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Abstract

This study examined the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of 47 African American males, ages 12 through 17. A self-report questionnaire determined the level of absence experienced from their father (emotional, physical, or emotional and physical) and in which types of delinquent behavior the males participated. Research questions were developed to determine whether various levels of father absence contributed to delinquent behavior of African-American males. 

The males reported, on average, the highest scores in the violence delinquent behavior, while the lowest average scores were found in the weapons delinquent behavior. The lowest average scores were found among participants with emotionally and physically absent fathers. No significant differences in delinquent behavior were found among the three groups of males.
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CHAPTER ONE: COMPONENTS OF THE PROBLEM

According to Blankenhorn (1995), when the United States entered World War II in 1941, the government was not in favor of drafting fathers because they did not want to create father absence. When the United States realized that they could not fill the draft quotas by drafting single men and married men without children, they began the process of drafting fathers. This was necessary to have bodies to fight to protect the country; however, this caused them to be unavailable to protect their families. During war times, fathers were separated from their families.

Problem Background


The United States and the world are becoming an increasingly fatherless society. Horn and Sylvester (2002) stated, “A dramatic social trend that is increasing across the United States that is having a traumatic emotional impact on society is father absence” (p. 10). In 1960, children living in fatherless homes were less than 8 million. Children living in a father-absent home hovers around 24 million today (Horn & Sylvester). Approximately, one of every three children goes to bed at night in home where their father does not live. These numbers represent children who are dealing with the negative consequences of an absent father (Horn & Sylvester). 

According to Horn and Sylvester (2002), children who are growing up in father-absent homes have a greater chance of doing poorly on many wellbeing measurements. Seventy-five percent of children in single-parent homes live in poverty, while only 20% of children in two-parent homes live in poverty. More than 70% of adolescent murderers and long-term prison inmates are males who lived in single-parent homes. Homes that are absent of a father’s influence have been know to produce children who have a greater chance of experiencing suspension from school, not graduating from high school, and needing treatment for an emotional or behavioral difficulty (Horn & Sylvester). 


Lamb (2001) suggested that the contributions that only a father can make to the development of his child seems to be underrated and forgotten. Lamb also noted that father absence is having a costly effect on this generation. At National Fatherhood’s Fourth Annual Summit on Fatherhood in June 2001, President George W. Bush stated: 

Over the past four decades, father absence has emerged as one of our greatest social problems. We know that children who grow up with absent fathers can suffer lasting damage. They are more likely to end up in poverty or drop out of school, become addicted to drugs, have a child out of wedlock, or end up in prison. Father absence is not the only cause of these things, but our nation must recognize it is an important factor. (Horn & Sylvester, 2002, p. 17)

Considering that 2.3 million children were arrested in 2001 alone, there is a high possibility that most of the children have an absent father (Harms, 2003). The apparent question to this dilemma is what has caused fathers to be absent from the lives of their children? Lamb (2001) stated that marriages ending in divorce doubled between 1965 and 1980 and there is 40% to 50% chance that a marriage will end in either divorce or separation yearly, which has negative effects on one million children. Divorce was once the main cause of father absence, but those statistics were surpassed by the growing number of children born out of wedlock. 
Literature Review

Several studies by Anderson, Holmes, and Ostrech (1999), Beaty (1995), Biller and Baum (1971), and Harper and McLanahan (1999) suggested that delinquent behavior rises when children grow up in a father absent home. A study of 6,400 males between the ages of 14 and 22 years old that controlled variables such as culture, family income, and number of siblings found that the odds of boys ending up in a detention center are higher if they are the product of a single-parent home (Harper & McLanahan). 
Every year spent in a father-absent home increased the odds of future confinement by 5% (Anderson et al., 1999). Males raised by single mothers were at greatest risk, typically because they spent the majority of their life in a home where their father was absent. Males born to an unwed mother were twice as likely to end up in a detention center, compared to males reared in an intact, two-parent home. In a study at the Wyoming Boys’ School, the delinquent behavior of males who grew up in a two-parent home was significantly less ruthless than the behavior of males from single-parent homes (Anderson et al.).

Purpose of the Study


The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. The researcher assessed the level of father absence in the lives of a sample of African American males at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. The study attempted to determine if delinquent activity among these adolescents was differentiated by the type of absence of their father. 

Research Questions

The following research questions were explored in this research study: 

1. Is the father’s emotional absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

2. Is the father’s physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

3. Is the father’s emotional and physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

Limitations and Delimitations


The study was conducted with the population of one Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. Therefore, only responses from a select group of participants was analyzed. The culture/ethnicity of the participants was African American males in Dallas, Georgia, which may not generalize to other cultures/ethnicities in other parts of Georgia and other states. The data presented in this research reflected responses from participants housed at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. Research was limited to a questionnaire and survey given to the participants. 

The study was limited to the honest information provided by the participants. The researcher assumes the participants’ responses to the questionnaire and survey were true and accurate. The researcher further assumed that answers were given with little prejudice and bias. 

The selection of the participants was based on a convenience sample; therefore, the sample was not a random selection of participants for this study. Because of the population sample, the application of this study may or may not apply to the general population. The sample size of 50 participants is also a limitation. Individual responses on the questionnaire and survey are self-reports which may reflect some bias. Some participants may portray themselves in a more favorable manner or in a way that it is believed to be expected. Because of the possible biasness, some participants may not provide accurate responses, which may alter the validity of the measurements. 
This study addressed father absence on three levels: fathers who are emotionally absent, fathers who are physically absent, and fathers who are both emotionally and physically absent. Participants in this study were male, limiting the ability to generalize to a female population.

Definition of Terms

Absence. Emotionally and/or physically not present or involved (Popenoe, 1996a).

Convenience sample. The selection of units from the population is based on easy availability and/or accessibility (Lunsford, 1995).
Delinquent behavior. Any act committed by an individual that would be considered a crime and subject to criminal prosecution (Harms, 2003). For the purpose of this study, delinquent behavior was defined as individuals with an arrest record and/or on probation.

Father. A person regarded as a male parent (Webster’s Dictionary, 2001). For this study, father represents the biological parent.

Involvement. Connected by positive participation, emotionally and physically (Heide, 1997).

Importance of the Study


 Blankenhorn (1995) reported that the United States is facing a domestic challenge to reestablish the value and the role of fatherhood in society. According to Blankenhorn, 

Unless we reverse the trend of father absence, no other set of accomplishments, not economic growth or prison construction or welfare reform or better schools will succeed in arresting the decline of child wellbeing and the spread of male violence. To tolerate the trend of father absence is to accept the inevitability of continued societal recession. (p. 222) 

Does every child deserve a father? The answer to this question is yes. Being an involved father is the best part of being a man (Blankenhorn, 1995). Ross (1982) referred to a father as a mediator between mother and son. According to Ross, father prepares his son for the future development of his own actions, fantasies, and wishes. Herzog (1984) highlighted the father’s special role in helping his son learn how to regulate and tolerate his own aggressive impulses. 


Osherson (1986) identified the psychological damage a rejecting father inflicts upon his son. He also added that, “In our society, we take for granted a father’s absence emotionally and/or physically from his family. And we also take for granted the pain this causes” (p. 67). Osherson suggested that the father stands as a separate person in relation to his son. Accordingly, a distinct father helps his son develop his own separateness as a person. Osherson added that father absence may leave his son not feeling good enough as a man because of growing up with a father who “hasn’t enough time for him” (p. 29).


Pollack (1998) and Betcher and Pollack (1993) emphasized the psychological benefits that arise from father and son exchanges. Father-son play arouses and enlivens young boys, and it facilitates the development of their capacity to empathize with another person’s emotions. They also mentioned some of the psychological consequence of father absence for boys citing depression, difficulties with emotional commitments, violence, and diminished self-esteem. In addition, the researchers stated that father absence leaves boys with little confidence about their own sense of value and competency as a man, and furthermore, as a father.

Summary

Several studies have suggested that delinquent behavior rises when children grow up in a father-absent home. Studies emphasize the psychological benefits that arise when fathers and sons connect. The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. The researcher assessed the level of father absence in the lives of a sample of African American males at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. The study attempted to determine if delinquent behavior among these adolescents was differentiated by the type of absence of their father. 

CHAPTER TWO: REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE


Canadian theorist Lykken (1995) contended that the antisocial behavior of children and adolescents is caused usually by several factors such as poor parenting, father absence, and mothers who do not expose their children to situations to promote appropriate socialization. Children who exhibit antisocial behavior are more likely to become delinquent. Parents of these types of children and adolescents tend to become easily frustrated. Lykken believed that it is society’s responsibility to provide training for the parents of these children to decrease their numbers and keep fathers present in the lives of their children.

