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Abstract

Fathers, fathering and fatherhood have been the subjects of much contempdehate and

investigation. The studyad I A Ya | YR NB@ BforiddKy the dzdsting Bodyyola 6 S
fatherhood research which has been, predominantly, constructed and underiakefation toan

Wdzy LINPOf SYFGAO y2N¥YQ 2F FIFLGKSNK22RI Ay 6KAOK Al
This study, thereforesoughtto explore¢ through a series of ten case studiefathers, everyday

fatheringl YR y2GA2ya 2F W3I2NRF FA dIsSrdBizgdsRNe sfudy ok y Wy 2
relational approach, drawing on the perspectives of fathers, mothers and childrecognition of

the potential of each family member to deepen and broaden understandings of fathers, fathering

and fatherhad.

Findings highlight the common and divergent ways in which fathers and fathering were understood,
SELISNASYOSR YR WR2ySQ 020K $6AGKAY IyR 0S0G6SSy 1
meanings and concepts which are emgged with fathering pretices wee also revealedThe study

hasfurthera K2 gy GKI G WFIFYAf& RAALXFIE@Q A& | dzaSFdz (22
Y2(0GA2Yy adfatRefhood ZAKR I (G KS f Sy aheddue phabdd vipoWw Ry RMVEILEE $ & Q3
F I ( K S MHKagherRkribthers ancthildren in normative contexts vsademonstratedThis study

has also contributedew and nuanced understandingsegistingwork otPA Y G A Yl S T G KSNK
showing that intimate fathering practices are those which can be claimed as fatl{eathgr than

parenting more generally) and are characterised by communication and muthatityeen fathers

and children Through such intimati&atheringpractices family members felt that fathers and

children were able to nurture and sustain close rislaships.
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Chapter One: Introduction

When | embarked upon my doctoral study, | did not intend to undertake a project which

LINEOf SYFGAASR O2yGSEGa 2F Wy2NXNIFGADBS Tl GKSNK22RC
GKAOK 61 & F20dzaSRX NI (G KSNJ Y2 NEB higathps Oad arised asfah 8 = 2 Y
FNBF F2NJ FdzidzZNB NB&SFNOK FTNRY (GKS [ SOSNXKdzZ YS ¢ NI
project, led by Professor Peter Jack$®B09) As | engaged with the fatherhood literature over the
O2dzNAES 2F Yé TFANRG &@SIFNJ2F &dddzReéz L 61 & AYyONBLl aa
fathers and fathering, ndeast because a child is entirely necessary if someone is going to be a
FIOKSNY L ¢l a Ffaz2 aidNdbzO|1 oe& GKS NBFfAdGe GKFGZ ¢
2OSNBKSEYAyIte 0SSy 6AGKAY WLINEepafatowfathering SRQ 02 y (i &
young fathers, fathers in prison and so on. Such research foci were, and are, undoubtedly serving to

create important impacts in political and institutional spheres, whilst also highlighting and improving

the experiences of fathers, childrenéfamilies. | was, however, increasingly conscious of the way

such research positioned itself in relation tp@sumeddzy LINR 6 £ SYI G§A O O2y GSEG Ay
FIKSNK22RQ YAIK(G 06S dzyRSNERG22R (2 WedzaAald KI LILISYC
G2 a02LAYy3I (GKS FFrGKSNK22R fAGSNI GdzNB 6AGK GKA&
which led me towad a multiperspective study which explored fathering practices within and

0S50i6SSy O2yiSEGa 2F GKS LINB&adzYSR Wdzy LINROf SYI (A OC
times when | have doubted this decision. | came to feel that the impact agenda whini,dpinion,

characterises contemporary academia, prefers social research to provide immediate, tangible and
measurable outputs which, in some way, improve the lives of those who experience inequalities, or

draw attention to the inequalities they experiendBut the lives of the mitle-Of | 84X Wy 2 NX I (G A €
T I Y A-iwhe®ia Csituated my researchare not widely regarded as plagued by inequalities. At

least not to the extent that other contexts might be. As such, | always felt a little uncomfortable

about the research, as though it was somehow sadfulgent, or lackd any practical utility. Such

worries did not dissipate until | was fortunate enough to attend the Centre for Research on Families

and Relationships conference in Edinburgh in 2016, particutzlitey note speeches of emeritus

Professor David Morgan and Professor Julia Brannen. Within their addresses, they argued the

following:

G¢KS FrLYAf@ LINFOGAOSa 2F (KS StAGS KSfLI RSTA)
YFEAYGEAYSRX¢ 2exdusion Wa ha todoBkGihttie fractices of the excluders, as
gStf a (K2asS 6K2 I NBE SEOf dzZRSR®d¢

(Morgan, 2016)



G2 S y S SR withif faniily jelSpedtive as well as a between family perspective when
f221Ay3 Fd AySliddtArdteos

(Brannen, 2016)

| drew confidence from these insights, which helped me to frame my understandwlgydf

undertook this project and constructed the research as | did. Ultimately, the thesis demonstrates

that fathering in the culturally idealised coigi 2 ¥ Wi KS ys2hddctetdsad®d$ FI YA L & Q
AySlidzk t AGASAS AG Aad RADGSNEStE WR2YySQ yR SELISNRS
W322R FILGKSNK22RQ Ay (KSasS O2yGSEGa Y2dzZ Ra 620K

families.

This thesistherefore,builds on the work of contemporary fatherhood scholars, in particular Esther
5SNX20G I yR KSNimatgFathabdofaons)tirough2t\Nekplotétion ohow

fathers, mothers and childreim normative contextsnake sense of and contribute to constructions
of contemporan¥ 3 2f&hRrhoodhrough the practices, relationships and displays of their

everyday family lives.

The relational approach of this projeatéches the understanding of fathers, fetring and

fatherhood throughrecognition ofthe intra and intergenerational significanoé fathersand its

inclusion of fathers, mothers and children in the research. In contrast to the predominance of

parental vaces in the extant literature on fathers and fathering, this thesis has shown that children

are not the passive recipients of fathering, but that fathers, motterdchildren contribute actively

to the negotiation off I (1 K S NE Q A RafhefiighrachicBsiandirefdrnt thelr experiences of
TIGKSNBE Ay NBflI A2y G2 y2idA2ya 2F w3a22R Tl G§KSNK?

CIriKSNESE Y2G0KSNE FyR OKAf RNBYsS (KtbetiBpragngBfz £ f LI
fathering, negotiating their pdrayals of fathersfatheringand fatherhoodthrough their interviews

in relation to inter and intragenerational relationships and power relations over time. Through their

displays, family members were ablejtstify their experiences of compromised fathering relative to

their ideds, without challenging their understandings of the contemporary fathers they lived with as

W322R FIOGKSNAQO®

[daly

badidAzya 2F W3I22R FIFIUIKSNK22RQ |yR K2g (KSasS I NB

be both individually interpreted and displayed, amthibedded in familial, relationalj$torical and

cultural contextsWithin the contexts explored through KA & a (i dzR&é > W3I22R FI (1 KSNXK

with father involvement, the most valued aspect of which was intimate father involvement.

However, thigi KSa A & T dzNI RSN NE @K SINK 2RKRRIQE WH y20 a2YSiK,
2



SELISNASYOSR Ay | dzyAT2NY gl & 0SiG6SSy 2N 6AGKAY
commonalities and divergences within and between families which reflect the multipéanimgs

and practices which overlap, and are entangled with, fathers and fathering. Such multiplicity is

reflected in how fathers and fathering adisplayedoy family membershrough theresearch

process.

The structure of the thesis is as follov@hapterTwo scopes the salient literature on family and

fathers,in orderto defineand provide a detailed rationale fony research focus and approach. |
AYAGALEEE LINRBOARS |y 20SNUASS 2F K2 WOHKS FlLYAEE
and theorised.Building on this review, | arguérdtly, that a relational, practice based approach to

the exploration of fathers and fathering will be taken. Sedgyndcontendthat what | construct as

GKS Wy2NXIGAGS Tl YAT &Q dicontextd tahily ieNd wiestednii || G dza | & (K
O2y GSYLRNINE a20ASiASad LG Aa G(GKAa O2yGSEG Ay ok
to scope the broad ranging literature on fathers. From thésglethat fathers, mothers and

OK A f R NSB yiees arelJ&litand i@ c@ssary in explorations of fathers and fathering. | conclude

this chapter with my research aim and questions.

In Chapter Three, my rationale for the methodology and methods used in the research and an
account of the research process bexperienced it are offered. Reflexive discussion of my decisions
and experiences permeate this chapter and are situated within the extant literature pertaining to

multi-perspective families research.

Chapters Four, Five, Six and Senagort on the firdings from the researciChapter Fouaddresses

LI NByiaQ LISNOSLIA2Yy&a yR 002dzyia 2F AYyGSNESYSNI
AYy@2t @SYSYGiQ Aa akKzgy G2 0S OSydaNrt G2 LI NByidaQ
generatonal difference. In Chapter Fiyéhe gendered division of labour between parents is

detailed, including how parents justified and experienced the negotiation of paid work, domestic

labour and childcare. In doing swtions of father involvement are shown to be consied

differently between generations of fathets / 2 Y G SYLI2 NI NB Fl G KSNAQ RANBOI
fAGSazr NIGKSNI GKIY R2YS&AGAO t1F062dzNJ 2NJ LI AR g2NJ 3
constructions of contemporary fltS NB Q A y @ 2 f r@RcyrSigetaide variéuls wairs3n

whicheveryday fatheringvas intersected by temporal issudsgoes on to show how fathehild

interactions could bexperienced in particular ways, which promotesdiational closeness between

fathers and children. Fally, ChapteSeverexplores how such relational closeness between fathers

and children was understood and experienced by fathers, mothers and children over the course of

OKAf RNBYyQa OKAf RK2 2 Ra ® -child rel&tiandnips dndiiw théichaingin§ T £ dzA RA (



experience of relational closeness between fathers and children was associated with changing

fathering practices over time.

Chapter Eightiraws together the key findings and reflects on the strengths and limitations of the

project. It goen to situate the key findings in relation to the extant literature and#hé dzR & Q &

research aim and questions. In assessing the contribution of this thesis to the fatherhood discipline, |
argue that family display is a useful tool for unpicking the compleli @ 2 F y2GA2ya 2F w3
and how these come to be reflected in everyday fathering practices@msakapethe experiences of

fathersin normative contextsLasly, this thesis concludes wittomesuggestions fofuture

research.



