources, allowing
an even better assessment of sexual minorities’ attitudes and – eventually – actual
demographic behaviors. Efforts should also be made to collect data allowing more
cross-nationally comparative research. This is an important perspective for future
research because G&Ls’ relationship preferences (Potârcă, Mills, and Neberich 2015)
and pathways to parenthood (Patterson and Tornello 2010) have been shown to vary
across different legal and cultural contexts.
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To conclude, our findings from the German case suggest that in several regards
G&Ls anticipate lower benefits and greater costs of being in a partnership, but not of
being a parent. One explanation for the latter finding might be that same-sex parenthood
continues to be a comparatively rare event, where expectations may be based on
heteronormatively shaped values rather than on experience. This is different when
considering romantic relationships. Even if partnership-related expectations are
partially influenced by the same structural constraints limiting G&Ls’ factual
opportunity to form a family (Black, Sanders, and Taylor 2007), these expectations
might still exhibit an independent additional impact on demographic outcomes (e.g.,
Clarkberg, Stolzenberg, and Waite 1995; Liefbroer 2005), thereby contributing to better
explaining why, for example, marriage-like partnerships as well as cohabitation are less
frequent in G&L couples than in heterosexual partnerships (e.g., Carpenter and Gates
2008; Festy 2006).

7. Acknowledgements
We are grateful for comments by Philipp M. Lersch and two anonymous reviewers.

712

http://www.demographic-research.org

Demographic Research: Volume 39, Article 25

References
Aldén, L., Edlung, L., Hammarstedt, M., and Mueller-Smith, M. (2015). Effect of
registered partnership on labor earnings and fertility for same-sex couples:
Evidence from Swedish register data. Demography 52(4): 1243–1268.
doi:10.1007/s13524-015-0403-4.
Andersson, G., Noack, T., Seierstad, A., and Weedon-Fekjær, H. (2006). The
demographics of same-sex marriages in Norway and Sweden. Demography
43(1): 79–98. doi:10.1353/dem.2006.0001.
Bailey, J.M., Vasey, P.L., Diamond, L.M., Breedlove, S.M., Vilain, E., and Epprecht,
M. (2016). Sexual orientation, controversy, and science. Psychological Science
in the Public Interest 17(2): 45–101. doi:10.1177/1529100616637616.
Baiocco, R. and Laghi, F. (2013). Sexual orientation and the desires and intentions to
become parents. Journal of Family Studies 19(1): 90–98. doi:10.5172/jfs.2013.
19.1.90.
Baiocco, R., Nardelli, N., Pezzuti, L., and Lingiardi, V. (2013). Attitudes of Italian
heterosexual older adults towards lesbian and gay parenting. Sexuality Research
and Social Policy 10(4): 285–292. doi:10.1007/s13178-013-0129-2.
Bates, N. and Demaio, T.J. (2013). Measuring same-sex relationships. Contexts 12: 66–
69.
Bauer, G. (2016). Gender roles, comparative advantages and the life course: The
division of domestic labor in same-sex and different-sex couples. European
Journal of Population 32(1): 99–128. doi:10.1007/s10680-015-9363-z.
Becker, G.S. (1973). A theory of marriage: Part I. Journal of Political Economy 73(4):
813–846. doi:10.1086/260084.
Biblarz, T.J. and Savci, E. (2010). Lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender families.
Journal of Marriage and Family 72(3): 480–497. doi:10.1111/j.1741-3737.
2010.00714.x.
Black, D., Gates, G., Sanders, S., and Taylor, L. (2000). Demographics of the gay and
lesbian population in the United States: Evidence from available systematic data
sources. Demography 37(2): 139–154. doi:10.2307/2648117.
Black, D.A., Sanders, S.G., and Taylor, L.J. (2007). The economics of lesbian and gay
families. Journal of Economic Perspectives 21(2): 53–70. doi:10.1257/jep.21.
2.53.

http://www.demographic-research.org

713

Hank & Wetzel: Same-sex relationship experiences and expectations regarding partnership and parenthood