Father Absence

It appears that the absence of committed, involved, and responsible fathers from the lives of their sons has created a rise in delinquent behavior (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). Many African American males tend to have academic and social hurdles; they become frustrated, lose hope, drop out, or are forced out of schools (Wright, 1992). Because of the latter outcome, these males face socioeconomic limitations and possible unemployment. They may turn to crime, resulting in an increase of African American males facing incarceration.
According to the Morehouse Research Institute (MRI; 1999), 12% of the U.S. population is African Americans; however, they make up almost one third of arrests and over one half of the prison population. The number of minority males who have been under the control of the criminal justice system due to incarceration or parole is at a staggering 5 million. Many of these individuals are fathers; therefore, they are absent fathers. Due to incarceration of their fathers, approximately 1,300,000 sons are missing their fathers (MRI). This alone puts these young males at risk. Father absence is not new for the African American population; however, the phenomenon of absent fathers is not isolated to the African American population. It has crossed culture, ethnic, and social class lines. Fathers are steadily disappearing from the lives of their children (MRI). 


MRI (1999) reported that absent fathers are among the rich, poor, middle class, and almost every ethnic group. This is a form of neglect gaining acceptance throughout the country. Children born outside the union of marriage, separation, and divorce are contributing factors to this growing neglect. Children growing up with absent fathers lack the spiritual, emotional, and financial support of their fathers. By the time they are 18, more than one half of America’s children will spend much of their childhood apart from their fathers (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). In 1990, 1 out of 20 homes was headed by single mothers, accounting for about 3 million children with absent fathers. Nearly 80% of the children were African American (Horn & Sylvester). 


Absent fathers is growing in the Caucasian American community; however, the problem is more pronounced in the African American community (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). The pain that results from the need of not having a father is often passed on from one generation to the next (Lamb, 2001). Without the protection and guidance of a father, boys and young men often struggle to determine their role as a man and turn to violence using self-destructive codes of manhood (Lamb).

According to Lamb (2001), society should be especially concerned about African American males and their delinquent behavior because of their overwhelming presence in juvenile detention centers. Many of these males had an absent father. The disappearance of fathers from their sons’ lives in America’s families is a major crisis. The rise in father absence is contributed to by two major demographic trends: the increase in unwed childbearing and an increase in divorce. Males who grow up with absent fathers tend, on average, to suffer significantly more on every measure of child development (Lamb). In addition, males who grow up with their father absent from their lives are more likely to live in poverty, have emotional and behavioral difficulties, experience child and drug abuse, and have a high rate of delinquent activity (Lamb). Father absence is the primary, meaningful, emotional dilemma the world confronts today (Blankenhorn, 1995). 

A national sample of 6,000 children showed that children who reside in a home with both parents present are less likely to experience social and emotional difficulties than children who grow up in father-absent homes (Angel & Angel, 1996). Popenoe (1996a) noted that fathers bring something unique to the lives of his children. Horn and Sylvester (2002) stated that fathers provide irreplaceable and unique gifts to his children. Horn and Sylvester also added that “Unique means that they provide something different from mothers; they are not just mommy substitutes. Irreplaceable means that when they are absent, the family suffers” (p. 11). The contributions of fathers to their children’s wellbeing cannot be replaced by well-intentioned mentoring programs or by ensuring better child support programs. According to Horn and Sylvester, “Children need their fathers” (p. 11). A prominent finding concerning the value of the role of fathers in preventing violence and delinquent behavior was first disclosed by Biller (1993): 

Males who are fathers deprived early in life are likely to engage later in rigidly over-compensatory masculine behaviors. The incidence of crimes against property and people, including child abuse and family violence, is relatively high in societies where the rearing of young children is considered to be an exclusively female endeavor. (p. 1) 
Single-Parent Homes and Father Absence

Emotional distress, delinquent behavior, academic failure, and gang membership have been associated with father absence (Esbensen, 2000; Hines, 1997; McLanahan, 1999; Pollack, 1998; Popenoe, 1996a; Sakheim & Osborn, 1986). The research does not prove a cause and effect association between the conditions of growing up in a father-absent home and these emotional and social concerns; however, it does support the hypothesis that father absence can contribute to instability on the part of a child/adolescent, and these difficulties may continue well into adulthood (Pollack).

The greater amount of time that parents are separated or divorced, the greater the possibility that the father is seen less than once a year (Amato & Booth, 1996). Father absence does not appear to be going away; the number of children residing exclusively in single-mother homes continues to rise (Popenoe, 1996a). According to the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, the percentage of boys and girls who reside with both parents dropped from 85% to 68% during the period from 1970 to 1997 (Snyder & Sickmund, 1999). This appears especially true for the African American population. Pollack (1998) stated, “Between 1970 and 1994, 60% of African American children lived in single-parent homes” (p. 124).
The former Secretary of Health and Human Services, Louis Sullivan, described the greatest challenge of the era as father absence (Report Calls, 1992). Canfield (1992) described father absence as a catastrophe and pointed out that single-parent homes are not confined to one culture or class of people, but crosses all boundaries of culture and socioeconomic status. Garbarino (1999) described father absence as a breakdown in family rather than a breakdown of the family.

Considering that 2.3 million children were arrested in 2001, there is a high possibility that most of the children had an absent father (Harms, 2003). The apparent question to this dilemma is what has caused this incredible father absence. Lamb (2001) stated that marriages ending in divorce have doubled during the period of 1965 and 1980, rising to 45%. This has affected about 1 million children each year. Children born outside of the union of marriage has surpassed divorce as the primary antecedent of father absence. 
African American males face many challenges that shape their physical, psychological, and social development. Social science literature describes the African American males as a population at risk (Weathers & Coker, 1993; Wright, 1992). Delinquent behavior of adolescent males doubles when his father is absent (Lawrence, 1997). A number of social and economic indicators suggest that African American males are in jeopardy, both developmentally and in their quality of life (Weathers & Coker, 1993; Wright, 1992). African American males face major social obstacles. Although many of these males grow up and succeed in life, the majority face challenges that force them to drop out of school, lose self-esteem, and for some, the end result is incarceration. These issues are the basis for further research to examine the effects of father absence on male delinquent behavior. Canfield (1992) argued that it is not fathers, but the stable emotional connection and consistent care-taking relationships that are important positive child adjustment predictors.

America’s Father Absence

 Children are suffering in huge numbers from the tragic absence of their fathers from their lives (Ancona, 1998). The root of the father-absence disaster is the emotional and physical disappearance of the father (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). The increase in unwed childbearing and divorce rates are the two major trends that have contributed to the rise in father absence (Lamb, 2001). One million children will be affected by these two trends. Children born outside of marriage, from 1960 to 2000, rose by 600% after being below 5% for several years (Kalb, Farrington, & Loeber, 2001). 

Father absence is damaging to the maturational process of his children and harmful for the maturation of the country itself (Ancona, 1998). Ancona postulated that father absence has “damaged the social fabric of modern-day America, stripping the nation of its maturation process” (p. 5). The United States is hurting for an adult male identity (Ancona; Biller, 1971, 1974, 1982; Biller & Solomon, 1986; Horn & Sylvester, 2002) and the subsequent inability of all its citizens to achieve maturity and independence (Ancona). 

The United States is becoming a society of absent fathers (Ancona, 1998; Blankenhorn, 1995; Horn & Sylvester, 2002; Popenoe, 1996a). Father absence is one of the unanticipated and fundamental and trends of our time (Popenoe). Blankenhorn reported that father absence is the most destructive movement of this generation. The proportion of children living in father absence homes from 1960 to 1990 has more than doubled, from 17% to 36%. Due to these numbers, the average child spends a considerable segment of his or her childhood residing in a fatherless household. 


Father absence is seldom talked about; however, its impact on society and its significant effect on adolescent behavior is second to none (Blankenhorn, 1995; Popenoe, 1996a). Father absence is a key force behind many of the problems that govern the news: substance abuse, depression, juvenile delinquency, and premature sexuality that leads to out of wedlock births. 


Researchers such as Blankenhorn (1995), Horn and Sylvester (2002), and Popenoe (1996a) are not reluctant to talk about the impact of father absence on children. Horn and Sylvester noted that children who live in a fatherless home have a greater chance of engaging in delinquent behavior, experiencing emotional and behavioral difficulties, being poor, and using drugs. Their chances are 2 to 3 times greater than children who reside with their married parents (whether biological or adoptive). 


In an effort to tackle the problem of father absence, the National Fatherhood Initiative was established in 1994 (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). This organization works to educate and to inspire using campaigns, research, and other resources to promote public awareness to all Americans. Secondly, this organization also works to develop and to equip national and local leaders of the fatherhood movement with curriculum, trainings, and technical assistance. Finally, their organization works by forming strategic partnerships and alliances in every sector of society. 


