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May 24, 1995 
, I 

Mr. Frank ,Warner , 

CO-Director, 

Liberals Are For Two7Parent Families 

565 Kline Avenue, 

Potts±o~n, PA., , 19465 " ' 


( , 

Dear Mr." Warner :" 

, :Thank you f~r your letter suggesting ,that the feder'al government 
s~onsor an educational ~ampaign tohighli~htthe benefits of a 

, stable, family. , I ),share your deep concern for the state" of 
'America I s families. I ' , t, 

", -: . 

, With,' increasing incidence of teen, pregqancy' and divorce rates, it 
is critical that organizations,like yours enpourage adolescent 

" and parental respbnsibility. As prep'ident Clinton has:,stated, 
'''We can 't renew, our country until we realize, that govern~ents' 

__ donft raise Children,', parents do .," ' 

:t have forwarded your recommendationsdto my'staffforfurther 
,review., Thank you for writing'l and I .commend your' org~niz~tio~ IS 

effor~s to' promote a new gener?tion of healthrAmerican ,families 
,and friendships. ' 

Sihcerely, ,,' , ' 

~~t.D 
Assistant to the., President 

'for Domestic;policy , 


, ' 

, , 

cc: ",Bruce Reed \ " 
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April 18, 1995 

Mr. Frank Warner 
Co-Director 
Liberals Are For Two-Parent Families 
565 Kline Avenue 
Pottstown, Pennsylvania 19465 

Dear Mr. Warner: 

Thank you for your letter suggesting that the federal 
government sponsor a campaign to highlight the benefits of a 
stable family. I appreciate your contacting my office with your 
ideas and suggestions • 

. To give your recommendation the proper attention, I have 
taken the liberty of forwarding your letter to the Domestic 
policy Council for review. You can be assured that your ideas 
will receive the appropriate co~sideration • 

. Thank you ~gain for taking the time to write. 

cc: Domestic Policy Council 

LEP/tab 
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:LIBERALS ARE FOR TWO-PARENT FAMILIES, 
, I 

565 Kline Avenue 
Pottstown, Pa. 19465 

(610) 326-8472
FEB I '3 "1995 

, " 

February 6, '1995" 

Leon Panetta 

Chief of Staf,f 


'The White House 

Washington, D.C. 20500 


Dear Mr. Panetta, ,/, 

Liberals Are for Two-Parent Families'is a1research and education 
group~ 'founded in 'August, 1993 and dedicated to applying the liberal <, , 

concepts of generosity, ~esponsibility and intelligence to, promote a 
new 'generatiop( of healt!)y'American fam,ilies. ' 

Today we ar~ recommending that the federal 'government undertake a 
'massive and permanent campaign. in televised messages every day, to 
.educate adolescents about what builds 'a friendship, ,what makes a ' 
nurturin arent and how individuals and societ benefit when mothers 

and fathers rais 'their' children to ether ~ , 


We recommend that the 'campaign on friendship ,and families each year 

broadcast $1 billion worth of publ,ic .,gerVice ~nnouncements . 


..",. . , , 

We suggest' that this 'effort use! as a : model th~ Baltimore-based 

Campaign for OUr Children (120 West Fayette Street; Suite, ,1200" 

Baltimore, MD 21201-3741, Phone 410-576-9015). Campaign for Our 

Children has a, well-b~l~nced, liberal approach" hi televisJ.On ana 

other media,' to encouragead<:,)lescent arid parental responsir:ili t'y. , 


The founders 'of Liberals'Arefor Two-Parent Families are Mike'Contos, 

an adoptive father and, Philadelphia assistant public defender; Toni-' 

Wade ,i a mother' and former Newspaper; Guild Ul':!-ionorganizer i and I, a 

Big Brother a~d former W?~hington, D.C-. -based researcher for Ralph

Naderh - , 


- ) " 


Liberals are for the little guy, and the littie~girl, too. Liberals 

ar~, for ,giving children the best;. chance :eor grow,th and happiness. 

Liberals are for two-:parentfamilies. 


, , 
'Sincerely, , 

.~~ 
Frank Warner 
Co-director 

r ' 

, I 

http:televisJ.On


From a report of 

,CAMPAIGN POR OtrR CHILDREN' 
120 West Fayette' Street, Suite ,1200 

'Baltimore, MD 21~01 ( 
{410) 57b 9015 

Campaign For Our Children was initiated'in 1987 to reduce the 

inc,idence of teenage pregnancyiri Maryland ,by, pr9moting the 

continuation of sexual abstinence' amc::mg"pre-sexuallyactive 

<?hildren .' 


, , 

/ ' ,-' '. ", " , 

To accomplish that goal, a comprehensive, five-year multi~ 
dimensional "pilot" progr:am was developed to integrate'the ef- ': 
forts of a mass media,advertising al1d public relations,campaign 
wi,th school programs and counseling' to influence' and, change' ' 
attitudes about sex among 9-' to 14'-year~0Id children.' ' 

Afirst-of-its-kind program, Caty{paign,forOur Children isa joint 
effort, of Maryland's public ,and private .sectorswith funding 
coming from both. 'Established, ,as a private, non-profit corpora
tion, ,it has grown through the cooperative efforts of Maryland 
Governor,wiiliam Donald Schaefer and the Maryland Departments of, 
Heal th and Mental Hygiene, Juvenile Service's, Human Res,ources, 
Education', ar;.d' the 'Governor' sCounci,1 o'n AdolesceI:lt Pregnancy. : 

, ( , , 

Campaign For Our Children works because, it is a, cooperative: 
,effort of the public and private sectors ... so our messages are 
everywhere. We utilize mass media advertising, aggressive media, 
relations, active il1-school programs and public health outlets to 
get' our, abstinenc'e \message through to, kids ,who ,are not yet· sex.,. 
uallyactive. '.l'he materials we use are 'focused on reaching four 

',key target groups: ' , 
) 

,To chil'dren the' theme is, "Yo,u can go fCirther when you don't go. 

all 'the way." This is the underlying message on all our materi..; 

als, which focus on goal setting',self-esteem and relationship 

,building. , " ' 

A different, yet just as effective, approach to reach males is , 
"You play." You pay." TheresponsipJlityof fatherhood is made, 
paInfully obvi,ous in the materials developed fC?r this audien~e., 

Just 'as 'important' as reaching the, children :is }the need to educa~te 
parents and adtilt~ .', The theme of' the messages' to this, group is 
"kids, can go farther if they ,<ion' t go, Cill the way. ,,' We epcou+,age' 

,parents to talk' to their kids about sex.' ' , 
- , 

The final: message is targeted at community 'leaders. ,Unforeunate
ly, teen pregnancy as a social issu'e is often given a' low priori 
ty. Our campaign promotes the message "l,t all starts here." 

, ,.~ 

We have worked pard t'o develop good' relationships :with the' media 
in, Maryland with terrific results. Our highly intrusive and 
sometimes controversial television and radio commercials really 
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,have, an impact on both teens, and adults; And the ~upport of 

outdoor and trans~t advertisers, billboards, and bus signs make 

our messagesthatmtichstronger ahdmorevisible. 


With the support of the ~oard of Education, School Superintend
ents, the' PTA, School Principals and Health'E~ucators, Camp?lign 
For Our Children 'has ,developed lesson plans, educational videos' 

'and posters targeted for the middle schools. A recent survey , 
, ,shows' that our, posters can be found in virtually every middle 
,school in Maryland' and the' maj'ority of ,the' counties utilize' our 
lesson' plans. 

Publi,che~lth outlets' are the other focus for the distribution 'of, 
our materials. We\make our posters and, other materials available 
to all health professionals, counselors, in-school clinics, teen' 
clinics and other programs geared toward, healthy teens. 

, " 

In 1989, ,t,he'Department,' of Health conducted r.~searchamong middle 
school students'and teachers. The results ,showed 94% were aware 

'of Campaign 'For Our Chi~dren's materials and could repeat some of 
the messages' and, slogans verbatim.' ,More impo'rtantly, 75% of' the ' 
'students reported 'that CFOC helped th~m talk with their parents ' 

'-' 	 on topics of sex, family l,if,e, and other related ~ssues. The 
n~tional average for' such discussions within, that age group is 
only 20%.. ' ': 

1990 prought the firstnew8 of actual drops in births to teens in 
the State of Maryland. Lel1)meIMiddle'School' in Baltimore, City, a 

, pilot school for Campaign For Our Children programs, reported a 
75% drop in teen pregnancies. NO,pregnancies were reported among 
sixth and seventh graders and only:two in ,the eight grade'became ' 
pregnant, 'compared to the previous year when eight pregnancies 
were, reported. ' " , ' ',", ' ,', ' ' '. 

, "' .' 	 I 

By: the end of 1991,' the Maryl~md'Department of Health, released 

data ,on pregnancies and birth rates for ,1989 and 1990. These 

statistics showed ,a 10.6% dropiri'birthsto teen mothers in' 

Baltimore City and an overall drop in t,he entire state of'Mary,

land .. : impressive pe~centages especially' ,when compared' to a ' 

national increas~ ln' sexual activity among ,the nation's teenage 

girls during the same timeperiod~


" 	,. .', . 

.campaign For Our Children is 'a proven" successfu~progra:m., The 
research andstatist'ics show that, we have so far helped reduce 

, the' burden of teen p;:-egnancy on Maryland taxpayers "by at least 

$4'6 million in State' and Federal programs., 


Since, the, program, began, requ'estsfor inforptation havebeeri 
"	received from' every U. S. State plus Bermuda, Guam, the, U. S., 

Virgin Is,1ands ,arid several'Canadian Provinces. The program pas 

been adopted in part ip the States of Arkansas, Virginia, New 

Jersey i New York,Kentucky, ,T~~mnessee and Illinois. ' 


I , 

I, :." " 
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~iberals Are f~rTw~-Parent Families 

February t995 

, . , " ' , ( 

Freedom is(born of families,of children, ,liberalism and love. When the American family is ' 
healthy and strpng, our democracy is at its beSt. ' Whe~ the American family weakens, our nation's" 
frOOdom falters and hope fades for a democratic future. ' 

Almost every American boy and girl today haS two living parents~ ~d, yet for the flCSt time in 
, American memory the average newborn in this nation is unlikelyto spend Ii full childhood with both ,a 
father and a mother. Many of our children hurt. For rising numbers of our daughters and sons, 

, 'childhood is no longer the foundation oflife and liberty, in thi,s land; it is an ordeal. " ' , , ' 

'No war, no famine, no disease br6ught: onJJtis s~rrow. Our families' fractured and fragmented ' 
, after decades of disregard for the liberal ~ virtues of generosity, responsibility and intelligence. 