Chapter Two: Literature Review

This literature review takes the form of a narrative revi@eah, Papaioannou and Sutton, 2012)

GKAOK ySOSaalNARte AyOfdzRSa GKS RSAONR L@Grank8& | YR 6
Booth, 2009:97)Within this method there is no explicit requirement or intent to systematically

review all of the available literature in relation to the subject matter, and a varietyvefrsk sources

may be used to inform the review proce&rant and Booth, 20090 ¢ KA & YSGK2R aSS1a
what has ben accomplished previously, allowing for consolidation, for building on previous work,

F2NJ adzYYFGA2y>Y F2N I @2ARAY3I RdzLX (GAhnt & Bodtfk | YR F2 NJ
2009:97) Current research literature relating to fatherhood is poorly collated and ditssiplinary

cross referencing of findings is scarce. Mateg any analysis or synthesis from current knowledge is

highly compleXLewis and Lamb, 20Q7)herefore, the decision to conduct a narrative review is

justified in this context.

The literature used has been sourced through an incremental and iterative process, based initially on
expert recommendon of seminal sources and then obtaining further literature from reference lists

and additional publications by similar authors. Attendance at academic conferences and study

groups helped to further clarify my framing of the research area and the cukrewledge base.

Key words and phrases pertaining to the subject area were used in combination with citation

searches that were informed by my initial reading to source information from electronic

OAOGE A23INI LIKAO RIFGF Ol &aSa NXy IINBwdh PepgdalindzSandNS F S NNB R
Sutton, 2012)

The primary focus of this review is fatie However, | first discuss the nature of family and how this

KIFa 0SSy @INAR2dzate O2yOSLIidza t AaSR YR GKS2NAT SR
GKNRdAK (KS AyadAddziazy 27F Wi KS3Morgany®IeTle | Yy R { KNZE
OKFLIISNI §KSYy O2yaARSNB K2g GKS fAGSNI Gdz2NB LISNI | A

of family and family life.

Consequently, it is argued that there is limitaoderstanding oRA NE Ol ONAR GAljdzS 2F Wit
FIOKSND gAGKAY GKS T G§KSNXK?22R fafhéritigprddticesieNE > | Yy R A
experienceduy individual fathers, mothers or children and how thelate to cultural ideals of

fatherhood This finding was used to define the research aim and questions addressed by the

research project.



[ 2y OSLIidzt t AaAYy3d WGKS FFYATeEQ

Family is an intangible noun. We take its existence for granted, yet it has been subject to much

theorising and it is, semanticgllinherently provocativéMcCarthy, 20120 ¢ 2 y2YA Yyl A &S A
FILYATf@Q IAPSEA NRAS G2 (GKS y2iA2y GKFG AG Aa +y ¢
feasibly mappedMorgan, 1996)Certainly, functionalists have sought to understand family in such
institutional terms. The functionalist argument, however, forms one terminus on the spectrum of

how family might be understood. B¢rs have argued that a unilateral definition of family, or a

perception of it as a timeless inflexible structure is no longer accurate, if it were ever, and that family
YAIKG 06Sad 06S dzy RSNA ((®@dan, i9geNRopgdstiorkt@functidnalisnh @ WR 2 y ¢
KIa 0SSy FaaSNISR GKFd GKS y2GA2y 22Sivadd YAf&Q A3
Smart, 19993s it evokes sentiments of specifically named participants groupedhegét a

hierarchical structure and servés reinforce normative ideals about intimate relationshif@nart,

2007) BeckGernsheim(2002; 200132 Sa +a FINJ I a G2 | daSamifial 6 KIFIG (K€
FrYAt QS a oKIG ¢S 1ySe¢ G2 0SS FlLYAfe KAAG2NAOI
Therefore, it has beeargued that conceptualising the broad and diverse relationships of personal

life, rather than focussing diamily relationships, may foster understanding of the true complexity

of our relational connections to one anoth@mart, 2007)Whatever position on this spectrum is

adopted, how family is understood is fundamental to its exploratidrerefore, his first section of

the review takes broad brush, rather than an exhaustive, approach to consideringyfalm doing

so, it demonstrates the cultural relevanceWfi fisrdilyd & 'y ARSFf X GKS STFSOGACL
LIN} OG6AO0SaQ +ta | G22f F2NJ dzyRSNBUGIFIYRAY3 FrYAt& (F
considering family practices in a relational veaythat their cultural dimensions and varied

intersections might be brought to light.

Structurad¥ dzy Ot A2yt Adald RSFAYAUGA2YyA | yR Odz GdzNI )
Structural functionalism was the dominiasociological approachised to understand family

throughout Western industrialised societies inthe niidd Sy 6 A SG K OSy (G dzNE® C2NJ Fdz
is a social institution, existing to fulfil social functions which ensure the proper running of the social
system(Parsons and Bales, 1956; Cheal, 20B@jther individuals are constrained through social

norms and values to voluntarily fulfil their familial functions and to ensure the replication of the

same norms and values in the next generafiBnott, 2009)Family, therefore, is coritited by

people fulfilling particular roles which, if properly enacted, contribute to the success and harmony of

GKS a20A1f aeadsSyYyo Ly GKA& s6l&s WGKS FLYAt&Q ¥Fdf
also the needs of sociefCheal, 2002) + | NA 2dzA Fdzy Ol A2ya 2F WIiKS Tl YA
LINE RdzOGA2Y |yR OFNBE 2F OKAfRNBYS>Z AyOfdzZRAy3I OKAfF



they will play, and statuses theyilithold, in society as adults. A further function concerned the
development of close relationships so that such roles might be successfully embedded, ensuring

social harmony and individual sélfiflment (Ribbens McCarthy and Edwards, 2011)

UnderpinningF dzy OG A2y I f Ad0G GKS2NRAaAy3d Aa GKS y2G4A2y (KI
family life. Arising from the observations Parsons made of white, middle class families from the

United States (USA) in the rigdentieth century, middle class nuaefamilies were asserted to be

GKS O2NYySNEG2YS 2F a20Alt KI NI 2tweatidth ety BHtaindzOf S NJ
as a result of two earlier economic trends. First, migration of nuclear, rather than extended, family

units toward industialised centres during the industrial revolution in order to work; though there is

also evidence to suggest that such families were often reconstituted and negotiated for the mutual
0SYSTFALG 2F LI NIAOALN yiGa (SHaanySmart, 109GetoSdrte Ay G KSA N
IANRPGUK 2F (GUKS WK2dzaSK2fR ¢l 3SQop ! K2dzaSK2f R ¢ 38
a man, and enabled him to support his family without the neadther family members to also be
economically active, as had been necessary iAqutastrial timegGittins, 1993)Aligned with these

trends, Parsons and Bal@956:315)tipulated that:

AF GKS ydzOf SFNJ FIFYAfe O2yaraida Ay | RSTAYSR
adult, and their immediate children, the male adult will play the role of instrumental leader

and the female adult will plathe role of expressive leadér.

Finley and Schwar{2006)outline the malenstrumentalrole as engaging with the public world of

work, protecting families and undertaking the disciplining of children: by contrast the female
expressiveole involves taking responsibility for the care of children and the domestic sphere.

Parsons and Bales further envisaged that each individual woubdtreinto a nuclear family and

would leave it only to take up a gendered role in their own nuclear unit as an @hdal, 2002)Iin

addition to the clearly defined gendered division of labour with functionalist approach, there is

also a dispensation within the functionalist model toward the promotion of heterosexual conjugal
relationships which bear children. Moreover, the legal reification of such relationships (but not other
intimate partner$ips) through marriage, coupled with stringent divorce legislation, reflected the
cultural endorsement of the middle class nuclear family as the perceived optimal, and indeed

Wy I GdzNJ f Q3 02 y (i S-hvéntihfcenttily(THedl, 2002)Through aXuictiahdi€ Y A R
lens, therefore, the indefectible family contains a heterosexual, married parental dyad, who are
middle class and live in coresidence with their own children. Such meaningeward up with the

ARSI 2F WiKS ydzOt SINI FIFYAtTt@Q FYyRXZ AYRSSRI O2yaia



The ethnocentric observations and homogenising theories of functionalists have, however, been
comprehensively critique@Reiss, 1965)The predominance of the nuclear family within 1950s and

Mpc nQa ¢S a {MeREE, 1902 CetviS, 200 abined with thedealisationof middle class

nuclear familiedby functionalists, gave rise to the notion that thréddle classiuclear family was the

Wyl GdzNI £ Q FLFLYAf& YR AYQ@AlGSR eir¢olerencaiitBara YSyd 2 7F A
deviance from such an idealisati@@illis, 1996; Silva and Smart, 1999; Edwards, Mccarthy and

Gillies, 2012)Yet, the mietwentieth century represented an unusual period of conformity in family

formation within western industrialised societi€€heal, 2002)Such conformity, it has been argued,

should be seen as an aberrant example within a history of fluidity, diversity and discontinuity in

family formation over timgLaslett, 1983; Gillis, 1996ather than as a reflection of the

Wyl GdzNI fySaaQ 2F GKS ydzOf SIENJ FFYAfedd ! NAaAy3a FNE
&4 WK 2 dan Sgppdcid@siyied to allow exploration of family diversity because it did neot pre

suppose the composition of famili@gthin households. Morgafi1996) however considered that
AYGSNIgAYAY3I FlLYAtE YR K2dzZaSK2f R Y20AfAaSR GKS
enshrouded by the household and considered unworthy of sociological concern. Similarly, others

asserted the need to distinguish famijB ¥ K2 dza SK2f RX 0SOlF dzaS WFlF YAf & Q
FYR YIYyAFSada | a LI NIA QabsonsadPahe 2083ReFerthelBsg, thg 3 Q O 2 NE
interchangeabilityof family and household continues to have contemporary salience in the United

Kingdom (UK), where change in the composition of families within households is routinely tracked

over time(Edwards, Mccarthy and Gillies, 2012)