The proportion of fatherless residents in a community is directly linked to the rate of violent crimes and burglary occurrence; however, the percentage of fatherless residents does not predict the poverty level of a community (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). The effects of growing up without a father cannot be ignored when it is reported that 72% of adolescent murderers, 60% of rapists, and 39% of prison inmates recall not having a father present during childhood (Horn & Sylvester). Additionally, it is likely that those inmates who did grow up with their fathers did not have a positive relationship with them. The male child who witnesses their father’s violent behavior will in turn imitate the inappropriate behavior. Research shows us that violent male children are a product of their role models—their violent fathers. However, their counterparts, the strong, loving, firm, committed, involved, and responsible fathers are more likely to raise children who tend to avoid violence. The link between violent fathers and violent children is clear. Fathers are role models; therefore, the question should be are men willing to demonstrate their love for their children by taking responsibility for their own anger and violence (Horn & Sylvester)? 
Father Absence Effects 

Father involvement correlates with fewer behavior problems exhibited by their children (Amato & Fernando, 1999). Snyder and Sickmund (1999) reported that African American adolescents make up approximately 15% of the U.S. population. However, African American adolescents represented 41% of juvenile delinquency cases involving detention. More than 50% of the juvenile delinquency cases waived to criminal court involved African Americans. In 1998, 47% of homicide victims between the ages of 15 to 19 were African American males (National Center for Health Statistics, 2000). 
Forty-four percent of African American male high school students surveyed in 1999 reported that they had been in a physical fight in the past year and 23% reported carrying a weapon (gun, knife, or club) at least once in the past month (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2000). Delinquent behavior on school property by African American male high school students is taking place at a high rate (National Center for Education Statistics, 2000). This behavior has resulted in adverse affects on relationships between peers and teachers; resulting in disciplinary actions that were disproportionately higher in frequency for African American males; and causing persistent academic underachievement (National Center for Education Statistics). As result of these adverse affects, understanding and deterring delinquent behavior among African American males must be a priority.

Males with committed, involved, responsible, and loving fathers have a greater chance of succeeding academically, developing a healthier self-esteem, displaying empathy and productive social behaviors, and veering away from participation in risky behavior (truancy, criminal activities, and drug use) in contrast to males with absent fathers (Fukuyama, 2001). Research has shown that a boy’s biological father is the one human factor that has the greatest impact on deterring antisocial aggression (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). Johnston (1998) stated that displaced anger resulting from an absent father was a motivating factor for approximately 80% of rapists; father absence is a motivating factor for 70% of juveniles in institutions; and father absence is a motivating factor for 85% of all in incarcerated youth. The data from Phillips and Comanor (1998) were from random surveys of 15,000 children and adolescents. They noted that the household that is void of either parental figure results in one kind of pathology or another in children; however a household that is void of a father tends to have more adverse effects especially on the males. 


One of the most frequently mentioned causes of paternal absence occurs when a father is away due to career demands or divorced from the child’s mother. For those children who are dealing with a temporary loss, such as one due to career relocation, fewer negative effects have been attributed to father absence (Adams, Milner, & Schrepf, 1984; Blankenhorn, 1995; Hetherington, 1972; Horn & Sylvester, 2002; West, 1967). However, in the case of divorce or death, a more serious impact has been found on the child’s emotional development (Horn & Sylvester; Steinberg, 1989). 

A report to the National Center for Health Statistics (2000) pointed out that when parents fail to marry or divorce; their children are often the victims. Children residing with their mothers are six times more likely to reside in poorer conditions than children who reside in a two-parent home (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). Children who live in a two-parent home are least likely to suffer intellectually and emotionally and are less likely to exhibit behavioral difficulties. This family structure decreases the likelihood of adolescents participating in alcohol and drug abuse, delinquent behavior, dropping out of school, or promiscuous behavior resulting in teen pregnancy and out of wedlock births (Barber, 1998, 2000; Biller, 1971, 1974, 1982, 1993; Biller & Solomon, 1986; Blankenhorn, 1995; Hetherington, 1972; Kalb et al., 2001; Popenoe, 1996a).

In addition to the issue of father absence in our society, some people are asking, “Does father absence cause social problems such as increased teen pregnancy, or higher unemployment, and poor academic performance?” (Horn & Sylvester, 2002, p. 3). McLanahan and Sandefur (1994) used regression analysis to remove the effects of all of nuisance variables except income. With culture, number of siblings, parental education, and place of residence statistically controlled, they found that girls living in a single-parent home had a 9% increased chance in becoming a statistic for teen pregnancy, they were 6% more likely not to complete high school, and there was an increased chance of about 11% for men to be unemployed. The risk of these social problems declined by approximately one half in each case when parental income was controlled. 
The research by Biller (1971, 1974, 1982, 1993) and Biller and Meredith (1974) noted that the severity of the effects of growing up in a fatherless residence has a greater impact on children than adolescents. One possible explanation for this severity could be that children have an inferior intellectual ability to process the reasoning of why they are fatherless and their ability to cope with this reality is not as developed in comparison to an adolescent’s ability to cope. When coping with the realties of an absent father adolescent children have the benefit of age because they are emotionally mature and they have a network of peers that they can turn for support (Steinberg, 1989). A child who experiences father absence before age 5 suffers more devastating psychological and personal difficulties than children who experience father absence at an older age (Beaty, 1995; Biller & Baum, 1971). In a Midwest suburban community, a study of 40 boys aged 11-13 found that the boys who had an absent father had poorer interpersonal relationships and showed a poorer sense of masculinity compared to boys who did not experience father absence (Beaty). 

Johnson (1970) found a significant relationship between the father-child relationship and social involvement in both girls and boys (Johnson, 1979). According to Draper and Belsky (1990), children who are raised in father-absent homes tend to see the outside world as threatening and hostile. When children observe a cooperative and stable relationship between their parents they tend to see other social relationships as mutually rewarding. When a child lacks positive interpersonal relationships, the result may be a desire to isolate from others and participate in delinquent activities (Marcus & Gray, 1998).

Delinquent Behavior


According to Guttfredson and Hirschi (1990), considerable strides have been made to understand both the background and consequences of delinquent behavior as well as in evaluating the effectiveness of strategies to prevent and intervene with delinquent adolescents in the past 50 years. Guttfredson and Hirschi stated that delinquent behavior is defined by a large number of institutions, laws, and beliefs regarding children and their behavior. Additionally, delinquent behavior is defined by institutions that have been developed to control behavior considered delinquent and to cope in other ways with youth difficulties (Sampson & Laub, 1993). According to Short (1990), delinquent behavior emerges from the observed behavior of other young people, peers, families members, and other members of society that float in and out of the behavioral setting of a child or an adolescent. 

Researchers have found a direct correlation between juvenile delinquency and family factors such as inadequate parent-child attachments and love (Ancona, 1998; Geismar & Wood, 1986; Horn & Sylvester, 2002; Loeber & Dishion, 1983; Wadsworth, 1979); family structure (Ainsworth, 1989; Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1987; Andry, 1962; Barber, 2000; Bowlsby, 1969; Dentler & Monroe, 1961; Hirschi, 1969; Marcus & Gray, 1998; Nye, 1973; Popenoe, 1996a; Slocum & Stone, 1963); inadequate supervision, discipline practices, and monitoring (Barber; Blankenhorn, 1995; Glueck & Glueck, 1950; Hetherington, 1972; Kumpfer, 1993; Nye; Patterson, 1982; Slocum & Stone); and conflict and family discord (Glueck & Glueck; Horn & Sylvester; Kumpfer; Nye; Slocum & Stone; Tolan, 1988).

Almost 2.3 million adolescents are arrested yearly. According to Swenson and Kennedy (1995), the yearly operational cost of the juvenile justice system is over 1 billion dollars. Sickmund, Snyder, and Poe-Yamagata (1997) noted that adolescents between the ages of 13 to 18 account for 34% of property crime arrests and 16% of the arrests for violent crimes. 
The number of juveniles arrested for violent crimes has varied in the past 20 years. Between 1988 and 1992, the arrests of adolescents for committing violent crimes increased 47%; however, the arrest of adults committing violent crimes increased 19%. However, Sickmund et al. (1997) reported a decrease in violent crimes in 1997 among adolescents. 
According to Kamarch and Galston (1990), the connection between family structure and crime is profoundly powerful. In order for males to define themselves as a male, they need same-gender role models. Without a male role model, young males tend to exaggerate their purported masculinity (Heide, 1997). An unattached male is at the root of numerous social ills. Strong societal structures depend on men being attached to the family-centered moral order. This attachment manages their sexual behavior and decreases competitive aggression (Broder, 1994). Based on research by Hill and O’Neill (1993), the risk of a young male engaging in delinquent behavior doubles if he resides in a fatherless home and it triples if his neighborhood has a high percentage of single-parent residencies. A study that compared 500 delinquent adolescents with 500 non-delinquent adolescents noted that poor monitoring that is often associated in father-absent homes predicted delinquent behavior over poverty (Sampson & Laub, 1993). The chance of young African American males who grew up in single-parent homes engaging in delinquent behavior is twice that of African American males who grew up in two-parent homes, despite both family structures receiving welfare assistance and residing in public housing (Hill & O’Neill, 1993).