,", Today, the truth i~, o~ liberal~ can re~cue our families. With liberal leadership, America 'can 
begin building a new generation of healthy families, liberal families in which fathers at}d mothers work 
together to make good h,omes for their children. ' . 

,- 
, As liberals, we,~ call 'on' single parents, married parents and all other Americans in the 
, common cause of bettering the lives of today' s children arid fostering the conditions that give the next 
American generation the best chance in the, world to grow up in the loving care of their fathers ,and 
mothers. ' ' " " , 

Conservati~es can't do it. Whenconservatives talk about families, they too often poison the " 
debate with narrow religious beliefs that many Americans don~t share, or with such issues as abortion' 
that divide and distract; or with rigid rules that leave no room to be hurnan. ' ' 

, ' . . 

'Conservatism tends to belittle single parents, as if they are b~ parents, as if they hurt children, ' 
as if they aren't working hard, when in fact the vaSt majoritY ofsingle parents do only good for their 
children. 

" 'r 

Conse~atism ultimately' rests on a false individualism that owes nothing to anyone but the self 
, and has little to off~r the weak or the helpless. ' 

(, 
' ,t 

Conservatis~ tends to organize resources around the Wall Street ideal of short-term profit, 
rather than to plan thoughtfully for future generations, i , 

ConserVatism tends to see the raising ofchildren' as a woman's work, and the father's work as';(j}lekJt' ,somewhere outside the ho~e. " ' , ' ' 

\ '1 ~' " Conservatism tends to oppose any serious study of,human s~xual behaVior for fear it might,
j, reveal that 'some Americans actually have sex outside l!1arnage. 

I " ' Conserv~tism tends to ignore' the root causes ofviolence, but chooses instead to wait until' 
violence occurs and then to punish the violence with more violen~, ' 

, , 'Conservatism implies by' its precepts' that m~age~' are so sacred that each partner nlU$t live 
,with even a violent spouse: ' ' , ' 

, , 



I 

" . 

. ConSerVativesfeartalking with adol~scents af?out sexuality., So when conservatives th~rize 

about just ,saying no to premature sex~ they don't ever deliver their message to teen'agers.They'just 


, say nothing. 


'Liberalism has abetter w~y., Liberalisin b8.se~ family ch~ice~ on tlie facts of life. And the firSt 
fact is that each mother and 'father is important ' \ 
, ' , ." 

There is something good about a mother. She dreams about. what she can give a child and ' 
commits to a lifetime of giving. With love and care, she nurtures her daughters and sons, and spends 

, . lots of tillie with them .. She provides for their emotional and physical needs. She teaches them the 
, value of honesty, learning, hard work and sharing. She limits their' risky behavior and assures them 
, there is no limit to their creative potential. For her daughters and sons, she is a special model of 

:1 

womanhood, a powerful example of kindness,: strength and love in action. ' 
, ,, 

I There 'is something good about a father. He dreams. about what 'he can give a child and 
commits to 'a lifetime of giving. With \ove ~d care, he nurtures his daughterS and sons, and spends 
lots of time with them. He :provides for their emotional and physical needs. He teaches them the value 
of honesty, learning, hard work I and sh~g. He limits their risky behavior and assures, them' there is , 
no limit to their 'creative potential. 'He is equal to the mother in }mportance to his children.' For his " 

" ' 

sons and daughters, he is a special model of manhood, a powerful example of kindness, strength and 
love in action.' 

! 

," 'Wh~n a father and mother work together as parents in love; their children have the best chance ' 
. ! . , I 

to grow up healtily, ,educated and prepared for the challenges of adulthood. , " " ' , 
I' 

'. .' . ..' 

Children face significantly mcreased risks when they grow up absent one parent of the' other, 
, and especially 'high risks when they have never had two parents. ~ 'Yet, through. extraordinary' effort, 
many single parents steer, clear of the risks to their children. These parents ~ modem-day heroes, 
beating tile qdds for their daughters and sons. ,In their wisdom and experience lies the hope for 

:L millions of American children. ' I ' \ ' 
} 

, Better than any of us, single p~nts know ,that the sirigle:"parent workload is unwieldy for most, 
adults, and overwhelming for most adolescents. Single parents also know that, mgenerai, it's more 
difficuitfor one parent to raise a family than for two cOoperating partners. Virtually no single parent 
hQpes ,a child will grow, up to find a partner who would abandon the next generation. ' And yirtuaUy 
every s,ingle parent has good, ideaS to make families better. . , 

\' , 

That's why 'single parents' must be involved in a loving transiti9n, to the new Americanfa:mily. 
Single parents know something about what works and wh~t doesn't,' Mothers and fathers in two-parent' 

" 'families know raising children isn't easy. Single parents know the struggle twice as well. , 

, " O~r families need help. No :sOciety ,~ thrive, ~o nation, ,can 'I~ng survive, 'where year after 
, year, the lives of ~hildrendepend on parents making' superhuman efforts. In too many families, 

I
I 

' 'extraordinary burdens are uninanageable. Harni is done. Lives are lost. A nation needs families, ' 
1 healthy two-parent families, in'which relatively ordinary, effort succeeds for children. And it needs 
.i 
l liberals forever. making' that c~. . 

.\
i Liberals embrac~ single parentS as the. strength of many American families. At the same time, 

we recognize, with,straightforWard facts, that children with two parents generally have lower risks 'in 

,2 
, '\ ' 



......,'.. 

j " 

. ' 

their lives. Whether it is the unique interplay of a father and mother, or the simple mathematics that 
two, is more than one, or a combination of complex factors, a two-parent family has real ,advantages. 

-. f. .j' • , 

N~familyis perfect" ~d even the best planned family has troubles. Some parents separate out 
of necessitY: "Some die before their childre~ know them .. All children have'challenges. aut in a" 
society based on friendship and peace"every child can at least,start life with a father ,and mother united' 

• in comm itted love. ' , ' , 
IV 

We liberals want a society 'of friendship and peace, andwe'know it beginsw,ith strong families.,' 
,,families have, irreplaceable parts to play f~r. the social good: 

r ' , , 

, The family is the first school, aod pareots are t~e first teachers: Children whose parentS 
actively nurture the joy of discovery are likely to apply their energies to learning. Parents are in the 
'best position to trarlsform ,a child's natural curlosity into a healthy spirit of inquiry and ulvention. 

.. ',". I 

/ . . . 

, ' America's schoolsneed to do better for our' children, but teachers can't do the job alone: 
'Teachers 'would work so many more miracles ifall children came to school each' day pruned and 
prepared to learn. Learning flourishes when parents read to their children,set asid¢ time for their 
children's homework~ talk with their childrer;t's teachers and remind their children of the good they can 
do with knowledge.' " ,,' . " , 

". . 

In ,the, 'educatio~ of Ichildren, ,two loving' parents,'have an advantage over one. Almost 
everywhere, the parent~pupil ratio is more significant than the teacher-pupil ratio in determining a , 

, child's academic success. ,Children from two-parent families are less likely to drop ,out ofschool ,and 
more likely to do well at their studies. 'Children benefit from the'educational coalition of a father and a 

. . • . " I 

mother., 

'The, family is the primary protector. It defends children from harm, and instructs them on 
the importance of maintaining a healthy ,body and mind. It is a mediator, a buffer, ,a defense against 
abuses by government, corporations and institutions. ' 

,The family teaches children how to avoid crim,e, and it instills in them tJte principles of' 
honesty, decency and respect,'for the rights ,of others. 

Keeping children out of crime is a ch~Ilenge for any family~' but it is gen~ly less difficult for 
~o' parents than for one. Children iIi tWo-parent families are si~ificantly less, likely than others to, , 
have emoti()~al and behavioral' problems. or to find'themselves in institutions for juvenile offenders., ' 

, ':As two-paren! 'f~i1ies 'became scarcer in America from 1965 'to 1990, juvenile viol~nce soared. ' 
'Our nation saw a quadrupling in the rate of murders committed by children 10 to 17 years old. 'Many 

/ 
of these cJtildreri had no )parents to speak of, and many were killing other children. For boys and girls, 
America became orie of the most dangerous places on Earth. ' 

The family is the beSt crime fighter( the best peacekeeper. With heaithy, families, 'We' can start 
closing prisons and opening minds. 

", " ., '. . 
..' f 

The family is the first economy. In the family. children learn how resources are divided, how 
important saving is, how investment has its risks and rewards.·· The family teaches the cOnneCtions 

,between hard work and progress, between education and a fulfilling vocaJio,n. Families also, drive the 
j economy of the nation. , . . , . 

3 
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. . -.I. . Many single parents have great success in bringing'up their children free from want. Neverthe
, less,' a mother and father .'together are likely to have more time and. resources than one pareJlt. A~hild 

in a single-parent family isseverar'times more likely thaila- child ina two-parent family to Jive a. " 
childhood in poverty. ' . ~. 

For their nurturing of children's min<is, 'strong families are vital to the' nation's economic 
progress. More:,than half of all new jobs itfthe twenty-first centUry will require at least some 'education 
beyond high schooL· Ou~ children will need more family support thapever to reac~ the higher learning 
.levels of the 'info~ation 'age. .' . . . '.' . '. . . . " 

. , 

. Money will never buy happiness, and 'no rational economy will eve,rencburage consumption for 
. the sake of consumption.. But if Americans are to be' in a,position to fight poverty at home and abroad, 
our nation' needs healthy. families to keep usecQnomically' strong. . . 

. . , . 'r 

. The f~mily is the foundation of individualism. Deprived of family, a child, isdeprived,of 
individuality . ,Without a f;unity, a child cannot.. develop the confidence, the trust and .the, independence 
of it full individual. Without a family, a child is.more likely to view the world with fear and distrust, 
more likely to feel dependent on the approval' ofothers. . . 

: .' ,A child with~ut a family isa desperate follower; too ready to accept anyone's suggestion for a 
substitute to love, too eager to cling to aimless, violcmt gangs, too timid to stand up, alone if necessary, 

'for personal principle.·.· . . ," . 

