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shared legal as Well as phy51cal custody of: thertaé,éghter,

perspectlve of the chlldren, of the mother, ‘and of the | :

. . ABSTRACT -
|

_ _ - . - ,
This is the case study of a divorced family who

have successfullyjparticipated in a joint custody arrange-

ment for three years" Both the mother and the fﬂ%‘

\

P50
and - they share respon51blllty for major dec1s1ons in her

" life. The Chlld has two homes and spends alterﬁate weeks

in.these hOmes
(\ .

The purpose of thlS study was to determlne from the‘

3 e

»r

father the factors which contrlbute to maklng jOlnt custody;'"%
either a healthy or an unde51rable alternatlve, as well as
some of the advantages and dlsadvantages of a jOlnt custody"

agreement.ﬂ-« S ,7' .

“A hon—schedule standardized interview format was

~used, w1th the researcher u51ng open-ended questlons to.

‘tlme famlly frlends

ielic1t~rnformatlon._ Interviews were conducted w1th the.

mothér,tfather, daughter, the daughter s_teacherf and_longr

ThlS family has found a shared custody arrangement

o be hlghly satlsfactory, W1th all famlly members exper—

\:

s

iénc1ng many p051t1ve bEneflts. The parents*TT?T“Tﬂnxany}—~—~»_~_ﬁ_

\ Karmonlous relatlonshlp unusual for dlvorced couples. ~“The
\st

dy showed that 301nt custody can be beneflclal

. T AT vi =



Implications for counsellors working with divorcing families

.
were discussed. o , ‘ e
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ve CHAPTER T e

INTRODUCTION [ﬂ:,“ o,

[SI : N . L °

W . - . General Statement ‘and Purpose =« . .t
. L N % S . S ) _;\'- ) Ty - N"A “ '.“A. ’ o
Lo Ve ‘ ﬂ'%~ o _ SR T

fﬁ The follow1ng study grew out of a personal and pro—

xfessronal lnterest %in new famlly structures, partlcularly

,-those belng created ln response to the r1s1ng dlvorce rate.'

a N

When couples wrth chlldren dlvorce,‘mothers usually retaln

custody of the chlldren, however,jsome parents are nowy;'*

CC arranglng for jOlnt custody Wthh 1nvolves sharlng the res-»r

ﬂd,pénplblllty for 1mportant dec151ons whlch affect the chlld—Vd

)

__ren. In some cases,,;t also 1nvolves sharlnq thelr phy51cal

. ! “~ PR R !
care on a more equal baSrs.g ;,;, o 5 o
9. b TE VT ™ v

ThlS study 1nvolves an exploratlon of the llterature

pertlnent toJunderstandlng current custody practlces, and, S

o

, f‘means of 1nterv1ews and analy51s, a comprehensrve 1nVes-5~.
“'tigation of" a jOlnt custody famlly. ; L i :‘Q“-fef
i B T - " . : - P R .

~*4iu¥trfThe purpose of the study lS to determlne from the i

hpersﬁectiye of the chlldren, of the mother, and of the

'Q' B L ‘e .—»‘. . 'u

; father: /' C ‘. S “ ﬁ
'“{i; yFactors Wthh contrlbute to maklng jOlnt custody a i
, » ; f_he'althy altern{athe, g _ v‘ | 0 -
‘ z.f’Eactors;whlch contrlbute‘to.ﬁaklng lt an undesrrablem.*;5

‘ ',alternatrve;fand'k o zf“-]wfu




“f'the other ‘to: enable the researcher to obseIVe them 1n both

'Wf.creased by more than 500 percent durlng “the last twd det‘ffff/el

.”1affected 6 800 dependent ch;ldren Bene (1976) makes thf

Y

\3.‘.Some'of'the advantages and disadvantages of a, joint cus-.

tody agreement.,.

»

¢

For thlS study, the famlly 1nvest1gated is one where
both parents agree thht the chlldren 11ve w1th both of them,
3where the chlldren are old enough to be 1nterv1ewed and .

where the chlldren move frequently enough from one ‘home to

“Jr-u

-

homes.\

i_ The parents are. elther dlvorced or separatedv main-

.

"taln two separate reSIdences W1th1n close geographlcal pro—‘

> ) ’ ' "

‘lelty, and have mutually agreed to jOlnt custody (that 1s,

Qv

flt was not 1mposed by the courts)

A hlgh dlvorce rate 1s a- current fact Statistics'”‘
S Canada (1980) recently revealed that the number of dlvorced gk

alﬁpersons, as a percentage of the total adult populat//n, in= C\p~~

a‘,.

:cades. In Alberta; the 6 531 dlvorces granted 1n 1979

'{'prOJectlon that up to 35 percent of the chlldren born aro

. / A

‘Kg1970 w1ll be affected by the dlvorce or long term separatlon

PR : PV . . i o - 7

Of thelr parents., o 1, _;, o 'A R C ‘.: RIEEE Y

Often our current hlgh dlvorce rate is percelved as .

"- JRCag

-an 1ndex of 5001al dlsordér w1th only negatlve consequences

"for 1nd1v1duals and soc1ety (Ahrons, l979) i A“small but

S .
g



v “

grOW1ng number of profe551onals who work - w1th famllles ‘are:
urglng soc1ety to Vlew dlvorce, not as the death of a

famlly, butorather a reorganlzatlon,(Ahrons,:l981 Gettleman

and Markowrmz, 1974 Grlef l979a,ql979b Roman and Haddad

\

.l978‘ Stack 1979) These people con51der dlvorce to be a

process,'a redeflnltlon of the structural and behav1oral

»lroles of the famlly;‘ They belleve that the old way of

thlnklng of leOI e as a rlgld status,;and as a. state of

“soc1al devrance, does not fac;lltate a, healthy resolutlon

‘for elther the dlvorc1ng famlly or socrety in. general

L Durlng thlS century, the nuclear famlly has been,

I

‘“‘con51dered the natural" unlt of soc1ety,‘w1th few people
"”aware that 1t was produced by socral condltlons, B
,itran51tlon to wage labour whlch separated the ho&e from the g ox
'l.workplace at the tlme of the 1ndustr1al revolutlon (Stack

'fl976 ,p; 506) f The nuclear famlly structure "perf ctly

"lfltted the needs of a mass—productlon soc1ety Wlth W1dély

/ A
da clear separatlon of home llfe from work
/ : :

ower,

1fe 1n

8
ﬂfthe maféetplace '(Toffler, 1981 p} 209) v/‘v | o
| ' Zaretsky (1974)//races the development Af}tﬁé=famiiyf-’
:hfov‘rbseveral centurles;/

notlng that soc1ety ha_‘come to v1ew

; -
the only healthy famllh form,-and.tog

vgbelleve that/emotloh/l llfe is’ formed onl"through the

ifamlly ' Stack descrlbe the nucle@r' amlly thus.»ff

; The 1ntense, 1ntrospect1ve, prlvatlzed famlly
s o Jhof Freud, God-gi ven, ‘natural’ unLt of society . L
-,ff;”“ﬂ-whlch is charg/d to .cradle the search for hap— '
©...." 'piness amidst the perils of .the industrial .
gbureauc%atlc metropolls (1979, p. 50)

_"_\
N

PR

amely,‘the;"'

‘yths.ared vz}ues and llfe—styles,_hlerarchlcal buréaucratlc ﬂ'i;-'”"”



Philippé Aries, a French historian, also linked‘thelA

Industrlal Revolutlon, with 1ts d1v1s1on of labor, to the

' ldevelopment of the’ nuclear famlly, however, he has been cri-

tlcal of the effects.f Thls famlly form changed chlldhood

ﬂglnto a prolonged tlme perlod spent 1n an 1nt1mate and res—

v -

'\«ktrlctlve envlronment Arles v1ewed these protectlve boun—,_

!

[

'darles as llmrtlng a Chlld s "emotlonal and moral understandr.‘
*1ng and his or her ablllty to cope w1th the 1nddstr1al order )

(Stack, 19761.9 508)

Toffler (l981) suggests that a crisis in lndustrlal— o
1sm 1s now contrlbutlng to the fracture o§.the famlly form -
""" : \ S

'v,’Wthh 1t orlglnally spawned Nuclear households are shrlnk—‘
11ng 1n number, and other famlly styles are rapldly 1ncreas—:f
‘4ingrl Roman (1977) suggests that the nuclear famlly 1s al—u'

"~ready a nostalglc dream ﬁf }' _y’»flll'f';jg?

Although some peOple are beglnnlng to belleve that o

"7fdthe ldeallzed nuclear famlly 1s not the only healthy famllylygfr

”u~fstructure, many Stlll see alternatlve forms as pathologlc?lpfgl

s

d’f’or dev1ant ' Ahrons suggests f?1v11172yk‘°' flga“:; L

_ R
;fWe are ‘in the process of expandlng our. deflnl— ]fﬁdv,
' tion “of famlly so ‘that famlly styles which were: S
. once .considered deviant are not considered P
'.’fgvarlants, we need to depathologlze leOrced
'VT*famllles as: well (l979, pPp: 512 l3)

Meyer Elkln (l978)fargues that there are no’ 1ntact

famllles because every famlly structure has cracksff¢”"

0y famlly lS n‘ﬂ -a statlc phenomenon Rather
~itis'a dynanic pulsatlng system of persons B
who love e ch other, fight ‘each other and in- .
3 ev1tably’are shaken by all" kinds of" crlses of;.
‘varylng magnltude ‘on the “wrecktor scale

i)



/ S . T .
Roman‘and Haddad (1978) point out that even-in these

. . o
SO~ called 1ntact famllles,»new'forms of;f\mily‘life are

'comlng 1nto belng Men and women are no, Ionger content to .

'S

°"functlon within sex—deflned rolesn' More women are worklng
VVOut51de the home ‘and more men are, sharlng respon31b111t1es
-ffor the chlldren l Both ‘sexes have dlfferent expectatlons
7;for famlly and career respon51blllt1es Wlth an accompanylng‘

.'.Shlft 1n legal and flnanc1al rlghts Toffler wrltes,

\
i

R "Courts are sWamped by cases 1nvolv1ng role redeflnltlon, as:_'

alternatlves to the nuclear famlly multlply and galn accept—

S

.*":‘ance (l981~ 223y, o

TN

o L it ‘ , ‘
S Desplte the worry of\the experts about the future of

:hthe famlly (and they are usually referrlng to the 1deallzed ydfy

|\

vinuclear famlly of the mlddle classes\f\llterature abouq

™~
< t

’,whlch lS hopeful about the adaptlve ablllty\of 1nd1v1duals

ey

‘Fhd famllles

g2

af ;h‘;.fy Gregg Edwards (l979) states that "the prlmary SOCialf"
group—;'famlly - 1s an adaptlve form whlch adjusts to the i
realltles of ltS env1ronment"'(p f;‘ He goes on to say

;As the cost of llVlng soars, more adult members -
o of the household seek employmen¢ “and-. rnd1v1dual'
- 'adults -seek: addltlonal ork.. -As the emotional
.-and. economic ‘burden of child rearlng ‘increases;.
) ‘some families commit themselves to- fewer off--
tﬂ?_sprlng, .and seek government measures to- reduce‘ , _ ,
- “theix burden. . On.an even more fundamental S e
. level,. 1nd1v1dual who perceive. that tradltlonal : ER
 family forms offei\dlmlnlshed utilities--e.g- '
:rewards .or securlty——experlment with new: prlmary
group forms which they believe offer. better
'varospects for their surv1val and satlsfactlon.f'
(l979 68) ST ‘ :

”1}F;f Edwards also c1tes Wllson, author of Soc1oblology,

who found that _1n the context of other blologlcal belngs,f

g



fact he dlscovered human .

5c1allzed 'pec1es (1979 p
‘;a varlety tf famlly forms to choose from 1s better for our
7{surv1val than hav1ng only t.e nuclear famlly

Carol B Stack (197 ) has studled and wrltten about

rural and urban black commrnltles 1n the Unlted States,'and “f-‘

1_‘documented stable klnshlp bonds and mutual ald among the

"people 1n these communltles They proV1de each other w1th

‘stablllty and flex1blllty withln extended famlly networks,.ﬂne

M

4hdesp1te haV1ng been labelled by profe551onals ﬁa" 'broken, |
'dlsorganlzed' and pathologlcal'" (p.»506) Because she

‘ ,has seen how re31llent and adaptable poor black famllles can

the most var able | 1n matlng, child-rearing;

80) ThlS could mean that haV1ng

"beﬁ Stack belleves that mlddle class famllles are capable of f:k

~

[

‘c,belng equally creatlve ln “opt1m121ng 51tuat10ns to sult .“wal

l‘ R

';thelr needs Few 1nd1V1duals or - fa/}lles are fraglle, though

er mapped the varlatlons

{J,many a;e poor (1979 p GD)."“fdb‘
: Kellam, Ensmlnger and Turn/

vfiof famllles 1n a 51ngle poor bla?k nelghbourhood in Chlcago'ﬂ'hA

o They 1ndent1f1ed 86 dlfferent cdmblnatlons of adults formlng t .
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family units (Toffler,leBl).

1
H

Toffler belleves that the confuslon and turm01l

~

surroundlng ‘the famlly now 1s the precursor to- a variety of

' famlly forms and more varled roles for 1nd1v1duals ‘He -

states
i Wthh spec1ﬁac famlly forms Vanlsh and Wthh »
ones proliferate -will: depend less on pulplt e
poundlng about the "sanctity of the family™ :
hthan on the decisions we make with respect
to technology and work. While many- forces-
1nfluence famlly structure-—communication. .
patterns, ‘values, demographic changes,‘rell-'f“'
gious movements, even ecological: shlfts——
"the linkage be ween family form ‘and work: -
: arrangements isg particularly strong ‘Thus,
. Jjust as the nuclear family was prométed by
. the rise of the factory and office work, *any
. shift. away from the factory. and office would
‘also exert.a heavy 1nf1uen e on the famlly
(1981 p 216) R :

Barrlers to change stlll ex1st Asja'society, we

- «,,/, Ce

have yef te)develop a respect and tolerance/for new varlety :

in famlly forms ' We have grown up perce1v1 g the nuclear’

Rrs

famlly as normal so that varlatlons are. Vﬂewed w1th sus—Vﬁ‘

-'p1c1on. We are caught up 1n what Toffler alls'"the agonles‘ Ah

of . tran81tlon The potentlal lS there for each of us to

. 1 P

‘create our own personallzed famlly structure—-perhaps

ﬁseveral 1n a 11fet1me.t Meanwhlle, as’ Toffler explalns

ﬂCaught in the crack up of the old, w1th the-
new system not yet in place, millions- find’
~the higher level of: dlver51ty bewildering
rather ‘than. helpful.- ‘Instead of being li-
berated, they suffer from over-choice:and
are wounded, emblttered plunged into a sor-
. row and loneliness intensified by the very .
‘multiplicity .of. their options. @ (1981, p. 223)-

s



e

In a sense, we are all pioneers. Massive changes

-are taking‘place, atsa bewildering pace,'in our society.
We have lackedlpositive role modelsnfor men and women to

follow whether divorced or not. . Generally, we have focused

on thehnegative rather than the positive: ‘on weaknesses

[T

rather than strengths, We need research Wthh will explore

,1nnovat1ve new famlly forms——whlch Wlll recognlze changes
: s :
lln klnshlp patterns and which w1ll free us from our blases -

I

about tradltlonal famlly structure.

Soe DlvorCe research to date has malnly focused on one

or example, the effect of dlvorce on the

N

ustodlal parent.s Research whlch ‘inves-

faSpect»at a tlme;.
vchlldren, or on the
htlgates the total fa‘lly system 1s still qulte 11m1ted‘
‘These factors of the total famlly system justlfy an explora—
Atory look at 501nt cul

\
stlll atyplcal famll'-structures belng adopted by some

tody, one of the newly evolv1ng, but :

‘3d1vorc1ng famllles.

-




CHAPTER II

‘REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

§

- This rev1ew covers flve basic’ areas.--The first is
- an hlstorlcal overv1ew of Chlld custody practlces The

'second is a rev1ew of the Current legal system and custody,

and the 1nfluence of the book Beyond the Best Interests of

- the Chlld The thlrd is about dlvorce and loss, particu- d
flarly in relatlon to fathers The fourth is a report‘on the
?Callfornla Chlldren of Dlvorce PrOJect, and the fifthkis a
:reV1ew of jOlnt custody 1nclud1ng a descrlptlon of what 1t

3,

“is as:well as ‘“rrent research.
e : . @ o - o

-

.Historical'0verview Relating to Custody

'Just as the nuclear family'is a cultural creation,

.,so the custom of. awardlng custody to the mother 1s a reflec—,

‘tlon of legal trends and soc1al morals.\ Before the l9th

'century when the: feudal order prevalled ln England the cus4v'

tody 1ssue was simple: chlldren belOnged to their father.

He supported them, and he had a rlght to thelr serV1ces "In,

the l9th century, the emphasrs started to change from

parents‘ rlghts tor chlldren s rlghts. As soc1ety became

aware that chlldren requlred some care, the legal‘system be-‘

"gan to reflect thlS changlng attltude, however, the tendency

-~

o



y
to view children as chattels to be awarded to one parent or

\

another has died slowly.
Since the 1800's, k the legal SCDbE, ‘both parents
have been con51dered‘equal 1n\terms of the right to- be
‘ g : ' AR ‘
awarded custody. Judges supposedly make their decision
based on the best interests of the child; however, even when‘
confronted with two parents who appear to be fit, since the
1920's, judges have awarded custody to the mother 90 percent
of the time (Nehls and Morgenbesser, 1980). Commenting on *
‘this fact,‘Foster, Jr., and Freed (1979) explain that the
custom of awarding custody to fathers in the past, and to
'mothers'ln more recent-decades, is merely a reflectlon of
prevailing attitudes towards prOperty,rights and the care of
children.
Roman and Haddad affirm the same thing: Whether'
custody was granted lOO years ago to father, and is now
' granted to mother, the reasons ‘remain the same .
"In matters of custody, a woman's subordlnate
. position explains both the long supremacy of :
the father and the new reign of the mother
Whether the woman is denlgrated as less than
~human or exalted to the very. suburbs of
" heaven,; exempted from/custody, or virtually
guaranteed 1t, her relation to her chlldren
reflects man's dominant position in society
“.and the forms that have been devised to pro-

tect that domlnance ) (Roman & Haddad, 1978,
p.- 24) . o /_ ; ‘

In an agrarian_sobiety, women worked along with
" their husbands, and no special premium was placed on mother-

hood. 'There was no need for the home to be "a refuge, a

place for’leisure and'rétreat from the cruelty of the
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- their functionalist definitions-when.soc1etygrecognlzes that

‘outside world'; it was a part‘of the world, a center of

work, a subsistence unit" (Rich, 1977, p. 29) .

