His-stories: Young, non-residential, African American fatheri@pating in a responsible
fatherhood program: A hermeneutic inquiry

by

Gregory Suni Childs

A dissertation submitted to the graduate faculty

in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of

DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY

Major: Family and Consumer Sciences Education

Program of Study Committee:
Robert H. Bosselman, Co-Major Professor
Steven B. Garasky, Co-Major Professor

Cheryl Farr
Carole Makela
Jennifer Margrett
Penny Ralston

lowa State University
Ames, lowa

2012



DEDICATION

This dissertation is dedicated to the “dream team”, my dissertation committe
Thank you so very much for guiding me down this incredible path to knowing.
My boys the “Z’s”.
The Five Fathers
My dear friend Ms. Mangus



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LIST OF TABLES

............................................................................................ vi
LIST OF FIGURES. ... oottt e e e e e e e e ee e eenen a2 WV
AB S T R A C T e e e e e e e viii
CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION. ... ottt i e e et et e e e e e e ennees 1

Statement of the Problem....... ... 2,
PUIPOSE Of STUY ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e i
RESEAICh QUESTIONS. ... ittt e e e e e e e e e e 3
ST 0T 0] (0] 1
[T 1= 0T O

Researcher’s Subijectivity

Rationale for STUY.........ouie i e e e e 7.
SIgNIficaNCe Of STUAY ... ..o e e 00O
IMPOITANT TRIMS ...t e e e e e e e et et et e e eaeens 10
CHAPTER TWO: REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE. ..ot 14
Theoretical Framework: Billingsley’s African American Familydl.................... 14

The African American Family Defined..................ccociiiiiiiiiiienenen. ... 16

Forces That Shape The African American Family..............cccooovoiiiiann .. 16..
Historical Perspective: African American Fatherhood (Slavery-1970)............... 17...
The Young Non-Residential Father...............coiiiii e, 20
Inter-parental Conflicts Gatekeeping/Babymama................cooovviieiennns 20..
Overview of Responsible Fatherhood Programs (Initiative)..............c.ccoeeenee. 21..
LAY L= f ST ESR D= o [0 ) 21
Father's Matter... ... ..o e e e 0000 22
A FIEld EVOIVES. .. ... 24
Related RESEAICH. ... e e e 25
B[] 0= Y7 37

CHAPTER THREE: METHODOLOGY ....cciiiiiiiiiiii i e 39



Theoretical Framework: Phenomenology (HEermeneutic)..........cceevevvvveveeiiiiiciiiei e 40
LAY g o TS =T 0 1o .4 [T T ] (o o Y2 40
Heideggerian (Interpretive) Phenomenology...........ccooveiiiiiiiiii i 42
The Co-Researchers The PartiCipantS..........ovve it iin i e 43
(0 To =T [ = 44
Methodical STrUCTUIE..........oi i e e e 45
ANALYSIS Of DALA. ... ettt e e e e e e e 46
Validity/Quality CONEIOL...... oo e e e e 49
Ethical CoNSIAEratioNS. ... ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e 50
Contribution to KNOWIEAQE........ou i e e 51
CHAPTER FOUR: RESULT S i i e e e e e e e e e e e e 52
Narrative DESCHPIIONS. .. ...ttt e e e e e e et e e e e e ea e oo 53
L 55
NP 56
e 57
N e e e e e e e e 58
T 59
Family, Community, and Society: Common Lived-World Experiences.................... 60
Fatherlessness: Mama KNOWS BeSt..........ccuvvii i e 61
My Babymama: Inter-Parental Conflict...................cooiiiiiiiiii il 67
Making It: Self-Efficacy.........ccooe i 13
Help Wanted: Underemployment/Unemployment..............cccoooviii i iennn. 78
Wanting To Be a Good Father: The Provider/Role Model............................. 81
SUMIMAIY ... e et e e et e et e e e e e e r et et eae ee e e e e a e e e aaeeaeas 84
CHAPTER FIVE: DISCUSSION . ..ottt e s e e e e e e e e ee e 85
Highlight of the Common “Lived-World” EXPeriences...........ccocvve e iie e e veniennnnn 85
Implications for PraCtitioNerS..........ou i it e e e e e e 90

(10 011 7= 11 T0) o 1 T

Future Research

CONCIUSION . . e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e



APPENDIX A: Letter of Informed CONSENt......ccovui i e e
APPENDIX B: Interview Protocol
B-1 Interview Protocol Past-Life CircumstanCes.......cccocovviiiiiiiiiiiicie e e
B-2 Interview Protocol Current-Life Circumstances............covvvvvviiiieinevenenenn.
B-3 Interview Protocol Future-Life Circumstances
APPENDIX C: Interview Data Sheet

APPENDIX D: Demographic Data



Vi

LIST OF TABLES

Table 1Participants’ Personal and Familial Data..............ccooov i

Table 2 Master List Of TREMES ...

Table 3 Themes That Answered and or Addressed Research Questions



vii

LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1 Billingsley’s African American Family Model...............coooo i,



viii

ABSTRACT

Childs, Suni Gregory. Ph.D., lowa State University, May 2012. His-storaes1g{ hon-
residential, African American fathers participating in a resgd@s$athernood program: A
hermeneutic inquiry. Major Professors: Robert H. Bosselman and Steve Bkyara

In America, 26 percent of all children live within a single parent household theadsed
by a female. Of that number, two-thirds of African American childremaveborn into single-
mother households. The purpose of this Phenomenological (Hermeneutic) study was tb conduc
in-depth hermeneutical interviews with a selected group of young AfAinserican fathers, who
have or are currently participating in one of two Responsible Fatherhood Progtamg!ive
western New York area. They were: 1. *Great Starts (Only For Fa@negsam) and, 2.
*Positive, Outcomes, for Parents, who are Self-Sufficient, or P.O.P.S.. The P.O.Pr&nprog
receives funding from the targeted area’s Department of Social &sand Great Starts
receives funding from New York State Office of Children and Family Sesvidde goal of this
research was to conduct a chronology of their life-world experiences whiakdedcéxploring,
their “past”, “present”, and “future” life-changing circumstances asuatref participating
within a Responsible Fatherhood Program. This was achieved by using individuaéimsetwi
uncover common lived-world experiences of these young African Americanddilies, as it
related to their future life-circumstances, post-program, and in their one. Results
uncovered five common “lived-world "experiences or themes: (a) FatheekesdMama Knows
Best; (b) My Babymama: Inter-parental conflict; (c) MakingSilf-Efficacy; (d) Help Wanted:
underemployment/ unemployment; and, (e) Wanting To Be a Good Father: The proMader/r

model.



For the practitioner and professional within the field of Family and Consumerc8cie
working with fathers, this research might provide a new lens by which to dediwéces to
young fathers. For example, they could advocate for co-parenting casaegaduation
requirement and part of custody arrangement within the family court sy€temover, the
practitioner can promote father friendly services and educate the public orptt fathers

have on the well-being of children.

* Pseudonyms were used for each program



CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

“There is another measure of the damage of fatherlessness, one with which you may identify
immediately. You see, it's actually impossible for a father to be truly absent; part & him i
always there. But in the fatherless home, he has given up his right to represent himself, and he
often gets translated into a ghost, or a haunting spirit, or some would say a demon. No statistic
can adequately measure the amount of pain caused by an absent father”.
-Ken R. Canfield, Ph. D., (1992, p. 225)
In America, 26 percent of all children live within a single parent househdldésthaaded
by a female (National Fatherhood Leadership Group [NFLG], 2009a). Of that numde
thirds of African American children are now born into single-mother householdsrillat
Urban League [NUL], 2007). At least 18,450 of these children live in the targarcasd area,
and close to two-thirds of these children live within two major zip code areas.dixtgto the
U.S. Census Bureau’s 2008 “American Community Survey Report,” these two zip eade ar
represent major “pockets”, where children are born into poverty within westerry biex.
These numbers are overwhelming and the consequences are inexcusablkl(@88fe pp.
224-227; Davis, Jenkins & Hunt, 2007, p. 254).
The research is explicitly clear in that children who have access to bothicablogrents
are less likely to live in a state of abject poverty (National Center foefaand Families
[NCOFF], 2000; National Fatherhood Initiative [NFI], 2008; NFLG, 2009c; NUL, 2007).
Moreover, these trends pose a significant threat to African Americaneshilthe African

American community, and to our nation Morehouse Research Institute & Inffitiemerican

Values [MRI & IAV], 1999; NUL, 2007).



There is compelling evidence that children raised by single paremsadjg do not fare
as well as children raised by two parents. According to the U.S. Depadfidealth and
Human Services (U.S. DHHS) (2004), fatherless children are twice asttkel

1. Fare poorly in academic achievement;

2. Display early signs of delinquent behavior; and

3. Not graduate from high school.

There is currently a national movement to assist non-residential fatHszer parent
their children. The Obama administrations, as well as the previous three prakident
administrations, have made marriage promotion a high priority on their social policy
agendas (NFLG, 2009a). A host of public and privately run marriage promotion and enrichment
organizations, serving primarily to educate suburban populations, are now beiregld¢alist
deliver marriage support services to poor and minority communities. Out of nitexes/es is
the “Responsible Fatherhood Programs” (RFP). One of the goals of RFRdsite the level of
cases of non-payment for child-support clogging the family court systentyMi Pouncy,
2002). In addition, another goal of RFP is designed to change the negative consenfuences
fatherlessness in the lives of children. The hope is that young fathers wibgpagrtin these
programs will become responsible parents and meaningful father figures (pp/ 369

Statement of the Problem

To date, very little is known about the impact of RFP with respect to the particibants
serve, both on the local and national levels; this, in light of the fact that these B dgnaen
been in existence for nearly three decades (Anderson, Kohler, & Letiecq, 2002;&inc

Pouncy, 2002; Tamis-LeMonda & Cabrera, 2002; The Lewin Group, 1997; U.S. Government



Accountability Office (GAQO) 2008). Moreover, the “major” programs or laigeetfmediaries”
have been, and continue to be, heavily funded on both state and federal levels (GAO, 2008). Itis
imperative that new measures, both qualitatively and quantitatively, be echpbogapture the
participants’ perceptions and behaviors with respect to responsible fatheangattempt to
gain an understanding on how fathers are making meaning of their experiertcadapg
their future life circumstances (Roggman, Fitzgerald, Bradley, &d2a2002), these measures
must be in place, particularly, at the local level to justify future RFRtimes under limited
funding climates.
Purpose of Study
According to the NFLG Issue Brief #5 (2009c), “...policies and programs for fadhdrs
their families must be race-informed and should be assessed for their equitadatt,” (p. 3).
Therefore, in an attempt to explicitly understand how young, non-residentisaiAAmerican
fathers are making meaning of their past, current, and future life cirawsastas a result of
participating in a RFP, the purpose of this study was to give voice to a population of individua
we rarely hear from (Anderson et al., 2002; Jordan-Zachery, 2009; Kiselica, 2008; Young
2004). To this end, this was an opportunity to hear from a selected group of young, non-
residential, African American fathers participating in such programs.d;l@&ngas not a
program evaluation or an assessment.
Research Questions (RQ)
This research includes three “Grand Tour” questions (i.e., guiding questtcGaglin
& Scott, 2003), that are few and general. The three questions the researcheeki@s to
answer are as follows:

1. What life-changing circumstances led these fathers to seek theesevt/ic RFP?



2. What are the perceived expectations/outcomes these fathersohgam tas a result of
participating in such programs?
3. How do these fathers envision their futures as a result of participating in sB¢h RF

Assumptions
1. This researcher would have access to the participants in one of the RFP.
2. The perceptions of success for the participants were different from those ofRhe RF
funders.
3. Trustworthiness would be developed among this researcher and participardggrasti
will be open, honest, and available for interviews.

4. Restorying of participants narratives will be accurate.

Limitations
This researcher had only one year to complete this study.
Application of findings would be limited to the target research area.

Study was limited to young, non-residential African American fathges 48-25.

0N

Participants had a child living in one of the targeted zip code areas.

The Researcher’s Subjectivity

This researcher entered this process with a certain set of preconceptidrigsas.
Laverty (2003) refers to this orientation as one’s “history” (p. 24). The dds&a history in
relation to the phenomenon under study includes his personal experiences growthgngsfa
and his educational and professional experiences as they relate to the phenomendondynder s
This researcher shares the viewpoint of Dudley (2007), “...biological fathers who deenon li
a daily basis with their children have a unique role, potential or real, to plagimgréheir
children by virtue of their inherent biological connection to their children.” (p. Mddeover,
this researcher embraces the “Seven Core Learning” (discussed highchapter) advocated by
the National Center for Fathers & Families (NCOFF, 2000). Consequgnslyesearcher is

unable to “bracket” his history in relationship to the phenomenon under study, which is why he



has chosen to employ a hermeneutic phenomenology as the preferred methddglpgieeh.
In support of this stance, Lopez and Willis (2004) statbe“technique of bracketing, as
described by descriptive phenomenologist, is inconsistent and questionable within a hecmeneut
approach.” (p. 730). Furthermore, according to Heidegger (trans1962) (the creator of this
approach), nothing can be encountered without reference to a person’s background
understanding (p. 25). A detailed discussion of phenomenology is presented within Chapter
Three. To this end, this researcher acknowledges the fact that he is an advathy®ung
fathers regardless of their race, ethnicity, and social economic status.
His-Story The Researcher

For the past four years this researcher has been on a quest to understand, help, and most
importantly, study the plight of urban young fathers. Ironically, this intereslved as a result of
this researcher losing his job as a Family and Consumer Sciences eduitatothe&iwestern
New York public school system in 2005. Preferring not to seek employment within the
surrounding school districts, he accepted a position with a parenting education pfegram
provided case management and home visiting opportunities to primarily young, low-come
mothers. His goal was to gain experience in the area of case managdmnebnvould enable
him to seek employment within the county social services department, which wadeitill
within the realms of Family and Consumer Sciences.

Six months into the position, on a cold February night, this researcher sat in fitoait of
television exhausted from a full day of home visiting. In a near state of sesgiousness,
while “channel-surfing,” he stumbled across the premier episode of a proagtked “My Life
as A Child” on Turner Broadcasting Network’s Total Learning ChanrgC{TThe program

took a phenomenological approach by allowing children between the ages of 7-Lthtortel



life stories in their own voice while filming. The title of this premier egesswas called “Hoops
& Hurdles”. This episode began with an angelic African American seven-yeahitddhamed,
Joshua Bynum. In his neighborhood, Joshua was looking out of his bedroom window. Joshua
began to articulate in such an adult-like fashion his shamefulness of being éathedevhat he
would do if he had his father in his life. Although Joshua was only seven at the time, he was
speaking a language so many adult fatherless individuals could relate to, bdérenty discuss
within the confines of a therapist. Initially, this researcher felt thdtu#owas being prepped.
However, the more he listened to Joshua’s story, the more he realized no child Jaghua’s
could possibly remember such lines. Moreover, Joshua, who spoke with such passion, made it
clear he needed his biological father. Interestingly, and contrary to popuédy beshua was not
“male-deprived”. Quite the contrary, he had quite a few men in his life (esgedther and
males at the community center, where he often went to play).

Needless to say, Joshua’s story resonated within this researcher. Joshu&ings ma
public the shame this researcher had tried to conceal for years, the slgameing-up
fatherless during his teen years, a critical period in his life.

This researcher’s father was killed during a botched robbery on Christrea$%5.
This was the year in which he wanted to have the “talk” with his father regangiriggays” of
the world and what it meant to be a “man”. Regretfully, this researcher bpdrgtter part of his
teen years in a state of anger and confusion, and certainly at risk to ¢te §toetunately, with
the help of his high school’'s Family and Consumer Sciences teacher (Magléapand his
junior and senior high Guidance Counselor (Mrs. Gold), he was able to envision a future tha
extended beyond “street life”. Unfortunately, however, he spent most of his youhgesdsl

struggling with those internal demons that impact on one’s well-being;\ckedrtect



consequence of growing up fatherless; of which, Canfield (1992) eloquently and [(RQ@D&Y
unapologetically articulate.

To conclude, shortly after the airing of “My Life as A Child”, this researapproached
the parenting program administrator with a proposal to incorporate a “fegheamponent to
the existing program offering. The administrator was impressed and agrssd this
researcher to Washington, D C to train under Dr. Jeffery Johnson, president and CEO of the
National Center for Strategic Nonprofit Planning and Community Leage{SRCL). Dr.
Johnson co-authored the curriculum “Working with Young Fathers”, which is used in most
demonstration projects within the fatherhood field (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002).

Once trained, this researcher immediately began making contact withhathan
service organizations, as well as major fatherhood initiatives within nueseav York.
Unfortunately, this researcher’'s immediate supervisor felt uncomfortathiehis researcher
“heading- up” such a major initiative under the current program offerings aatkdran
environment that became unproductive for this researcher, causing him to resigty. Shor
thereafter, this researcher was admitted to lowa State Univeisayigdy and Consumer Science
Educational Leadership Academy doctoral program, whereby he is cypargling his
research interests, young fathers who are participating in a RFR wigstern New York.

Finally, upon completing his education, this researcher plans to operate a RFP within
western New York, which will serve all young fathers.

Rationale for Study

We are at a crossroad in fatherhood research (Day & Lamb, 2004; Roggman et al., 2002).

Many gaps warrant inquiry, particularly, with regard to self-repooi® fihe father’'s perspective

(Day & Lamb, 2004, p. 3; Roggman et al., 2002; Tamis-LeMonda & Cabrera, 2002). There is a



strong need in the research to lend “voice” to the “voiceless” by providing a newgpauaidi
father-child interactions and solutions that are based upon practices that haverttial pote
decrease the state of fatherlessness (Marsiglio, 1995a). Moreover, inghrsehes's opinion,
and under the right conditions, fatherlessness must not be considered the defaulé aption (
particular, with respect to the family court system, who is responsible incames for custody
decisions) (Kiselica, 2008, pp. 171-174).

Finally, and most importantly; from the researcher’s perspective, wereeseveral
compelling reasons for conducting this study. To date, most of the research aithtcetiis
population has evolved from the mid west and particularly, from one researcheoysd©%0,
20044a, 2004b, 2010). Consequently, there was a need to examine young father’'s perceptions
from an east coast perspective. The target area is rated the third poorest iloth@a.

Bureau of Census, 2008), and it was critical that “voice” be given to this populatiohextfat
order that they might provide insight with regard to future program developmiéint this area.
As in previous studies and from a regional perspective, inter-parental comitichesmajor
barrier to responsible fathers (Schuerger, 2002; Sylvester & Reich, 2002). Howdhes, t
researcher’s knowledge, there has been no research evolving from this part of thetocount
either support or refute this topic.

Significance of Study

Research findings on the importance of non-residential fathers to the wellelb &gy
child (ren) are unmistakably significant (Blankenhorn, 1995; Dauvis et al, 2007, p. & Day
Lamb, 2004; Dudley & Stone, 2001; Kiselica, 2008; Lindsay, 1993; Marsiglio, 1995b; Marsiglio,
Roy & Fox, 2005; Morris, 2002; Mincy & Sylvester, 1994; Pitts, 2006; See, 2007). It is clear tha

children who live without contact with their biological fathers fare poorly in ecaéc



achievement, display early signs of delinquent behavior, and are lesgdikghduate from high
school (Clayton, Mincy, & Blankenhorn, 2003; Morehouse Research Institute & In&titute
American Values [MRI & IAV], 1999).
Over the past two decades, there has been a voluminous body of research devoted to the
plight of the non-residential father (Day & Lamb, 2004; Nelson, Clampet-Lundquisd,&
2002, p. 526). The most comprehensive to date is, “The Fragile Families and Child Mgellbei
Study” (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). Yet, as Nelson et al., (2002) surmise “...rebatitds is
known about them [African American fathers].” (p. 526). Moreover, Mincy and Pouncy (2002)
conclude that the primary clients (and direct benefactors) of this resgarghvernment
agencies (e.g., Office of Child Support Enforcement (OCSE) and foundatignd-¢ed
Foundation) (p. 566). For example, foundations such as the Ford were the primary funders of
RFP during the early stages of development and government support of RFP is dyretaeve
phenomenon. According to the NCOFF (2000) (Established to serve as a repository of best
practices and research) the research has illuminated the following:
1. Fathers’ care even if caring is not always shown in conventional ways.
2. Father’s presence matters in terms of economic well-being, social support,ldnd chi
development.
3. Joblessness is a major impediment to family formation and father involvement.
4. Many young fathers’ view paternity establishment and child support enfentem
activities as punitive.
5. Families often do not have the resources or desire to assist young fathezsrinng
better parents.