Father Absence and Delinquent Behavior

The role of the family in the genesis and control of delinquent behavior is recognized by many (Blankenhorn, 1995; Geismar & Wood, 1986; Horn & Sylvester, 2002; Popenoe, 1996a). However, little effort has been devoted to the study of the interrelationships between father absence and delinquent behavior. Studies that link the father in the etiology of delinquent behavior are not plentiful; however, the research ranges from universal accusations to exact condemnations of paternal behavior (Horn & Sylvester). 

Andry (1962) noted that when 80 delinquent males were compared with nondelinquent males, the delinquent males stated that they felt rejected by their fathers and felt loved by their mothers. The nondelinquents also stated that they felt loved equally by both their father and mother. According to Lang, Papenfuhs, and Walters (1976), delinquent girls also stated that they felt rejected by their fathers. The nondelinquents had a tendency to listen to their father and recognize him as the head of the family. The delinquents also recognized their fathers as the head of the household; however, they had the tendency to listen to their fathers the least. Father absence appears to be linked to delinquent behavior and fathers are needed to control the aggressive behaviors of their children (Blankenhorn, 1995; Patterson, 1982; Popenoe, 1996a). 


Evidence suggests that antisocial behavior can be seen in early childhood and remains moderately stable into adulthood (Guttfredson & Hirschi, 1990; Kazdin, 1992; Robins & Rutter, 1990; Sampson & Laub, 1990). Olwues (1979) noted that this evidence of male aggressiveness as a child is a possible sign of adult male aggressiveness. Sampson and Laub reported that, “Adult antisocial behavior virtually requires childhood antisocial behavior” (p. 7).

According to Robins and Rutter (1990), there is a strong relationship between antisocial behavior in childhood and an individual’s criminal record. Glueck and Glueck (1950) compared the life course from childhood to adulthood of 500 delinquent Caucasian American males to 500 nondelinquent Caucasian American males. Based on a reanalysis of the data, Sampson and Laub concluded that, although, there are several factors linked to delinquency, the strongest and more influential are parental attachments.



According to Wisdom (1989), fathers should teach their children how to empathize with others and how to control their own emotions. These traits are uncommon in people who have antisocial behavior, because they tend to lack both of these traits and instead tend to be “insensitive, impulsive, risk-takers, short-sighted. Which is why they tend to engage in criminal behavior” (Guttfredson & Hirschi, 1990, p. 13). 

After several decades of intense research, positive correlations have been identified between parental childrearing practices which are able to “make rewards contingent on good behavior and discipline contingent on bad behavior, monitor behavior, and set clear rules” (Guttfredson & Hirschi, 1990, p. 13). The development of empathy in children is associated with parenting practices that involve reasoning with children, rather than disciplining without reason. Positive parenting consists of teaching children about the consequences of their actions on others (Blankenhorn, 1995; Patterson, 1982; Popenoe, 1996a; Wisdom, 1989). 

Single-parent mothers are able to convey empathy and self-control to their children; however, they are at a disadvantage because two parents are better than one parent is (Guttfredson & Hirschi, 1990). Guttfredson and Hirschi concluded that: 

Single parent homes (usually the mother) must devote energy to support and maintain activities that are, usually, shared in two-parent homes. As a result, mom is less able to devote time to monitoring and the application of consequences and she is more likely to be involved in negative, abusive contacts with her children. (p. 14) 


According to Steinberg (1989), children from single-parent homes are even more vulnerable to antisocial pressures from their peers. A study by the National Health Examination, conducted from 1966 to 1970, used a representative sample of 7,000 noninstitutional youth from 12 to 17 to compare mother-only homes with homes containing a female and a male in the home (Dornbusch et al., 1985). The researchers concluded that even when family income and parental education are controlled, mother-only homes tend to follow particular family decision-making patterns and adolescent deviance. Without the influence of two adults, youth have been noted to make decisions without direct parental input and their chances of participating in delinquent behavior are greater. Dornbusch et al. postulated that an increase in deviant behavior in youths in single mother homes is directly related to the absence of another adult (father). 
 A group of delinquent African American males was surveyed regarding their family structure; most subjects reported growing up in a female-headed home. According to Marcus and Gray (1998), prior to incarceration, 7% lived with an aunt, 3% lived with both parents, 17% lived with their grandparents, and 73% lived with mothers only. The sons had little to no contact with their fathers. The sons of 66% of the fathers who had contact with them stated that their fathers did not provide any emotional or financial support to them and they have a fair to poor relationship with their fathers. Much of what fathers contribute to the growth of children complements the mothers’ contributions (Popenoe, 1996a). 
An often overlooked aspect of the father son relationship is play (Herzog, 1980; Shulman & Collins, 1993). Fathers tend to emphasize play while mothers tend to emphasize caretaking from childhood to adolescents. This play is more physically inspiring and thrilling for younger children. The play for adolescents involves more teamwork and requires the spirited testing of mental and physical skills. Popenoe (1996b) concluded that the family is often where children begin to learn about relationships. 

Summary

 
According to Blankenhorn (1995), in virtually all societies, the well-being of a child is drastically dependent on the parent’s level of investment in the child. Horn and Sylvester (2002) stated that the directed results of an involved father is a child who will be successful in school, have minimal self-esteem difficulties, demonstrate the ability to be empathic, have proactive social behavior, and will avoid risky behaviors (drug use, truancy, and delinquent behavior) unlike their counterparts, children who have uninvolved fathers. McLanahan and Sandefur (1994) reported that the presence of fathers serves an important social control function within communities by supervising public activities within the community, supplementing female authority, and intervening in conflicts before they get out of hand. 

CHAPTER THREE: METHODOLOGY


The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. Studies by Anderson et al., (1999), Beaty (1995), Biller and Baum (1971), and Harper and McLanahan (1999) highlight the detrimental relationship between father absence and delinquent behavior in children and adolescents. Horn and Sylvester (2002) reported that the lack of supervision children and adolescents received in father-absent homes contributed more to the cause of delinquency that any other variable. The gift of fathers to their children’s wellbeing cannot be replaced by designing improved income transfer programs, by providing well-intentioned mentoring programs, or even by ensuring better child support enforcement.
Research Design


A quantitative research design using a survey was used. The research design selected offers a detailed description of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. This survey research design is one of the simplest designs available. According to Isaac and Michael (1997), surveys are used widely in education and the behavioral sciences. Surveys are a useful means of gathering information that can describe the phenomenon under study. 

The data collected from the questionnaires were analyzed to determine if a relationship existed between variables. A statistical relationship between delinquent behavior and father absence was determined by the quantitative design. This process is thought to be the best for this research because certain variables cannot be controlled; therefore, information must be analyzed in its natural setting. According to Ravid (1994), the results of quantitative research are presented in numerical form. The researcher feels that by conducting a quantitative analysis of a self-report questionnaire, this study provided the most comprehensive look at the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. The independent variable in this research was father absence. Father absence was classified into three levels: emotional, physical, and emotional and physical. The dependent variable was delinquent behavior.

Description of Participants

The participants were 50 adolescent delinquent African American males between the ages of 12 and 17 years from Paulding, Bartow, Carroll, Cherokee, Coweta, Douglas, and Heard counties. All participation in the study was voluntary. African American males were selected because as adolescents they are significantly more likely to be in juvenile detention centers and adult prisons, suffer higher morbidity and mortality, and underachieve in school (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2000; National Center for Education Statistics, 2000; National Center for Health Statistics, 2000; Snyder & Sickmund, 1999).

Description of Instrument


According to Wells and Rankin (1991) and Guttfredson and Hirschi (1991), there have been many different measures of delinquent behavior used in empirical research. One kind of measure is the arrest record of delinquents. Guttfredson and Hirschi described delinquents as those with an arrest record and non-delinquents as those without an arrest record. Well and Rankin and Guttfredson and Hirschi described self-reported delinquent acts as another source of data that is used to measure delinquent behavior. Although these reports are subject to biases of their own, Wells and Rankin pointed out that this is considered the most preferable alternative source of data collection of delinquent behavior. 

Each participant completed the self-report delinquent questionnaire adapted from the National Youth Survey. The researcher obtained permission from the North Carolina Population Research Center. The Center collects survey data on students between the ages of 12 and 17 years old on a national level. These questions were created by Udry, Bearman, and Harris from Add Health, with acknowledgment to Rindfuss and Entwisle for their assistance in the original design. 