"With industrialization and urbanization, wage labour

" was split from private labour. TFathers moved away from the

J

house and the maternal instinct was invented, making a vir-

tue out of what seemed to be a necessity. Thus a new

ideology about_the family_and about motherhood was born.
’_Roman (1977) belieyes that this ideology has been

»

reinforced by psychoanalysts and‘sociologists. 'Psychoana—

°lysts believedlthat,"understanding early childhood was a key

to the psyche" (p. 2). Since the mother was most involved
in raising the child, it was assumed that her lnfluence was
greatest. As a result, the role of other péople such as

fathers, relatlves, and people of the communlty was mini-

mizeal Soc1olog1sts such as Parsons, when speaklng of the

father!' s 1nstrumental and the mother's expressive role in
the family, have further "ossified the options open to

adults” (Roman, 1977, p. 2). Both men and womenihave become

M

victims- of thlS 1deology Stereotypes'abont motherhood.and

the famlly prevent women frOm ach1ev1ng economlc equallty

‘just as they prevent men from ach1ev1ng parental equallty

Okin (1974) belleves that women w111 only be" freed from

reorodnction, sexuality, and the SOcialization of children

are separable from each other.

Relatlng thls to custody de01510ns, awardlng custody

to the mother may at one time have reflected 3001al reallty.f

11



Now the reality has changed. Praditional roles are blurring

as more women pursue careers and more men desire to share in

. : ¥
the nurturing and socialization of theix children. As women'

derive less of thelr sense of self«worth from thoir mother-
ing roles, and more from their careers, they aro‘more will~-
ing to transfer nurturingkresponsibilities to fathers.
These changes are evndent in so-called intact famlllLS as
'well as in divorced families. In fact, several ‘authors
point out that since shared'parental responsiBility has be-
come very much evident in intact families, it is quite
loglcal that it would become a v1able alternatlve for di-
'vordlng famllles (\IETH*\%QJB Grelf 1979b; Noble & Noble,
1975)

The women s movement has stimulated many of these
changes. Now it appears that a backlash to the women's
llberatlon movement is develOplng "an awareness and assert-
iveness of what are«percelved.as fathers rlghts "(Benedek
& Benedek 1979 'v1540) Men‘s.organizations have been
formed in the Unlted Statesy‘ranglng from ratlonal law=

abldlng father advocacy organlzatlons to groups whlch are_

angry and mllltant. Members of the latter are separated and .

‘dlvorced fat

‘s "dedlcated to protectlng each other from

_de oribe as vengeful ex—w1ves, prejudlced judges;
money—hungry lawyers, and soft—headed soc1al workers (Noble
& Noble, 1975, p. 3). Often they operate outs1de the i;;”lh
aldlng members to kldnap thelr chlldren and dlsappear.v It

iSfbeooming common_to read~newspaper.accounts_of child



snatehing. (n ract, in the United States, “kidnapping one's

own ¢hildren may well be on its way to being a Pederal

oftense” (Newsweek, 1980, p. 63).

The fact ol such condition:s reflects the burden of
grict, loss, pain, and anger which fathers oxperience alter
a divorce which has cut them off from thelr children. Men
may be willing to be ex-husbands but th?y may not be willing
to be ex-parents. bhfortunatcly, at a &imu when fathers aro

/ . .Y .
seeking more involvement with their children, the usual

e o : . . : :
. divorced household prevents them from achieving it.
//

/
7

The Legal System

Families both intact and divorced, and professionals
who work with kamiiies, are all struggling in a labyrinth.of
) cqnfusien‘where there are no precedents or estaeiished role
models for our new family structures. Goslin (1979) sug-
gests that when issues of reSpon51blllt1es are unclear in.
our everyday life, we turn to other lnstitutlons to deflne .

" or gccept these responsibilities for us./ Thus he explains

t

the‘extraordinary increase in the influence-of the legal

system in our lives, as we turn to lawyers and courts to

<

help us define our responsibilities.

!
i

ngwaoth the>1nterjectlon """ of the courts, and the

' reliance upon .the courts tend to make our
decision-making processes adversarial, rather
than co-operative, and tend to define problems
in "yes-no," "win-lose" terms, when in- reality,
most questions have a broad range of p0551ble
solutions. (Goslin, 1979, P 116)



Many wi Ht'g«l sl ete thit the averrmary mystem L0 ong
court s b destruetive to o divorcig parent o, Ratheyr than
bheing cnabled to work ont Che mont positiye cubitody arrages
merti b, ill«‘y A et uﬂptiﬂ:i( ol othor dn A way that com
pounds their anger,  Many people agree Dot Uhe advennary
climate needs to be changesl,  Ad O'Neg b and Leonott pontd
oul, "rhe 'adversaries' are, Attty all, parents and will e
main so™ (1977, p. 30).

1t is encouraging that legal journals are publ 1shing

an increasing number of articles on joint custody; however,

. v

(,,‘
there is still a heavy emphasis on how to i mpLove the ovi-

dence on which a judge bases his decision about who 15 the

better parent.

Beyond the -Best Interests
of the Child
. :

One of the books most frequently mentioned 1n
literature on child custody is Goldstein, Freud and Solnits'

Beyond the Best Interests of the Child (1973) . Because of

the status of its authors; and>probably also because of its
publieétion at a tihe when so many custody decisions are
facing theleourts, it has had a substantial influence on
lawyers, judges and helping professionals (Roman & Haddad,
1978; Stack, 1976).

Goldeteiﬁ et al. (1973) are wrieing about adoption

and foster care: situations as

v

well as contested child place-

ments where the involved adults are unable to Eeach agreement

”@

i

4
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ar

and have to turn to the law for resolutlon 'Their bOOkhﬁ

XY

@

'in law concerned Wlth the selectlon and manrpulatlon of a.

Chlld s external envrronment as a means. of 1mprov1ng amdi

- nourlshlng hlS lnternal env1ronment" (p}f7)f They state .

-~

clearly thelr bellef that lt lS ln 5001ety s best 1nterest§

épr the law to put the Chlld s needs flrst ‘ Thelr gulde—.
ib&nes are: based: on a psychoanalytlc framework of" qrowth and 2

development. They belleve that a- "V151t1ng r "VlSlted"

a

parent "has llttlejchance to serve as a true object for

v_,o a

love, trust, and 1dentrf1catlon, s1nce thlS role is based on

i |

hlS belng avallable on an unlnterrupted day to—day ba51s

ES

2p X They also belleve that chlldren are capable of
lov1ng more than one adult only 1f'"the 1nd1v1duals lnfqueslit//u,

tlon feel pos1t1vely to one another.a Falllng thlS, chlldren /TV

I

become prey to severe and crlppllng loyalty confllcts »_[ fvs\\

e

Central to. thelr theory lS the lmportance of a. 11hﬁﬁhﬁtnf

:5’"psychologlca1" parent and a stable and unvarYlng envlron—

fment, .An adult becomes a psychologlcal parent from day to~-‘;

o,

ﬂ?day 1nteractlonfw1th each Chlld "The role can be fulfllled

peather by a blologlcal parent or by an’ adoptlve parent or by

hh}any other carlng adultq—but never by anwabsent, nactlve'vafV

’adult whatever hlS blologlcal or legal relatlonshlp to the 2 h‘l

T S

'hlchlld may be (p l9) ;Tf‘ ~@fl~-‘ w f_-.fzgi

; o (A‘-
faea o

Regardlnthhe stable env1ronment, they wr1te-*',"

-»'Phy51cal,iemotlonal, 1ntellectual soc1al and
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"fﬁStack 1977) Although the 1ntent of Goldsteln et al.»

S (p. . 63).

) 1

: The 1nstablllty of all mental processes ‘during -
the period of develOpment needs to be offset: :
by stability and uninterrupted. support from . RN
~‘external sources. Smooth growth is arrested '

- or. dlsrupted when upheavals and changes in_ the - :

. external world are added to. the 1nternal ones:. R

(p. 37) NV : : \

§

The authors c1te the consequences whlch occur at

ﬂdlfferent ages for chlldrén who have had dlsruptlon of con— g
X tlnulty They state flrmly that a custody decree should be
‘final and not supject to challenges by the non- custodlal |
“parent In addltLOn, the custodlal parent, not the court
.should dec1de how much contact the non custodlal parent

:should have Wlth the chlldren

0 .

'If the chorce L"Qv;‘ 1s between two psychologl—-j
“cal: parents and if each parent . is ‘equally -suit-:
able. ‘in.terms:of -the child's most immediate" :
'gpredlctable developmental needs, the least de- .
" trimental standard would dlctate a. qulck ‘final,
. and: unconditional" dlSpOSlthn to elther of the
= competlng parents (p 63)

JIn maklng the de01510n between two equally sultable

o

‘V.%parents, Goldsteln et al (1973) suggest that'"a judlcrally

‘superv1sed draw1ng of lots . ;g; mlght be the most ratlonal ffg

T_and least offenSLVe process for resolv1ng the hard ch01ce

9, - i

“ias much as p0551ble out of an unsatlsfactory 51tuatlon

- Crltlclsms of Beyond the Best Interests of the Chlld

Ehave come from both.lawyers and counsellors (Ahrons, 1980

FoSter,'Jrh & Freed, 1978,>1979 Roman & Haddad l978

”‘to prov1de guldellnes Wthh would enable a. judge to make the'~~e

“(p 153) In any case, the task of the judges 1s to "salvage

Sy

[
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by

Ibest ae0151on for a: Chlld Foster, Jr. "andereed‘(1978)

e

descrlbe the ‘book " as'"an academlc example of cover- reactlng
and replac1ng 1nflex1blllty w1th rlgldlty (p; 331) They

: belleve that thlS book has prov1ded a serlous setback to the

.v.. <

,iargument for‘an award of9301nt custody | Ahrons ($980),5\

”f\ wrltes that Goldsteln et al seem to concur w1th the soc1e—

8y

tal stereotype that "when spouses dlvorce, thelr total rela—

2% Vc . . : v

6? tlonshlp dlssolves" (p 202) B I R ,
= . Lt : T

e In an artlcle wrltten spec1f1cally in response to

the publlcatlon of Beyond thé)Best Interests of the Chlld

Stack (1976) dlscusses two problems.‘ Flrst, she belleves‘jdw
that the guldellnes Goldsteln et al. propose for Chlld cus—n‘

tody are llkely to 1ncrease the ten51on and confllct between o
qhe parents, plttlng them agalnst each other 1n a custody L

f_The changlng needs of boys and glrls as theyﬂ ‘ B
" grow up,..and the not uncomnon. life - .cycle crlses L s

that adults encounter are hot- considered, In-" ", ‘“‘L'
"stead of" encouraglng men and women to. offer re—li"“,
PSS 1c1procal emotional. support to one another and o
© 17 to- their offspring, the guldellnes require- le— - -

‘ B gally: dlvorced parents to seVexr: totally their:.

T personal relatlonshlp W1th each other (p 507)

h In the event of a Cr151s, the custodlal parent mlght fear_f”

),
’

that a request for help from her/hls former partner would

threaten custody of a Chlld In addltlon, the Chlld would
'3 not have had a’ chance to develop a relatlonshlp Wlth the

‘,non-custodlal parent Wthh would make 1t ea51er for hlm/her

to step in to help
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Stack considegs the secondﬁproblem even more -
serious:

- Goldstein et al. value a child's ong01ng rela- ..
tionship with on one specific adult in one specific
environment over the possibility that- in-depth
.exposure to.the life style and: environment of a-
non-custodial mother or father may better pre-

pare a child for" personal .and publlc life ln our
socrety (p- 509) f : B R .

Stack belleves that a Chlld beneflts from: exposure
to the world v1ews of tne nOn—custodlal parent and the en-

tlre set of relatlves of that parent 2 The Chlld is enrlched I

. by the opportunlty for contact w1th other adult role models

'>.refer to psychoanalytlc sources but wrthout acknowledglng

-
Y

Goldsteln et al. "prefer a Chlld to be protected and 1solated 'd

, ln what is left of the fragmented nuclear famlly (p 507) :
‘j:‘-; Roman and Haddad (l978) share Stack s v1ewp01nt.:

They say that the authors try to "preserve a dlluted ver51on

of the nuclear famlly rather than acknowledge,‘lndeed en—:

1 courage, the organlzatlon of new forms of famlly llfe

(p ll5)‘ They p01nt out that GOldStEln et al. ﬁo not 01te

i any socral sc1ence data Wthh shgws that srngle parent cus—*?

tody 1s desrrable (and Roman & Haddad say there 1s none)

r to any emplrlcal studles from exten—v

ff They als0'do not~re

51ve llterature on a' ptlon and foster placement. They do

: that major cr1t1c1sms have been levelled at these sources.eah
Roman et al ‘state that chlldren do have ex1st1ng

relatlonshlps w1th both parents, and they demonstrate great

' determanatlon 1n contlnulng to love and have contact W1th (v"

e—r—

B both;ofethem;_ Thls attachment is reC1procal, but Goldsteln-_faﬂ

.

D



. et al gnore the needs of the non- custodlal parent«and the

‘omutual bond experlenced by that parent and Chlld

o . ©

Divorce and Loss

ettleman and Markowmtz (19743 believe‘that "the,_?
’fsingle most potent weapon in the antl dlvorce arsenal that
yrelnforces the paln assoc1ated W1th dlvorce has been the»
‘,analogy between dlvorce and death" (p 55), People who mahe‘
‘lsuch comparlsons seem to belleve that both death and drvorce
‘jcontaln certaln destructlve elements | Gettleman anddwl |
”ﬂtMarkOW1tz belleve that there is a pr1m1t1V1sm to‘thinklngf“-
vﬂthat dlvorce,:whldltermlnates a: customary soc1aldrelation¥’
1;shlp;vcan be compared to death,:whlch termlnatesfa llfe.'
’;In thelr book they devote a whole chapter to TheﬁMyth of the
'Damaged Chlld statlng that antl—dlvorce 1ndoctr1natlon, and
‘;'the de51gnatlon of the Chlld as:"v1ct1m can be as harnful
'”to a. Chlld as the dlvorce 1tself | .. v |
Paul Bohannan (1970), ln hlS descrlptlon of theA51x
‘tstatlons of dlvorce, states that emotlonal dlvorcef"results
ijf}? the loss of a loved object ]ust a fully——but by’ qulte a
qdlfferent route of experlence~-as does the death of a spouse EA‘
(p ‘th The natural reactlon to a loss 1s grlef and o
Bohannan p01nts out that there are no tradltlonal rltes for,;,
L mournlng a duvorce | | i | o
. William Goode (1964) , ‘afwéi"ifkhawn-rw}i'tef on’ 'the‘
vu:soc1ology of the famlly, belleves that the experlences of

death and dlvorce are equally dlsorganlzlng He c1tes six"
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major experlences they have in’ common, the one most appllc~i

/

able to thls study belng loss of an adult role modéi for

\

the chlldren - His' views are 51mllar to thOSe of many other »y}"t'
: wrlters, and lndeed to a prevalent attltude in soc1ety, that' |
‘dlvorce automatlcally means that a child has lost one,'

- parent (Bohannan, 1970 Goldsteln et al 1973 Oates, l969)

Leonoff and o} Nell belleve that the central psycho—

logical 1ssue in dlvorce is loss and that the therapeutlc

focus should be on lOSS and subsequent mournlng They sug—

. gest 1t 1s the fear of - loss Wthh 1s at the heart of custodyf,

:battles, however, the anger ventllated in custody battles
’:?tdoes not deal w1th the 1nherent sadness whlch runs much
"fhdeeper . "Mournlng permlts no substltute—-lt is a. natural

bemotlonal state thatlfollows 51gn1f1cant loss (p 194)

K

‘dThey belleve that parents 1n custody battles may be exper—
'1enc1ng abnormal and unresolved mournlng reactlons, trlg-'
'ukgered not only by breakdown of the marrlage, but by fear of f
”‘53Chlld loss.: Although they suggest that thlS parental grasp-v

.1ng for the Chlld occurs partlcularly w1th WOmen, other.

'Ufwrlters dlSCUSS the deeply palnful effects of chlld loss ‘on"

‘fattempt to explore the father Chlld relatLOnshlp from the R

'vi_fathers.p

“QFathers'and Custodyr1"”.
i Durlng 1976 77 Judlth Grelf (l979a, l979b) conducted

e

Afan exploratory studyvln greater New York Clty, where she 1n—f

‘ﬁterv1ewed 40 legally separated or- dlvorced fathers, 1n an

v';v - els

A

N 7 _' . . - _' “, N B Sl N . Bte
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;father s perspectlve.‘ The fathers were”generally white,

~Jewish,. profe551onal mlddle class men who had been marrled -

. , |
an average of ten years before separatlon. Over 80 percent

of the chlldren ‘were in the full custody of thelr mothers,

\

'and the rest were: 1n jOlnt custody of both’ parents.,,Her
flndlngs showed that the more tlme a father spent Wlth hlﬁ;‘

chlld, the more effectlve he felt as a parent, and the more

' l

llkely he was to continue an actLVe 1nvolvement w1th his’ ey
Chlld.u

Grelf also reported that 1t ‘is the structure ofnmhe

']post—dlvorce famlly whlch contrlbutes most to this effect

N

__rather than other factors such as SpelelC characterlstlcs

‘of thls chlld,/the mother, the father or the marrlage.
‘Thus, those fathers Wlth jornt custody, or thOSe who had
.esten51ve contact with thelr chlldren,‘were more satlsfled

.Athan fathers w1th llttle contact and no custodlal rlghts.v

Fathers with less contact w1th thelr chlldren re- j_d‘.”

ported more phy51cal and emotlonal stress. Belng denled
wvaccess to hlS chlldren sometlmes ultlmately led to the father
:_remOV1ng hlmself further, not because he did not love them,.
vvbut because of the paln of fac1ng what he had lost » Soc1ety
has a551gned hlm the role of absent parent, and eventually
fvhe glves up and assumes é%e role.‘ None of the jOlnt custody
1fathers in Grelf s study reported thls palnful sense“Ofb‘.
;estrangement. The longer the arrangement contlnued ‘the‘

g more, satlsfactlon was: reported by jOlnt custody famllles.

\ S B

“None had returned tc court although.several other famllles e

Ce
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1n the study contlnued court battles over custodial or

.
v

VlSltatlon rlghts. Another characterlstlc of these jOlnt

cutody famllles was the parents W1lllngness to allow the

,chlldren to have a relatlonshlp w1th the other parent, and

to trust the other parent to care for the Chlld In many

.
cases, great an1m051ty was still experlenced towards each

\other, "and weeks would go by w1thout thelr communlcatlng

with each other, however, they were Stlll able-to make ]Olnt

o . . \

"custody a. functlonal alternatlve.
|

, In a longrtudlnal study of two years, Hetherlngton,
Cox and Cox (1976) matched 48 1ntact famllles w1th 48 dl—

vorced famllles, all of whom had a child in nursery school

_’hIn all cases, the chlldren llved Wlth thelr mother. Thelrv

S

freport focused on the changes ln the functlonlng, behav1ors,
. .

