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F Preface

' Thi. s report surnrnarizes the presentations and findings from the "Conference on Fathe r
' Involvement" which toak place on October 10 and 11, 1996 and the half-day Methodology

Workshop held on October 12, 1 . 996. These activities were sponsored by the Nationai Institu#e
'' of Child Health ar~d Human Development (NlCHD} Family and Child Well-Being Rasearch
' Netwark. Co~ference organia.ers invited noted researchers to present multidisciplinary

perspectives on the stuc~y af fatherhood and empirical papers examining aspects of two hroad and
~ co~nplem~ntary questians pertaining to factors that predict increased involvement af fathers an d~ i

the iznpact of father invalvement vn child autcomes. Following the main conference a
, Metkaodology Workshop was heid to provide a farum for more in-depth c~iscussion o f

( t rnetlaodolagica~ issues related to the study of father involvement .

This conference was the third in a year-long series of ineetings designed to imprave the
capacity of the federal statistical system to conceptualize, measure, and gather information from
mez~ about their fertility anc~ their role as fathers. T'his series af ineetings was organized by
representatives of the various federal agencies that gather and use data on children and farnilies,
with significant input from leading members of ~he research community and supp~rt fram the
Ford, Kai.ser, and Annie E. Casey Foundations. in addition, the cvmprehensive work of the
Center an Fathers and Famili.es (NCOFF) at the Univezsity of Pennsylvania enhances the federai
initiative to improve data an fathers . The other meetings in this series' aze described in the
introduction to this report (pp. 1-5) .

Special thanks for planning and ozganiz i~.g the Conference on Father Involvement and the
Methodology Warkshop are givex~ to Randal Day (Wasl~ington ~ta .te University a~d the 1~ TICHD
Family and Child Wel1-Being Research Network) , H . Elizabetkx Peters (Comell University and
the NICHD Farnily and Child Well-Being Research Network) , and Desmond K . Runyan
(University of North Caralina and the NICHD Fan~ily and Ch i ld Well-Be ing Research Network) .
Special thanks for managing the logistics of these activities are given to Ges i.ne Hearn (NICHD
Pamily and Child Weli-Being Research Netvvork) and Fanette Jones (Ch itd Trends, Inc . ) .

This report was prepared by Angela Dungee Greene (Child Trends, Inc .) and edite~ by
Carol Ernig {Child Trends, Inc .). Subsequent meetings will add to the findings and
recommendations presented here .

~ The summary report of each conference in th is series is availa.b le frocn Child Trends, Inc ., ~301
I~ ' Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 104, Washington, D .C. 2U008 ; (202) a 363-55&Q fax : (202} 362-5533 .

~~
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Tntroductio n

A lively and often heated public debate on the value af two-parent families -- and more
specifically on the value of the fa#her in a farnily -- l~as been underway in the Unit~d States for
much of the 1990s . Despite this strong and persistent interest in fathers and concem about their
absence in chilc~ren's lives, we are far from understanding the complex ways in which fathers
make contr~.butions ta their families and childre~ .

It is often assumed that the father's primary role is econa~nic . Few zesearchers have
attempted to ascertain what the bu1~C af fathers accomplish in families, how fathers approach this
role, or how it is different from what the mother does . For exaznp~e, how daes the economic
contribution of fathers affect families both direct~y and indirectly through a broad band of other
resources? What are the substantial contributions they make as nurturer's, earetakers, and role
models? How are these roles altered when children live in female-headed households due t o

' divorce or non~narital births , or when chi ~ ldren iive only with theix fathers as is the case in a sma.ll
3

i but grawing number of fatnilies? What faetors lead fathers to be more or less invalved w ith theiz
children?

~• To examine tYiese issues, the NICHD Faxnily and Child Well-Being Research Network ,
ara interdisciplinary group of scholars committed ta bridging the gap between research and family

~ policy, orgar~ized a conference on fathers on ~etober IO & 11, 1996, to address two broad. and
' complementary questians:

~Vhat is the effect of father involvement on child outcomes?
What factaxs predict increased involveznent of fathers ?

Noted researchers were i. nvited to present papers addressing aspects of these broad
questions . To thoroughly examine the multifaceted issues, conference organizers requested #hat
all papers include the following comzr~on features :

1 . Father's involvement sho~ld be defined mare ~roadly than just presence or absence .
Examples include siiared time, visitation of absent fath.ers, and psychological measures of
closeness. The various mechanisms and processes through which fatl~ers make contributions ar e
of particulaz interest .

2. The focus should include biological or legal fathers. Although nonbiological father
figures can play important roles in children's lives, palicy makers are particulazly interested in
the links between psychological cioseness and financial support from the biotogicaUlegal fathers .
Some papers, however, do address the presence and role of nonbiological fathers or fa~her
figures .

3 . Researchers shoul .d consider that the kinds of roles fathers can pla~ w ill d'affez across
q family types . One goal of the conference was to im~rove understanding of those differenee s .

.~
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Some analyses make connparisons within the same paper, while other papers focus on a single
family type .

~ 4. Common topics were suggested for st~xdy. The invited researchers employed
' longitudinal, national ~robabilistic data sets (i .e ., Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID},
, National Longitudinal Survey af Youth (NLS~, National Survey of Families and Household s
E ~l`~TSFHj), as well as smaller nonrepresentative data sets . The papers as a group use these
` multiple data sets to examine common identified topics. Agreement about measurement of key
~ explanatory variables was provided by the conference coordinators, including the use of ine~ltiple

~} dimensions of child autcomes and father involvement .

t The two-day conference was comprised of seven sessions including a wrap-up segment
~ ~ (see Figure 1) , where panelists highlighted coinmon themes and offered a few recommendation s

for research , policy, and practice . Each session included time for carnments by invite d
} discussants repxesenting policy arganizations , community pragrams, and various academic

~ : disciplines . Prior to the conference, authors submitted their full-length research papers far
review by their sess ion 's discussants . Conference organizers compiled the papers in a bound
versian, which they disseminated during and after the conference . This report features salient

~~ findings and metYfodological po ints from the papers anc~ presen~ations. Many of the comments
, z~ade by discussants are interspersed throughout the text . This repo~rt also includes a sun~unary of

tl~e half-day Methodology Workshop helc~ on 4ctober ~2, I996 , which was organized to provide
' a forum for more in-depth discussion of inethodological issues related ta the stuc~y of father

r T involvement .

This conference and workshop aze part of a series of activities . T~e Federal Interagency
Forurn on Child and Family Statistics, which includes the major federal agencies responsible for
gathering information on families and childran, has taken the lead. in efforts to imprave the
quality and quantity of data. on fathers gathereci by the federal government . In collaboration with
private foundations, leading researchers and res~arclz centers, the Forwri is sponsaring a series of
interrelated conferences and meetings to review current approaches to gathering information on
fathers and to explore new ways of conceptualizing, measuring, and collecting data abou t
fatherhood and naale fertility.

This series began with a Town Meeting on Fathering and Male Fertility in
Washington D .C. on March 27, 1996 . The Federal Interagency Fonun on Child and Family
Statisti~s invited speakers to give short testimony on methodological, theoretical, and political
problems concerning male da.ta . ~n Juz~e 11-12, 199b, a major conference added to the
knowledge gained at the Town Meeting, focusing on the substantive and methodological
contributions that developmental, ethnographi.c, and anthropological research might make to
improve federal data collection efforts and research on fathering .

On March 13-14 199'7, the Federal Interagency Forum , together with NICHD and the
E Fatherhood Initiative of the Department of Health and Human Services , sponsored a conference

~ ;.

r ~
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an mieasurement and data coilection issues. This conference, the culmination of the year-long
effort to improve federal data on fatherhaod, produced specific recommendations for changes in
how ixx~ormation on fathers and male fertility is gathered by federal agencies and by ather public
and private data collection effarts .

~ In preparation for this final conference, four wartcing groups anet to devetop specifi c
recoznmendations on how to improve federal data on rnen and fathers . Members of the warking

' groups included experts from academia, government, and the private sector . The groups
~ produced working papers on issues of family formation and male fertility, methodology ,

~ y conceptualizing male parenting, and oppornuiities and trade-offs in revising and redesignin g
current federal data collection efforts . These warlc~ng groups built on the iriformation gathered at

~ all of the preceding conferences and rneetings on fatherhood, as well as information from privat e
~~ efforts. The March conferenc~ report will be available in the suminer of 1997 .

~~
', ~

~ ,
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Perspectives on Father Involvemen t

How has the opera4ionalization of ~father invvlvement changed over time ?

Th.e conference opened w ith a brief presentation by Michael Larnb an the h istory of
fathez involvement, with special focus on how the understanding and operationa .lization of
involvement has changed over time . As he explai.ned, fatherhaod has atways been a multifacete d
concept, alth~ough over ~ime the dominant or defining motif has shifted in turn from moral
guidance, to bzeadwinning, then to sex role madeling, marital support, and finally nurturance .
As a result af these chang ing concepts, the extent of father involvement has been viewed and
indexed in difFerent ways at different times . This makes cross-t~me comparisons both difficult to
conduct and difficuIt to interpret .

In the late 19GOs and early 197Us, at a time when societal concerns about the effects of
fatherlessness were coming to the forefrvnt , socia.l scientists became much more interested in the
quantif cation of concepts such as father involvement , motivated in part by the emergence and
papularity of time use methodolagies. Th is prompted a sYiift from a focus an qualitative
dimensions such as mascuiinity and dominance to quantifiable d imensions like the amaunt of
tizne fathers spent with their cluldren . According to Lamb, this slaift led to a restricted facus an
patemal nurturance , with little if any attention paid ta the othez funct ions or aspects of
fatherhood . The narrowly focused view of fatherhood that resu]ted igziored subcultural variat ions
in the definition and understanding of fatherhood . He pointed out that social scientxsts are only
now beginning to seek a broader and more ir~clus~ve understanding af fatherhood. These efforts
should permit more insightfi~ .l research on the effects of variations in performance of tl~e relevant
roles .

What are the multidisciplinary perspectives on father involvement?

~~ The f~rst panel was comprised of Robert Willis, an economist ; William Marsiglio, a
sociologist ; Ross Parke , a developmental psychologist ; and Barry Hewlett , an anthropologist .

[~ Each characterized conceptua~ and methodolog ical approaches to the study of father involvement
~ ~ from the perspective of his discipline and recommended directions f~r future research . Their

presem~ations demonstrated and underscored the merit af a multidisciplinary approach to research
~

~ , in this area .

Economic perspectives on father involvement . According to Rabert Willis, changes i n
~ marriage and fertility patterns have undermined studies that use households and matried couples
`~ as the unit of analysis . For insta.nce, eaz~ly econozmic theories of fertility, including his own, view
., the u~it of anaZysis as a household consisting of a husband and wife who jointly make decision s
` abaut fertility, childrearing, azxd their ovvn marketplace an~ household productivity . In this

I` ` model, there is nv roie for husbands other than breadwinner, while wives are viewed as bot h
~ p mothers and workers . This tk~eory does n~ot ailow for the separa#e preferences of husbands an d
` wives. They are assumed to share comman. preferences and to make cooperative deeisions about~~

marital fertility, child resource allocatian, ac~d the wi.fe's emgloyment based on the husband's
~, .~ income and the wife's markat wage potential .
!. ;

p
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~ i
~ ; If ~athers are breadwinners within marriage, they are expected to continue to be providers

after marital dissolut~on . The upsurge in the divorce rate has accentuated problems associate d
( ' with child support cornpliance . Willis indicated that the problem of "deadbeat" dads presents a
E ~ puzzle foar the economic theory of fertility . Wil~is referred to his coliaborative research which

views the ind ir~idual rather than the couple as the unit of analysis . Men and women are viewed
as separate actors who rnarry when it benefits them to combine resources and divurce when no
allacation of resowrces can make both better off continuing in the rnarriage . According to this
theory, fathers and ma~hers derive uti~ity from their own consumptian - a private good- and frorn
the welfaxe of thexr children - a collective good .

, Within marriage, both parents beneft from cooperatively pooling their resources for the
j ; hausehold , but the cooperation Uetween two parents rnay dissolve after divorce . Wiliis pointed

to research showing t hat th~ noncustodial father rvill only make voluntary payments to his ex-
i wife if her income is suff 'iciently low that his failure to contribute would seriously jeopardize the

~ ~ well-being of tlaeir cluld. If the mother's income is higher than this level, the father will not
make any vo~untary contributions even though he cantinues to care about the child's well-being .

? Will is referred to othez reseazch showing that continued interaction between the father and child~
~ after divorce mitigates this tendency since the noncustodial father may be able to observe ho w

his financ ial support provzdes resources for the child .

~ ~ Willis noted that nonmarital childbearing is another puzzle for economists . For instance,
the theory of collective goods within znarriage cannot account far the naotivation of women wh o

IF bear children autside of marriage and rece ive ] ittle or n~ supp~rt from fathers . However, Willis
`-~ explained that tlie theory of callective aads ma a 1 to nozxx~a .arital childbear in if a woman~ Y PP ~' g

who desires children has sufficient income ava .i lable through her own earnings or public transfer s
( to choose to have a chilc~ regardless of the father's abil ity ar willingness to contz ibute. Whenl .

women outnumber men in the marriage ma .rket and an excess number of women are will ing and
able to assume the re$ponsibilities of ch ildbearing and childreari~g, some men, especially thos e

[ ~ in marginal economic circumstances , may reject conventional marriage and apt for "cosfless
fatherhood . "

Willis recom~mended that reseazchers, including economists, view men and women as
individual actors with their own interests and resources . Individuals rather than households
should be the unit of analysis . Willis also recommended that researchers explore the rnultiple
dimensians of father involvement beyond the perspective of fathers as breadwinners .
Add~tionally, empirical work in the area shou.ld not be limited to fathers and mothers who have
lived together . Noncohabiting parental relationships are important, especially in light of the
varying circumstanees of nonmarital childbearing and childrearing . Willis noted that there is
great potential for e~npirical work regarding the extent to which majar chan~es in tlie connection
between marital behavior and fertility behaviar can be understood within economic theories af
the farnily .

L~ Sociological perspectives an father invalvement. Wi llia.nrx Marsiglio began his presentation by
no~.ng that he rarely distinguishes between related disciplinary perspectives within the sacial

? sciences, and therefore his overview of sociological themes rnay traverse disciplinary boundaries .
~` He ex lained that socio~o focuses on social rp y~_ ; p gy pzocesses and social structures and the inte la

between the cancepts . The socioiogical perspective pzoposes that there aze social patterns
~,

ii~_ .
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►
~ underl~in~g the way individuals think, Feel and act . Mo~t sociologists exami.ne the subject of
~ fathers' involvement and chitdren's outcom.es from a sociodemographic or social. psychoiogical
~ persp~ctive. Sociodemographic analyses usua}.ly examine the relative impdrtance of famil y

~ ; structure and inc~ividual background factors of fathers, mothers, and children as predictors of
resident or nonresident father invalvement . In some cases, analyses focus on the relationship

~ between father involvement and child outcomes. As Marsiglio noted, policy analysts and th e
~~ popiFlar press often refer to sociodemographic research . The social psychological approach

extends from the social psychology of fatherhood and examines the social factors that affect how
~ fathers develop their sense of identity as fathers and their paternal zoles . Mazsiglio pointed out
' that the sociodemographic a~d social psychological approaches aze sometimes interrelated and

,, recomrnended integrating the two more often.