Only a family can accept fully the predous uniqueness of each. of its members.. Only a strong, 
\ family can enable aperson to be brilliantly, differ~nt from everyone ,else. Healthy families Celebrate 

each child's special role in making 'a better ,world. 'H~lthy 'famili~s freechild~n to be ihemsel~es. 

The familyis the foundation of democracy. In the most direct way,happy ~hildhoods 
. prepare children for good citizenship .. Americans brought up in love and learning are more likely to 
debate issues.confidently, to caSt votes intelligently and to respect inalienable right!) naturally.. 
. , . " " '~ . ' ., 

Qn the strength oftheir.farriilies, citizens can accept hannless differen~ amo~gpeople with 
' .. - trust and cheer rather than hostility and fear. On the strength of their families, citizens can speak the' 

voice of reason at town,palls: at capito is, in jury roorns, in courtrooms, on the sm:ets and on the 
information highways. .). :, '. "" . ..- " . . . 

, , t ' 

. A free society'depends:onthe optilnism, enlightenment and involvementor'a11 its peo'ple. In a 
democracy, every American needs. the emotional and intellectual tools that strong families provide .. 

With all they offer, ~ealt4y, families ~ethe liberal cause:' of tbtl 1990s and th~twenty-first 
century. This is a mo:vement for pioneers, ,so forget tradition.. Liberals will not call for a return to a . 

'family 'of the past, when children were first, but women were last, or when adults were ,first and 
. children incidental. In family life, there is too much tradition to push' aside, too much progress to be . 

" 
. ; made. , ~ -' . , 

(.. 1 
/ The traditional family has become one'in which one parent chronically pu~ selfish self-interest , . 


i above the interests of children or the other parent. Conservatives might fight to conserve that . 

i traditional family. We, liberals won't. '..' 

,, 
I' 

r. 

4' 
, .' 

, ' 
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It's a right-~ing, laissez-faire attitude that invites everyone to do anything at all, even if it hurts \ 
the weak or defenseless. Conservatives mig~t embrace that attitude for families. We liberals don't. 
The Jibe-ral family puts children first and demands parental 'responsibility. Conservatives might 
celeblflte shortsightedneSs. 111 the liberal family, actions are, taken not simply for their benefit today, ' 
but also for their contribution to ten thousand tomo'riuws and more. 

, The liberal family puts fathers and moth~rs on ~ equal oasis in d€?dding their rol~s. Liberals 
understand more clearly 'than ever that women will 'never see real equality in the workplace and public 

, life until the average father spends about as much time raising children as the average mother. 
. . . . 

: , Until fatherS and mothers share in the daily work, of bringing up children, employers will resist 
adapting their work rules to the realities of parenthood. Until then, ,millions of mothers will have' 
careers closed to them. And until then, millions of fathers will miss the fullness of fatherhood. 

The, new liberal family also sets aSide the traditional silence on sexuality.Coinmunicat~on is 
key. 

Sex has meaning, power and consequences tha~ need to be approached with honesty ,and 
respo'nsibility. -In the liberal family, sexuality is much more than sex. ' Sexuality is the expression, J 
realized over a iifetime, of our love and commitIDent as partners and' parents. It is founded on ': " \ 

friendship and completed in' love. 
r • "'" . 

Sexual liberation 
", 

is the unleashing of 
-
thos~ natural forces that bring lovers closer together. In 

man-woman relationships, one of the best 'measures of a soCiety's sexual liberation is the proportion of 
men and women whowarit to live their Iiyes together. By that ' measure, America is one of the most 
sexually repressed societies on Earth. " ,J' " 

, If a cotiple has not built a relationship with loving care and honest comm~nication. se~ can be 
an empty and impersonal. act, a troubling and even traumatic expe,rience. 'Sex is abused when it 
produces emotional or physical pain, or when it results, in neglected babies." When, sex is abused, it 
drives people ,apart. ' 

We liberals ,talk to adolescents about sexuality because adolescents .face the fastest' growing 
risk's in our society, and because an understanding of sexuality p'laces adoh~scentS ,in the best position to 
reduce the risks to themse'ives and the' next generation. 

As, liBerals, we inform adolescen~ that abstaining from sex 'is their most responsible, aqd least 
risky coUrse emotionally and,phy,sicallY. ,We also advise that if teenagers do become sexually active, 
they need to use effecti.ve method~ to prevent pregnancy. That said, we then tell teens' that .if they are 
to eliminate the ,chance of pregnancy, abstinence is the only sure policy. 

, , Adolescent boys in particular need to understand that, in ,the absence of perfectly effective 
conf:n\ception, deciding to ha~e sex is deciding to accept all the responsibility of parenthood. That 
means financial' support and much more.' It means emotional support. It' means being there with your 
child; through pregllancy, through childhood, and beyond. Anyone who doesn't intend to raise his 
childrenl;Uld give them a healthy home 'ought to stay away from the baby-making business., Girls need 
to hear this message; too.. ' " "" .,,",', ' , ' , 

I , " " 

Teenagers can h/Uldle the message of responsibility, when it is delivered with facts that 
recOgnize human realities. Adolescents want to know what risks they face, what risks their society 
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, ' , . I ' , , , ' , ' 
faces, what they need to say no to. Teens also ,want to know what.th~y can hope for, what they can 


'build toward, what they can say yes to. ' 


,'Friendship is the' easiest thing to say yes to. In, friendship, dreams are developed~ successes 

celebrated, crises cushioned. In friendship, love, begins.' Friendship can- be particularly, confusing to, 

adolescents, but it need not be so 'mysterious. With iitfonnation, teenagers, Can learn and refine the' 

skills inv~lved in making friends, in being friends and in recognizing, a,true friend. ' 


Friendships rise out of common pursuits and shared understandings. They grow with honesty, 
unselfishness, arid a willingness to resolve occasional conflicts. With, time and effort, fri~nds can' build 


'a healthy, intelligent' and durable relationship. With love, friends can reach ,sublimely delicate balances. 

Two people can respect eacll Qther'sprivacy, yet discover the c'losest intimacy. Two people Can honor 


, ~ch othe(s individualitY, yet thrive on the ptosest teamwork. ' 
~\ . , t,' 

, Along friendship's way, adults can as,sist adolescents with good example and loving words. , 

, Adults can demonstrate the power ofkindneSs by being friends themselves,' by helping others, by' 


making cooperation and,generosity central pactS of their lives. 


') In nurtiIring fri~ndships, America 'needs to tum away from violence. P~ts can show'that 

violence is unacceptable by tackling problems without hitting, and by' correcting the behavior of their 

childrencr~tively, patiently, 'without hurting. Any parent who practices violence needs to be separated, 

from family members who might be hurt. No child needs twop~nts if one of them is a terror. 


Because boys have been, much more prone to violence than girls; fathers have Ii special role in 

curbing violence. Boys 'look to their fathers to tell them there is nothing manly about ,fighting or ariy 

",ther abusive behavior, ,and fathers need to deliv~r that message., " 


, ! (' 

. \ . . \ . , 

, : Many families draw.on th<:.ir private philo,sophies-and .religious faiths to promote peace and, " 
, ,reject violence." Liberals encourage families to find strength in their beliefs an<l-in their spirituality. As 

long as none 'of us demands that everyone accept one faith, American families have only to gam ~m 
freedom of worship., J' , '.. " " ' , ' ,,' , , ~ 

At thegovemnient'level, Americaris ,can in~is~ that legislators take steps against violence. We, 

can ban haridguns. We tan end capital punismnent and revalue life. And we can ,stop building prisons. 

Prisons will never have' enough room for our criminals if we failto build ,strong families. 


. . , . . 

\ . . • !. . • , I· / 

" We, also can argue, against proposals to treat juvenile offenders as adults. Troubled youngsters 
, "need \ disc~pline, but they are in fact cliildren, and many have never known a'family's love. It wou,ld be: 
'the harshest injusti~. of all to ~ children as adults When they've never been treated as children. " " 

" :Seforeanything else,Am~rica' needs to help end the trauma ~uffe~ by children of neglectful 

parents. ,Children ,can learn from adversity, but they surely would do better without,it. American ' 

children 'have. wasted too much energy escaping threats they should never have seen. Our nation' haS 

heard plenty ~fheroic stories ofchildren , overcoming their childhoods .• It needs more new,s of nurtured ' 

minds discovering cures toigncmmce, injustic;e, bigotry, poverty,' pollution, hunger and disease. 'We've 

heard too much of Americans surviving their childhoods. We need to see Americans, springing from' 

their c:hildhoods' with constructive energy and hope. ' , 


, \ 
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America surely is divided betW~11 haves and have~nots, and the 'most devastating divid~is the 
" one between those who have strong families and those who have not. If all children are to enjoy real 

equality Of opportunity in this land, all must .have the love and care of a strong, family." 

, As w.e approach a new era for families, policy makers have an historic challenge. They need to 
help structure social systems, around" human nature and modern technology in a free country; that . 
continuously and comfortably encourage fathers and mothers to raise, their children, together. This is a 

,'critica(task. Its success ~ould transform the United States into the modem mOdel, of libe~., More 

importantly, it would let more people pursue happier lives in peace and love. 


For our next gen.eration~, we need new institutipns that foster'the !Jnderstanding, long, before 
people become parents, that fathers and mothers have a,duty ,to raise'their children. 

For loving couples who want children but view marriage as an empty formality, we need a n~w 
set of promises -:- stronger even than wedding vows':'" that partners will make regular efforts ,to 
strengthen their love for each other, that !hey will keep themselves as mentally and physically healthy 
as possible, and .that they will love and care for ~theirchildren. . 

For couples whose love struggles, we need a system that asks mo~ers and fathers, before they 
consider separation or.divorce, to think tWice andagairi about the emotional and'economic futures of 

'their children. ' " , 
, ' 

To strengthen families; we need to be open to new economic approaches. We must be careful, 
however, to avoid hurting children with reckless changes' to our public welfare system. 'Contrary to the 
right-wing rhetoric, weifare mothers, ,almost ,never have additional children simply to collect additional 

" welfare payments. Economic' policy ought not focus on the second and third child of an unwed welfare ' 
inother~, It needs to focus on boys and girls long ~fore th~y have any children.' , 

,,' " " . 

" " . . - , " '/ 


, . 'Social scientistshav'e a unique opportunitY to be helpful. Nev~r before in;history have there 
been more facts avail~ble'on what works for families or a nation hungrier for th~ information. Social 
scientists have an obligation to broaden their research 'ahdputmore ,of the facts together in ways useful, 
to rational decision-making in our lives. 