“and life styles of - the fathers, although the researchers

facknowledged thelr bellef 1n a functlonal systems approach
to studylng famllles. In fact they reported that the ﬁ 4

-Efamlly system was ln a state of chaos and dlsequlllbrlum

: 1mmed1ately after the separatlon. The peak of dlsruptlon
ﬁseemed to occur at one year,kand hy two years, the famlly
4system.was re- stablllzlng |

Certain factors contrlbuted to earller stablllza—'

tion. These were parental agreement 1n Chlld rearlng, a
p051t1ve attltude toward the spouse and low confllct be->

@ 4

tween the dlvorced parents. These factors,»when comblned
: \

| w1th hlgh frequency of father s c0ntact w1th the Chlld werevy

assoc1ated w1th "more p051t1ve mother—chlld 1nteractlons and _

)
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‘ w1th more p051tlve adjustment of the dhlld" (Hetherlngton
et al ., 1976, pp. 425—426).“ Although it was less marked for

s

fathers who contlnued frequent contact w1th their chlldren,
at the end of the/two year period, these authors found’ that
the lnfluence of dlvorced fathers on thelr chlldren had de—
Wcllned and was SLgnlflcantly less than that of fathers ln
intact»familles These researchers also‘dlscoyered the'
‘phenomenon of fathers who eXperlenced the. loss of their
‘chlldren as so palnful that they saw thelr children infre-

vquently ‘even though they contlnued‘to feel loss and depres-—

sion. RN

;Cal;f;;hia Chlldren of

The most complete and current study‘\f'dlvorce lS‘
bthe Callfornla Chlldren of Dlvorce Progect conducted by
_Judlth Wallersteln and Joan Kelly from l97l to 1977. The‘
51xty famllles Wthh they studled came 1n1t1ally for 51x |
weeks of dlvorce counselllng.‘ Each famlly member was also'
1n}erv1ewed 1nd1v1dually and extenslvely Approx1mately one’
year later and then at flve years, each famy{y member‘has
.interviewed;again.v Their results have- been publlshed 1nm

the book, Surviving the Breakugr(1980);e,The researchers

found that’divorce'produced not'one; but three patterns in
people's'lives

Among both adults and chlldren five,K years
. afterward, we found about a quarter to be re-
. silient (those for whom the divorce was ‘success-
© ful), half to be muddling through, coping when
‘and as they could, and a final quarter.to be

- _Divorce Project = T - ‘ R
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bruised: falllng to - recover from the divorce

- or looking back to the predlvorce family with ‘
intense longing. Some in each group. had been e
that way before and continued unchanged; for
the rest, we found roughly equal numbers for
whom the divorce seemed connected to 1mprove—
ment and decllne (l980a, p- 67)

. For the. chlldren, most had found the divorce a
shock, even if they-had been living in a home full of con-
flict'and;unhappiness.' After five yearsy 28 percent of the
children approved strongly of the divorce, 30 percent dis—‘i
approved strongly, and 42 percent were somewhere in éhe f
““niddle Most_still.clung to a fantasy of their parents'
reconc1llng | |

Boys took longer to adjust than girls, but by flve :
years no dlfference 'showed between the sexes. In the 34
percent who were d01ng well psychologlcally at the flve
eryear mark;vself-esteem and a sense of self suff1c1ency were’_
‘high,.with.no age or_sex dlfferences. " This latter group dia
experience sadness'Or loneliness at times, but: displayed'nO‘
anger ‘or hostllrty at their parents. | ' |
| The 29 percent in the mldrange of psychologlcal
»health showed reasonably approprlate behavior most of the
wtlme, however, they also experlenced unhapplness and anger
at tlmes, -and showed dlmlnlshed self esteem The.flnal
<th1rd of children and adolescents were dlssatlsfled and
unhappy with thelr llves._ Some suffered from moderate to

' severe depreSSLOn, and 27 percent of the chlldren reported :

' perlods of 1ntense lonellness.

sfy

.Wallerstein and Kelly were able to 1solate certalnv,

-
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factors which seemed to account for:successgul adjpstment{
In a few cases, the divorce had allowed a child to escape a
cruel and”disturbed parent. Some chlldren had a'"strong
personality to start with. _As ‘we followed the course of the
children whom we had [ placed 1n1t1ally wrthln the ‘ranks of
the very well adjusted ‘lt appeared that two- thlrds of these
resilient, successful copers were Stlll functlonlng very
:Well five years later .(1980a, p. 7l). |

'The most crucial factor‘reported was a Stable and
loving. relatlonshlp wrth both parents, who each valued the
child's 1nvolvement with the other parent .and who had a,

elatively conflict—free relationship wlth each other.

"bverall, we found that 30 percent of the chlldren had an-'
4emotlonally nurturant relatlonshlp w1th thelr father flve
years after the marltal separatlon, and that this sense of
a continuing, close relatlonshlp was crltlcal to the good
adjustment of both boys and glrls (1980a, p- 7l) .Theu
'researchers concluded that even llmlted contact prevented
the concern for total rejection and abandonment that Chlld—v
ren felt who had ‘no contact, however,_ln.many cases,'even
' regular\v151tat10n dld not seem to satlsfy a yearnlng by
the ‘children for more contact. - !

Walltersteln and Kelly concluded that a dlvorced
fanllybls no more and no less happy than an: lntact famllyA
where the marrlage*ls unhappy ' Nerther 81tuatlon i3 con-

genlal for. chlldren. They recommend’ that shared parentalfyx”f

responsrblllty after dlvorce offers the best solutlon for
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children.
“;—.. . the fact remains that the divorced family
in which the burden falls entirely, or mostly,
on one parent is more vulnerable to stress, has
limited economic and psychological reserves, and \
lacks the supporting or buffering presence of

the other adult to help meet the crises of life. { '
(1980b, p. 308) b .

~Joint Custody

3oint'custody is;describedvin ﬁagy ways. O'Neil and

‘ Léongff/(1977) descrﬁbé-it'simply as-the‘“proceés of confinu;u‘

ing'the caring for andyédugaﬁing of childfeh as the husband

and wife re-establish themselvesxsépérately" (p. 29y .

vBenedek and.Benedék (1979) Say fhfeg tharacteristics dis- .

vtinguish jdint qﬁstody frdm tradit@ogéiisér_sdle, custody. |
First there is?én ackﬁéwledgémént that ‘both

parents assume equal responsibility for the
physical, emotional and moral development <

"of the child. Second, there are shared N

rights and responsibilities for making deci-. - ™0

sions that directly affect the child. ~Third, . el

the child lives with each of his or her . _ e
parents a substantial-amount of time. (p. 1540) N

Many writers have mentioned the ihadeguacy of our

. . . P ..r‘ . Vo~ . ]
current language in describing a‘post-divorce family struc-

has coined the term ”binublearffamily“

ture. Ahrons (1979)

which indicates'a-family systémlwith,fﬂo nuclear houéeholéé
whether46r not the houSehélds*have equal impb#ﬁancevin>th§'
.childfs lifg_experience.';Shé,cbﬁductéd:a reséggéh\Study of
41 divorcedvéoupies with.courthawardéd jéint éuspodypgz
their ébﬁldren. ‘Hef purposefWés to_explSreuthe céntinuihg
”?glationship'between divorced spogsés who weré~par§9t${

e =



Basing the rescarch on a view of divorce "as a comp Lex pro-
cess which involves the reorganization and redefinition ot
the family rather than its dlssolutlon," she searched for
"new models of divorce familying, . . .\modcls which might
balance the prevailing view of divorce as family dissolu-
tion" (p. 512). |

In her study, Ahrons foundvthe rclatienaL styles of
the spouses~ranged'from best friend to“bitter enemy, but the
majority were at a broad mid;point where their relationship
was_defined by their coparenting role. Most had established
'lhemes that included the children although a few still had a
'gnvisiting rel;tionship. ~Ahrons also‘found that the amount of
time spent'by the children in each hdousehold varied widely.
in séme arrangements, qne parent‘was invdf%ed‘with the
children a few hours biweekly, and in others, time was
 equally Split;v Some familles had flexible arrangements,
" and others maintained quite rigid schedules which ﬁequired
'minimal comﬁunication between the parents. In one’family,
each parent occupled one half of the same duplex.

| !
Unllke the stereotypeb/Ahrons found that most

parents malntalned a post dlvcrce\relatlonshlp which in-
cluded both parenting and nonpatentlng aspects. Usually the
\nonparentlng had to do w1th hlstorlcal aspects of thelr re-
klatlonshlp, partlcularly related to extended famlly This
occurred even when the'couple had clear}y severed the emo—.
tional as well as‘the'ph§sical aspeet of their marriage.

In this way, Ahrons suggests, these "resemble the relationev

4 shlps that frequently develop between extended kln who share‘

Ry
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tamily and history o common™ (pr. A1) .

lelping protessionals have o tendency to view cons

T
tinuing involvement boelween a divorcoed man and wonan with
disapproval. The beliel segms to be that it they can get
along on a coparenting basis after the divorce, thoey should
have worked things out and stayed married (Ricci, 1980).
Ricci suggests that this is a deeply rooted myth about {ami-
lies which contributes to the blaming game. This game ig
tied into the "divorce is failure" attitude. Part ol this
' . '(”) 3 *

scenario is the "all or nothing" trap which has one parent
in and one parent out.

People usually begin a marriage and parenthood with
a one-home and one-authority expectation. If they later
separate or divorce, these parents may still try to live up

to their pfe—divorce ideas of how a family should be. Ricci

says that:

The family can retain all of thg ideal elements,
but arranged somewhat differenyly . . . the major
changes are that first, th lationship between
the man and woman has shifted from being both
lovers and parents to the single focus of being
parents; and second, that the united front of
shared respon51b111ty and authority has to be
revised into a new and workable form. (1980,

- pp. 15-16) S ' L

-

Ahrons points out the paradox of society which be-

‘moans the rising divorce rate and the implications for fami-

liés, but "continues to view post-divorce ex-spousal bonding

@

as pathological or ‘'quasi-pathological'" (p. 426).

5

Anne Juhasz (1979) déécribes the process of divorce.

as a severed stranq, rather than a busted bond. The term

2



"parentlng one remalns;

/

/.

. . SR e - N T
.9 C o . . E .
. “ B v r- . w
. . . . o . .

"busted bond" suggests a dramatlc and vlolent shatterlnq df

a marrlage relatlonshlp ' She belleves that the 1deal and
I
often the reallty, is that of a relatlonshlp ‘where 1ntact

strands remaln, even whlle others have broken under the -

ST o

straln in the relatlonshlp In the case of parents, sexual

»emotlonal and 5001al strands may be severed but the co-=

A

C‘ - : v N . . _' o ’, i
‘Bohannan (l97l) in a novel way of descrlblng a co—

parentlng famlly arrangement called 1t a "bar—bell" house—'
hold It 1s composed of:"a house on one end an apartment
on - the other, 301ned by an automoblle '(p. 287)

Slnce January l, 1980, the Callfornla Chlld custody

~

.).

law expects that dlvor01ng parents con51der the pOSSlblllty

7 of ﬁ01nt custody, reflectlng the bellef that a chlld should

have contlnulng contact w1th both parents._ As a result, a‘

'_*new professron has been born-V that lS, dlvorce medlator.

-1 - S «\i’

powered to negotlate thelr own dlvorce settlement out51de of

.;the legal system and ln ‘a non—adversarlal way (Hayﬁes; 1981

,”achleves p051t1ve galns whlle recognrzrng that the other

c i ~

;“*plfkif, Rather than each 901ng to a lawyer Whlch usually

Vg

"’tor who promotes a- w1n-w1n outcome. Thus each perSOn’

~

'rpartper has the r1ght=to also have galns.; The Splrlt of B

|

l#cooperatlon is. productlve for thelr relatlonshlp in. the S

_r, ]

“;ffuture as they contlnue to. co-parent (Haynes, l98l)

- . o

An lmportant aspect of the dlvorce medlatlon 1s the

.

A X

.means a w1n lose outcome, the couple go together to a medla—'

afThls profe851onal seeks to establlsh "that people can be em—<""




o

inclusion of\the'Childreh at‘approprlate,tlmes in the pro-=

S

'cess‘ Haynes helieVes thatvthe:distreSS'of‘divorce{is eased o

'for chlldren by helplng them understand the dlvorce and by

f'that jOlnt physrcal custody is always sultable or necessary

arranglng adequate access to both parents. He encourageSv

fparents to share 1n jOlnt legal custody JIE parentlng

irlghts have been protected and lf chlldren have adequate

]

access to maintain parent—chlld tles, he doe§ not belleve'

A few authors have dlscussed two flnanc1al aspects.,

'bof jOlnt custody ‘ Ahrons suggests that jOlnt custody can

fbe expen51ve 51nce each parent 1svprovadlng a household w1tht_<'

‘Sextra ciothlng,ftoys, and space._'She wonders lf 1t 1s o

: fea51ble 1n low 1ncpme famllles fStack (l976) thlnks that
.hthe flnances of ]01nt custody are no more compllcated thanbhc_hi[';hrgf

‘ln sole custody . She suggests that “defaults on Chlld sup— R

'port payments are less llkely under shared custody agree—f

. . - : i

AR

‘°_Research'on Joint-Custody‘

For the most part, current llterarure on jOlnt cus—

tody lS based on personal reports and loglcal argument

4WOnly two research progects dlrectly examrne jOlnt custody

_hfour famllles completed 1n 1977 The other is an’ ongorng,r

study of 24 jOlnt custody famllles, began 1n l978 by Susan

:as 1t affects each famlly member One 1s an unpubllshed

VDoctoral Dlssertataon by Allce Abarbanel——a case study of:

B




Steinman. ‘Both studies‘were‘condncted in and around San

[ 4

Franc1sco. ‘
. Susan Stelnman 1nd1v1dually 1nterv1ewed members of
L

24 jOlnt custody famllres, Wthh 1ncluded a’ total of 32

Kl

) chlldren These famllles had experlenbed jOlnt custody for"

a, range of two to nlne years, and had orlglnally chosen and

lmplemented the arrangement on thelr own.f'

In thls 1n1t1al report Stelnman focused bn the ,

parental relatlonshlps, the actual phy51cal arrangements -
andwthe.chlldren s exper1ences.1 She has yet to publlsh'/'

report dlscu551ng the pareuts experlences/ln greater depth

. et

‘;lles;~

’o“ g

Stelnman (198:. ”ound that desplte some dlfflCul—'

R . - ;

N

tles,“the parents found the jOlnt custody arrangement satls-
factory. They felt 1t to be "congruent Wlth thelr value
system,_l;fe style, and relatlonshlp w1th thelr chlldren .{yfy
c(pa 413) TfFor the chlldren, the experlence had some drawerhh'

backs, although most apprec1ated hav1ng access to~both

o parents, and felt loved and wanted by both. About one thlrd ///////

felt "overburdened by the demands and requlrements/or ma;

- S = g g il . e

fheflnltely/was a contrlbutlng factor..

/)>St§;nman~suggests that the attltudes, values and



- *custody famllles ) Hers was thelflrst study w@"*

adjustment.
SR S : . oo .
‘The cooperative and respectful relationship '
~between the parents for the purpose of child
g”rearlng, .and ‘each parent' s support of the
child's relatlonshlp wrth the other parent,
,seemed -£o be moz srgnlflcant 1n 'helping the
children adjust the. divorce than making .

o .

'////’//,snre~that”the time the children’ spent. with'

each parent was pre01sely equal.  (p. 414)
She cautlons that ]Olnt custody is not a srmple:'
solutlon, nor ls 1t approprlate for all dlvorc1ng famllles,
,Qhowever, 1t is a. start towards breaklng out of the tradl-

‘ztlonal method of grantlng mother custody, and towards creat—

N

'1ng the famlly structure~best sulted for each 1nd1v1dual

)

coha

ifa_ml;ly. ~ | P : S

In 1977,‘as part of her doctoral dlssertatlon, Allce ol

S "1" I' A
-Abarbanel completed an~exploratory case study of four ]Olnt

explored

“Mthe 1mpact on all famlly members of the post -dx
imment known as ]01nt custody._ In fadt thlS study seems to
cbe the flrst u51ng thlS systematlc approach to examlnlng the

rh‘effect of any klnd of post dlvorce custody arrangement on .

d”all famlly members.b S
[

R I : A : . Sl !

Abarbanel used four assumptlons and, counter assump—- -

tlons as the focal p01nts in the dlscu551on of her results :.'

" The ‘Chil_dr’env

‘_Assumptlon 1

T'J01nt Custody means. two dlscontlnuous env1ron-h:.?’
" ments. This dlscrepancy and the shifting -
. created by ‘the movement back and forth between ,
TUtwo homes causes lack of contlnulty and 1nsta—,rv,
~‘b111ty : L : i
. . //»/ : ;
Tl T

o
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Counter Assertlon 1

When the dlscrepancy between the two dlfferent Coe .
;,homes is minimal and handling of the shlftlng E
'is done with cooperatlon and in a stable and
, predlctable manner, the chlldren will tend to

do well . 1r¥ :

Assumptlon 2

"Chlldren of dlvorce are’ sald to lose one psy-
chological parent in that: the father becomes
"a visitor.- ;

’Kpounter Assertlon 2 - R

Chlldren of ]Olnt custody get two everyday ,
-parents--a balanced’ experlenceﬁW1th both . . T
“parents. that involves routine, frustration,
as well as playful tlmes.v This will allow
for the amblvalence that is necessary for -

o ogrowth, . R

f'The Parents

Assumptlon 1 SR

Parents who make the ]Olnt custody chOlce are'
‘uselflsh and put thelr needs above those of the
,chlldren.“a . : , ~

':Counter Assertlon l

1Choosrng joint custody is a. llfestyle ch01ce»
i_made by people with androgynous ‘sex-role orien-
tation. It is a ch01ce made out of both’
- parents'’ .deSLre to be’ actlvely involved with'
~the .children, 'and out of the parents' dec151on
that it is: benef1c1al for the chlldren.

5.

Assumptlon 2

Parents in-a jOlnt custody arrangement are un=

able to separate in a healthy way,vand use. -
 this arrangement, and- by 1mpllcatlon, their:

;chlldren,vto stay’ together in some way P
‘JﬂCounter Assertlon 2. : ?':7'*’f R R

Joint: custody 1s a ch01ce made by parents who
think they can share the parent role after
, separatlon’ ‘while allow1ng themselves to - .
- separate in other ways-.. These’ parents are:
- able to .remain attached . in ways that can a1d
in their parentlng function without deterring .
- ‘them from proceedlng with their QWn llves.._
U(Abarbanel 1977 PP- 271 281) SR



Abarbanel (1979) concluded that joint'custody seemed

to be worklng effectlvely for the four “families in her study

[}

. She 1dent1f1ed the follow1ng four factors whlchxcontrlbuted

to 1ts ‘success: -"commltment to the’ arrangement the parents

mutual support, flex1ble sharlng of respon51blllty, and
/

agreement on the implicit rules of the system '(p. 325). 1In
,clarificatlon of the latter»pornt,:Abarbanel writes:

<To agree on the 1mp11c1t rules means to work
out mutual definitions ‘0f such issues as how

* much: contact to ‘have, both as parents and as .

pegple; how much to overlap the two house~

(6lI\ds; what kind, how much, and how. to share

L 1’--rmatlon, whether and how to give the

~~other parent crltlcal or p051t1ve feedback
about his. or her parentlng. (p. 326)

<

7‘fthat phy81cal arrangements can make 301nt custody dlfflcult y'

i

f to-arrange . Geographlcal proxrmlty is necessary, partlcu—3~

o larly for school age chlldren ~The age,-age range and num—‘v”

'[ber of chlldren may be a problem Abarbanel found that thel_,

wtteenager (there was only one 1n her study)‘became unhappy
fw1th mov1ng back and forth and arranged to have one prlmary
"home base,rhowever, he contlnued to feel equally welcome in
both homes o ‘ |
| The parents varled rn how much post separatlon con—\p
,»jtact they had as - parents and as people They all found |
,vbshared parentlng to be a more compllcated process than theyy
l‘ibelleved a sole custody arrangement would have ‘been. |
f.Abarbanel noted that each Chlld ‘had two psychologlcal

'fparents, and that all the chlldren seemed to. be adapted to -

EVen Wlth the above mentloned four factors, she found~

34



‘their living arrangements. Three of the familigs had leng-

thened the time,Spent with each parent to facilitate develop-

"ment of a normal routine.

|
I

- Summary

Changlng soc1al condltlons are affectlng the fate of
}famllles 1n today 'S. soc1ety.4 Famllles, and profess1onalsv’
",helplng famllles,‘are struggllng W1th’how best to adapt to
fthese changes\ Research on- the dlvorc1ng family has been
,sporadlc and scattered, w1th very llttle emphasls on the

ltotal famlly system.,.' ”_y "/'

thtle is known about how dlvorce affects famllles,'

Tfand dlsagreements ex1st among the peoole in the helplng pro—'ﬁ

fessxons For example, some belleve that the framework used

! °

‘wfor understandlng loss from death applles equally to under—
'"standlng the dynamlcs of dlvorce Others belleve that - use .
,;of the “death and dylng" framework relnforces the 1dea of
fthe Chlld as-a. VlCtlm who is 1051ng one parent; Thls attl—‘
'tude masks the potentlal for healthy change and contlnued
tlnvolvement for both parents A | | |
Some people subscrlbe to Goldsteln,‘Freud and Sol—
,nlt s bellef in one psychologlcal parent however, whether

' current dlvorce research has focused on: the parent, the'

: Chlld, or the whole famlly, results cons1stently show hap—

<

pler outcomes for all-famlly members when ‘both parents_confa
tlnue to have 1nvolvement w1th thelr chlldren.