Two further significant criticisms of functionalism have also been levied. The first arises from its

assertion thatsocial norms and values are unproblematically reproduced between generations and

change only in response to societal need. In contrast, JA9&8:1)has argued that this underplays

the agency of individuals/aR G KF G GKSNB A& | ySSR (2 aO2yidSYLX |
O2YLX SYSy(dFNAGe 2F O2yilAydzAade FyR OKFIy3aS Ay GKS
the notion of social harmony, and tmaiddle class’ dzZOf S NJ FF YA f @ Qad LIYNDSA OSSR
which did not reflect on social inequiiRibbens McCarthy and Edwards, 2014 particular, the

division of labour along gendered lines has been robustly critiqued by feminist theorists who see it
asgenerding potentiallydamaging inequalities in botthomestic and public life for womei®akley,

1976; Somerville, 2000; Ribbens McCarthy and Edwards, .284d) inequity, it has been argued,

also extends to children. Within a functionalist frame, children are positioned as ssvpa

recipients of norms and values which they absorb from their parents, not as active #@eotsrup

et al, 1994) Through such conceptual separation of children from adults, prejudicial perceptions of,

YR 0SKI@A2dzNE (26 NRZ GCKFFRMIS RK I & ankesS Ny ISd @2 yi BA



1993:103) Children have, consequently, become subsunvétin the family(James and James,
2004) The largely uncritical valorisation of gendered and generational distinctions posed by
functionalists, therefore, limits understanding of the complvays in which gender is constructed

and experienced within, and beyond family fRRalph, 2016)

Through such criticismthe notion that themiddle classwuclear family might be the cornerstone of
a20ALtf 2NRSNJ Aa GKNRgy Ayd2 ljdSadiazyo {2 (22 Aa
fA1SQ YIe aSNWBS (2 LINBY23GS dzy RS NHatiskeyeRddysthe 2 T K2 g
importance of gender and generation as social structures which intersect and interact to constitute

family and family life. Nevertheless, the continued demographic prevalence of the nuclear family

form amongst families with children sontemporary Britain, lends the nuclear family ongoing

cultural relevance and staty$&illis, 1996; Edwards, Mccarthy and Gillies, 2012)

Themiddle clasy dzOf S| NJ FF YAt & Aa IAQGSYy OdzZf GdzNF £ adl ddza
of family. Thidgtandard modeQin developed western cultural contexts, has been typifisdhe

W/ 2Ny Tt 1S aMadadZoR B)R powdrfiy duftudal image of what family lié@ouldlook

like and against which we reference how we live our lj¢&#is, 1996; Morgan, 2011Gillis calls

4dzOK NBFTSNByilGaz F3arAyald oKAOK GKS FlLYAftASa 6S f A
Morgan(2011:3F G KS adlyRINR Y2RSft 2F FLYAt& fAFS AYy 65
FIOKSNI YR (62 OKAfRNBY:S 2yS o628 yR 2yS 3ANI o¢
gender normativity and understandings of intergenerational relatiopshvhich Parsons theorised

are alluded to. Such imagery, Morgé®96)contends, also evokes notions of respectability and
conventionality which allude to the mille classes. As noted, Parsons focussed his research on the
YARRfS OfraasSa FyR GKS2NASa KS LINRPLRAaSR gSNBE O2y
Of aa ydzOf SINJ FIFYAf2Qr GKSNBEFT2NBEI A& SYOSRRSR Ay
modg Q | IFAyad 6KAOK FlLIYAEASE I NB YSIadaNBRe® LG Aa
YARRES Ofl daaz ydzOf SI NI FILYAf&@ A& KSYOST2NIK NBTSN

Despite comprehensive critigue and a broad acceptance of its theoreticatshangs, therefore,

there is a cultural legacy of functionalist thinking which permeates colleatidendividual
understandings and experiences of family life. Nevertheless, a concept of family as a fixed entity is
not helpful in simultaneously extrapetting what family is and how it might be variously experienced
by individual family members and between different familigkrgan, 1996, 1999, 2011Further, it
permits the perception that family diversity might be indicative of decline or deviance from a
LISNDSA PSR Wall v R (GIR 098 SilvatydlShatNIDIO; Edwadsadng and
Gillies, 2012)



Family Practices and the interplay between structure, agency and culture
Morgan(1996)postulates that by looking damily practceswe might better understand how

individuals are positioned and interact within families, and, through this, how the household

interacts with the economy and vice versa. For Mor(2011:3)i KSNBE A& ay2 &adzOK (KA
CYAf&@Qs¢ Nidéa® § NIWG K S NBUIIEEUpEo this, Bughebiiitidat we live

family lifein relationto our idea of family. A focus on family practices serves to draw emphasis away

from the idea of family and family relationships as fixed or idealised, toward what individual families

WR2 QX ¢KI G 0KAiamighSchayige &r bé maiktaifie@ aver tinfe and sp@dergan,

1996,20119 WCI YA f(B99%argees NHestyiRSNAG22R Ay | R2SOGAGIE (S

comes about through thdoingof family; through family practices.

In addition to the sense of activity which characterises a practice based approach, family practices

link the perspectives of observer aadtor in understanding family. MorgdA011)assertghat the

WNBFE @FtdzSQ 2F | LINI OGAOS olF&aSR | LIINRIFOK fASa A
practices from fungonalism, wherein the perspectives of the observer are privileged. Further, there

Ada | aSyasS 2F GKS WSOSNERI&EQd 2KAfald WMEEGSNERI &Q
2004 G2 FNB LISNIAYSYyd G2 FrYate LINFOGAOSa® CANA
are widely experienced between individual families and, to semstent, transcend the differences

AY FlLYAfe tAFS 0SiGo6SSy FlLYAtASaow {SO2yR> GKIF G ad
aSSYAy3fte YdzyRIyST (GKSe& KF@S | Wil 1Sy F2NJ INI yiS¢
unworthy of commen{Morgan, 20119 ¢ KSNBE Aa +faz2 | WwasSyaS 2F GKS
time ordered fashion which may be daily, weekly, monthly, annually and so on. Such regularity may

occur within individual families or be shared between famailidext, Morgari2011)describes a

YwaSyasS 2 Targue ttzr fRilyiiS flexdbly toBstructed and so too, therefore, are family

practices. Family practices may, interchangeadisyfood practices, gendered practices, class

LIN} OGAOSazx LI NBYylGAy3dI LN OGAOSaE FYyR a2 2y3s 0SSOI dz
g GSND2f evdetdn ROLIK).Y (0 €

The last premise which Morggh996)sugges & | a AYUINAYyaA O (2 WFFYAf& LN
and biography. Practices are, to some extent-getermined or prevalidated by personal, legal,

economic and cultural definitions and experiences in ways which structure, but do not entirely

determine, personal experiences. Personal biographies and social histories, therefore, contribute to

WR 2 A YIgdnd, Moroga1996)argues, interplay between such dimensions may be explored using
WFFYAEf & LINI OGAOSaQd hyS &dzOK & 2eé Mbrgan(B86NHzO (i dzZNB & K
LISNOSAGSE FlLYAfE& LINFOGAOSE (2 6S AYSEGNAOLo6t& f A
obscuring, constructing, or modifying gesrddeology and vice versi&lorgan(1996)contends that
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the gendered identities of ‘mother' and 'father’ are nurtured within families environment and carry

influence beyond the realms of family.y G KA & ¢l &3 WiKS FlFLYAfedQ 06S02YS
and, despite differences in the structure of individual famitied changes in the experience of

family life over time gendered identities often remain. Therenis innate and fixed social power

attached to biologically defined gender, rather the empowerment or powerlessness of any individual

is associated with personal and cultural gendered expectations. &quettations may, therefore,

result in powerlessnessNd SYLR2 6 SN¥Y Sy i o06S0OldzaS 2F Iy AYRADARdzZ f
divergence from how it is perceived that thslyould liveas much as how thego live. That is, there

is interplay between the social structure of gender and how the individgaht interacs with,

perceivesand contributes to such structurémportantly, such interpretations arénot solely

defined by past and present constructs and constraints, but by potentialities and images of the

future" (Morgan 1996:92)Similarly Smart(2007)emphasises the embeddedness of tradition,

memory, biography, relaticality and imaginary in family life (as well as within personal life more

generally). Through this, she highlights the importance of taking a relational approach in

understanding how some practices come to be privileged, or to prevail, over others in aydifed

and, therefore, come to be culturally relevant, or to reflect ongoing cultural relevaiid&in this
approachyelationshipsare posed- & | 1 S@ &0 NHzOG dzNA y 3 T &hblh,dzZNB Ay LIS
2011) Relational sociology, it is arguedemangl y +y I f @ GAOFf F20dza 2y aySi;
FYR AYGSNIOlAzya o0Sis6SSy | Ol 2(NabxXaDK 11aFurtheimoteNB YA & SF
{YFNIQa 62N] LNROSARSE | YStya GKNRdAdAK gKAOK (KS
understandings may be explored. There is, therefore, a duality to practices which isutexsbiy

AAYdzZ GFyS2dzate WR2AYy3IQ FrLYAf& gKAfad aBaky {Ay3 |
2007:38) Like Morgan (1996), however, Smg007:47)notes that it is important to remember that

GLIS2 LI S NBEIFGS (2 SI OK 2 i Kafebat the/samieSideS bidtld RA FFSNBYy
relational approach, whilst usa for conceptualising the interplay between culture and practices, is

also intersected by gender, social class and sdrotiis way, a relational ontology does not

presuppose equality or sameness within relationships does it refute the notion thatome

relationships hold greater significance than oth@&abb, 2011)Family relationships, therefore, are

dzy Aljdz§ Ay GKF QG (KS&FmiyNBA QAL DG b rdilgaReInBesS 85 YR 2 ¥ ¥ 3

| 2yaSlidsSyates I NBtFGA2Yy It F20dza 2y Wadkhe T YAf &¢

networks of connections and interconnections between individual agents within the family

Morgan(1996; 2011 palso highlights time and space as important for the exploration of family
practices. Ingold@2007)has argued that time and space are the basis of experiaacelationships

are lived out over time and within spaces, and individual experiesite movement through and

11



perceptions of bodies in spaces over time. Indeed, S2009)has argued that time ihe means by

GKAOK &a20AFf AYGSNIOGA2ya 06S0O02YS YdzyRIYyS |yR WS¢
Syidly3at SR 6AGK GAYS FyR aL} OS GKNRdzZAK FEYAf& LINI
both public and private space, butthe ideaoffarh @ A G KAY LI NI A Odzf F NJ &4 LJ OS:
NB A FA@organ 20199 | LI NI A Odzt | NI WO 2 y (HndjadsbciatesSMR F A OS Q
FILYAf@ Aa WGKS K2YSQo