6. Many children are growing up in “fragile families”; they need ast¢edwo parents.
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7. Making the transition to being a committed parent is often incomplete and prollemati
for young fathers (The guiding assumption for this research).

Finally, there is a strong need to collect data directly from fathensdimg), but not
limited to, in-home biological fathers and/ or non-residential fathers (Day&b, 2004;
Roggman et al., 2002). Therefore, this study will add to the dearth of researcirtaatly
exists within the field of FCS. Ironically, a significant portion of the nesehas evolved from
Human Development and FCS Extension departments relating to young, non-asifléran
American fathers approaching and fulfilling their parenting role. Consélguthis study will
focus on how these young fathers envision their future “life-changing citanoes” as a result
of having participated in a RFP post- program activity, in their voices. For ttigipreer and
professional within the field of Family and Consumer Science working withréaties research
might provide a new lens by which to deliver services to young fathers. &woipéx they could
advocate for co-parenting classes as a graduation requirement and paddyf atrsngement
within the family court system. Moreover, the practitioner can promote fatedly services
and educate the public on the impact fathers have on the well-being of children.

Important Terms

1. Afrocentric Cultural Perspectivéolefi Kete Asante first coined this term in 1976; it

refers to a state of mind that empowers people of African descent to vievethesnss
“actors” in history rather than “objects”, in a non-European fashion (Asante, 1991;

Paschal, 2006; Schiele, 2000).

2. Babymama’s DramaSlang term used by “Hip-Hop Culture” to define the constructs of
gatekeeping. Further, Roy and Dyson (2005) describe it as the process otimegotia

between mother and father to secure, to restrict, and to define the fatheris toksr
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children’s lives. This definition will guild this research study and used integetadoty

with “gatekeeping”.

. Co-parenting A feature of the couple’s relationship that can occur when both parents are
together and when they are apart. “It is characterized by being low inctantli high in

both cooperation and support” (Jekielek, 2004, p. 94).

. GatekeepingA collection of beliefs and behaviors that inhibit a collaborative effort
between men and women in family work (Allen & Alan, 1999; Brent, Kelly, Bost,
Vaughn, & Korth, 2005; Roy & Dyson, 2005). Gatekeeping and “Babymama” will be
used interchangeably within this study.

. Interparental ConflictsThe degree of hostility, conflict, tension, and disagreement that is

present when parents negotiate parenting roles (Jekielek, 2004).

. Life-Changing Circumstancétife changing” circumstances is being conceptualized to

include but not limited to: social, economical, and educational occurring eversitiea
the potential to elevate or hinder one’s path to self- reliance as a resporibiyie fa
(National Network for Family Resiliency, 1995).

. Live-away The non-resident parent; it will be used interchangeably within this study
(Anderson et al., 2002).

. Low-income Individuals who meet federal/state Temporary Assistance falyNee
Families (TANF) eligibility requirements (Roy, 2004a). For the purpdghis study, the
federal poverty guidelines will be used to determine income criteria. Theigesiale a
simplified version of the federal poverty thresholds. These guidelines are upeatd

and are used for administrative purposes. A low income father is being cofizedtaa
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fathers who are currently earning less than $14,439 per year (U.S. Departideattbf
and Human Services, 2010).

9. Non-residentParent who does not live in the same household as their child (U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, 2004).

10. Parenting PlanVoluntary agreement made between parents concerning the parenting
arrangements for their child. It is recognized by the courts when signethtad] written
without threat, duress, or coercion (Dunn & Gittoes-Caesar, 2007).

11.Responsible Fatherin@@ased on consensus within the field of fatherhood, responsible

fathering means; (a) he establishes paternity; (b) he is presentifie thfehis child; (c)
he provides economic support; and (d) he collaborates and respects his child’s mother
(Doherty, Kouneski, & Erickson, 1996; Mincy & Pouncy, 2002; NFLG, 2009a).

12.Responsible Fatherhood PrografmResponsible Fatherhood Education program is one

that focuses on giving fathers the knowledge and skills to better understand their social,
cultural, economic, legal, and developmental impact on their children. Moreover, the
program teaches and encourages fathers to assume personal responsibility for their past,
current and future attitudes and behaviofst. J, Johnson (personal communication,
December, 2007).

13. Strength-Based Perspectivk focus on the capacities and resources of the individual,

family, and community for motivation to overcome challenges and adversitgciis is
on personal and community empowerment (See, 2007, p. 306) in contrast to a deficit
model.

14.Teen FatherMales who father children before reaching age 20 or, sometime, before

reaching 18 (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2004).
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15.Young FatherFor the purpose of this study, the sample will consist of fathers who are

18-25 years of age.
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CHAPTER TWO
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE
Introduction

The goal of this review of the literature was to tease ousubstantive information that
will assist in the support of answering the research questitiesgdestions were: (1) What life-
changing circumstances led these fathers to seek the seofi@ RFP?; (2) What are the
perceived expectations/outcomes these fathers hope to gain sidtatearticipating in such
programs?; and, (3) How do these fathers envision their future aslaafparticipating in such
programs? These questions are designed to explicitly understandthlese young, non-
residential, African American fathers are making meanindeir tpast, current and future life
circumstances as a result of participating in a RFP.

Hence, the objective of this review of the literature wasltpd{scuss the rationale for
employing a bioecological approach; (2) center the African Asarrfather within a historical
context; (3) provide a brief overview of the challenges this populatces with regard to
fatherhood; (4) discuss the evolution of the fatherhood field; and, (5Wwesgecific research
that addresses the phenomenon under study.

Theoretical Framework: Billingsley African American Family Mbde

The Billingsley (1992) African American Family Model (BAAFMyas used as a guide
in the data analysis of this study (see figure 1). The reserarelied on this framework as the
guiding lens to help explain the “lived-experiences” of the gpigeints. The BAAFM is merely
an extension of Bronfenbrenner's (1979) Ecological Framework (JulionssGrBarclay-
McLaughlin, & Fogg, 2007, p. 597), which has its roots within the field timalerpins the

discipline of Family and Consumer Sciences (FCS) (White & Klein, 2008, pp. 263-265).
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Figure 1

Billingsley African American Family Model

Macrosystem

Exosystem

Parents’
Work
Environ-
ments

Economic
System

From: “Climbing Jocabs Ladder: The Enduring Legacy of African-Anaerieamilies,”
by A. Billingsley, 1992, p. 77. Copyright 1992 by Simon and Schuster. Adapted with
permission of the publisher.

The difference between Billingsley and Bronfenbrenner's madeise notion of time,
specifically, in reference to the notion of historical time, Whiwas conceived first by
Billingsley (1968) and later added by Bronfenbrenner in (1989) (Whikdegn, 2008, p. 259).
Moreover, as mentioned, any discussion related to the African gamefamily (in this case,
African American males) needs a framework that assessdsstiogical, as well as the many

societal factors, affecting this population (NFLG, 2009c; McAdoo, 19%3hally, consistent
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with Bronfenbrenner’s framework, the child (in this case, the indivjdsatonsidered in the
context of the larger social environment, including those of theyathe community, and the
society (Littlejohn-Blacke & Darling, 1993, p. 461; McAdoo, 1993). Brabfenner argues that
behavior is a function of the interaction of the person’s traits aritiesbwith the environment
(B=f[PE]), B=Behavior, f=function, P=traits/abilities, and E=eomment (White & Klein, 2008,
p. 258).
The African American Family Defined

According to Billingsley (1992) the African American familydgfined as “an intimate
association of person of persons of African descent who are redateé tanother by a variety of
means, including blood, marriage, formal adoption, informal adoption, aaplpyopriation;
sustained by a history of common residence in America; and demplgdeled in a network of
social structures both internal and external to itself” (p.28)inBgley further defines the
African American family in regard to its structures and aers there composition to be
common within the African American community: nuclear, extended,augmented families.
The nuclear family consists of married couples, with or withoutdddl or unmarried parents
living with their children (p. 40). Extended families include combiraaiifies of couples (p.
42). Augmented families include non-relatives living with nucleaextended families (p. 44).
The single parent particularly, the non-residential father is absenttfrese descriptions.

Forces That Shape the African American Family

Families are shaped by three major forces according to thd-BXp. 77). These forces
are: (1) African history and culture and their impact on familyettgoment; (2) contemporary
society, which is composed of government, private business, voluntamelgnous sectors that

influence the family; and, (3) contemporary family patterns whiehaffected by social class,
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family structure, demographic composition, and role functions. Each &¢ floeces and their
relationship to answering the research questions will be usetieaguiding lens to the
interpretive process; which will be further discussed in Chapter Four.

Historical Perspective: African American Fatherhood (Slavery-1970)

From a historical perspective, fatherhood in the African Amercanmunity has always
been marginalized in this country (McAdoo, 1998, p. 363). Hamer (2001) conthadetavery,
the Civil War, and Reconstruction all served to support the view olitiweed father (non-
residential). Moreover, any discourse on African American fatherhagd be viewed from this
perspective (Billingsly, 1994; Gutman, 1976; Hamer, 2001; Karenga, 1980;y,Mir994;
Paschal, 2006; Roy, 2004b; Roy & Dyson, 2010; Williams, 1990). Family fanmaias never
the intent of slavery. The purpose of slavery was simply to pravicentrolled source of cheap
labor. Although slaves did marry, family formation was not legdl @either parent(s) had rights
as parents for their offspring. It was understood by slave owhatsllowing slaves to marry
and breed ensured a steady supply of cheap labor and increased malpegyfHamer, 2001, p.
34); Gutman, 1976; Williams, 1990). These practices continued until the ReconstEretion

With their new found freedom, ex-slaves eagerly entered mariiahs by exercising
their constitutional rights (Clayton et al., 2003; Gutman, 1976). ThecakfriAmerican male
sought opportunities in every direction. They started businesses)edniol schools, and
purchased property. For a brief moment in this country’s histoey African American male
prospered. African American fathers were able to sign cont@acksvere legally responsible for
their wives and children. In 1890, 80 percent of African American households evepeised of
two parents (Franklin, 2003). An unwed parent was unthinkable during this p&fracin
Americans’ views toward family formation were in line witheir American Caucasian

counterparts. Yet, there was an underclass of African Amefjdaespoor unwed mother and
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father. Hamer (2001) and Williams (1990) found that the practice oueaging adult men and
women to have sexual relationships out of wedlock meant that everfragthom, unwed
fathers (non-residential) remain a prominent and steadfast édrrAfrican American life.
Moreover, Williams (1990) coined the name *“hit-and-run” fathering tculee this
phenomenon and philosophy of certain members within this population that evoived
slavery and continue to resonate (p. 38). Moreover, Majors and Bill&9?) refer to this
practice as “Black Masking” (pp. 54-67). Waller (2002) capturegs$isence of this practice. She
wrote, “...These men preferred to have sexual relationships with multiple woonesmain in
their own mother’s home, and to “play daddy”...”. “In this way, they reedithe benefits of
being a father without marrying the mother or assuming any real respongsifolit their
children.” (p. 44).

At the start of the twentieth century, African American mdéeed the ugly reality of
“Jim Crow”, which was perpetuated by the film “Birth of a Mat (1910) (Adams, 2001).
During this period, all African American boys and men were conéd with brutal forms of
social, physical, emotional, and political castrations, which have beero8talamaging and de-
humanizing aspect of post-slavery activity in this country.mAslavery and Reconstruction, and
throughout early decades of the twentieth century, poor Africarer&san unwed women
continued to utilize social networks, such as extended family f@mnsaand charitable relief
societies, to supplement the physical needs of their children {H&29@1). The notion of a
responsible and nurturing father from an African American persgeetias relegated to a
stereotyped monster characterized by terms such as “deadbgdtvdao were lazy, buffoonish,
drunken, and most importantly, irresponsible toward family financial afobigs (Hamer, 2001;

Gadsden & Smith, 1994; Williams, 1990). This image remained in the mindssifCaucasian
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Americans well into the late 1960s. To add to this, the provocativeyriMan Report” (1965),
which described the African American family as being a ‘fesm@f pathology” (Clayton et al.,
2003; Gutman, 1976), continued this negative portrayal of African Amefatmers. The
hypothesis of this report stated that African American famwiere forced into a matriarchal
formation during slavery. As a result, marriage was not a gbahis group of people.
Furthermore, the report stated that the African Americamlyastructure was “. out of line with
the rest of American society(Clayton et al., 2003, p. 14; Gutman, 1976). This negative
portrayal continued to marginalize African American fathei® show another side to the
negative images of black men as father, Marelene Perchinske {ir@38nts photo essays and
brief biological sketches of African American men as fatheh® were confident and nurturing.
In addition, the purpose of Gutman’s (1976he Black Family in Slavery and Freedom: 1750-
1925”, was to refute Moynihan’s thesis (pp. xvii-xxviii). For Africaim&rican men, a mental
and physical castration occurred; there was no use for themtlaereport became public.
Unwed mothers on welfare often were denied benefits if sowakers even suspected the
presence of a male cohabitating within the households (Gordon, 1994, pp. 29299 dtice
changed under welfare reform. However, this was the beginnirge aloincept of “underground
fathering,” which is a practice many unwed fathers choose liaeutoday (Morton, 2007).
Unfortunately, it has devastating effects on poor children and contineésycle of poverty”.
Clayton argues in the booKl'he Truly Disadvantaged(William, 1987) that male joblessness
since 1970 accounts for a large percentage of unwed households in itten Admerican
community. The passing of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Women'&itRilylovement, the

Men’s Movement, and the increase in divorce rates among all ettmipsgyin America initiated
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a change in the “thinking” of fatherhood across all social, econonaodl racial backgrounds
(Mincy & Pouncy, 2002).
The Young Non-Residential African American Father

The young nonresidential, African American father faces numerbalenges (Hamer,
2002; See, 2007; Mazza, 2002 & Paschal, 2006; NFLG, 2009c). The researchsfiadn
unmistakably consistent on the plight of the young African Ameriestmef. According to the
NFLG, an emerging think-tank of practitioners and scholars whoadwuecating for the
“strengthening” of the “American family” through strong Hat involvement (2009a). This
organization has identified three core challenges facing this gmpylél) the lack of economic
opportunities; these young fathers need training and education invaneéas will provide them
with the skills they need to secure employment so they can primidbemselves and their
children. They also need employment that can provide the necessitieensure an adequate
source of income (see Appendix C for a comparison of the diggaotiemployment by race)
(NFLG, 2009c; NUL, 2007); (2) social support from the community; incluéangilly members,
mentors, friends, community organizations, and home visiting progrards(3 services and
supports; including quality health care, housing assistance ffandadble childcare (Danziger &

Radin, 1990; Edin, Lundquist-Clampet, Nelson 2000; Waller, 2002).

Inter-parental Conflicts (Gatekeeping/’Babymama”)

In addition to the above-mentioned challenges facing this population, a growing body of
research has indicated these fathers face an additional challendejrwbiges their ability to
negotiate relationships at the micro-level within their immediate ewalogystem. This
additional challenge is between the young father and young mother, andresdrédeas “Inter-

parental Conflict” (Roy & Dyson, 2005). An inter-parental conflict is the aqunesece of
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“gatekeeping” or “Babymama” for this study. They are the communicatiensity levels by
which fathers and mothers navigate their co-parenting parental rolesl¢@eR004; Schuerger,
2002). Danziger and Radin (1990) conducted a study on the beliefs of welfare red¢geeant
mother’s via a telephone survey. They delineated father’s involvement to in(dlee
mother’s assessment of the quality of the father-child relationship; (2)vérsity of chores
fathers are engaged in (i.e., feeding, dressing and playing); (8xtin& to which the mother
discussed the child with the father; and, (4) the mother’s overall perception okhes @l
responsible father. These four predictors are in line with current findings on thefleve
involvement relating to the non-residential father (see Brent et al., 200&Eh&&eMore 2000;
and Marsiglio, 1995b).

Overview of Responsible Fatherhood Programs (Initiative)

Where is Daddy?

The history of the evolution of the fatherhood field is well documented (see Mincy &
Pouncy, 2002, for the most comprehensive overview to date). Consequently, the purpose of this
section is merely to provide an overview that will assist in our basic understandmeg of t
phenomenon in regard to answering the research questions.

In the United States, we can trace back the social phenomenormefidasness (i.e.,
which is not specific to the plight of the African Americath&x) beginning with the turbulent
1960s. During this period, both men and women began to question the rolesekdése While
women were stepping outside their traditional roles, men wepenigrinto their inner selves,
resulting in the debunking of the romanticized nuclear family (e.npther and father along
with 2.5 children) (Goldberg, 1987; Steinem, 1992; Berkeley, 1999). Duringirtresanother

social phenomenon occurred, the increase in the divorce and illegitimges (Mincy &
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Pouncy, 2002). For African Americans, the family was in crisigde. According to the
“Moynihan Report”, this population of families was viewed as adtes of pathology” (Clayton
et al., 2003; McAdoo, 1998; Majors & Billson, 1992, pp. 16-17). During the “let's make it right”
1970s, the rate of both divorce and illegitimacy reached signifiexels, resulting in public
discourse and scholarly inquiry (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). We can contrithéeescalating
divorce rate during this period with that of two groups; middle and uppile class men
advocating for changes in family law policy ( this result@dho-fault divorce, particularly as it
related to child support and custody issues (Doyle, R.E., 1970-1971, G. FeDtpoyle,
September 14, 1970; Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). As for the increase in illegiyimates, the post-
Johnson era “war on poverty,” and the social programs that follovesdributed to households
that were headed by women (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). The progranevdlve resulted in
policies and practices that prohibited fathers in the household (Daheaaty 1996); such as, the
Means Test and or the Work Test (Gordon, 1994, pp. 297-299). At the polaty dader the
Nixon Administration, the Office of Child Support Enforcement (OL%BSs created as a result
of Congress passing The 1974 Social Security Act. On the natioegl @ significant research
or programmatic activities occurred during this period directhatiregy to the impact of
fatherhood programs on the participants they serve (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002).

Father's Matter

During the 1980s & 1990s the flood gates were opened, resultingunaartsof research
from the academic community along with statements from theigadlielite, advocating the
importance of fathers in the lives of their children (see, Gold@eng, and Thorsen (2009) for a
detailed analysis of scholarship on fathering and fatherhood). Tkeagee was clear, the

American family was in danger and the absence of fathers livéiseof their children led to dire
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social consequences. Study after study confirmed the sociatatimhs of fatherlessness for
children and for the nation.

The research on the devastating consequences of fatherlessness prior to theci880s f
primarily on the absence of fathers and the relationship to teen antisd@sidrge.g., such as,
parental attachment and psychological adjustment). During the 1980s, the focused took a
“conceptual leap forward” (Day & Lamb, 2004, p. 6), by centering the father amdléiin
relationship to family life and child development. For example, McLanahan (1999) cahducte
longitudinal study spanning a ten year period, which included well over ten largetdata se
Noteworthy were The Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID); ThemMstLongitudinal
Survey of Youth (NLSY); The High School and Beyond Study (HSB); and The NationalySurve
of Families and Households (NSFH). She found that children who grow up apart from their
biological fathers were less likely to finish high school and attend collegenéreyless likely
to find and keep a steady job; and, more likely to become teen parents. Harper andhislicLana
(2004) employed an age-based event-history analysis to follow the life coutkdesicants
using data from the NLSY79. Noteworthy among the findings were: youths froar{avsent
families had a significantly higher risk of incarceration than those from mfattineer families;
and youths from stepparent families faced the highest incarceratiosskation, which might
further support the notion of involving the biological father in the lives of their children
whenever possible. Finally, Forste and Jarvis (2007) employed the father fagqgrsuch as
generative fathering) proposed by Doherty et al., (1996) to measure tienstigt between
father residence during adolescence and early paternity and residencyaagroang of young
men using data from the National Survey of Adolescent (Waves |, Ill). Rasdiltated living

with a father during adolescence reduces the odds of fatherhood at an early agengnaiitfiva
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biological father as teen increases the odds that young adult fathersiddlweth their
children.

Under the umbrella of these findings and the work of individual adescprogrammatic
activities began to emerge in pocket areas of the country. hxdable was the work of an
individual named Charles Ballard and the programmatic activibieshe Teen Fathers
Collaboration (TFC) (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). Charles Ballard is comsai¢he “father” of
RFP. He was among the first to employ the use of home asidsmentoring opportunities
within the homes of low-income families in his Cleveland neighborhoodhe TFC was
innovative in how the program provided an “employment” component to its pnogaac
activities; which today represents a major component in “model” RFP (Mirfeguncy, 2002).