.~Itfls~apparent from the llterature, that optlons

35
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ex1st.for dlvorc1ng famllles who are plannlng for care of
Ifthelr chlldren. In talklng w1th legal and’ counselllmg pro-
‘fe551onals in- Alberta,vfew seem to be aware of these options.
vSome parents are now. arranglng joint legal custody but very
few have tried joint phy31Cal'custody. To date, no research
" has been publ&shed in Alberta} or. in Canada’, Onfthis topic.
Obv1ously a- need ex1sts for an 1nten51ve look at how each
famlly member experlences the lent custody SLtuatlon.'

In partlal satlsﬁactlon of thlS neeéd, and since the
-,mOst suitable method for an inedepth examination of‘a family
is the case study, that has been the method chosen for thlS
eresearch The followrng chapter e€xamines the valldlty and -

the advantages of the case study method and descrlbes how'

it was used Wlth a jOlnt custody famlly



CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGY

, i - ,
¥ "~ The purpose of this chapter is to descrlbe the de~-
sign and conduct of thls research, 1nclud1ng a ratlonale for

,the#uSe of the case study method.

Methodologicai‘Considerations
B o (
Several factors led to the use of a case study for
;vthis research. One is the scarc1ty of research on the sub—
ject of jOlnt custody, and 1ndeed a scarc1ty of divorce
'dresearch whlch con51ders the v1ewp01nt of the whole famlly
The testlng of hypotheses anulres ‘the knowledge -and under—
standlng Wthh has grOWn out of. exploratory research . Our '
’understandlng of jOlnt custody famllles is Stlll at the ex-

ploratory stage.

A second factor suggestlng the use of a case study

. ‘}'-;

.hls the phllosophy of this researcher who believes that a
famlly, lncludlng dlvorced famlly, 1s a. group of people who
'ex1st ln a ‘social system whlch lS greater than the sum .of
1ts parts."‘It has boundarles, subsystems,’and unlque:

» methods of communlcatlon and problem solv1ng By looklng
at the whole system of the jOlnt custody famlly, lnterre—'

,u'-

lated varlables dre more. llkely to emerge and greater

i
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these relationships have evolved would faCilitate this

understanding is achieved than if.certain‘elements Were iso=
lated and examlned 1nd1v1dually |

. A thlrd factor inviting use of a case study is the
naturehof the stated purposes”of thls‘study.‘ These phrposes
require anuindepth understanding'Of,the current relation- .

ships among the family‘members,' An understanding ofvhow

deeper understanding.

A fourth, and very. pragmatic factor suggesting.use .

of a case study, 1is the very small number of famllles in
this c1ty who meet the crlterla of this study. A famlly
’ /

structure becoming common in Callfornla is still rare here

Weiss (1968) describes hOllSth %esearch where the

“problem is - the nature of the total system.‘ In hOlistic re-

search the goal is not to test hypotheses, but to explore

'for a pattern or system in what is belng studled Rather

than 1solat1ng elements from each other and then studylng

.thelr relatlonshlps in an analytical manner, hOllSth re-

search looks at the interactions in the whole system know—

-

'1ng that any one varlable is being affected by’ the actions

and 1nteractlons of many other Varlables

What Welss calls’ holistic: research is 51mllar to the
research method more commonly knOWn as the case study.

fDumont (1968) suggests that the case study can prov1de feel—

£=)

vlng tones of behav10r Wthh glve a valldlty and a- truth that,

: is lost to soc1al sc1entlsts who are dorng large- scale sur—

4

[4 N

lveys. These surveys are de51gned to be objectlve and free

38
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.

. of prejudice.

.Shantz (1965) encourages a similar rationale. About

1
. B

case studles he says:
‘They have the. potentlal for presentlng that ‘
individual in his full complexity; they do not
require that the contextual and organizational
properties of human behavior and experience be
ignored or artificially eliminated.  They are
‘capable of yielding an overall picture of the
naturally functioning person that can scarcely o
be obtained in any other way. (p. 68) ) ' o
. Although‘speaking ofmgase studies with individuals,
the above‘statement is equallyttrue of case studies with '
famllles. Herzog and Sudia (1973) write ofcthe importance‘
s \ . .
of conflguratlons as compared to dlscrete Varlables They
encourage the 1ndepth study of families "as they functhn
'w1th1n thelr llfe setting {in order to prOV1de} a contlnulng
source of fresh clues to elements and processes not yet per—
celved or 1naccurately percelved“ (p, 212) .

Schatzman and Strauss (1973) descrlbe the case study
researcher as’ correlatlng what she>sees with what she hears‘h
from these persons who are in relatronshlp to each othér to'
the whole 31tuatlon, and to the researcher.- The researcher
assumes. the reallty to be complex, and therefore knows that
her developed understandlng of it 1s not necessarlly "true"
"or:"untrue. . Rather her understandlng is grounded in the
information collected and evaluatlon in relatlon to a-
”framework and/or its usefulness in understandlng the tOplC
'in question (in thlS case, joint custody)

Schantz (1965) suggests the use of the case. study to- N

challenge the”yalidity of ex1strng pornts of view, espec1ally
~ ) - : .
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when a certaln theory has been used to explain all persons or
SLtuatlons w1thout exceptlon . Using this ratlonale, a case
study of a jOlnt custody family may be a way to lnvestlgate

'the usefulness of Goldstein, Freud and Solnit' s "one psycho-
loglcal parent“ theory (1973) Shantz states}:FThe purpose

of challenglng ex1st1ng modes of thought is commonly combined
!

w1th ‘the purpose of presentlng ev1dence for, or. 1llustratlons
%

of, alternative theoretlcal p051tlons" (p 74)

| Regardlng the questlon of bias in case studles,
Shantz recognlzes that there w1ll 1nev1tably be blas, how-l
. ever, he belleves ‘that the crltlcal questlon is, whether the

case study has been "employed approprlately in spec1flc in-

stances to the accompllshment of the purpose 1t serves best"
(1965, p. 82).. Schatzman and Strauss (1973) belleve that -

field researchers are pragmatxcally concerned w1th those
: e

techniques which will yield the most meanlngful 1nformatlon,

l

and, While concedlng awareneSS“of thelrfownﬁselect1v1ty of
perception (and thus blas), they do not Ylew "consensually

validated" 1nstruments as belng free of/51mllar blases

n

/

| . pilot Stud’y \\/

After the\lnterv1ew schedules had been adapted

pilot study was conducted as a means of pretestlng whether

1

‘or not’ fhese partlcular schedules would e1101t the 1nforma—

tlon requlred to satlsfy the purposes of this research L .

The famlly chosen for the pllOt study met all of the

research criteria but one——thelr_chlld was- only two and one

o .
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half, and therefore not old enough td be interviewed. The

parénts,'however, were\Very eager to take part since they
'félt they werevforgiﬁg a new life style with few guidelines
.to help them.  These ‘parents had been married only once and
had been-séparated alﬁost two‘years. The father now lives
‘with a new female partner who has children of her own, and
they have a baby several monthé old. |

The cﬁildren interviewed fbr the pilot study are
from a different family and are not in é physiéai joint cus-
tody situation} however,“althougﬁ they live with their
méthér,'they‘ﬁavé‘close and regular contact with their
father. J

4As a fesult of tﬁeée pilot interviews, some adjust-
ﬁenﬁs were made in the content,of the_inﬁerview férmgt,

particularly the child's interview questibnsa

Locating Subjects -

To locate suitabie subjects fo£ this study, the in-
vestigator cht;cted Family'ServicéaAgencies, Mental Health
Profesgionals in private,practice, ahd‘lawyers whose focus
wés'Qn,family'lawi‘ Although these Qrofeésionals'agreed that
many_divorciﬁg'families are signing joint c“‘ls'tody’a}greements,,~
they pointea‘éut that most oﬁ;thése_families dd‘not,_in.
practice, have physical joint custody.. The'childreﬁ con-
tinué; in the traditibnal.manner, to li&e with one pafént'and

 visit fhe‘other; One 1aWyer cémhented thatvfaﬁiliengith

)

physical joint custody are in the vanguard .of a new custom,

[
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and families who have been trying it for more than a year
are in the “supor \1:111(;11}1i7cl. " In any case, locating a joint
custody family which met the criteria of this study was a
lengthy procedure.

Description of Subjects

The subjects interviewed for this study are a
father, aimotner,'their daughter, the\daughter's teacher,, &»%‘
and a,married couple who are friends,of.theffamily. All of ;
the subjects in thlS study,‘lméludlng the teacher and friends

é -
interviewed, are widdle claQﬁxthy dwellers, who were pre-—: )

viously unknown to the inves 3 tor:' The parents in the

B ot

study, now separated almost three years, had not been

me:rled before and have not remarrled, ner are' they llVlng

with new pertners. They have one twelve year old daughtex

who has been in this teacher's class forxtwo years. The

- married cOuple heve known the subjects for ten_yeers and

contlnue to be frlends with both parents. | |
All the names used 1; this report are pseudonyms,

and -any identifying information has been disguised, without

distorting the meaning for this research.

Procedure . - . =
0 ) ‘ . Ce i 3
The subjéct family was referred to the investigator

=

by a lawyer, Qho had the consent of the family to do so.

The investigator thén phoned the mother who affirmed that



’ to take part in the research

Coe

I3

gng, 1nclud1ng numerous dlrect quotatlons.p

S N .
. Y - . e . .
it . G '

.

. she,'her‘former husband, andcher daﬁghter, were most willing

(‘,.
o

Each famlly member was 1nterv1ewed 1nd1v1dually w1th
each parent S 1nterv1ew lastlng about two and one quarter

hQUrs, and the daughter s 1nterv1ew one and one half hours.

- [

1ng evenlng, and the daughter two evenlngs later. The

’
©

’friends 1nterv1ew 1n thelr home the next Week lasted

approxrmately thlrty mlnutes, as dld the 1nterv1ew ln <he

d

» school w1th .the teacher one week later The parents 51cned

A} ) LI

approprlate consent forms (see Appendlces A, B, C, D)

Each fnterVLew was tape recorded‘~ The researcher

llstened to each tape maklng lengthy notes of each record—

r

f',y',‘ At the beglnnrng of each lnterv1ew the 1nvest1gator

explalned the purpose of the study All subjects were re—

assured that they could decllne to answer any questlon éhey

Ol

found objectlonable, however, attno tlme dld anyone do thlS

The 1nterv1ews w1th the father, mother,’and daughter

yere held 1n the mother s home, S0’ that the flxst evenlng,

&
1

before 1nterv1ew1ng the mother, the researcher had also met g!

( e

"_the father and daughter. THe daughter was also lnltlally

present the follOW1ng evenlng before her father S, 1nterv1ew .

began. Thrs seemed to be an advantage in establlshlng?@
rapport and trust between the Chlld and the 1nves%§gator

._"

Durlng tHe actual lnterV1ew, only the subject and the 1nter—

VJ.ewer were ,present ln the I'OOITI..

b *"/ N “ .: e .‘ ¢ . .
A & rom : . ; . B ; L

The mother was 1nterv1ewed 1n1t1ally, the father the follow—<..

43
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_'/v o The orlglnal 1ntentlon had been to 1nterv1ew each
parent in hls/her own home and to’ see the Chlld in each.;
home, however, the father had just returned from a month“n' ;; \\\b B

~in Europe Wlth his daughter. Prlor to! departlng, he ‘had .

: glven up hlS apaftment, and glven away or stored hlS furnl—j
ture and belonglngs At ‘the time of the lnterV1ews,:he had

fkjust found a two bedroom apartment a few. blocks from his

former W1fe s hOUSe, and planned to move soon.j Meanwhlle

_he was. staylng ln the house wrth hlS daughter, his" ex—w1f

z

and her’ two roommates ,','_Ag~~_‘f‘t_t'

b

Schatzman and Strauss (1973)~sugg that "ln fleld SRR

bof the work“ (p

"“members;‘however,

]1in5thisbprov1nce. Instead both parents agrﬂed that close
"ﬁw{frlends whom they had known forxr: ten years woqld be able to PR

'//‘ ! ,/’/

"glve an‘addltlonalaperspectlve. These frlendS/ a marrled

v » S

, cOuple, were contacted by the mother and//when the researcher

lv’. l R Z/ . N o )
phonedy were most receptlve to belng 1nterv1%wed S o

y

o :

The daughter s teacher was phoned in tlally by the ;n

/

1nvest1gator, and requlred Only to see. the slgned consent

(see Appendlces E F G, H) to feel comfortable about belng

R

|

1nterv1ewed ‘ 'if R o -;7~' f‘wyﬁ y‘
|

l

\

{

) : . : (LA i ;
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Instruments

The data for . thlS study were: obtalned by means of:
b;ndepth 1nterv1ews.' ‘The 1nterv1ew de51gns were adapted from
1;_those used by Abarbanel (1977) b Adaptatlons were based on
f:the llterature rev1ew of Chapter IT and on the pllot 1nter—’;'
.VleWS. In order to- achleve the purposes of thlS research,
the 1nterv1ew schedules were. de51gned to prov1deia broad
understandlng of this famlly both pre— and post separatlon.
‘how had thls couple been 1nfluencedtby thelr famllles of
orlgln, how had thelr marrrage evolved, and how dld all ." .
‘these factors contrlbute to thelr choos1ng ]Olnt custody° L

b Rather than formulatlng exact questlons to\be asked
ﬂ'the researcher followed ar comprehen51ve outllne Wthh llsted
the lnformatlon requlred from each person (see MxemhcesE —Iﬂ
drFor the most part, 1nformatlon was e11c1ted by thefuse of
”,open ended questlons.‘ In many cases, the»subjects expressed
"pfeellngs or volunteered 1nformatlon, before 1t was sollc1ted

P

']These spontaneous expreSs1ons were 1mportant n allow1ng the

< .—— . O

'Subject to express her/hls p01nt of v1ew w1thout the blaJ

Wthh could be- created by the wordlng of the 1nvest1gator s

A

&lstyle,of 1nterV1ew1ng also allows the in-

tro@uctlon of taplcs Wthh may not even have been on the _la-

it ey
,;- ¥y i

a i i

71-orlglnal l}st
‘ ‘ As suggested by Schatzman and Strauss (1973)f'SUb— o
jects were encouraged to glve spec1f1c examp to 1ncrease

the researcher s undérstandrng . The overall format corres=

n\

,ponds w1th the descrlptlon Rlchardson, Dahrenwend ‘and

o o S Lo T ‘;‘\,_

IR S e



Klein;(l965)'give'of‘non4schedule,'standardized.interviews.
Because the dauchter is a very artlculate twelve
year old her 1nterv1ew was, conducted in a\way 81mllar to

her parents.‘ If younger chlldren had been 1nvolved ‘the in-

Vestlgator would have used other means of communlcatlon,

~

such asldrawing, pa;ntrng,” r,clay modelllng.

Operational Definitions

0

.fv

‘or dlvorce, share the authorlty to make major dec151ons in

.thelr Chlld s or chlldren s llves. The Chlld or - chlldren

;y llve prlmarlly w1th one parent

.

5 __the Chlld or chlldren have two homes,'so that they llve part
"of the tine W1th mother, and part of the tlme Wlth father

“The d1v1sEon of tlme 1s not necessarlly 50/50

N .
.~ »
: B

J01nt Custodyr, In thlS study, the term joint cus-

todyvis-used topAean ]Olnt phy51cal custody unless otherw1se

)

' indicated. =~ &

amlly Systemr,‘A famlly is'a soc1al system whlch is

A

Hmore than the sum of 1ts parts and more powerful than any

: 1nd1v1dual in 1t , Any actron by one: person affects every

.

’other member of the famlly o P

Joint Legal Custody;"Both parents,after Separation-~

'Joint Phy51cal Custody.g After separatlon or dlvorce,i‘
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fAnaiysis'of.Data

In reference.Eofqualitative'data, Becker.(l958)voba
serves'thatrﬁanafysis is carrded‘oh‘sequentially,iimportant
parts oﬁ\the analy51s belng made ‘while the researcher 1sl i
'stlll gatherlng his. data (p 653) | Schatzman and Strauss
A(1973) also belleve that the analytlc process goes on»‘ ‘ "~
vthroughout the entlre research and that the data themselvesA
can suggest the most sultable method for reportlng the flnd— :5’
lngs and maklng meanlng from them.= |

'For thlS study, 1nformatlon has been summarlzed 1nto,
"a comprehensrve case descrlptlon.- The assertlons,_used by
'_,Aberbanel (1977) have been modlfled and used for dlscu551on.
. The experlence of thlS ]Olnf custody famlly has been coj; |
‘ipared to the flndlngs of Abarbanel (1977 and Stelnman‘; 98lL

- Informatlon glven 1n the 1nterv1ews has als@abeen ‘assessed

;1n terms,of the stated purposes of thls research

5
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CHAPTER IV

'nESULTs

This chapter'ddcuments-the experiencecof'a joint

custody famlly as told by mother, father,»chlld family .

t

friends, and‘the Chlld S teacher. The parents .are Lynne and

Craig, their daughter is Jo. - Thelr frlends are Anne and
Ron, and the teacher ls Mr. Anderson.‘ o : N
: Vf. ¢ . The Parents

General Description”

Lynne 1s a sllm vrvac1ous and attractlve 32 year old

woman.’ She has an air of self-posse551on and seemed comfor-

P
i

table: w1th the 1dea of belng 1nterV1ewed
Lynne owns the blg old two storey house in whlch she
jllves and where she; Cralg and Jo had lived before separa—v”l»'

vtlon. vIt 1s located on’' a qu1et suburban street w1th easy

_access to the downtown’sectlon of a c1ty of half a mllllon

”7kpopulatlon. The 1nslde of the house had been con51derably

?
altered and modernlzed by a preV1ous owner. A spac1ous open

feellng prevalls, Wlth comfortable furnlture and many plants.
The upstalrs contalns four bedrooms, one each for Lynne, Jo
and thelr two roommates. ‘"he household also contalns two

hamsters who llve in cages in, Jo s bedroom and a large



'Cnot refuse to respond to any of the questlons asked.v

bfrlendly cat.