Marsiglio also highlighted the common research methods and theoretical frameworlcs
characteristic of soc iological inquiry in the area af father involveznent . Sociologists use
quantitative data . analysis techniques to examine cross-sectional or longitudinal data . from large
national surv~ys . They also employ qualitative methods consisting of in-cEepth interviews with
small samples or ethnographic designs to capture important nuances . Sociologists have used
maxry different theoretical frameworks, such as social exchange , sym,bolie interactionism ,
sociobiology, life course, conflict or feminist oriented approaches . However, their guiding
theories are most often some combination of symbolic interactionism , tife course models , and
identity theories , which propose Ehat fathers' activities and roles are performed within #he context
of a dynarnic social process that connects individuals to larger social en ~s~ironmen#s . He po inted
out that most of the questions sociologists have addressed focus on what rnay be termed
"enabling" and "constraining" factors that afFect ~athers ' levels and types of involveznent .
Soc ioiogists are interested in how fathers ada.pt th.eu roles during transitions includ ing job loss,
tlie blanding of families , unplanned births to uncomm itted couples and the di ssn~ution of marital
and nonmarital zeiat ionships . They also examiz~e how wamen mediate #he interactions between
fathers and tl~eir ch i ldren , and how gender-related norms , patterns, and hierarchies in the family
and the labor rnazket affect fathers ' roles .

Marsiglia recommended additional research in the sociology of emations , an expanding
area which may offer insights into the association between fathers ' emotional commitnnent to
the iz children and their involvement . He also encouraged social demographers and soc ial
psychologists to develop new ways of integrating their interests and approaches in combined data
collection efforts . Marsigiio pointed out that soc iologists can cant~ribute in a practical way to the
~.evelopment ofresearch-based and theoretically informed programs for fathers and families . In
addition , angoing research in other fields has the potential to infozzx~ saciological inquiry.
Marsiglio referred to the merits of incarparating insights from biomedical research on gender
differences, which may reveal biologica .ily-based reasons for differences in matemal and paternal
involvement with children . Finally, Marsiglio described his rnost recen .t theoretical work on the
prenatal and postr;atal aspects of inen ' s l ives as procreative beings . He stressed the importanee
of integrating cultural , interpersonal, intrapsychic , and, in some cases, developmenta.I dimens ions
when conceptualizing men's procrea.tive and fatherhood experiences .

~ Perspectives on father involvement from developmental psychology . Ross Parke first noted
_} t~iat the study of father znvolvement has become increasingly interdiscipf inary because it is to o

importarit and com~lex to be the focus solely of psycholagy or any one discipline . Parke pointe d
~

,~
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~'; out that there are vari.ous types of father involvement and emphasized the irnportance of defining
father involvernent as a continuum, raLher thaz~ a father presence versus father absenc e

° dichotomy. He also asserted that sacial co~text is salient to the study of fa~ther invalvement.
~ ~ Fathers assume xnultiple roles in interaction with a large world that extends fram soccer practice

to the job market . In addition, the distinctian between quantity and quality of involvement is of
~ central importance. Research by developmental psychologists has shawn that chitdren' s

~~ developmenta.l outcomes are associated with ~lie quality rather than merely the quantity af
involvernent .

T

~ Parke a.iso emphasized the rzlerits of viewing fatherhood frorn a multifacete d
~ develapmental perspective. Typicaliy, the developmental perspective views father-clzild

[ k interactions in relation to the age o~the child . Over Lhe years, most res~azch in this area has
focused on t he infancy stage of child development, and more recent ly, some studies have

~ examined fathez-child relationships during adolescence. However, Parke recornmended
~ j additional research on the effect of father involvement on child develo~ment during the early

school years or middle childhood to address the spazsity of studies in this azea. In addition, he
(' emphasiz~d the need tn advance beyond linear descriptions of the association between father-
1_ ; chi~d interactions and child outcornes to instead identify important mediating processes . For

instanee, an important eonsideration is whef.her father involvement affECts child outcomes
~' directly or indirectly through changes in maternal attitudes or behaviors .

The developmental perspective also includes a li£e course approach to the study o f

fathers . For instance, "father time" ar the age at rvhich the r,nale becomes a father and the life
~ ' course issues related to a e, such as lifestyle , occupation, education, and even energy level affec tg

, the degree and nature of father involvemen~. Accord ing to Parke, another salient timing issue i s

"family time" , or the timing of famiiy events, such as residential mvb i lity, divorce, separation ,~. ~
or other family-related transitions . Finally, the life course perspective also highlights the

~ ~ histori~al context or changes in the secular realm over time that may reshape the ro~es father s
assume . Parke pointed out that father time, ~amily time , and historicai time are interrelated yet
sometimes dishatmonizing factors .

Asserting that there is no "silver bullet" for understanding the detemainants of father
involvement, Parke propased a multivariate framework with five levels : 1) individual
influences, 2) dyadic and triadic family relationshigs, 3) extrafamilial influences or infarmal
supgort systen~s (relationships with relatives, friends, neighbars), 4} institutional or formal
influences, and 5) cultural influences . Each level of determinants has m~ltiple components, and
the mul#aple levels and components are interrelated parts of a complex system .

j As Parke pointed out, multiple rnethods are necessary far understandin .g fathers . For
~ ; i~stance, observational ~tudies of the interaction patterns of fathers with their partners and thei r
`` children reveal insights and nuances that survey methods are unable to caphue . Researchers naw
.~ use replication strategies and multi-stage sampling approaches to increase the populatio n
4 j representativeness of small-scale, observational studies. Parke suggested the multi-metha d

approach of first employing a natianally representative survey and then se~ecting a subsample o f
~ the larger group for obsezvational study . He also noted the usefulness af focus groups for

~` questionnaire development and assessing the cultural equivalence of instruments . Parke~ _;
indicated that typical non-experimental research strategies may be insufficient to address the
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j salient issue of the causal direction af the impact of fathers on children and families . He referred
to the meriEs af experimental designs which allow the experimental manipulation of fathers '

f' behavior or levels of involvement and direct observation of the effects an child or family
f ; outcomes. These methods may provide firmer conclusions regarding the direct causal effects af

father involvennent on children and families .

Anthropological perspeetives on father involvement . Bazry Hewlett began his presen~tation by
recomnnending what he termed "transdisciplinary" work, which refers to research conducted
thxough close collaboration among researehers across disciplines to enhance the breadth and
quality of investigations . Hewlett explained that anthropologists are not theorists per se; instead
they spend most of their time in the field observing human behavior . The unifying concept in
azrthropology is culture, defined minimally as shared knowiedge and practices that are
transmitted fram generation to generation non-genetically . Hewlett noted that people tend to
believe their cultural patterns and routines are universal until they are faced with stark~y different
perspectives . For the most part, culture is ethnocentric, and this ethnocentrisna is nat limited ta
Western societies. For example, placing infants in a crib in their own room to sleep - a common
practice in the U .S . - is viewed by the Aka people of West Africa as a forrn of child neglect . In
their culture, canstantly holding one's infant is good parenting pxactice.

Hewlett ernphasized the importance of understanding the multiple, complex factors that
influence cultural pattems of father invalvement. He referred to his in-depth study of Aka
fathers, which revealed that they az ~e either holding or within an arm's length of their infants
more than 50 percent of the tirne in a 24-hour period. This hagh level of father involvement is
attribut.ed to interrelated factors, includ ing high fertility, no warfare, flexible gender roles , male-
femaie cooperative net hunting, and high valuing of both male and female children . Hewlett
pointed out that findings on Aka father-child interactions have irnplicat ions for fathers and
children in ihe U . S . These findings suggest that the quant ity of time rather than the quality af
ti.me fathers spend with their children is key to their attachment . In contrast #o fathers in the
U.S ., Aka fathers da not have to stimulate interactions with the ir infants through vigorous play to
forn~ attachments . Aka infants became attached to their fathers through frequent holding and
communication, and the bonds remain over tiine .

According to Hewlett, Aka data also support the hypatheses of socialogist Nancy
Chodorow wha prapases tliat when fa~liers are active in infaxit care, boys develop a perception of
the male gender role that leads to greater gender egalitarianism, and tl~e status of women
inereases . Crosscultuxal clata show that as father involvement increases, the participation of
wornen in political decisions also inczeases . Similarly, Aka data and other crosscultura~ studies
indicate that close husband-wife relations and relatively equal provider roles are associated with
greater father involve~nent .

'' Hewlett included references to evolutionary ecology, no~ing that anthropolagists ar e
, interested in human nature, human biology, the evolutionary history of humans, and therefore
; developments in evolutianary theory . He referred to a conceptual contribution af evolutionary

~~ theory to the study of fathers . Evalutionary ecologists use the terin "investment" rather tha n
P "invalvement" to inclucie all direct and indirect ways fathers and mothers contribute to their
~ childre~ across cultures. Examples af direct paternal investments aze caregiving, playing,

availability, inl~eritance, protection, and provision of resources . Indirect investments include kin
t
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networks, support of the wiFe, and maintenance of the horne . Refemng to crosscultural
differences in investrnents, Hewlett noted that fathers in agriculturally-based, developing

(? countries may not appear to be invo~ved with their chilc~ren by Westem standards, but they are
t i investing in the physical and social well-be~ng of their children in other significant ways.

Anthropologists in the area . of international development find that cultura .l change is
faci~itated by building on exis~ng beliefs and practices . Therefore , Hewlett recommended
encouraging father involvement through positive , edifying methods rather than the use of
negative images and references like "deadbeat dads ." In addition , Hewlett recommended that
any national program far fathexs reflect tkze economic , demvgraphic , eultural, and intracultural
divers iry that exists within the United States .

Er
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~ Patterns o#' Father Involvement

r Fathers are involved in the lives of their children in variaus ~uays. Mast of the empirica.I,
1 studies presented were multivariate analyses designed to examine predictors of fathe r

involvement and/or father involvement as a predictor af child outcomes . However, many also
` included descriptive data on the patterns and trends of various fathez involvement measures .,

This section summazizes the autlaors' descriptive findings as presented in the context of two -
parent, divorced, or never-married family structnres . Forms of involvement include child care ,

E daiiy activities, joint legal custody, co-residence, visitation, chiId support, c~oseness, an d
~ ~ nurturance.

What are the patterns of father care in two-parent families?

Susan Averett, Lisa Gennetian, and Elizabeth Peters pointed out that fathers are an
understudied but important so~ce o~child care . Their retrospective study fQcuses on the
patterns of child care and child outcoxnes among children ages five to eight who as preschooler s
were either cared for by their father or placed in other child care arrangemenfs while their mather
worked outside the home . Child supplement data from the National Longitudinal Survey of
Youth (NLSI~ show that the proportion of children cazed for by their father remained similar
across ages ane througl~ three. For instance, during the f rst year of life, 12 .4 percent of the
children were cared for by their father . During yeazs two and three, 11 .3 percent ar~d 12 .7
percent of children, respectirrely, were cared for by their fathers . The percentage af children
cared :for by non-relatives is considerably higher th.an the percentage af children cared for by
their fathers, but ~ike facther care, the pattenn also rennains relatively consistent over th~ yeaz~s . On
the other hand, yaunger children are more Iikely to he cared for by other relatives, while alder
children are more likely to be in center-based day caze. Because abaut 25 ~ercent of the children
were in more than one child car~ arrangeme~nt in a gi~en year, Averett, Genetian, and Peters also
classified the child care arrangernents as concurrerit, sequential, or the only one used dexring the
year. They fo~uid that compared to other child care arrangements, care by the father is much less
likely to be tk~e only care used during each of the three years and much more likely to be
categorized as a concurirent source of care .

What are some of the daily activities of fatbers in two-parent families?

Greg Duncan, Martha Hill, and 7ean Yeung used data frorn the Panel Study of Income
Dynamics (PSID) to assess how fathers' charaeteristics, including involvement with their
children during middle childhood and adolescence, affect the adult snccess of these chi2dren .
Their independent measures aze based on survey data collected between 19d8 and 1972 .
Measures of fathers' daily activities include time allocated to market work a~ad housework, and
their findings reflect traditional gender roles characteristic of the time period . Fathers averaged
2300 hours of m~arket worlc annually but anly 94 hours of housework, wl:~ile mothers averaged
only about 504 haurs of market work but almost 2000 hours of housework . Interestingly,
children were faund to a~erage more than twice the number of hours af housework their fathers
perfarmed .

.

~ Duncan, Hill, and Yeung also inciuded several other measures of fathers' activities .
Because of differences in the scaling of items over the survey years, th~ authors developed
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~ dichotomous measures ta show which fathers ever reparted involvement in a given activity

during the five-yeaz per~od. Nearly all fathers reported ever watching TV, eating together with
t their family at least one night per week, and zeading the paper . Similazly, rt~ore than 94 percent~
i of fathers ever took vacations, or attended religious services . Qn the other hand, far fewer fathers

reparted that they ever participated in otk~er less family focused or home-oriented activities, such
~~ as going to social c~ubs, going to bars, or taking lessons of some kind .
i ;

What are the recent trends in single-father families?

'~ Brett Brown explored tiie understudied topic of single-father families using data from the
~ Mazch Current Population Surveys (CPS) . His findings reveal that the proportion of s ingle

~';' fathers as a percentage of all families grew frozn 3 .6 in 1984 to 4 .8 in 1989 , and to 5.8 in 1994 .
` j In 1994, two-thirds of these were non-cohabi ting single fathers, and vne-third were cohabiting
~ i with a housemate or partner of ~the opposite se~ . Brown noted that cohabiting s ingle-fathers

~ accounted for about 60 percent of the increase in single father families during both the 1984-$9
and the 1989-94 periads .

Apparently a significant number of never-maYried fathers willingly assume primary
parental responsibility for their children : one in five non-cohabiting fathers had never been
married. Similarly, more than ane-third of cohabiting single fathers were separated, divorced, o r
widowed. This finding suggests that a substantial portion of single fathers may bring their
children from pripr marriages into their cohabiting relationsl3ips, so cohabiting fathers are not
exclusivety those living with the unmarried mothers of ~ .heir children. As Nicholas Zill noted,
this descriptive data from the CPS does not indicate why the child resides with the father. The
reason r.nay re~ate to a particular problern involving the mother or behavior problems of the child .

Overall , most singte fathers , especially cohabiting single fathers, are the heads of their
own households . Arnong non-cohabiting fathers , 13 percent live in househ.olds headed by their
parent or another relative . Brow~a painted out that shared living arrangements ma .y enhance the
material circumstarices of single fathers and their families and assist fathers with child care and
supervis ion .

