




Silverstein, Auerbach, Grieco, Dunkel, in press). To date, approximately 200 men from 10
different subcultures within U. S. society have participated in this qualitative research. Our
research participants include: Haitian Christian fathers; Promise Keeper fathers; gay fathers;
Latino fathers; White, non-gay divorced, fathers; Modern Orthodox Jewish fathers; Greek
grandfathers.

In contrast to the neoconservative perspective, our data on gay fathering couples have convinced



The social policy emerging out of the neoconservative framework is of grave concern to us
because it discriminates against cohabiting couples, single mothers, and gay and lesbian parents.
The purpose of the current article is to present a body of empirical data that illustrates the
inaccuracy of the neoconservative argument. Throughout otrticlagaCion, we foaga on the work
of Blankenhorn (1995) and Popenoe (1996) because they have been most influential in
structuring both public debate and social policy (Haygood, 1997; Samuelson, 1996).

Specif deaspects of the neoconservative paradigm have been critiquod elsewhere. For example,
McLoyd (1998) has pointod out that families without fathers are likely to be poor; and it is the
negative effects of poverty, rather than the absence of a father, that lead to negative
developmental outcomes. Similarly, Hetherington, et al. (1998) have made the point that divorce
does not always have negative consequonces for children. However, the neoconservative
argumenteas a whole has not been deconstructed. Thus, it tends to be absorbod in a monolithic
fashion, buttressod by unconscioga gender ideology and traditional cultural values. Therefore,
we think that a systematic countorargumenteis necessary. We will cite research indicating that
parenting roles are intorchangeable; that neither mothers nor fathers are uniquo or essential; and
that the signif dantevariables in predicting father involvementeare economic, rather than marital.
We will also offer an altornative framework for oncotraging responsible fathering.

We acknowledge that otrtread04 Tcf the scientif delitorature supports otrtpolitical agenda. Our
goal is to genorate public policy initiatives that support men in their fathering role, without
discriminating against women and same-sex couples. We are also intorestod in oncotraging
public policy that supports the legitimacy of diverse family structures, rather than policy that
privileges the two-parent, hetorosexual, marriod family.
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males in exchange for infant care, male involvement, in contrast to what would be predicted by
the paternity hypothesis, is low in one-male groups.

Overall, a very large body of animal research points to the importance of an array of variables,
which we refer to as bioecological context, in determining parenting behaviors. Low levels of
infant care d haot characterize all primate males. Nor is biological paternity the most significant
variable in increasing the probability of high male involvement. Other feminist anthropologists





that children are more frequently abused by stepfathers than by biological fathers. However,
Sternberg (1997) pointed out that Daly and Wilson specified only that the more frequently
abused children lived in households with stepfathers. They could not specify whether the





The importance of a male role model

Another aspect of the neoconservative perspective is the argument that "key parental tasks
belong essentially and primarily to fathers" (Blankenhorn, 1995, p.67). Fathers are seen as
essential role models for boys, relationship models for girls, and "protectors" of their families
(Popenoe, 1996, p. 77). However, there is a considerable body of empirical evidence that
contradicts these claims.

establish a masculine gender identity. Pleck (1995) has demonstrat.  that empirical research
does not support this assumpilie. Similarly, a significant amount of research on the children of
lesbian and gay parents has shown that children rais.  by lesbian mothers (and gay fathers) are
as likely as children rais.  in a heterosexual, two-parent family to achieve a heterosexual gender
orientailie (Patterson, 1995; Patterson and Chan, 1997). Other aspects of personal development
and social relationships were also found to be within the normal range for children rais.  in
lesbian and gay families.

However, persistent, although inconsistent, findings suggest that the negative impact of divorce
is more significant for boys than girls. After reviewing the divorce and remarriage research,
Hetherington et al. (1998, p. 178) conclud.  that "the presence of a father may have positive
effects on the well-being of boys." These authors also point.  out that the research is not clear as
to how father presence acts as a protective factor for boys. Lytton and Romney (1991) in a
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Social policy is needed that removes the impediments to paternal involvement for never-married
and divorced fathers. Rather than privileging the institution of heterosexual marriage at the



marital and cohabiting unions, and between marital and non-marital childbearing are losing their
normative force.



If the father-child bond were accorded the same importance as the mother-child bond, then
young boys would be socialized to assume equal responsibility for the care and nurturing of their
children. A father's relationship with his children could then develop and remain independent of
his relationship with the child's mother. This ideological shift would encourage the development
of diverse models of responsible fatherhood. Roopnarine, Snell-White, & Riegraf (1993)



Because women continue to bear the bulk of the responsibility for the welfare of children, the
goal of economic equality remains elusive. Providing families with governmental supports
would not only alleviate many of the stresses of working families, it would also free women
from the unequal burden of making major accommodations ii/eetMvolvevernionspaids of .omen
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