\

From the tlme she started llVlng in thlS house on

~ her own, Lynne has\had two. roommates ‘Sometimes they-have

been men but current y they are both young women. They‘

fshare expenses and houSehold chores, but ‘also seem: llke

. famlly members. During he tlme of the 1nterv1ews, the in- -

vestlgator met both of the\current roommates, and observed

a. congenlallty among all th\\members of the household

\

Cralg is a qulet handsom\\man who looks younger than'“

his-age of 35, Slnce he and Lynne\separated he has llved
. @

in rented apartments. -At the “time of\the,lnterv1ew,‘he was

.
temporarlly staylng 1n Lynne s house, But had just located a

two—bedroom apartment to whlch he was soon\mov1ng. Thus,

‘the 1nterv1ew was - conducted in Lynne S llVl g room with the -

”occas1onal 1nterruptlon, such as one of the r ommates look-

‘1ng for her glasses or Jo looklng for a pen01l

EEY

Cralg spoke quletly and carefully,‘althou ’ he»did.v

7

beglnnlng, he suggested, "You ll probably have to prompt me.'

'fqulte a bit. 'I'm not very talkat1va>

The flrst evenlng when the 1nvest1gator arrlved for

-Lynne's.lnterv1ew, she, Cralg,'Jo, and one of the roommates

- had-just‘finished supper; The ‘atmo: fe-seemed,very com—

At the

© 49

fortable and relaxed as we all chatte asually and arranged,_rv

_for prlvate space for the 1nterV1ew The followrng evenlng
before Cralg S 1nterv1ew, only Jo and one roommate were lnr—h'

-tlally present. " Two evenlngs later, only Jo-and one

[l
s A



roommate‘were home . ‘Always the other members ofpthe house-
. hold either left the house or=went upstairs to their rooms

to provide privacy for the interviews.

.

o Background
Education, Work, and Marrlage

Lynne ‘ ' < o R

-

‘ When she was two, Lynne . moved to Canada from England

with her oarents and her two older 51sters Herfoldest
sister is ‘a step s15ter s1nce ‘her mother s flrst husband
twas killed in the war.» Lynnelgrew up in a moderately srzed
western Canadlan city where she attended an . Angllcan church
’. untll age l3 or 14. She attended school untll Qrade 10.
After qulttlng school, Lynne)worked as a chambermald, and

'waltress, then left home'ét age-18, and from 18 to 20

"bummed across Canada.‘

.._' .

At age 20, Lynne was with her boyfrlend llVlng in a
large eastern Canadlan 01ty ‘ It was there that Jo was born
Choosrng not to marry Jo's father, Lynne returned to llve.
w1th her parents.'.Shortly after, she met and married Cralg.
At thlS tlme, Jo . was fourteen months old: AlmOSt:immediately
Cralg was transferred to the c1ty where they all currently
live. p_ S T ",;' R |

'%1-‘#.
‘;._e

Lynne states that, although she is glad now that she

|
had her,'at the time Jo was born, she was- very frlghtened

From the beglnnlng of thelr relatlonshlp, Cralg has accepted

LTS
ey

Jo, and has always seemed llke her real father. _About flve

o : ' : -s



"_years,ago; Craig officially adopted her.
.(, \ About her homelife with her parents, Lynne states
-that hexr mother was the disciplinarian andrshe was Daddy's
girl. "I‘manipulated_him,»and,,as an adult, I've had to
look at that behavior with other men." Her parents were
»affectionate——"lots ofdtouohy"stuff ;‘and, in their own way,‘

.

not interfering and "quite wonderful. Lynne describes'her

father as out- goang and her mother as a. homebody Although
.her mother‘worked out51de the home at uarlous tlmes, 1t
‘was always with the idea of qurttlng as soon as p0551ble. '
Heryfather was a blue collar worker Qith no ambitions to -
advance to managementfpositions._ |
| Lynne says, "I wasn't=a bad teen, but I, was trying
,tofdiscover my/independence;" 'She is gratefui.that her
»parents'did/not'make‘her feel guilty'for’leaving home;at 18,:ﬂ

“and aodeptedfher back with Jo two years later.

' Craig grew up in the same city as Lynne, the oldest
vof four ohildren (three boys and one glrl) When:he Was 13,
and hlS youngest brother a few months old his mother suf—
jfered a llngerlng death from cancer. HlS father wanted to
keep the chlldren together, and, Wlth the help of house—h
keepers and relatlves, managed -to do so. Craig now gques-

" tions whether this was a good 1dea or whether each 51b11ng‘ -
should have gone to a dlfferent relatlve to llve permanently.i

His father ‘was away worklng on the rallroad three or four

days per week, and Cralg found the housekeepers easy tov
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vmanipulate. His youngest brother got into a lot of trouble/

only his sister got an education past Grade 12, and Craig

: himselﬁ started hanging around older teenagers. He
graduated from'high_school at age 22, having spent two years
! . . . . 3 . . ‘

in each grade of high school, because of his heavy involve-

ment in a rock band \ _
» Until hlS mother died, Cralg sald he was a strict ///
Roman'Catholic‘of French herltage, who attended church. dally/
and was "pretty sheltered " AbOut his*mother_he,says.
She held all the family together, my brothers . ' t
and sisters and my Dad's side . . . . After
she died everyone scattered. ‘She was sort of
the nucleus of the Whole thing. -
Thas, for his first 13 years, Craig'grew up sur-— -
'rounded by his mother S affectlon and by the warmth of
\ . o

Jnumerous relat1ves~ He says that be51des looklng after her

chlldren, his mother frequently entertalned relatlves, be-

N3

-londed to "all the ladles groups"‘and kept his - father S | S
dr;pklng under control. ' ’ ’ : - " p
Cralg states that his- father was not very talkatlve
and didn' t show hlS emotlons ' Two years after hlS w1fe s
death hlS father marrled a ‘'woman who had one chlld——a son.
older than Cralg.. The marrlage\lasted one month, and
Craig's dad has nevertmentionedﬁit since. 'Craig'says,‘"I
know he loves me, but he doesn't‘show itidjlof his two
parents, Cralg says hls father has had the blggest 1mpact on
hlm "in trying not to be like’ hlm Cralg sald he had de-
'veloped a blg shell around hlmself but w1th Lynne S 1nflu—

ence, became more able to dlsplay affectlon.
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Marriage )

Lynne was a customer in a store where Craig was
: ' 1 B :
working. They were married within six months of meeting and
- were immediately transferred by Craig's compény to their

present city of residence.

At first théy lived in an apartment outside the cityf
| . B :

' Craig was éarning §3.50 pér hour, Lynne wasvcollecting.unem-

ployment insurance ahd they ﬁad no car. Lynhe found herself
‘feeling depressed’andvunhappy., In four:mdntﬁs,she got.a job
in a retail sﬁore and they moved into a one bedroom apart-
ment. in the city. vaout this time,*cféigfs ydup .+ brother
‘(then}age l4 and'in trouble with-the law) came tou Livé with,.
"them. They moved to a three'bedroom ééartment»fér out in
.the west end,‘énd then finally back to a'rented house in the
ditY‘cbre.,’ |

| Craig sayé‘thét‘abou£ a year after marriage he

started to feel trappea. "I waﬁted to.get out but { wasn't
brave endugh'ﬁo leave. Actually I left fér a'week’o;ce, but
vaaé prétty‘lonély." Lynne.;ayé, "A’ibné time lateg, Craié
told me that he was freaking out aboutimarriéd.responsibili¥

“ties.™

|

Craig'Says, ﬁIAcan control myvemOtionsff
for anyone to ‘tell how I'm feelin%}‘,If I
get Very angry, I qaﬁ't:speakzﬁ LYnne is much more talka-
tiye and expneSsive'of her emoﬁions. She says, "It was an

up and down marriage, but it wasn't violent. " Acknowledging

IS
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problems, they went together to a psychiatrist who used
hypnosis to help them get in touch with their feelings, and
who gave them some techniques for keeping a rolationéhip
alive. This‘was foliowed by a period which they both men-
tioned as being good. Craig said, "We started getting along
together" and Lynne commented, "For §¥fewuyears,,we'were a
'ﬂgOOd‘match." '

For three years, they lived in a group home asjfos—
ter parents. .Craig's‘brother was still with them. During
this'time, Lynne‘started to attend a Community Cellege part- .
time. Jo was in kindergarten and Craig had opened his own
store.,‘Lynne says,'ﬁLater i found out that he was threatened
.by my going back to'school and I understood that I had » f 5

wanted. .£0 be more.a part of hlS stores. o . g

Durlng the tlme they llved in the group home, Lynne .

started to experlence an undefined restlessness

reading. about feminist issues and dlscuSSLng theSe‘

‘ with a female friend. She states she had fallen lnto*th

awareness,-and S
Of this periodj.Crarg says:

It was. okay with me that she went to school. i
met new friends there, I didn't pay.much atten
and we started going our separate ways. I wa
my own store and except 'for a few close frlen :
still have, we had separate frlends e e e ]

.life, Craig responds,‘"It‘seemed perfect‘to'me.



the way T wanted it." e was bewildered when Lyonne told him
that their marriage wasn't the way she wanted it.  Although

he found that hard to accept, he also acknowledged that she
had tried to do it his way. wLynne says, "When I wéntud
‘change, he triedg but it was too late."

At thgs stage, they would sit for hours, each stat-
ing a viewpoint but "unable to get it to me'sh." They decidéd‘
they didn't have the energy to work on their rélatibnship,‘
and -Lynne said she wanted to. leave; however, she put of f
doing so‘uhtil Craig sat her down and insisted that sﬁe make
up her mind to stay ‘or go. Craig says, "Otherwise it,would
have carried on for months until we really didn't like each
“other." They‘béth agree that they split up beforq,thing;

got too. destructive.

- ' . o ' ) E )
Separation
. SR

" Lynne and Jo moved out in September,-moved back at -

_Christmas, moved out again in Féb:uary; and in May, Lynne

| ah@;Craig had a legal separationvdrawn up by a lawyer who

':wéé a -mutual friend. In June, Craig moved to an apartment
and<Lynhe movea_into the house. Lynne says the separation
agreement was»simple, "Craig takes the busigggs; i £ake the
house, his car iSKhis,!mine is mine, and we'll have joiht
custody." |

During this»time, they saw a ébunsellor oéce jointly”b
wi£h novbenefit,‘ After tthfeturnnét Christmag, LYnﬁe was

convinced that.she‘must be crazy, "I had évérythingrbdt I

5 ./‘\ ¢
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i
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dldn t love my husband “‘éhé went‘to:see‘a psychiatrist who.

supported her decrs;on to -leave so, "I left the next day,f

' *

, ‘ . Telllnngo St o ‘

o

Followrng an- agreement that they would separate,
Lynne had taken a month long motor trlp of several thousand

:'mlles : Although they had agreed to walt untll her ‘return to

- %

'Vtalk ‘to Jo, Cralg told her before Lynne came back This up-

;

set Lynne who was worrled that Jo would be angry at: her'.‘g' Lo
: _They both stressed to Jo that 1t ‘was not her fault,'and

ﬂfalthough they both thlnk that she hoped for a long tlme that

E they w0uld get back together, Cralg and Lynne bell

 ’Jo ‘aid not blame herself ‘7i;1’ ) <>
. 2 / ‘

Lynne made her a part of the changes, for e»ample,r
-4 . .

;_she took Jo along to go apartment huntlng : Lynne~repalls
f:that Jo seemed upset at fxrst, and then depressed She also:r
frankly states,‘"I can t say I clued 1nto all her feellngs
"because I was sort of caught up in my own Jo’ had a . tem— :
1porary drop ln her grades, followed by a transfer 1nto the

-

‘glfted program About-thls.tlme, the regular routlne of one. i

week W1th each parent was belng establlshed
Both parents mentloned ar occasronal tlme when Jo
’had stCzr'ﬂ—aches and wanted to ‘stay home from school. _She;

'had some . sleep dlsturbances because of nlghtmares g Cralg

’“srecalls that she had a tlme of depressron with some "bllchy

f‘perlods Lynne recalls that she/had a pervasrve sadness for

a whlle and then showed some general rebelllousness o

o
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manifested'as "snarkiness{"

dher, Lynne and Jo went to a psychologls"

Q@

'thlnk that there was a problem. Overall Lynne feels that

“Jo adjusted qulte well and our problems were few."
— |

N |
c ) j
. ’ - o . . E /‘/ N "
Estadblishment of Joﬁnt.CuStody

-]:,

. : oo . . /' ' i .
: co L . :
L Inltlally, Lynne and Jo ;zvedwto~an apartment and
o | L Co O .
/ Cralg saw Jo on a v1srt1ng parent ba51s. vNone of”them'liked

hlS arrangement and by he tlme they worked out thelr

'separatlon agreement Jo,started rotatlng about a- week 1n
'3each parent s home. Cr 1g is adamant that he could never be
, ao"weekend" father.

Crarg has move

‘”'separated ;and has not.always llved in Jo's school dlstrlctf
L / N
' helr arrangement has been that he drlves Jo to school, and

she returns to her Mo her s after school to do her homework

‘JThen‘Cralg plcks her up there when he leaves work When Jo

'; was yeunger, “she . spe t ThurSday nlghts at Lynne s because
fCralg s\store was open late, and he would have been plcklng
K -

Jo up§later than her school nlght bedtlme : Now he is- movrng

3,-rl

v:a few blecks'from her school SO Jo W1ll go straaght to hlS »/

I
‘ . - S Do . I

several tlmes 31nce he and Lynne R

58

apartment after school. ", \' AR E jﬁ‘ : '_ /'f;J'

Regabdlng vacatlons, they have alternated ChrlstmaS“

Vv

56 that one year Jo spends Chrlstmas Eve and half of Chrlst—

o \‘_.#/

i

AmaS‘day‘wrth one;parent and the rest of‘Chrlstmas Day and \ v

‘im.'

“Boxing Day:with.the other. Other holldays have not. needed ju S



any special arrangement‘ In the summeify J%ﬁsometimes goes
. 2 - U'f

on vacatlons wrth her mother, and usually spends some time

1

.at a camp and some tile in another c1ty with her maternal

o \

grandparents r( o

Cralg has taken few vacatlons, untll this spring when

he spend:a month‘in Europe. This trip;seems toghave“been a

\highlight fOr’both of them. Craig‘wanted to see more museﬁms'”'
than Jo dld 'and he wasn t able to gg out at night guite theﬁ

me’; however, he had hoped and 1ndeed experlenCed that he?

‘sa
D ;
%nd Jo "got a little closer together JO‘did'experLehce

ome home51ckness for: her mother. e "3- R E

: 3 . \ e : N . .::
R When asked about tran51t1o//trmes when Jo goes to

he other parent s house,» h parents»mentloned that when}

' hen she llrst left., Nelther has notlced anythlng 1n her.

;L ‘Ane says,-"When I see her walk tﬁkough that door -on a:;'

a7

Th rsday and I know she S gorng to be mlnerfor a week she
! o e :

get' my feet back d@Wn on the ground Often I don t cook

'when.she s not around’""

/

Cralg says that Jo was. 1n1t1ally very carefﬁl of

(Whé; she salf around hlm in relatlon to Lynne 'S llfe.b "She

~Tdidn't'have to be;,I waSn t that'sen51t1ve. ' Eventually

they talked about'it fand Jo. stopped belng SO guarded

Cralg feels that Jo is still more open Wlth her mother than

Z=w1thjh1m,'" aybe a holdover from when she was trylng to pro— /

P Vo

tect me." -

/ Yo
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Co-parenting

- Both pdrents mentioned that Jo had initially tried

" to play one against the other,-‘For example, she said to

Lynne, "When-I'm with Dad‘ I don't have’to go groce?yishop—

ping." However, she did not try thlS for long, partly be-

"'cause Lynne émd Cralg malntalned ‘such open communlcatlon.

She thlnks that Cralg is: just as lov1ng and carlng as he ngyj

lﬁever was, but now has to “take more respons1blllty in parent—'

Before they - separated Lynne Sald "We didn't talk
about parentlng We just dld 1t but Cralg was more of a

softle " Now they have “tlghtened up" in that they dlscuss

Bl

,more often how they are dlsc1p11n1ng Cralg says, "I won't

let Jo do somethlng 1f I know her mother doesn t approve of

it,‘ lf I thlnk I may be treadlng ‘on thln 1ce, or 1f some- '
thlng seems to be botherlng Jo,.I dlscuss 1t w1th Lynne.

| »Lynne says,'"If I notlce somethlng askew w1th Jo, .
I phone ‘and ask Cralg We mlght consult about her school—”-':

work but there 1sn 't much now that she s older

Lynne con51ders that Cralg and Jo are very close._.r

"*31ng than he used to; She also feels that Jo does not talk

'_as openly to Cralg as, to her, however, they do talk morev'd

than they used to, and Jo acceptSﬂCralg as’ he 1s.

ﬂ;‘Cralgmthlnks that, as a parent Lynne has been

“,fpretty_consistent.“' Although she,may lose her ' temper_oocaebpﬁidf‘

sionally,;she s more relaxed than she used to be *Aftérd

’spendlng a week at Lynne S house, Cralg states that he

doesn t ‘see. much dlfference between the two households .

¢



" "There are very few rules elther place He percelves Jo

and Lynne s relatlonshlp as very good, close and lov1ng w1th

* v
/

no jealousy or competltlon.

-

Regardlng Jo's expenses, major expendltures such as
I

_camp and school expenses are shared Jo uses “the famlly

Yo

alloWance cheque for her clothes She. does not get anb

~ballowance but has started to do some baby51ttlng Cralg

‘pays her one dollar per\hour to work in hls store on Satur—‘

vdays.f Sometlme, when she doesn't go to the store, he pays
f‘r\ !
her for cleanlng hlS apartment. Lynne s roommates also pay

Jo for d01ng'some of thelr hous%mﬂd;chorengfBoth parents

S

can clalm Jo on the1r~1ncome tax.
Jo has never been serlously 1ll but 1f she'was,

Lynne thlnks she would probably\stay w1th her because Cralg

*

has only a skeleton staff ln hls stores,.and cannot ea51ly
be away B | ‘ |

Both Lynne\and Cralg percelve themselves as‘good
'vfparents, whlle wonderlng 1f they should spend more tlme w1th
hOWever, each one thlnks that the tlme they have w1th

.her 1s quallty tlme. Each values-the freedom-thls arrangee

'_entvglves them. Lynne says that'as.a;fulletime parent.

"shefd,be more'tired.' Craig says,ffI've got my.cage;and’candﬁwt_.v

eat it €60, but if she ever lived with me'full time, I'd get.
: : S i " . v - :

used to it."

s
s
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Craig's House

Craig says that he dnd Jo Spend a lot of. time

§

reading; Jo helps with the cooking and With cleaning up
the apartment.‘ On Sunday they sometimes attend a Catholic
:church together, sometimes go swrgming, and often go YlSlt-
ing‘friends.d:He'includes her in hisfsocial life, and she:

‘often'plays with the children of his girlfriends. He says

:he»hasfhad.ahlot of short term‘relationships'and-he wOnders.