Brown also compared single fathers v,r~th married fathers in terxns of several
f~ characteristics . Most strikingly single-father faFn i lies are quite disadvantaged relative to married-
i .~ couple families and more often receive public transfers . For instance, single fathers have fewer

years of education, are twice as likely to be poor, and earn an average of $1 Q,OOp less tha n
~ mazried £athers . 'The public transfer single fathers most commonly receive is the Farrxed Incvm e
~~ T~ Credit (EITC}. A fu1161 percent of cohabiting single fathers and 43 percent a f

noncohabiting single fathers receive EITC compared to only 15 percent of marr ied fathers .
~~ Children of single fathers are more likely to receive free or reduced priced lunches and publi c
`-' health insurance coverage. Single fathers were substantially more likely than married fathers t o
,~ live in households receiving foad stamps, public assistance and Medicaid/ Medicare , with

cohabiting single ~athexs the most like~y to receive such a id .~ ~

Brown pointed out that the extent o€ single fathers' dependence on public transfers has
~ i important policy implications. Reductions in public transfers, especially the EITC and the'~_~

Medicaid and Medicare public health insurance programs, may quite negatively affect the lives
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~ ~ of single fathers and their famil ies. The families of cohabi#ing single fathers have the highest

rates af public transfer receipt, particularly AFDG, so they may be subj ect #o even greater
hardship if reductians occur .

What are the tremds in joint ~ega! custody arrangemen#s ?

Judith Seltzer used data from the National Survey of Families and Households (NSFH) to
examine join.t legal ci~stody and child support arrangements for 164 fami lies in which the parents
were married at the time of the first wave of the survey in 19$7-88 but d ivorced by the second
wave of the survey , 1992-1994 . Because of data limitations , Seltzer xes~ricted her sample to
cases in. which the focal child lives with the mother at the time of the second wave of interviews
and the father is the nonresident pazent . About 49 percent af famil ies in this sample have joint
legal eustody arrangernents . Seltzer observed that this figure represents an increase since the mid
1980s when, according to her tabulation of NSFH wave one data, about 41 pezcent of d ivorced
families with a legal agreement had jaint legal custody . She nated a consistent increasing t~ rend
in joint custady agreements over the decades of the 1970's and 198U 's .

What are the patterns af child support among nonr~sident fathers ?

I Using matched ex-couple data from the PSID , Pamela Smock and Wendy Manning
t ~ analyzed indicators of formal and inforrnal child support payments paid or received as reported

in 1994 by the nonresident ar resident parent, respectively . Their matched sample consists of
~ 220 cauples who lived together but dissolved their mar ital or nonmarital union sorne time

~ ' between the birth of the focal child a~d the I 992 survey . Tests for se~ectian bias canfirmed tha t
t their matched sample is not selective in terms of child support . Smack and Manning outline d
` three research objectives , one of which was to assess differenees in child support levels received

and paid as reported by the resident and nonres ident parent, respectively. They noted that ~n the
~ ~ vast majority of cases, nonresident parents were ~athers rather than xr3others .

There were no significant differences between noz~resident and resic~ent parent's reparts
~ of chiad support. Fifty-five percent of nonresident parents re~orted paying child support, and 5 2

f~ percent of resident parents reported receiving it . Sur~ilarly, in ten~ns of the amourit of child
support, resident parez~ts reported contributing a .~ average of $4900 a yeaz .

Do child support and visitation patterns vary by race and reasvn for father's abseace ?

~ In their study of child s~pport awards and child outcomes, Laura Argys, Elizabeth Peters,
~ Jeanne Brooks-Gunzi, and Judy Smith found that child support receipt varies by race and reason

for father's absence. Mother-reported data fram the NLSY show that wl~ite divorced o r
? separated women received child support in 60 percent of the years since marital dissolution ,

~` white black divorced ~r separated women received child su ort in sli tl less than 44 ercentpp ~ Y F
~ of the corresponding years . C~verall, mothers of children born outside of maxriage had iower

rates of ehild support receipt than mothers in the divorced or separated saxnple, and among
-~ mothers of children born outside of ~marriage, white mothers were more likely to receive child
~ support than b~ack mothers.

~~i

~}
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~ 'f The findings for fa~her-child vis itation revealed a different pattern . Black fathers of
children in the nonmarital sample weze more l ikely to have contact with their children than were

T their white counterparts, but withxn ~he divorced or separated sample, black fathers wer e
~ ; cornparatively Iess likely to have contact wi .th their chi ldren .

Are there differences in the patterns of cooperative versus court-ordered child support
payments?

Argys and her calleagues also cornpared cooperative versus court-ordered child support
awards and payments using data from the NLSY . According to their definition, cooperative
child support agreements include those reached between parents with or ~thout the assistance of
an attarney. Argys and her colleagues referred to the remaining court-ordered awards as non-
coaperative . Abaut one-third of the nonmarita.l sample and nearly one-half of the divorced or
separated sample who had child support awards reported that the agreements were decided with
or without attorney assistance. The cvoperative category also ineluded eases in which there was
na legal award agreement but fathers vol~antarily paid child support at some time after leaving the
househal.d or since the child's bisth in nonmarital cases. Twenty-four percent of divorced or
separated mothers and 47 percent of mothers in the nonxnarital sample received volunta .ry
payments. In sum, cooperative awa~rds are more common among the divorced ar separated
sampie than the nanmaz~ital satnple, and voluntary paynnents firom fathers withaut child support
awards are more common among the nonmarital sample than the divorced or separated sarnple .

What are co-residence and visitation patterns of fathers of children born outside of
marriage?

Using father-reported data from the NLSY, Robert Lerman and Elaine Sorensen
examined the complex patterns of nonmarital ch ildbearing an .d father invalvement among young
men under age 35 in the 1992 survey yeaz. They observed that there are several possible patterns
of involvement even at one point in time . For instance, some fathers have one child outside of
xnarriage, marry the mother af their child, remain married and have additionat children . In other
cases, ~athers have one child outside of marriage, never marry the mother of the child or eohabit
with her, but these fathexs visit their child frequentiy. On the other hand, some men have several
children outside of marriage and are not currently visiting any of them . Of course, these patterns
vary considerably witl~in each scenario and may become even more eomplex over t ime as father
involvement deteriorates, intensifies, or remains the same .

' Lerman and Sorensen classified father involvement with nonmaritial children in a way
~ that takes account of living an rangerr~ents, marriage , and visit.ation. They viewed fathers who

live with their children as the rn i.ost invvlved fathers , marrying and living w ith the znother
f dernonstrat ing a more long-te~ n. commitn~ent than cohabitation outside of ma~r iage . Among

-~ nonresident fathers in their sample, visitation categories indicate levels of involvement ranging
~ fram at ieast vveekly to no visits at all . When they examined the maximutn involvernent of

fathers with any ane of their nonmarita~ children, they o~served that nearly 50 percent of father s
~ were l iving with the child and another 20 percent visited at least once a week . African-
~ American fathers were less likely than wh ite ox H ispanic fathers to live with a nonmazital child ,
~ but mare likely to visit frequently . Overall, af the rema .ixxing 30 percent of fathers ~n vho were not

highly involved, about half were mariried to sorneone other Ehan the mother af their nonmaz ita l
ft

L~
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, children and two-tlx~rds of these znen had fathered another child within marriage . As Lerman and

Sorensen noted , these findings in .dicate that the majority of fathers under age 35 who ha .ve one or
A~ more nonmazital children have close involuement with at least one of tliem . Many fathers who

~ a do not live with or frequently vi s it at least one of their nonmarital children have married and , are
living with a rnarital child .

What are the patterns of child support and visitation amvng African-American children in
families an welfare?

Angela Greene and Kristin Moore also included a measure of voluntary child support in
their study of father involvement among nonresident fathers af children who receive welfare .
They focused on a sample of African-American mathers (most of ~rhom had never matrie~} and
t~zeir preschool-age children from the Job OpporhuYities and Basic Skills (~dBS) Child Outcome
Study, a substudy of the larger randam assignment evaluation of the Federal JOBS program .
Greene and Moore examined father-child visita.tion and two child support measures, formal and
informal chitd support . In their study, formal chilc~ support refers to the cash payments that
mothers who have voluntaiy oz court-ordered awards receive from fathers through the formal
child support enforcemez~t system. Informal child support, which is considered a voluntary
contribution, is r~ot contingent on the existence of an award agreement and in~icates cash or in-
kind contributions fathers o~fer directly to mothers in addition to ar in lieu of formal child
support payments . According to xnothezs' reports, only 16.6 percent of the fathers pravided child
support through the formal system during the past y~ar, while a considerably larger propartion,
42 .3 percent, provided informal child support, such as money given directly to the mather,
groceries, clothes, or ather items . However, visitatian was the most cvmmon form of
involvement fnr this sample . Sixty-seven percent of chiZdren saw their father at least once in the
past year. The modal category for visitation indicates that 2l 3 percent of chitdren saw their
fathers between two and 11 times during the past yeaz, while in cont~rast, 6 percent saw their
fathers almost every day .

What are tbe patterns of both the quantity and qaali#y of interactions between adalescents
and their bioiagical or nonbiological fathers?

While most of the papers presented facused on resident and nonresident biological
r fathers, a few authvrs extended the definition of fathers to include nonbiological or social fathers .

~~ For exa~nple, Kathleen Harris presented preliminary findings based on data from the 199 5
National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent Health (Ad Health), a nationally representativ e
survey of the health and risk behaviors of ad4lescents who were in grades 7 through 12 in 1995 .

~ The survey design cor~tai.ns ati orrer-sample of diverse family forms including variaus types o f
~ blended and step-families . Therefore . Ha3rris' analysas of father involvement and risk behavior s

among adalescents was able to include residez~t bialagical parents an~ nonbiological parents ,
~ such as ste foster ado tive arents and arental artners. Harris first described th ep, , p p , p p percentage
~ distz~ib~ztion of adolescents by family structure, noting that about half (49 .5 percent} of
; adolescents li~e with two biological parents. Additionally, while 24 percent of adalescents live

with a single mother, only 3 .5 percent live with a single father. Similarly, 1 i percent of
° ado~escents live with a biological mother and nonbiolagical father, while only 2 .4 percent live

~ ; with a biologica~ father and nonbiological mother . The remaining adolescents ]ive with other
adult relatives or nonrelatives .

1_i
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~ ,
~ ~ Harris developed a measure of adolescent-reported father invalvement that includes four

dimensions : sIaared activities, affect or closeness, conflict, and commur~cation. She referred ta
~ shared activities, conflict, and communicat ion as measures of the quantity of involvement.

~ ~ Affect or closeness in the relationship and the level of commexnication between fathers and
adolescents are measures of tlie quality of involvernent. According to her prelininary findings,

~ resident fathers in two-parent families and single-father families exhibit higher levels o f
~ i invalvement than resident fathers in ~lie other family structures across a11 dimensions . Harri s

~ a~so observed that 30 percent af resident fathers ~ rere highly involved with their adolescents as
~ j measured by an index which cambines the optimal categozies of each dimension: one or moze

°` shared activities with father, very or extremely close to father, no conflict over behavior , talked
,t ~ abaut twa or more topics with fatlzer.

What are the patterns of both #he guantity and quality of interaction between African-
American adolesceat males and their bi~logical fathers or stepfathers?

Frank Furstenberg analyzed data from the young adult male offspring of a sample of
women in Baltimore studied since they became adolescent mothers in the mid-1960s . He
examined infarmation on both biological fathers and stepfathers, including mothers ' partners,
and measures of both the quantity and quality of father-son interactions . For instance, co-
residence patterns a ~mong biological fathers reveal that nearly 7S percent of biological fathers
never lived with their sons for a full year , only 12 percent liv~d rvith their sons continuously after
the first one to rivo years following their birth, and the remaining fathers lived with their sons
belween one a .n.d 14 yeaxs but were not in the home by mid-adolescence . ,Among nonresident
fathers , abo~t 35 percent visited their sons at least mo~thly, while 3Q percent of nonresident
fathers main#ained only occasional conta .et and 34 pereent had no contact with their sons .
Furstenberg also observed that most of the young men l iv~d with a stepfather or ~heir mother 's
partner at least . some time ~ .uring childhood . However , continuous father presence was
uncqmman in that fev,~er than one-fourth of tlie young men lived with a bialogical or
nonbiological father continuously throughout the ir ehildhooc€ and intfl adalescence .

To xneas~re the quality of the father-son relatianship, Furstenberg constructed an index
based an items measuring the degree of father-son closeness and the extent to which the son
wanted ta be like his father when he reached adultl~ood . The questions were asked only of rraales
wha livec~ with theiz fath .er or saw him regularly . Abaut 79 percent of the boys who were liv ing
with their hiological father felt close to him and wanted to be like him . t~r~ the other hand , these
sentiments w~re expressed by only 17 percent of males w ith nonresiden# biological fathers and
by 30 percent of those with nonbiological fathers they lived with for at least ten years. 'Tiaese
preliminary findings suggest the prevalence of inereI q tenuous attachments to bio~ogical fathers
who reside out s ide the home and to nonbiolagical fathers within the home .

Wbat are the paiterns of involvement amoag biological fathers and nonbiological father
;~ figures of young, African-American children?

l
Maureen Black, Haward Dubowitz, and Raymo~d Starr extended the definitian of fathe z

~ to include nonbialogical father figuzes who may be important in the lives of children, particulazl y
[_j children facing c~allenging circumstances . Black and her colleagues recruited 175 African-

American 3-year-old children and their ~amilies from three pediatric elirucs serving low-incom e
I=
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~ ; urban fa .milies . Based on mothers ' reports, t~ey ident ified 128 fathers and ~b#ained the
participation of 82 of thezn . Black and her colleagues noted that participaE ing fathers were not

' demographically different from nonparticipating fathers in the sample . In ternis of their
~ relatianship to the facat child, more than half (59 percent) of participating fathers were the

child.' s biological father, and nonbialogical father figure s included the znother ' s partzaer (26
percent} , other relatives (7 percent) , and friends (7 percent) . Although 61 percent of the father s

~ lived with their child, only 16 percent were married to tlae mother .

Despite the varied forms of attachment to the mothers and children, these fathers
exhibited substantial levels of involvement . For example, a fu1171 percent of fathers reported
weelcly financial contributians to their child's l~ousehold and 17 percent of fathers reported
providing monthly contributions . Their average scores on the "Who does what" scale of child
care and household tasks indicate that these fatlaers shaze respansibilit~es equally with znothers .
Additionally, Black and her colleagues assessed patemal nurturanee based on ~videotaped
observations of fathers playing with their children . Warmth, strueture, and engagernent were the
three salient factors that comprised paternal nurturance, and tl~ese fathers attained a high xaaean
score on the measure .

I?
i'.
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~
' Predictors of Father Involvementy~

What factors are associated with increased father involvement? Several cor~erence
papers addressed aspects of this ixz~portant question through the use of multivariate methods .
This section summazizes authors' findings on the predictors of various ~onms of resident an d
nonresident father involvement .