The self-report delinquent survey was developed to measure the level of delinquent behavior in males between the ages 12 to 17 years old. The original questionnaire had 52 descriptors that measured delinquent behavior such as armed robbery, use of or sale of drugs, and parental disobedience with a mild to severe rating. The 20-item self-administered questionnaire uses a 4-point scale to ask about participants’ participation in delinquent activities (see Appendix A). There are five types of delinquent behavior noted in the short version. The five types are: runaway, disorder, theft, violence, and weapons. The items for each type of delinquent behavior are presented in Table 1.
The participants read each question and noted whether he had never engaged in the activity, or committed it once or twice, three or four, or five or more times. Each item received a score ranging from 1 to 4, indicating the degree of frequency with which an individual engaged in the act. The 20 items are divided into five types of delinquency: runaway, disorder, theft, violence, and weapons. Higher scores in each area indicate greater delinquency. Lower scores indicate less delinquency. A total delinquency score was obtained by averaging the item scores for all of the 20 items. 
Table 1

Items in Each Delinquent Behavior

	Delinquent behavior
	Item on questionnaire

	
	

	Runaway
	1. How often have you lied to your parents about your whereabouts?

2. How often have you run away from home?

3. How often have you stolen a car?

4. How often have you spent the night away from home without permissions?

	
	

	Disorder
	5. How often have you painted graffiti on a house or building?

6. How often have you damaged property?

7. How often have you been in a physical confrontation with your mother or father?

8. How often have you smoked marijuana?

	
	

	Theft
	9. How often have you shoplifted?

10. How often have you stolen more than $50?

11. How often have you burglarized a house or building?

12. How often have you stolen less than $50?

	
	

	Violence
	13. How often have you been in a serious physical fight?

14. How often have you seriously injured someone?

15. How often have you taken part in a group fight?

16. How often have you been in a physical fight?

	
	

	Weapons
	17. How often have you used or threatened someone with a weapon?

18. How often have you pulled a knife/gun on someone?

19. How often have you shot or stabbed someone?

20. How often have you used a weapon in a fight?


Procedures


Approval was received from Commissioner Albert Murray of the Department of Juvenile Justice (see Appendix C) to survey a sample of African American male participants ranging from 12 to 17 years old at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. Consent forms were signed by all participants and their parents (see Appendixes D and E). Directions for completing the questionnaire were self-explanatory, but were explained and read (see Appendix F) to participants by the researcher. The researcher was available for clarification or explanation. After the questionnaires were completed, they were given directly to the researcher. There was no individual compensation for completing this assessment. The participants were given the questionnaire in groups of 25 in a closed conference room at the Regional Youth Detention Center. 

Data Processing and Analysis


At the completion of data collection, the data was analyzed. The analysis determined the relationship between the levels of their fathers’ absence to the five types of delinquent behavior they reported. Based on the participants’ responses to the questions, participants were divided into three groups: (a) boys who experienced father absence emotionally, (b) boys who experienced father absence physically, and (c) boys who experienced both. This was the independent variable with three levels. The dependent variables were the mean scale scores in five areas of delinquency: runaway, disorder, theft, violence, and weapons. Analysis of the data was performed using the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (v11.0). The data were used to answer the following research questions:

1. Is the father’s emotional absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

2. Is the father’s physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

3. Is the father’s emotional and physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

Descriptive statistics, frequencies and percentages, were used to report the participants’ responses to all of the items on the questionnaire. Mean scores were computed for each participant on the five types of delinquency. These scores (the dependent variables) were analyzed using an analysis of variance (ANOVA) procedure to determine if there were statistically significant differences in the mean scores on the five types of delinquency among the three groups of boys. An alpha level of .05 was used to determine statistical significance.

Summary

A quantitative research design using a survey was used to investigate the research questions. The research design selected offers a detailed description of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males ranging from 12 to 17 years at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. Each participant completed the questionnaire adapted from the National Youth Survey. The analysis of their responses determined the relationship between the levels of their fathers’ absence (independent variable) to the delinquent behavior (dependent variables) they reported.

CHAPTER FOUR: RESULTS
The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. The study attempted to determine if delinquent activity among these adolescents was differentiated by the type of absence of their father. The data collected from the questionnaire were used to answer the following research questions:

1. Is the father’s emotional absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

2. Is the father’s physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

3. Is the father’s emotional and physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

Description of the Participants

Fifty-two participants provided responses to all items in the questionnaire and were included in the initial analysis. Participants were categorized into four groups describing father absence. This categorization was based on their responses to several items of the questionnaire. Table 2 provides a description of the responses that defined the groups. Five participants were categorized as having no father absence and were excluded from the analysis. Therefore, the responses from 47 participants were used in the study.
Table 2 

Questionnaire Items Defining Father Absence

	Type of absence
	n
	Qualifying questions

	
	
	Is father absent from home?
	How often have contact with father?
	Feel close to father?
	
	Father is warm and loving?
	
	Have good relationship with father?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Emotional 
	19
	--
	Rarely, occasionally, or

Regularly
	Never

or sometimes
	OR
	Never

or sometimes
	OR
	Never

or sometimes

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Physical
	16
	Yes
	--
	Most of the time

or

all of the time
	AND
	Most of the time

or

all of the time
	AND
	Most of the time

or

all of the time

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Emotional and physical 
	12
	--
	Never
	--
	
	--
	
	--

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	None
	5
	No
	--
	Most of the time

or

all of the time
	AND
	Most of the time

or

all of the time
	AND
	Most of the time

or

all of the time


Table 3 presents a description of the participants. They ranged in age from 12 to 17, with the majority (75%) from 15 to 17 years of age. The majority (79%) of the participants’ parents had never married and their parents were living apart or had never lived together. Fifteen percent had fathers who were incarcerated. More than half of the participants (55%) reported that their parents had lived together at some point; however, for less than 5 years.

Table 4 presents information the participants reported about the amount and type of contact with their biological fathers. The participants were also asked about other father figures. One quarter of the males reported that they had no contact with their fathers, while another one third reported occasional (1-2 times a month) contact. The 

Table 3
Description of Participants

	Characteristic
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Age 

	12
	
1
	5.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
2
	4.3

	13
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
3
	6.4

	14
	
1
	5.3
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
7
	14.9

	15
	
5
	26.3
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
10
	21.3

	16
	
11
	57.9
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
18
	38.3

	17
	
1
	5.3
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
7
	14.9

	Parents’ marital status

	Father deceased
	
0
	0.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
1
	2.1

	Married, living apart
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
2
	4.3

	Never married
	
6
	31.6
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
11
	23.4

	Never married, living apart
	
10
	52.6
	
	
11
	68.8
	
	
5
	47.7
	
	
26
	55.3

	Divorced, neither remarried
	
1
	5.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
4
	8.5

	Divorced, one remarried
	
2
	10.5
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	Why are parents not together?*
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Father is incarcerated
	
3
	15.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
7
	14.9

	Work-related
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	2.1

	Mother’s choice
	
6
	31.6
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
19
	40.4

	Father’s choice
	
13
	68.4
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
29
	61.7

	Other
	
7
	36.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
13
	27.7

	Parents presently live together?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	No
	
19
	100.0
	
	
16
	100.0
	
	
12
	100.0
	
	
47
	100.0

	Did parents ever live together?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Yes
	
9
	47.4
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
7
	58.3
	
	
26
	55.3

	No
	
10
	52.6
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
21
	44.7

	For how long?

	Never
	
10
	52.6
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
21
	44.7

	1-5 years
	
8
	42.1
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
20
	42.6

	6-10 years
	
1
	5.3
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
6
	12.8


* Multiple responses possible
contact was in the form of visits (30%) and/or phone calls (49%). Seventy-five percent reported another person was a father figure in their lives. Almost two thirds reported that the person was their stepfather, while uncles (40%), grandfathers (31%), and cousins (26%) were also listed. These individuals had been in their lives from 1 to 17 years.

Table 4
Participants’ Contact With Biological Fathers and Surrogate Fathers
	Item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	How often contact with biological father?

	Never
	
0
	0.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
12
	100.0
	
	
12
	25.5

	1-3 times a year
	
10
	52.6
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
13
	27.7

	1-2 times/month
	
7
	36.8
	
	
9
	56.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
16
	34.0

	Daily or 2-3 times/week
	
2
	10.5
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	 
	
6
	12.8

	What type of contact with biological father?*

	No contact
	
4
	21.1
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
12
	100.0
	
	
12
	34.0

	Visits
	
6
	31.6
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
14
	29.8

	Phone calls
	
11
	57.9
	
	
12
	75.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
23
	48.9

	Letters or cards
	
1
	5.3
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
4
	8.5

	Other
	
0
	0.0
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
4
	8.5

	Other person as father figure?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Yes
	
16
	84.2
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
9
	75.0
	
	
35
	74.5

	No
	
3
	15.8
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
12
	25.5

	Who has served as a father figure?*

	Uncle
	
4
	25.0
	
	
5
	50.0
	
	
5
	55.6
	
	
14
	40.0

	Grandfather
	
6
	37.5
	
	
2
	20.0
	
	
3
	33.3
	
	
11
	31.4

	Cousin
	
3
	18.8
	
	
3
	30.0
	
	
3
	33.3
	
	
9
	25.7

	Stepfather
	
12
	75.0
	
	
5
	50.0
	
	
5
	55.6
	
	
22
	62.9

	Other
	
2
	12.5
	
	
3
	30.0
	
	
2
	22.2
	
	
7
	20.0

	For how long has this man served as a father figure?