A Field Evolves

The field itself can be divided into two distinct camps, one that advocates marriage
promotion (e.g., The Institute for Responsible Fatherhood and Family Revitaliz&FFR)
and one that advocates healthy co-parenting relationships (e.g., Natiorel fGeSBtrategic
Nonprofit Planning and Community Leadership; NPCL). These two camps can be sutihe
divided into three programmatic activities, pregnancy prevention, child supportemient, and
fathers’ involvement (e.g., father and child interaction (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002, p. 558)).

The 1990s witnessed the issue of “fatherlessness” moving up the ranks withcitie
policy network at the national level; which was fueled by the reports put out bgabdemic
community; especially the social scientist and behaviorist (e.g., fFamarapist and
Psychologist). During this period, family court systems across the UridezsSvere
experiencing a backlog of child support cases; resulting in hundreds of thousands ®f dollar

remaining owed to the system (Mincy & Pouncy, 2002). Under the Clinton admiistrati
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policy was enacted called the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity RationcAct
(PRWORA) (PL 104-193), which required women receiving public cash benefitatdydae
father of any child for which she received benefits (Doherty et al., 1992; Johesame, L&
Doolittle, 1999). The PRWORA made it possible for child support agencies to lochte a
demand payment from such fathers. During this period, the first government-spang@tve
was set in place. It was called the National Fatherhood Initiative @ administered by
Wade F. Horn. In 2002 the “Act” was further strengthened by former presidenteG&'oiBush
and his administrations. The initiative, called “Healthy Marriage”, masthorized in 2004.
These initiatives led to what is now known as Responsible Fatherhood Programarelhey
designed to encourage fathers’ involvement within the lives of their children evel8,|
physical, mental, and financial.

Currently, at the federal level, the most comprehensive pietegsfative amendment
activity to date is being considered that will amend Titleof\the Social Security Act, whereby
a dedicated source of funds at the federal level will be maaitable for each state to tap-into
for RFP regardless to program orientation (e.g., marriage pramotihealthy co-parenting); at
present, federal funding is available to marriage promotion progrdyn That amendment is
called: “The Julia Casons Responsible Fatherhood and Healthyidsaset of 2009” (H.R.
2979). (NFLG, 2010d).

Related Research on the Young African American fathers and Responsiblaé@iHerograms

To date, just a handful of studies exist that are related to thegpiopuhnd phenomenon
under study. The selection that follows will briefly discuss d@acfelationship to the research

guestions.
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Hendricks, Howard, and Caesar (1981) explored the help seekingidrebbwnwed
Black adolescent fathers. Albeit, their study did not diredadigress help seeking behavior as it
relates to fatherhood programs, the context in which their sasopight help is significant in
relationship to this current study. Employing a cross-sectiopptoach, 95 Black, unwed,
adolescent fathers living in three major urban cities, Tulsa, Oklal{@f)a Chicago, lllinois
(27), and Columbus, Ohio (48) were recruited from various teen parergewgcias: the
Margaret Hudson Program in Tulsa, the Arts of Living Institut€imcago, and the Bethune
Center for Unwed Parents in Columbus. Two open-ended questions wergousédthin
information on why these fathers sought help: In your opinion, and frbat you have seen
yourself, what are some of the problems you have faced as a faibheg?; And, With whom
would you go to first with a problem? Fifty-five percent indicatieeirt problems to fall within
the realms of relationships. These included problems with ther'&afaenily, not being able to
see his child, restriction of freedom and problems with his chitw¢her’'s family. As to the
second question, the results indicated overwhelmingly that thdsdaegardless to location
sought the advice from their mothers; no pattern could be ascertaimespects to friends or
community members. Implications indicated that agencies and irstguserving family
planning needs have a role to play in the alleviation of difficulties faced bgdpidation.

Fagan and Stevenson (1995) conducted a study using content analfggiasofjroup
activities of eight African American participants of a HeS8tart Program (Head Start is
considered the pioneer of father involvement, p. 29; Fagan & Stevenson,p20(#1). The
purpose of their paper was to describe a self-help group, called dglefeacher”, and to
describe the issues and themes the participants discussedseifthelp groups. By employing

an “empowerment perspective”, the eight participants felt rilaivant information could be
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gleamed that would offer solution to underutilized services offeyethd program. The authors
met with the eight highly engaged participants in 1993 to discussthied of the Philadelphia
Parent Child Centers first year evaluation. The men expretgedeed to develop support
groups that would be organized and led by men who had children attendipigpginem. Over
the course of 10 to 15 meetings, the men agreed to develop group leaskdlishgmd to plan all
facets of the self-help, e.g., this included objectives, potentialcalunm and recruitment
procedures. Four groups, each consisting of nine fathers (36), were cdndiuatg March and
April of 1993. All of the men who participated in the groups were Afridmerican, with
incomes ranging from $10,000 to $14, 999 per year, with an average 2§eyefirs. Only
fifteen (15) of the men at the time were employed.

Results indicated the following themes: (1), the men felt maliged (e.g., racism and
the media played a significant role in undermining their rotesathers); (2) developing the
capacity to have control over their own destinies; (3) definingning and value of being a
father; (4) to work collectively to resist oppressive so@akt; and, (5) developing the skills to
move forward. Implications, support current practices within model RFRip activities are
central, these groups provide an environment whereby individual'sthartate and empower
one another during times of crisis.

Kost (1997) conducted one of the first impact studies which examinedfférs of
educational, employment, and psychosocial support services on young fattimipating in a
college-based program in Buffalo, NY. “The Fathers’ Forever Pnagrarovided the
opportunity to study unwed fathers use of services. The samplesteahsif 120 fathers who
completed the program during September 1990 and June 1995. Participantsekee @ising

administrative data such as case records and services useditardetehether the participants
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were successfully at maintaining employment and attending sch86| &0, and 90 days after
program completion. The goals of the program were to meet the eserwexls of adolescent
fathers, with the primary goal being to promote the formation of a two-parevarkearound the
children of the enrolled fathers. In addition, four other goals werstifigel: to improve
academic preparedness for career development, to train youngs fath@b search and job
retentions skills, and to assist participant in becoming soethli» the work contract, and
facilitate permanent part-time or full-time placement.

The result indicated few demographic differences betweere thd®w completed the
program and those who did not. The average father who enrolled in the pregsaanever-
married, unemployed, African American who was 19 years of age ahare child, one year
old. Surprisingly, fathers who successfully completed the program mvere likely to have been
placed in an internship or to have received employment trainingntbesnthose who were not
successful. This program was funded under the New York State ddividi Youth and later
under the Office of Special Programs at Erie Community Col(Eg&C), it lacked adequate
funding and staff; the only paid staff member was the programtdirerho served as the sole
case-manager. The fact that only one person operated this prioglieates that a lavish budget
coupled with adequate personnel might not be a prerequisite for positive outcomes.

Roy (1999) employed multiple theoretical lenses (i.e., socialypditherhood identity)
along with an ecological perspective to examine the impact damgeteform on a group of
African American, low-income, single fathers. Forty (40) fatheh® were participating in a
community-based parenting program in Chicago. The program provideayanglt training
and placement, parenting classes, educational referrals, co-parentingingunealt mediation,

and clarification of new requirements under welfare reform (dentification of fathers, and
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paternity establishment). Over 400 fathers participated in thegmogwrith 99 percent of the
fathers African American, unemployed and looking for work, with an average ofifige.

Using life history interviews and a phenomenological approach, this researghdrthat
contrary to popular belief, these fathers welcomed the opportunity te gheir lived
experiences when given the opportunity to carefully explain theanmgs. Staff at the program
referred fathers who seemed committed to being involved with ¢hidren for the study. The
sample was divided into three cohorts, 35 years and older (15), 24-3hikét®), and 17-24
years old (10). Half of the sample was living in some form ofestdency. The interview
guestions focused on the father, child, and co-parent interactiony fahatigin, employment,
and education. Two questions addressed welfare reform polidieddave you established
paternity for your children? And, (2) Do you pay child support for your children?”

The result revealed three themes of paternal involvement. Fing,thaeefather’s rightful
claims to fatherhood, as defined by biological proof, which were stemgiwith efforts to be
involved, and establishment of legal paternity. Second, the father'ag@dinancial supporter;
which range from monthly child support to in-kind resources such as food or cloffhirg, the
father’'s experiences as caregiver and his access to his [einitting indicated that researchers
must be cognizant to the cultural and ethnicity of family foromst which ultimately might
influence policies.

Mazza (2002) conducted one of the first experimental studies that dtpa groups
of low-income, African American adolescent first-time fathgasticipating in an intervention
program designed to improve the father and child relationship. A snosdrajling technique
was employed to recruit sixty (60), urban African American abaet (16-18) first-time fathers

living in low-income neighborhoods of New York City. The teens warelomly assigned to
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one of two groups: experimental (30), and control (30). The mean dge father’s children at
the time of the study was 9.0 months. The purpose of the studyoveasltuate the impact of
individualized social work intervention. Each father in the experiahegroup was asked to
verbally list those areas in his life where he thought he would help. The control group of
fathers was given only weekly parenting skill training. At “Tirh& each participant was
measured on their current perceptions of themselves, of theireshilidheir children’s mothers,
their support systems, their ideas of fatherhood, and their goalsefduture. At “Time 27, the
participants were again asked the same questions. Over a sik peoidd, the fathers in the
experimental group far exceeded the fathers in the control group on a numbersof level

The results indicated that programs for young fathers that focysoonparenting skills
were ineffective. Statistically significant changes keswthe two groups related to employment
rate (97 percent for the experimental group and 31 percent footil group, and the quality
of their current relationship with their children at time 2 (77ceet for the experimental group
reported “excellent” or “good” while 50 percent for the control greggorted the same on this
variable). Finally, on the variable 10-Year Plan, the fathershe experimental group (90
percent) were able to develop long-range plans, while fathere inantrol group (50 percent)
were able to develop plans at “Time 2”). The most interestingblarassessed within this study
was the father’s ability to plan for their future. Most impotlg this is perhaps the only study to
date which assessed father’s perception of future aspirations as a resuitipigpiag in a RFP.

Fagan and Howard (2002) expanded upon their previous work (discussed wishin thi
section) by exploring the effects of an empowerment interveptiogram on Head Start fathers,
using an experimental, pretest/posttest design. The sample abrsisédl fathers or father

figures participating within a northeastern Head Start progd@&n The experimental group (19)
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and the control group (19) completed the post-treatment interview,domaletion rate of 90
percent. Two fathers dropped out and two fathers attended irreguldnty fathers in the
experimental group were required to attend six consecutive weekouy gctivities which
included the curriculum “Men as Teachers.” The curriculum consistesiikxainajor areas; (1)
The meaning and value of being a father; (2) The need to chall@wism in society; (3)
Obtaining control over one’s destiny; (4) The effect of draigs alcohol on parenting; (5) Ways
in which to instill healthy value on their children; and, (6) Positisxipline strategies. The
fathers in the control group were required to attend five consecwiaks of watching a
videotape series on parenting called “Parenting: An Attitude oH#weet.” Several instruments
were used to assess the father’s self-esteem (The Jacksamdbgy Inventory), the father’s
self-perceptions of their roles (Self-Perceptions of the PardRtde), the parent-child
relationship (The Parent as a Teacher Inventory), and the fattatudes and values regarding
socialization of children (The Scale of Racial Socialization).

The results on the variable self-esteem indicated a significemh effect for the
treatment group and a significant interactive effect for the treatmemp ¢py residential status of
the father. There was no main effect for treatment group therfa satisfaction with the
parenting role; however, there was a significant interacfifestefor treatment group based on
residential status. Finally, the father’s attitudes abouhiegaevealed a significant main effect
for the treatment group. The treatment group made significandlgtegr gains than did the
control group in their attitudes in regard to the teaching/learnimgeps. The results support the
notion of empowering-based practices, which have the potential tateb#nis population of

fathers.
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Anderson et al., (2002) used a hermeneutic phenomenological approach i#thofog s
groups to give voice to low-income fathers who were participatirg responsible fatherhood
program using a cultural-ecological framework as the primary lens. Tpesmiof the study was
to examine men'’s fathering experiences at the individual, f@méind contextual levels, as well
as their perspectives on the program in regard to services. Thectegaestions were: (1) What
is the meaning of fatherhood; (2) How did the program benefit theseanén(3) How would
the men like to see the program change? The ultimate godleo$tudy was to provide a
preliminary evaluation of the program services, including the berafdsimitations of such a
program as perceived by the participants; and to make recomnoersdadi the program that
were sensitive to the unique cultural experiences and needs ohdome fathers. Twenty
African American fathers (20) participated in four focusugps held during May and October
1999. The participants were at various stages of programtgatithin this urban east coast
program; eight (8) were at the entry level, five (5) wereenuly enrolled in the fathers’ groups,
and seven (7) were graduates of the program. The purpose of the pwegsatim help fathers
become more capable of financially supporting their children, namglkant with respects to
Child Support Enforcement, and more involved in their children’s lives agsveoole models
and nurturer. The program provided the following services; life gllhing, vocational and
career counseling, job readiness and placement assistance, aatl hmeatih counseling. The
fathers ranged in age from 17 to 48, with the mean age being 31s2 ed72 percent being in
their 20s. Most fathers were African American (95 percent), drfdthkers had their names on
their children’s birth certificates. Sixty percent of theh&as at the time were employed and

educationally, 65 percent had graduated from high school or obtained a GED.
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The results identified four general themes which descrifbednieaning of fatherhood for
this group of participants and what they perceived to be the beanafitdimitations of the
program. The themes for fatherhood were: (1). the participants’ mesmafribecoming fathers;
(2). their perceived individual relationships; and, contextual beradfitee program, (4). their
perceived barriers to remaining involved, and their suggestions for prognarovement.
Findings suggested a need for a comprehensive approach to addresgjtieeneeds of low-
income fathers that would include linking fatherhood programs to gddysnental health
initiative, parenting educational, and job training programs.

Buzi, Saleh, Weinman, and Smith (2004) employed thematic analysis® wieeds
assessment along with questionnaires to elicit participants’ expactati a program designed to
provide an array of health, social, and community services to stemtite father’s capacity to
function as responsible fathers. Fifty-four (54) urban African American, yduhgp(31) fathers
participated in the program. At in-take, 81 percent were ummdar80.4 percent were
unemployed, 66 percent had not completed high school, and the mean age wlzenl1®e
fathers became parents.

The program provided case management, as the case manag&d dicectly with the
fathers to determine their need for resources and develop plans tothoge needs (e.g.,
parenting responsibilities, relationship development, legal, educatamthlemployment). A
community coalition composed of several other human services organgatupported this
southwestern program. Two researchers independently analyzed the datarfpng@timemes.

The results of the thematic analysis regarding the particgpagkpectations and
perceived gains resulted in two categories: (1) Self-imprem¢rand (2) family improvement.

Self-Improvement according to the researchers reflected ther'fa desire to improve their
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personal life circumstances (e.g., finding employment and educajmals). Family
Improvement was defined as the father’'s needs and requestvices€e.g., which involved the
need for help with employment). Moreover, at intake, the majorithefather’'s (62.9 percent)
requested help with family-improvement (employment) and 37.0 pencEniested self-
improvement services. At follow-up, 57.3 percent reported gains innsptbvement, while,
46.3 percent indicated the program helped them with family-imprementhe results indicated
that young fathers want to provide for their children’s economid-lvahg, yet many face
additional challenges and need the services of organizationsathgtravide a healthy balance
between personal development and family responsibilities.

Roy (2004a) conducted a study to examine the contextual facterdD(deerty et al.,
1996, p. 24) on how a group of fathers experience and perceive locainenents (e.g., risky
physical and social spaces) in regard to how these fatheskopestrategies to enhance paternal
involvement. Using observation and life history interviews, this ethnograginly captures the
voices of low-income fathers participating in a responsible fatherhood programcagG. Forty
(40) low-income African American fathers agreed to paritgpn this study, ranging in age 17-
35. Fifteen (15) were between 35 years or older, fifteen (15) betmeeen 24 and 34, and ten
(10) were between 17 and 23 years of age. Twenty (20) wereendeff, and twenty (20) had
completed high school. Twenty (20) had been affiliated with localsgyaighe time of the study
only fifteen of the fathers were employed (38 percent), and yent (60 percent) were
unemployed, and ten (25 percent) were underemployed. Twenty-nine (72tp&vees never
married, five (13 percent) were married, and six (15 percent) were separdiecroed.

The results indicated certain ecological processes in locahberigoods which limited

the father’'s daily routines and shaped their roles as provides amgivess. This included
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poverty, gang activity, policing, and lack of opportunities for jabd education. Moreover, the
father’s perceptions of their ecological circumstances resulted indbeetoping “mental maps”
(e.g., mental pictures of areas not to venture into) of dangercemss ge.g., violent
neighborhoods). This impacted on how they related to their children. Finally, fatidemsoghers
used kin-work (e.g., their social interaction with family mempsetsategies to fulfill parenting
obligations under limited “three-block” zones of safe space foilyanteraction. The findings
indicated that fathering in low-income neighborhood posed signifiesigtand future research
must center these men/fathers within their unique contextual contexts.

Jordan-Zachery (2009) employed an interpretive phenomenologicaliartalgxamine a
group of African American fathers who had participated in a fatherlppogram along with
fathers who had not. Five (5) African American fathers wereuiteck from two northeastern
fatherhood programs, “Rays of Hope” or “Uplifing Men” progrdsive (5) were recruited from
the community at large and had not participated in any programmtéhesample for this study
was ten (10). The age ranges of the fathers were 25-58 witlvénage age being 41.5. One
father was 20, four were 30-36, two were between the age of 44 and 4Aremavére in the
age range of 52-58. Most of the fathers were teen parentstahéhef birth (17-19years). Their
children ages ranged from eighteen months to forty-one yeagedfl8-41). Five of the fathers
were married at least once and often to the mother of their diilege fathers were college
graduates, two completed some college, four completed high schoGED grogram. One did
not complete high school. Nine of the fathers were employed &imibeof the study. Three of
the fathers reported being middle-income and the others claimée tow-income. Several

reported a “legal history”.
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The results indicated three dominant themes along with severtiemles. The themes
were: (1). feelings of pride; (2). despair and gender diffedsrigdating to parenting; the impact
of both external and internal factors that influence paternalitumct; and, (3). the quest for
empowerment. Fatherhood initiatives must be designed to ensureethdtinction and behave
in such a way as to enhance the well-being of their children aneéquoerstly cure many of the
ills plaguing fatherless communities. Moreover, the fatherhood movespragressing on with
limited information regarding the very participants these programs serve.

Roy and Dyson (2010) employed constant comparative analysis to ekploréow-
income African American fathers conceptualize their understasdihguccessful manhood as a
result of participating in a responsible fatherhood program. Using prévicnlkected data from
two research projects regarding responsible fatherhood programs in two Egeommunities
in lllinois and Indiana, seventy-five (75) African American fathemerviews were used for this
analysis. The fathers varied in age, 47 percent (35) were 23 orgro@3gpercent (25) were 24-
34, and 20 percent (15) were 35 or older. A little over half of ttreefs were ex-offenders (56
percent, 42), with a similar proportion having completed high schogh¢B&&nt, 44). Aimost a
quarter of the fathers (23 percent, 17) were employed. 60 percettieofathers were
nonresidential (45) and were living with either their own mothergrandmother, and 8 (11
percent) were living on their own. Only 11 percent of the fathee wearried (8), 19 percent
were living sporadically with their child’ mother (14), and therage age of their children was
2.1 and 40 percent had children in multiple household (30).

The results indicated the following themes: (1). that young &friémerican fathers
strive for autonomy and mastery of their environment; (2). strastutinities emerge when men

aspired to autonomy and mastery without resources to achieve tbake (B). within
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unpredictable environments, everyday concerns over safety and fegpasfure to threatening
male peers led most fathers to construct a cocoon of sociaiasplanhd, (4). the promise of
alternative masculinity through fatherhood is problematic for iymstg fathers. RFP must help
young fathers focus on connectedness and recognition of their mudigiges (e.g., roles) that
encourage alternative versions of masculinity that are not lmespdority of fathers’ financial
provision.

Summary

Consistently, the research has indicated the unique challenges$ ibgclow-income
African American fathers. Most notably, these fathers askiag what most fathers need and
want, that is economic opportunities (e.g., employment), which can tteaa sense of
empowerment. Roy & Dyson (2010) asserBrdgrams that focus on connectedness and
recognition of multiple realities may encourage alternative versiomaasiculinity that are not
based on priority of fathers’ financial provisiqp. 152). Moreover, in order to more effectively
address the needs of low-income African American fathers,robmea and policymakers must
view fatherhood as a dynamic process with a lens toward those contextoias faee Doherty et
al., 1996, p. 24.) that are uniquely embedded within an individual's liferastances. This
includes the fathers (attitudes/behaviors) past, present, and f@iuresd. Johnson, personal
communication, December, 2007). Ultimately, their attitudes and bebkawith influence how
these fathers move in and out of the lives of their children (Jarrett, Roy, & Burton, 20@2).p.