, :' The facts of life will help us, but only.if we talk about them. 'We need 'more free speech on 
families, especially among adolescents. Therefore, we liberals propose a, first step toward building , 

, : healthier American families. ' 

. WE PROPOSE THATTIfE FEDERAL GOVERN:rvt:ENT UNDERTAKE AMASSIVE AND 
, . ".... ' , 

PERMANENT CAMPAIGN, IN TELEVISED MESSAGES EVERY DAY. TO EDUCATE ADOLES
CENTS ABOUT WHAT BUILPS A FRIENDSIDP, WHAT MAKES A NURTURING PARENT. 

,AND HOW INDIVIDUALS AND SOCIETY BENEFIT WHEN MOTIfERS ANn FATHER~ RAISE 
'THEIR CHILDREN TOGETIfER. 

'The campaign would broadcast one hillion doilarsworth of public ,s~rvice announcements each 
year-on television. progralns known to attract large adolesCent audiences; 'The 'messages / would present; 
as factually as possible. infonriation ,on friendships and farililies. To help make important points, the' 
messages could u~e drania, music and humot-.' , , , ' 

With the messages televised, parents .would pave no doubt about what their children wer~ 
learning daily about personal and family responsibilities. 'The infornlation wou,ld be there for all to see. 

J ~ ,< 
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Whenever' they saw the need, parents' cOuld talk with .their d~ughters' and sons as soon as the messages 
appeared. "..' , 

. ' . , The. campaign w~uld lighten the burde~ on school teachers, who 'too often are asked tob~ our, 
children's lone instructors on family life. With the'televised campaign, teachers would have new 
support' for the principle offreedom with responsibility: They also mightfmd more time to 'teach, the 
other academiC skills theicstudents will need. tom~e the, most of their potential. " 

, I' ~ • ' 

On television programs that appeal to adolescents, the messag~regulatly would deliver facts to 
the people who need them mqstAdlilts might 1m something, too. ", 

[f our nation can live with three billion dollars worth of te'levision advertising on cars and one 
billion dollars, worth of commercials on cosmetics ,each year, if certainly caD live better with o~ebillion 
dollars worth of messages on friendship and families. Fill the airwaves with hope for children. Fill the 
air with respect 'for adolescents, whose intelligent choices will' shape healthier .families and a freer' 
sOCiety,'.' . " , ',J ' 

. . ,\ " . , 

Education can heal a nation; When ,we lift up our ,hearts and minds, free speech can save our 
children. ", 

./ 

, In pr<?paring foi.' the new Airterican family, we liberals don't have to act alone. Though. they, 
,have had littlesuceess by themselves, 'conservatives can assist us. [n America, liberals 'and conserva
tives generally agree, that learning is better than ignorance, that progress is better 'than ,poverty, that 
tranquility is better than violence,'thafself-nile is better.than tyranny, that life is better than death. 
Sticking tO'the facts, we,can show all ,Americans ,how 'healthy two-parent families:support every one of 
those commonly held pririciples' far better than any, other arrangement. 'Add to the effort:those 