	1-5 years
	
3
	18.8
	
	
7
	70.0
	
	
1
	11.1
	
	
11
	31.4

	6-10 years
	
6
	37.5
	
	
1
	10.0
	
	
2
	22.2
	
	
9
	25.7

	11-17 years
	
7
	43.8
	
	
2
	20.0
	
	
6
	66.7
	
	
15
	42.9


* Multiple responses possible 
The participants were asked three questions about their relationship with their biological father (Table 5).   More than half (53%) reported that they never felt close to their father, while another one quarter reported that they felt close some of the time. More than half (51%) reported that their father was never warm and loving. Less than 20% reported that their biological father was warm and loving all of the time. When asked how often they had a good relationship with their father, 42% reported that it never happened. One third reported that it sometimes happened. Another 25% reported that it happened most or all of the time.

Table 5
Participants’ Relationship With Biological Father

	Item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	How often feel close to biological father?

	Never
	
17
	89.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
8
	66.7
	
	
25
	53.2

	Sometimes
	
2
	10.5
	
	
7
	43.8
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
12
	25.5

	Most of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	All of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
7
	14.9

	How often is your biological father warm and loving?

	Never
	
13
	68.4
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
10
	83.3
	
	
24
	51.1

	Sometimes
	
6
	31.6
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
10
	21.3

	Most of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
5
	10.6

	All of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
7
	43.8
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
8
	17.0

	Do you have a good relationship with your biological father?

	Never
	
9
	47.4
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
11
	91.7
	
	
20
	42.6

	Sometimes
	
10
	52.6
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
15
	31.9

	Most of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
5
	10.6

	All of the time
	
0
	0.0
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
7
	14.9


Results of the Delinquent Behaviors Questionnaire
Each participant completed the self-report delinquent questionnaire adapted from the National Youth Survey. The questionnaire was developed to measure the level of delinquent behavior in males between the ages 12 to 17 years old. The 20-item questionnaire has four items for each of the behaviors. Table 6 presents an item analysis of runaway delinquent behavior. More than half (51%) reported that they lied to their parents about their whereabouts 5 or more times. Three fourths reported that they never had run away from home or stolen a car. Almost two thirds reported that they had never or once or twice spent the night away from home without permission.
Table 6
Item Analysis of Runaway Delinquent Behavior

	Questionnaire item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional 
and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Lied to parents about your whereabouts

	Never
	
1
	5.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
4
	8.5

	Once or twice
	
7
	36.8
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
15
	31.9

	3 or 4 times
	
0
	0.0
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
4
	8.5

	5 or more times
	
11
	57.9
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
24
	51.1

	Run away from home
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
15
	78.9
	
	
9
	56.3
	
	
11
	91.7
	
	
35
	74.5

	Once or twice
	
3
	15.8
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
9
	19.1

	3 or 4 times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	Stolen a car
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
14
	73.7
	
	
12
	75.0
	
	
10
	83.3
	
	
36
	76.6

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
7
	14.9

	3 or 4 times
	
3
	15.8
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	2.1

	Spent the night away from home without permission

	Never
	
7
	36.8
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
20
	42.6

	Once or twice
	
4
	21.1
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
14
	29.8

	3 or 4 times
	
4
	21.1
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
6
	12.8

	5 or more times
	
4
	21.1
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
7
	14.9



Table 7 presents the item analysis for the four items making up the disorder delinquent behavior. Almost two thirds reported that they had never or once or twice painted graffiti. One third of the participants reported that they had damaged property once or twice, while another one third reported that they had damaged property more than 3 times. Three fourths reported that they never had a physical confrontation with their mother or father. Sixty percent of the participants reported that they smoked marijuana 5 or more times.
Table 7
Item Analysis of Disorder Delinquent Behavior

	Questionnaire item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional 
and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Painted graffiti on a house or building

	Never
	
15
	36.8
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
20
	42.6

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
5
	31.3
	

	
0
	0.0
	
	
7
	14.9

	3 or 4 times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	2.1

	5 or more times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
4
	8.5

	Damaged property

	Never
	
3
	15.8
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
13
	27.7

	Once or twice
	
8
	42.1
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
17
	36.2

	3 or 4 times
	
7
	36.8
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
11
	23.4

	5 or more times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
6
	12.8

	Been in a physical confrontation with your mother or father

	Never
	
13
	68.4
	
	
11
	68.8
	
	
11
	91.7
	
	
35
	74.5

	Once or twice
	
3
	15.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
6
	12.8

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	Smoked marijuana
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
4
	21.1
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
14
	29.8

	Once or twice
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
3
	6.4

	3 or 4 times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
2
	4.3

	5 or more times
	
14
	73.7
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
28
	59.6


Table 8 presents the item analysis for the four items making up the theft delinquent behavior. One third of the participants reported that they had never shoplifted, while one quarter reported that they had shoplifted 5 or more times. Although two thirds reported that they had never stolen more than $50, only one third reported that they had never stolen less than $50. Two thirds of the males reported that they had never burglarized a house.
Table 8
Item Analysis of Theft Delinquent Behavior

	Questionnaire item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Shoplifted
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
5
	26.3
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
16
	34.0

	Once or twice
	
7
	36.8
	
	
6
	37.5
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
16
	34.0

	3 or 4 times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
4
	8.5

	5 or more times
	
6
	31.6
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
11
	23.4

	Stolen more than $50
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
11
	57.9
	
	
11
	68.8
	
	
9
	75.0
	
	
31
	66.3

	Once or twice
	
6
	31.6
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
11
	23.4

	5 or more times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
5
	10.6

	Burglarized a house or building
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
13
	68.4
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
7
	58.3
	
	
30
	63.8

	Once or twice
	
1
	5.3
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
8
	17.0

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
3
	15.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
6
	12.8

	Stolen less than $50
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
9
	47.4
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
18
	38.3

	Once or twice
	
5
	26.3
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
19
	40.4

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
3
	15.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
7
	14.9


Table 9 presents the item analysis for the four items making up the violence delinquent behavior. The participants reported some of the most frequent behavior in this section of the questionnaire. More than half reported that they had been in a serious physical fight or physical fight 5 or more times. Almost 80% reported that they had seriously injured someone and been in a group fight at least once.
Table 9
Item Analysis of Violence Delinquent Behavior

	Questionnaire item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional
and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Been in a serious physical fight

	Never
	
2
	10.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
4
	8.5

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
8
	17.0

	3 or 4 times
	
4
	21.1
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
10
	21.3

	5 or more times
	
11
	57.9
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
25
	53.2

	Seriously injured someone
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
2
	10.5
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
10
	21.3

	Once or twice
	
7
	36.8
	
	
7
	43.8
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
19
	40.4

	3 or 4 times
	
5
	26.3
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
10
	21.3

	5 or more times
	
5
	36.3
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
8
	17.0

	Taken part in a group fight

	Never
	
2
	10.5
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
10
	21.3

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
9
	56.3
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
15
	31.9

	3 or 4 times
	
5
	26.3
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
7
	14.9

	5 or more times
	
10
	52.6
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
15
	31.9

	Been in a physical fight
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
1
	5.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
4
	8.5

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
5
	10.6

	3 or 4 times
	
4
	21.1
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
12
	25.5

	5 or more times
	
12
	63.2
	
	
8
	50.0
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
26
	55.3


Table 10 presents the item analysis for the four items making up the weapons delinquent behavior. The majority of the participants reported never having committed any of the behaviors listed in this section of the questionnaire. Almost half of the participants reported threatening someone with a weapon at least once. Fewer than 40% reported pulling a knife or gun on someone 1 or more times. Less than 15% reported shooting or stabbing someone. A small percentage of the participants (2% to 14%) reported committing any of these crimes 5 or more times.
Table 10
Item Analysis of Weapons Delinquent Behavior

	Questionnaire item
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%
	
	n
	%

	Used or threatened someone with weapon

	Never
	
9
	47.4
	
	
9
	56.3
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
24
	51.1

	Once or twice
	
5
	26.3
	
	
4
	25.0
	
	
4
	33.3
	
	
13
	27.7

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
3
	15.8
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
2
	16.7
	
	
7
	14.9

	Pulled gun or knife on someone
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
11
	57.6
	
	
10
	62.3
	
	
8
	66.7
	
	
29
	61.7

	Once or twice
	
5
	26.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
3
	25.0
	
	
10
	21.3

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
5
	10.6

	5 or more times
	
1
	5.3
	
	
2
	12.5
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	Shot or stabbed someone
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
17
	89.5
	
	
12
	75.0
	
	
11
	91.7
	
	
40
	85.1

	Once or twice
	
2
	10.5
	
	
3
	18.8
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
6
	12.8

	3 or 4 times
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	2.1

	Used a weapon in a fight
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Never
	
8
	42.1
	
	
10
	62.5
	
	
6
	50.0
	
	
25
	51.1

	Once or twice
	
9
	47.4
	
	
5
	31.3
	
	
5
	41.7
	
	
19
	40.4

	3 or 4 times
	
2
	10.5
	
	
1
	6.3
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
3
	6.4

	5 or more times
	
0
	0.0
	
	
0
	0.0
	
	
1
	8.3
	
	
1
	2.1


Results of the Analysis of the Data

The study attempted to determine if delinquent activity among these adolescents was differentiated by the type of absence of their father. The data collected from the questionnaire were used to answer the following research questions:

1. Is the father’s emotional absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

2. Is the father’s physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

3. Is the father’s emotional and physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

Mean scores were computed for each participant on the five types of delinquency and a total delinquent score from all 20 items. Each item received a score ranging from 1 to 4, indicating the degree of frequency an individual engaged in the act. Higher scores in each area indicate greater delinquency. Lower scores indicate less delinquency. 