What factors are associated with father involvement after divorce ?

i' 5anford Braver and Wil~iam C~riffn focusec€ on th~ circumstances that faeilxtate o z
, impede involvement by nonresident fathers after c€ivorce_ Tl~ey employed da#a from two studie s

involving rnostly matched couples from divorcing families in Phoenix, Arzzona . The frst data
` set is a longitudinal study of 30Q couples randvmly seleeted from cotxrt records . The cauples
: were first interviewed within weeks of their divorce decree . Both parents were reinterviewed a

~ j year later and again two years after #he secand interview . The second data set consists o f
interviews with 93 couples three to six months after their fina~ divarce decree in 1995. To
examine the circurnstances related to father visita .tion, couples were asked what propartion of
scheduled visits nancustodial fathers willfully missed, and . whether the custodial mothezs ever
denied visitation to the noncustodial fathers . Fathers repurted that they only missed abaut 3
percent of schednled visits ~vith their childrer~, while mothers reported that ~he fathers missed
about 12 percent of scheduled visi~,s. According ta about one third of the fathers, their visitation
privileges were denied at least once by custodial mothers, and about 25 percent of custodial
mothers admitted ta denying visita~iQn. Braver and Gri~n referred to the camrnon perception of
willfully neglectful "bad dads" and pointed out that this finding suggests the post-div~rce
relationship between mothers and fathers maybe more important than the "badness" of the father .

Bzaver and Griffin used longitudinal data to zdentify variables associated with child
support compliance and visitation. They viewed 25 possible explanations for fathers° lack t~f
involvement includiz~g anger at his ex-vv~fe, lack of strong ties to the child, immaxality, etc .
Their cross-sectianal ~`indings showed the salient factor to be the fathers' "perceive~l control" aver
the divorca settlement an~d child-zearing issues - a factor the authors zeferred ta as "feeling
parentally enfranchised" . Fathers who felt their ex-wife maintained cantrol over all aspects of
the divorce process and all childrearing decisions were parentally disenfra .n.chis~d . These fathers
resented that they had the responsibilities of parenthaad without the privileges . Braver and
Griffin referred to their longitudinal data, which provided evidence of a causal sequence in
structwal models. Apparently, fathers pay child support and maintain contact because they feel
parentally enfranchised rather than the reverse sequence .

To provide additional support far their contention, Braver and Griffin referred to several
~~ r questions asked of parents about fiheir satisfaction with the divorce pracess . They consistently
`~ fovnd that nnothers were mor~ satisfied than fa#hers with all provisions . They observed that
~ mothers feel more in control of the overatl legal. process and are more likely ta get what tl~e y
` want, far instance custody of the children. ~Vhen asked how they would describe the slant of the~

Arizana lega~ system regarding divorced parents, the majority of fathers believed the system
~ favored mothers. While most mothers felt tlie system was balanced, three times as many mothers
~ thought the system favored them compared to tl~ose who thaught it favored fathers .

, r,~,
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~
~~ Bra.ver and Griffin emphasized tl~at, overall, these findings suggest that non- involvement

is more closely linked to fathers' circumstances than to fafihers' individual characterist ics, Thep
f~ described an intervention they designed to address post-d ivorce relationship issues . "Dads for
l,y! Life " is ~n eight-week program primarily aimed at increas ing child well-being after a divorce by

changing the skilIs , attitudes , and behaviors of the father. The intervention focuses on the quality
~± and q~xantity of the father-child relationsh ip and the nature of the father-mother relationship . The
~?• experimental field trial of the intervent ioz~ will beg in spon. Famil ies wi ll be randomly assigne d

ta the intervention group or the contral group, which will receive the best available self-help, ,
i~ literature . Braver and Griffin showed segments of a video about the uatervention .

During the discussion segrnent, Andrew Cherlin pointed out that some fathers are indeed
neglectful fathers ar "deadbeat dads ." He also noted a study that fo~and the strength of fihe father-
child relationship rather than the amaunt af visitation affected adolescent well-being. However,
he felt that, if low-level, accasiona~ interactions are beneficial, they can be enhanced by an
intervention like "Dads for Life ."

What factors predict joint legal custody?

Seltzer addressed the question of whether joint legal custody is more li~kely when parents
~` have less pre-separation conflict and fathers are closer ta their childr~n before divarce or unio n
~~ disruption. Her analysis of hTSFH data incorporates pre-separatian measures of reports from bath .

mathers and fathers on the annount of conflict and degree af happiness associated with their
~~ relationship, reports from fathers on the quality of their relationship with the focal child, as wel l
~ as each parent's educatifln and incorne, the number of minar children, whether any children are
~ under age six, and union duration. Accore~ing to Seltzez's find'mgs, father's education and
~ income are the only two factors associated with an increase in the likelihood of joint ~ega l
Y custody, arxd father's education is the only factor that remains marginally significant after al l

~ ~ family characteristics aze included in the logistic regression model . Se~tzer noted that this pattein
i~ is consistent with previous research and may suggest socioeconomic selection regarding join t

legal custody . In other wards, parents with more resources may be more likely to lcnow about
f~ and obtain joint legal custody as an alternative to sole custody arrangements . Apparently, none
L~ of the pre-separation measures of the q~ality af the relationship between parents or betwee n

fathers and their chi~dren are predicti~e of jaint legal custody .

Is joint legal custady associated with father-child visitation and the payment of child
support?

Seltzer's analyses of NSFH wave two da#a reveal tlaat fathers with joint legal custody axe
moze Iikely to have seen their child at least weekly campared to those without joint legal
custody . Fathers with joint legal custody are also more likely to have overnight visits w ith th~ir
chitdren, and to have mare such visits during the coixrse of the year. Seltzer found that fathers
with jaint legal custody have higher levels of contaet with their children and pay more child
support than fathers in families in which the mother had sole legaJ . custody, even after paren#s'
chazacteristics and quality of relationship factors are taken in#o account .

,~

;~ Seltzer noted that only one relationship fac~or is associated with axs indicator of father-
child contact . Fathers who reported that their reiat ionslup with their child was excellent prior to

,~
~
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~ separation have more overnight visits with their child than fathers who reported relationships of
lower quality. In addition, these fathers pay about $1600 more a yeaz in child support, a

? significantly higher level . Hawevez, Seltzex pointed out that fathers with j oint legal custody
~ snake relatively higl~er child support payments becaexse they owe more chilc~ support than fathers

witlaout legal custody . In fact, after controlling for socioeconomic status and othez family
~r characteristics, there are nv d~fferences between fathers with joint legal custody and those
' without in terms of child support com~liance .

Sara McClanahan po inted out that there may be pol icy implications associated with
findings that jaint custody is associated with greater contact and payment . She also noted that
ot.her important related questions may be whe#her joint legat custody reduces post-d ivarce
conflict between mothers and fathers or affects fathers' belief that they can influence the lives of
their children .

What factors predict the pa~ment of child support after tl~e d isruption of marital or
na ~nmarital unions?

Due to data limitatians, most studies that e}~arnine the determinants af child support
payment rely on ~haracteristics of the resic~ent parent and indirect reports of the nonresident
parex~t's characteristics. However, Sxnock and Manning used unique matched ex-co~tple data .
available from the PSID for previously married or cohabiting couples to assess the relative merit s
of predicting child support payments using solely the direct reports of nonresident pazents'
characteristics , or so~ely direct reports of resident parents ' characteristics, cornpared with both
parents ' chazacteristics . The t~xro chi],d support indicators are measured in thousands ~f dollars
and include formal and informal payments paid or received as reported in the 1994 survey by the
nonresident or resident parent , respectively . Their independent variables include measures of
parents' characteri € stics, such as years of education , pre-and gost-union di ssolution earnings ,
present marital status , new biological or step children, and the age af the nanresident p z~rent .
They also take into account couple characteristics including w ~ion duration, n~unber of minor
children born within the union, tirne since separation, race/ethnic ity, whether the father is th~
resident parent, a~d rvhether the resident mother received AFDC in the past year .

Smock and Manning estzmated a series of bivariate tobit equations preclicting the amount
~ of child support paid and receiv~d. In addition ta couple characteristics, the first model included
~ the resident pazent's characteristics, the second included the nonresident parent's characteristics ,

and the thzrd mode~ included the characteristics of both resident ancE nanresident paxents . Their
third model showed that nonreside~t parents' c3zrrent and pre-dissole~tion ea~nnings are associated~

` vv~ith increases in aruiual child support received . For example, the coefficients indicate that a
~ $1,000 increase in the nonresident parent's current earnings is associated with a$128-132

increase in annual child support r.eceived the nonresident parent, and a$1,000 increase in pre-
`} dissolution earnings is associated with a$175 increase in annual child support . On the other
F hand, the resident parent's current eamings are positively associated witn child support received,

~~ but their pre-dissolution eamings are negatively associated with ehild support received. Smock
and Ma~uvng point out that the resident paxent's earnings may proxy for their aceess to resources

~ to pursue child suppart and reduce their econornic need. Overall, the net effect of resident
[_i parents' earnings at these two time points is associated with a decrease in child suppoct received .

I ~;
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~ A~ditional findings indicate that resident fathers, who constituted only 20 percent of
resident parents, receive less child support than resident mathers. Both the number of children in

; the marital union and the nonresident parent 's schoo~ing are positively associated with th e
~ : amount of child support rece ived. The other parental and couple characteristics do not appear to

be associated wit~ child support receipt. According to Smock and Manning, the test of equal ity
~' of coefftcients across the models indicate that the independent variables have s imilar effeets
° regardless of whether the dependent variable is child support paid or child support rece ived; both

appear to be measuring the same construct . Additionally, Smock and Manning canctuded that
~ I based on the tests of znodel fit, the optimal fit is obtained by including both parents '

~ c harac teris tics or o n ly nonresi den t paren ts' c hazac teris tics . Nanresi dent parents' c haracteristics
~ are ~the most salient, a .~d one of the mast imporkant predictors of child support payrnents is th e
' current earnings of the nonresident parent. Increases in current earnings are associated with
~ increases in child su ort a ments .PP P Y

~ j McClanahan comznented that the fmding that fathers' current income matters is
important , though income could be an endogenaus factor. She also noted that ti-iere is a trade-aff

( ~ between having matched ex-couple data and popalation representativeness in #h is and simil~
t__i studies . As Burt Barnow pointed out, following only couples that have lived together axcludes

information on many never-married couples who have never cohabited and therehy limits the
~ ' available research on a substantial nuc~ber of fathers and families .

Are family-related policies associated with child suppurt awards and receipt ?

Argys , Peters , Broaks-Gunn , and Smith used NLSY Geocode data to observe the effect of
family -related policies on child support agreements and child support receipt . The family-related
policies examined include child su~port guidelines designed to zeduce large variation in awaz~
levels , state AFDC guarantee levels or the maximum amount of AFDC avaalable to singl e
parents with: two children in the mother's state of residence in aIl post-disr~.ption years, and
paternity e stablishment rates in each state . They estimated log it regression equations for #he
probability of having a child support order and OLS regress ians for the propartion of post-
disruption years in whi .ch cluld support was received , including a measure of father-child contact
in the past year and cantrolling for income and several family backgrouxtd character istics .

~ Their findings vary by race and reason for father's a~sence . Amang black mothers in the
~- ► nonm.arital sample, increases in A~DC guarantee l~vels are associated with declines in the

likelihoad of a child suppart award a.nd in the incidence af cluld suppart receipt . Among the
marital disruption sample, however, they found no significant associations . The existence of:

~ state ck~ild support guidelines increases the probability of a child support award but only for tt~e
white marital disru~tion sample . Higher patemity establishment rates aze associated with th e

~ increased likelihood of a child support award among white mothers in the nonmarital sampie, but
~ there is no increase in the incidence of child support payments aver the years . The author s
~ pointed out that father-chi~d contact is positively assoc iated with child support receipt fQr black

~ ~ and white women in the nonmarital sample. The con#act measure is also associated with
increases in child suppart awards and receipt for the wlute mothers in the marital disruption

T sample.
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~~ Argys and her colleagues also estimated multinomial regressians to assess the effect af

farnily policies on the type of chi~d support award for the nanmarital and the rnarital disruption
~~ samples, praviding fiu~ther support for the distinctian b~tween court-ordered and coaperative

; ; child support awards. They observed that higher AFDC guarantee levels are associated with a
decline in the probability of court-ordered support a .mong mothers in the n4r~arita] sample, and

(~ proposed that women may be less likely to vigorously pursue awards when A,FDC provide s
~~ adequate support. The existence of state child suppo~t guidelines is associatec~ with increases in

the likelihood of cooperative child support for both the nonmarital and marital diszuptio n
~~ samples. Effective paternity establishment is associated with increases in court-ordered bu~ not
` cooperative award.s among the nanmarital sarrtple . Father-child c~ntact is positively associated

,- , with cooperative chilc~ support for the nonmarital sample .

In sum, their policy-related variables show that higher state welfare bene£'rts are
associated with fewer caurt-ordered child suppart awards but ha .ve na effect on coogerative
awards. Also, increases in state paternity establishment rates are assaciated ~with increases in
court-ordered awards, while in contrast, child support guide~ines prpmate coopera .tive awards .

What factars predict child support and father-child visitation among families on welfare ?

Greene and Moore exanvned predictors of child support and father-child visitation in
their study of mos#ly never-married, African American mothers and children on AFDC in
Atlanta. As described in an earlier section of this report, their study includes formal chil .d
suppart, which refers to the cash payments that mothers who have woluntary ar court-ordered
awaxds receive from fathers through the forma .l child support enforcement system, and informal
child support, wkuch indicates cash or in-kind contributions fathers offer directly to mathers in
adalition to or in lieu of foxmal child support payments . Their analyses were based on mather-
reported riata from the 3~BS Child Outcomes Study, and mother's characteristics constituted the
majority of predictors . Due to data limita#ions, the predictor variables related to the father are
whether paternity has been established, whether he lives in the same state as the focal child,
whether, to the rnother's knowledge, he has othex children, and whether his family provides
assistance for ~lie child in the form of clothing, toys, presents, or child care .

Their regressian equations reveal that only two predictors are sigr ►~ificant and in the same
direction for formal and informal child support and father-child v~sitation . Father's residence in
t~ie same state as the focal child and the provision of support for the child from the father's family
are both associated with a higher likelihood of paternal involvement, The receipt crf formal child
suppart is also rr~are likely when patemity has ~een established . In addition, znothers who report
kno~sving tk~at their child's father has other children are more likely ta receive fornial child
support, as are r~others with a partner whom she describes as a father figure for the child .
However, the lilcelihood of receiving formal chila support decli~es as the child's age increases,
even in a sample of childxen ages three to five . Also, mothers on welfare for less than two years
are less likely to receive formal child support than thase on vveifare two to four years .

Informal child support and father-child visitation were found to be the most h ighly
r correlated of the three forrns of involvement , and they share many of the same predictors . In

~ .~ addition to the aforementioned factc~rs associa~ed with all three forms of involvement , the
lilcelihood of botlz informal child support and visitation increases among mothers who have

r-
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i
~ received welfare for less than twa years compared to those on welfaze for a longer duration .

Proxies for the relationship between the nnother and the father are also unportant in that both the
E receipt of infarmal child support and father-child visitat ion aze less likely when the mother has a

~ E partner who is described as the chiid ' s fath.er figure and when the mother does not know whether
the father has other children . Associat ions l ianited to only one form of involvement show t1~at

~ fathers are less likely ta cont~r~ibute infarnnal support when . the mother has received welfare five or
y more years and less likely to visit their c~ i~d in cases where the mother was a teenager when th e

_ child was born.