Bos, H.M.W., van Balen, F., and van den Boom, D.C. (2003). Planned lesbian families:
Their desire and motivation to have children. Human Reproduction 18(10):
2216–2224. doi:10.1093/humrep/deg427.
Brewster, K.L., Tillman, K.H., and Jokinen-Gordon, H. (2014). Demographic
characteristics of lesbian parents in the United States. Population Research and
Policy Review 33(4): 503–526. doi:10.1007/s11113-013-9296-3.
Brüderl, J., Drobnič, S., Hank, K., Huinink, J., Nauck, B., Neyer, F.J., Walper, S., Alt,
P., Borschel, E., Bozoyan, C., Finn, C., Garrett, M., Greischel, H., Hajek, K.,
Herzig, M., Huyer-May, B., Lenke, R., Müller, B., Peter, T., Schmiedeberg, C.,
Schütze, P., Schumann, N., Thönnissen, C., Wetzel, M., and Wilhelm, B. (2017).
The German family panel (pairfam): Data file version 6.0.0 [dataset]. Cologne:
GESIS Leibniz-Institut für Sozialwissenschaften. doi:10.4232/pairfam.5678.6.
0.0.
Carpenter, C. and Gates, G.J. (2008). Gay and lesbian partnership: Evidence from
California. Demography 45(3): 573–590. doi:10.1353/dem.0.0014.
Chamie, J. and Mirkin, B. (2011). Same-sex marriage: A new social phenomenon.
Population and Development Review 37(3): 529–551. doi:10.1111/j.1728-4457.
2011.00433.x.
Clarkberg, M., Stolzenberg, R.M., and Waite, L.J. (1995). Attitudes, values, and
entrance into cohabitational versus marital unions. Social Forces 74(2): 609–
634. doi:10.1093/sf/74.2.609.
Costa, P.A. and Bidell, M. (2017). Modern families: Parenting desire, intention, and
experience among Portuguese lesbian, gay, and bisexual individuals. Journal of
Family Issues 38(4): 500–521. doi:10.1177/0192513X16683985.
Denney, J.T., Gorman, B.K., and Barrera, C.B. (2013). Families, resources, and adult
health: Where do sexual minorities fit in? Journal of Health and Social Behavior
54(1): 46–63. doi:10.1177/0022146512469629.
Festy, P. (2006). Legal recognition of same-sex couples in Europe. Population 61(4):
417–454. doi:10.3917/pope.604.0417.
Gerhards, J. (2010). Non-discrimination towards homosexuality: The European Union’s
policy and citizens’ attitudes towards homosexuality in 27 European countries.
International Sociology 25(1): 5–28. doi:10.1177/0268580909346704.

714

http://www.demographic-research.org

Demographic Research: Volume 39, Article 25

Giddings, L., Nunley, J.M., Schneebaum, A., and Zietz, J. (2014). Birth cohort and the
specialization gap between same-sex and different-sex couples. Demography
51(2): 509–534. doi:10.1007/s13524-013-0267-4.
Haag, C. (2013). Zum Kinderwunsch homosexueller Männer und Frauen [On the desire
to have children among homosexual men and women]. In: Maio, G., Eichinger,
T., and Bozzaro, C. (eds.). Kinderwunsch und Reproduktionsmedizin. Freiburg:
Alber Verlag: 400–425.
Hollekim, R., Slaatten, H., and Anderssen, N. (2012). A nationwide study of Norwegian
beliefs about same-sex marriage and lesbian and gay parenthood. Sexuality
Research and Social Policy 9(1): 15–30. doi:10.1007/s13178-011-0049-y.
Holmberg, D. and Blair, K.L. (2016). Dynamics of perceived social network support for
same-sex versus mixed-sex relationships. Personal Relationships 23(1): 62–83.
doi:10.1111/pere.12111.
Huinink, J., Brüderl, J., Nauck, B., Walper, S., Castiglioni, L., and Feldhaus, M. (2011).
Panel analysis of intimate relationships and family dynamics (pairfam):
Conceptual framework and design. Zeitschrift für Familienforschung 23(1): 77–
100.
Jepsen, L.K. and Jepsen, C.A. (2002). An empirical analysis of the matching patterns of
same-sex and opposite sex couples. Demography 39(3): 435–453. doi:10.1353/
dem.2002.0027.
Kurdek, L.A. (2008). Change in relationship quality for partners from lesbian, gay
male, and heterosexual couples. Journal of Family Psychology 22(5): 701–711.
doi:10.1037/0893-3200.22.5.701.
Lau, C.Q. (2012). The stability of same-sex cohabitation, different-sex cohabitation,
and marriage. Journal of Marriage and Family 74(5): 973–988. doi:10.1111/j.
1741-3737.2012.01000.x.
Liefbroer, A.C. (2005). The impact of perceived costs and rewards of childbearing on
entry into parenthood: Evidence from a panel study. European Journal of
Population 21(4): 367–391. doi:10.1007/s10680-005-2610-y.
Meier, A., Hull, K.E., and Ortyl, T.A. (2009). Young adult relationship values at the
intersection of gender and sexuality. Journal of Marriage and Family 71(3):
510–525. doi:10.1111/j.1741-3737.2009.00616.x.

http://www.demographic-research.org

715

Hank & Wetzel: Same-sex relationship experiences and expectations regarding partnership and parenthood