Table 11 presents the means and standard deviations of each dependent variable used in the analyses. The highest average scores were found in the violence delinquent behavior, while the lowest average scores were found in the weapons delinquent behavior. The lowest average scores were found among the participants with emotionally and physically absent fathers.
Table 11
Means and Standard Deviations of Delinquent Behaviors by Type of Father Absence
	Delinquent behavior
	Emotional

n = 19
	
	Physical

n = 16
	
	Emotional

and physical

n = 12
	
	Total group

n = 47

	
	M*
	SD
	
	M
	SD
	
	M
	SD
	
	M
	SD

	Runaway
	2.01
	.58
	
	1.95
	.50
	
	1.73
	.49
	
	1.92
	.53

	Theft
	1.93
	.81
	
	1.83
	.78
	
	1.77
	.79
	
	1.86
	.79

	Disorder
	2.13
	.53
	
	1.97
	.52
	
	1.88
	.77
	
	2.01
	.59

	Violence
	3.14
	.71
	
	2.65
	.52
	
	2.63
	.77
	
	2.85
	.70

	Weapons
	1.59
	.49
	
	1.56
	.74
	
	1.50
	.52
	
	1.56
	.58

	Total delinquent behavior
	2.16
	.39
	
	1.99
	.46
	
	1.90
	.55
	
	2.04
	.46


* Scores range from 1 (never) to 4 (5 or more times)
The scores of the dependent variables were analyzed using an analysis of variance (ANOVA) procedure to determine if there were statistically significant differences in the mean scores on the types of delinquency among the three groups of males. An alpha level of .05 was used to determine statistical significance. Table 12 presents the results of the ANOVAs. No significant differences were found among the three groups. The average scores of each type of delinquent behavior and the average score of the total delinquent scale were not significantly different among the three groups of males.
Table 12
ANOVA Results: Differences in Delinquent Behaviors by Type of Father Absence

	Behavior/Source
	SS
	df
	MS
	F
	p

	Runaway
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	.62
	
2
	.31
	1.09
	.35

	Within groups
	12.52
	
44
	.29
	
	

	Theft
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	.22
	
2
	.11
	.17
	.84

	Within groups
	27.63
	
44
	.63
	
	

	Disorder
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	.53
	
2
	.26
	.75
	.48

	Within groups
	15.47
	
44
	.35
	
	

	Violence
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	2.86
	
2
	1.13
	3.19
	.06

	Within groups
	19.71
	
44
	.45
	
	

	Weapons
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	.06
	
2
	.03
	.09
	.92

	Within groups
	15.46
	
44
	.35
	
	

	Total delinquent behavior
	
	
	
	
	

	Between groups
	.56
	
2
	.28
	1.31
	.28

	Within groups
	9.36
	
44
	.21
	
	


Summary
Data collected at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia were used to examine the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of 47 African American males. The analysis attempted to determine if delinquent activity among these adolescents was differentiated by the type of absence of their father. The average scores on five delinquent behaviors and a total delinquent behavior scale were calculated. The males reported, on average, the highest average scores in the violence delinquent behavior, while the lowest average scores were found in the weapons delinquent behavior. The lowest average scores were found among the participants with emotionally and physically absent fathers.

The results of a series of analyses of variance were presented. The highest average scores were found in the violence delinquent behavior, while the lowest average scores were found in the weapons delinquent behavior. The lowest average scores were found among the participants with emotionally and physically absent fathers. No significant differences in delinquent behavior were found among the three groups of males. This study was limited to the honest information provided by the participants. The researcher further assumed that answers were given with little prejudice and biasness. A discussion of these results follows in Chapter 5.

CHAPTER FIVE: SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary

This study examined the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. The main goal of the study was to gain better insight into determining if delinquent activity among these adolescents is differentiated by the level of father absence, which would lead to the development of more effective techniques to work with adolescents and their families who do not have the presence of a committed, involved, and responsible father. 
Chapter One highlighted the problem and how it relates to African American males. Evidence in the literature pointed to several studies that suggested that delinquent behavior rises when children grow up in a father-absent home. Studies emphasized the psychological benefits that arise when fathers and sons connect. Blankenhorn (1995) stated that when the United States entered World War II in 1941, the government understood the negative effects of father absence and it was not in favor of drafting fathers. In the past 40 years the number of children residing in a father-absent home has risen from less than 8 million to around 24 million today (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). 
Lamb (2001) suggested that a father’s contributions seem to be underrated and forgotten when it comes to the development of his child. Anderson, Holmes, and Ostrech (1999), Beaty (1995), Biller and Baum (1971), and Harper and McLanahan (1999) suggested that when fathers are absent, delinquent behavior rises among their children. Harms (2003) stated that there is a great possibility that the 2.3 million children arrested in 2001 have an absent father. 
Chapter Two examined current literature on father absence and delinquent behavior. The literature confirmed that there is a wealth of information on the effects of father absence. The Morehouse Research Institute (1999) stated that African Americans make up almost one third of arrests and over one half of the prison population despite being only 12% of the U.S. population. Five million minority males have been under the control of the criminal justice system and many of these individuals are absent fathers. Boys and young men often struggle to determine their role as a man without the guidance and protection of their father, and they turn to violence using self-destructive codes of manhood (Lamb, 2001). Fathers provide an irreplaceable and unique meaning to a family that is different from what mothers provide. When they are absent the family suffers (Horn & Sylvester, 2002). The stable emotional connection and consistent care-taking relationships are what is important between a father and his child (Canfield, 1992).
Horn and Sylvester (2002) stated that 72% of adolescent murderers, 60% of rapists, and 39% of prison inmates recall not having a father present during childhood.

Despite the fact that African American adolescents make up approximately 15% of the U.S. population, they represented 41% of juvenile delinquency cases involving detention (Snyder & Sickmund, 1999). Osherson (1986) noted that the absence of a father may leave his son not feeling good enough as a man because of growing up with a father who “hasn’t enough time for him” (p. 29). 
Chapter Three concentrated on the research design, methodology, and research questions that were the focus of this study. A quantitative research design was used to investigate the research questions. The design offered a detailed description of father absence on delinquent behavior of 47 African American males ranging from 12 to 17 years at the Regional Youth Detention Center in Dallas, Georgia. The questionnaire that each participant completed was adapted from the National Youth Survey. Their responses were analyzed to determine the relationship between the levels of their fathers’ absence (independent variable) to the delinquent behavior (dependent variables) they reported. The following are the research questions addressed by this study. 

1. Is the father’s emotional absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

2. Is the father’s physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

3. Is the father’s emotional and physical absence related to delinquent behavior of African American males?

The results suggest that more than half (53%) of the males reported that they never felt close to their father, more than half (51%) reported that their father was never warm and loving, and 42% reported that they never have a good relationship with their father. The results also suggested that father emotional absence tends to relate more to delinquent behavior, followed by father physical absence, then emotional and physical absence. The highest average scores were found in the violence delinquent behavior, while the lowest average scores were found in the weapons delinquent behavior. The lowest average scores were found among the participants with emotionally and physically absent fathers. Additionally, there were no statistically significant differences in delinquent behavior between father emotional absence, father physical absence, and father emotional and physical absence. 
Conclusion

This study examined the effects of father absence on delinquent behavior of African American males. This study was limited to the honest information provided by the participants. The researcher assumed the participants’ responses to the questionnaire and survey were true and accurate. The researcher further assumed that answers were given with little prejudice and biasness. 