In discussing these findings, Robert Williams noted that, contrary to comman belief, even
unmarried fathers have contact with their children . Generally many of these fathers are willing
to ackr~owledge a link to their chi~dren, but involvement declines over time . He pointed ou~ that
Greene and Moore report substantial involvement in a welfare sample, but it appears that only
formal child support continues when the relationship between pazents deteriorates . Mothers may
be even more dependent on formal child support under Temporary Assistance for 1Veedy
Families {TANF}, the new welfare reforzn .

What factors are assaciated with co-residence and visitation among fathers of nonmarital
children~

Using father-reported data from the NLSY, Lernnan and Sorensen estimated multinomial
logit equations to identify determinants of maximtrm fa~ther involveznent with nonznarital
chi~~dren€ as of the 1990 survey year . The measures of father involvement were no involvement,
infrequent visits, frequent visits, and ca-residence . Their explanatory equations included the age
of the child, the age of the father, and father's characteristics, such as race or Spanish origin, tatal .
nurnber of nonmarital and marital births, lagged earnings ~high minus low earnings), math and
verbal test scores, years of schooiing, presence of own father while growing up, and religiae~s
attendance in 1979, when they were first interviewed for the NLSY .

Demographic findings revealed that after cantrolling for the other factors , black fathers
r~ are more likely to visit at least weekly b~t less l ikely to reside with their chiltlren than are white
~ { fathers , whiie H ispanic fathers are more likely both to visit frequently and to reside with thei r

children. In these analyses , the child 's age is negatively associated with invoivement . Fathers af
f older children are less likely to visit frequently or reside with their children than fathers o f

~ j younger children . Fathers ' age does not appear to be associated with #heir involvement .
However, their higher lagged eamings are associated with the increased likelihood of both co-
res idence and frequent visitation . Si~ni larly , h igher math test scores are related to the indicators

' of higher involvement . ~n the ather hand , living apart from their own fathers while growing up
reduced the likelihood of co-residence and visitation a~ong these fathers , but neither their years
of educati.on nor their frequency of attendance at religiaus services in 1979 exerted effects .

' Lerman aa~d Sorensen also found a pas itive assoc ia~ion between fathers ' other nonmarital and
f , marital b irths and father involvement .

Frank Mott made a general comtnent on the data reported by men assert ing that rnen are
F "terrible reporters" of soxne informa#ian, especialty if .they are not living with their children .

~_ ; Their reporting error is not random but instead tends to be self-ser ~ ving. He also n.ated that
mathers are not necessari ly €~nbiased in their reporting of some information . Sensitive

~~
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~? information ma include the existence of ch i ldren their dates of b i~, Y , rth, vis itation frequency, etc .
Errors may result in undercounts of fatherhood and overestimates of child support and v isi#ation .

~ ~ He alsa pointed out t .l~at it may be difficu.2t to measure whether parents are married depend ing on
~~ whether the measure is taken during pregnancy, at the child's birth, or later.

~ ?~ ;.
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t
j Father Involvement ar~d putcomes among Young Child ~ren

~ One fiuudamentai quest ion of interest to both researchers anid policy makers is whethe r
4 father involveznent promotes positive child outcomes . This sectxon summarizes find ixigs on

associations between father invo~vement measures and outcomes amang young chilc~ ren .
~~ Cath~een Zick , a discussant, suggested that fu~ture conceptual models in this area give greate r

k attention to the gender of the child , age-sgecific effects , the interpiay be~vveen mother a.nd father
_f involvement , and ehaxacte~ . stics of the family environment shared by siblings . The findings

! presented here and in a later sectian on adolescent and youxzg adult outcomes provide a firm basi s
` for fut~re conceptual and methodological research .

Is father care during the preschooI years associated with later outcomes among children in
two-parent families? ~

~ y Averett, Gennetian, and Pe#ers used NLSY data to examine the effects of retrospec#iv e
data on early father care on child outcomes in the domains of cognitive development an d

~ behaviaral adjustrrtent for children ages fve to eight in child assessment yeazs . They include two
~. ~ measures of cognitive development : the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) azid a n

a~erage of math and reading recognitian scares on the Peabody Individual Achievement Tes t
~ (PIAT}. The Behavior Prablems Index (BPI), a mother-zeported assessment, serves as thei z

~ y measure af behavioral adjustment. In additian, the authoxs include an outcoma measure o~ the
ckuldren's reparts of their feelings af closenes~ to their fathers, using a smaller sample of 10 to 14
year olds ~because of the age restriction on the self-administered section.

Results from regression analyses reveal that there is no association between child care
arrangements and ~he child's score an the measure of behavior (BPI) . However, findings show
that the association between father care and #he child's cognitive develflpment differs by the age
of the child. Children who were cared for by their father during the first yeaz of life had higher
scores on the PIAT and the PPVT than their counterparts who were in center-based child care,
over and above factors including meas~res of parental resources, demographic characteristics,
household composition, and mothers' math anc~ reading scores . In contrast, compared to children
in child care centers, children who were in father care during their second and third years have
signi~cantly lower scores on the same measures. Averett, Gennetian, and Peters offer the
interpretation that parental caze is most important during the first year of life but the social
interactions anc~ cognitive stim~alation available through group activities may be more appropriate
and beneficial ~ox the developmental stages of years two and three . Additionally, they observed
that father care during the first year of Iife has no significant effect on the prababElity of the child
reporting feelings of ext~eme closeness ta the father during middle cluldhood or early
adolescence, but father care during the second or third year exerts a positive e~'fect, though it falls
short of being statistically si~nificant.

P The authors point out that policies like parental leave will promote father invalvernent
~~ during the child's first yeaz of life. In addition, because father care is often linked to mother' s

work sc~aedule, flexible work schedu.tes, alternative work shifts, and flextime wilt facilitate
F inaternal emplQyment and encourage fa~her care arrangements .

~ ._~
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~ Are there differences in cogn itiwe and behavioral outcomes among ch i ldren living in one-

garent versus two-parent families?

Jay Teachman, Randal Day, Karen Carver, Vaughn Cal1, and Kathleen Paasch analyzed
the mean differences i~ cogrutive and behaviaraf autconnes befween children living in one-parent
versus two-parent famil~es . Teachman and his colleagues employed EQS structural equation
modelling which, unlike comzr~only used regressian approaches, allowed them to separate
variation that occurs betweez~ families from varzation that occurs within families . As Randal
Day, the second author and pzesenter of the pager explained, they used longitudinal data for
sihling pairs fram the NLSY to examine the effeet af father presence on children's cognitive azid
behavioral outcomes . Their sample consisted of sibling pairs who were na more than five years
apart in age and whose living arrangements in two-parent or mother-only families remained the
same between the 1988 and I992 data ca~lection years . In 1988, the mean age for the younger
and older children in the sibling pairs was seven and ten years old, respectively . Their outcome
measures far sibIing compariso~s were standardized scores of the Behavior Problems Index
(BPI) and the Peabody Individual Achievement Tests (P~AT) for math and reading recagnition .

The authors e~~ained that their models do not include background characteristics of the
famaly, but because, siblings pairs are the w~it of analysis the models naturally control for
influences shared by bath sibli .~gs, such as schoo[s, neighborhoads, and parental resources .
Their outeome rneasures are star~dardized scores nonmed by age, so differences over time are not
reflective of developmental change among ~tl~e siblings . Instead, differences over time indicate
the effects of living in either a one-paxent or two-pazent family and reveal variation from a
stanc~ard course of development . Tl~ey estimated separate models for each outcazne, then joint
models with two-parent and one-parent families for each outcome and determinec~ differences
between models according to family type . Through complex methods, they were abie to provide
estimates of between-family and within-family variation in each autcome ~or older and yaungex
siblings at bath time points, I 988 and 1992 .

Teachman and colleagues outlined the results for #heir nurnerous models . In sum, their
findings are cansistent with prior research that shaws ~.ifferences in cognitive and behaviora l

.~ outcomes for children from one-parent versus two-parent families. It appears that children in
one-parent farnilies have more behaviar problems and lower math anc~ reading scores . The
authors paint out that va.riation in xace compasition between one-parent and two parent fam i lies
does not account for the observed differences in scares . They note that a race effect exists, but
the same pattern of results appeazs for both black and non-black families . The authors expected
the differences in all scores for children fram one-parent versus twa-parent families to increase
over time . However , anly the gap in reading scores increases, and the disparity is nutable for
both older and younger sib~ings .

~" The authoxs note i~hat the e~cact reason for the growth in dispari#y between children from
3 r one-and two-pazent families occurs only for reading scores cannot be determaned with existing
~~ data.. However, they discuss a few possibilities . For ~nstance, schools may serve to maintai n

consistent differences in BPI and mathematics by family type over time, or it may be that ur~like
E reading scores, BPI and mathematics scores are only affected by differences in the famil y~ .

; ._~ environments tha.t accur at early ages of children's developrnent and then become stable over
time .

;r
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~ The authors further explain that there is no change over time for between family
variance or variance by family type for BPi and mathematics scares . In the case of reading

( ~ scores, the percent of between family variance declines over time for bQth tyges of families but
~ I somewhat more so for one-parent families, suggesting that influences outs ide of the family aze

involved in the c~ecline of reading scores among cl~ildren in ane-parent families . Schools are not
ì T expected to be a cause of the decline, since they are considered to be a part of the famil y
l`~ environment . The authors point out that the type of extra-famil ial influences affectin g children

in one-pazent families cannot be de~ermined from the data they used . They suggest that future
t research may reveal the ianfluence of within-family factors for children in one-parent fam i lies ,

~ ' such as arental tip rrxe xnputs. Children in one-parent families may rece~ve less parenta l
, supervision and therefore become more vulnerable to negative influences from autside the family
' realm. During the presentation af this paper, Day pointed that a remaan .ing query is what fath~rs

~( or others might bring to the reading scores of children but nat to math or BPI scares .
t
j i s child support assoc~ated with cognitive and behavioral ontcome s among cbildren ?

Argys, Peters, Brooks-Gunn, and Smith used data from the NLSY to examine th~ effects
af both cooperative and court-ordered child support awarcEs axid payments an child well-heing in
the domains of cognitive functioning and behavioral adjustment amang black and white chilciren
ages five to eight. They performed separate analyses for children in nanresident-father families
who are eligible for child support because of nonmarital childbearing versus those eligibl e
because of marital disruption, and include a comparison group of children xn resident-father
families. Argys and her colleagues first assess the effects of chilc~ support receip# on two
cognitive measures, the PPVT and an average of PIAT math and reading recognition scores .
Their child support measure indicates the praportion of years in which tr,e mothers received child
support since w~ion disruption, or since the birth o~ the child for the nonmarital sample . They
include a dichotomous measure of spme versus no father-child contact in the same yeaz as the
assessment, post-disruption family income, parents' educational attainment and ather family
background chazacteristics .

Argys a .nd her colleagues observed diffErences by race and reason for father absence . For
~_~ instance, among ~he nonmarital sacnple, the receipt of chi ld support was associated with increases

in PIAT scores for white children bnt had no effect on any of the outcomes for black childrex~ . In
f~ contrast , child support receipt was associated with increases in the FIAT and the PPVT arr~on g
~ r black children only in the mari .tal disruption sample .

Is cooperative child support more benefcial to child well-being than court-ordered child
support?

~ Argys and her colleagues also assessed the effects of the type o :F child support agreement
`~ an the selected child outcomes . The beneficial efFects of child support appear to be greatest
~~ when the child support agreernent is reached caaperatively rather than by court order. In this
L~ case, cooperative child support refers to cooperative agreements rnade ~with or without attorney

assist.ance as w~ll as cooperative contrib~tions in the absence of a formal award , and both are
,' e related to improvements in child outcames . ~'or example , in the nonmarital sample , cooperative

_'; child support is associated with improvements in the three child outcome measures, but court-
ordered child support is unrelated ta child well-be ~i ng . A similar but weaker pattern of result s

~,

_ ;
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~~ emerged ainang the marital-disrupti4n sample . According to Argys ant~ her cotleagues, these
findings suggest that aggressive child support policies that order child support awards in cases ~

(( where parents have not reached voluntazy agreements offer fewer benefits to tlle child tha n
l ; anticipated.

Are formal and iuformal forms of c~ild support associated with child autcomes among
young c~ildren in families on welfare ?

? Greene and Moare estimated 4L~ regression equations to analyze the associatio n
~° between ~neasures of father invalvement, includin two forms of child su o~t, and selecte dg PP

~ child outcome measures for a sample of African-American preschoolers in families on AFDC .
; Their models included n~easures of father-child visitation, formal child support received throug h
` the child support enforcement system, and informal support, such as money, groceries, clothes ,
~ or other iteams given direc~ly to the mother . Cvntrol variables related to the father were whether
~ pat~rnity has been established, whetner he lives in the same state as the focal child, whether, to

the mother's knowledge, he has other cnildren, and whether his fa~nily provides assistance for th e
(' child in the form of clothing, toys, presents, or child care . Their models also controlled fo r

l__ ; child's age and gender and severai maternal characteristics .

~ ~ In genera~, ~ndings for the child well-being measures show that monetary and material
i ~ cflntributions from the father , especially contributivns provided informally, are associated with

somewhat rr~ore positive child outcomes . Both the payment of formal child support and the
? prvvision of informal child support by the biological father are associated with h igher scozes on

~ ~ the Personal Maturity Scale, a measure of emotionaJ and behavioral development . In addition,
, informal child support, but not farmal child support , is assaciated with higher scores on a

[~ measure of the quality of the child's home env ironrnent, the HflME-SF, particularly its cogn itive
stimulation subscale. The authors po inted out that if these findings are replicated in other mor e

~ representative populations, they rnight suggest varied policy approaches ranging from helping
~ j famiJ ies to teave welfare so they could receive child support payznents in full directly from the

father, to passing an an amauni larger than the typical $50 dol~ars af the formal child suppart
,_~

payment to a welfare mother and child . These data were collected before AFDC had been
~ i replaced with Temparary Assistance to Needy Families (TANFj . How the new potentially

stricter guidelines will interact to affeci these findings is yet unknown .

Ra~ert Wiliiams suggested that TANF witl make mothers moxe dependent on child
support of the fom~al , nonvoluntaty type , ar~d child support awards may be higher in the absence
of a welfare guara.rxtee. He also noted that these findings highlight the importance af including
measures of informal child support in studies of nonresident father involve~nent.

Is father-child contact associated with cognitive and behavioral autcomes ?

. F As no~ed earlier, Argys and her colleagues included a measure of father-child contact in
;~ the same yeaz as the assessment year. Their NLSY findings ind icate that father-child contact i s

associated vvith increases in PZAT cognitive scores among black children in the nonmarita l
r sample, and with fewer behavior prablems among both black and white chxldren in the marita l

; ~ disruption sample .

~
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~n the oth.er hand, Greene and Moore found no evidence Qf a positive association
between father-child visita.tian in the past year and the nneasures of cognitive and behavioral
well-being or the quality of the child's home environme~nt .

~s biological and nonbiological fa#her involvement associated with child outcomes among
low-income preschoul-age chiEdren?