Thus, in light of the above-mentioned, it is unambiguously cleaiirir@ider for young,
non-residential, low-income African American fathers to be sufideasd remain involved

within the lives of their children, they will benefit from thergices of a RFP that is individually
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tailored, rooted in a strength-based perspective, and fused wultueally sensitive-Afrocentric

lens (See, 2007; Jarrett et al., 2002, p. 222).
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CHAPTER THREE
METHODOLOGY
Introduction

This chapter discusses the procedures that were used to guidaitlyisvith respect to
answering the research questions. First, the researcheowilt on the theoretical framework
chosen by providing a brief overview regarding how the researcheeiyed the theory of
phenomenology as best suited for this study. The chapter then trangitionthe sample,
procedure, structure, issues of validity, analysis of data, and contributions to knowledge.

The research questions were: (1). What life-changing circunestded these fathers to
seek the services of a RFP?; (2). What are the perceivedtaumes/outcomes these fathers
hope to gain as a result of participating in RFP?; and, (3). thothese fathers envision their
future as a result of participating in RFP?

This hermeneutic (interpretive), phenomenological study was inforlmedMartin
Heidegger (1962) and tempered by Max Van Manen (1990, 1998), with thefgasihg in-
depth interviews to describe “what it is like” for five young iéém American fathers who are
participating in a RFP. Phenomenology was employed because its ¢oallow the researcher
to gain access to the “life-world” of individuals in order to apmteciand understand the
meaning of their experiences as it is lived or has been liveld@iv& Washington, 2004; Lopez
& Willis, 2004; Van Manen, 1990, 1998).

Finally, a phenomenological approach, coupled, with an ecological lengveascert
with the current Body of Knowledge (BOK) advocated by Nickolslet (2009). The current
BOK stresses a holistic perspective for professional peaclio this end, it meets the needs of

individuals and families across the life span within FCS. Moredthes hermeneutic approach
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was chosen over other qualitative traditions because of its ‘ibgigpotential (Wilson &
Washington, 2007, p. 63; Lopez & Willis, 2004, pp. 730-731), which is conceptuallyuemrgr
with a “Critical Science Approach” advocated by Brown andliRai (1979, p. 34) insofar as,
previous research has illuminated the need for this population ofdéthestrive for autonomy
and become master’s of their environments” (Roy & Dyson, 2010, p. 23). Therefsteopeful
these young fathers will begin to think about envisioning their futifiee circumstances
proactively rather than hopelessly coping with and acceptingdbe&nt life circumstances. In
so doing, the ultimate goal of being a lifetime loving and invohatler to their children might
be achieved.

Theoretical Framework: Phenomenology (Hermeneutic)

According to Creswell (2007), there are five methodological appreaeliin the
domain of qualitative research. They are: (1) Narrative Relseét) Phenomenology Research;
(3) Grounded Theory Research; (4) Ethnography; and, (5) Case Study Researitie purpose
of this study, the researcher has chosen Phenomenology (spsgifit&ineneutic) research as
the mode of inquiry. Moreover, phenomenology is considered a philosophy, titedore
framework, and methodological approach (Wilson & Washington, 2004, p. 63).

What is Phenomenology?

All five approaches of qualitative research involve some aspg@ttesfomenolog Each
seeks to understand and/or describe how either individuals and or grokgpsn@aning of the
lived experiencewith “symbolic interaction” embedded as the “given” theoreticamework
(Van Manen, 1990, 1998). Moreover, phenomenology is an inductive and desqripitess
(Wilson & Washington, 2007, p. 63; Pattern, 2008, p. 159). In addition, according to &@nM

(1990, 1998), at its core “Phenomenology is the study of the lifeworld-the world as we
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immediately experience it pre-reflectively rather than asoreeptualize, categorize, or reflect

on it". (1990, p. 9). Consequently, the researcher begins a study withoutegenge of
variables and hypotheses; these concepts simply evolve asdhechesvolves (Lopez & Willis,

2004, p.730; Van Manen, 1990, 1998; Creswell, 2007; Pattern, 2008). Furthermore, there are two
distinct approaches to phenomenology: Descriptive (Husserlian) angrétiee/ Hermeneutic
(Heideggerian) along with an emerging approach called “Gauami€Lopez & Willis, 2004;
Laverty, 2003; Fleming, Gaidys & Robb, 2003). Finally, according to \Wa#ed (2003) it is the
researcher’s responsibility to clearly articulate the philos@btprinciples which undergird the
approach employed (p. 512).

Hermeneutical, which means to interpret, is rooted in education r&flgctive pedagogy
and nursing) with emphasis onterpretingfindings from a linguistic (text included) perspective,
and the researchersubjectivityplays a pivotal role in the interpretation process (Laverty, 2003;
Whitehead, 2003; Lopez & Willis, 2004; Wilson & Washington, 2004; Van Manen, 1990).1998
In addition, phenomenological research involves getting tbetbgence”of a phenomenon, as it
is lived (Van Manen, 1990, 1998). This requires the researcher tofydedividuals or groups
of people who have experience with a phenomenon (referred to athes&archers”); and in
this case, the non-residential, African American, young fathedsdeectly asking them to give
their “take” on the phenomenon being studied. For the purpose of this stadgsearcher is
seeking to understand how these fathers are conceptualizingnfeke, meaning of and/or
understanding) their parenting aspirations, as a result of pattiy in a RFP Moreover,
phenomenology is descriptive in scope and utilizes the researdh@ngwn a constant state of
reflectivity) as the primary instrument to elicit credible and dependable ddigh has the

potential to be transferable to similar populations and settinga (Manen, 1990, 1998;
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Creswell, 2007). Finally, it is the researcher’'s responsibttityinterpret the participant’s
response(s) in such a fashion that ‘thesence”is revealed. Van Manen (1990) states,the.
research question always led back to the phenomerfpn29). Therefore, interpretation is
always an evolving process and a definitive interpretation is likely negsiiyp® (Laverty, 2003,
p. 25). The following section will discuss Heideggerian (Interpretive) phenomenology

Heideggerian (Interpretive) Phenomenology

Although not a formal student (rather a protégé’) of the Germahamettician Edmund
Husserl, considered the *“father” of phenomenology (Laverty, 2003), irMadteidegger
abandoned one of the core assumptions laid out by his mentor (p. 24). €hassomption
abandoned by Heidegger was in order to understand how individual's “makengieof their
“lived” circumstances, one would need to suspend prior knowledge by ynpla technique
called “Bracketing” (p. 23). Bracketing involves the researcher to appraaoén@menon as if it
was being experienced for the first time, with a “child-likender”. For Husserl, the “mind’ and
‘body” were separate, and it was possible for human-beingstép-taitside of themselves”.
Heidegger felt this technique was impossible and set out to corareiakernative to the “ways
of knowing” via this notion, that human beings could not separate the mindteimody. In
other words, as human-beings, we are consciously within the worlde@@gly, as human-
beings, we bring to the world our “pre-understanding’/“fore-structums;our history” to the
understanding and interpretation process (p. 24). According to Heidé&ggeunderstanding” is
not something a person can step outside of or put aside, as it is oondastalready being with
us in the world.” (p. 24). In support of this stance, Laverty (2003) wrot&€He researcher is
called, on an ongoing basis, to give considerable thought to their own experienc® and t

explicitly claim the ways in which their position or experienetates to the issues being
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researchedl (p. 28). Furthermore, Heidegger believed that through casual cotivesséhe
researcher could explicate “hidden meaning” embedded within the caftexeryday living
(Allan & Dixon, 2009, p. 865). He coined this “the taken for granted” or tHe-wWorld”
experiences. In addition, through the process of reflectivity, gzatics are able to describe the
“lived-world” experiences, which are those shared social/normaties, individuals and groups
receive and utilize to rationalize the “human condition”. Moreoveidegger claimed that to be
human was to interpret, and that every human encounter involves intiéoprétaverty, 2003).
Heidegger further believed, within the realms of the “lived-diodxperience therein lies the
“‘essence” of the phenomena (Whitehead, 2003; Lopez & Willis, 2004ertyav2003; Van
Manen, 1990, 1998). Interestingly, the “lived-world” experiences may or may nobinedgd in
reality for an individual or a group. Consequently, uncovering “cenés” and “falsities” are
not the objective. Rather, capturing a deep understanding of thepaentiie perspectives (using
his voice) and interpreting the finding in such a manner, to gaitigabapplication being the
ultimate goal within this form of inquiry. Baker, Norton, Young, and Wag®88) wrote “..It is
only when we can apply something to our situation, and make it relevant toveargélat we
can understand it (p. 549).

The Co-Researchers (The Participants)

The purpose of a hermeneutical inquiry is to describe in richl de&iparticipants’
perspective of a phenomenon, while at the same time capturingvthegs. To do so, the
researcher must seek individuals who have knowledge of the phenomethoseasolding the
knowledge of the phenomenon are considered the “experts”. Collectivelsgsearcher and the
participants co-create the experience by engaging in anmdgndialectic process of moving

between the “part” and the “whole” (e.g., referring to a haligppproach via the participant’s
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narratives). Heidegger referred to this collaborative effoth@sHermeneutic Circle” (Lopez &
Willis, 2004, p. 730; Whitehead, 2003, p. 513; Fleming & Robb, 2003; Koch, 1995, p. 176), Van
Manen likened this conversational process to that of a birdie movahkgadna forth in a game of
badminton (1990, 1998). Thus, a purposeful criterion sample was recruitinsfetudy. They
were: young (18 to 25), African American, and non-residential fativéh a child living in the
14215 or 14211 zip code areas who are participating in RFP.

As mentioned, phenomenology seeks to understand the "essence" of a grm@anem
direct contact with those who have experienced the phenomenon. Thus, pie Samis “kept
deliberately small” (Parra-Cardona, Wampler, & Sharp, 2006) anzhrding to Creswell
(2007), saturation can be achieved by interviewing sample sizesgaingmn 1 to 10 (pp. 127-
129). Once approval was gained from one of the sites, recruitmemushuntil five fathers
agreed to participate in this current study. In addition, youngrfatere recruited via the
community at large (e.g., barbershop, mall, and/or neighboring higiolychmilar to Jorden-
Zachery’s (2009) “snowball” sampling approach.

Procedure

Approval from lowa State University Institutional Review Board (IRBswbtained.

Once a father agreed to participate, a consent form was sgged\ppendix A Consent
Form). In addition, each participate was asked to fill out a deapbgr data sheet (see Appendix
B Demographic Data). Each participant (co-researcher) (berl was interviewed for
approximately 50 minutes on two separate occasions to addresssdagch questions (RQs)
(see Appendices C-1 , C-2 and C-3 for the interview protocols) acelvee financial

compensation in the amount of $30 per interview. Interviews two and Weez combined,
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which were based on the participants’ availability which méamtfinancial compensation had
to be adjusted to $30 per interview instead of $20 per interview.

After each individual interview, the researcher summarized easmg an interview
summary sheet (see Appendix D). The “grand tour” questions wppesnented with probing
guestions (e.g., what is the ideal job for you? In addition, what es@onsible father?). All
interviews were transcribed by a professional transcriptiomicger After each individual
interview was transcribed and returned, the researcher reviemeedoded each interview, and
then cross coded all ten interviews for emerging themes, followimgM&nen’s (1990, 1998)
Six step process aruerback and Silverstein’s (2003) six steps analysis procedunes) are
described below.

Methodical Structure

Although there is no set structure or procedure for conducting plesodogical
research, Van Manen (1998) identified six steps that are uniquestmiplenological inquiry.
However, he cautions the researcher not to assume that the steps are setuentak:

1. Turning to a phenomenon which seriously interests us and commits us to the world;
2. Investigating experience as we live it rather than as we conceptualize it
3. Reflecting on the essential themes which characterize the phenomenon;
4. Describing the phenomenon through the art of writing and rewriting;
5. Maintaining a strong and oriented pedagogical relation to the phenomenon; and
6. Balancing the research context by considering the parts and whole.
(Adopted from Van Manen, 1998, p. 30-34).
(1) Turning to a phenomenon that seriously interests the resea theffirst step, which

is critical and according to Van Manéhn,.every project of phenomenological inquiry is driven
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by a commitment of turning to an abiding concelp. 31). In this case, this researcher is
seeking to understand the experiences of a selected group of fathersnight inform this
researcher on “what” works and “what” does not work, within lidsl program; furthermore,
this researcher intends on developing a “fathering progrante he completes his education.
(2) Investigating experience as we live it refers to tlsearcher ability and or willingness to
renew one’s genuine interest in the phenomenon being studied. It means theheapacity to
“stand in the fullness” of the lived experiences of the phenomendrisabeing studied not as
we conceive it (p. 33), and the latter, involving the process of nefleon the phenomenon
under study, using one’s particular world-view, along with a thigatelens to explain the
actions/behaviors and beliefs of the actor's who have or living theopienon understudy (p.
32). (3) Reflecting on essential themes is the process ofiestping the data into unifying
construct, which can then be explained using one’s theoreticaleptsp (4) Describing the
phenomenon through the art of writing involves the process of skildalyuring the “voice” of
the participants within the study whereby the process dtifgrthe other” occurs; while at the
same time maintaining a scholarly pedagogy toward the phenomenmg lasguage
appropriate for the intended audience, in this case, a dissertatimw reommittee. (5)
Maintaining a strong and oriented pedagogical relation to the phewoonmequires that the
researcher remain connected to the phenomenon understudy. According Maivem (1998),
“...unless the researcher remains strong in his or her orientation tatidamental question or
notion of the phenomenon, there will be “temptations” to get side-trackénlvwander” (p. 34)
which is why he cautions the researcher from getting caught-tigei process of employing a
process within this approach., and (6) The researcher is seekimgérstand the essence of the

phenomenon, as it is lived, not settling for superficialities argltitzd (p. 33). The last step
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involves balancing the research context by considering its patts/bole. As the researcher is
theprimary instrument in qualitative research and throughout the process, the reseamaster
pause and reflect on how the process (e.g., from a scholarly stafdymoitributes to a deeper
understanding of the phenomenon understudy, as it is lived, not as weeit&ind.
Furthermore, does this research echo the voice (s) of the partscigpho have the knowledge?
Moreover, Van Manen asks the researcher to questias thé study properly grounded in a
laying open of the question? Are the current forms of knowledge examineddbthey may
contribute to the question? Has it been shown how some of these knowledgdthaories,
concepts) are glosses that overlay our understanding of the phenoM¢pod4).

To conclude, in support of the chosen methodological approach Van Manen writes
“...there are no definitive set of research procedures offeree that one can follow blindly”
(p. 34).

Analysis of Data

Coding (Interpretive Process)

Auerbach and Silverstein (2003) recommend the following six stepmalyzang and
interpreting in-depth interview data. However, the initial “pssteof coding begins during the
face to face interviews insofar as the researcher mgaitye making connections between what is
being said in relationship to the research question(s) (Saldana, 200P, The six steps fall
under the following three categories; (1) making the text neaidg; (2) hearing what was said;
and, (3) developing the interpretive analysis. In addition, see Figuhe Billingsley’s African
American Family Model (BAAFM) which was used to help expléhe social, economical,

relationship, and educational circumstances that might impact hoyothwg, non-residential
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African American fathers is makes meaning of his past, cumadtfuture life circumstances as
a result of participating in a RFP (Palkovitz & Palm, 2009, p. 14; Roy, 2004 a, pp. 529-530).
This next section will briefly address Auerbach and Silean& (2003) recommended
steps for analyzing and interpreting in-depth interview data.
MAKING THE TEXT MANAGEABLE
1. Select relevant text for explicitly state research corxeand theoretical
framework.
2. further analysis
HEARING WHAT WAS SAID
3. Record repeating ideas by grouping together related passages aftredatva
4. Organize themes by grouping repeating ideas into coherent casegorie
DEVELOPING THE INTERPRETIVE ANALYSIS
5. Develop interpretive constructs by grouping themes into conceptstonsyith
theoretical framework.
6. Create an interpretive narrative by retelling the partidipastory in terms of
interpretive constructs
(Adopted from Auerbach & Silverstein, 2003. p. 43)
According to Auerbach and Silverstein, the first “phase” in tha datlysis process (1-
2), that is to make the text manageable; the researchelliisgdedh the “text” at its most basic
level, with the goal being to “filter” the data into categsrithat will be used in the analysis
process (p. 42.). The second phase in the analysis process (2régehiecher is dealing with
the text from the subjective perspective of the participantse®earcher) (p. 42.). For example,

and borrowing from Parra-Cardona, Wampler, and Sharp (2006) therifpadsclata was
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grouped into three sections, irrelevant data, life-world datajieed experience data (p. 221),
which addresses the process 1-4.

For example, “irrelevant data” or “orphans,” which are non-repeadieas (Auerbach &
Silverstein, 2003, p. 58) consist of transcribe data that is to bardesl (i.e., data does not
address the RQs). Life-world data consists of transcribed luataniay or may not address the
RQs, but warrants future analysis, and finally, lived experientzeatmsists of transcribed data
that specifically addresses the RQs, which was further amblgmd interpreted using those
micro-macro constructs that can be explained using Billinigsl@frican American Family
Model. The final phase (5-6) involves retelling of the participataises through the lens of the
constructs (if any) as interpretive by the researcher atidsitase, via the Billingsley’s African
American Family Model, using narrative vignettes. Parrad@aa et al., (2006) refer to this final
process as “writing the other” (p. 222).

Validity/Quality Control

In qualitativeresearch, the notion tfustworthinesss employed to address the issues of
validity andreliability, which isused in traditionatjuantitativeinquiry as an indicator of quality
(Bloomberg & Volpe, 2008). Guba and Lincoln (1994) identify four critgterms) the
qualitative researcher uses to addresdidity and reliability. They are: (1) credibility; (2)
dependability; (3) conformability; and, (4) transferability. ély, the researcher will discuss
each as to their relationship ¢mality control In addition, for each criterion, there are certain
activities listed within, which have the potential to eli@tid andreliable findings within the
tradition of quantitativeresearch. For a full discussion on the issueguality in regard to

gualitative research, see Van Manen (1990) and Creswell (2007).
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1. Credibility (Internal Validity) Derives from the standpoint of the reskeer, the
participants, and the reader; credibility refers to the accuracy ohttiads (Bloomberg
& Volpe, 2008, p. 86).
2. Dependability (Reliability) refers to the notion of transparency; thiearquestion, is
thereconsistencyvithin the data collection process (Bloomberg & Volpe, 2008, p. 86).
3. Conformability (Objectivity) refers to the notion that the findings are theltref the
research.
4. Transferability (Generaliziability) only the reader can determihether the findings of
a study can be generaliziable. It is a researchers responsibility to progicghe
information so that the reader can draw their own decisions and conclusions as to whether
this study can be replicated with a similar population and setting (Bloomb¥aipg,
2008, p. 87).
Ethical Considerations
Ethical considerations must be embedded throughout the qualitatisrcleggocess.
Furthermore, ethics play a central role in respect to riggardless of method used, qualitative
or quantitative. Ethical considerations go beyond the usual scoperefjyosites for scholarly
inquiry (e.g., consent forms and IRB approval). The researchemhaisligation to be true to
themselves, the participants of the study, the academic commamdtythe public at large, and
more specifically, the community in which the research isgewmnducted (Jordon-Zachery
personal communication, January 2010).
As a neophyte researcher, this researcher believes thes @tlholves the concepts of

truth and intentionalityeach of these concepts will be briefly discussed.
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1) It is the researcher’s responsibility to give voice tostheeless. With that being said, it is
the researcher role to describe and interpret the particigagnspective (using their voice) in
relationship to the phenomenon studied.

2) The researcher is obligated to do no harm and to leave the sistudoedl. This is
paramount to any future endeavors in relationship to the researcher’s credibility

3) The researcher must write with a certain level of pagsitentionality) in such a way that
the reader will be motivated to respond with a sense of urganoslationship to any change (if
necessary) in respect to the phenomenon under study.

To this end, this researcher utilized a set of systematic guoee and or strategies of
verification with respect to the research. These proceduresabegses of verification will be
heavily influenced by his readings (comprehension) on hermeneuiogtrpretive)
phenomenologyalong with a general respect for the privacy of the partitgoavho choose to
allow this researcher into their lived-world.