.about the'iﬁpact of: this on Jo.. He thinks that she would

&

?fwllke him to get married again, and he admits that he would

' like thaﬁ“??o.

- He has a few}iriends, mostly from before his divorce;

He is not close to his family and has not kept in touch Wlthvf
"LYnne's'family.althoughfhe,thinksxhe could*hﬁvef_ One-of hlsa
brothersjdidnlt thinkhjoint custody2Was a ‘good idea; but
Craig-Saysy "he has a child he never sees,“an»idea intoler-
“able to Craig._ He does not recall any books that were help-,,
‘ful but he did read one or two articles on jOlnt custody in

”pOpular magaZines.‘ i T I LI ,n'_ 1’. L

. - Craig continues to be buSily OCCupied Wlth two retail

&

stores,which-he owns . He also expresses a dissatisfaction

;'With adlife oriented all for the bucks. He believes our

fquality of life in North America has deteriorated and feels
‘ concerned that for SOCiety as a whole, "life seems to be in

~the fast'lane.

NSy



Lynne's House - '

s

Lynne séyﬁ that she is brlnglng Jo up in an enV1ron~

ment whlch she thlnks 1s healthy "Anything is open for
~discussion and" Jo doesn't seem to hes1tate , If she wants
to talk about SOmething, she asks. 'Lynne says that she and

‘her roommates are all femlnlsts, and she values Jo hav1ng

this exposure. She 'says that Jo relates well to all of them;

[

"The roommates are very good If she s gettlng out of hand,

fthey let her know.

Jo has her own room where she does what she llkeS.

She has several friends in her mother S. nelghbourhood, and

they" w1llrww be acces51ble to her father s apartment Lynne

says they have ‘no typlcal weekend act1v1t1es ~’"Whatever
happens, happens-
. Lynne ‘has had two close relatlonshlps W1th men, but

has none now. She says that Jo was "burned off by one of"

them belng here on the weekend SO much but;she felt comfort—

'able‘saylng'so. She has two: close female frlends and also

,frlends of many years standlng who have remalned frlends w1th

_d'both,her,and*Cralg. Her parents, although lnltlally dis-

_ through my schoollng so I had by that tlme, the ablllty to

tressed .are now supportlve, as are her two s1sters
Whenfasked if bodks .had been helpful Lynne sald

ﬁNot really,{because my whg%e.self awareness trlp came in .

'3tune lnto my own feellngs.« mShe has not been 1nvolved 1n tu,f%

K z? 4 . _\%\3,‘ X
.part in- femlnlst organlzatlons She currently h s a very

63




O N -
challenging and satisfying position as head of a specialized
‘employment agency. e

Craig and Lynné Now

Lynne says, WI'wasn‘tvcontent with letting seven'

.years of my llfe go by and never talk to thls man aga1n.~

-

Even when"I ‘knew I was leav1ng, I wanted to salvage a rela—
_tionship;"“ She says that she enjoys Cralg ER company now

Abecause she doesn t feel responsrble for hlm as she dld when~'

they were married. She considers him a very 1ntelllgent '

and sensitive man‘with whoﬁlshe enjoys talklng about‘books; .
his trlp, shows andralso femihist.issnes."She'knowswthat7he
doesn t say nasty thlngs ahout her. | o
| Cralg says that at flrst after they separated ‘he \

did not want to see- Lynne, but later, 1n six months to a
year, they became'good.frljnds. He says, "I was still phy—
l

'sically attracted to her bit that seems to have gone.” He

[

likes the separate lives t ey lead while still retaining

good communication and some connection.

Jo As Her Parents Describe Her Now

Both Lynne ‘and Craid mentioned that Jo sometimes

' seems too sensrtlve. When" he'gets.angry or frustrated she
‘gets argumentatlve and then cries.. Cralg 1s sometlmes uncer—

a

'taln if her crylng 1s genuln or 1f she is. trylng to get her,

" own way Lynne assures herv hat it's ogay to cry and it's

‘}okay o be angry . Jo sometlmesrwithdrawslbut nevér for long.

»~



Lynne‘says, "If_you‘don't get a kiss goodnight, you know
‘'she's. bummed off, but she's okay'by morning. She doesn't

.,holdtgrudges."

¥

Craig has noticed that she is sen51t1ve about

e

'frlendshlps, but feels that is typlcal of a twelve year old
girl. He has notlced that she seems to accept his glrb-
friends better than her mother S boyfrlends.

Lynne and Craig take turns attending'school,functions.

Jo 1s in an enriched French immersion program. Her only dif-
flculty has been in Math and she will be attendlng summer
school to upgrade her math skllls S — < F

Cralg made a comment about Jo s maturlty
Being an ‘only child, I think she s grOWn up.
faster than other chlldren-—she s more mature.
She's; always been a little adult and has al-

" ways been treated like one. THat concerns me
once in a whlle. I hope she hasn't mlssed
anythlng » :

o

Lynne says that Jo knows that she s belng brought up

in a feminist envlronment. Lynne belleves that in a tradl—

"tional home the attitudes towards the kids is "Do as I say"

and the children are viewed as‘possessions;and extensions of
their mothers: They are talhéddewnato and are far too:pro;
tecfed. o ; ’ o

Craig is concerned that Lynne is "a 1ittle_

; . , | . o o .
tant about making Jo aware of her rights--of femini; issues.

She carries it a little bitdtoo»far.“ He also concedes that

»V‘:

5o

- most of it is okay but he is uncomfortable w1th@anyth1ng

carried to extremes.

3
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Lynne and Craig's Reflections on
: Joint Custody

4

Both Lynne and Craig express satlsfactLOn with their

current arrangement Lynne says, "It S wonderful, ‘the way

to go. I would have no problem recommendlng it to anyone 1f
A}

they were'bothrgood parents." She says that she sees it

going on for a'long time "beeause‘itfs'working so well for

L s,
N
"

us.
Craigbsays thatlhe experienced a great deal’of an-
xiety once when Lynne applied for a job in another city. He

states, "At that point I would have tried to fight her be-

cause we had already signed the agreement and, if she wanted'
\ N . _ - o /

. to move away, that was her,tonghfluck." 'Lynne'says that she

-had applled for the job on a spontaneous 1mpulse andﬁwas-
relieved when she dld not get 1t |

_ | Nelther parent percelves that Jo is erperlenc1ng any
loyalty confllct but Cralg is emphatlc that the parents'

need to. be able to get along or "1t s too hard on the kldS

-

'.Chlldren can't be used as a tool to get at the other person

He thlnks it possrble that the changlng envrronment mlght
: affect.some children but doeS‘not~see adverse;effectsvon
'jb- however,~he has purposefully moveddinto the area near
‘her school so that Jo can be near her frlends X
When asked what adv1ce he would glve dlvorc1ng“
friends, Cralg sald "If thlnklng of joint custody, stress

communlcatlon between parents, and make sure the Chlld knows

she's loved by both.™" To the same questlon, Lynne replled

@
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"Seriously consider joint. custody and be supportive of each

other."

|
i

.Neither has experienced any blatant criticism of their

joint custody arrangement. Mostly‘people have been curious
| : |
and some have been very supportlve

Both Lynne ‘and Cralg descrlbed thelr ideal 51tuatlon

- for raising children. Lynne would want co- parentlng, whether
marrled or dlvorced

equal responsxblllty for chlldren rlght
from cooking their little suppers to/ /putting
them into their little beds, and-—open commu-
nication--and a lot of physicalness (touching)
--and respect -and trust for those kids,.

‘Craig thinks the 1deal way 1is ‘"the old way" Wlth the
complete famlly grandparents, uncles and aunts _He thlnks
"children get a sense: of contlnulty, a lot of support a lot
of love,_from more than just their parents. He would like-

to marry again, and possibly have a. chlld
\

1

'Jo's Biological Father

.Lynne has not seen or had contact w1th Jo 's real -
father s1nce they parted when Jo was a wa months old.
When Jo was six, Lynne told her about hlm That ‘night,
hJo crled in bed saylng she wanted to llve w1th her real
‘Dad. Lynne explalned that they WOuld not be happy w1th
him,'and, other than a few questlons 51nLe, Jo never men-
tions'him.' Lynne has promlsed to help her look for him when
she s 18, if she's 1nterested. Lynne says that when she
told Jo about her real Dad Craig was really\sweatlng, "but

t . . : \

\
\
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was okay orice he realized that it hadn't changed anything."
Craig says he has novobligations now to Jo looking for her

biological father.

The Child

General Description

Jo is a tall, slim, attractive twelve year old girl

. with short blonde curly hair. She is friendly and poised,

and seemed-to enjoy the interview. - She answered the ques-

.tions in a thoughtful and Candid ‘way .

Jo likes the age she is now, partly because she

thinks she is Stlll young enough ‘to be pampered The thing,

she dlSllkeS most in life is being. forced into something.
“When I'm forced, Ikolam up.' She also dislikes math, and

"fighting with friends." Her favourite things are horses,

'popcorn,'hovies and basebal}.

" Jo and the Divorce' |

Jo said that she only thought that the dlvorce was

‘her fault for about ten minutes ate the“beglnnlng In des~

cribing why her parents separated Jo said that her parents

had changed over the years and they just couldn t get along
8 .

anymore. She seldom heard‘them arguing but felt hurt when

they did. She added,f“I was'scared*becausé?they were argu-

ing over dumb things

Jo said she had been an aVid radio talk show

68



iistener and "used to hear about kids going to court%-and
the judge asks them who they'd rather live with and I was
really scared because I didn't want to say that at all-- "~
that's so mean." Jo thinks children should only choose
wnich parent to live with if they ‘really hate one of thelr
Darents, or if ‘one parent 1L abu51ng them mentally or phy- '

~sically. Otherwise, there is a burden for the children of

hurting one‘of their parents.

When asked about what was mostjhelpful for her} Jo °

said: - o

Reallzlng that they hall made their decision and
" both loved me no mattef what happens, and that
there really wasn't that much I could do about
it, and knowing that Ifd only see my Dad once
. in a while, cause that!s what you read in books.
It was sort.of.like that for a while, and then
I started spending weekends, and then weeks. '

' she said that for a year or|two she fantasized about bring-

ing her parents together agaln For example, she thought

she mlght break her arm and\get her parehts to meet in the
|

yhospltal. She also used toistand inside the mushroom rlngs'

in the grass and w1sh that her Mom and Dad would-get back
together. _Then one day she\sald to herself \"Mom S datlng,

Dadfs dating, and they're bth SO happy now——thls 1s sort -

- of dumb," so she stopped. Now she says that she'is?satlsfled

]

to'know'they-are great*frfends.

 When asked what she caIls home,hshe sald that it
depends who she is- talklng to and whose house she s in, but
she considers both.places home. She enjoys ‘the noise and

-

h bustle at’ her mother s house where there are two roommates,

and'she appreciates the quiet at her father S where_they\\

N s
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* B - . " )
someltimes talk a lot, and dgometimes sit quietly and read.

when asked what'"she likes best about having two houses,

o
Jo replied: &

It's sort of like leading two different lives.

At Mom's I'm Jo the Loud One and the Pest on O
our roommates, and then I come to Dad's and .

I'm Jo the Quiet One, ‘

st she says she is many different persons; for example,
. ) Sr
Jo the Quiet Gentle One who feels sorry for a sick animal
and Jo the Mean One “who gets resentful to mean teachers."

Jo says that if she ever wanted to change her llVlng
113. ah

arranqements, they would all sit down and talk’ about it.

She feels free to talk to. elther parent about anythlng,

3

"except I save-my questlons about rsex for Mom.

éﬁ%%,.uiﬁ When asked </sﬁe ever got Tad at ‘one parent and
said she wanted to go to her’ othex parent's, Jo replled
A"No that/would be really mean, the rottenest thing, but
’soﬁ;tlmes I d - thlnk it ln my mind: .

‘ However,‘when she wants somethlng, she asks both
parents; "that way I have more of a chance of gettlng it.

oo

If I want at rabblt I know for sure not to ask my Mom. "
s

fShe says‘there is nothlng that she' d change about her living

,arrangements, and, at flrst, she sald there S nothlng she d

change about her Mcim. Then‘she amended hennanswer by saylng,i’

“I d change her mind about not. gettlng a dog - The only
change she d make in her Dad is changlng hlS mlnd about not

‘buylng a house. nWhen asked about her Dad moving SO“Often,
. : ® ' . ' . . e
she replied, "It  doesn't really bother gpe. It's sort of

neat
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"
' Jo'saﬁg ‘she' s never had any trouble maklng people

_understand about her llVlng arrangements They usually say, .
L L A
'"Oh that s neat," and\they say, "You llke that,.rlght?" and

“‘Xl . ., . B ’ v - ’ L Lo

"I say, "Yeah f:, \,

, When asked what she s afrald of Jo replled

I m afrald of gettlng 1nto a relatlonshlp when
- I'm an adult’ bﬁcause I've seen sqQ many. that don't
- work. . It seems risky--pain on both halves and ‘
in the middle because ‘there was: a ‘lot of '‘pain for . -
me-. When I thlnk of -divorce, I thlnk of my -
‘ parents first.. I .figure there was more pain for
- them. I .know I can still see both of them and I
'Stlll get thelr love o . P . - ,
Jo recalled that she and her mother were flghtlng a

-jlot after the separatlon They went to a psycholOglst andv
. W\r S 4
Jo began to understand that she was blamlng her mother for

t

L the dlvorce,‘whlch she declded waS’"dumb f Now she and her

mother seldom flght i In a dlscuss10n about femlnlsm and
N

‘ ﬂjsex1sm,,Jo stated that she ,hlnks her mother is dlfferent i

N

ﬂwrth her because of her femlhlst outlook. Jo- thlnks that

4

f”"she s more 1nto lettlng me belleve what I want to belleve-—i
lbut she d- probably be., furlous lf I sald I wanted to be ‘a

houséwrfe'" ‘Q

Jo. doesn t belleve that there 1s aﬁy way. to makev
‘ ‘dlvorce falr or easy but ﬁ;f"ﬁh //\,,

S Falr or. unfalr, 1tx§ got to hap en.  TIf you're .
' really not getting along, it's ‘dumb to 'stay- to-
gether, cause then you're gorng to-end up. ‘hat-
1ng ‘each other. " I. tHink maklng klds hear flghts
us worse than the dlvorce., T ,v_,, . ) ‘.~3_

#

When asked by the lnvestlgator what she would do wrth

‘7thrée w1shes,_Jo 1nltlally Sald;shHOrse, horse, horse,,uand ;?‘
L then added '"Good marks Wthh I get‘except for math, and

!

“peace for the world ?’Jfr"h’"“:'ijw LT

SO
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'd_accountabrrrty7 and dec;sron maklng, she w1ll respond

.Teaoh rls Interview

Rad .

rn—for two years.

Jo has been a student of Mr. An e‘

'He con51ders her one of hlS most mature and well adjusted

\vstudents. He 'says, "I have ‘a good relatlonshlp w1th her be—
< :

’cause she 1s 1n an enrlchment program, belng near the bottom,

w”not argumentatlve as 1n the past.‘,} g

o cause ‘she approaches problems from a’ very common sense polnt

- of v1ew, and is able to see two srdes to any lssue ' He be—

! : z}'&‘?

lleves her ablllty to understand the v1ew of someoneAelseﬁéswlff”

S = . ‘ PO
exceptronal for her age. R I ,) B T
\ ; ‘ : T : v . . B

’f;“‘ Academlcally, she’debates, argues and_ﬁrltes well

‘:She responds well to a challenge "and 1s just a very flne

"-,student to have. N Her only academlc problem 1s'Math.‘ Be— ,

R

'iof the class Ln Math means. she 1s actually an average Math

/7

,-

student _not a;poon

Mf{ Andeﬁ%on has ho' ced'areas of chﬁnge and growthﬁ

’Vover the two years, but cannot tell 1f they have to do w1th

) » -

.“adjustment to her home llfe or are just normal growth and

;‘development Her attentlon span has 1ncreased and. she is ¢

- Mr. Anderson says.
Tw% years ago, 1f she dlsllked someone, it‘was
* very obvious- to everyone around her.  She often
went out of her way not to be nice. That has+
’ch%nged 'She's one of my grown—up students.
There S no pettlness about her.'

Low

# S~

thrL Anderson notlces that 1f she 1s treated as' a-

13
4

‘”'young Chlld /she wrll resent 1t however, if she 1s treated

e -

G

as a 12 year old Wlth expectatlons of respons;l.bn_llty,k_,ﬂG

72
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p051t1v ly He notlces that she may occa51onally have one -

or two days when she seems qulet and reflectlve, w1th per—‘ ‘
haﬁs some sadness.‘ He says, "It usually means  that she s

workrng somethlng out, and I only notlce it beoause she s
- “(Kl" . .
usually such a’ happy, bubbly person.

Regardlng jOlnt custody, Mr. Anderson has seen no

3

/ negative effectsvof it_on Jo, and belleves that the advan~

[

I tages are tremendous. He has noticed’that she?has a more

bulanced perspectlve than hlS students who live with only o “;“,

one parent, manlfested by ‘her ablllty to relate well to

both male and. female teachers, and by her not 1deallzlng one

parent as’ some chlldren tend to do to the v151t1ng parent.ﬁ

He has also observed that a number of students look to Jo Iy‘m
'Vv{, !

5

as a model for a way of relatlng to adults and. to- parents.

Mr. Anderson suspects that Jo took part in. some of

‘ec151on maklng when her parents made the, jOlnt custody _gp_kf

arrangements.w He says, "Thls must contrlbute to the mature
; : / .

way in. whlch she attacks problems. She s seen her parents

51t down wrth a really serlous problem and work somethlng ff\\'

-;out. He thlnks that jOlnt custody works out really well

for Jo, and suspects that the tradltlonal way of haV1ng only

v151ts w1th one parent would not ‘be enough for her.

M T
|

"Tnterview.witthriends,kAnne and Ron'g;' o L

Anne and - Ron have been frlends Wlth Lynne and Cralg =

et

for ten years,land have contlnued thelr frlendshlp 31nce

yh‘Lynne and Cralg(separated They descrlbe lt as a close
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frlendshlp where they trust each other and conflde ‘in each.

‘other. Slnce the separatlon, they have seen Cralg more fre-v'

quently than Lynne.
Thelr lnltlal reactlon to- jOlnt custody was‘"bouncy,

bouncy, bouncy-—how can there be any of the stabllrty or.

'con51stency necessary for developlng emotlonal secur1ty°“

rThelr observatlon has. been. that Jo' seems to! have adjusted

~bWell' They belleve that she feels free to express her feel?

B AN

1ngs to both parents,'and that she is a partlcularly matureb
Chlld "who can handle a lot of thlngs.‘, Anne belleves that e
her belng able to

/ tyles 1n two homes.‘ Nelther of

of 1ndependence in Jo, and Anne wonders 1f Cralg s frequent
o :

'_moves have an unsettllng effect on Jo; however, they see no.

3,ev1dence of negatlve effects They ‘agree that both parentS'f'

“need her and want her andfthat "1t is” one thlng that is.

’stable w1th1n thelr OWn llves. .q”_x"- el ‘5?¢¢§a\»" :

Sl

When querled regardlng what makes it successful,

Ron says, "Communlcatlon and w1d11ngness to compromlse

I

:;HAnne says a ]Olnt custody agreement needs 1nput from allv

‘7part1es, anludlng the chlldren, and there needs to be"

o prov151on for change.- She can see; no better alternatlve
S A S L e . :

yf;é]ft‘ [ :}”a_-
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for Lynne, Crdig -amd Jo. Her only future concern would be. -.