, distinctly liberal virtues o(compassion and inclusiveness, and we :wJII have one mi~ty Powerful 
~~~~ . ' , " 

Modem AmeriCan liberalism began' early in the twentieth ~ntury with the building of 

'institutional defenses against big business., The, movement eventually took up the struggles for' 


. , women' s rights, civil rights, environmental protection, decent, housing, safe consumer prOducts,' decent 
'workplaCes and safe streets. In all liberalism, the coPllllon threa~ is that each of us has a personal 
'oblig'1.tion to qefend the defenseless and' shelter:the disadvantaged against the dangerous and damaging 
acts ofthe powerful. : . ' , ' , 

Today, healthy'two-parent. families 'are the highest liberal cause, for wi,thout ,progress on 

families, ~ere will be no progress on anything. When families are healthy in AmeriCa, liberty will 

flourish in peaCe.' .. , . 


, Families are more important than anyisocial program, mbre powerful than any economic tool. ' 
, Families are what-we live and die for.' They're the chicken and the egg, the beginning and the end of 

everything we do. 'Of course we have to mak~ them better. . , 

,.' Liberals are'for,the'little'guy, and the Iittlci girl, too. Liberals are for gi~ing children the best 
chance for growth and, happiness. Liberals are for two-parent families. 

\' 
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-,.:;,,~ :. 	 . 5t~;::j:!,7 ·.7~· <':. ", '.,'~.(.'~' ,.' i-.;·...~i.r ·f~~~'·: 
1. Children and:A.Q.lerican FamnY ·Trends.~;' :". '.. '" ~ :r: (:fi~~-r':'i~'lt ~·':'~4c~·8~. 
America has 65 million'children - people under 18 years old. Almost all have "two"living pat6ntS1') .' 
(National Commission on Children, 1993, "lust the Facts," p.4S) . ' , .. 

;' -. :I~'"", '~,,; ',' , . ' ;: : 'r:+~:y.'<~~·jt....;b,~1 f;~:. . ~ ...~ .. '" ri): ;;:;~~,;E;~' ~":... I'~ ~ 

. 	 Of 4 million Americari ~hilm:eo bom 'each year, more than 1 million start their lives in hom 
without a father. ("lust the Facts," p:6) ;,: ;" ;;:; . . :. . ..:..1;.... 

':">',;' ~. l~~r:~! ~', -i',! ~ ~~ , '" ·~fJ;.~~~k;:'}~i ~'~~'R~¥*.}i.~\~,4~~t.v;:!~ ""'~ , 
In 1960, just 5.3 p¢rcent ..()f American' babies .were b6m:~~Unwed women; 'In, 19~0~:rullY'·2 ... 
of the nation's births -1.16 million babieS ..:. were to Unwed women. In 1992,out~f-wedlock 
births accounted for 30.1 percent of all births~.·J<;d;·.f:J.;r~;~.~:: •. ..:.~~;"j\i<:";;kti~~\'<,~A:;{~:"i~' , . r' 

" '. \ , :"~:,:'. -:.' ..~. 1~C ~.,.;~i.~;!::·:::~i ~', '<~" ~;.~~ '.,'••: ,~~~~:~~-~~~~,;~;~~,)- ::'1~ ':', ~-:t 71-t~ 
" 

• 

, . "':', ' nt,: 
• 

'" ~'M ~.~.!:t l);l."t~~;'* '..,},(~~ ,'" "'~~it,~~.....~,tf!l~·;~1~;~·:*..~.f':!.~ ~~l~,'.,.~?,,~,~. t , 

In 1960, 78 percent of all American children lived 'with both of their biologiCal' P8rentS{' ." . 
.r maniages, 88 percent ~ad' two-parent homes). In' .199p,Just S8.~~ ~~t~iY:~~w.ith h91h bioJ9f~~;: : 

·Pam:tts (with later ,1J1~~~' 1.3 percent ~~,~~p~t~l?,q~es)':'_i:&~§.J~~~'P.U!l~."£",,,,,, .' ':"'1:, 

Current Population R~rts,Series.P-23)." .~;,.;:i\'·1)t,:~ ',,; ;t';':;l~,r~;~}{':;;;1 . "h~ . .. 

.!\ ,./. /'. .': ,,',. :::: ) ;j~~~~&'~o/;"I;.'",,;:,' , ,", ',>. ~.:' :'z.;:i:t·;;~·, !'t-i ;,;,~~s :.;~;·~{.t·"r.::':~~!3~..~~!;:iJ:n;~ . T 

Today,. SO. to· 60 percent'of. American children are expected ·to spend at (~ part of their childhoods 
absent at least one Pat:ent '" ,';.:; ..:.:,.~,':::, ".'l)'"c'.: :.,.,' '.' ,,;. ,'(L.'l~i,;;~>' 

.' ~~. ~.'\ ' " ~., :.,,~~, ~ ::.~ ' . .: 	 " .E~·i:\.f~!:i~.. _ 
·2. Children and Single Parents'Status. .'. . 
The avemge single-parent family has a hero, and that is the single' parent Sixteen 'million American' 
.children Count on single parents for the strength and ingenuity that builds loving, nurturing horrieS·~!.=: 
· under ·difficult circumstances. . 

.; ~. .
I 	 • '. ..t ~ ~ I , >, 

·Thou~t1ess . discussion too often lias implied that! single parents themselves ,somehow are. Ii tbieat.oi 
a problem. Liberals won't make that lllistake.'Single parent families have.sigtiificant riskS to' deal 
with, but in general; the single parent is what's right with single-parent families. The average single 

· pareflt is the strength, not the weakness, of the single-parent family.' The single parent's ';.:., ~:,: 
-participation will be essential in building a new generation of stronger,' healthier AmeriCan fa,milies:' 

, . I 	 . • , 

,3. Children and Equal Rights for Men and Women~ 
The 19S0s put children first, women .last. Children lleed· to be first in families, but with mothers '; . 
an9 fathers on an equal basis in determining their roles. Women 'wiU never see real 'equalitY irithe . . 

-workplace 'and public life until the ~verage father spendS about as muc~time raising children. as the 
average mother.. '. . .'-;r • :' . 

4. Children, Emotions and Behavior. . 
· Children of single-p~t families ~ two to three times more likely to display etnotion~ or. . 
behavioral problems. rDevelopmental, Learning and Emotional Problem$," 1988 survey, National 
Center for Health Statistics, 1990) . . . 
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· Childreq :o! 

_,;p~98~ surveY. . :,~~~~);,,;:,. -. .-~;;;:'~'~M~t'i;;!:- '.'.. '. 
· In 1988, an estimated .'. ,chil~Jl had ru~ .away..,from home. or had been 'told to leave 
'. • '. 1';. ,. . ~ { , '" ~. L I .' ." .. \ . 

home or had been deserted~ '("Just tJ1e,'FactS,~·p.149) :About-450,700 wereruriaways.' OftJ1e, 

127,100 who had beOO throWn o~t,' more ibM.twice as ni'8J1Y hal been thiown out'of single-parent .' 


· homes as had been forced,to leavetwQ-parent homes. ("Just the Facts," p.152) .. 


'. " .,.\ , .' '. . . 

General Trendsof'Juvenile Stress; Teen suicide rate,;ages IS to I~, was. 3.6 per 100,00Q in 1960. , 

8~5 per 100,000 in 1980. 11.3 per 100,000 iii 1988. (Progressive- PolicY:inStitUte~~"Maitdate for 

Ch8J1ge," 1993, ·p.1 56) : .t.~ :, c, ,;..'",,,,: . .:.'.::..; -' -. ( .;:';',~;A'~c t;~~.:., -:. '" :' . '. ' :. 


.. ,r~"~;! ::~~~1~.r"'~~:·}2!.(,.~.:. "c. ~'. ;.:, ,'H' 

· Suicide is a top cause of death ~ong all adoles~nts,third only to accidents and mUrders. ("Just the. 

~·r'~ .~.~8)., .. "~':"'';; :~~r'~\~tt:i,~;..~l.~!..\ ..,: .:',:,':., :':.::'..:.'f~>;. ", ","~,'~;:~~\~.~~;~;;t;::t~r;t,;:·~r);\~::;;·,,':·:I~i/?t~;-
There -were 2~7 millio~ rq>O~ Cases of child abuse and' neglect in 1991,. and- 1 million. ,"
substantiated. ,cases~<Case.w,or1<.ers .reported. child, abuse on, the rise;:' ("-Justthe~,'Facts;'pp:l49~ I52).:: ,:';:i, 

" , ';~iJ(','''' ,:;' ,-.'.·.;.:,:-5~):ti~~rUt~_~i;.~f.j~~,,#~ji~J'·)i·ljY!t:"-' ,:.':";5. T' '.', . : ... i~.:ti~tirl;:'1:~tt ·~:"i~.i'~;::::;;I. ?:.:. '\,:,:';. 2i-t: ';:) . 


, Risky juvenile' behavior;]~.rQppipg,out. of schopl, be<:9ming , sexually- active'ail76r:youngeri using; 

,drugs or alcohol,fco~!~g::~~;':("Just~~ F~cts,"·p.103, pJQ6t: ·:~F(:::(:::.:.'·' ' .,' .,'. , 


",~~,/,-,:;·I~~1i}\ly\:~j'j~;J,~~~~rfj. ,. .',. ~~~~{~:1~:~~~:::~"iJ!" !,~, " ··i. ';;':;:~~fS~J~~~' >' ·"\~:r:~~'~;~~~·i - .' :.. ~-~;. i;, 
···-:·5':;I·C,blldren :and"Educa on~$i·;'f.~i'k·9'·1:;t.:~, f'J... '~4:,IH."p';1'~f,:;i~~~i~".r""·~'&" .: ,:"." 

• -J" '!t·<,::~."" ..._ .' \"..?.~:~t.!":':::;"~"'......,; .. "f;..... ~.~ ...; ;,.~.;~""l ..;~~<.......;...~~.... ', .. -.1 ':,:,::.;" ~':~:"/' .."'...:~.:'},~:.:: .;~~~>:~'::'t-.; ....... ,.~ 


" 'P~t-PUPilRatioJ~"~~~_~~'!S~~li'SchCiOl:t-The'Family;" .,~ r?9~ ~~lby.~ :aiir B~ti!','t6~~:~'-':i . 
":strongcorrelation bet\Veeti:i~tp~t,homes and high academ'ic',"a6hie\fem~~t~~o'nre)8htli~ers:·. " 

'-. 

· (Cited· in. "Defining ,DeVi8jtCy~,poWn;~:, Dani¢I'. Patrick Moynihim;Am¢~ ,Scll9lar" j ~3):: ... ~ -" ~ ;:: ::,',~: .' 

:, "~. ',~;,. ';. '. '. " : ...• ; ;~-'lc;,L :;'if:~l':;(',~;:':;':: : ". .:J, " -' ~·'7i. ',}i'r 'f:J;<·n-i~·~:tj:.;t~}r,~;i . ~,1~~~!,::'~::-~\~~"';·.:::";~';':;:" 

North Dakota, high (2nd) among· the 50' states 8J1d District of Columbia in' p, "otilge o'ftWO:parent: 

families, also was high (Ist) .~. eighth graders' achievement in. mathem,!lti~~~: .' ..:. . . ...; .. 


. . . I . ',' ,',' .... J:~~-~;~:,-.":"" ..~I.. ·C..~':· ·'·I·)..g1.(.t~;.:~~.~::'.:::, t::;!'~<~":~~~·~· .','I 

The District of Columbia, low' (50th) in Percentage of two-parent faniilieS~ also· was low (49th) in 

eighth graders' achievemen~ 'in mathematicS: . . ,. "'!;~: ,)~o::,,;. ,. ',: . 


, 

ChiidteD of singl~parent families are nearly tWiCe ~ likely to drop out' ofhigh school. . (" Just the '. 

Facts'!"p.90) '. .. .. ,: ;.. ;',:: i.:·... : '....,' ,', " ,'.- , ,0.'> ·.<... ;'1.'<·.·:.,'.:·.··· .:.,,' ,j,:~' 


. '.~" .. :.,

.' • ~ .:;. 4 • "~" .:::" ... • • 

Thirty-three percent of elementary school' plipils' from' two-parent faniilieS :are 'fanked as high'" ". - .' 

achievers.. Just 17 percent of p~pils from single-parent homes are faDked high achievers. (National 