Contribution to Knowledge

From a policy perspective, funding decisions must be based on empiridahce that
will support the impact these programs have on the participantstifi@mperspective as well as
the many stakeholders involved program design and implementation. Froracttiqurer
perspective, it is imperative that we hear from this populatioatbéfs, in order that appropriate
program decisions (e.g., what frameworks must we work withinjpeamade in our attempts to
decrease the number of fatherless homes in this country. Fimahy,d local perspective, the
host agency involved in this study will receive timely in depth mftron that might enhance

program activities.
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CHAPTER FOUR
RESULTS

The purpose of this hermeneutic (interpretive), phenomenological stadyto give
“voice” to a selected group of young, non-residential AfricaneAioan fathers who are (were)
participating in one of two RFP located in a major city withindbefines of western New York.
Moreover, this was not a program evaluation, but rather an opportuhigatdrom a population
of fathers we rarely hear from in the literature. Thigaesh used the recommended methodical
procedures advocated by Van Manen (1990, 1998) and Auerbach and SilN@&d8n which
included: (a) selecting relevant texts that explicitly relat the stated research concerns and
theoretical framework; (b) recording repeated ideas loymng together related passages of
relevant texts; (c) organizing themes by grouping repeatasithto coherent categories; (d)
developing the interpretive constructs by grouping themes into conitegitsvere consistent
with theoretical framework; and (e) creating a interpretiveati@e of participants stories in
terms of the interpretive constructs.

The chapter begins with a summary of descriptive data of the participants thwrolve
this study (see Table 1) to be followed by a more detailed narrative whiadesch description
of the locations where the interviews took place and the researchet’sdiek. Then, it will
transition into the common “lived-world” experiences shared by the fathers, whrehgrouped
according to life-changing circumstances that were based on their, “pasgnt, and future
aspirations as a “responsible father” post-program. These common “livédi“experiences
were further grouped into five essential themes (a) Fatherlessnesa: Ktews Best; (b) My
Babymama: Inter-parental conflict; (c) Making It: Self-Effay; (d) Help Wanted:

Underemployment/ Unemployment; and, (e) Wanting To Be a Good Father: The proleder
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model. Segments of texts (data) used in this analysis are presented in thgapédgiown
voices. Consequently, at times, capturing their perceptions within completacEntvas not
possible.

Narrative Description

Each father who agreed to participate in this study, prior to the tape recordeturaed
on, was given a copy of the informed consent (see Appendix A) and the researchiuedide
entire document. The research then asked if there were any questions orortoe researcher
assigned each participant with the pseudonym “N” for “Narrative”, followedrynzeric
number denoting the order of the interview (e.g., 1, 2, 3). Once the participant bigned t
informed consent the tape recorder was turned on. At the conclusion of each intéreiew
participant was told that he would be contacted to review the transcript and woultmlkse db
make any changes if needed (all participants declined). Participamtalse encouraged to
sign a transcript consent form after each of the two interviews scheduledy Egproximately
50 minutes in length (all participants declined). Participants were give@(8&sh for each

interview completed.
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TABLE 1

PARTICIPANTS’ PERSONAL AND FAMILIAL DATA

VARIABLE N-1 N-2 N-3 N-4 N-5

Age 25 24 21 23 24

Age of 7 9 2 18 months 1

Child(ren)

Gender of Male Male Female Male Male

Child(ren)

Education MBA Some 11" 11" GED and
College Trade

Family Raised by  Raised by Raised by Raised by Raised by

Background mother mother adoptive mother mother

mother

Legal Status None None Yes None None

Current Lives alone Lives with a Cohabitates Lives with Lives with

Household male with his mother  his mother
roommate girlfriend

Access to Weekends  Weekends Inconsistent  Weekends Daily

Child(ren)

Paternity Yes Yes Yes Yes No

Employment Employed Employed Unemployed  Unemployed Unemployed

Relationship Non-intimate Non-intimate Non-intimate  Non-intimate dtgim

with child

mother
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N-1
N-1 identified himself as a 25 year old African American never-maratgeef of a seven year
old boy. He contacted the researcher by phone after seeing the flyeripasteatbershop
located within one of the targeted zip code areas. During the phone conversation, hedeques
that the researcher contact his former case manager for the Positivenésjttmr Parents, who
are Self-Sufficient (P.O.P.S.) program to arrange the location for higiews. The researcher
knew his case manager on a professional level and contacted her as requestéervidwes
took place within a window-less conference room housed at an educational “skilfsess
center”, located in the downtown area of the target location. He arrived at tiveeintiate,
stating that he could not spend “not a whole lot of time on this interview today”. In addition, he
wanted to know if he would be provided money for parking; said money was given by the
researcher. The case manager escorted the researcher and tipaptrtiche conference room
and left. He wore blue jeans that were fitted (not loose or sagging) to his body tlaegnao
long sleeve undershirt, and brown work boots. His overall appearance and demeahat ofas t
someone who took care of himself. Moreover, he was confident; he made good eye contact
throughout both interviews. He was raised by a single mother, however, he spokdleery lit
his past life circumstances. Regarding education, employment and incomeeté¢hstahe had
recently completed his MBA and he wrote on the interview data sheet that kelviror
marketing. However, he provided no information on his current income. As for the redgiions
with his child, he tries to see him every weekend and four weeks in the summer; vidasbds
on a court order. He stated that his child’s mother frequently violates this ordiee. &bse of
the first interview, he stated that the relationship with his child’s motherbaievolatile.

Paternity has been established and child support payments are current. He wabeneoé
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expressive interviewee, and his voice (perspective) was among the strootpsht@&rview
time was 57 minutes for two interviews, which produced 17 pages of transcribed data.
N-2
N-2 identified himself as a 25 year old African American never-marattef of a nine year old
boy. He contacted the researcher by phone after learning of the study-ftorkié&lalso
requested that the researcher contact his former case manager {@.Eh& Porogram to
arrange the location for his interviews. The researcher knew his case mamagarofessional
level and contacted her as requested. The interviews took place within a windoorliesence
room housed at a educational “skills readiness center”, located in the downtowntaeetagget
location. Prior to meeting with the researcher, he met with his former casgengwho gave
him bus tokens). The case manager escorted the researcher and the pddithpasunference
room and left. He was dressed in jeans that were fitted (not loose or sagging) toyhes lilad
plaid dress shirt, a black nylon windbreaker, and white and blue sneakers. Hisapgealance
was casual and friendly. He maintained poor eye contact throughout the wsedie
demeanor was neither nervousness nor was it comfortable as his responsbsnyere s
controlled, and lacked details in spite of the fact that numerous probing strategges
employed. He stated that he was raised by his mother, yet knew his fatleey heustated I
mostly just catered to my mother”. Educationally, he stated that he has cahipdgteschool
and some community college. For employment, he stated that he was currenthgwedkin
jobs; which he did not identify and declined to give any income information on demographic
data sheet. As for the relationship with his child, he tries to see him everyndeekeach is
court ordered. He stated that the relationship with his child’s mother is goodiby Stats

never us fighting...she is more grown up now too.” However, he stated that some tensgon exist
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between his child’s maternal grandmother and himself. Paternity has bd#istesteand child
support payments are current. Total interview time was 56 minutes for two emisrwhich
produced 21 pages of transcribed data.
N-3

N-3 identified himself as a 22 year old African American never-maragtef of a two
year old girl. He contacted the researcher by phone after learning stiudy from the office
assistant who works at a local religious relief organization, where¢hetreent poster was
posted. It is located adjacent to the Great Starts Program where his dattghtts morning
daycare sessions and he is involved with the “Father’'s Only” support group. Higenvietook
place at the researcher home at his kitchen table. He arrived at thieevntatr the agreed time
along with his current girlfriend, who sat between the kitchen door and the dining roora, wher
the researcher’s ten month old twin great nephews played in a playpen that was in vie

Both played with the researcher’s nephews prior to the beginning of the interiea. O
the interview started, the girlfriend was quiet; however the resea clegmhews were not. The
tape was consequently stopped and the researcher changed places withidmel guitfo sat at
the kitchen table and the researcher sat on the floor near the playpen to keep thehtedmont
twins relatively quiet. Nevertheless, the researcher’s nephewsdaabd throughout the tapes.
N-3 was dressed in tan loose khaki pants, a grayish-blue thick hoodie, red baseballl cag,
and white sneakers. His overall appearance was casual and friendly, yahteenad poor eye
contact throughout the interviews. His demeanor was extremely calrelardd. He stated that
he has a learning disability, which explains why numerous probing andctedjrstrategies
were employed during his interviews. He also stated that he was adoptedge tifdour by a

single African American female. He did not remember his biological mdtkedid remember
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his biological father: “All | remember is my dad, he was in the Army...Hejustdike me,
that's the only thing | remember...never knew my real parents.” He has cethgtele 1 of
high school. His last job was with a national fast food chain. As for the relationghipisv
child, he had a court order, which allowed him visitation twice a week, but he has viblated i
not showing up. He stated: “I only had to see her two days out of the week but | stopped. doing
that because | had so many girls [girlfriends] out there at that timanidit=ated that the
relationship with his child’s mother is not good by stating; “She doesn't like meguress she
don’t want me to see my kid.” Paternity has been established and child support gamaémt
arrears. Total interview time was 56 minutes for two interviews, which prod@icpdges of
transcribed data.
N-4

N-4 identified himself as a 22 year old African American never-mafaieer of an
eighteen month old boy. He contacted the researcher by phone after learninguafytHieost
reading the research flyer that was posted throughout the atrium of a commllegg building
where the P.O.P.S program is located. The interviews took place at the paiticipzther’s
apartment, in a tastefully decorated dining room. Prior to the interview, thegeart
apologized for missing the first scheduled interview, which was scheduled fanetheus day.
He was dressed in blue jeans that were fitted (not loose or sagging) to his bbdg, thevmo
long sleeve undershirt which was neatly tucked-into his pants, blue and white sneaker
Unrecognizable tattoos were visible on his neck, chest and hands. His overall rag@aarch
demeanor was that of someone who took care of himself. Although appearing confideadghe m
poor eye contact throughout both interviews. He stated that he was raised byheis ket

further stated that he knew of his father but did not know on a personal level. He spdkdevery
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of his past life circumstances stating that; “he did not want to “go down titht K& stated that
the last grade completed wa<"idnd that his last job was with a national family restaurant
chain. As for the relationship with his child, there are no court orders in place ahd g&#s his
child weekly (he gave specific days and time). The relationship with hischildther is
stressed “We just stay away from each other...we both having argumentsndagd kke resent
each other, so we just have different spaces...different worlds.” Paternity nasshaaished
and child support payments are current. Total interview time was 52 minutes for twzwase
which produced 17 pages of transcribed data.
N-5

N-5 identified himself as a 24 year old African American never-mafaiger of a one
year old boy. He contacted the researcher by phone after learning of thé@tudgading the
research flyer as N-4 had. The interviews took place at the participartisnms@partment,
within the confines of a very small bedroom, located just off the kitchen. Sevaibl fa
members were present, including the participant’s mother and two sisters #lotigew
children. The participant introduced the researcher to all and then escorted linenbbaak
bedroom. The participant originally requested that the interview take place arhihech was
parked adjacent to a corner deli known for gang and drug activities. However, damhsafety,
the researcher declined. N-5 was dressed in a gray thermo snowsuit, whiclhppediadowing
the top of the snowsuit to rest around his waist. He also wore a white long sleeve deeshid t
along with brownish work boots. His neck, chest, and arms were tattooed. His overall
appearance was casual and friendly. He was animated, articulate, andnediexaellent eye
contact throughout the interviews. Prior to the tape recorder beingdstaetlit a cigarette,

placed an ashtray on the sheet less mattress and opened the curtain less ttha@atonally,
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he stated that he completed his GED in a federal training program and recegréficate in
auto mechanics. He is currently unemployed and receiving unemploymentseAsfior the
relationship with his child, there are no court orders in place; he stated thas Iessereld daily
and usually the child is with his mother most of the week. The relationship withilu's
mother is stressed as they just recently broke-up and no longer cohabitatetyReemot been
established and there are no child support orders. Total interview time was 8&rfonte
interviews which produced 22 pages of transcribed data.
Family, Community, and Society: Common Lived-World Experiences

Five fathers participated in this study and after all the transevgrts individually
analyzed and coded, the process of comparative analysis occurred (e.g.,dbe pfgearching
for similarities across the individual cases (Saldana, 2009). Tableéhtg@svisual summary of
the master list of the ten most repeated ideas generated from theasmssalysis following
step four, of Auerbach and Silverstein’s (2003) recommendations for analyzing tife. dth
Based on the master list, the top five repeating ideas were grouped intwrieatdtat expressed
a common theme or live-world experiences, which were based on the frequencghrhelyi
were mentioned during the analysis of the transcripts. The five major themésgwam the
analysis were (1) Fatherlessness: Mama Knows Best; (2) My Bdhies.: Inter-parental
Conflict); (3) Making It: Self-Efficacy; (4) Help Wanted: Unemptognt/Underemployment;
and, (5) Wanting to Be a Good Father: The Provider/ Role Model. In the followingrsexzich
will be discussed using BAAFM to interpret the father’s perceptions inaesdip to answering

the research questions.
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TABLE 2

MASTER LIST OF THEMES

*THEMES Frequency Mentioned
0,

Fatherlessness: Mama Knows Best & 100

My Babies Mama: Inter-parental Conflict 80

Making It: Self-Efficacy 100

Help Wanted: 100

Underemployment/Unemployment

Wanting to Be a Good Father: The 100
Provider/Role Model

Educated but still living on the margins of 40
society fathers

Spirituality/Faith 20
Gang Association 20
Homelessness 20

*Note: N =5, themes were derived based on Auerbach and Silverstein’s (2003)
recommendations for identifying repeating ideas, a repeating ideadea expressed in relevant
text by two or more research participants (p. 55).

Fatherlessness: Mama Knows Best

According to Billingsley (1992), the ultimate test on how well a family fmstis based
on how they care for their children. Moreover, he believes that this notion extends eyond t
family unit to include the community and the larger society surrounding the famil{p. 65).
All of these fathers were born in the 1980s, and for the targeted area it@chamatng one of
the highest in teen pregnancies in the nation. Moreover, gang violence, drugl psdice

“cover-ups” plagued a large percentage of the targeted African American camyohunmg this
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time. In addition, these targeted communities were compromised by a mas®fnfhmigrants
brought in by various religious relief organizations, while at the same timesaradus of
family-owned shops and middle-class families migrated to more pronmesntpy zip code
areas, these changes resulted in a serious erosion of a sense of “cofmtherigsic tenet
which underpins Billingsley’'s model. Consequently, and in light of this realltgf #ie
participants found visiting their “past life circumstances” to be problemadrticularly in
regard to family history and they chose not to discuss it even after thecteseemployed
numerous probing techniques. This researcher learned quickly to “read” their bodgiahd f
expression and knew when to “back-off”. Nevertheless, all shared the commwaoriide
experience of being raised by a single parent who was female; andegdt &3, by their
biological mothers.

N-4 spoke the loudest, albeit short, by stating: “I was raised by a straok Bl

woman...by herself.”

N-5 spoke of being raised by a single mother in terms of how he saw the women in his

life being treated. Moreover, his perception alludes to the “hit and run fatherimgalitye
coined by Williams (1990). He stated:

| grew up in a house with my mom. | got three other sistersd hvi¢h growing up. My
older sister she is older than me by seven years and thenmeeid twelve years. There is
seven years, nine years or ten years or something like thagdreddl my sisters and me.
Growing up in a house full of women was very dramatic. As yoypcalbably hearin in
the background. Just women, their emotions made me, as | was gugvinghade me
just watch everything. Why do people get women and do whatewedthgo hard to get
the women and then whatever outcome made them out to be. | never aodiensit.
Why would you go so hard to prove something and then when you get it yownus
from it. It didn’t make no sense to me. | always didn't like that. It made nhékeehose
types of people was fake people. Just so fake. | felt | was too real.

N-2 spoke of his mother in terms of her insisting that he “do” the right things in

life...which supported N-4's notions of being raised by a strong Black woman. dHe sai
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| had just graduated so | was done with high school. My mother she was like you are not

laying around here so go and get a job. Go get something. So | went and got a job and |

also got an apartment.

For most African Americans his mother’s statement was merelyesrstat of

“independence” or more specifically “freeing” her son from the nest; whickraslgional
practice shared within the African American community. However, in rdgadéntifying this
“essential theme” of being raised by a single parent, Van Manen (199®)nsathe
phenomenologist on differentiating between essential themes and themes itharteare
incidentally related to the phenomenon under study. He surmises that some é¢bsemtisl
might be historically and culturally determined or shaped (p.106). This notion of rastory
culture supports Billingsley’s African American Family Model, partidylan regard to this
notion of history, which is the major distinction between Bronfenbrenner’s (1979) kadlog
Framework. Hence, the question that helped determine this common lived-world rcgerses:
Would these young men become fathers if they were raised in two parent houskhallds?
probability, and based on our current understanding on the plight of young fathers, thesanswer
no.

Only N-3 spoke negatively of being raised in a female headed household. Moreover, he
was the only participant who discussed being neglected or abused. At the beginning of his
second interview, he was asked if he wanted to talk about anything that was coverdisin his
interview, He stated:

Basically about my mom. Like | said I'm adopted but my mom was raisingooe at

the time when | was four...But when | get to like 10 or 11, that's when | started doing my

little [expletive] and everything, smoking cigarettes. But actually slsensta parent

after that. She always keeps the money from downtown when they give her money and |

really didn’t never get no clothes or nothing. So that’'s what | was like saymgself

that she’s taking all the money from us cause she had a lot of adoption kids. She adopted
a lot of kids. She never had kids on her own, she adopted us. But like | said, | think she’s
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all about the money. It was about her stuff and don’t worry about kids. So that’s another
thing | was supposed to mention.
After further probing he stated that he understood that the money was supposeut toey f
and stuff like that”, but felt she was getting plenty of money and that there waasum for him
to go without shoes. He stated that his foster mother took in many children, ya$ bieevonly
one who stayed with her consistently. His story started to get very disturbingsresearcher
considered stopping the tape-recorder. However, in the “spirit of capturingsttnig: the
researcher continued and later sought out assistance in confirming hiwigcaysocial worker
in foster care, who is currently assigned to the researcher’s persortabrsi{na identifying
information was provided, his situation was discussed within a hypothetical contegtyotial
worker did not confirm his story to be factual, but rather, plausible. In sum, it is pofssilain
adoptive parent to surrender a child to the foster care system in the same maiaotheal
parents would surrender a child
To continue, when asked about the money his foster mother was receiving for him, he
stated:

She didn’t do none of that stuff for me cause she said if | don’t listen to you and you
wanna be grown, you can handle yourself on your own. | mean | can't talk.

He continued with:

You think you’re grown.. you might as well go do what you gotta do. Find your way,
where you gotta go...Your destination. That's what she did so | got my own house.

The researcher continued to probe with the remark...At 15? He stated:

They [Social Service] was paying my rent and giving me food stamps stiliand me
a little cash on the side...

Still more probing...He stated:
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No she took me off the case. That's another thing. She took me off the case when | was
15 so | would not get no more money back from her. But when | was the age of cause I'm
22 right now...when | was the age of 20 | went down to her worker and asked if | have
any money left. She said no.

He was asked to describe how a 15 year old lives? He stated:

Well, it was pretty much free for me because like | said, | got help di@mmmtown. So

it's pretty much free. All | gotta do is do what they told me to go to their progoagett

the rent money. So that’'s what | did. Then | messed up cause | don’t keep up my house

and | got evicted. I've had five houses so far. So basically, like | was sayirg, was

15 I was just on my own by myself, she did not help me. That's when | called hed, call

her for some money; she would not help me out. I called her, can | get sometltand to e

can’'t even take a shower there or nothing. So that's why | said okay, I’'m goonanige

own. Today, I'm doing stuff on my own. | don’t call her for nothing.