Home is where everyday family life is lived out; it may be a single building, a town or a country

(Morgan, 1996) It is suffused with and embedded within past, present, and future understandings of

family. It carries symbolic and emotional meaning as well as being materially manifest. In this way,

home embodies family and family relationships, and isrgimeaning through the family practices

which take place within and outside of it. It is also temporally significant, being associated with life
SoSyGa &adzOK Fa WtSI @Ay MorgahYIeEurtieMiomeasgivehd Ay 2 =
LI NI A Odzf F NJ a1 f ASyOS F2NJ GKS LINRGIGS g2mMNI R 2F Wik
industrialised western societidScott, 2009)Its doors are the physical boundargttveen public

and private space; home shapes the intersubjective doing of family between such gdacgan,

2011) Divisions between public and private life may, however, be blurred when the family home is

also a jace of work and vice verg&eymour, 2007)

'a y2U0SRX FFYAf@ LINFOGAOSEA FINB Syidly3aftSR gAlK 2
spatial locations which xSy R 0 S @ 2 Y BeyWouk O 20K Y GSNALFtAGe 27
form, contents and location, as well as the experience of family life within the home, are further

entangled with social clagS$cott, 2009)Morgan(1996) however, also highlights the importance of

social class in stratifying familiesahdY At @ f AFS Y2NB 3IASySNIrffteod IS RS
and, more specifically, paternal employment predominate within definitions of class as well as

KAIKE AIKGAY I LI NOAOdz I NJ WOf  aaSR FFYAf& LINI OGAOS
eJSNERI® o0lFaArad C2NJ SEFYLX SS aNBaLlSOGlof SéX YARR
quiet in public space@lorgan 1996:128)Further, Gils (1996)has argued that the mythologizing of

cultural ideals of family life is, primarily, a middle class occupation. StrivMAMtNNE NJ G KS Wadl y
Y2RSEtQ 2F FlLYAfe GKNRdZAK GKS LINI OGAOSamiddleF SOSNEF

classfamily project.

In summary aelational,family practice based approach permits exploration of famuilgl family life
which congers diversity, fluidity and complexity within families as well as how families are stratified
by and contribute to social structures and cultural ideals (such as the normative family). Such an

approach illuminates the interplay between structure and ageand emphasises the importance of
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both individual and collective experiences of family. Consequently, | opted to utilise family practices

as the conceptual basis for this project to shed light on both the relational complexity of family life

and the meaings of family. Given that gender, class, time and space are highlighted by Morgan

(1996)as key intersections in family life, an approach which allowed exptorafi these was also

considered essentiallhe entanglement of the middle classes and nuclear family forms with

contemporary and functionalist idealisations of family provided a rationale for turning attention to

adzOK Wy 2NXI GA @GS T apHidafappfHackid therdzbilick Eabl@so deended 2 3 NJ
ySOSaal NE Ay 2NRSNI G2 SELX 2NB GKS &A3IYATFTAOLFLYyOS 2
capture individual and collective experiences of family, however, the question of whose experiences

andwhich family relationshiparerequiredand valid is raised.

Intra and intergenerational family relationships

Gender and intragenerational relationships
Although it has been argued that gender is largely insignificant as a social structure in contemporary

western societiegBeck and Beeternsheim, 2002ender normativity haslso been argued to
prevailin such contextslespitevarying degrees of aspiratidgoward gender equalityMorgan,

1996) Gendered separation between parents is felt to predispose fathers to the public world of
work and, in some way, preclude them from full engagement (that is, a maternal level of

engagement) in the private world of the h@nand family life.

Frequently, father involvement in family life is, and has been, measured in relation to maternal

Ayo2t @SYSy (i FNA&aAYy3d FNRY | NBaSINOK F20dza 2y Wik
(Norman and Elliot, 2015)ndeed, Gillis (1996:180) argues that contemporary interest hefatis

Y2 Y2NB 4MNBRAIOGa@FE 2dzNJ LINB20O0dzZLI GA2Yy 6AGK Y2UKSI
that contemporary aspirations toward gender equality have not translated into the practices of

everyday family life. Rather, mothers undertake signifitamore unpaid labour than do fathers

and, where they do undertake paid work, are more likely to reduce their hours of paid work once

they become parentéSullivan, 2000; Burnedt al., 2010; Schober, 2013y he lattereality points to

parenthood as a particularly significant intersection in the construction and experience of gender.
Nevertheless, there is a lack of critical exploration of what maternal involvement in the domestic

sphere is constituted byr in relation to(Miller, 2011a) Underlying this representation of father

Ayo2t @SYSy i Ay NBtFGAZ2Y (2 Wil 1Sy F2N aANIyiSRQ Y

the sense that:

oFathers occupy a very modest place in our symbolic uniavesys at the threshold of

family life, never at its centre. Men pay for their autonomy by remaining strangers in their
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own homes. Perceived as liminal figures, fathers sonestiappear threatening, but usually
they are just out of place, rather ridiculous in the domestic setting...Our culture simply will

not take paternity as seriously as materngty.

Through the ongoing determining power of gendiglorgan, 2002a, 2002bjnequalities have been

both created and compounded for both mothers and fathers. Mothers are undertaking the majority

of childcare and domestic labour, Wéalso, typically, reducing their participation in paid work after

they become mothers. Fathers are, at best, conceived as secondary parents to mothers because of

0§KS LISNOSAOBSR Wyl (Gdza2NI fySaaQ 2F 62YSy |a OF NENE ¢

In explanation of suchngoinginequalities, Finch and Mas@h993)haveargued that the way in

which people interact is paramount, permitting them to feel reconciled with and legitimising their

actions. For example, if it is felt that the domestic division of labour is structured by elements which

cannot ke changed and the resultant practices reflect normative gender roles, then individuals feel a

moral obligation to fulfil those roles and cannot legitimise reamformity. Our attachment of

emotions to these practices gives them embodied meaning and entwe@sntegration and

A2t ARAFTAOIFIGAZ2Y S6AGKAY (K S(SRartg200d)3uctRdgiBmisedNdle® i A OS & 2
may even become reified. In contrast, women have described having to negotiatertfieting

20t A3 GA2ya 2F f221Ay3 aF FGSNI GKSANMukota 6 I yRa | yF
2000:80) Constructions and experiences of gender normativity and gender equality between

partners, therefore, are negotiated in relational ways and with reference to the social world beyond

the family. They may be a source of certitude or conflict. Eitherway thé NB LI NI 2F WR2 Ay
within families. Although women have increasingly managed to establish themselves within the

labour market and men are, to varying degrees, able to assume caring and domest{Sudligan,

20000 KA& A& | NHdzSR o0& a2YS (2 KI @S NRGilif2008;R Ay |
Williams, 2008 Suctpractices andhe contemporary idealisation of gender equality some

therefore,are negotiated in the context of tenacious ideologies relating to normative gender roles

(Finch and Mason, 1993; Gittins, 199Bhis implies a neeid undersand how fathers and mothers

interact and relate to one another in order to construct and experience gender identity in and

through family life.

Childhood and intergenerational relationships
Significantly, a key structuring element of family life demonstrated in the earlier discussion of

Fdzy QliA2ylFftAaYZ GKFEG 2F ISYSNIGA2YZI(AW&E2012 G 3IA GBSy
work. Generation, like family, gendand social class, is a contested concept within the social
a0ASyO0Sa YR A& 020K I az20Atrft O2yaidNH&mien2y | yR |

14



2001, 2003; Punch, 200Q5he line separating childhood and adulthood is most simply conceived in
legal erms; the age of majority in the UK being 18 in accordance with the prescription of the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Ckidasited Nations General Assembly, 198R)e legal

age of majority, however, is subject to much global variance, indicating the socially constructed
nature of such a distinction between children and adults. Witiiédhood is, of course, a biological

phase which all children pass through, childhood is also socially constiirtaad, 2005)

b2NXIF GAQBS O2y @Sy iGAz2y ¢ mdstintreakirylly $ocialigéd tdithoselpfo@ss€sK A f R C
and practices to which they are exposed by their parents. Consequently, children are increasingly

able to independently express the vocabulary of values in which they have been instructed. Children

are, therebre, overwhelmingfda SSy a4 (KS LINRPRdzOGa 2F WwW3I22RQ> 2NJ
LI 3&aA @S NBOSALI 27F OF NBumanybBeormingQuortriifetaNIo84y = LJ2 a A G A
¢ KNRdzZAK OKAf RNByQa LISNIDS HIBsS socidk Bagilifidaland €cérbmidi KSe& | N
power than their parents and adults more generally. In short, theydapgendenbn their parents

and afforded less social power in the wider, adall world. James and Jam&904:3)have argued

GKFG LI NByGaQ KIOlySeSR SEK2NIFdA2ya G26F NR OKAf
{ dzOK YSIyAy3d RSY2y&aGNI iSa GKS LINAYOALX S (KIG OKA
highlights a more culturally obfuscatedtian: if children need to be told what to do then it is also

understood that children act, at least on occasion, in accordance with their own values and desires.
Children are, therefore, independent and individual social agents, but the expression afghairy

is variably constrained, or enabled, by ad@ltames and James, 2004)

Similarly, it has been argued that children and adults are both aciiveNIi A OA LJ- yGa Ay W3Sy
a process through which children and adults respond tostiheacturing effects of generationally

mediated social power and, through their everyday interactions, reify or reconstruct notions of

childhood and adulthoogAlanen, 2001, 2003; Punch, 2005) CdzNII KSNE G KS O2y OSLJi &
WGKS IRdA 6Q GadlyR Ay NBflFGA2ya 2F OzergfSOGA2Y |y
them can exist without the other, what each of them is (a child, an adult) is dependent on its relation

(2 GKS 20KSNE yR OKFy3S A@Nanen2@1:alkn this Wy Rtish® OKI y =
L23arofsS (2 dzyRSNEGIYR WISYSNIF GA2YyQEtice2iNdeyi KS  LINE ¢
are devolved from their relational contexts. It is necessary to recognise how children participate in

social life as social actors and also how they may shape it as social @dayadl 2002; James and

James, 2004)Fundamentally, the parerthild relationship is negotiated within the individual family
(Alanen,200p ¢ KSNB A& | O2YLX SE AyGSNLIX I & 6SisSSy OKA

interdependence which can be observed through family praciigegher, 2001)Therefore, to
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understand fathers, fathering and fatherhobd OKA f RNSy Qa @A Sg¢ga | NB 2dzad |
TILGKSNEQO®

Families research with children

5SaLIAGS SalLkRdalf 2F OKAf RNBYyQa NBES Fa AYRSLISYRS
research by childhood scholars since the 1890s(James, 2013hildren (as already noted) have

tended to beWa dzo & dzY SR ¢ A (D&mkes/andiJ&ngs, FORH Aheré iQa need to address

0KS GAYLRGBSNARAKSR dzy RSNA Gl Yy RO\ BGEaft et Bl 2000008 f AFS 7
Much of the early work within childhood studies, thereforeught to extrapolate children from the

institutions of family and schools where it was felt that their subsumption had restricted their voices
(Christensen and Prout, 2002; Prout, 20M8t, James and Pro{it997:45have argued that

G SELX 2 NRA y Jend @ivorteld fidihorte &f itd pime contexts of its operation fails to give a

A GAaTFOG2NE | 002dzyd 2F GKS G20l tAde 2F OKAf RNBy

family research with childrewithin family context and as actokgithin family relationships.