Ass'aciation of Elementary School PrinCipals; cited in '''Dan Quayhi ·WaS· Right," B,ilrliara'Dafoe ' ; 

Whitehead, Atl8J1tic Month'ly, 'April 1993; p.66) . . 


"Chil~ in single-pareritfamilies ten'd t~ score lower on staildardi~tests 8J1d'to receive lower 

grades in school." ("Just the Facts," p.90) 


.' . 
General U.S. Education Trends. Scholastic Aptitude Test scores. In 1960, the SAT average of 


· mathematics 8J1d verbal combined was 975. In 1990,-the average had dropped to 900; in 1991, to 

898. ("M8J1datefor Ch8J1ge," p.l56) 

Standardized tests given in'199'1 to 13-year-olds in IS countries found that·American children 

pl~ced qth of the IS countries in mathematks and scicmce. ("Just the -Facts," p.83) ., 


"- " 
'\ . 
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U;creasing numbers of our high' school graduates lack basic' skins '~ reading or math~ati~. ("lust, . 
the Facts,"', p. $7} More thaD haiCof aU neW jobs in the'21st~ centwY"\Viil' 'requiri, 'at I~som(i: rn:.j):'., . 

·post-high school education. ("lust the Facts," p.87)" J~ ,~,.. ~. ',;'/,::I;;; ; :lf~;':: ..-. ,:".. ' ....R..t.~.::l! r.l 
',~ '.1 t~ .~ ..... ,:t\)~t·.· ',::" ~.!. ,."-·.:,·j:",:"1,t 

."-' ..' ' 

6.' Children and .. Econoniics.' 

Children of single-parent fmnilies are siX times more likely to live in po;erty. ("lust Jlte' Facts,"" 

p:128) , ' ., _',' " .. ,:..:>, ~".; .~ , " ":";':' '. " ' ',~;:' ; ;-<:'
! 

- .,: ,':.";: .' . ," :'.' . ":f.\:~.'$} ~J·t .;~~;',,:~ ~ , .,.-. •"",) ""p, 	 1 

Children living with their~mothers but no fathers commonly live iD'povertffor seven or more years. 
In two-parent families, sustainedpoyerty 'is~. ("l~st th~,Fa:~ts,~:p~44)::""I"';i~ " " 

. ,.",,' ,':>;, " '" ".::' ',' .:,. '>~: '~':' ;·;::,~:,~::'::;;;~~~~~i~;~'<:':,:;':~,:·,~.:;" " " ',/~:-.,.;,..:> 
. ~inety Percent of manied fathers contriby;ted $S,OOO,~ttn:~nf~~~~; "H~es; in. 1989., Less than" 

1~ percent of abs~nt 'fath;rs who owed supp<>~.t!a~y~ ~n~b~;: ,', ~!"~'J~,9r~ore. ~~~~'o,t 
'smgJe mothers With a chIld supporta~ ,~~~~,.no ~pp:c>.!t.J~J ~;I'.A5) ,'. :::-:;-.,., , , " ,', ':::, '" >: ,s~:·,~t~' ~,,~.\~:t:.'~~:".t~:~~;::'1.,~',~. .:~;;I~'1\.'J,t'·::' :".' .:'1" 	 . 
General Economic Trends for FamilieS.' Froin 1973 to ,1991, the poo~fone.:fifth of·families saw a . 
9 percent decline in their incomes. The rlCh~ one:.fifth,·off~ili~~:~~:~,I~ percent ,increase:':'" :~..<. 

("Just the Facts," p.8) , . " .""' , '" ..(. (;..!". '. " 

~ , . "', '. ,,..,.. '. • • , '., -., :'.; '~. ':;,t""'~' ."~. . ::... : ~ ' .. " ~.,;..,~.~ .,,,~' ~\ 
'. The"child poverty rate:~)~ ~nt iIl)9.~?, ~1;lt rpse.to~2,~t~J?91.., (;I¥IQren;repl~"':ru 

· the elderly 'as the poorest group m Amenca. m 1974,: and chIldren, rem~ the poorest Amencans.. . " 
("lust the Facts," p.40) '···f .,' '. . ' 

;' 

About halfthe increase in American child Poverty in the 1980s was attJjbutable to chang~ in, family 
· structure. Child' poverty rates probably would' be a third less if family' structure 'had not changed .' 
'since 1960.. (pennsylvania State University study, cited in "Mandate for .Change," p.159, 'Whitehead, . 

: p.77) ,/ . ,v' 	 ,. 

Shrinking Numbers of Juveniles. The proportion of adoiescerits ,'in America· is' the smallest since, 
, , '1900. JuSt 12~3 percent of the population was in the 10- to 19-year-old . range in 1991, compared to 

,17.8 percent of the population in 1970. ("Just ,the Facts," p.104) . ' 

In 1950, th~ ,were' t'6 workers cOntiib~uig to the Social ;Security system'for every' retiree dra~g 
a pension. The ratio was 5 to. 1 in 1960. By 1990, only three,workers were contributing for every 

, Social SecuritY teC?ipient.; ("Just the Facts," p.87)." ' .' , .' 

I' 

./7. 'Children and CrilD;e.· 
", 	 About 70 percent ofthe 25,000 juveniles in state reform institutions in '1987 did not live with both 

parents when they were' growing up. 'About 54 percent lived primarily in a single-parent family. Of. 
the 62.8 million children not in prison in 1986, 73:9 percerit liVe4 with both parents.. (Survey, of' 
Youth in Custody, 1987, Bureau of lustiqe Statistics, U;S. Justice Departm~t" pp.l-2) 

, 
" 

I, j 



, , ' .. 
, .': .. 


:-.-, . 
 , . "'~ . 

,Gene~l U.S. C~ime Tren?s<~II;lJ960, ~~~':~l1~t~;O()q mtmf~~:f.In;i'l:"~\'.ft"'~'~I-'tU Nooft,ftl.' 


·were murd~red .In tfie:Urilt~~,~~t~'t{f.ne;!!l>~er, ~~ 1'9.S:C" " ' 

100,000 people, an' increase'~of 88 percetlt' ("Crime in the United

\ Investigation, pp;8-9,>- ' .~;;~'/. ' ' .,;, . .- ; : 

'. ' ~" .. ~~r..:."r-" :(~ '.:'~::.>:' ~.~:.:,';j :~:.:~ ;~'~'~;''''''>'. )<,",~'~~il '.l~~l'ii ·H.~i.l ~~~,;:.;i~'it~': ~:~r:~..::~:~'1':" 


. From the late 1950s to mid .1970s, Anl~rica;~ad an ~lriu;)st ci>nstan(2,oO,OOO, people•. in:its<~nS. 


In the late 1~70s, the prison population began totise sharply; By 1990~ Ameri~:bachltI80t090,pc',' 


people in prisons and jails - 1,998,000 of them men. ("Correctional' PcipuJations in the United states 

1990," Burea;u of Justice Statistics, p.S, pp:78":80) . , 


\' . '. :,: ~~.~; {-:'I}'.;.,'.'~: r :, . :I.:l~.~'~" L· r.. ,.' 
. , N~w York City, 1939:,3percentbirthsoutside'ofmm;ri~ge; ~itypo~ulation:,a'bou~ 7b4~?tQOO., 

,0" 

. ". 'Total murders: 24.1. . ", ",:' c .' '. if.",. 

New York City, 1992: 45 percent .births outside of maniage; citY population: abOuf7;3S0,OOO.", ' I 

JAPAN: 


, " .', !,ot~~J;!r~,~~.:.,~~~~7~.;;~.., . ,,: .."'::,r ... ; ..;.~ . ln~!.,~ij.~\~~~~:1~~'# 'H~It;~q~,.'· 
" .,' . """ ... ,'; .;.) I:. ~'.t ',' ""~' .:.~;;:{~';~!-:~~':~~1!:,\:(;r·:;·.~,.~:~t:;:·:f;'\.l·':;1~·.C 

1.1 percent births outSide of rilariiage iir1991 (Q.S:Centers fofDisease Control); ,', , 
0.98: .murde~{p~(;tQ9~,~~o.;.~ple;?:n·1991,'OIie-~fu~ tC)~ii.S.:m~,~'m~:.:'.:f;.~,:/.. :t,,~.,;·, 
.' .m"1l\ite'panM-,6n· Police'in Ja"an 1992)':, '.' , '/ k" :, ~:,~. ;~~'.;.?>.:;,.~~.,' :'", •.,,;:, 

, . o\,l'f~!fl''' ~.:.; .." .r.:~. ':"\'";~;\ .. ,,~~\~ ':~"'~ '" .' ..... n~~~\.I\.,.~...t{;jl'~i~H;,::~{!.':r;::J¥i~j:v·?~SI;.··;.,,J !<1 ....,?~ ... ~,'~ .:~. 
GERMANY: '9.4 percen~q~~~s:ou~id~~~~ m8r?age:,~: ~ 9~,5;:(c;np);,.::;f:8}i~~<'~l~~~':"/' ..... .~~'>::;,.,:, 

1.5.murders pefIOO,OOO peOple m 1992, one-sixth ofU.S. m~er rate...·,: :,' 
". • r (Report on CriminalitY in"theFedeniI Republic of Germany..;l992),:;;~:·";;~~.;,,;,,!;.)· 

,~ -'~c."-o,:..";r.i·1 r " . .. \. ') ~,: I • ;"': :'4··.~_'~~"··~i~~.,:&~"l-\~ 't~~ .... '.t; .....:1,.0 '.oJ~~. 

U.S.A.: . 28perceni ~irths'oUtside :6f,m,atjiage in. 1990; . ",' : ..- ......~,. -::~1.r,;:~:.:I~~.;:.~~;,,~;:,.. 't;;,: ,,':
~,' , , •• , .,. .... " .{,. .~', .~"(;"if; (" ,..:j ......:l:;...~~, ... " """< ~',"'/I>"'"0'", • 

9.4 muraersper 100~000 peoplcHn1990.,·' '"',, .; ::' ~';\~:.,,' '. 
'. • i' \ .., ' '.,,' J :.: • .'.; .,."' .... '" f ," 

. :'.' 

Throughout th~ Unit~d S~tes;juvenile arrestS fo~ violent criines in~·i7_~Q#~e';i8St>::'. : ,q .' 

depade. (nJust the. FaCts~"p:6??~\'~~"'~~es:, ~~.~~.l?r ~uven~~,t;l~,t~~H~CJ~~~~Rl~~ll(tp,J;9}~~S:.... 
. to 19?0, from 3 per 100,OOOt<f12 pet'lOO,OOO. '-The Juvenile arrest 'tate ror ~~~c~~$~S!J 
40 percent I (from 16to 22 per 100,000) fro~ 1980 to 1990. ("Just the Facts," p.114).· .. ' .. :! . 

! . ~ , • ' •. . ' " r: . ~ 

• I • j." ::'-?f. . ~ .. • ~: "'::~ -}-~•• ~f~'~7 ":, ;)~i~"-:,:,,/!" H" I " 

, From 1965 to 1991, mur~ers, of Americans under '19 'more than tripled. In 1991,),777-Americans 
. under 19 \vere murdere'd, " Teen-age boys now are'more likely to die' from gunsho~ wounds than 
from all natural. cau~esput together..("Just the Facts," p~68, p.103, p.l13) '. . ' 

.~ \' .j 

) ',', , . , " . 
'/8. Childr¢n and ,Out-~f::We~lo.ck.Te~n M9then. . ' 
'In'1970~ 30 percent of teen mothers were unmarried., In J989, the proportion. of~ mothers who 
were urim.arried had more than doubled, 'to 67 percent~ 'CUITeIltly, 350,000 babies. a year are bOrn to, 
teens, about two-thirds of them UJUllanied. ("~ust.the'Facts," p~1l0) , :;.::.~ ,,:~; :.', .' 

. P~marital sex among ado!escents has beeri increasing for the last two ~ecades. ("Just the F~," 
p.1 08) About 10f every 10 girls underage 20 becOmes 'pregnant. each year. ("Just the F,acts," 
p. 109) 

D~ughters of singie mothers are 164 percent more,likely to'have a premarital:birth. (p,rlnceton . . 
sociol,ogist Sara McLanahan,. reviewing studies in .the 1970s.and 1980s, cited by Whitehead; p.62) 

'. " I, . , . • 

Fewer than 10 per!=ent of unwed teen mothers offer their babies up foradoptioq. (Allan Guttmaeher 
, InstitUte,'cited in Pellnsylvania State Data Center's,PSDc News, May 1992) .' . ..' , ' ' 

r 
.) 

" ' 



1960: '9 divorces a year per 1,060 married women ''''','' ,'; 
1991: 21 divorces a year per 1,000 married women (Whitebead, p.50) 

, • " 	 •. j' ''''', ... "' !. 

Eacb year, mQ1'e than 1 niillio~ American cbildren go through thei?p&;ents' 'divoroe or se~~~. 