“His-story” is touching and leads one to believe that not only did his family fail him, but
the community and society in general. However, after careful examinationtcdrissripts and
replaying the actual interviews several times, an interesting péxgpserfaced in regard to this
notion of being raised by a “Strong Black women”. African American single ntfogrthe
most part, will not tolerate being disrespected in their home by their childrethexb&logical
or adoptive, and age does not matter. The notion of “I brought you into this world...I'll take you
out” is clearly evident within “his-story”. This is a common saying within tifrecAn American
community and should not be taken literally. In no way is the researcher atigiopt
marginalize the participant’s story nor support child neglect or abuse. Howeregrticipant
“self-disclosed” the reason why he was returned to the foster cagensyWdten asked why his
mother kicked him out, he stated:

Mouthing, staying out late. | had a key, | got my key taken away cause | dorr't neve
come home or | come late, come late and hide, smoking, drinking and that's why she
kicked me out. Me and my mom had an argument, | would like go downstairs, stuff like
that. So that’s another reason. She says you wanna be on you own, she gonna let me
leave. She says you wanna be grown, I’'m gonna teach you. That's another thind. Whe

was living with her at the age 13 to 15 when she kicked me out, | had to buy my own
food. | can’t touch none of her food in the house.
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Not knowing the full details as to why he was possibly emancipated at 15 Whiéhfoster care
system, if indeed this occurred, it would demonstrate a major error on the “sygiarh
However, what is clear is somehow he was allowed to slip through the cracks winnztabti
led him to engage in deviant behaviors and is possibly a major precursor tatsatiidod
(Buzi, Saleh, Smith & Weinman, 2005; Weinman, Buzi, & Smith, 2005).

In regard to the father’s perceptions of their own father’s, only two panisipdfer any
significant details, and these were opposing perspectives. N-4 spokeaihbisas someone he
hoped to meet and develop a relationship with. He stated:

He [his father] is alive. But that made me like a better father. Not havingrbimad

made me have a stronger bond with me and my son now. That is why | am so close to my

son now. Not having no father growing up like that you just think back and zeroing back

like when you don’t have no father and it always put me in a predicament. Like if | put

myself in his shoes. | used to wonder when | was that age | just want to see mkelad. L

where you at? | just wanted him to acknowledge me. That kind of made it kind of

difficult.

He was further probed about meeting his father. He stated:

Yeah, that's big. That is special. Even though he wasn’t around I still want tdhiimeet

Life is short. | will always regret him for not being there. He probably hamiatisin

where he couldn’t be there or something must have happended. | don’'t know. Times are

different now though.

When asked whether he holds any resentment. He said:

No, no. Not at all. I. just want to meet him. | am grown now. You can't get those years
back. I am an adult now. That would be childish to even act like that.

Off tape, he was asked whether his mother holds any resentment toward hidgHather
stated that she has never really spoke of him; this might explain why this yashegi$ moving
beyond the predictable, and on the road to a bright future as a responsible fathering.

In contrast, N-5 spoke of his father in terms of what he failed to provide. He: state

Yes, | knew my father. He stayed in a separate house. He visited me froho time.
He never really taught me much worthwhile. At least | don’t remembeally @on’t
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remember him teaching me anything worthwhile. We just sat there aretiflayds,
smoking cigars and beer and liquor every day. | did visit him from time to time. @& ha
relationship but it wasn’t much too really talk about. It really was not wortbwbut |
did stay in the house with my mom.
These opposing views illuminate the feelings of ambivalence fathehliédien
experience over the life-course and possibly give us insight into the dyshaiityi experienced
while growing up, which might explain why they chose to avoid revisiting gaet. Finally, if

left unaddressed, these feelings have the potential to manifest in how they\tbsrpaeent.

My Babymama: Interparental Conflict

The notion of interparental conflict, or in the fathers’ common language “Babginam
was voiced the strongest among four of the five fathers. The levels and insensitge
manifested in various ways: from daily arguing, complete break-downs in conationithat
were coupled with the maternal grandmother mediating the access tdtlieer; parenting
responsibilities via role strain, and child enforcement/family court issi@sever, and on a sad
note, only one of the fathers’s articulated notions or acts of physical abusk, kinal
determining whether the idea of interparental conflict was an eddéetiae or a theme that was
more incidentally related to the research concern, the researcher pokgidwieg question: If
notions of conflict were absent between these parents, would these young fatbessugn out
the services of a responsible fatherhood program? In all probability and based orrenir ¢
understanding on the plight of young fathers, the answer is conclusively, no.

N-2 stated that the relationship between his child’s mother was fine, by stating:

It was good because we were together. It was better. We were togather

lived together. We worked. She worked in the morning or | worked in the

morning and she worked at night. We had a good system. It wasn’t until we

broke up and she lived in her own house and | had to get my own apartment and

now we got all these extra bills. 1think that is where stuff went wrongshi®
keeps a job. She doesn’t get help from downtown. It is never us fighting.
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N-2’s statements represent an evolution perhaps, considering the fact thaigbada
through two fatherhood programs and has received intensive case management.
In addition, his age might explain the absence of conflict between his babymama.
Moreover, his babymama is working and it appeared that he was comfortable
with their situation and is moving beyond the “provider role” to “co-parenthood”,
as a result of participating in a RFP. He stated:

| mean she has a boyfriend. | won'’t get upset. My son, he loves me.

He is not going to stop liking me because she has a boyfriend. That doesn’t have

affect on us...she keeps a job she doesn’t get help from down town.
It is never us fighting...As long as | stay on top of what | am supposed to do we
won’t have problems. If she sees me falling off then yes she is goind & yed

and we are going to fight in get into an argument. But as long as | stay on top of

my game and keep a job and help her that’s it.

However, he stated that there is conflict with his son’s maternal grandmother.

This behavior is not unusual for young fathers to experience, ydartic when maternal

grandparents feel the fathers ought to “step-up” and provide for their
grandchildren in spite of the fact that these young fathers are involved, or if there is
any type of stress between the two parents the maternal grandmotheuaily step-in

acting as the “gatekeeper”. He describes this tension by stating:

It was good at first. | was there helping out with doing what | was supposed to be

doing. But | knew it wasn't real [maternal grandmothers’ behavior]. Lilee s
didn’t like me. We were just there together because of a new baby and | was

stepping up to the plate getting a job, but the whole time she didn’t like me then.

we don’t even talk that much...just only when David is over there and | go and
pick him up. That is the only time we talk...It is probably because of what
[his child’s mother] has told her. | can’t go and stand up for myself because
because she[maternal grandmother] is going to believe whatever she says.
N-5 discussed levels of conflict within the context of a generational shift
(e.g., pop culture) in regard to his babymama having been raised in a two-parent

household compared to him being raised in a single parent household. He states:
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Okay, like my baby’s mother, for example, she was raised in a home with
mommy and daddy actually planned out before they had children and this and
that. Okay, it was good for back then. Now we are in a different time. We made
a mistake, well did not make a mistake. We talked about having a child together
and we went through with it but we really didn’t worry about the things that were
going to come after as far as her insecurities and me just working ancbbeing
and stuff like that. We never really established that part of our relationship good.

It was planned at first [their son living in the same household] up until we had our
differences when we couldn’t just get along with each other. | would come home
after work two hours later, two and a half or maybe three hours later but never
extremely like to go to work and not come back home. | might come back a
couple hours later but she was just having a problem with it. Like | said, she had
a problem with me with just not coming home right after work so with that and
over time how that just got worse. It just kind of destroyed our relationship from
there. So | am like if I can’t go to work and want to hang out and then come home
and have a home to come to and not a crazy fighting evil babymama who just
don’t understand | wanted to hang out for a few hours. | don’t think you would
get much further than that, you know. So after a while it just basically drew us
apart more over time along with a whole bunch of issues which | am not really
so keen of right now. It was just a whole lot in that situation.

This young father has yet (and perhaps refuses) to accept his pareatal role
responsibilities. On the one hand he wants to be a father, and on the other hand he wants
the freedom afforded to non-fathers his age.

N-4 spoke of inter-parental conflict in terms of a complete shut-down in
communication between himself and his babymama. He stated:

Right now we don’t speak at all. Right now we both have two different worlds

and two different spaces right now. We have to come to a mutual agreement

and talk to each other eventually because we both know we got a big agenda and
a big thing we gotta do [referring to raising their son] My son is getiithg

and starting to talk now. He is in school. We have to talk one day. Right now

my main focus is just getting what | got to get for him so we both can be
financially stable.

Just like we was kind of like, | want to say like nagging at each other, going
at each other’s throats. It wasn't no loner healthy. Now | don’t want to hgve m
son see that. A child they zero in on stuff. They see stuff. When people think
they not watching, they are watching. They are always watching.

We was always arguing...l want to say like for me, | can only speak for me.
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Me not being able to do what | want to do at the time. Not being able to give

it enough time. You know like the time that she need. She is pregnant. | was
young at the time. | didn’t know how important that was. Not saying | wasn’t
there during the pregnancy. | was always there. But like when she got to like
seven months | want to say like when the belly started really popping. It was ne
for me. | was kind of like scared. | am a new father and | don’t know it is going
to be.

He was probed further and asked how he avoids interaction with his babymama.

When

He stated:

Kind of like arguing, like, saying | was going to come over there and not
showing up. Just stuff like that. Stuff to make an argument when | know it
was wrong. In the back of my mind | know it is wrong but | still do it.

When asked about his fears on becoming a father, he stated:

| want to say not being able to provide for my child. That kind of made it
like | want to say jealous in a way but not too jealous but | want to say
jealous. My son’s mother she is like she is doing everything for him

She is in school. She is going to school to be a nurse and stuff like that.
Everything she has was like all positive. | am going to kind of say like good
girl/bad guy link up.

When asked about his babymama’s parent’s perception of him, he stated:

It was cool. Her mom is always telling me like you just have to go to school
and stuff like that. Make sure you be there and stuff like that. Which |
already knew.

asked whether he consider this “nagging”, he stated:

No, it was just someone giving me information and asked to keep that. When
you hear something or somebody tells you something and you store it in your
brain and it goes short term memory, long term memory. It was something | had
to put in my long term memory. This is her grandchild and she wanted me to
bring him up the right way, so | wouldn’t say a nag. | would say, like | said in
long term memory. Something to think about when times get hard, you know.

N-4 spoke in terms of issues with regard to role strain within the contexts of a

generational shift in attitudes and behavior-the “hit & run” father is clesibjent.

He said:
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Basically | met this girl at [a fast-food restaurant] and the next daykd in with her
We had the first child but | had lost my job and she lost her job so we were both
on unemployment so we couldn’t take care of the baby so we had the abortion
and then we made another baby. And | had gotten me a job at the time but | was
was | was not going to school or nothing, | was just working. So me and her got
into a little argument, stuff like that, and I left from her but | was stitidiiag

my responsibilities with as a dad cause | had to.

| like a woman who like to work. She is lazy-all she would do is lay around the
house and smoke weed every day 24/7. You got a child at a house, you want to
go out clubbing and stuff. | know babies and everything cause | was working so
she demanded that people watch your kid. But if you want to have a

baby, all that stuff you was doing in the past, you got a [expletive] all tha¢ca

you got to take care of your kid. Cause that’'s why | had left her alone becaus

I’'m the type of person that | like to work and everything like that and my
responsibilities. So that’s why we ended up breaking up and | just separated from
her.

Notions of the “hit & run” fathering mentality are expressedehand if left unaddressed the
cycle will continue for this young father (Dr. J, Johnson, personal comaation, December,
2007).

When | was living with her, | was taking care of her. When | moved out | wias sti
taking care of her but sorry to say it now, | had another girlfriend, | had to take
care of her and my own child | wasn’t because | really couldn’t see hieall |

that. So | was taking care of somebody else’s child at the time. Butdowasg

helping out around the house and help out with her cause the dad wasn't around
for that baby and like that type of stuff.

She doesn’t like me and | guess she don’t want me to see my kid. But | want to
see her cause like | said every time | see her she don’t ever have herrwlifk he

like she is avoiding the kid from the real me cause of the stuff | did. But | did
some tragedy stuff, | got mad at her, took a chain one day and | disappeared with
It. She got mad about that and that's why...cause...her house and she called her
aunts and uncles in, come fight me and everything, so | was getting on my
clothes and go down the street. | called the cops on her but the cops took
forever. So | get on a bus and | see a cop coming and she told every lie and

stuff and she’s trying to —she put charges on me. So | went to jail and that day

| had court and | had to go to court three times. After the third time the wit-

ness didn’t show up they let me go. But | was let go the next day because |
turned myself in.

N-1 spoke in terms of custody, visitation and distrust with regard to his child’s
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mother*. He said:

Her intentions, her emotions, her aggressions are all toward me. She got
pregnant at nineteen. Me, me , me. If you can’t look past yourself you can’t
grow with anybody else. You are doomed to fail. All you can look past is the
front of your nose. You can’t look any further than your nose. You revert
everything back to yourself. Until she changes that going for herself, me,
Me. Nothing is going to change.

Notions of hostility are evident here and the canon for conflict.

Mom is a shark. She knows the legal system inside and out. Part of the reason
she hasn’t come back to [research area] is the fact if she comes badtlehienet
going to fine her for money she owes. Long story short is mom does what
best for her and her interest regardless of whoever is in her way. She is very
intelligent. She is very smart and | don’t know why she is not going back

to school. She is very narrow sighted. She has short vision. We are talking
about long term vision here.

But his mother [his son] does because she wants to be with me, like she wants
us to be together type situation. She doesn’t have the idea of the child in mind.
She has the idea of herself and relationship and family and all that nonsense
You know. | have to preface this. Me and his [his son] mother were never

dating. We never were together/together. We hooked up and had intercourse

but we were never together. So what that means for her to get back at me is

she keeps him from me. Like right now | went to court again. Five different

court orders for visitation rights meaning she won't let me see him. She won't
meet me at the respectable spot. She won’t be on time and she will sit there in
court and have all the court records saying | am five minutes late. One of the
judges finally stepped up on my side, thank God, and said listen he is going from
an hour away so if he is more than twenty minutes late | am going to give him tha
leeway. He is traveling from [research area] to Rochester, snow, stothkn@ws what
what have you, five minutes late, an half hour leeway is not acceptable. So, | got a
leeway now from here on out when | go pick up my son. | am driving the full
gamut. We started out with me having Sundays. | had four hours on Sundays.

So I would drive four hours to get four hours of my son. Two hours, an hour
there, an hour back, four hours, an hour there, an hour back. You know what |
am saying. It [visitation] moved up from there when | moved out of my mom’s

to my own little place-which is still a dump, but it has two bedrooms. So | moved
up from the whole weekend and | had him for four weeks during the summer-
time and that is where we kind of are.

She pulled two stunts out of the last two and a half years so basically there
was one time when | didn’t see him for a complete month. | went to go pick him
up at the pickup spot. Mind you, she has a car, everything like that but she is
still making me come and pick her up because she doesn’t have to come, drop
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him off because the court didn’t say so. She moved. | didn’t know where she
moved to. She gets me on the phone on how | am a deadbeat father. | am
never there. | am not this. | am not that. | m not that. | am like what are you
talking about. | am trying to be here and you left me. You lied to me about

this nonsense. That is something she tries to, | guess, | think she is more afraid
that | am sticking around because when he gets older he will know the truth.
dad fought for me through the whole nonsense. Mom is the one who kept
taking me away from him which is what she is still doing right now. | haven't
seen him in over a month. | am on two months right now.

*N-5 was the only father who referred to his clsldhother as “mother”.

Making the transition to successful fatherhood (co-parenthood) as perceived by this
group of young fathers reveals several constructs that aredithet consequences of
contemporary societal trends, which according to Billingsley (19@2)h& major contributors to
the break-down of the African American family. These trends incdhdedecline in marriage,
out of wedlock births, the rise of co-habitation, mental health, substnee, pop cultural
abandonment of traditional African American values, and gender ineq{uti@8). In addition,
personal responsibility and accountability were often obscured via,danittedly by their own
insecurities, poor communication abilities, family history, theeabs of two parents,
educational and economic opportunities, developmental needs and, simply putpwhei
narcissism. Finally, these young fathers are at a majosroas in regard to whether they will
remain in the lives of their children. According to previous research, theirhaggender of their
child (four of five had sons) and the absence of a romantic relationship witbdbgmamas are
all significant indicators of future involvement over time (Dudley, 2007).

Making It: Self Efficacy

The mere fact that these fathers are (have) participated in a RFP didessargy
establish this as an essential theme in light of the facthlsastudy was not meant to directly
provide evaluative information to either of the programs. For thabme#ise researcher avoided

posing questions that were program specific. This essentiatletheflected the fathers’
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perceptions of their individual support systems within the context of their pasitdifenstances,
present life circumstances and future life circumstanceshétanore, only two of the fathers
interviewed for this current study actually have “lived-worldperiences within the context of a
fatherhood program and the other three are just entering eithef theetewo targeted programs.
Consequently, their perspectives/ responses were conceived in an antidgesiany.

According to Billingsleys’ (1992) African American Family Mdddhere are four
distinct support systems within the reach of the individual andattméyf that either support or
inhibit successful individual/family functioning. Ultimately, thesgstems have a profound
impact on the overall well-being of the African American comnmunioreover, Billingsley
surmises that total dependency on any one of these support systéhnes, B the
individual/family or the community, will result in a cycle ofrpetual weakness (p. 75). The
support systems are the public sector, the private for protibrs¢he voluntary nonsectarian
sector, and the religious sector. These four major sectorfurdner divided into subsystems
which are: economic, political, health, housing, educational, welkamajnal justice, military,
transportation, recreation, communications, and the religious (p.75).

N-1 spoke in terms of the challenges he faced in regard to Ipiséeking attempts. He
said:

| didn’t understand how the whole thing worked. | mean what people don’t wanttist

the system [family court] is set up for the mother. It is mdtup for the man at all. My

mom went through it with my sister, this paternity nonsense. | dvdartt to be a part of
that so that is why | knew that going in. But I didn’t know lopsideslas. When | came
in for paying child support that means | just pay child support fochiid. | had no legal
rights to Dustin, my son. | had no legal visitation, anything for hhad to go through,
wait a minute, how can you just take my money but | don’t haveighito the money

you are taking. What is it going for, you know.

He’s articulating the “punitive effect” most young working fathers.feel
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| didn’t know any of that and then, | stumbled upon the program whhamktGod,
helped me out a little bit. Pointed me in the right direction to éimdhow | could go
about getting paternity. | got paternity established and how do &abgmt getting
visitation and things of that nature. | have been fighting that bextée since. When |
found out he was actually my child | wanted to get his name cHahgeanted to start
seeing him. | started calling him every day. His mom gottke Worried because she
lives an hour away. We are not in the same city. She is an howteoatsivhere | live at.
For the last like almost year and a half, two years | have 8eeing back and forth, an
hour both ways, for visitation to see him.

| called everyone in the book. This is the first lady is th& finat actually helped you.
Ms. Myles was the actual first person. She got on the phone. Sheelsaunee, not like
100% legally but gave me pointers and direction of where to go. Ptbgrams they
want money from you. People don’t understand. My child support they tookaf aut
paycheck. | almost lost everything. | was homeless. | couldn’t pasent anymore. My
car that | just bought | couldn’t because that would ruin my credit trying to get my
credit back up. So | ended up living at my mom’s house. | lived at nmy’snlbasement
for six months until | could get back up on my feet. But the progrdmMs. Myles was
the only free program out here that was willing to help youyreghout saying well
send us some money. Now that | know | have son who | am responsibleigaydieg to
see me as a role model no matter what. | went back to schast.recently graduated
with my MBA in Marketing which is something | wanted to do. | wembe that shining
light and beacon toward him. Without Ms. Myles and her program | don’t know.

This participant’s voice represents the “ideal’ outcome for fathers whaipaté in a RFP.
N-2 voiced similar praise towards the front-line case manager Ms. Mylegidie s

Somebody told me to go downtown because they had a CNA [Certifiednijlurs
Assistant] Program and | guess it was free. You didn’t havey@pa after eight weeks
you would be certified as a CNA. So | did that. | didn’t get edibut | still got a
certificate for completion of the class. After | did that they were hi®it a program that
will help you because you are a father with low income and thiéynep you like with
resume writing to get a job. So, | said cool. That is how | found out about the program.

The resources that | rely on are the tokens for one. She [MesMyave me token today
and she gave me tokens before when | needed them. Also a resoasceelying on was
the bus passes. They give us bus passes as long as we have ggbliot But that
stopped for some reason. | don't know why. If | needed help like with ipukey
would give me directions on where to go to look for a house or whatewverprbgram
was all right.
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Transportation is a major barrier for young father's seekingebetmployment
opportunities and visitation with their children. When probed as to whé#tkeprogram has
helped him become a better father? He said:

Because | had something to help me. Like if | didn’t have a bas pr those tokens to
help me get around to get my son. | didn’t use the bus pass just tevgoktd used it to
go to see him and going to him. That helped me at one point.