Given the relational nature of family life I, therefore, situated my exploration of fatherhood within
family relationships, in addition to taking a practice based approach. Family relationships are defined
by both gender and generatih and fathers, mothers and children all had potential to deepen the

exploration of fathers and fathering through their inclusion as independent actors in the research.

Contemporary fatherhood
Having determined the theoretical approach to my researcts $eiction of the review takes a broad

brush approactio the discussion of contemporary fatherhood, drawing upon legal and policy
contexts in addition to fatherhood research outpidtem the USA, Europe, and Australasia, which

underpin and are interwoven with much tife fatherhood research undertaken in the UK.

Fathers in law and policy
Men do not become fathers until they assume some social, legal, or biological responsibility for a

child (Featherstone, 2009Men who assume responsibilities for fathering children with no legal or
0OA2t23A0If olaAra G2 GKAA& NI {CQolieAadd/Sacidbn, 2008ddEe RS & ONMK
94 per cent of men with resident children live with their biological children, while 80 per cent of men

who live with dependent children are marrieds evidenced by the Modern Fatherhood project

(Speighttal, 2013y / 2y N} adAy3Ites 2yfte mm LISNI OSyid 2F Y§
OK A f (Bpei§hetal, 2013) Fatherswho are marriedib K S OKAf RQa oA 2t 23A0F € Y
2T I OKAfRQAa OANIK | dzi2YFGAOFf & (GréatBdrxir51989%5 3 f LI
Parents who marry after the birth of children are requitede-register their children to reflect this

(Great Britain, 1953)JUnmarried fathershowever have to be named as the biological father on the
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OKAf RQa 0 A NIidfto Gb&aiNJpakedital ©dpanSbility. Botlemddher and father have to be
present at the registration to agree to thi&reat Britain, 2002a)5ocial fathers can assume legal
parental responsibily for children, but this is not automatic and the legal formalisation of such

arrangements is uncomma(Collier and Sheldon, 2008)

The Children AdiGreat Britain, 1989jitiated a new understanding of parental responsibilities

toward, rather than rights over, children in order to forefront the childfed & fXermobttNIBOS8)

The Child Support A¢Great Britain, 1991 however, went on to reinforce the aierstanding that
ONBIFIRgAYYAYy3I gl & | @GAGlIE aLISOG 2F | o0A2ft23A0!
with their children. Although the Child Support Act does, in essence, require both genders of parent

to pay maintenance should they notka on the primary carer role for a child following a separation,

in practice, this responsibility fell to fatheg€ollier and Sheldon, 2008s such, | shall discuss here

GKS AYLIOG 2F GKS 1 0G6Qa SyF2NOSYSyid Fa GK2dAK Tl
The rationale for and implications of the Act can be viewed from several perspectives. First, that the
breadwinning role of féners is becoming less pertinent as an aspect of masculine identity and, as

such, the Government needed to take affirmative action to ensure that men did not negate this

aspect of their fathering responsibilities toward children. Secdtmat, financial suport of families

by fathers is necessary to prevent the potential welfare dependence of single parent families and

child poverty. Third, the Act could be argued to reinforce the role of financial provider as integral to

the understanding of fathering andamculine identitfDermott, 2008) Additionally, the Act

imposed financial responsibility for childreior the most parton biological fathergFeatherstone

20090 LG KlFa 0SSy FNHAzZSR: (GKSNBT2NBzZ GKIF{G 02y GSYLJ
rights and their responsibilities toward children relative to mothers are often enmeshed with, or

203 0dz2NBR 083 RAaOdza aA 2his way that D&facusP NG fthersdgsDited | NB @ L

obscured within such debates and conteffgatherstone, 2009)

AspecifiaY 2F FIl 0 KSNHEQ NMhdokfissateanyperke®ed differeRceszbetvdednS y

fathers and mothers and to ensure their identical treatment in poliiegal spheregFeatherstone,

2009) Such intentions are steeped in noticAhsf w322 R Fl 0 KSNK22RQ®d . & (KS
WI22R FIFOKSNK22RQ F2NJ FOGA@Aada o1& OKEFNIOGSNRA

'daTy

their children and concerned for their welfare both within contexts of family togetherness and
separation(Collier and Sheldon, 2088) ¢ KS LINA Yl NB O2YLX I Ayda SELINBA&A
organisations since this time have, therefore, largely centred on child contact and child residence
agreements between fathers and mothers post separati©allier, 2006)Yet, obscuring difference

between fathers and mothers is not the same as promoting equality or equity between them
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(Featherstone, Rivett and Scourfield, 2Q07has, therefore, been argued thagdressing

inequalities in the treatment of fathershould be undertaken in a reflexd and joined up way with

GKS NBolflFIyOAy3a 27F AySl|dz t ARedtestong, ROODPKrental” LI O dzLJ?
leave entitlement following the birth of children has beampolitical manifestation of such an effort,
FGOSYLIWGAY3 (2 AYyONBFrasS FFLOIKSNIe Ay@2f gSYSyid Ay (
paid work following the transition to parenthood. Recent changes to UK parental leave entitlement

have, since 201%ermitted qualifying mothers and fathers to share 39 weeks of paid and a further

13 weeks of unpaid leave from employment between them following the birth of a @Bileht

Britain,2014b) Prior statutory provision was more starkly delineated by gender and stipulated 2

weeks paid leave for qualifying fathers and up to 52 weeks leave (39 weeks paid) for niGitears

Britain, 1999) Changes to paternity leave have repeatedly seen limited uptake by fathers with the

reasons attributed to poor rates of financial remuneration over the leave period, worries about

SYLX 28 SNJ LISNOS LI A 2 y & Ihers woird takeéilandeYrhaiemigy yedve dudite | G Y 2
ISYRSNJ RAFFSNBYyOSa Ay SIENyAy3aa FyR I ANBIFGSNI SYL
(Kaufman 2017:1)

lllustrated through this legal and policy lens, therefore, is the cultural significance of biological

relationships between fathers and children, of marriage in legitimating fathiéd relationships and

of breadwinning in constructions of fathering responsibilities. Further demonstrated through

responses to parental leave policy is the perceived primacy of mothers as parents. Aspects of the

Wy 2NN GAGS FI YA & Qare frén®diddBmtanNegal, polii€aNand duliudl Iy
representations of contemporary fatherhood in the UK. This serves to shape cultural debates and

dzy RSNR G YRAY3IA 2F Ww3aA22R T (GrkiSduMi&i®e®R anitheik y | RRAGA 2y

fatheringpradicesare perceived and experienced.

Cultural constructions of fatherhood

Brannen(2015:1)RSFAYy Sa FIF i KSNK22R 4 aGKSIBENBRRSYyOS 27
Experiences of individual fathers and their practices of fathering, therefore, are given maaning

relation toindividual and collectivenaginingsof how fatherhoodshouldbe. The contemporary

Odzf GdzNF f O2yadNH2OGA2Y 2F WI22RQ FIFUKSNK22R AY (F
(Gregory and Milner2011yp LG Kl & 0SSy LIR&aAGSR GKFG GaGKSNB KI &
(2 YSyQa 2NRSyl ((enyott d@BIGINI dFOD K K-S NIGRIRARFEG Q@ NB T 80
changein relation to two issues. First, that gender should no longer define the division of paid and

unpaid work letween contemporary parents and, therefore, that labour divistould be gender

equal(Gillis, 1985; Larossa, 1988; Featherstone, 2009; Ralph) &0d6second, that there has been

Fy WSY20A2y It GdzNYyQ Ay ¢gDerimétt, 2008;(IVKI&E, K 2a2 NRllerdddK 2 dzf R Q
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Dermott, 2015) SpecificalyD2 y 1 SYLI2 NI NB YSyQa NRtS Ay FlLYAft& A
a financial provider, as is perceived to be the case for historical fathers. Rather, contemporary

fathers are also required to be engaged in family life and emotionally connectéditcchildren

(Dermott, 2008; Johansson and Klinth, 2008; Grnggnd Milner, 2011; Miller, 2011a; Humberd,

Ladge and Harrington, 2013 evertheless, DermofR008:27has argued that that there remains a
LRGSyoOe G2 GKS ARSI (v fidancially $r his 8hldeeR thrdughitie MblicA a G 2
G2NI R 2F 62N)] ¢ WD22R FlI iKSNK22RQX (GKSNBF2NBI A3
connectedness between fatherandchilddg A 6 K Tl G KSNRQ Ay @2t @SYSyid Ay
labour(Henwood and Proctor, 2003; Dermott, 2008; Miller, 20Wdler and Dermott, 2015h a

glre GKFEG AG 61 & ySOSNI LINBGA2dzated WD22R Fl UKSNEC

WLYQOZE WRBNK22RQX K2 ¢S @bdebh dedindlthery i a prdbdmvianNA £ & |
western focus in the literature pertainirtg fathers more generallyas Shwallet al (2012)
RSY2YA0GNIGS Ay GKSANI NBOSyld SRAGSR @2fdzySe ¢KS
Ot FaaSR RAYSyaArzyT YARRtS OflFaa FIGKSNBE NBLRNISF
FIGKSND Y2RSt GKIy (K &lanh, 20DNEilkey, 200Kitidie &ldass O 2 dzy G S NI
FIGKSNER KIF@Ss O2yOSLlidzrfftesx 0S02YS wa22R FI (KSNE
with the working classes and with deficit situations (like family breakdown) where the preoccupation

with, and practices of, involved fatherhoaake perceived to be less prevaili(@illies, 2008;