, 	 ("Just the Facts," p.5) One quarter of Americancbildren today are expected to enter a step~ily.: 

Of the, cbildren instepfamilies, nearly balf can expect parents to ,divorce again .,before their late '; ' .. 
teens. (Whitebe8d, p.50) ." '., : '" " . '. :': ",'" ~t;:,.. . .''', ~.;'~.,\:.. ~.,~. 

~ divo~, motherS and. cbildren experienCe an av~e 30 ~t:;~ec~~~~,ip.inco~e. ":". t~;;~~~:;.f~ . 
. (Wb~bead, p.62) After. dIVO~, nearly balf of ~e cbd4ren ~aye no con~; at all WIth ,theIr .f!i~e:.n" 

("National SurveyofCbddren and. Parents," National Commission onCbtldren, 1991~ pp.n.23) ,. ,: 
" 	 T ..r.. #~~:5:~;.. -:'~:~i'l:r,,;;,,; ,'~·,t1.J,'D.~:t(;, 

Daughters of single mothers are 92 percent more likely to dissolve ,their oWn, marriages.' . . 
(McLanalian,Princeton, cited by Wbitebead, p.62) . .,: /;·:i;..o, ".'" .. ,,-:. " . ~:: 't 

• ~_ 	 '<I • •• ~'.,;, • .J"< ~ ",,'1!~?:~~~,':1'.~ 
, " 

to.Children and the Absent Parent., ":"'~ "?.',:;' ..;.:; . ' .. ":;':'!~~!.i'; :.;'-
, . " .,' 	 I '. '. 

SeVen out of eight absent parents are boys or men. ("Just the Facts,". pA4) The bebavior of ab~ent 
andin:esponsible parents adds significantly totbe risks chlldreti face.~n the patllto adulthood:.:'::' :' _ 	 . ,'. J' ~ 

("Beyond Rhetoric," National.Co~ission. on Cbildren, 199~, p.lar, .. ~·, : .". ',' .:. 
~",,,,,"" ~.:,;" \;~ '''~-~,:: '\'~.:' ~. ::~ !',i··~·~·:·';::!r;,;,: r,~ ..,.. :::~~ ~'......::~ ...'.:. F ••:._•• ... ":- }.::•• _ .... 

tl. 'Children. alid the Influence of Television. '. .' l." 

Cbildren 6 to 12'yearsoldwatcb 3 to 4 bow:s of television a day. ("J~theF~," p.26) Many 
, teenagers watcb as much. Nielsen MediaResearcb found the average bousebold tuned into 5:06: 
bours of TV per day m1960, and'7:04 bours of TV in,lm. ~, .' ',~'i:?;~~. 

u.s. Ad Spending on Network and Spot TV by CatSJory, 1990 
. . 

'1. Automotive 	 $1.190 billion (NetWork) and $1.665 billion (Spot). 
I 	 • ., •• ' ", •••, , • 

2~ Food 	 $1.664 billion and $1.025 Dillion. 

3.. Toiletries & Cosmetics, .$1.034 billion and $280 million. ... "'" 

. 	 . 

4. Entertainment $875 niillionand $1.171 billion. ' 

5., Drugs & Remedies' $787 million and $320 million. . 
I 

~ .~.

'.*** PROPOSAL ***. 
That the federal government undertake a' massive arid permanent campaigri, in.· .. 

televised. messages every day, to educate adolesc~nts· about what builds a . 

friendship, what makes ~ nUrturing :parent, and how individuals' and, soCiety· \ . 


benefit when motherS 'and fathers raise' their children together. ~'\ \ 

, . 
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" ., J . 

'; +" 

. . 
, _ I .' ': . ",: ,1"~'T" "... ',:, ;, ... ;"1,',:,i"..... ;,1~ .:~~',:.,\ 

. "The family is ,the cornerstone of our society. ' More than any other force it shapes: the attitude, the 
hopes,' the ambitions, and the yaluesof the ,?hild;' 1When. the family .eoIlapseSit. is the chilch-en that are 
usually damaged •.When it happens on. a massrve scale the community itSelf iscripp,led.. , ",' , 

, -; ,... • \. ~ .. ,",l' ~'... .' " " • 

, ,1 ~ I .-,. •• , w .' M • • \ / ' ',,' ~. ~ _ ; ...~ 4 h ' " , :~.: ,7 . 

"So, unless we work together to strengthen.tJje.~{~ily;.to create cO~ditions under.which r:nost parents 
will stay together - all the rest:' schoolsaD.cfplaygrounds, public assistance. ~dpriY~~;ct?~~frit ,will . 
never be enough to cut completely the circle-of despair and deprivati~~;~; :.:::,".:>t;: .':.~ .:~ ,~,:.::: 

. .: ... J.... .. -, '"". " ..-". ' ., 

. f:' - ........ "'!..i.-fl.' f· 

, • ,. • .' ,;. .. f ,'.. 1<;_,~1-':;"~~v

D.amel.:·~..a:tJj.c..,Mo.. ,~.m ..,.. ,. '.:: ....<I'.·•.•. ,'·., ... :••i•.:-,.',.,•. :: ••.s'.·,.,.:.: ..;; '.. ...... f''';r1'f,w,''1'.<:''~;i:lj;~·:~::vr(;..k ... ..",... han 
Former U.S..Assisqmt._~~~ of;~J~~~.~1r!i)l::~;:'i'~ ',: ! .. :.:+:'::;,:'·br:rC:,) 1~;-'>~"*:~1;':: ;' 
DeCember 12~ 1965 (Inten:oiew with N~w York Times) . ". "-. :-:;;:::.: ~~""":' ."... .; .'. .. 

. . ... .:-. t: '~i: ~:, ;,~. :"":.~:,",, .. "•. ' 1, ~.": .~.: ~!, 'I!~! .~. ri:"i..;,:t::\, I,,:y,...uf'" ':' ':.: (;,. ::'~'~,Ji; :~'~;~~'t~;J\~!l:~~" ·1~·f:':::. f~::t·JA.i::! t:~~. ~J 
"Anybody who thinks· f~ily poli,:yis'Cor ~~:~~9~14 spend.•:.S~~y'~~~~q~,~~:~~·~~. 
children's home. The childten o(our slUqls are ~ing savagely cheated by,~iety;whiclithillks it'.is : \'.: 
too S9phisticated to care about whether c~dI-e.r~.~I~~!~~et:S and .m~t\t~~iei~~~~~~:~;1;~\!fl, .. ~;. 

. . . ,~,.. ..: .," • ~::. :._ r -:~ J ::.~ .:~ ,~~:-;i~~\;'~i~~i~i'~;~~~j~i~::~:~\,,;'" ~. ,..~ '~.. "h::' ·~7,ti~}~~;l14:,:~I1~tih~~~~·r~~:~iif.l\~~,,~~,t;;·~~ .'~:: ,.
"AiIiericil. is the only iOdustrial' democraeym'the:\¥()rld that does not recoimi7A;l.th(hvelfaie~and>;1,~:rf.!·: . 
stabili .offamilife aSa . rincI''' ~i)eCi~i:G3cTa1H~ -'lie :';The id~~iSn~~'~·i8aicar~~:·ti'I?:~l.I sety . ly p,.~ .. ~ ....... !' ...·"r,.· .• po·.. ,Y ',. " ·".",':·'.:v"'fJ~·"< .,., ... ".,.•...'.;.'.hsypP9
not very interesting. Bll~ tlt.c;resw.t o( igpQ~g,:tJitt~l>j~ .~'we haye;.cl9ne,~· .~:llideOU,S,:;~' ~'~'i"~ i6> . 

.... :~: . '.'" }·..1:: :'. ;'1rr::~;}:l·,:;;~{it~~i.~~jf;i.r1 ~:-": :., '~':;i ~~~;i:~~4W~/'1;~~~i~~1jJf~}tj,k~;tf:: ' 
"In his speech at Howard University PreSiden(loJUiSonspoke frOm ~the ~ea;rt a~ut ~e p~~Ie!Q~:\J~,c;an 
be solved and it will be if the rest of us 'Show ifmu6h Courage in facThg·tip~io ii~ he didy~~j""·':""" ..1.. - ~,,~ •••• '- "",'L'!jt,:'", (~:":f'''- ~.r~ ;l~~~m .-:£~ i:',· ,;"'f.A " 

. '1- ";.' I .
",'.J ·l)aniel·Patrick Moymhan.· I \ 

. U.S. Senator 

Family and Nation, 1986 . 


"The ce~ttal liberal' truth is that politicS Can -change a culture and save it' from .its~it.Witness~ the' ci~il 
rights legislation of' the 196~stlult conServatives:so'9Pposed.~ ..... . ".>' .. d' ',,: ,,'.• 

.' . { 

"A commonplace of political rhetoric has it. that the quality of a civilization' may be measured by how ' 
it Cares for itS elderly. Just as surely, the future of a society maybe foreCast by how. it Cares for its'·': . 
young."' . . 

David. Popenoe' 
Professor of Sociology, Rutgers University 

,Co~ncilon Fainiliesin 'America. . .' .. ... 

, "Fostering the New Familism, A Goal for America," 1992 . 


"In the national ~k of rebuilding the nest, there is one g9l1 that the new familism movement Sb9~ld 

not pursue-- the goal of trying to reconstruct the traditional family of'the 1950s. That family had two 


'" characteristics a growing number of younger Americans today -- both men and w9men - ar~ no longer 

willing to accept: .the lingering male dominance, a legacy of centuries; and the lifelong removal of . 


i . 
·6 . 

.\ ' , .' 
/ 

http:1rr::~;}:l�,:;;~{it~~i.~~jf;i.r1
http:schoolsaD.cf
http:strengthen.tJje.~{~ily;.to


"Two key char:acteristics of the traditional nuclear family should be ~'or presmed it all~costs, 
however:' an enduring sense of family obligation, and the desire to'p,~..child.nm ~. ,'WttiioUi'·ih•. :; 
two qualities, the nuclear family becom~ a hollow shell." ", ."', : / . '" ,:' ',',:':" ~il <P': ~' 

I J , .' ... ' • •• _, .... \.. ;\. ' ~ .. 

Mandate forChange, 1993, , . . . " 
Progressive Policy Institute of the Democratic' Leadership Council 
,"A Progressive FamUy Policy for the 1990s" , ' 
Elame Ciulla Karitarck and William A. Galston 

" ' "_' ' ',' ,'i ' ",'. ", ,,_:;: ~'\~i:;'-'" (.,iK\'~",f: ,~~i :.i1.:r:;~~;.:.,:j·· 
"Even after correCting for variabl~s such as family:ineome,parentai education,·,~d Priorf~Iy:~~~;t·~, . 
~istory, children from single-Parent families tend on average to fare< less )Ven.eConornic~al1Y.'~:'k;~tJ,h:'>.: '. 
educationally, and·emotionally, and to encounter more.difficulties cin~e ro~wJ~~~injng{~"5'Lt::~,!·,>: 

, self-sustaining adultS. . Regardless of the academic discussion about the, d~on:of causality.:an·.·{ ....•• 

honest 'accOunting of these pro~lems is critical. , , (>... .: ~,h \< ; . ~ " ,', ' .:'i~:p.r"ii;;tt:~::,;. , 
, . . ' , " ., , t . , , '" .,;,<.4 ;:-~j~;:£~,;~ L:.r ;'~r::.;~,~j~~!):" ~.·~;;h~~i~f·,!' ,~~ 
; "The economic consequences of a parent's absence (almost always the father's),rio'ften aCcompanied 

by psychological consequences,' which include higher than av~~.I~vel!,~r.Youth .~Hic/id~!Jp)y'~i:.\'f:~Y~· :, 
'intellectual and educational !performance, and higher than average rates of mental illn~.l191~ce and 

/' 
drug use. The data also suggest that the ,daughters of teenage moth~~ ~ m<?~IJ~~!y,tci'~Pie:;:;,~~. ' 
teenage mothers themselves and are at higher risk oflong-t~ welfare dependency; EqUally:":' " ' 

. su~estive is ~e ,anecdotal evidence of the difficulties many young single mothers ,expet:ience in i • ..' 

raising their sons. The'absence offathers as models and codiscipliniuians is:thought to contribute to 
the low' self-:esteem, anger, violence, and peer-bonding through gang membership of many fatherless.
boys. ' " '., . . , .. 