This participant alludes to the notion of the “one-stop approach” rhaman service
organizations are beginning to embrace. In support of this notion/trend he said:

My experience with Social Services is it is not a good rigelYou are on a waiting list.
As long as you talk to somebody and you are doing what you are suppdseddng
they will help you. But us, as fathers, we don’t want to wait and whergo down there
it is a bunch of people just sitting around, people you don’t know. So thatyncauld
be one reason we won’'t go down to Social Services is because ditrend the people
we don’t want to deal with. But if you are doing what you are suppodeel doing they
will help you...they can make it more comfortable for the peopledtiate down there if
they could like hire more people. There are so many people thatdomwmehere. If they
hired more people they probably wouldn’t wait so long. It would probablsngaother
and people aren't all stressed out because they have to wait...tt ®ulice if you had
a program where the fathers could come downtown to Social Services faher
program to apply for food stamps and it is only for fathers. Wratld be good. They
would focus on us and we would probably be in and out rather than waitmglirthe
other people who are applying for food stamps or Medicaid.

Moreover, this participant articulated the ambivalence and vulnigyabibst young
fathers experience while seeking help (Greif et al., 2011)relstiagly, both fathers were
serviced by a female front-line social worker, which contradiotsent trends and practices that
advocate for more male front-line workers within RFP.

The other three participants are at various “In-take” stagesgard to program activities.
Thus, their perspectives are somewhat limited. However, their pyris@urce of support is
confirmatory to that of previous studies, with regard to the populatiorost young fathers who

rely on their mothers as the sole source of support.
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N-4 spoke in terms of his mother being “there” during difficulteimuch as when
became a father. He said:

She was more like; she played a big part in that | would saypl&ied a big part in me

being a father. If it wasn’t for her | probably wouldn’'t be thespa | am today. So by

her being there because when | had the money and stuff like thatby.batng jobless
she was able to provide it for me or her grandchild. We both put our hegetbher
giving him things like this...Right now, by me not working becausest jost my job in

September so whatever | had to pay [child support] that stopped getilanother job.

Then it will be back on. My mom she gives money. We just plageéther and get my

son things that we need to get him.

His statement “We just put it [money] together and get my son things”, ailodes
possible “underground work” being done by the father, which is not uncommongathis
population of fathers (Roy, 1999).

N-4 situation was similar but he also relies on his sister. He said;

My mom, sisters, they also help me out too. Besides that | hgvaaml do little jitney

runs [cab service] to make sure | keep my son with the things dds re¢g home like

diapers, medicine, clothes, little stuff. That is just for the time beirng migw.

He’s actually engaging in “underground work”.

N-2 also included his mother as a source of support. However, thig wesns of him
“doing the right things”, insofar as being raised by a “Strong Black warkhnsaid:

Besides Ms. Myles who | go to for advice on anything and if kehav issue that one

person | am really close to is my mother. | will call heletoher know what is going on.

She will know the issue and if | am having problems | will catl kisually | will end up

talking to her and she will give me a better perspective about iwlgating on. If that

doesn’t help and | am still confused | will go downtown and get helm fike Social

Services and places like that.

This participants story might resonate with “a” many of AfncAmerican adults...no
matter how old they might be...there’s nothing like making the catMama”...She knows

best!
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N-5 spoke in terms of information he hopes to acquire as a respéritipating in a
RFP. He said:

Just any information they have available, period. Like me, | person who can kind of

be, not taught anything but if somebody has something to tell senwething to offer to

me I'm not just not going to denounce it and ignore it. | will take it in and seeewlan

use it and see where it fits in my life if | can use duyknow. Whatever they have

available for me...if | can use it | will use it to my ability, you know, to my liene

This participant throughout the interview process appears to be on this “spiritual-
awaking” path; which represents a major gap in the literature in regdnd f@opulation of

fathers.

Help Wanted: Underemployment/Unemployment

It is not the researcher’s purpose here to analyze the natamrisray; for no one model
could explain the complexities of the current state of affaitis kegard to the “down economy”.
According to Governor Andrew Cuomo during his “State of the State e&ddrthe targeted
research area is ratef among the nation’s poorest cities (January 4, 2012). In addition, and
according to the U.S. Census (2008), the targeted researchrearty rate is at 28.7%, while
the nation is at 14.7%. Moreover, and according to the New Yotk Spartment of Labor
(2011), the targeted area’s unemployment rate is at 7.9%, whileatlon is at 8.3%, this is
according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (2012).

These numbers are significant, particularly with regard to iddats and families who
are living on the margins of society; as is the case fayfdahe fathers interviewed. Education
appeared not to be the great “buffer” for two of the fathersvie@ed. Finally, and in light of
the above mentioned, Billingsley (1997) surmises that African Araesi rely heavily on the
private sector for employment opportunities (p. 76); yet itisswbry sector that has experienced

the greatest number of job losses since World War Il (p. 134).s iBhdue primarily to
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technological changes such as the practices of “outsourcing” withihast two decades. In
regard to the targeted research area, a decline in gigtgmulation and a shift away from blue-
collar to white collar-service oriented professions can be expldmethe lack of economic
resources available to this population of young fathers. Neverthdlesse young fathers
throughout the interview process appeared to remain optimistic. Délspiteany challenges
they face to provide for their children these fathers are inged¢heir basic needs. In their
common voice they are “Handling their business” or “Doing what they gotta do”.
N-3 discussed the ease by which he could gain employment opportunities. He said:
My last job was at [fast-food restaurant]...basically on my resusna number of
restaurants. [He lists several fast-food restaurants].sTabout it. | go back and forth to
[fast-food restaurant].
He was probed as to why he gravitated toward this type of work? He said:
It's pretty easy. All you got to do is manage that buildirigis.is a fast food restaurant.
People expect their food up and ready. Once they [the casher]thatdash register, the
people get it back on the screen and want their food real quick. Soottaukgep the
pace, just keep it moving.
While interviewing these fathers the researcher sensed a genuinédaacess
among those fathers who had less education; yet all of thémesfatere very intelligent and
“street” savvy.
N-4 expressed his current unemployment status in relationship fothre education
attainment. He said:
Like | said | was at [national restaurant] for a period oveistirmertime. | had another
job at Bar Mary’s. | lost that job and then | started workin@@inberg Campus. | was
working there for probably like two months. | always had a job thdagjbre | had a
child and prior to after having my child. | am jobless right now. htwia go to school.

My main focus is school so | can get a career job that | mekbddk me up in the future,
period.



80

He points out an interesting fact among this group of fathdra/eaé working prior to the birth
of their child, which is inconsistent with previous studies.
N-2's perspective was similar but from a “program” context. He said:

Managing my current life circumstances by keeping two goid making sure my bills
are paid. But now | am behind in some of my bills because | wasakihg that much
money. | would like to get into a program where they help fatbetsnto better job
training so we can get a better job so we are making morehitbaninimum wage and so
we can be able to pay our bills on time and take care of our kidsuviany problems.
Also, if we could get into a program where we could go to school andbwé have to
come out-of-pocket money to pay tuition. That would help. | wouldn’t mindggton
school to better myself to get a better job. It is just | ammmaking the money to pay for
school. That would help also for right now.

Contrary to popular beliefs, these fathers want to provide for thigiren and certainly they are
not “dead-beats”, it's hard to make ends meet during economic downturns (Gleif@1a).
N-1 spoke in terms of seeking employment by relocating: He said:

Yes, | am an up and coming professional. My education is great, gkirme wrong but
it is not pulling in the money that | need to be pulling in. Thelftelat | am in there are
no real jobs in [the targeted area]. If | leave [the tathatea] | will lose residency with
my son. If | stay in [the targeted area] | make just too muchey so the “programs”
won't help me. It goes back to the finances, the morality and gfa¢ fights...leaving the
area and getting a better job and doing what is best for me. Njosfane alone but me
meaning this is my money. This is my son’s money. He will nexaet because of the
fact that | can't breech the legal system that is bound and haténgesponsible for
whatever the situation is.

Age and possible distance are major indicators that over timdathes will lose interest in the

relationship with his child.

N-5 discussed his current unemployment status in relationship tarrésponsible

behavior. He said:

This year | lost my job, earlier this year in May. | came latedays back to back. | have
to get up very early and some mornings | just can’'t get up on limaused me to be
seven, eight, nine, ten minutes late for work. Not that it affectetdus route schedule. It
was just the fact of my come through the door schedule. Yes, | have been thgearsyo
almost three years and they were still harassing me #ietutVhatever. | let them write
me up and all that other stuff and then they hit me with a randontepe@drug test].
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Mind you | love marijuana. | have not ever stopped smoking marijuangtekue

periodically a couple of months here to do what | got to do. Afterwihate time of

having a job...Yes | smoke marijuana every day...three times affigediiy...faithfully.

Kids on the bus... Yes | am high...I am the bus driver.

His perspective to “life” has become a commonly shared bejieirbemerging youth
subculture who have completely abandoned most traditional Africagriéam values and most
American social values; which were traditionally, ingraitiest in the home then, reinforced

within the African American community (Billingsley, 1992).

Wanting to Be a Good Father: The provider/role model

This notion of “father” has never been truly embraced from a sbqgietrspective in
regard to the African American male. As mentioned in Chapter Tweo African American
male’s role from a historical perspective was that of a bresu nothing more. Throughout the
19" and 28" centuries he has been depicted as a lazy, buffoonish, irresponsiblenast
importantly, completely incapable of providing for his family. Yet,véith previous studies as
well as this current study, these young fathers want to be involved and providerfonitdeen.

N-4 spoke in terms of his lack of education and lack of economic mEsas a major
constraint. He said:

Opposites attract, stuff like that. It was kind of like she graduated frbaokc

| didn’t. Like a little jealousy there. | know she will be financially good but

| wanted myself to be neck in neck, you know.

His perspective, his voice illuminates current societal trends in regarel factithat,

regardless to the family composition, women are increasing begdime primary breadwinners
in their homes (Warren, 2006). Moreover, they have excelled at sdakimgr education over
men in general (Roberts, 2010). From a societal perspective, tatenétu? possibilities of role

strain, men are being encouraged to accept their new rotesedakers of domestic affairs; yet,

this is problematic for most young African American father to accepif(@.1, p. 257).
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N-5 spoke in terms of the provider role. He said:

| would say just make sure your child have at least something. Have the things
they need like clothes, food, diapers, wipes, you know what | mean. Somewhere
safe to stay. As long as the dad can provide something like that you done your
part..but | also feel that when that child becomes a certain age that faitietmee

be able to put something into that child worthwhile as far as like me when | turned
13 my dad, | used to hang out with my dad. We would sit there for hours and
won't talk about noting. So | kind of feel that was just time wasted just sitting
there with my dad and he don’t teach me anything worthwhile. We just sitting
there watching T.V. and he is playing cards. It was just time wasted.

N-3 echoed similar sentiment in regard to “putting” something into a chikhittte

Basically that’s one of the reason I'm trying to get the [his daughter] bete

Know who her real dad is and don't follow the course that | did, try do something
different. Try and get your education and graduate, don’t drop out of school

for nothing. Do what you gotta do...and basically | might want to tell her don’t
have sex until you meet that right person...lI don’t want my child to grow up to
be just like me. Be different than me and that's what I'm trying to get my
custody of my kid back and everything like that cause maybe that cause maybe
they can help me.

N-2 spoke of the love and time. He said:

He is adorable. | love him. When we are together we find so much to do. Both of
us are unstoppable. Like to see us together we are like brothers. To have him
around is very special and | want to keep that relationship that | have with him.
Like when he gets older | don’t want him to be like, | don’t know what he is

doing but as long as | am close to him now he will be close to me in the future.

| want to keep that. So as long as | got money in my pocket and able to take care
of him | feel like he will be all right. As long as | take care of myaall keep

doing what I am doing he will hook up to me and that is what | want.

N-4 shared similarly sentiments. He said:

It is a lot...to see a child, a person who looks like you. My son looks just like
me. Everybody is like that is a little you. That is a little younger you. It puts
a big smile on my face...See him talking and walking and things like that,
dancing. It is the greatest feeling in the world...honestly speaking it is the
greatest feeling in the world.

N-1 echoed similar sentiment; however, in the contexts of the co-parentingidgna

He said:
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| love my son. | take him everywhere. | do things with him. | taught him how to

tie his shoes. Brush his teeth. You name it, we have worked through all of it, you
know. | show him the rewards for it. You work hard for something you get
rewards. He has an allowance. You know what | am saying...She thinks it is

her son...she says don't ever get it wrong...this is my son...or actually, no, it is

not...it is our son. Once you can actually see and agree with that then you will

wake up [referring to his child mother]...why should | be fighting to be a part of
son’s life.
These participants’ perspectives are rarely captured in the researchthEnstereotypes and
assumptions continue

Unfortunately, N-3 is on a trajectory of the “hit and run” fathidis mental health status,
if left unaddressed, will continue this cycle in his quest to itgeght”; moreover, this behavior
is not uncommon for young fathers in similar circumstances. He said:

This is my girl right here [pointing his girlfriend]. | am ing to keep like that.

Not...trying, | am keeping it like that...so | want to have kids bydred | want to be in

that child’s life so | can do what | gotta do...so let them knowlli&id who your daddy

is and | just want to raise my kid...and basically | want a rieay that's what | said
when | was in jail.

This young father during the interview admitted to being once ingaaga he spoke of
his ultimate future, which he surmises to be his death by reMad) gnembers or former gang
associates. The researcher was taken aback by this youngsfdtbeesty in regard to his
disclosure of the social realities of gang culture. Consequently, he foumgbissible to make an
interpretation. According to Van Manen (1998) when writing (interpreting}'unspeakable” it
is best to seek out an expert opinion (p. 113). However, in this case, thainthis is a
dissertation, which the researcher is required to conduct this inopdependently, seeking

outside opinions were not an option. Moreover, the researcher can stiratiggs participant’s

social reality is directly linked to that of the subculture, as mentioned witisichapter.
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Summary

Using BAAFM as the guiding lens, five, young, non-residential AfricareAcan fathers
who were participating in a RFP told their stories and were presented in thiisrcha
Individually, “his-story” provided a rich description of the common lived-world expess.
Collectively, “his-stories” unveiled the “essence” as to why they wartcipating in a RFP.
Results uncovered five common “lived-world "experiences or themes: (a) [Eamss: Mama
Knows Best; (b) My Babymama: Inter-parental conflict; (c) Makit: Self-Efficacy; (d) Help
Wanted: underemployment/ unemployment; and, (e) Wanting To Be a Good Father: The
provider/role model.

For the practitioner and professional within the field of Family and Consumerc8cie
working with fathers, this research might provide a new lens by which to dediwéces to
young fathers. For example, they could advocate for co-parenting cdasaegaduation
requirement and part of custody arrangement within the family court sylsteraover, the
practitioner can promote father friendly services and educate the public ampte fathers

have on the well-being of children.
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CHAPTER FIVE
DISCUSSION

The purpose of this hermeneutic (interpretive), phenomenological study was to give
“voice” to a select group of young, non-residential African Americémefa who are
(were) participating in one of two RFP located in a major city within the canéihe
Western New York. Moreover, this was not a program evaluation, but rather an
opportunity to hear from a population of fathers we rarely hear from in the literdtus
chapter will highlight the common lived-world experiences shared by theipants.
Limitations, implications, and directions for future research will also lmeisiéed.

Common Lived-World Experience

The participants in this study shared common lived-world experiences in regard t
(1) being raised by a single mother; (2) the levels of inter-parentifictamongst their
babymamas; (3) making it: self-efficacy; (4) employmdatus; and, (5) their perception of
being a “good” father. Table 3 provides a summary of the themeshvamswered/ and or
addressed the research questions posited: The research questenglyv What life-changing
circumstances led these fathers to seek the services oPa; RE. What are the perceived
expectations/outcomes these fathers hope to gain as a resattiappting in RFP?; and, (3).

How do these fathers envision their future as a result of participating in suéh RFP
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TABLE 3

Themes That Answered and or Addressed Research Questions

THEMES Research Research Research
Question 1 Question 2 Question 3

Fatherlessness: Mama Knows Best Yes Yes Yes

My Babies Moma: Inter-parental *Yes Yes Yes

Conflict

Making It: Self-Efficacy No Yes Yes

Help Wanted: No Yes Yes

Underemployment/Unemployment

Wanting to Be a Good Father: The No Yes Yes
Provider/Role Model

Note: *All but one father expressed and or perceived conflict with his child’s m@k2.

Fatherless:Mama know’s Best

Although most of the young fathers in this current study praised their mothers for
raising them single-handedly, none of them discussed in any great detaihatiraising
involved. It was noted in the researcher field notes that whenever the subjecilyf fam
history was brought up these young fathers often tensed up. Moreover, neast stat
“they did not want to go there”...or “go down that road”. The researcher surmises tha
there is tremendous emotional pain. Furthermore, if given the right opportunity, they
would disclose this emotional pain. Therefore, these fatherless fathers musitial¢lad
“ghost” Dr. Canfield refers to in Chapter One. Consequently, it is this résearopinion,
this can only be achieved through clinical intervention. Within this settiagian tap
into the core of their being and bring to light, issues that are troubling tbhehgtghey

can become the responsible fathers they were meant to be. Interestinglyeditégdnis
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older sister for motivating him to move his life forward.
He said:

My older sister always stuck around with her. She ended up getting her own
house and | have been living back and forth between her and my mom.
Everybody in my family, my older sister she made the most of me. | believe
without her | would probably be a whole different person. | would probably

be in jail. I had somebody who was, | guess by her being the oldest sister she
got the chance to, | don’t know, there is something about her that just made her
excel with everything she touches, everything she did. Where did she learn this
from. My momma didn’t teach it to me. You know what | mean. | don’t
remember her dad being much around so where does she get it from so may-be
some people was just born with it. Just born to excel. | am just glad to have her.
She really did a whole lot for me. Every time | needed some help or some
better information that would separate me from that lower self my siater w

there to help me. | don’t’ know.

This participant was the only one who had a mother and father, yet he had nothing
positive to say about either. The essential question here is: Are wadjitia
participant’s perspectives by centering our questions on a standard that rregates t
reality?

My Babymama: Interparental Conflict

This second lived-world experience was voiced the loudest among this group of
fathers. Based on current trends and practices within the fatherhood field, proweiding c
parenting skills is essential to any successful fatherhoagraro (Greif et al., 2011, p. 253). It
was apparent to this researcher that the two fathers whodnaplated a fatherhood program
were more confident in their ability to navigate and negotiate their co-payeealationships.

However, based on previous research, all of these fathers are at a crostroagand
to whether they will remain in the lives of their children (King & Heard, 199®).this

researcher’s opinion, a parenting plan should be piloted within all fatherhood program.
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The essential question here is: What needs to be done from a program perspeatreettthcs
fact? Interestingly, last year the NFLG submitted recommendatiahe Obama Administration
on program evaluation, which indicated that all RPF that receive TANF funding shquicere
participants to complete an Individual Parenting Plan (IPP), which would iadioat each
participant plans to pursue measurable goals to becoming a responsible father (

http://www.nflgonline.org). The IPP might include regular child contact schedules, special

events schedules (e.g., birthdays and holidays), information sharing in regardtitdcthe
telephone access, transportation for visitation, methods for resolving futuresdigpaglly,
these plans can be developed not only through RFP but also through mediation, attorney
assistance, and family court assistants.

Making It: Self-Efficacy

This third lived-world experience was among the most challenging fogriwig of
young fathers, which is not surprising, based on our current understanding in regarcetp the h
seeking behavior of all men in general. Issues of vulnerability and mascaltiaibften the
major barriers to help seeking behaviors among men (Greif et al., 2011, p. 248). Feumnpe y
father, there are additional psychosocial issues he must overcome befoablecto seek help.
For example, developmentally in most cases, this population of young fatheet lmsgvelop
the communication skills necessary to ask for help; and yet, they aredlaisefact. To
compensate and in their avoidance, they rely on their mothers’ to do the leg-work within and
across systems (Miller, 1997). The essential question here is: What devetalpruericula need
to be incorporated within fatherhood programs that would help the young African America
father self advocate?

Help Wanted: Underemployment/Unemployment
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This fourth lived-world experience confirmed a rather disturbing fact, it is well
documented that, no other population in regard to race and gender experiences the phenomenon
of being persistently out of work, than the African American male (Billing41892). Yet,
throughout history to the present, African American males’ have adopted to tarbidigtfact.
Albeit, some of their behaviors in making ends meet are not necessarilyysacigptable as
discussed. Regardless of the various social constraints that they are eanivibht the fathers
in this study want to work, have a right to work, and will continue to provide financial support
for their children, by any means necessary (Greif et al., 2011, p. 252). The égsestian here
is: What resources at the local, state, and federal levels can fatherhoodhgrtagranto to
provide employment opportunities within this current down economy?