Black, Dubowitz, and Starr focused on the assoeiation between father invol~ement and
child outcomes for a sample of low-income, African-Americar~ three-year-olds, many of wham
were at risk for major health prablems including HTV . The 82 bialogical fathers and
nonbiological father figures who participated i~ the study completed a demographic
questionriair~ that asked about their education, employrnent status, relationship to the child,
relationship to the child's mather, residential status, and financial contribntions to the child's
househald. In addition, ~neas~.u~es of father in~olvem~nt included fathers' scores on a seale of
child care and household tasfcs, an o~servatio~al measure af paternal nurt~rance, and an indicatar
of parenting satisfaction measured by the ParenE Sertse af Competence Sca1e . The child
outcomes the authors asses~ed were the Stanford Binet and the Peabody Pic#ure Vaocabulary
Test (PPVT'), two measures of cogriitve developxnent; ~he Child Behavior Checklist, a measure of
behavioral development; and the HOME, a meas2aze of the child-eentered quality of the child's
home environment.

Black anc~ her colleagues estimated a series of multiple regre ssion equa.tions to assess the
f~ relationsh ip between fattiers ' roles and cluld outcomes , controlling for the chi ld' s hea~th risk
`` status, as well as maternal and pateznal demagraphic characteristics . The tested for variou sY
, interactions and moderating effects inc~uding ihe importance of maternal parenting satisfactio n
` as a mediating variable .
1

fp The authors ohserved various positive effects of biological and nonbiological fathe r
I~ involvement on all of the child outcomes over and above the other variables including matema l

parenting satisfaction . For example, children's Stanford Binet scores are positively associated
~~ with paternal parenting satisfactian, and the assaciation remained, though at a marginal level o f

significance, when maternal parenting satisfaction was added to the model . Both fathers '
employment and their level af nurturance are positively associated with PPVT scorES. In

i addition, chilc~ren's behavior problems decline with increases in fathers' financial contributxon s
~-~ and parenting satisfaction . Finally, the child-centexed quatity af the home irnproves when fathers

reside in the home witl~ their children .

Brooks-Gunn pointed out that tl3is study and otl~ers presented during the segment on
children at risk venture beyond conta .ct and visitat ion in terms of what fathers provide . Tl~e
construct of love would be a good addition ta studies of this kind . She also noted the lack of
studies of father involvexnent in~ low-income, high-risk fam i lies and acknowlec~ged the
importance of this study' s results .

r i
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,

F Father Involvement and Outcomes among Adolescents and Young Adult s

Father involvement may affect outcomes throug~aut the life course of claildren. The
preceding section presented outcornes far the early childhaod perio~ . This section sumrnarizes
findings for the association betwaen father involvement and later outcomes . In fact, several
authors employed langitudinal datasets, with youth-reported ir~formation, to examine whether
and how father involvement during middle childhood and adolescence af~ects subsequent young
adult outcomes .

1

~ Are fathers' activiti~s during adolescence assoc iated w itl~ later outcames among young
f-~ adnlts from twa-parent families ?

Duncan, Hill, and Yeung used data from the PSID to assess how father's chazacteristics,
including invotvement with their children during middle childhood and . adolescence, affect the
adult success of these children. The authors created their father vaziables a .nd other independent
mease.u~es based on data callected between 19b8 and 1972 when the youth were between the ages
of 10 and 1.7. Their youth outcatne measures are years of schooling campleted by the child as
reported in 1995 or ~he mos# recen~ year available, as well as logged hourly earnings and family
income relative to needs, both averaged over the tr~vo most recent years prior ta 1993 .

VVl~ien Duncan, Hill ,and Yeung added father's characteristics ta a baseline model of
motlaez, child, and famiIy characteristics, the explanatory power of the mod~l increased . They
observed that the ~ather's wage rate was assaciated with increases in the years of completed
schooling for boys and increases in the earnings and famify incomes of botY~ boys and girls .
Fa#her's education was associated with higher eamings and family income among giris and in
increases in the education levei of both boys and girls.

~~ Duncan and his colleagues added father's activities and parental PTA involvement to
subsequent models . They faund that father's reports of attending church is a significant predicto r
of children's adult success . Father's church attendance was associated with increases in th e
educational attainment of boys and girls and of fam i ly income for boys. 4f all the measure s

~. ~ included in the analyses, parenta~ PTA meeting attendance was consistently the mos# powerfu i
predictor of the outcoines . PTA meeting attendance was predictive of all three attair~nen t
rrzeasures far both bays and girls . For instance, parental invvlvement in PTA meetings in the last

- three months as cornpared to attending but not within the last three months is assoe iated ~ with an
increase of .15 years of school for both sans and daughters an ~ d 26 percent higher average hourl y

~ earnings far sons. Later models showed that fatl~er's risk avoxdance, in term ~ s of using seat bel#s ,
~ having car insurance, and having savings equal to at least two months of ix~come, was associate d

~ , ru~th significant inczeases in the attainment measures of boys but had no effect on girls '
attainment . Duncan and his colleagues point out that since ac~olescent boys are more prone to
risk-taking behavior than adolescent girls, the potential far risk-avez~se fathers to reduce risk
potential ~nay be moze important for boys than girls .

►
~~
~~
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1
~ What are the effects of marital di sruption and marital quality on subsequent relationsh ips

between parents and their adult children?

Terri Orbuch, Arland Thomton, and Jennifer Cancio examined hover divorce and rnarital
quality effect the quality of the relationship between parents and their children during the
trans~tion to adulthood . Their data. are a segment of an intergenerational study of rr3others and
ch~ldren that used a probability samp~e of white women in Detroit who gave birth to their first,
second or fourth child in ,~uly, 1961 . Their study focuses on data from interviews with mothers
and their children at three time points, when their cl~ildren were ages 18, 23, and 3 i . To measure
marital disru.ption, Orbuch and her colIeagues classified mathers ~nto three ca#egories where they
defined contznuously marfied between 1962 and 1980 as the reference graup a~r~d created two
dumzn.y variables for the categories divorced and remarried and divorced and nat reamamed .
They used five mother-reported indicators of the marital relationship to compr~se rziarital quality
measures for mathers who remained married to the child's bio~ogical fat,her from 1962 to 1993 .
Far all three data collection time points, high scares on the marital quality measure indicate high
~naxital quality . Orbuch and colleagues a~so developed three suznmary measures af paren~-child
relationships, which inelude items pertaining to interpersonal communication, affection, and
closeness between biotogical parents and their children . They were able to measure the quality
of the parent-cl~ild relationship from the perspective of both the mother a.nd the chiid, for each of
the three time points .

In their series o~regression equations, Orbuch and colleagues controlled for fa .mily an~
child chazacteristics t.~iat prior research suggests are associated with divorce and/or marital
quality, such as the child's gender and birth order, whether the mather was pregnant at the time
of the marriage, and rnother's and father's education in 19b2, the initial survey year . Their
results revea,l that r~either the mother nor the adult child's perception of mother-child relationship
quality is associated with parenta~ divorce. However, parental divorce is associated with t~e
ehild's perceptiQn of the quality of the father-claild relativnsl~ip. Compared to 1 S-year-oids with
continuously married parents, tl~ose with mo#hers who are divorced and not remarried reported a
Iower quality relationship with their father. Orbuch and colleagues included the mother's
religiosiiy and ixicome as intervening measures and found that af the two, only income acco~a.nts
for most of the negative association between divorce without remarriage and fatl~er-child
relationship quality . Interactive effects with child's gender reveal that divorce vvithout
remarriage is detriznental to both the father-son and the rr~ather-son bond, even inare detrimental
to the fatlier-daughter band, but beneficial to the mother-daughter bond . Mother's income when
the chi~d is age 18 accounts for most of the negative effect of divorce on the fa~her-son
relationship and a large portian of the negative effect on father-daughter relationships .

4rbuch and her colleagues also examined the effects of marital quality on pazent-child
~ relations over time. Their models included ~the control variables described earlier, in addition to
~ zeligious denominatian, religivsity, and income as measured in the same year as the parent-chil d
~ relationship variable. Over and above these predictors, they found that marital quality i s

~_ j positively associated with the matlaer's perception of #he mother-child relationship when the
child is age 1$ but not over time as the ehild reaches ages 23 and 31 . 5imilarly, the margina~l y

, significant association between rnarital quality and the adult child's perception af the mother -
~~ child re~ationship at age 1 S disappears in later years . In contrast, the significant positive

association between mother reports of marital quality and the adult child's perception of the
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;~ father-child bond remtins consistent over the years. 4rbuch and colleagues conclude that adult
children, as they age, dii.fferentiate thear parent's mari#al climate from their relationship with their

?' mother but not #heir relations,hip with their father . Na significant gender differences emerged;
~'. however, overall trends suggest a stronger assaciation between marital quality and father-

daughter bon~ls than rnarital quality and father-son bonds .

Is there an association between father presence ar father-son relationship quality during
adolescence and patterns o~ family formation during adtrlthood ?

Furstenberg focused on the effects of father presence and fathex-son closenes~ during
adolescence on the fertiiity pat~ems and fathering behavioz af yaung adult males . He was
primarily interested in wheth.er patterns af fertility and noz~i~volvement are repraduced
intergenerationally . Furstenberg's research involved inte~rvier~vs with young, African American
males who were the offspring of a sample of women in Baltimore studied since #hey became teen
mathers in the mid-1960s . The young adult males provided information on bath their biological
fathers and stepfathers, inc~uding mothers' partners, regard .ing the quantity and quality of father-
son interact~ons during childhood and mid-adolesce~,ce . As dascribed in an eazlier section of this
re~ort, Furstenberg's indicataz of the quality of the father-son relationship was an ir~dex based on
items measuring the degree of ~ather-son closeness and the eactent ta which the son wanted to be
like his father when he reached adulthood .

By the 1996 interview, the young men were in their late twent ies . A fuli b5 percent
i~~ reported having at least ane child and 22 gercent had become fathers during their teen years .

' About 30 percent of ~the young fathers were residing with their child at tlie time of ~h .e interv iew .
, Furstenberg calculated the odds ratios of the young men becoming fathers by the ir late twenties,

~~ and his preliminary findings suggest the impvrtance of the presence of bio~og ical fathers .
Compared ta young rnales who resided w ith their biological fathers thro~gh adolescence , young

i~ males who had not lived with a father for rxxore than five years and those wha lived with thei r
fatl~er for a longer period but not into adolescence were twice as likely to have had a child.
However, the presence of a stepfather ev~n into znid-adolescence had no significant effect on th e

'~ outcome . Tn furt.her support of these init ial findings, Furstenberg noted that he was not able to
test the association between co-residenee patterns and teen fatherhood because none of the youn g
males who resided with their biological father and only one who experienced the ongoin g

1 j presence of a stepfather through mid-adolescence had become a father before age 20 , whereas
about 22 percent of males with sporadic or no fathering had become teen fathers .
As Brooks-Gunn noted during tlxe discussion segment , sporadic fathez ~a~ng may be a disruptive

~ influence in the lives of children a.nd adolescents , and stepfather involvement is a key factor i n
~`-~ the study of nonresident father invo~vement.

'' AFnong young males who were fathers by thetr late twenties , those who resided with their
'~ biolagical father were sign ificantly mare fikely to be l iving with their owm children. Growing up
:~ with a stepfather in the home also increased the likelihood that these young men would live with
F~ their chiidzen, but the effeet was not significant . Furstenberg analyzed r ~vhether the qual ity of the

father-son relationship modified the association between father presence and the timing of the
~; son ' s first birth or the assoc iation between father presence and the son 's co-residence with hi s
', ~ child . He found that the fath~r-son relationship measure had no effect on either association . Tn

ather words, closeness to the biologica~ or stepfather ne ither reduces nor increases ~tl~e risk of
, r

._ 1
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r~ what Furstenberg tezmed "irresponsible fatherhaod" for young men whose fathers resided in the
home or young males whose fathers lived elsewhere duri.ng their youth. Similazly, he found that

~~ the quality of the mather-son relatianship d id not modify the findings for father presence .
► ~ Wendel~ Prirx~us remarked that these findings need to be xeplicated, but it appears that biaiogical

fathers are especially important for teens . In othez wazds , biology matters, althougl~ how and
~ why remains to be determined .~

Furstenberg investigated other possible reasons far the effects of father presence an late r
r~ family formation, but the answers remain elusive . For example, analyses showed tilat while
~` inc~icators of the family's economic well-being during c~ildhood and adolescence were predictiv e
,~ ofthe birth timi~.g and co-residence outcomes, these indxcators af material resources did no t

account for the influence af father presence . Additionally, Fuxstenberg constructed an index o f_,
mother-reported items related to paternal influence and childrearing collaboration and foian~ tha t

~ r nane of the items separately or conn.bined predicted the family formation autcomes or modifie d
,. ~ the effects of father presence .

Is father involvement associated with health risk behaviors among adolescents ?

Hazris presented ~ery preliminary findings based on youth-reported data from ~the
AdaIescent Health Survey . She examined whether fa~ni~y structure or father invalvement were
associated with nine heath risk factors aznong adolescents inclnding whetl~er adolescents had
ever had sex, smoked cigarettes, smoked marijuana, tried crack, run away from hoz~rie, driven
while intoxicated (DWI), been high an drugs in school, been in a fight, or considered suicide .
Overall, her preliminary bivariate findings for fa~nily structure consistently show tha~ adolascen#s
who live with both biolagical pazents are less likely than adolescents in the remaining six family
fortns to engage in health risk beha.viors . In contrast, youth living in single father fatnilies az~d
those living in other nonparental family forms consistently were more likely to engage in the
selected risk behaviors.

Hazris created an indicator of Y~igh father involvement by combining the optimal
`t ~ categaries of faur n~easures : one or more shared activ~ities with the father, very or extremel y

close to father, no conflict aver behaviar, ta .lked about two or more topics with father. To

observe whether high father involvement rnay mitigate the association between family structur e

~ and health risk behaviars, she analyzed proportions for adolescents with highly involved father s
~~ versus othez fathers across family st~uctures far ever had sex, smoked marij~ana, run away fro m

home, and DWI. A consistent pattern emerged . Across family smactures and outcomes, youth
~ who have highly involved fathers are less likely to engage in health risk behaviors . Adolescents

who have highly involved fathers in two-parent biological families have the lowest 3evels of risk .
~ Although high fathe3r involvement in the other family structuares is never associated with risk

levels below #hose of adolescents with highly invalved fathers in two-parent bzological fami~ies ,
"` high involvement in other family structures is associated vvith risk levels below the average fo r
g all adolescents in turo-parent biological families . Harris stressecl tlae need for cautian in
~ interpreting her findings, em~phasizing that they are preliminary, unweaghted, descriptive, an d

n~ostly bivaziate .
f
;
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!
k Father Involvement and Outcomes for Fat6ers

As reflected by the preceding sections of th is report, most authozs a~.dressed the major
car~ference tl~eme by examining the effects of father involvement an child vu~comes. However,
some research suggests that fathers themselves may benefit from remaining involved in the lives
of their children. During a discussion segrnent, Rabert Willis noted that a~ew studies find a
causal effect of chi ldren on the earnings capacity of inen and hypothesize that rnen who become
disconziected from their children may lose their incentive to wor~C. Lerman and Sorensen
explored a related question .

Is fathers' involvement with their nonmarital chilciren assaciated with fathers' earnings?