'if either Lynne or Craig wanted to ledve the city or the

province. Ron says, "Their arrangement seems to attest to

8 .

the fact that joint custody can be successful in terms of

¢ Se

all three parties, but for each family, you need to assess

and be open."

Ly
.
e .
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CHAPTER V

SUMMARY, DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION |

¢

‘ ThlS chapter 1ncludes a discussion. ofwtne 1mforma-

;\,

“ e

ns for counsellors.

Durlng the lnterv1ews, and later durlng transcrlp—

,tlon of the tapes and the wrltlng of Chapter IV, this re-

searcher was aware of an almost "too

of thls famlly, however,'the S1ncer1ty( openness, and

honesty of the subjects durlng the Lnteerews cannot be

L

doubted. If these 1nterv1ews had been conducted two, or two

(

and oﬂe*hélﬁ!years ago, the overall plcture would not have

%
R R o
”-‘:Assum%éions»anderunteruAssumptlons

d As mentloned in Chapter II, Abarbanel used four

EREN

assumptlons and counter-assumptlons as a focal p01nt for -
“ .

s dlscu551on of the results of her case studles. The 1nvest1— u

B

gator has made mlnor modlflcatlons 1n these assertlons, and

- ety 5

'“f"ato be true"'aspect '

"'as smooth The current relat10nsh1ps have evolved over‘

1

BRI

5



‘have changed over,the years.

freedom than many leQrced famllles experlence.

information from .this current research will be combared to
them. Findings from Abarbanel (1977) and Steidman (1981)
will alsd be included.

The Children

e

e

Assumption 1 - o v ‘ oo

Joint custody means two dlscontlnuous environ-
ments. This dlscrepancy and the shlftlng

created, by the movement back and forth between
two homes causes lack of contlnurty and insta-
‘bility.:

Counter Assertlon 1

\1\

**¥hen. the. dlscrepancy between the tww ‘different . -
“homes is- ‘minimal and the handling: cf the situa-
‘tion is .done ‘with cooperation . .and in a Stable

and predlctable manner, the chlldren w1ll tend

to do well. .

1

It is apparent that some aspects of Jo s sm&ﬁ@tlon

. : W%

~are stable and others .are more flex1bleﬁ Jo does ln_eed,

/

have two dlfferent homes, and she moves from one £o the/

ks

other every Thursday Her mother s house has been the same

‘for three~years.' In it, Jo has hergown room plus a catiand'-

tWo hamsters; however, this home also has two roommates who

2

By

Jo s home Wlth her father has been a serles of apart—.

Fes

ments where she has not always had her own bedroom. His:'

4

apartment has not always been close to her school andwthUS"

‘;her frlends- however, the envxronment w1th hlm is con51stent

~ . A

,hgln that no other people share thelr accommodatlon.‘,Both

n‘parents have worked up to a bu51ness or career p051t10n

'*ﬂwhlch prov1des an economlc stablllty W1th more degrees of

” .
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Jo herself seems to value the dlfferences in her two

' homesr She happlly reported in the 1nterv1ew her awareness

“4

' that she 1s a dlfferent person 1n dlfferent sltuatlons. In

her mother's house, she is Jo the Loud One, and-"the Pest on

the roommates,“ and ln her father S house she is- Jo, the
Quiet One.

As for rules andtdiscipline, little difference seems

Craig commented that, after

a few days of staylng 1n‘Lynne s house, he was.aware of thlS

78

fact. Both parents spoke of how they consult W1th each other o

when Jo seems to have a problem or when one of them is un-
" certain about somethlng related.to her?: o

Jo herself spoke confidentlyfabout,how%they could .

all sit down and talk about any problems. The investigator~,,

Eh

‘vnoticed the, srmllarlty of lnformatlon given by each famlly
member COncerning their current .mnily structure-and its

. i
evolution. This appears to be ti= result of the open com--

Il

' muﬁlcatlon among all of them.
- There are dlfferences in Jo's two homes,/however,
‘ both of’ her parents treat Jo wrth love and respect, and in-
dclude her gladly 1n ‘their lives. }hey also treat each other.
w1th respect. Jo herself expressed apprecratlon that her
'parents are such "great frlends. ~ This researcher belleves,
.that ‘the respect shown by the famlly for each other 1s “the -
key issue in the success of jOlnt custody for them. |

In dlscu551on of thls first assumptlon Abarbanel
1n her study of four famllles, found that dlscrepancywwas’

minor in two,of the families, and the chlldren were d01ng

T AR B S RS £ 5T



hace g e :
" family has three chlldren may have been contrlbutlng factors

were seven to nine year old boys

well. In a third family, the discrepancy in the:two house-~

holds was more apparent; however, the'child'was doing well.

,v

v The fourth family was the only one whlch had more than one.

Chlld They had three, . one of whom was a teenager. At the

time of the study, the two younger chlldren were d01ng better

1]

than pre- separatlon, but the teenager felt that living in

. two homes disrupted his life and 1nterfered in. his, friend-

ships. Abarbanelifelt that hlS age, plus the fact. that thls

h.\

to hlS feellng unsettled ' He later arranged to have one

prlmary home,;whlle malntalnlng close ties w1th both parents. -

'In her study, in whlch there were 32 children from4
v

24 famllles, w1th an age range df four and a half to five-

years, Steinman reported that most of the chlldren appeared
{

able to adapt to each household with a minimum of confllct

“and confusion. A few chlldren whose parents had major dlf—n

flcurtles in values or phllosophy were troubled by this

'confllct 5 Stelnman reported that the ablllty of most of the

chlldren to malntaln clarlty about comolex schedules was

: most 1mpres51ve, however, about 25 percent of the chlldren
did experlence conquLOn and anx1ety "about thelr schedules

’Half of these were four and flve year old glrls, and half

i

- \\ . .
' SN e S
\on : . ‘Q} . Al qu

e T b e B S 4 e e g i T . ’ | ) R
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2

"bothfparents;

The Children ’ o

Assumptlon 2

‘Children of drvorce are sald to lose one . psy-
‘chhologlcal parent-in that the father becomes
“a visitor. ,

Counter Assertiom 2

Chlldren of joint custody get two everyday

. parents--a balanced experience. with both pa-
rents that involves routine, frustratlon, as
well as playful tlmes. :

By llVlng a week with each parent Jo has an oppor-

- AR

[1

tunity to have a reallstlc llVlng experlence with each of
them. She experlences llmlt settlng as well as shared fun
act1v1t1es w1th each . parent Neither parent has become the

'"good" one or the "mean" one. 'Sge has both a male'and fe-

‘male role model, and the opportunlty to see both\her parents =

as multlfaceted people with whom ‘she 1s 1nt1mately 1nvolved
She-alSO\is free to have contact with the parent on hls or

her "off-week;“_a fact which surely adds to a sense of con-

¢ : '

t
- 2tinuity.

Abarbanel reported similar‘results.‘ ‘Each Chlld in
her study had a reallstlc llVlng experlence with both

parents. All the parents encouraged thélr chlldren to have

a p051t1ve and realistic relatlonshlp with both’ parents.

¢

Stelnman also found that the chlldren in her study

~

S Wy
”had-two "psychological;parents. : She noted that they ex-

fpeoted and received nurturing,'disc1pllne} and guldance from

80




The Parents , ‘ B \

Assumption 1

Parents who make the joint custody ch01ce are
selfish and put their needs above those of the
children.

CountervAssertion 1

Joint ‘custody is a ch01ce made out of both
parents' desire to be actively involved with
the children, and out of the parents' decision
that it is benef1c1al for the children.
l
he famlly strui;ure of which Jo, LYnne and Craig

are a part appears to\haze evolved out of the needs and

-~ values of all three people. “~Lynne be ieves that, whether

K

married or dlvorced, parents need to ‘share e in all

aspects‘of child-rearing. She hasva satisfyi
- does not rely on her role as mothemGto be the major SOurce
of.her self-esteem. ‘Thus it is easy for her to share the -
parent role. | '

 Craig lost his mother through death when he was 13.
He experlenced the dlfflcultles of growing up in a home Wlth
only one parent, and thus values the 1mportance of two
iparents in a.child's llfe;:‘He would not be satlsfled to be
Ionly a weekend or VL51t1ng father however, he also appre—
,c1ates Lynne as a goodﬂparent and Values her on. beh;lf of Jo.

Jo's blggest fear at the tlme of the initial separa—

thn had been that she would have to choose one parent, and
that she would lose the other parent Her greatest satis—--

factlon now is that she still has both parents, and that they

are'stlll good frlends,




-
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Jo appears tovbring a stability to the lives qf hoth'
Lynne and Craig. Both have careers in which they can get
deeply immersed; mever, having Jo in their lives seems to‘
bring a balanoe which is healthy. Both have been ooncerned f
about the effect on‘do of moving back'and'forth, but neither
note any i1l effects. Ail three family members seem to have
spent considerahle.thought and discussion in working out the
best situation for ali of them. Ali consider that the
situation is also open for discussion ahout change.'

) Abarbanel also‘reported'that joint custody‘parents
rn her study were not selflshly putting their own needs
‘flrst, but had put a lot of. time and thought lnto balanélng J
eVeryone s‘needs. Although all the parents felt that tﬁ
children benefitted from’active contact with each parenﬂl
all were ambivalent’about‘the children hauing to hove ba¥k

\

'and forth A | : ‘ i
' In her study Steinman'found that aii theAparents'
‘dlsplayed a commitment to . jOlnt custody and a devotion to
their chlldren. Often, maintaining the arrangeﬁent meant
personal sacrlflce, however, they placed strong moral and .
‘ psychologlcal value on prov1dlng two parents for thelr

chlldren, and perceived t%e other parent as essentlal to-

their child' s-development,\_vl

1\ g . - R o "C"-CV. ta R ")
- - N . . *
s )

The Parents L i

AssumptLOn 2

Parents in a jOlnt custody arrangement are un—.
able to separate in a healthy way and use this n
arrangement and by ‘implijcation, thElr children,
to stay ‘together in somi way. L B
e
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i

Counter Assertion 2

Joint custody is a choice made by parents who
think they can share the parenting role after.
separatlon, while allowing themsclves to se-
parate in other ways. These parents are able
to remain attached in ways that can aid in

 their parenting function without detering
from proceedlng wrth their own lives.

our SOCiety does not have models for co-parenting
’after a separatlon or dlvorce, therefore, -what can be con—'
srdered a healthy separation, which does notf“use" the child-
ren but Stlll provides shared parentlng, is not clearly |
understood. ‘ . L o i
A B Criag”and-Lynne‘clearly'share'a parenting role.
They also share a friendship whiCh do values. She does not .
tseem to be " sed" by them in thelr relatlonshlp, and all
three seem comfortable together. The- act of Cralg llVlng’—
for a short perlod 1n Lynne s house seemed #to create no
.straln, a fact Wthh seems exceptlonal for a dlvorced famlly
They both lead separate lives soc1ally Lynne does not meet
Cralg s female friends, but Craig has met, and even become"'
)

friends w1th Lynne s male frlends.

e Cralg and Lynne's prlmary reason for their arrange—

ment is co—parentlng, however, they also value malntalnlng
‘contact with- someone who was once such an 1n+1mate part of

Jz;one another S llfe. Thls fact does not appear to be lmpedlng
’ :.v;‘,‘-, L 'f \ ! i .
: Somﬁeach creatlng a separate l;fe.

S - \ The parents in Abarbanel S study questlon whether_

i o \

ﬁ':&Shared\parentlng causes them to remaln attached in a de%rl—

[l

L

mental way. They do experlence that co—parentlng does make
Jit more compllcated to separate, however, they all also :

"~




believe that they are beginnihg toiead separate lives while

¢

still maintain@ng a parental link.
Steinman d}d‘not report directly onvthiswaSpoct,

but dld mention that the co- parentlng seemed Lo reduce ‘the

sense of loss and dlsruptlon of the parents, and allowed

‘~them to reorganize their lives gradually.:

'Relating Results to Stated Purpose .
. . _ o ) ot
The stated purpose of this research was to deterxmine

' father: o . .
PR C:_ - . ‘ i . r . . i -
1. Factors whichfcontribute,to makihg,joint custody a

healthy alternatlve, . |

f
!

2. Factors which contrlbute to making jOlnt custody an

.
.
< i

unde51rable alternatlve, and’

3. Some -of the advantages and dlsadvantages oﬁ/a joint o
‘custody agreement _ A<:j;.‘ ' o N
. / !

For°Cralg,_Lynne,‘and Jo, jOlnt custoﬁy appear to be

"a healthy alternatlve. Factors Wthh makeyi!\snch are.

A

; 1. Economlc and geographlc stablllty, /

B // o J ‘
2. The waylin® Whlch each parent values ahd respects the
/ . .
other. parent on.his or her OWn behalf as well as;on

- A .

the cbild s beha;f

;;" Vo
‘-3. The clear communlcatlon among all three famlly members,

4. The w1lllngness of each person to be flex1ble W1th1n a:

i constant and stable schedule,'!f‘d“ o . e b

5. -The establlshment by Lynne aﬁd Cralg of a healthy\

- LA 5 . . ~
—_—my . H . Y L : .

e

o
Ca gyt . - J . i . K
e \ Lo . ' . |

hed v . K .

N

=

from the perspeétive of the child, -of the‘motherfpand,of the

;A
o
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~&

S GQy The contlnued

)

- separatlon of their\former musband-WLfe role from thelr

art of each other as parents, and

ong01ng parental role,%

if?f The establlshment by Lynne and Cralg of many other roles

‘ besrdes parental SO that nelther 1s dependent on. the‘;
parental role for hlS or her sense of self-esteem. .fh'
oﬁs actlon at the very beglnnlng set the stage for a.
|

: posrtlve experlence as jOlnt custody parents, that 1s, they

i

s

went together to a lawyer,«a mutual frlend whom they both
T

trusted and w1th her help,- rew up a custody agreement and o

prOperty settlement.y No adversary clrmate was created That

they could agree on a 50 SO spllt w1th llttle dlsagreement

1s qurte unusual for A d1v0r01ng couple., ]f'g

In Lynne, Cralg,_and Jo s famlly structure,_there‘““

‘ appear to be no factors maklng lt an unhealthy alternatlve,

\\ however, both parents mentloned factors Whlch could be un—,E“

\

healthy Cralg stressed that the parents have to trust each B

k!

;;other and must communlcate w1th each other._ Lynne belleves

Cether.

. s

that co—parentlng requlres each to be supportlve of the““

)

<

- Advantages of jOlnt custody for Lynne, Cralg and Jo g'%

are numerous._ Some of these are-«V‘

gll'pJo has a reallstlc day—to-day type of relatlonshlp w1th

S N

fboth.parents.l Both parents provrde nurturlng and dlsc1—]'-f

N ;
a. o

>p11he.-.-_:‘-;*a,;.:

Z*g.v_No one has had to experlence the sense of loss and lone—fff

EEN,

hllness Wthh often occurs in tradltlonal 51ngle



'_»Qparent\cnstody— 3oYelile} has had to be\thet"loser i e
w \ \\ ‘ )
3. Lynne and Cralg prOV1de back up and support for each
v4."Jo has both parents to be role models, and “*gff‘

IS.E‘Jo has learned ashealthy model for deallng w1th confllct:v

Qfof change; thatﬁls, 51tt1ng dOWn together to- dlscuss a‘fj'b
»“v1able solutlon.- b_\f\bi\ ;¢3bl“fth hj.}‘y‘_v i;;y}_;yf

| Dlsadvantages of jOlnt custody for thlS famlly are i:
-?few.” To malntaln 1t, Cralg and Lynne\mﬁst llve w1th1n close'kiLFﬂ

‘-

‘geographlcal prox1m1ty : Although Cralg 15 now mov1ng 1nto;55f

.,,a S . N

,»the Same nelghbourhood he has not always llved close to Jo sﬁflf

£ 1

’school One w0nders lf Jo would have more extracurrlcular/’i
! TR

<2

1gfact1v1t1es 1f both parents hadlbeen»near h*fdﬁ’f

:d”mentlonedJthat»ahegmaykgow have/a paper route,lfff57p'v”

- e B

T Ix,.“;:¢'£~pim;tatidnS-;fgvpg;j‘;L»ﬁ;*}ﬁﬂjﬁ,;;;ﬂs g
The number of dlvorced oxr: Separated famllles rn

’

":Edmonton who have establlshed a- jOlnt phyS1cal custody fhfﬁ7’:

fgarrangement appears to be qulte smallrf It is dlfflcult to.%f‘h

»\‘a

~b}know whether the(famlly who took part 1n th1s study comprlses

’;_a representatlve sample, therefore,’thls case cannot be sald

]

l'vto be representatrye of jOlnt custody famllles.; Repllcatlon

i

p’yls n‘cessary before general statements can be made.a

fo In fact, certaln data from Larson s study, Famlly A

"i”Patterns and Serv1ces ln Edmonton (1979), demonstrate Cralg :]"

'fand L;hne to be atyplcal of 51ngle—parent famllles,y?iﬁg

v

H'ﬂAlberta 54 percent of lone—parent famlly household heads | :

Fa .



did not finish‘hiéh school. CraingQmpleted-Gradehlz, and

Lynne has post secondary educatlon .
Q

- Seventy-flve percent of slngle parent famllles have‘!,n”‘

flncomes of less than $9 000 OO (1976 data)\ Both Cralg and

gfLynne earn more than tw1ce as much as thls flgure.< Male- .l

v

‘parent famllles 1n Alberta had 2 8 persons,_and female parent

'famllles had 2. 9 membe?s. Cralg and Jo, and Lynne and Jo

2

Qwould be. categorlzed as a famlly of 2 but 'ln fact thelr

'famlly/structure does not flt 1nto the usual categorles of‘fj

: data collectors‘_"

Separatlon or dlvorce w1th subsequent establlshment
L S 1_,.. S

Ttof jOlnt custody lS an ong01ng process. n thlS study, the

"1n1t1al marltal separatlonytook place three"ears-ago, so:f_h

1 —

i

irdthat many events riforted in the 1nterv1ews were recon-l

'V.Structed from memo

y. In addltlon,vthe data have all been v

'3.:l nterpreted by the researcher, and thus contalns her blasesrf

‘vor the researcher S, mode\of questlonlng

o After the 1nterV1ew w1th Anne and Ron, they asked

;;;;fabout the p0551b111ty of seelng the completed research . The\

SRS

P

.,.r

esearcher assumed then that they could Later, 1n a phone.

: NN
isseemed to obcur\after theﬁlnterv1eWSf‘therefore, lt 1s~to

'be hoped that th\\lntervrews had not altered thelr responSes

87

“callvi_aalg also ashed o see 1t. The 1dea of seelng 1t ’li\;j¥
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Further Research

Very llttle research has been dOne Wthh truly con-
trlbutes to understandlng what the best 1nterests of thea'

Chlld -are. in custody dec151ons. More knowledge 1s needed
about the process of dlvorce,_as well as about custody op~ B

’

;tlons. Research must be‘done without. the blas that anythlng

that isn' t a nuclear famlly arrangement is pathologlcal

Not only,should functlonal jOlnt custody sxtuatlons.