"Nowhere i~ tbismoi"e evident than: iti the long-standing ~d strong relationship between crime and 
one-p~nt families."' , 

" , ' ' 

.Mary Franc~s Benyt, , " , 
The Politics of Parenthood: Child Cafe. Women'S Ri&Jrts. and the Myth of the GOod Motbet 1993 . , \ 

"There was a time in our country's history when fathers took responsibility for the 'care of their· ., . . ' 
;' ,'offspring.... Weneea to insist 00' fathers and mothers sharing the care of their offspring as well as the 

. opportunity to, enjoy, the fulfillment of individual rights. Whatever else we do, we,m~ understand 
that' advocating wo,nen's rights and greater opportunity for women in the' workplace and in every 
avenue of public life is inconsistent with an insistence on mother taking care of children and, 

'housework." . ' ',' . . \., , , " , , 

. " . . \, :' . . : 
"To demand mother care and ,women's employment,while professing a dedication to equality of rights 
for women is not only illogical but wishful thinking. WithQut such understanding, the conflicts that 
arise from the belief that women must handle both job·and child care effectively to be' considered 
successful ~ilI continue. Defining child care primarily as women'.ssphere.reinfQrces the devaluing of 
women and prevfnts their equal access to po:wer. ~ntil the~e cOncepts are generally accepted, thoSe. 

'wh<? seek to advance the cause, ohvomen's nghts will remam embattled.".;, . . 

, 7 


http:child.nm


( 

., .- , 

,~,., : • ~. -,' ,,', '.,' ... , ';"'l'''',h.«,: ~,., • '·'i'''7.::;'~·.,· .... ' .. ',' - ,')! ," ".:~, ; 'L'~;' 1.. i',~;r" , 

· "We assume, that most people'iD:.America will bcfable to work, care forjhemSelves and ;their families, 
think for themSelves, and mculcate the JSame tnutS 'ofindependence 'and initiinve'liJi thea children.. We 
depend on families to teach peOple to do these ihfngs ..The erosion··oftii€'tvlo:.paie~t'famiiY····t . 
·undermines. the capacity of families to impart this kIiowlooge; children of 10~g-:te:rrP ~~~4eJX:ndent . 

\single parents are far more likely than others to be dependent themselves.· . Similarly; the 'children ,'in I 

disrupted familieS have ·a hard time forging bonds of trust with others' and· giying aria getting help 

. across the generations. This, too, may lead to· greater dependency on tIle"'resources'ofthci state:,·· 


, • ';." ', •• '1 •••• ~ .....:r..... \\,·I";, 1~·"'~<.:z..···· ;;"~.~t"".··i 

"Over the p~t two and a hatf-' decades Americans have been conduc~i:~ .:;~".~:: ~~o~~~:~~· Ii.' y~.. 
natural experiment in 'family life':~: Ma#ly'woul«hl'fgUcftllat this' expenmen(was: necessary~"'jVorthwnil~, 

· and long overdue .. Thtn'csultS'of tb~'!expe~e4tare' ~n1irig in,i ano tliey·ire\~Iear::,iA.atiI$1.libVfi;":.2;W 
J . benefited from the changes. in' family' life iil"unportanf ways~ but· the Sanie~C8'iIDo{;be;'Slildlfo~'lthiidiJn: 


Iridee~;thisis the fit;St ge~eratior(m,tIie iiatidri's"hiSt6ry·to do·worSe·psycliold~i~iy~!iooiany:~'8.iidt::.·' , 

economically than· its parel;tts... Most· poignantly,:in sUrVey after '~ey:llie:'c1iil~;Qr:~~i-9k~n; f81iimC;S 

cOnfess deep longings fOf alII intacffamily.~··· .... "";:'::~:;,;~~~:<:: :... ~ 


· ~f~'~~~~*j;,""!'r~:!li'(1~ zl~J~-i:s:-;;:~::J;;iit~:t>.dJ;~¢:;;~~~;~t5~ ::Y.~':':)'.~~·'t·~· ~', _,'~l'; ." ..~~""i~~"':"

Pro ~d . (R.L) JO mal Bull"ti:" "f?"·'\ '. 'i .,.... .... '., ..l', Hl;';·"P·:"'t;j<"~'-;~J'.l>,':';;·~~"§'r-nt1\~;:,, .r"~ 


~lfr;~a=:'·,.-.:·, '.:~:: .r".'i:l')~; ."'~7.~.s'·'·~~;'·,:·L . " '. .: ': ;::;· ... ::S~:-~::;i::;~l;tt,~,;~(~~.:~;~~~~:~~~:·:i:,.~. 
A rif't4, 1993, Infefview'WitH t)a~i~r IilaDkCfuhohl. 'iiistitute':to~:ArAerichlf'Vhli1~i~"~~:;:;::~f;l~L~l:}t~~:(~~l;~~~ 

p. ... _. :; :.·;"·_:'·:l~"~!:L';'~f?,~:;"":,'-.;;~~iJ!I!·:l!\;:>:·:"' ..::: ..",,!. :', ".. _~~n::' ;;·';·:··i'''..'!~: :::::;1. \~!:·i:-;'··:·:;.'·:2;!;:~'.\;:; 


· "He told' me· studles~hirv[:~:f~witthai;lfa:iiilti~~;is; 'fair bib~e: I.ik~lY:;(0; !~,b(j~~t6~g~e :~jffi~~~lj 

factorS as' povertY!: race'~d rt~ighb6thOM~'I(i~ffrom'6ne~parent h<?ii'seh~id;s.h~.' Said; '¥e81s3 ii{()~~:': 
likeiy'todiopoui, :get pregnant 'as:ieeii;~tlild'liavtn~~niotioIial problems.: ". '.' ' .. '" ,r, ,.; .. 

"1 ~~ed why.; In.short, said Blankenhorn, boys traditionally learn ~~ men from fath~rs~Fath~rs,:he . 
explained, have the crec.Jibilit)i to say' 'yes" when boys start subtly asking, 'Am I areal man? Without,'. 
fathers, boys are more prone to exaggerate masculinity -"- swaggering, ditching school, .fightirig, joining 

.. gangs:. ADd without a marriage relationship as a model, they're more prone to get girls pregnant .. 
WithO~t1llarryin8'the~;.: .. '. ,..... . ...:,. ,.,f.: .. : ..• ·;:f~~·: ... '.;.,.'·:~.,:i:~.;~,;.-~ 

'. I 

"Then there ate girls. 'Who's the ftrst man in every girl's life?' asked Blankenhorn.. 'USWlUy a father 
-- a man who will love them and·take care of them.. Girls' self-esreenfteiids to be strongly relate<t'iO' a 
paternal relationship. If you' hav~ no relationship with a father, your latter rel~tioriShips' with irihle~: '. . . 
tend to be characterized by anxiety and lack of self-esteem.' Such girls, he said, often turn to 

· preinaturesex for comfort. Since they have a model of single motherhOOd, they're also more prone 
toward out-of-wedlock childbearing.".· . 

Daniel Patrick Moynihan 

· 'tDeftning Deviancy· Down" . 

The American Scholar, ·1993 


"For a penod there:was som~ speculation tha~ if family structure got b~ enough, this mode of . 
deviancy-would have less punishing effectS·on children. In 1991 Deborah A. Dawson, of the National 
Institutes of H~a:lth. examined the thesis· that 'the psychological effects ofdivorce and single- ",', - , 
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... :,.. '. 

l: ", ,~-.':<~({':-
: parenthood on chilcmm' werestrQngly infl~~~ by ~'- sense' of ..u ........ ~._.~;J~.LU 

'norm.' If this were so, the- effeCf should have fallen off in the' 1 
home ~e muc~ more'comm9n:',: It di4 not. "'TIie probie!fi" as,s'OCULteCl WitJl~t8! 
single parents are more constant in.nature,' pawSon wrote, ad~ing , 
not diminished, they were 'not based on stigmatization, but :rather on 'InhleT'81llt PI'OblllmlS 

family structures' - alternative here meaning other than two-parent famili~. "':-'~ ':,,;'" ..' . - ' ~ , ,\:. ...• : ,. 

"We should take note of sUch candor. Writilig in Th~ Jo~al of Ma1rlage an'(ftheF~ily in 1989, 
S~ Mclanahan and Katen Booth noted: 'Whereas a decade ago the prevailing viey.' was that single 
'motherhood, had no harnifbl effects on childreIi, recent.researeh is ,less optimistic;'" :', - ' 

National Commission on, Children 
U.S. Sen Jay. Rockefeller, Chairm~, 1993 

, "Children do ~ when they'have the personal involvement andmaterials~p~~'~f,iathef 

and a mother and when ~th parents fulfill their responSibility to be loving providers;'.,' :. . 


'" ' " ' , ,.,'.', >. ::':',~:,::~,'2~::); , ' 

, "There. can ~ liUIe doubt t!t~t.h~~g~ ~t!t,p.~.,pyiIt$_an-4;~~,;tp.~tI1er jn~ ~bl~,~~~~ ,': , ", 
can shield ,chtldren from a vanety 9fnsks:,~ ~s1Ag ra~ pf,~lVO~':q~~fz~e,,4~~~',,9!UI~g, am4 " ..;~ . 
absent parents are not just manifestations 9.f iY~:ve Jif~~les,'they are,p~~~,,<>:(adult,h(ehaVior 
that increase, children's risk of negative coriS~uences., Although in· some,'cases~divorce is the 'least 
harmful outcome of a troubled marriage, toda~s'hi~ rate of family ~do~Ji~~~~iItg;,:::, ,,:,~,;',<, ~ 

. , . , . " ~',.'.~ ,.' . ': . :~-:~:.:<' '. '(1:,1';~'~,~~1:~~:::~ >~~:~ .... .',~~~ * • 

"Unfortunately, many childien do; not h,ve two loving parents: Many ,~mgle ~~,~ould not have' 
(chosen to raise their children alone: While,the nation should strive to create asOCial 'and economic ' 
cOntext in which strong, two-pareot famillescan form and stay together, itniuSt:nej~.. ,fail to ~h out' 
and protect single-parent famili~s as web. Many single parents make extraordinai.-y efforts to raise ' 
children under difficult circumstanCes. Their success is atribute to their commitment _d hard work 
and to the loving attention they give their children. As parents, they deserve~~ociety's 'full support." 

President' Bill Clinton 

, State of the Union Address, January,2S, 1994 


"We can\ renew our country when withii1a decade more than half of the children ~ be bom into 
families where there has been no ma¢age.:.. _ " " 

"We can\renew our couiltry when childrCn 8re having children and the fathers'w~lk'away ~ if,the , ' 
,kids don\ amoUnt to 8.nything.~..' .. , 

, '"We can\ renew our ~untry until we realize that governmepts don't raise'chiidren, parents do. , 
Parents who now their children's teachers and tum off the television and help with the homework and 

, 'J~ach the kids right from 'wrong. , Those kind of parents can make all 'the differe~ce.' I know. 'I had .' 
'~." ',' " ', ',,' , , ,, \ 

.( 
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