Lerman and Sorensen described their preliminary findings based on aata from the NLSY .
~ ~ To analyze the assaciation between father involvement and the father's subsequent earnings, they

created six dumniy variables for father invplvernent including visited less than once per month ,
v isited one to three tirnes per month , visited a~ least once per week , lived with the chi~d but not

[ ? the mo#her, not matried but lived with the chi ld and the mother, and married and lived with the
l b child and the mather; no ~visitatian in the past year was the reference category . In their

mul~.ivariate regression analyses , the dependent variable was father°s eaanings after the observe d
' visitation period , and the independenf variables were personal characteristics such as ~ather' s
• age , race/ethnicity , ~evel af education, and math and verbal test scores . In addi.tion , Lenman and

Sorensen estimated regression equations that controlled for prior earnxngs and those that d id not
~~ control for prior earnings . Findings were similar with or without the inclusion of prior ea .rnings .

~

r According to Lerman and Sorensen, the highest earnings levels and gains aver pria r
~ ~ earnings were found among fathers who ;narried and lived with the mother and the nonmarita~

child. Similarly, fathers who cohabited with the mother and child outside of formal marriage hac ~
higher earnings than fathers who l ived with the child but not the mother and fathers in the three

~~ visitatian categories . However, fathers who visited at least once per week and fathers who live d
with the child but not the rnother had lower earn ings than fathers who visited less frequently, for

~~ instance, three times a month or less often . The authors suggested cautio~s interpretat ion of the
findings especially since the analyses do not aceaunt for fathers ' entire past involvement with
thheir children . As they noted, various processes may influence the assaciation between fathers '
earnings and their involv~ment . ~or example , clase involvement may motivate fathers to acquire

'~- valuable work experience that later results in higher earnings even when fathers become Ies s
involved wit~ their children. The speculated that an analysis of father invaivement over t ime

~ rnay reveal that consistent father involvement over the years ~ead s to higher earnings ar perhaps
' j no higher earnings than contemporaneous involvement .

~ 2
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~~ What do these findings s~ggest? : Wrap up and concluxiou session

' The final pa~nel was comprised of E~izabeth Peters of Cornell University, Wade Horn o f
x the National ~atherhood Initiative, and Nancy Hoi~, Advisor to Vice President Gore and

Consultant to the National Pez-~ormance Review. Peters began the segment by highlighting a fevv
,' af the prevailing themes of the conference. For instance, she pointed out that or~e salient query i s

~' how tio measure father invo~vement . Research shaws that fatlaer presence a,~d father absence ar e
nat adequate indicators of involvement ; in fact, measures of cl~iid care, activities, closeness ,

~~ money, provisioning, visitation, and custndy a .re only some of the many indicators of father
involvement. Overal~, existing data sources include some information abaut the nahue and

r quality of father-child interactions in intact families and far less detail about relationship s
[ i betwe~n nonresident fathers and their children, beyond child support and frequency of visitation .

Peters noted that a great deal can be learned from research an intact two-parent fami~ies, but it i s
~~ important not ta make generalizatior~s across family types or household structures . Father

invo~vement appears to vazy by, for instance, household structure and race/ethnicity, so includin g
interaction terams in data analysis is important t~ the study of fatlaer ~nvo~vernent. The

~ j relationship between the mother and father also appears to ~e important . In addztion, economic
~ support and nwrt~aring seem to be important separate~y as we~l as interactively .

Peters also pointed out that policy implications differ for intac~ . and nonintact families.
For exarnple, important poticies for intact, two-paren# families, such as those related to ch~1d care
and family leave provisians, shauld offer support for family and work roles . Among nonintact
families, perhaps palicy efforts shauld pzomote not only child support co~lection but a .tso more
d'uect father anvolvement . In an earlier discussion segment, Ed Pitt cautioned against asswning
that father involvement necessarily enhanees child outcomes. Peters also acknowledged that
father involvement is not necessarily good for the child in all cases . Policies and program
interventions should promote positive father involvement, perhaps during the divorce process ar
paternity establishment by facilitating comrnunication betweex~ parents and offering parents
assistar~ce to fnd ernployment and needed services .

~ ~ According to Wade Horn, there appear to be two major perspectives on father
involvement . The first suggests that fathers assume a uniqtze and iznpvrtant ro~e in tl~e Iives o f
their ch ilalren, and the second views fathers as an economic provider and a nonspecific second

( ~ pair of hands . Those wha adhere to the forrner perspective will seek poIic ies to involve the
~ ~ biological father and tlaose wha adhere to the latter will focus vn child support enfarcement an d

advocate substituting father figures or other caring adults for nonrasident biolagical fathers in
their children's lives . ~-Iorn questioned why it appears that fathers but not n r~others have ta prove

~ that #hey enhance the lives of the ir children . He also pointed aut that invoIvement is regarde d
differently for resident and noz~resa~ent fathers . The economic provider role is deemed salientr }

'' among nonresident fathers ; whereas among resident fathers, the ernphasis is on the time they
~~ s end with their children and the nurturance theP y provide rathex #han their economic provider
~ , role. He referred to this contrast as a double standard that researchers and polxcy makers need to
i ~ address . ~

~ i Ho ~rn noted that marriage was given relatively little attention in the research presented .
~} He asserted that maariage is the surest route to father involvement and that prior research show s

cohabit.ation to be a weak substitute for marriage . AdditiQnally, fathers who visit their children

_.. 1



~ !

6

Conference on Father Involvement: A Surrunary Report 3 '7

~ ~ monthly or even weekly are not as er~gaged in tlie lives of their children as are fathers who
coreside in the home . Accarding to Hdm, some researchers are o~ the verge of creatang a myth

( i that marriage does not ma .tter by suggesting that unmarried or divorced no ~raresident fathers will
I ~ maintain a high level of invalvexnent with their children .

Horn acknowledged the importance af examining the effects of father involveznent on
fathers as well as children . He proposed analyzing males' transition from boyhood to manhood
to gain insight into factors that may influence their desire or ability to assume paternal roles .
During a discussion segment early on, Ed Pitt stressed tl~e importance of detez7mining how to
prepare children to becozne paxents and boys to ~ecorne fath~rs in the context af diverse family
structures . Harr~ recommended the provision of rites of passage anc~ other prograzns to faciiita .te
the transition to rnanhood, quality education and em~loyment opportunities to offer alternatives
to early fatherhood or support fathering responsibiiities, and long-tenm policies that encourage
and sustain marriage .

Nancy Hoit began by stating that she was very glad to hear the word "love" surface i n
~ some of the conference presentations . She maintained that researchers sometimes lose the powe r

~. ~ and intimacy of father-~hild relationships in their effarts to quantify human inte~actions .
However, she recognized ~the importance of ineasuring and quantifying father involvement, and

;' commended the research cornmu~zity far taking on the task .

Hoit noted Vice President Gore's personal and pub~ic commitrnent to issues pertaining to
fathezs and families and deseribed recent ~athez-related activities, some of which brought
tagether civic Ieaders and polic~ officials . 5he posed the question of what the government can
do to address fathers' issues and referred to the need for new attitudes and assumptions about
fathezs . Hoit noted that one ~roactive agproach i .ncludes examinirig the existing body of
research. Community efforts also offer important insights . She referred to comrn~uuty programs
described during the Federal Staff Conference on Fatherhood ~ .eld an May 3, 1996 . 5everal
vignettes suggested that lflw-income fathers vuho were assisted in securing emplayment were
likely to reznain involved with their children . In fact, some propose that the biggest connector to
employment for a man, is his love for his child .

I~egarding research, Hoit emphasized the irnportance of finding underrepresented men
during data colleetion efforts and the irngartance of discussing the wide array of fa#hers and nat
just the extremes af poor, yn~ng, African-American fathers and older, middle-class, white
fathers . She alsa mentioned the need for rxfore information on the "really human part" of
fatherhood. Hoit thanked the reseaz~ch community for their hard wark and encouraged them to
far~e ahead . In closing, she noted that Vice Presiaent Gore always says, "Zf you're having
tro~ble figuring out why dads are important, just ask a ci~ild ."

r
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~ The Methodology Workshop

As described in the introduction to this regort, a three-hour workshop was held after the
conference on Saturday, October 12, 1996 . It was vrganized to provide a forurn for more in-
depth discussion of main~y methvdological issues related to the study of father involvernent . The
Methodology V~lortcshop consisted of two panels and time allottea for g~neral discussion among
the diverse gr~up af attendees . `Fhe first panel was comprised of Arland Thornton, Randal Day,
Bill Marsiglio, arzd Elizabeth Peters representing the discipIines of demography, family sci~nce,
sociologq, and ecanamics, respectively . The panelists referred to canference findings and
implications, affered new insights and recommendations, and initiated the general discussion that
followed their presentatioz~s .

During lus introduction to the Methodology Workshop, Jeff Evans explained that tl~e
confereuce in March 1497 represents a u~ique oppomulity to rapid~y i~nprove the research base
on fatherhood and male fertility by providing a viable plan of action . At this ti;ne, fath~rhaod
initiatives have bipartisan support . In fact, new federally supported da .ta initiatives are in
planning, and principal investigatars are willing ta cansider additions and revisions to national
surveys, such as the Panel Survey of Income Dynatnics (PSID), the 1997 National Longitudinal
Survey of Youth (NLSY97), the Eazly Childhood Longituc~inal Study (ECLS), and the Survey of
Program Dynarnics (SPD). Evans also noted ~that there may be a new broadly supported
fatherhood initiative introduced for the new millennium . He ernphasized the importance of
generating a set of sound research priorities that draw on various disciplinary and methodological
approaches .

Father involvement as a complex praces s

Thornton initiated the firs~ panel's presentations by explaining thai fatherhaod is part of a
complex interrelated system tha# incluc~es multiple actors and muItiple d~ads . For example, there

~~ is the ~nother-father dyad which affects and is affec#ed by children, grandparents, stepparents ,
neighborhoods, etcetera . Thomtan emphasized the importance of studying the key parts of the

[ system and how they are intenelated. As he and many workshop participants nated, to da so
~~ effechvely, multiple respondents are necessary. Thornton also asserted that researchexs must

learn how to measure obscure constructs related to whax motivates motherhood az~d fathexhood
~ and what produces or diszupts bonds between members of dyads. Additionally, values, attitudes ,

-~ religiosity, and concepts like love and altruism are important to the stud~ of fathers and ~amilies .

I~ Similarly, Day pointed out that it is impartant to capture and maintain the complex ities
` that exist in the real world . Simplistic coding schemes can reduce rich data to the level vf nearl y
~ , meaningless stereotypes . Like Thamton, he referred to James Garbarino's dinner speech which
' : ineluded a discussion of spirituaL ity and the deep inner value attached to fathering. Concepts lik e
` ` genezosity , love, soul, and caring are salient, yet seemingly elusive, factors in the study of
~€ fathers, farnilies, and relationships . Tn addition, Day noted that large data bases tend to omi t
~ ~ constructs that are critical to the study of interactions between pare~€ts and children, including

distance regulation, intrusiveness, supervision, and znonitoring .
f~
~ ; Referring to findings fram th~ Conference on ~ 'ather Involvement, Peters noted that th e

many di.znensions of father involvemen~, including znoney, time , and psychological inputs , are, ~
~~
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~ ` not fully captured i~y investigators . Various projects and surve~s incorporate indicators of father
involvem .ent, but they do not thoroughly integrate thern, so many quest ions rernain. Peters

? pointe~ out that father involvement appears to vaty by fa .enily structure, but additional research
~ f Is needed to deternline the common and unique types of involvement and factors that influence

invalvement acrass intact and nonintact fa~nily fozms . For instance, the quality of th e
~ relationship between the mother and father appeazs be associated w ith the nature and degree of

~ ' both res iden# an .d nonresident father involvement .

Additionally, althaugh the father's provider role is a salient tl3eme in general little is
knowzi about the association betvveen household income and, for instance , child well-being
outcomes . Accarding to Peters , research presented at a recent poverty conference suggests that
money is innportant to child well-being for specific ch i~d autcvmes a# specific ages . But, exactly
how and why money matters is still unclEar . A missing link appears to be information on how
household income is spent . However, even the Consumer Expenditure Survey provides little
infornzation on how money is spent on children . Peters asserted ~hat both income and
expenditure patterns a .re important to child well-be ~i zig . There are important unanswered
questions regazding how household income is spenE , whether mothers ana fathers spend money
an children different~y, and whether differing spending pattems affect child well-being .

Appraaches to the study of fathers

T13orntan painted out that many studies are saturated with dependent variables and lac k
important explanatory vasiab~es . He proposed a greater focus an process, causatian arx d

~ expIanation, which necessitates the inclusion vf additianal explanatory or predictor variables .
~ Thornton also emphasized the irnportance of integrating process and methods, noting Barr y

~ ~ Hewlett's recommendation that researchers begin to do "transdisciplinary" work . Researchers
too often work in isolation ; however, the transdisciplinary aggroach offsets this tendency by

~ requiring collaboration across disciplines . Thomton recoinmended additional multi-metho d
~~ projects that integrate observatiox~al and et .~nographic approaches with large-scale survey

designs . Similarly, Day cited the need for nnt~.ti-level, multidimensional reseazch to attempt to
( unravel eacisting complexities . Marsiglia asserted that an impartant decision is whether tc ~
l 1 undertake one or two comprehensive or focused projects or many small projects .

~ Marsiglio outlined several fundamental considerations pertaining to the study of fathers .
-~ Far instance, defming ~athers is an irnportant first step, and Marsigliv suggested that the

definition ext~nd beyond biological fathers to include social fathers, such as step fa~hers ,
~ adoptive fathers, and the mother's partner. In many cases, biologica). fathers Iive outside the
° home and their children are influenced by the males who reside with the children and assume

fathering roles. Marsiglio also suggested that topical areas of importance for the fatherhaad
~ r worlcing groups are, for instance, biological resident fa~thers, biological nonresident fathers ,
~` stepfathers, single bioIogical fathers, and young unwed fathers .

i~ He nated that researchers must address timing issues related to whether studies on fathers
begin at the birth of their child, during pregnancy , prior to pregnancy, ar whenever it is passible

~ to invalve tlaem . He recommended approaches that begin before men become fathers an d
~ inearporate nnaie life course issues , especxally as they vary across cultures . Important issues

include how males evolve over the~r life course in general and relate to school, work , and ather, ~

_._l
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~ ~ institutio~s; male pat~ tnering in sexual relationships and how this relates ~to other life trajectories
including their parentir~g role; and how father-child relationships develop and change over tirne .

Survey design issue s

~ T i~e genetic desi~. When the general discussion began, Christine Bachrach pointed out that th e
~ intergenerational effects af how fathers beha~e have recei~ed only modest attention even though ,

for example, geneticall~-based similarities may affect child outcomes . Ther~fore, ;nformativ e
[~ research in this area should inciude genetic measures to thoroughly account for the influence a f
~ genetic variations on the outcomes of int .erest . Mindful of the con~roversial nature pf the subject ,
~ Sachrach explained that genetic approaches do not have to lead ta theories of genetic

[~ determinism. Marsiglio noted thaC sociabiological research represents an important yet
undervalued axea that is often either dism.issed or misinterpreted .