Wanting to Be a Good Father: The provider/role model

This fifth and final common lived-world experience shared by the fathers &yclos
linked to the above mentioned. One of the basic tenets of the responsible fatherhood field and the
justification for fatherhood programs is that a responsible father is an individoastablishes
paternity at birth or shortly thereafter (see Important Terms withipt€h®ne on how
responsible fathering was conceptualized). Four out of the five participdhis this current
study have established paternity. N-5 has yet to established paternitygli¢étdad that for
religious reasons he had yet to, but plans to. He said:
No it wasn't [paternity]. | have a problem with. | didn’t sign my son’s birttifceate
when he was first born because | got in touch with the Moorish Science Temple of
America and the Moorish Science Temple of America they don’t sign thieis myer to

the American government. They are a different corporate body so thdrpfstreidn’t
want to sign my son'’s birth certificate.



90

His religious ideology is somewhat unorthodox as such; the researcher clemestd Where it
is. The essential question here is: How does religion impact the youngnMuicarican father’s
identity and his parental role?
Implications for Practitioners

There are two major implications that can be derived from the findingso$tiindy
which, if left unaddressed, will result in broad over-reaching social consequetitbeespect to
the young non-residential African American father. They are (a)adhsitional development
between late adolescence and early adulthood; with the additional adjustmentrbbtathand
(b) the emerging proliferation of young men who are fathering childrennnatBub-culture that
have completely disregarded most cultural and social values and norms of behaviors.

According to Billingsley (1992), a major impact on the African American lfaisithe
changing developmental age structure on both the needs and resources thataria criti
maintaining healthy family functioning (p.58). Billingsley surmises Wigtout the additional
support of those four major sectors as discussed in Chapter Five; the late atlaledg@ung
adult are at risk of experiencing a delay in growth and development (p.61). Fortdrehes,
this was apparent throughout the interview process. Three of the fathers expreissed t
difficulties in accepting their roles as fathers and chose to continue behavifasan that
was more fitting for that of a non-father within their age group. Integdgtinone of these
fathers appeared to hold guilt in regard to their behavior with respect to theeobiyEa
relationship. N-5’s perceptions support this implication. He said:

| felt like a mom should nurture the child at least until the dsildne and a half or two

years old. Let the child get big and walk good and you know beforgugbwant to

throw your child with the dad all the time. Let the child get ontiws feet good and

build up an immune system before you decide you want to throw you witiidyour
baby’s father.
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The fatherhood programs must not only address the developmental stages of a chdd, but al
they must also incorporate developmental curricula for self-developmentufzatyichose that
focus on life-course development (Greif et al., 2011), which further support thegguidin
assumption that underpinned this study: Making the transition to being a coanpaitéat is

often incomplete and problematic for young fathers (NCOFF, 2000).

The second implication that can be derived from the findings of this study,
in regard to the young non-residential African American father, suggesgdhaty men who
are fathering children within a sub-culture that have completely disregamitctuitural and
social values and norms of behaviors. Although none of the fathers explicitly thteite
involvement with gang activities, throughout the interview process the rhsearas able to
surmise that three of the fathers either were activity engaged oassoeiated with gang
activities.

This subculture has a sense of entitlement and attitudes of acg@maiture similar to
that of the latest pop idol. “I'll do what | want to do...when | wantdb it” is their personal
mantra, while disregarding any type of personal, community, and alaogetns. This subculture
is unlike the youth of the rebellious 60s & 70s who wanted to breekfifom traditional values
that constrained them. This subculture however, does not care...it'aballt me...the
individual. They are fragile and if you cross them, there are qaesees. For example, a
simple glance might lead to a confrontation on the streets whtht explain why; most of the
participants chose not to look the researcher in the eyes durindehaew process. For in their
eyes (their social realities), this is a sign of disrelspges a confirmatory measure, one needs to
simply look to the economic environment and the social climate @@kewhich was all about

greed and the self.
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Finally, to support the above mentioned, in 1991 the late C. Delores Ttakeder of
the Bethune-DuBois Institute for cultural and educational developofeAfrican American
youths, was the first to “sound the alarm” with regard to thebhehaf certain pop artists. The
lyrics and videos of these pop artists were misogynistic and derggsot only to women but
other minorities-which Tucker felt had a negative impact on Afridmerican youths and
launched a boycott against “gangsta rap” music. Her effestdted in the “advisory” labeling of
music within certain genres (National Visionary Leadership Project, 2012).

This implication is significant for future program activities. It via# essential for
intervention specialist’s to be hired and trained to work with this population of fafflees.
ultimate goal of this work will be debriefing these former gang members sr-gssociates back
to social behaviors that are normative in scope, so that these young fatheaserd their
children appropriately (Greif et al., 2011, p.255). For example, recently, PubAd&asting
Service (PBS) aired a documentary called “The Interrupter,” which ¢bakgang violence and
how a group of former gang members are helping to mediate such violence in one Chicago
community (James & Kotlowitz, 2012). Finally, there are two major inreatthat are offering
promising strategies to address not only the above mentioned but a host of other coomdunity a
societal constraints that impact the African American Community. TherH&leéldren Zone
and The National Cares Mentoring Movement.

Both of these initiatives are based on the premise that “it takes a Villdgeh is
conceptually consistent with BAAFM. The Harlem Children Zone (HCZ) isgpes one of the
most revolutionary social experiments to date in regard to addressingulyassues that plague
at risk communities. Under the direction of Geoffery Canada, an advocate fori@uuitat

HCZ provides a multitude of social, educational, and human services to individual alnesfam
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across the life span living within a 100 block radius of Harlem, New York

(http://www.Hcz.org). The targeted research area could benefit greatly from a simoldel,

considering the fact that is rated the third poorest city in the nation (U.S. Bur€ansfs,

2008). The National Cares Mentoring Movement was founded by Susan L. Taylor, former
Editor-In-Chief of Essence Magazine, in response to the poor educational sydtem Orleans
in wake of Hurricane Katria, by offering mentoring in literacy, academrichment and
personal development to children and youths across the nation residing in at risk ca@smunit

(http://www.caresmentoring.ong

Limitations

The first limitation to this current study was the notion of time and space. Howolie
recruitment, as well as the interview process, the researcher founctitlttti get the
participants to commit to appropriate and easily accessible locations fotetheews to take
place. These young fathers seemed to always be in a rush, and when thegdyete tadk the
researcher had to “drop” everything and “go”. Many times the scheduledewsrwere
cancelled due to “no-shows”. Two of the interviews took place at the workplace of the
participant’s former case manager, which was uncomfortable for thealesebecause the
space provided was reserved for certain time blocks, and if the participant did natsHbg-
time block had to be re-scheduled; in one case, it was not available when thénezseasc
available. There were two interviews that took place in the participant’s h@ndace, this
would appear to be ideal yet, in one case; the researcher felt completdty ams should have
cancelled. However, in pursuit of “getting the data”, the researcher falldweugh.
Nevertheless, in all cases, this sense of urgency might have compromisedithefqlata

gathered.
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The second limitation to this current study was the limiting criteriaosgddrticipating in
this study. Excluding ethnicity, participants had to be young (18-25), non-resideave a
child living within two targeted zip code areas, and were or had participated in eve of t
fatherhood programs. Opening this study to all young fathers within this ag@gamight have
proven to provide more rich-thick details regarding the phenomenon under study.

The third limitation to this current study was the fact the researcher hatitthe contact
with one of the administrator’s of the targeted program and none from the othemprddpis
lack of involvement compromised the interpreted process from a program peesfbet
researcher lacked basic knowledge in regard to services provided, demograpimatiofgrand
budget allocations.

The fourth limitation to this current study was the lack of multiple coders dimng t
coding process, which might have enhanced the validity of the findings and proveciakemefi
excavating emerging essential themes.

The fifth and final limitation to this current study was the fact that th@okasize was
small, criterion based and reflecting one urban geographic area. Young faheipating in a
RFP could be experienced differently from a regional perspective.

Directions for Future Research

The results for this current study suggest future studies attend to severahgnssiges
in regard to young African American fathers directly and that of dl&fatin general. More
research is needed to shed light on the plight of the homeless father. Two of tleapéstic
stated that they experienced periods of homelessness during the interview (ihmewere not
homeless at the time of the interviews). It is critical during economic domsito survey how

these young fathers are navigating and negotiating their parental rightssuodeonditions.
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For example, where does visitation occur and in what environment are the children being
exposed too? What type of transitional housing is available to the hometes® tdow might
existing shelters be adopted to accommodate the homeless father? What ingpadative’s
homeless status have on his child?

Research is needed to explore the emerging phenomenon of the “educated lilurtgstill
on the margins of society fathers”. Education traditionally was the great buff&frican
Americans. However, as illustrated in this current study, two fathersquustdary education
and they still found themselves underemployed. Therefore, are the socialint#ied
contribute to this phenomenon due to a lack of motivation, racism/discrimination or the
economy?

Research is needed to clarify the complexities involved in defining intemtphre
conflict or “Babymama Drama”. What does this behavior involve? How can a parent pla
mediate this behavior?

Mental health issues and African American males is another area tatfuogber
research, specifically in regard to their family of origin and the fasnlistory. What are the
issues that pain this population, and how can clinical intervention help alleviate sdrmae of t
pain?

Finally, research informed by notions of spirituality/faith among the yoamng
residential African American fathers is needed to capture the whole, tiadinethe parts, of this
population. For example what role does spirituality/faith play in regard to the'$gplaeenting
expectations and behaviors?

Conclusion

If anything, the researcher is hopeful that the voices of this selected gratpevsf
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have been heard. The findings indicate a need for rigorous longitudinal studiesl tegttwre
rich data with regard to this population of fathers and their children, who aaebeliving on
the margins of society. However, in spite of this fact, and in their own voices, thelpeg
what they gotta do” to remain in the lives of their children regardless obredatp quality with
their babymama or their residency.

From a policy perspective, funding decisions must be based on empiridahce that
will support the impact these programs have on the participantstifi@mperspective as well as
the many stakeholders involved program design and implementation. Froractiqurer
perspective, it was imperative that we heard from this populatfofathers, in order that
appropriate program decisions (e.g., what frameworks must wewithrik) can be made in our
attempts to decrease the number of fatherless homes in thisycdtmoim a local perspective,
the host agency involved in this study will receive timely in kepformation that might

enhance program activities.
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APPENDIX A

LETTER OF INFORMED CONSENT

Consent Form
Title of Study His-stories: Young, non- residential, African American fathers participating in a
responsible fatherhood program: A hermeneutic inquiry

Investigators:  Gregory Suni Childs, MS

This is a research study. Please take your time in deciding if you woultd lieaticipate. Please
feel free to ask questions at any time.
Key points of this study:

1. The purpose of this study is to understand how you are making meaning (e.g. nganagi

your current life circumstances (e.g., your co-parenting experietheaelationship with

your child’s mother and what resources (if any) you are relaying anyasng, African-
American father, who does not live with your child, as a result of particgpatithin a
Responsible Fatherhood Program. Moreover, this study seeks to understand how you
envision your future life circumstances (e.g., what resources willglgwon and your

level of involvement with your child, one year post program activities). You ang be
invited to participate in this study because you are currently involved in a Rddponsi
Fatherhood Program and have experience with and know how the program has affected
your relationship with your child, your child’s mother. Through your partimpah this

study you may clarify your goals on becoming a responsible father vige#etftions.

2. If you agree to participate in this study, your participation will last p@reximately two
months. You will be interviewed three times over a period of eight weeks. Thaanter
will last for approximately one hour and will be tape recorded. You will be askatkto t
about your experiences prior to your involvement with the program (e.g., whabwas y
past life circumstances six month prior to the birth of your child and tellstouy (e.qg.,
current and future as it relate to your desire to be a responsible fathersa# af
participating in the program). How you tell your stories and what informatiarclgoose
to share will be up to you. You can skip any question you do not want to answer and still
participate in the study. These documents and tapes will be destroyeddiisdrgen the
beginning of this study.

3. If you decide to participate in this study you may find that this experiergig changed
how you see yourself as a young father. It is hoped that the information gained in thi
study will benefit society by providing insight in how Responsible Fatherhooddpnsgr
affects the young, non-residential African American father. Your paaticig in this
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study has the potential to benefit you by providing an opportunity for self-refieatid
to clarify your goals in becoming a responsible father.

. Arisk involved with this research may be some emotional discomfort if you choose to
talk about any past life circumstances that were painful to you (e.g., yatiomship

with your parents and teen year’s experiences). However, what you chobaectinghe
interviews will be up to you and at anytime you can request that tape relerstep and
end the interview.

. Your patrticipation in this study will not cost you anything, and you will be paid a
monetary gift of $20.00 per scheduled interview regardless as to whether youteomple
the full one hour interview. However, you will be ask to sign three forms (one for each
scheduled interviews) attesting to the fact that you received compensatyouifor
participations in this study.

. Your patrticipation in this study is completely voluntary and you many refuse to
participate or leave the study at any time. You can withdraw your conserttanan

without penalty and have the results of your participation, returned to you, removed from
the records, or destroyed.

. Participating or not participating in this study will not affect your involeatwith the
fatherhood program.

. Your identity will be kept confidential and will not be released in any individually
identifiable form without your prior consent, unless required by law as descrilmd bel
Information that you share with the researcher will remain confidettet i, it will not

be linked to you by name or shared with anyone in a way that would identify yaptexc
for any information about child or elder abuse, or a treat of violence to yourséfers.
Information in these areas wilk reported to the authorities.

. The tape recordings of your interviews, as well as the researcher’svilbteskept in a

locked cabinet in the researcher’'s home at: [Home], and these will be avaiiabte

the researcher and his major professors. However, know that federal government
regulatory agencies [NIH] and the Institutional Review Board (a commiitededviews

and approves human subject research studies) may inspect and/or copy your records for
guality assurance and data analysis. The tapes themselves will be er&8S8@016. In
addition, it is possible that the research being done here will result inpooials
presentations and publications, but you will in no way be personally identified in the way
in which the results will be shared. For purposes of reporting the results dtithysa
pseudonym will be used to protect your identity.
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10.You are encouraged to ask questions at any time during this study. If you lik@nyou c
receive a report of the findings of this study.

11.For further information about the study contact Gregory Suni Childs, Doctoraldagedi
(715) 876-1502gchilds @iastate.edor Robert H. Bosselman, Major Professor, (515)
294-8550drbob@iastate.edand Steven B. Garasky, Major Professor, (515) 294-9826,
sgarasky@iastate.edifi you have any questions about the rights of research subjects or
research-related injury, please contact the IRB Administrator, (515) 294-4566,
IRB@iastate.eduwor Director, Office for Responsible Research, (515) 294-3115, 1138
Pearson Hall, Ames, IA 50011.

Your signature indicates that you voluntarily agree to participate in thig, shad the study has
been explained to you, that you have been given the time to read the document and that you
guestions have been satisfactorily answered. You will receive a copy adried and dated
written informed consent prior to your participation in the study.

Participant’s name (printed)

(Participant’s Signature) (Date)
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APPENDIX B-1
Interview Protocol Past-Life Circumstances

For the next 60 minutes or so, | want you to reconstruct your life for me, go backaydar
can, bring us to the point where you became a father and joined this fatherhood program. Fee
free to begin wherever you are most comfortable with, but | would like you todtaik gour
childhood, your family, and school, and friends, relationships, job, legal issues, ybanyirst
sexual encounter, and anything else you can recall (RQ 1: Life-ChanigtugnStances)

(Probing Questions)
Posed these probing questions within the past-tense, ask question to account for gagsime

Family

Do you have any brother or sister?

Did you grow-up in a home with both parents?

How was your relationship with your mother- father- stepparent- qarezdi

Was there any one adult that you felt was most important to you as you wereggup®i\Who?
Why?

Education

What kind of student where you in elementary school? Junior High? High School?
Did you graduate from high school?

Why did you choose to leave school? In what grade did you leave school?

Peers & Support System

What were your support system outside of your family and close relatives?

With whom can you “count-on” during challenging circumstances (go further if ng@d be
Who was your best friend? With whom did you first tell of the news about becorfatigea?
Why? Where would you go for advice on dealing with stress, money, and heald?issue

Employment
What was your last job? Doing what? For how long? Why did you leave? Are ykingvapw?
Doing what? For how long?

Fatherhood

Did you plan to be a father?

Describe your relationship with the mother of your child

How much time do you spend with your child per day? Per Week?
Is there a parenting plan in place? Why? Why not?

Fatherhood Program

How did you learn about this program? Is it mandatory for you to attend? Why?
How did you come to get involved with the program? Was your child born then?
Has the program help you with any legal issues? What? Why?
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APPENDIX B-2
Interview Protocol Current-Life Circumstances

For the next 60 minutes or so | want you to pick up where you left off in our last @wetvi
want you to focus on the concrete details of your life circumstances todlayerd to wake, up
today in your shoes what would my entire day be like? Do | work? If so, what is my jodtA3V
my educational level? What kind of relationship do | have with my child’s mo¥NBe is my
relationship with family? Where is my father? What are my support sygteims often do | see
my child? Do | have any legal issues? Drug issues? Where am | in thenpPddees the program
be beneficial to me? Who are my mentors here? Whom can | count on within this @r¢g@m
2: Current-Life Circumstances)

(Probing Questions)
All questions in this section will be posed in the present tense. Questions will De@ske
account for any time gaps.

Legal System
What going on in your life with the legal system? Is this program helping? Doegalihelp?

Employment

Are you currently working? Doing what? Has the program helped you find this job?
Are you working “underground”?

How much are you making per week, per month?

Do you need help?

Family

How are you making your child support payment?

Whom do you live with now?

Are you engaged, single?

How is your relationship with your family today, Mother, father, and Siblings?
Do you need help?

Education
Are you currently taking any classes? Are you in a degree proddamy@u need help with
educational issues?

Fatherhood Program
Is this program meeting your expectations? Please talk about thamroggeneral, the staff,
and services. What is working for you so far in this program? What is not? Ptp&sa?®
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APPENDIX B-3
Interview Protocol Future-Life Circumstances

| have assumable you all here to discuss your future. For the next 60 minutesveairgoydu to
“envision” yourselves one year-five years’ post program. Based on what yeudtnstructed
in these past interviews, with regard to family, employment, fatherhood, theuproand
education, where do you see yourself in the future? What impact, if any, wilbgstiand
current life circumstances and this program have on your future (RQ 3eHitgur
Circumstances)

All questions in this section are posed in the future tense. Only one person at a tispeakay
and we will respect that person’s opinion. Can we all agree on these basic rules?

Relationship

Describe your relationship with your child’s mother in the future.
Will you have more children?

Will you get married?

Employment

What is your ideal employment?

Do you see yourself working “underground”?
Are there any skill/education you will need?

Legal Issues
What role, if any, will the legal system play in your future?
Are there any legal issues outstanding?

Children
What does the relationship “look” like with your child in the future?
What role will you play in his/her daily life?

The program

Will this program be around?

Do you see yourself involved in this program in the future?

In the future, would you or how would you change the program to make it better?
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APPENDIX C
I nterview Data Sheet

Site: Type of Interview:
Interviewers: With whom:

Today's Date:
Interview Date:
Code for Interview:
1. Briefly describe the father (s) involved in this interview, including inflgeotccultural
and socio-economic attitudes/strategies towards being a responsibie fathe

2. What were the main ideas or issues around this interview?

3. Summarize the information you gathered during this interview?

Circumstances | Past Life (RQ 1) Current Life (RQ2) Future Life (RQ3)
Education
Employment

Program

Housing

Legal

Relationship

Family
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. Anything else that you identified as salient, interesting, or importantanrit@rview
relevant to fatherhood?

. What new questions or issues will you want to ask in future interviews and/or discuss
with the participants?



ID#
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APPENDIX D

Demographic Data

Thank you for agreeing to participate in this study! Please complete tley figlow and return
it in the attached self-addressed, stamped envelope.

Please note that the information collected in this questionnaire is compietidiential and
will only be used for the purposes of this research study.

Demographic Data Sheet

1. Myageis: __ 13-15 __16-20 __ 21-25

2. My zip-codeis: 14211 14215

3. My racelethnicity is: __ African American ___ Hispanic ____ Other

4. Age of infant: __ 0-6bmonths ___ 6-one year

5. Age of child: 1-3 4-6 7-10

6. Residential Status: ___ | do not live with my child & mother I do live with my
child & mother

7. Occupation:

8. Educational Level: 8 grade 12 grade __ 2yearcollege __ 4year college

9. Your total yearly income: ___under $5,500 __ under $10,500 ___ under $15,500

10.Length in program: _ weeks _ months __ years

11.Legalissues pending: __yes __ no

12.Current with child support payments: _ _yes __ no

Thank you for completing this questionnaire! Your time and participation arenwecly
appreciated, and will contribute to a growing knowledge base on experiences suggaoatio
father’s involvement in a responsible fatherhood program.