The results suggested that father emotional absence tends to have more of an impact on delinquent behavior, followed by father physical absence, then emotional and physical absence. There were no statistically significant differences in delinquent behavior between father emotional absence, father physical absence, and father emotional and physical absence. It also appears from the results that the males with emotionally and physically absent fathers may have benefited positively from the influence of another male serving as a father figure as evident by the lowest average score found amongst this group. Perhaps if a larger sample size were used, the researcher may have found some statistical significance, especially on the violence delinquent behavior. 
Recommendations 

The males who took part in this study were all African American and were detained at one Regional Youth Detention Center in Georgia. The researcher did not attempt to survey African American males who were not detained in a youth detention center. Future research on this topic should seek participants who have never been detained, as well as males from other ethnic and cultural backgrounds such as Asian Americans, Caucasians Americans, Hispanics Americans, and Native Americans.

Future studies should use random sampling and a larger sample size. Additional follow up with these young men at 1 year, 5 years, 10 years and when they become fathers is recommended. This study should also be conducted at all the Youth Detention Centers in the state of Georgia and compared with this study to establish similarities and/or differences. These results of these studies can be used to develop effective techniques to work with families that do not have the presence of a father. The information will also provide a better understanding of the association between delinquency and father absence which may be used for preventive measures. This same study should be done on a detained and non-detained female population. 
A program that works with young males—perhaps starting in the 6th grade—is recommended. This program can teach them what it means to be committed, involved, and responsible fathers. This would begin the process of keeping males positively involved in the lives of their children. According to the Morehouse Research Institute (1999), to change the development of father absence both nationally and among African Americans in particular will require enduring efforts aimed at all the cultural, economic, political, and social forces that are separating fathers from their children. Fathers and mothers need to be aware of their responsibility to work to build a stronger parenting partnership for the benefit of their children. Mothers are encouraged to develop partnerships with their children’s fathers that permit fathers to establish long-standing and warm relationships with their children.
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Appendix A
Questionnaire and Survey

Fill in the information in the spaces provided. Please answer every question.

WHAT IS YOUR AGE?

______12

______13 

______14 

______15 

______16 

______17 

MY PARENTS ARE: 

______Married, living together 

______Married, living apart 

______Never Married

______Never Married, living together

______Never Married, living apart

______Divorced, neither remarried 

______Divorced, one remarried 

______Divorced, both remarried 

______Mother deceased 

______Father deceased

______Both parents deceased 

Do your parents presently live together? 
Yes

No

If your parents do not presently live together, 

have they ever lived together? 
Yes

No

How long have your parents lived together? 



Never 



1 to 5 years



6 to 10 years



11 to 17 years

Please circle the number that applies to each of the following questions and fill in the blank if needed. Please answer every question.

1. How long has your biological father been physically present in your home? 



Never



1 to 5 years



6 to 10 years



11 to 17 years




Most
All the


Never
Sometimes
of the time
time


1
2
3
4

2. How often do you feel close to your biological father?
1
2
3
4 

3. How often do you feel your biological father is warm 


and loving towards you? 
1
2
3
4

4. Do you have a good relationship with your 


biological father? 
1
2
3
4

5. Is your father absent from your home? 



Yes



No

If yes, why does he not live at home with you? 




Incarcerated




Work-related




Military




Mom’s choice




Father’s choice




Other _______________

6. What type of contact do you have with your biological father? 



None



Visits



Phone calls



Letters or cards



E-mail or video mail



Other _______________

7. How often do you have contact with your biological father? 



Never



Rarely (1 to 3 times a year)



Occasionally (1 to 2 times a month)



Regularly (daily or 2 to 3 times a week)

8. Has any other person filled the role as a father-figure?



Yes



No

If yes, who was this person? 



Uncle



Grandfather



Cousin



Stepfather



Other _______________ 

How long has he filled the role as a father-figure?



1 to 5 years



6 to 10 years



11 to 17 years
Please indicate to what extent you have participated in the activities below. Use the following scale. Please answer every question.



Never
once or
three or
five or 




twice
four times
more times



1
2
3
4

1. How often have you lied to your parents about 


your whereabouts? 
1
2
3
4

2. How often have you runaway from home? 
1
2
3
4

3. How often have you stolen a car? 
1
2
3
4

4. How often have you spent the night away from home without 


permission? 
1
2
3
4

5. How often have you painted graffiti on a house or building? 
1
2
3
4

6. How often have you damage property? 
1
2
3
4

7. How often have you been in a physical confrontation with your 


mother or father? 
1
2
3
4

8. How often have you smoked marijuana? 
1
2
3
4

9. How often have you shoplifted? 
1
2
3
4

10. How often have you stolen more than $50? 
1
2
3
4

11. How often have you burglarize a house or building? 
1
2
3
4

12. How often have you stolen less than $50? 
1
2
3
4

13. How often have you been in a serious physical fight? 
1
2
3
4

14. How often have you seriously injured someone? 
1
2
3
4

15. How often have you taken part in a group fight? 
1
2
3
4

16. How often have you been in a physical fight? 
1
2
3
4

17. How often have you used or threaten someone with a weapon? 
1
2
3
4

18. How often have you pulled a knife/gun on someone? 
1
2
3
4

19. How often have you shot or stabbed someone? 
1
2
3
4

20. How often have you used a weapon in a fight? 
1
2
3
4
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Permission from Commissioner Albert Murray 
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Appendix C
Informed Consent to Participate in Research
Informed Consent to Participate in Research

The purpose of this research is to examine the effects of father absence on the delinquent behavior of African American males. If you participate in this research, you will be asked to provide personal information about yourself and your father and his presence or absence in your life. In addition, you will be asked questions about your delinquent behavior (such as, if you have ever damaged property, used a weapon in a fight, run away from home, lied to your parents about your whereabouts, or smoked marijuana). The answers you provide may trigger some emotions that may be upsetting to you. 

Your participation will take approximately 20 to 30 minutes of your time.

Your participation in this research is strictly voluntary. You may refuse to participate at all, or choose to stop your participation at any point in the research, without fear of penalty or negative consequences of any kind. 

The information and data you provide for this research will be treated confidentially, and all raw data will be kept in a secure file by the researcher. Results of the research will be reported as aggregate summary data only, and no individually identifiable information will be presented.

You also have the right to review the results of the research if you wish to do so. A copy of the results may be obtained by contacting the researcher at the address below:

Alvin Sutherland, Jr.


538 Industrial Boulevard, North

Dallas, GA 30132-8353

There are no direct or immediate benefits from your participation in this research. However, the results of the research may lead to more effective ways to help you and other adolescents who grow up with an absent father. 

I, _


__________________________, have read and understand the foregoing information explaining the purpose of this research and my rights and responsibilities as a participant. My signature below designates my consent to participate in this research, according to the terms and conditions outlined above.

Signature






     Date



Print Name







Appendix D
Parent or Guardian Informed Consent Form 

Parent or Guardian Informed Consent Form
The purpose of this research is to examine the effects of father absence on the delinquent behavior of African American males. I am seeking your permission to allow your son to participant in this study. This study will explore the delinquent activities in which adolescent males sometimes engage. Your son’s participation will involve completing a series of questions that will take 20-30 minutes.

Your son will be asked to provide personal information about himself and his father and his father’s presence or absence in his life. In addition, he will be asked questions about his delinquent behavior (such as, if he has ever damaged property, used a weapon in a fight, run away from home, lied to his parents about his whereabouts, or smoked marijuana). 

The questionnaire may trigger some emotions that may be upsetting to your son concerning his father. I will let you know if this is the case and can refer you to a licensed therapist if needed. 

If you choose to approve his participation in this study, his name and his responses to the questionnaire will be kept confidential at all times. Your son will not be asked to identify himself by name or number on any forms; therefore, the researcher will not be able to track responses back to him. Your son may withdraw from the study at any time if he chooses to do so. In addition, there will be no loss of privileges or penalties imposed if your son wishes to withdraw. You also have the right to review the results of the research if you wish to do so. A copy of the results may be obtained by contacting the researcher at the address below:

Alvin Sutherland, Jr.


538 Industrial Boulevard, North

Dallas, GA 30132-8353

There are no direct or immediate benefits from your son’s participation in this research. However, the results of the research may lead to more effective ways to help your son and other adolescents who grow up with an absent father. 

I, _


__________________________, have read and understand the foregoing information explaining the purpose of this research and my rights and responsibilities as a parent. My signature below designates my consent for my son to participate in this research, according to the terms and conditions outlined above.

Print Your Son’s Name








     

Your Signature





     Date



Print Your Name











Appendix E
Instruction Sheet for Administration of the Questionnaire and Survey

Instruction Sheet for Participants

1. You are provided with three forms—a consent form, a questionnaire, a survey—and a pencil.

2. Please follow along as I read the consent form. Feel free to ask any questions if something is unclear to you.
3. For confidentiality reasons, please do not put your name or any other personal information on any of the sheets that may link you to this survey. 

4. If there are any questions, I will answer them for you.

5. If you fully understand and agree with the consent form, please print your name, sign it, and date it. 

6. Put that away now and proceed to complete the questionnaire and survey. 
7. When you are finished, place all the forms and the pencil in this envelope on the table. 
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