Moore, M.R. and Stambolis-Ruhstorfer, M. (2013). LGBT sexuality and families at the
start of the twenty-first century. Annual Review of Sociology 39: 491–507.
doi:10.1146/annurev-soc-071312-145643.
Patterson, C.J. and Riskind, R.G. (2010). To be a parent: Issues in family formation
among gay and lesbian adults. Journal of GLBT Family Studies 6(3): 326–340.
doi:10.1080/1550428X.2010.490902.
Patterson, C.J. and Tornello, S.L. (2010). Gay fathers’ pathways to parenthood:
International perspectives. Zeitschrift für Familienforschung Supplement 2010:
103–116.
Perales, F. and Baxter, J. (2018). Sexual identity and relationship quality in Australia
and the United Kingdom. Family Relations 67(1): 55–69. doi:10.1111/fare.
12293.
Potârcă, G., Mills, M., and Neberich, W. (2015). Relationship preferences among gay
and lesbian online daters: Individual and contextual influences. Journal of
Marriage and Family 77(2): 523–541. doi:10.1111/jomf.12177.
Reczek, C. (2016). Parental disapproval and gay and lesbian relationship quality.
Journal of Family Issues 37(15): 2189–2212. doi:10.1177/0192513X14566638.
Régnier-Loilier, A. (2018). Are the Generations and Gender Surveys well suited for
studying same-sex couples? European Journal of Population: 1–12.
Riskind, R.G. and Patterson, C.J. (2010). Parenting intentions and desires among
childless lesbian, gay, and heterosexual individuals. Journal of Family
Psychology 24(1): 78–81. doi:10.1037/a0017941.
Rupp, M. (2009). Die Lebenssituation von Kindern in gleichgeschlechtlichen
Lebenspartnerschaften [The living situation of children in same-sex
partnerships]. Köln: Bundesanzeigerverlag.
Rupp, M. and Haag, C. (2016). Gleichgeschlechtliche Partnerschaften und Familien
[Same-sex partnerships and families]. In: Niephaus, Y., Kreyenfeld, M., and
Sackmann, R. (eds.). Handbuch Bevölkerungssoziologie: Wiesbaden: Springer:
327–345. doi:10.1007/978-3-658-01410-0_14.
Schwartz, C.R. and Graf, N.L. (2009). Assortative matching among same-sex and
different-sex couples in the United States, 1990–2000. Demographic Research
21(28): 843–878. doi:10.4054/DemRes.2009.21.28.
Slenders, S., Sieben, I., and Verbakel, E. (2014). Tolerance towards homosexuality in
Europe: Population composition, economic affluence, religiosity, same-sex

716

http://www.demographic-research.org

Demographic Research: Volume 39, Article 25

union legislation and HIV rates as explanations for country difference.
International Sociology 29(4): 348–367. doi:10.1177/0268580914535825.
Steffens, M.C. and Wagner, C. (2004). Attitudes toward lesbians, gay men, bisexual
women, and bisexual men in Germany. Journal of Sex Research 41(2): 137–149.
doi:10.1080/00224490409552222.
Tornello, S.L., Ivanova, K., and Bos, H.M.W. (2018). Same-sex and mixed-sex couples
in the Netherlands: The association between life satisfaction and relationship
dynamics. Journal of Family Issues 39(6): 1443–1464. doi:10.1177/0192513X
17710771.
Umberson, D., Thomeer, M.B., Kroeger, R.A., Lodge, A.C., and Xu, M. (2015).
Challenges and opportunities for research on same-sex relationships. Journal of
Marriage and Family 77(1): 96–111. doi:10.1111/jomf.12155.
Waaldijk, C. (2009). Overview of forms of joint legal parenting available to same-sex
couples in European countries. Droits et Société 72: 383–385.
Wienke, C. and Hill, G.J. (2009). Does the ‘marriage benefit’ extend to partners in gay
and lesbian relationships? Evidence from a random sample of sexually active
adults. Journal of Family Issues 30(2): 259–289. doi:10.1177/0192513X083
24382.
Wight, R.G., LeBlanc, A.J., and Badget, M.V.L. (2013). Same-sex legal marriage and
psychological well-being: Findings from the California Health Interview Survey.
American Journal of Public Health 103(2): 339–346. doi:10.2105/AJPH.2012.
301113.
Wiik, K.A., Seierstad, A., and Noack, T. (2014). Divorce in Norwegian same-sex
marriages and registered partnerships: The role of children. Journal of Marriage
and Family 76(5): 919–929. doi:10.1111/jomf.12132.
Zavodny, M. (2008). Is there a ‘marriage premium’ for gay men? Review of Economics
of the Household 6(4): 269–389. doi:10.1007/s11150-007-9022-1.

http://www.demographic-research.org

717

Hank & Wetzel: Same-sex relationship experiences and expectations regarding partnership and parenthood

718

http://www.demographic-research.org