:be3exam1nedr but examlnlng those that have not worked would _”'

help iSolate;the‘varlables wh;ch need tO’be con51dered
Demographic data of: the number and characterlstlcs of jOlnt ?;'

custody famllles wculd prov1de a context for further case

e studles Longltudlnal research would reveal the effect of

e

s systems approach,'lt would be 1mportan

o c1t rules, the subsystems,tthe methods of cob

"_ other healthy famlly*structures, nd would help 1dent1fy

=

' co—parentlng on chlldren at dlfferent developmental stages,‘“T“

arrangement.. Remarrlage"of one or both partners 1s certaln

be studled

“‘

To study a jOlnt custody.fhhlly from a cemprehen51ve.N§
NG to 1nterv1ew the iz

whole famlly together.i What are the bounhfrlesi the 1mp11-::"
bun;cat;Qn-ln'a? b
301nt custody famlly"»"~ " o

Jornt custody lS not the only optlon for a post— &'fdk_'g

dlvorce famlly structure. Further research.would 1dent1f

whlch famllles are most sulted “to Whlch structures, »a,f fr,:S\\\ k

e



] . . ' o o ‘ Aty
‘Implications for Counselling
.‘\‘ : ' N

"The counselllng ‘which dﬂvorcrng families recelve is

- usually~dependent on . the counsellor s: personal bellefs "lf

"a counsellor belleves in the sanctltv of tradltlonal mother—',

‘5hood and of the nuclear famlly, he or she w1ll be unllkely

T

‘to value new famlly forms Wthh 1nclude shared ‘parenting.’

‘fAny counsellors who do value co—parentlng are. caught with
thelr cllents in a soc1al and legal system whlch does not
: encourage new and 1nnOVatrve famlly structures..iyh

°

Medlatlon counsellors who work with the whole famlly'

(rather than w1th one parent) have a unlque opportunlty tO'.

‘help the famlly work out a. dlvorce contract whlch settles'.

.;1lssues related to both property and chlldren. ThlS contract;

'can be taken 1nto court, and the whole dlvorCe achleved

fw1thout the destructlve adversary processicreated when each

ipartner has a lawyer flghtlng for hlS or her rlghts.“Such-a['

:“1dbunsellor would be a skllled theraplst who is knowledgeable .

3about the law ' Hls goal is to create a w1n-W1n 51tuatlon

for each famlly member, and to helo the Famlly feel 1n con—-,

vgtrol of thelr dlvorce process.:' *:ﬂ‘-.,~ }'

o People in a dlvorce 51tuatlon are’ usually 1n paln
’ Counsellors need to be conscrous of valf

atlng the worth of

89

”'people 1n thlS srtuatlon, thelr séf//esteem, and thelr rlghtv' =

,7‘to malntaln some control over the type of famlly structure

'gﬁwhlch they w11l create——one that w1ll con51der each person s-'h‘ﬁ“

' needs

Although thrs famlly 1s in many ways atyplcal of



&

»dlvorc1ng famllles,-they do model 1deal characterlstlcs

+

They show that 1t can be done. Qualltles of thlS famlly are
4

"vsummarlzed below, and may be used by counsellors 1n two

ways: . (a) as crlterla to determlne whether thelr dlvorC1ng

—

) cllents should try jornt custody, or ‘(b) as .a model towardsu

whlch a dlvorcrng couple could strive.
It is 1mportant to note that some of these charac-

terlstlcs have evolved over tlme s1nce the 1n1tral separa-.

tion. Not all of these characterlstlcs are necessary for

success, but perhaps understandlng them may lead counsellors-

and famllles to con51der other V1able, and healthy optlons.

Cerualnly, many of the Callfornla famllles did not have such

a frlendly relatlonshlp as Lynne and Crai

‘:_ All famlly members treat each other wit}
Nelther parent depends on the parentlng role as hls or her
51ngle source of self—esteem The famlly structure 1s ‘
'stbble, but flex1ble,'and can be openly dlscussed |
ALl famlly members are able to talk about thelr,v
‘feellngs | | ’ ‘
| . The parents have valued developlng a frlendshlp, but

'f;only dld so after a few months of" llmlted c0ntact follow1ng

the separatlon.»

v 7 -,

The mother ls a femlnlst who value@ equal role shar—;v

, | i
1ng by parents. b, e e :

o The father has been able to understand, accept, and

‘1value the femlnlst 1deas of equallty {ﬁe applles ‘these

.

,1deas, not only w1th1n ‘the jOlnt custody s1tuatlon, but also

-¥w1th1n other relatronshr&s.ﬂ.? L R _ s B
G | SR S

90



The father partlcularly values famlly life, and the

. : [}
‘extended famlly 1dea o ¥

e

LR
\

They trust each other aa.pakéﬂtﬁg prov1d1ng back up )

- and support to each other. T
There is only one child, who is. lntelllgent, very
mature for'her age, and&adaptable.',she enjoys the dlffereﬁt’
ﬂpersons“ she can become in her two homes ’ 4 | ,
Both parents have economlc stablllty and have been»ly
able to maintain geggraphlc prOlelty | |

/Bothfparents have worked hard to prevent their

e

chlld‘s belng caught in' the middle of their anger. f

People who were mutual frlends before the dlvorce

]

continue totbe friends with“both afterwards,

o i ‘Conclusion 0 o
- o - t 3 // = S .
For the family in this research, joint custody séems'“
to be a_healthy and satlsfylng arrangement for both parents-
| yand Chlld Goldsteln, Freud and Solnlt s (1973) belief that
Aa Chlld needs one psychologlcal parent lS not supported by .
='thls case study | Slnce no othér research has been publlshed
’1n Canada on thls toplc, an’ lnformed judgement cannot be made
about how typlcal Lynne, Cralg and Jo are of jOlnt custody
,famllles in Canada. As p01nted out. earller, they do seem tov
'_be comparable to‘many of the Callfornlaifamllles in the
studles by Abarbanel (1977) and Steinman (1981)

Whether an exceptlonal case’ or not, Craig, Lynne

and Jo do lllustrate clearly that even after dLvorce a new

and healthy famrly structure can be establlshed ;'
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Parent 'y Consent

1, voluntarily consent to participate

in an interview with Beth Cunninghanm, a graduate student in
the Faculty of Graduate Studies, bBducational Pgychology
Department, University of Alberta. [ understand that the
information [ provide will be used tor a Master's thesis

and will be treated as confidential.

Date - ' Signed

Witness -

., 4)/



APPENDIX B

. PARENTAL C¢NSENT‘FOR‘CﬁiLﬁ' ~
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_Parental Consent for Child. . ., &

o

/

We, mew T e "‘,dand' le‘* R ff' v\theﬂ

parents of oy : glve perm1551on for- our

Chlld to part1c1oate in an 1nterv1ew w1th Béth Cunnlngham,

~a graduate student 1n the Faculty of Graduate Studles,: .

Educatlonal Psychology Department, UnlverSLty of - Alberta.

We. understand that the 1nformatlon she’ prov1des w111 be

© Witness.

usea for a Master s the51s and w111 be treated as conflden—

) tlal.,h

.99



appEnpix ¢
RELEASE OF INFORMATIQN FOR TEACHER

]

R

3
B t\"‘
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e B '-' ce . lol

]Re;ease of Tnformation for Teacher

.

‘{We, R ... and ;o L '}'
‘ the parents of e 8 o R ﬂ glve permlsSLOn for

her teacher to prov1de 1nformatlon to Beth Cunnlngham ‘ Beth

w1ll ask about her general adjustment, and w111 ask for an
_oplnlon about the 1mpact of jOlnt custody on her school be—
'hav1or We understand that the 1nformatlon she prov1des'

will be used for a Master s the51s and w1ll be treated as’

R s o

'confldentlal

N _ A B . . : i

pate . .~ - . signed '

- .fSignedf‘

Witness o T e T S M T T e
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. . EPPENDIX'D . .
. RELEASE OF INFORMATION FOR FRIENDS
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\ R !

T c.

we, R . and ___— . ., thé

N

‘parents. of . T T, give pefmission' for our

"frlends, S o C e P to prOV1de :Lnforma— K

tion about us to Beth Cunn:.ngham.‘ We understand that the.’ \

’1nformatlon they£r0v1de will be’ used for a: Master s theS:LS
and w1ll be treated -as confldential. o L

_v1~ R s . ! s

e

. .
° P .
g

P

S

>
a o e -
e <o Q
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" , : PARENT'S INTERVIEW

I Background

(a) Age
+ Religion :
Work history including asplratlons
Impact of parentlng on work deC1510ns

(b) Parent s marltal status
Religion of parents ) » -
Parent's occupation o
~Childhood famlly c0nstellatlon.

(c) Parentai death dlvorce or remarrlage —~ impact on
g you as. a Chlld .

How you were parented T .

Opinion of parents' marrlage

K

' IT current Legal“aﬁH‘Ecbnomic.Arrangements
(@) Nature of these arrangeménts

(b)'Current thinking and feellngs about decisions in
- thlS area\

(<) Legal custody threats7' Anxxet1es°
(d) Arrangements and dlsagreements w1th ex—spouse in

thls area

III Nature of J01nt\Custody Arrangements

o

(a) Current schedule and its evolutlén, flexibility,
€. -g. vacations, sxckness - T o e
N (b) Trans1tlon times--how done and dlfflcultles what
. are the tran51tlon tlmes llke for parent and for
ch11dren°. ' :

(c) Future plans—*ldeas about geographlcal locatLOn
P
‘ _ @
IV Marltal HlStOIX

B

5

(a) Hlstory of relatlonshlp with ex—spouse how many
years, how met early years, etc. L



(bh)

(c)

106

-

Quality of pre—separation family life and marital’
tensions. Style of expressing conflict. Opinions
about your marriage and reasons for problems.

Decision to separate--whose was it, why, when,
reactions.

Relationship of children to parental conflict.

'Arguing and fighting in front of children? Child-

ren's reaction? Are children involved in any on-
going conflicts? ‘

{

V' Parenting History

(a)

(b)

Pre-separation—-~decision to have children, ideas .
about parenting, nature of parenting responsibili-
ties, sharing of parenting responsibilities.

Post-separation--quality of life now, perception
of self as parent,  difficulties and advantages to
joint custody parenting, comparison to full-time
single parents. Description of daily life as a

'~ _parent, e.g. typical week and weekend .day.

VI Parental Relationghi

VII

(a)

(b)

Kind of “contact with ex-spouse as a parent--criti-
cism, feedback. What, if anything, do you 'talk

“‘about with regard to the‘children? How are arrange-—
‘ments handled? Decisions. ' ' S *

Perception and opiﬁion of ex-spouse as a parent both'

_ now and in the past. .Description of differences and c

o similaritigs_between'parenting'ﬁtyles,and households.

(c)

"Quality of children's relationship to’other‘parent.'..
Competition and jealousy. Differencésfpre—separation

and now. :

Personal Relationship with Ex-spouse

(a)

Description of this relationship from time of
separation to the present. What kind and how much..

' . contact as friend, lover, family? Do -you-argue?

thai, if ahYthing, do you talk about besides children?~

Overallfevaluation df‘nature of relationship. What

- would be your ideal relationship with ex-spouse?

,
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VIII "Other Partners and Support Systems

(a) Social life. Negw committed relatlonshlps and their
impact on relationship to ex-spouse and on the
children. Openness of discussing this area with
ex-spouse and children. Children's reactions to
dates, lovers, new partners. -

(b) Friendship“and,famlly networks--support, criticism.

(c) Any use of other support networks, like Single
Parent's Resource Centers, schools, etc.

(d) Books which‘have been helpful.

IX General Opinions of Joint Custody
(a) Overall reflectlons——pos and neg.

(b) Ideal llVlng arrangements for ralSng chlldren, and
for raising children of divorce. Advice to newly.
sepaxatlng parents. What makes joint custody work°

(c) Reactions to6 criticism of jOlnt custody:

- children's shifting environment ‘

loyalty conflicts for children
~ selfishness of parents .

oplnlons of legal and mental health profess1onals'

(.ﬁ

!

X. The Children_

(a) General opinion of chlld s adjustments and personallty.
Ask for - strengths as well as areas of potential prob-
_lems. Probe for any. fears, phoblas (watexr, dark,
fire, doctors, animals, robbers, kidnappers, injury) .
How does child express anger? Probe for specific
behaVLors (like hitting, verbal éxpression, calling |
names, crying, sulklng and withdrawing, doing splte-
ful thlngs) .

(b) Chlld s .reactions and understandlng of- separatlon——
' immediate and. long term. . How and what did you tell
. your child about separation at time of separation and
‘now. Does child spontaneously ask about it now-- .
expressing anger, reconCLllatlon fanta51es°

{c) Observatlons of change in Chlld s behav1or at time of
' separation and the present--use gulde after parents‘J
think of any changes by themselves

. _ ~ Stealing - - S
. ‘ - Truancy
' -~ Enuresis



. XII

" Physical fighting and peers
Running away ST

(d) Agreements and disagreements with ex-spouse about
childrearing attitudes and behavior, about child's
general adjustment and personality, about child-

®

EncopreSis
Excessive lying
School tardiness

Psychosomatic complalnts
Sexual acting out
Accident prone

Physical illness

Sleeping disturbances
Suspiciousness , '
Excessive manlpulatlveness
Hyperact1v1ty \

General rebelliousness

Unusual aggression toward s1bllngs

Perva51ve sadness

rearing dec151ons.

(e) Reflectlons.
and what is best for parent.
cerns unrelated to: CUStOdlal arrangements.

Summarx

RN
\3 ) a

(a) Feedback about interviews.

(b) Other issues not}eovered.

1

How to determlne whiat is best for chlld
General parentlng con-

108
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CHITLD'S INTERVIEW

I gonural”Quustigng

{a) Age
Raligion
Grade
School - subjects, teachers

(b) Who is your best friend? What would he/she say -
about you? ‘

(c) What do you like to do? Favorite things to play?
What would you do if you could do anything you wanted?
What do you like to do least?

(d) Suppose you could be a baby again; what would you
‘ like? What do babies get that big kids don't?

(e) Suppose you could be grown-up? What do grown-ups
get that children don't?\

. (£) How do you know when something is fair?

(g). What do yoﬁ_@hinﬁ kids your age are afraid of? Don't
like? ' Get mad at? '

i

II Family Questions

(a) Where do you live? Who do you live with or how do
’ you describe where you live?

a

(b) Who is in yéur.family? Where do they live? What do

you like best about (name each one). I you could
change one thing about that person, what would you
- change? ’ - : C

' | ‘
(¢) Do you hgve a room? Tell me about it., What do you
_like best about it? If you could change it in one way,
how would you do it? ' Tell me about your plans for
your room 'in your Dad's new apartment. ‘
What's the best thing about having, two rooms? If you
could change one thing about having two rooms, what
would it be? e | '[ :

(dQ-Teli-meAabout a dayfwith'each parént.
.. (e) What do you get mad at your Mom (and Dad) about?

7 (£f) How has it beenwhaving your Dad‘staying here?



TT

(1)

How wed iU Cravelbing with your bad o Barope?

D ivorae Quest Long

()

(b)

()
()

(e)

(£)

(g)

(1)

:Lm)

wWhat 15 a divoroee?

why do people get divoreed?

why did your parents divorce?

what about other friends whose parents divoreedy

After geparation or divorce, children's fives are
different. How? 1s yours?

what way is differont that you like, and what way
that you don't like? B

Should children choose who to live with?

Sometimes parents argue. Do yours? what do you do,
say, think, want to do? (before and after separation)
Do you wish your parents live together?  Have you
ever tried to make them?

Wwhat would you tell a friend whose parents were gets
ting divorced? \\\\__

Will you get married?
Will you have children?
Will you get divorced?

If you did, how would 'you and your husband decide to
live and take care of the children?

Do you remember when your Mom and Dad lived together?
Separated? What did you want to say? Doz

How do you feel about your parents' new relationships?

Do you think divorce is fair to children? What would
make it fair?

Do you feel free to discuss anything with your Dad?
With your Mom?

Your Mom told me . that Craig adopted you. How do you

feel about having two fathers?

,Nhat\is feminism?



IV AdVlce to Other Chlldren

S

(a) What would you tell other klds——esp young kidsée“;h

What-

What

‘What

% 'What
LT ko

SIS

g~é;g; What»
.- .night

if

if

if

if

if
go'

/
whose parents are dlvorc1ng

she/he wakes up in. the mlddle of the‘
‘and wants the other parent° :
she/he is mad at.Dad? ' Mom?

112

she/he wants . to live w1th only 1 parent’v

she/he wants a toy at the other house?

to? -

If you qould have three WisheSYGOmé,true“right now, what

would they be°‘f'

she/he gets mlxed up. about Wthh house"



- TEACHER'S INTERVIEW -
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TEACHER'S INTERVIEW:

l._lHow long has teacher knOWn dhlld°
§2,v.Does teacher know the famlly°" :':“' IR

& S " o
‘> W = . \ [N

,3.f1Genera1 characterlzatlon of Chlld by the teacher——lncludlng‘
"~ changes over tlme ;ﬂv e e e
. ) A : 4 Lo [ ‘0 . ! .

~>-i4‘.~ Child's general ablllty to concentrate in class

@?; dChlld s generai level of academlc performance .

»l6:'fExtent Chlld is learnlng up to capac1ty-—any SpeC1frc'”5

- ‘n,learnlng problems° - R , ER .

Yl SRR B _ ‘ o

’ 7.,_Is Chlld a behav1or or nmnagement problem’y In class’* ‘On *
;_\_playground’“ ANy spec1f1c behaviors reported such" as Q»‘
_truancy, lylng, steallng, phy31cal flghtlng°"' R

-f&; iIs Chlld normally actlve ox- hyperactlve 1n school° o

;_9gjgobservatlons about chlldJs mood——e g does Chlld seem
e ganx1ous, tense,.sad depressed happy, w1thdrawn° :
%7

ElQ;&uChlld's general relatlonshlp Wlth teacher° Is Chlld | 5.5t:
- yﬂ-needy of attentlon° Helpful°' Compllant°ﬂ Argumentat1Ve° I

v]ll,,AChlld's general relatlonshlp W1th classmates° RENE V';Q;f

TR ‘ L e

(123..Teacher’s general attltude toward chlld as 1nferred by

S "1nvest1gator "j. R ”ﬂ“: T _ .

r13,"hTeacher s awareness of the - home 51tuatlon and comments on
L _the jOlnt custody srtuatlon \ : - : ,

'd14;d Teacheros general attltude toward chlldren of dlvorce



" APPENDIX H .

INTERVIEW QUESTIONS: FRIENDS
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12,

13,

INTERVIEW QUESTIONS: FRIENDS
&

o ©

How long have you known thls famlly° .,‘u S

‘Ratlng of frlendshlp, i.e. close, casual : -
- I am 1nterested in jOlnt custody from your v1ewp01nt. o

.::Advantagea°'

Dlsadvantages°ﬂh‘

'What contrlbutes to L$s success°

r’

:What contrlbutes to its belng unsuccessful’

-Comment on Chlld before, durlng dlvorce and year aftef,*'

Now° S

.';What about mother makes 1t work’

. What about father makes 1t work7

What about Chlld makes it work7'

’Comment on happlness of mother.. Father;: Child;.‘”
ﬁtAny concerns for future7 i

Any better,alternatlves2lb