Dermott and Pomati, 2016 here is, howear, much debate as to the extent to which the practices

2F FLFEOKSNRAY3I I NB WOflFraaSRQd ¢KS NBOSyid W!yydzf C
Social Justic€016) has imlicated that middle class fathers are more likely to engage in fathering

LIN} OGA0Sa ogKAOK YAIKG 0S KStR G2 0SS AYRAOIGAGS 2
classes. Such classed practices of fathering may, therefore, be both constathedabled by, for

example, economic status and employment flexibility, both of which may déteyn® FIF 6 KSNRQ | 6
to attend (for exampleantenatal education. Dermo{2008)supports this notionasserting that the

prevalence of more traditional forms of fathering in working class families may be because the

breadwinner model is more relevant in households where finances are scarce. Through the

differential access to economic resources betweenaatasses, moralising about good parenting

and bad parenting has, therefore, become conflated with social (Gidifes, 2008, 2009; Dermott

and Pomati, 2016)n stark contast to the widespread perception that the practices of involved

fatherhood are classed, however, Dermott and Por(il6)have suggsted that there is limited

divergence in practices of father involvement for fathers living in different class contexts and, as

adzOKx GKS ARSI GKIFG Ww3I22R FFAOKSNK22RQ GF1Sa LI C

demonstrably evident.
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MidRt S Of aa adlddza KIFa O02YS (2 0SS AYyUuUSN¥20Sy gAl
FIOKSNK22RQ®d ¢KA&a IABSa NRAS (G2 GKS LISNODSLIAz2Yy
particular ways. The present corpus of fatherhood researchriwd reached a consensus as to the

ways in which class shapes fathering practicesiamfining the focus of this thesisere was,

therefore, a need to further unpick the relationship between class and fathering.

Exploring father involvement
Acknowledg y 3 RAGSNEAGE YR O2yFEAOG 6AGKAY Odzf GdzNI f

2 SAGSNYX YARRES OflFraa O2yaiNHzOlA2ya 2F WwW3I22R Tl
work andtheir participation in unpaid labour and the emotioredéments of family life: their

involvement across both public and private spheres. Researchers have, therefore, sought to explore

the extenttowhichy 2 G A2y a 2F WYaeshdredetvedrkliNduaeneéhaw father

involvement might manifest idifferent contexts
In explication of the western paradigm of fatherhood scholarsbgmb(2000:24)states that:

a orresponding with the changing conceptualization of the essence of fatherhood, paternal
involvement has been viewed and indexed in different ways at different times. This makes

crosstime comparisons of the extent of paternal involvement both difficuttateduct and
RAFTTFAOMZA 0 G2 AYGSNIINBGI® a2NB2@SNE GKSaS RATT,
conceptions of parental involvement were emerging simultaneously with, and were heavily

influenced by, the growing popularity of time use methodlolo S & @ ¢

Lamb(2000) therefore, highlights two dominant conges in investigations of father involvement
AAYOS GKS SINIeé mptnQad CANBGE (GKS SFFSOG 2F WFI

focus on the amount of time spent by fathers in paid work, childcare and domestic labour.

Research situated i#hin the first area of concern highlighted by La(@000)has been informed by

the understanding that, through their involvement in paid work and childcare, fathers might have a
RANBOG IyR LRAAGAGS AYLI OG0 2y OKATf RNk QF, SRdAzOI G A
2007; Lewis and Lamb, 2003; Oporad@l., 2016; McMunret al,, 2017) Fathering is, therefore,

seenas8Y NI f Ay (GKS F2NXIFGAZ2Y 2F Ww3I22RQ OKAf RNBYy®
benefit from the positive influence of being father@dcLanahan, Tach and Schneider, 20T8) at

least, this is what is implig@Featherstone, 2009)Gillieg2009:50)y 2 1 Sa G KI 0 GKSNB I NB
concerns about the social and financial consequences of men becoming detached from the civilizing
influence of the family [which] have combined with a desirg@tomote fatherhood as a resource for

OKAft RNBy®¢ DAffASAaT GKSNBTF2NB>X AYLIX ASaAa Iy AyidSNF
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but fathers also need families. There is, therefore, an inherent reciprocity within family relationships,

including tlrose between fathers, mothers, and childr@featherstone, 2009)

Through the perceived essentiality of fathers, family breakdown also comes to be seen as

problematic as nomesident fatherhood is posed as a threat to father involvement. Attempts to
OKIFftfSyasS G4KS R2YAYlIyld y20A2y 2F (KS wSaaSydaalf
mainstream social commentari€Silverstein and Auerbach, 1999; Biblarz and Stacey, 2010; Shwalb,

Shwalb and Lamb, 2012hdeed, many recent explorations of fathering and its impact on children,

KIS 0SSy dzyRSNII { Sy 6AGKAY Y paNilooirfySuehrésdacts RQ OA NX
contexts in relation to an unproblematic norm. Such circumstances includerasitent, post

separation fatherhoodPhilip, 2013b, 2014; Poo& al, 2016 | YR WYl NAAY Il ft AAaSR T |
single fathers and young father@ammy, 2015; Osborn, 2015; Lau Clayton, 200Gy indicates the

cultural significance of thepertdi A 2y 2 F GKS WSaaSydaalft FLFIKSNRDI 4§
GKIFG AG A& FFEOIKSNARI NFYAGKSNI GKFY Y20KSNERI 6K2 I NF
SaaSyaAartAaae Ay OKAftRNByQa fA@Sa Ymaoityobtlis RSY 2y a
body of work, children are the objects of research, not active participants within it. There are,

however, some notable exceptions. For example, studies have elicited the perceptions of children of
RAG2NOSR LI NBY (i a IgueReSpériercds bfyha fatlefild feRiES KR Afterdzy

parental divorcgSmart, Neale and Wade, 200Thepotential of children to offertheir own

perspectives on fatherhood is, therefore, revealed.

Research which explored the second area of concern highlighted by (R@@m)has typically used

jdzt yGAGEFGAPS YSGK2RA (G2 dzyRSNARGIFYR FFOIKSNBEQ LI NI
0SG6SSYy GKS wmamummMaQ alzy Ri KiSKNBucpioRyorklwhioh lexplbré&dRne

gualitative experiences of fatherhood. The core finding from quantitative 4irse surveys which

have investigated the division of labour between parents is, as briefly explicated in the first section

of this review, that

a an's contribution to domestic labour when women enter employment only partially and
incompletely substitutes for the domestic labour of women, with the result that women end
up doing more work overall than before. In addition, it is clear that whendodake on

more of the domestic work, they may not be taking on an equivalent amount of domestic
responsibility, study after study has shown that women retain responsibility for the

management of domestic tasks even when men are (helping in) perforrbigg it

(Sullivan 2000:438)
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The dominance of the quantitative paradigm within fatherhood research was increasingly

LINPOt SYFGAASR Rdz2NAYy3I GKS mMpynQa YR MppnQasz oAlK
unpaid labour between mothers and fathgtsamb, 2000)This approach has, undoubtedly,

204 0dzZNBR LISNDSLIIiA2ya | YR SELISNASSand Lamb, 3005 YSy (1 a 2
Dermott, 2008 ¢ KS ySSR (G2 SELX 2NB Tl (KSHeek2007:196) 062 (K
was, therefore, asserted and, in 1987, Lltagt alintroduced a seminal conceptualisation of father

Ay @2t @SYSylG +a O2YLINRASR 2FY WSy3IL3SYSykez | 00Sas3
I £ (®&87)model have also since been critiqued, highlighting a lack of focus within the model on

what father involvement mightnean for fathers(Dermott, 2008)nd its emphasis on childcare
FOGAGAGASE (2 (GKS SEOfdzaAzzy 2F 2GKSNJ StSYSyida 27
work (Lewis and Lamb, 20Q7)here remains a lack of consensus as to how best to measure father
involvement(Lamb, 2000; Lewis and Lamb, 2007; Dermott, 2008; Featherstone, 2009; Dermott and

Miller, 2015; Miller and Dermott, 2015Research approaches which attempt to capture the breadth

2F ¢ KI G HBidirfaiSHisineawshave, therefore, come to be at the centre of much

contemporary fatherhood researdayet al., 2005; Dermott, 2008)

In contrast to the dominance of the quantitative paradigm within fatherhood research, renewed

420A2t 23420t AYyGSNBad Ay WiKS FlLYAft@Q Ay GKS I
qudlitative inquiry.Such explorationshoweverwereLINA YI NAf & AYF2N¥YSR o0& Y2(0K
¢tKAa SR (2 I RSAANB (2 LINA DAL S3 §Defrlotti ROGNE Q LIS NE L
is, however, onyl in the first deades of the twentyfirst century that qualitative work exploring

fatherhood began to access the perspectives of fathers as well as m¢bemsott, 2008) During

this time, researchers have sought to enrich understanding of what K SNBA WR2 QX (i KNE dz3a K
2F FIOKSNBQ LN} OGAOSas Syzdiz2ya FyYyR SELSNASyOSa

¢CKS NBOSYd LINRPEAFSNIGAR2Y 2F ljdzh €t AGlF GAGBS NBASIE NDF
invited the perception that, through their fatherly inve@ment, fathers are becoming more

emotionally expressive, or indeed, more emotioflaérmott, 2008; Machin, 2015; Elliott, 2016)

This reflects a prevailing understanding thatiathood is changing and that fathers now strive to be

020K WwWSY2@GAz2ylftfe FyR $§02y2YAOrfte Sy3arasSRQ Ay T
had, almost exclusively, been researched within a public sphere, where the expression of emotion

and masculine care may be differently regulat&lllis, 1996; Connell, 200@onsequently, the
O2y@SyitAz2zy GKIFG GYARRES Oflaa 6SadSNWYy YIFaodz AyAdl
@ dzt y S N@canrell 20@DB)as perpetuated. To what extent fathers have ever been emotionally

detached from family life is, therefore, unclg@ermott, 2008) As suchthere is now broad
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FaAINBSYSyid GKIFIG FFHrGKSNR 6SNB WAy@g2f gSRQ Ay (GKS SY
WAY @2t SR T (KSNKXK2 2 Feather8ade, 20%9. Therefarg, ®rhdy be thatahg O S N/
WSY20A2y It GdzNYyQ NBFESOGa | OKI y Aper sk This palitdsS | NOK =
aptly summarised by Dermot2008:70who statesthaf a G K+ G Sy2dA2ya 2F Tl GKS
ISYSNIfu 6SNB y2i NBO2NRSR Ay (KS LI ad R2Sa yz2i
such explorations have, nevertheless, underscored the perceived importance of emotion and

relationships in understarndgs of contemporary fatherhood.