As an example of available data for tY~e genetic approach, Bachrach referred ta the
Adolescent Health Survey, which includes fraternal and identical twins and fiili atid half siblangs .
Thornton noted that the nature versus nurture debate has become very complex and the evidence
for gen~tic effeots is so compelling that it may be necessary to pursue reseazch beyand twin
studies. Sandra Hofferth suggested that this type of research may have to be part of smaller
designs embedded within larger studies . At the very least, surveys should obtain accurate detail
on relationships, such as biological versus step siblings azid ~ili versus half siblings .

Longer versus larger sur~veys . Greg Duncan referred to the Survey af Program Dynamics
(SPD) regarding the possibility of appending additianal father-related items ta e~cisting surveys .
He pointed out that the SPD will require about two haurs to complete ; however, respondents are
generaliy cooperative because famrly members like to taJk about family issues. Duncan
ackzaowledged that the survey is expensive but noted that most researchers would chaose a long
survey over a laiger sample . In fact, the cost of lengthening a survey is less thax~ the cost of
adding households. The aver-samp~ing of strategic populations can ensure representativeness
even when the sample size is limited to a less than ideal number. Hawever, Freya Sonenstein
asserted that halving the sample size may be a problem for sainpling sozne subgroups .
Additionally, James Sweet pointed out that ov~r-sampling specific groups may not mee~ the
needs of researchers since all issues cannot be anticipated in advance of data collection . Vaughn
Call suggested that sampling strategies are not problematic if the questions to be addressed in the
surveys are known prior to maki.ng decisions ai~out sample design .

~ The unit of analysis. Ron Mincy pointed out that several da .ta coliection efforts are under way;
but, as long as the family and househald are the unit of analysis, researchers will lack importan t

, Q information. The individual sl~ould be tl~e un it of analysis and the facus of dat~ . collection
'~ effa~ts. Surveys should ~e dESigne~ . to find ar~d fvllow men regardless of their household status
`-~ or attachment . According to Sonenstein , the working group on Male Fertility and Family
~~ Forrnation recagnizes the problems associated ~with celiance on household sampling frames ,
~ ~ when so many men are incarcerated or in the military . Hafferth explained that, in the P~ID ,

males are foll ~owed even into prison for follow~up interviews . In the 1990's, the PSID
r t implemented data collection strategies to folloxu rnen after mar ital disruption . Greg Duncan
~~, noted that botki the PSID and the Survey of Income and Prograrn Pa .rticipation (SIPP) attempt to
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C~ follow incfivide~als in families that separate, but the response rate is lower among these
individuals .

~
~ The selection of survey topic s

~ Setting grioritfes. Recog~izing present budget constraints, Ron Mincy emphasized the
# importance of setting priorities for survey topics . I~ristin Moore poin#ed out that the National

Longitudinal Survey of Yautk~ {NLSY) has made great progress in de~veloping content that link s
` family pracesses with labar nnarket factors, but the problem is tttat many patential items had t o
Y be cut frorn the survey. As Jeanne Griffith noted, respondEnts Iike to azlswer family-related
~ questions, but recen.tly-pasted legislation restricts questionna .~re content. Fox instance, the

~~ Grassly Amendment stipulates that interviewers cannot ask cl~ildren about seven sensit~ve areas .
In fact, a rec~nt survey cauld not include an item that asks childxen whether or not they live with

~ their father. Griffith reconamended that when the social science researchers propose specifi c
C~ survey items, they prepare to explain why the data. aze necessary .

Developing a ma~e templafe. There was general consensus amang partic ipants that much of
what we know about fathers comes from askin,g mothers, but we r~eed to ask fath~rs directly . Jeff
Evans referred to the use of the "female template" ta siudy males and asked participants ho w
they would develop a rnale tempiate. Rorz Henry recommended asking men what their goals are
for their children. Andrea Beller acknowledged the importance of determining what fathers do
that differs frorn what mathers do .

Hofferth suggested that researchers deve~op topics on fathering from the perspective of
quantity versus qezality of time spent ~vith children . In a related comment, Henry pointed out that
zn.en's relatianship to work limits their time with their children, but as children reach adolescence
they too become busy with various activities . Therefore, the quantity of time children spend with
their parez~ts becomes less important than ather issu~s .

Waldo Jahnson described his experience interview ing fathers in Chicago for a small-
scale study. He d iscovered that many of the orig inal survey items were more appropriate fox
mothers than fathers, After his team revised the instrument to reflect issues of interest to fathers,
the young men became more wi lling ta partic ipate and gave more coxnplete responses . Donna
Cochran referred ta focus groups she conducted w ith African ~ American men, where she asked
them an apen-ended quest ion about how they learned to parent . The fathers appreciated the
opportunity to express themselves and provided very full and cand id accounts .

Peters suggested the involvement of focus groups and ethnographers ear3y on to design
questions . Henry pointed out that there are hundreds of inen's groups who couId hefp
researchers gain access to rnen and develop appropriate questions . Chris Bachrach agreed that
qualitative methods can enhance survey development but emphasized the importance of using
rigorous methods . For instance, if foc~s group sessians include volunteers frozn motivated men's
groups, it would be necessary to provide balance by involving men recruited from other sources .

~
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`~ The four working graups

l Four working groups have been fozxxied to deve~op specific recammendations on how t o
~ ; improve federal data on fathers and male fertility . Each working group is comprised of expe~t s

from academia, government, and the private sector . The second panei consisted of the co-cha~r
~ of the ~owr working groups, each of whom provided an overview of their group's tasks an d
~ activitzes associated with the March conference .

~~ The panel was moc~erated by Linda Mellgren, co-chair of the working group o .n Targets of
Qpportunities and Trade-Offs, which is chazged with the task of integrating and prioritazing the

~ zecomimendations that are presented at the Marck~ cozaference . Mellgren's introduction to the
~ a session included four relevant lessans leam.ed a decade ago during the implementatioz~ of a pi~a t

survey of absent parents . First, policy makers and potential funders must view the cost s
~ associated with the research endeavor as worthwhile . The pilot study team ~iiscovered that it wa s

~~ possible to locate absent fathers, but overall efForts were at least three times as cast~y a s
expected. In tius case, the value of exte~ding the investigation beyond the ~ilot phase was na t

1 deemed warth the expense. Second, there shauld be a mechanism in place, like the Interagenc y
~_1 Fonun, to facilitate cansensus building across agez~cies . During the pilot study, the variou s

agencies withfn the sponsoring federal department lacked coordination and eooperation . Thixd, it
' is important to make the connection between policy and research . In this case, the study reveale d

~= a clear c~aismatch between policy and research goals: policy makers wanted to inerease the
efFectiveness of child support enforcement tools or methods, while researchers were mos t

7 interested in leaming more about why fathers fa.ited to pay s~pport . Fourth, there may be a lag
~ time between current research findings and the understanding of policy makers. In other words ,
~ sometimes research does not become important to policy makers until nr~onths or years after th e

~~ findings are released. The pilat survey af absent fathers was conducted a decade ago, but its
content and findings aze relevant to policy discussions #oday .

Chris Bachrach, co-chair of the working graup an male fan~zily formation and fertility,
stressed the importance af Iearning how and why males becorti~ fathers in ozder to fully
understand fathering . Notions of what ~t takes to be a father afFect fertility-related behavior, and
when and under what circumstances fatherhood occurs affect how men act as fathez~s . The
working group is addressing issues of bvth male and female fertility and examining factors that
~ead to cohabitation, marriage, separation, and marital dissolution . They intend to re~iew
existing research ar~d data on male fertility and unian fornnation ; identify gaps in existing data,
knawledge, and theory ; and identify the types of data that must be collected to address research
gaps . According to Bachrach, sorne of t1~e research gaps appear to be in the area of fertility
among rnen in the~r twenties or older, fertility within non.marita! partnerships, and theory
development. In fact, working group members have noted a lack of vocabulary to discuss and
describe male ferti~ity in contrast to an extensive vacabulary pertaining to female fertility .

f~ Bachrach also l~;ighlighted a few methodological issues that are relevant to all fou r
~ ; work~ing groups. For instance , resea~ rchers rnust address the fundar~ental issues of how t o~_~

rneasuxe fert iIity and other related factars ; how to reach men and gain theu cooperation ; how tu
~ analyze data and address select ivity effects related to study participation; and how ta rnodel

~~; dyadic grocesses, such as th~ status of male-female relationships aver time .

~
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~
~ ~ Jeff Evans, co-chair of the working group on conceptual izing male parenting,

explained that h is working group is seeking new ways of conceptualizing fathers in surveys and
2 otY~er data collection efforts . The multidisc~plinary team is cha~rged with identifying both the

~ ; short-term and long-term opportuni#ies for improving data on male parenting . Their work
proceeds from the presumpt ian that resea .rchers are asking the wzong questions and , in fact, are

~~ not ~et certain ofthe correct questions to ask . Evans noted that some researchers are motivate d
to know more about the association between father involvement and child well-being, while
others are interested in the study of fathers far the sake of fathers themselves . The working
group has identified five focal areas of father ~nvo~vement : motivatian, provisianing (provi~der
rbles), time use, struct~ara~ barriers, and famiiy pzocesses . Their working paper will define father
involvement; summarize research in the five identafied ax~eas of father involvement; assess
existing information from available data sets ; identi.fy the cvnnection between father invoavement
and govemment; and provide recommendations .

~~ The warking group on the methodoiogy of survey research on fathers will exanune the
various approaches available for enro~ling and retaining men in stuaies and for better obtaining

~ inforiz3ation from them onc~ ti~ey are in irhe study. Jeanne Griffith, co chair of the working
~_ ~ group, explained that the three fundamental issues are how to find fathers, how to convince the m

to participate in the research endeavor, and determin ;,~g the most appropriate questions to ask
` fatl~ers. C3ri~th noted the need to delve into substantive issues abaut fathering and male fertilit y
l in order ta propose appropriate research methods. The working g~roup has discussed whether

their focus should be nonresident fathers and decided to include all fathers to facilitat e
' comparisons across graups. They are thinking most about fathers in relation ta children. Griffith

~' emphasized the importance of thinking broadly about i5sues because short-term alic uestion sP Y q
1 are ephemeral and new data collection effarts will not be in the field far years. However, she

[~ also pointed aut that there are opport~.nities for additions and supplements to current data
collection effarts .

Mellgren explained that the woxking group on targets of opportunities and tzade-affs will
compose a viable plan of action based on the synthesized and prioritized recommendations of the
other working groups . They will present the plan of actian to the Interagency Forum duxing their
meeting in July, 1997 .

Evans concluded the Methodology Workshop by encouraging participants to maintain
their resolve to place fathers at the forefront of the research agenda .

t
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~ ~ The following list contains the nan r ~es and affiliatzons of participants whose comments are reflected in the
precedin~ s3unmary of the Methodology Workshop .

Christine Bachrach, National institute of Chi1d Health and Human Development
Andrea Beller, University of Tllinoi s
Vaughan Call, Brigham I~oung University

Donna Cochran, Wayne State University
Randat Day, Washingtan State Flniversity
Greg Duncan, Northwestern University
V. Jeffery Evans, National Institute of Child Health and Huma~t Development
Jeanne Griffith, National Center for Education Statistic s
Ron Henry, Men's Health Networlt
Sandra Hofferth, Ut~iversity of Michigan
Watdo rohnson, University of Chicago
William Marsiglio, University of Florid a
Linda Mellgren, Department of Health and Human Services
Ron Mincy, The Ford Faundation

Kristin Moore, Child Trenas, Tnc .
H. Elizabeth Peters, Cornell University
Freya Sonens#ein, The Urban Institate
Jamas Sweet, University of Wisconsin
Arland Thamton, University of Michiga n
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APPENDIX
List of Gonference Paper s

Session I: An Intraduction

Father involvement : Thevretical perspectives from economics
Robert J . Will is , University of Michigan

Fathers' involvement with minor children : Sociolagical themes
WilIiam Marsiglio, University of Florid a

Futher involvement : A developmental psyehological perspective
Rass D. Parke, University of Califoznia, Riversid e

Culture and sex: Anthropolagical perspectives on father invoZvement
Barry S . Hewlett , Washington State Uni~ers ity

Session II: Xnvolvement in Intact Familie s

Sibling resemblance in behavioral and cognitzve outcomes: ?'he rvle offather presence
Zay Teachman, Washington State University
Randal Day, Washington, State University
Karen Ca.rver, University of North Carolina
Vaughn Call, Brigham Young University
Ifathleen Paasch, Washington State Universit y

Fathers as provzders of child care
Susan Averett, La~ayette Gollege
Lisa A. Gennetian, Cornell University
H. Elizabeth Peters, Cornell University

Fathers' activities and children's attainments
~ Greg J~ . Duncan, Northwestern Universiiy

[~ Martha Hili , University of Michigan
Jean Yeung, Universi.ty of Michigan

Session I~i : Unmarriec~ Fathers

Father involvement with their nonmarital children : Patterns, determinants, and effects on their
earnings
Robert Lerman, The Urban Institute
Elaine Sorensen, The Ur~an Institute

Nanresrdent father i~zvolvement among yourzg children in families on welfare
;' ~ Angela Dungee tr̀reene, Cha.ld Trends , Inc .
~-~ Kristin Anderson Maore , Child Trends , Inc .
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~ ~ Contrihutions of ahsent fathers to chzld well-being: Impact vf child support dollars c~nd father-
~ child contact

[,s Laura M. Argys, Universi#y uf Colorado, Denver
H . Elizabeth Peters, Cornell Universi t y

~ Jeanne Brooks-Gunn, Teachers College, Columbia Univers ity
~ ; Judith R. Smith, Teachers Caliege, Cal~ambia University

Session I'V. Father's ~nvolvement After Marital D isso~ution - I

The single father family: Recent trends in demographic, economic, and public transfer use
characteristics
Brett V. Brown, Child Trends

The impact of divarce, remarriage, artd mariral qualidy on the ~elationships beiween parerits and
their children

~ Terri L . ~rbuch, University of Michigan
~ Arland Thornton, University af Michigan
~ Jennifer Cancio, University of Mich igan

Irivoiving,f'athers in the post-divorce farrcily
Sanford L. Braver, Arizona State University
William A. Griffin, Arizona State University

Session V. Father's Involvement After Marital Dissolution - I I

l- i IVonresidential ~arents ' economic ties to children : New evidence fram the Panel Study of Incom e
Dynamics

~ Pamela 3. Smack, Uni~ersity of Michigan
~~ Wendy D. Manning, Bawl ing Green State University

Father by lativ: Effects ofjoint legal custody on nonresident futhers' involvement with children
Ju~ith A. Se~tzer, University of Wisconsin-Madison

Session VI. Fathers of Children at Risk

African American fathers in low- income, urban families : Development and behavior of their 3-
year-ald children ~
Maureen M. Black, University of Maryland ~chool of Medicine
Howard Dubowitz, University of Maryland Schoo~ of Medicine
Raymond H. Starr, Jr., University of Maryland Baltamore Co~ant y

Intergenerational transmission affathering roles in at riskfamilies
~'rank F . Furstenberg, Jr ., University of Peiu~sy~vania

f~ The impact af family structure and ,father involvement on risk behavior among adolescents
~' ~athleen Mullan Harris , University af Narth Caroi ina at Chap~l H ill
. ,
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