Overall, the sum of research on father involvement is continually evolving and has taken a variety of
approaches. Gender, generation and time have been revealed as key intersections in fatherhood
research. Exploring sucl@nomena in relational terms and using a practice based approach was

clearly indicated in the first half of this review. Doing so allows for exploration of how such

phenomena are understood, negotiated and expressed within everfataily life over time.

Further, this allows for consideration of how fathering practices are connected to cultural
O2yailiNHZOGA2ya 2F WI22R FFOIKSNK22RQ® t NAGAf STAy3
exclusion of others in response to their prior exclusion from stsidif family life undoubtedly results

in a loss of relational complexity from resultant dé@atrell, 2007; Featherstone, 2009here was,

therefore, a clear indication for the contemporaneous inclusion of children, mothers and fathers in

my own research on faers and fathering.

Summary

1 Competing understandings underpin the cultural construction of contemporary UK
fatherhood and the research which has sought to understand fatherhood. This is reflected in
GKS f1 01 2F O2yaSyadza Ri obYSHKIQ O2yid dX & dzi YA
seen to need to be caring and to be as involved in childcare and domestic labour as mothers,
in addition to being economically engaged breadwinners. Such complexity suggests that
there is significant scope for suchderstandings to be experienced and perceived in both
common and divergent ways within and between families.

1 Research on fathers, as well as cultural, legal and political representations of fathers, are
adzZF¥dzaSR gAGK | ff dza A 2 gchlturaly staddafd Sody] it Which @S F I
W322R FIFIGKSNK22RQ A& SELISOGSR (2 068 SELISNRSYy:
YSYOSNE 27F Wy 2 NNlornatigeRon®its\are fthkoSgh Sudh discirgive
expectations, problematised. In particulay, 2 t SR FIF G KSNK22RX & | LI
FTFOKSNK22RQ> Ada GSGKSNBR (G2 GKS 02y dSYLR2NI NE:

it is expected that fathers will aspire to and experience involved fatherhood. The extent to
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GKAOK WAY @2t GdespressadiniardShakigh th&xdactites of middle class
fathers, however, is less certain.

1 As highlighted in family research more generally, current research on fathers is dominated
by parental perspectives and, consequently, this obfuscates the varigs wavhich
fatherhood might be understood and experienced within families. It further restricts
understanding of the ways in which fathering is negotiated between family members over
time andisintersected by social structures such as gender and generdtundamentally,
the nuances of fatherhood cannot be understood if devolved from the relational contexts of
family life, or if fathers, mothers and children are not active in the process of researching
fatherhood.

1 To date, there has been no research whias taken the culturally normative family, as a
starting point for investigation of fathers and fatherhood and sought to explore the

construction and experience of this with fathers, mothers and children.

Research aim and questions
The literature reviewtherefore, gave rise to the following research aim and questions:

Research AimTo explore how fathers, mothers and children construct fatherhood in normative

family circumstances and how they experience and negotiate fathering as a relational phenomenon.
Research Questions:

1 How is fatherhood constructed in normative family contexts by fathers, mothers and
children?

1 Do experiences and perceptions of fathering influence each other and do they vary over
time, or in relation to gender, or generation for fattse mothers or children within

normative family contexts?
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Chapter Three: Methodology

This chapter discusses the methodological considerations pertaining to this research and provides an
account of the research process as | experienced it. In thatitee review (Chapter Two), | asserted
GKFIG GKS Odzf GdzNI £ ARSFE 2F FFOKSNK22R Ay i Y
FTLYAt@QE gKAOK O2YLINARAaSa | YARRES Ofraas KSUOSNES3
residence with their wn children. | argued thainderstanding andritical consideration of the

experience of this ideal within and between families has been limited. These key assertions informed

the aim of the research anithe specific questions to be addressed.

This chaptebegins by locating the research within an ontological and epistemological framework,
provides a critical justification for the decision to waevkhin the qualitative paradignand discusses
the chosen methodological approach. In brief, the research cigegdra series of ten family case
studies. Each case was explored through s&tnuictured interviews with consenting family

membeis. Following transcription, the interviews were analysed usingidodtiveand iterative

approach.

The chapter goes on to detahe reciprocal process of data construction between researcher and

LI NHAOALI yioaoad LG KIFIa 6SSy y2GSR GKIFG ljdzk £t AGEGA
NE&ASEFNOK LIN} OGAOS & YdzOK | a 2dzad A FrdpleheBsivei KS Wg K|
(Brienet al,, 2014) It has, therefore, been necessary to provide a frank account of the processes of

data construction, including sampling, recruitment and data generation. | reflect throughout on

where such processes departed from, or were consistent with, my initial ex@ts.

Next, data anbysis is addressed. | considbe extent to which this analytical process has enabled a
credible and comprehensive account to be constructed. It is hopedstint efforts toward
transparent and detailed reporting of the data anadyiill facilitate external judgment about the
relevance and credibility of the research findingspessentedin later Chaptergour to SevefiBrien

et al, 2014)

The final section considers the ethical issues associated with this research endeavour. The structure
of this chapter echogthe research process as | experienced it, yet the reality of being a novice
researcler, simultaneously learning? R 2 Ang @@rting orresearch, inevitably meant that the

process was somewhat less linear than presented here. Although reflexivitgliredwithin a

distinct subsection of this chapter, my own reflections on the research methodology and methods
permeate this chapter (and are alsgerwoven with Chapter Eightreflecting the embeddedness of

reflexivity in the interconnected ventured doingandreporting the researciiDoyle, 2013)
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Research paradigm and methodological approach

Social science ogerns itself with generating knowledge of human behaviour and relationships, and
may also seek to understand social change. It is within this wide scope that my specific research
objectives are situated. It is, however, the lack of consensus regardenmaist appropriate

exploratory approach for studying the social world, and which data gathered from these
explorations are valid, which complicates the answer to how the social world may be understood

andwhich is givemparticular consideration hergrrigg, 2001)

t I NI AOdzf F NJ | LILINR I OKS&a G2 NBAaSI NOKgmieprédétsa SSy I NER d
GOf dz2AGSNJ 2F O0StASTA | 62dzi K2 gBry;n&nR®F@Broadllk 2 dzf R 6 S
speaking, there are two research paradigmasitivist and constructivisivhich have tended to

align, respectively, with quantitative and qualitative methods and which, somewhat confusingly, are

also referred to as paradigms in their own righte differing paradigms have historically been seen

in opposition, even at waBryman, 2008)and, frequently, in hierghical termqOakley, 2000)

Within such hierarchical understandinggjalitative research is often pitted as unscientific and
FySOR2GFHE ® |, SGX Al Eetdocorcepi2s 0BISHE fl RMEISNIBRQ (1KY Ri W
not so much terms for two alternative methods of social research, as they are two social constructs

GKFG 3INRdAzLI 23S0 KS NI (Aksihdark edal2008: NITHe®fird, it taFbeddNI OG A OS 3
argued thatit is not the paradigm with which a researcher aligns his or herself which should

determine the methods used, nor is it the uncritical perception of whether the research findings

arising from varying paradigrtia approaches are meritorious. Rather, it is the degree to which the

methods as chosen and enacted permit the exploration of the social context under scrutiny

(Alasuutari, Bickman and Brannen, 2Q08)ditionally, researchers should not see themselves as

eil KSNJ Wljdzl yGAGEFGABSQ 2N Wijdzh t AGFGABSQ NBaSI NOKSN
not preclude thesame otthe other (Oakley, 2000)Nor does it prevena more pluralisti@pproach

(Alasuutari, Bickman and Brannen, 2Q08)th these caveats in mind, | provide an overvidva

complex and tenacious debate regarding the paradigms and, in doing so, | aim to offer sufficient

justification for my chosen methodological approach.

The ontological premise that we are simply in the process of defining the world around us and that a
certain and irrefutable truth (or natural order) may eventually be wholly known, is integral to
positivism(Trigg, 1985)Positivists hav&aditionally sought to explore the world through the

application of reason and the use of the experimehe(cientifc method), often with quantitative
methods The associated methods of positivist inquiry seek to reduce the social world to a set of

generalisable rules or principles which are the natural order that govern our social {@atkdey,
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2000) Most often, positivist inquiry is associated with research conducted within the disciplines of

the natural sciences. However, the nature, meanings and causes of social interactions, such as those
outlined bymy own research questions, are not necessarily tangible or easily reducible to

comparable data sets, nor are they readily quantifiable. Such complexity would, therefore, seem
consistent with the opposing constructivist paradigm and a qualitative meagspbdration(Oakley,

2000)

Constructivism, however, assettst it is not simply what we experience, but how we perceive and

interpret it that shapes understandin@rigg, 1985)For constructivists, the means by which we

acquire knowledge are complex and not nearly fully comprehended; actors are recursively and
continuously creating, interpreting and recreating theicisd worlds(Bryman, 2008)Constructivist

methods, therefore, are inductive and seek to explore, and subjectively e complexity

and nuances of the social woiild a way that the reductive methods of positivist inquiry are unable

to do. The limited capacity for transferability of constructivist knowledge, however, has been
problematised. Given that knowledge iartstructivism may only ever be individually constructed,

then data constructed within a constructivist paradigm is, inevitably, context béMadon, 2002)

In contrast, Oakley2000)asserts such contextual specificity as a strength. For O&X0&0) a

constructivist approach demodiaes knowledge, prioritising the quality of knowledge over its

guantity. Through its detailed explorations of mundane processes, rather than the pursuit of rules,

Oakley argues that a constructivist approach offers balance to positivist inquiry. Neesghel

1y26ft SRIS RSNAGSR GgAGKAY (GKS LRaAlGAGAAG LI NI RAIDY
derived from methods aligned with a constructivist paradigdakley, 2000)This consesus is,

however, uncritical of the fact that the constructivist paradigm has not determined a single
FLILINBLINRF 0SS 2NJ ARSIt YSIya 2F SyljdzANE FyRXZ | &
against a single, constructivist approg¢tollis, 1994)Moreover, this does not mean that qualitative

inquiry must be inconsistent or invalid in process and caiciuPickering, 1992; Oakley, 2000)

Indeed, through such methodological flexibility, constructivism may offer greater scope of potential
exploratory mettods and allow for rich and broagaching knowledge to be gainé@akley, 2000)

Further to this Trigg(2001)argues that comparison between the approaches of the differing

LI N RAIYa YlIé& 0SS SydaANBte AyFLLNRLNRFGS & GKS
consistent with that of natural science. The presuppositihat the paradigms might be directly

comparable has resulted in the falsehood that it is fitting to compare them at all. Rather, the two

paradigms are as apples and pears.
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In defining my own epistemological position for the purposes of research, latétiynfelt as though

L ga O2yadNIAYySR o0& ¢KIG KIa @fnsy 2008mdfotnd KA &
the methodologdcal factionalism that permeateithe literature to be quite frustrating. | reached the

conclusion that, in the design of my methods and data analysis strategy, my research questions best

lent themselves to qualitative inquiry and a constructivist paradigm, in order that the subjective an
AYRAGARZ £ yIFGdz2NB 2F (KS RAFFSNBy I, fdh&iagaids Q SE LIS
fatherhood might be mosinductivelyexpbred. Epistemologically, this alpermitted

acknowledgement of the researcher as a social actor erdeddn theresearch processyhose

subjective interpretations could not be divorced from the analysis of the data. Indeed, | would not
collectdata from research subjects, but rather | woglghstructit with them as an active participant

in the process of researdMason, 2002)Equally, | deemed it important that the chosen

methodology permitted me to simultaneously explore both consistency and yauwiighin the data,

yet also fosteregbotential forconceptuatransferability of the findigs beyond the research

contexts(Mason, 2002)

Methodology

This section discusses the rationale for my decision to utilise a case study approach and qualitative
methods for theproject. There is much debate as to what constitutes case study research. Yin

(2009:18% i F 1Sa GKIFG F OF&S aiddzRé A& dempor@yW LA NROF £ Sy
phenomenon in depth and within its real life context, especially when the boundaries between the
LIKSy2YSy2y FyR O2y GiSEG I(2808:438)Raweverf stplidids that SageA RSy i ® ¢
alidzRe NBaSINOKSNE 4SS] 6KIGGKENSFERNBEO@KE NI & SR NI
social scientific study is a case study, or can be conceived as case study, often from a variety of
viewpoints. At a minimum every social scientific study is a case study because it is an analysis of

social phenomena spact A O G 2 { ARdd 199¢:RImdoaitantl) Siére is no prescription

contained within these definitions for a particular set of research procetsek, Jackson and

Usher,2008p LG A& SOARSY(G>X (KSNBT2NE I petmittingivarbusWOIl &S & i
research foci and methodological approacliRagin, 1992)or this reason, case studies potentiate

I WLJI NJ RA 3(Mutk{iJacksoroaNAURHBIS2006)Iressing, at least in part, the factionalism

2F GKS FFT2NBYSYyiGiA2y SR WLI NJ RA&udy agprobich Was,i K N2 dzZa K (i K

therefore, chosen for the purposes of exploring the phenomenon of interest in the fmattl way,

NI §KSNJ GKIFIYy I RSAANB G2 0SS | LI NIAOdz F NI WieLlSQ 2
LY 2NRSNI BSRQEYWAYFENNAY I (K SnecésSanyia iReito deldddde ( KS & (
(1KS 02dzyRIFNASa 2F WiKS OFrasSQod 5SFAYAYI WiKS Ol &8
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Wy 2 NXI GA DS FEds&Lantbé dalue laden and ma&lléhble construction in itstfvey,

2009) | sought middle class families with married, heterosexual, parental dyads living in co

residencewith their own children. As noted in Chapter Two, many UK families reflect this familial
structure(Speighietal, 2013F €S G KS Wy 2NXI GA GBS TIAYRSIEQ 217 aup3 2N\2
FI GKSNK22RQ YR 6AGKAY 6KAOK AdG Aa SELISOGSR GKI
constructions, therefore, both the prevalence of normative family structures in the UK and the

20RdzNI 08 2F GKS Wy 2 NYIIS\WAS ZRyF GY2Att 23R D lat |4 (O-di daadzNG:
andas a case construct. This allowed me to present my case construct to potential participants as a

fixed and unproblematic entity within my recruitment materialsd, for the most part, to imagine it

assuch in my own mindOne parental dyad who participated, however, were unmarried. Yet, the

recruitment materials stipulated my request for married couples. These participants, therefore, had
RSGSNX¥AYSR GKFG GKSANI NBf ISIG 2 ANIALK Agd LII-ENEFAT G oA SN
criterion to be overlooked. For this familparriage, in the construction of the normative family, was

of less impatance than Ihad asserted it to be. Some individuals who initially expressed an interest
inparticipatiid~ £ F G SNJ I NI AOdzA 6 SR (GKIFIG GKS&@ RARYyQG O2ya
200dzLJ GA2yAa YR 6SNBI GKSNBF2NBX dzyadzA SR (G2 (K
employment status, rather than any other measure of class, itithey (0 S4hRER A SOG A2y 2 F |
chaptep. | did not attempt to convince wouwlde participants who questioned their professional

a0l Gdza 20KSNBAAS YR y2NJ RAR L LINBaa LI NIAOALN yi
identified as suchBeing¥ professiondd ¢ | &1 KSA Y & NI |[varibudlsinteFpretedy & Q

participants and woulde participants. Though | did not recognise it at the recruitment stage,
FGGSYRAY3 (G2 &4dzOK ReYylIYAO YSIyAy3a g¢g2dzZ R 02YS (2
findings.

Fathers, the practices of fathering and how these are understood and experienced are embedded
within the wider complexity and processes of family life and intimate relationships more generally,
as well as being part of the social world as a witllergan, 1996; Smart, 20073uch complexities

and mechanisms are not readily evident, nor do they lend themselves to reductive exploration if
they are to be understood in detail. Tlefore, it was my contention that such complexity might be
bestexplored through what Yi(2009)terms an exploratory case study; a design which is intended
asa means to scopand define the boundaries of an issfee which there is a paucity of knowledge.
As outlined by the literature review (Chapter Two), there is such a paucity pertainiatational
aspects of fatherininWdzy LINR 6 f S Y I (i A QaRe (1095NIOVizVey, stdtey 1D thedwles{gn

of a case study should be derived from its purpose. Sta885:1)captures my own purpose at the
LRAYG 2F SYOIFINJAYy3 2y GKAE& NBaSFENDODK Ay atreAayazr o
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and their commonality. We seek to understand them. We would like to hear their atabié
{LISOATFTAOIftes L ¢lyGSR G2 0S3IAYy G2 dzy LAO] FIF GKSN
2y YSy I NB 02 Y L{kehis& LaytRR00R:B)y hs¥akelatibgal phenomenon; both

variably and coincidentally experienced and undesstavithin and between families. With this in

YAYRZ L RSOARSR GKI G St OK (Gthka 3999spedificilly, a S |y WAy al
WYy 2NXIFGADBS FTLEYAT QI 6 A Kekeyce ieivied e corstfuenDatery 2 y I £ A (1 &
might be explored. Individual cases could then be used to inform comparisons within a collection of

casesacollective case studypf fathering in normative familie€Stake, 1995)

As with any research methodology, there are perceived limitations within the case study approach
and it is important to view these critically. That is, to consider the extent to which it i &si

anticipate or overcom@erceived methodological shortcoming¥in, 2009)Given the
contextualisecknowledge that a constructivist approach fostefsete isa distinction to be made

between that which might be conceptually transferable between cases and that which might be
generalisable beyond the empirical datagktason, 2002)Using a collective of case studies is
perceived to beanore robust as an approach than the use of a single case, as it may permit the
synthesis of overarching theoretical premises which, in turn, may be transferable between cases and
beyond the datasefStake, 1995)Nevertheless, the findings remain bound to the research context

and the empirical findings cannot be presumed to be generaligatite 2009) Therefore, through

the studyof multiple cases | have, at least in padught to addresthe issue of the generalisability

of my findings. My capacity to recruit cases which were absolute replications of one another,
however, remained both theoretical and idealistic and, as evidBncd 6 2 9S> WiKS OF aSQ |
construction which cannot be objectively assessed or controlled. Therefore, | made no efforts to
control for the potential differences in the cases beyond outlining recruitment criteria for woeild
participants to evalate themselves againdRather, my intentiorwas to utilise the anticipated

contrasts between families to further illustrate and explore the research quesfiins 2009)Stake
(1995)also argues, howevethat the generalisability of findings from qualitative case studies is of
margiralrelevancds Y R aK2dzZ R y 20 0SS (KS nijcoatetrdh Gw I G0AKZESNINIBGAGSK S\
business of case study is particularization, not generalisation. We take a particular case and come to
know it well, not primarily as to how it is different from others but what it is, what it does. There is
emphasis on uniqueess and that implies knowledge of others that the case is different from, but

the first emphasis isrounderstanding the case itséffStake 1995:8)What linferred from thiswas

that it was imperative that the data were constructed and collected in such a way as to create in
depth knowledge and understanding of the individual cdssferedrawing any comparisons

between them. The emphasis that Stald®95)places orfirst understandinghe individual case
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when undertaking data analysias opposed to comparisdretween caseshowever, raiseshe

guestion of methodological rigour in qualitative researhre generally. Specificallgow it might

be demonstrated that detailed understanding has been achieved. One method of increasing the
trustworthiness and demonstrating methodological rigougiralitative case study approaches is
through using a schematic to provide a transparent, visual map of the research pfBosssnberg

and Yates, 2007Below is such a schematic, demonstrating the concepts | considered in determining

the methodologichapproach:

Figurel. Methodological design process

Research questions

1 How is fatherhood constructed in normative family contexts from the perspectives of fath

mothers and children?

1 Do experiences and perceptions of fatheriragy for and between fathers, mothers and

children within normative family contexts and are there commonalties?

l

Underpinning theoretical concepts for the research

_ Children as
Constructing _ _ _ _ _
Relational approach Family practices independentsocial
fatherhood
actors
Research context
Everyday family life Normative families Fathering

l

Paradigmatic alignment

Constructivist/qualitative

Methodological approach

Collective of family case studies

This type of methodological transparency does fi@wever,aspire to objectivity. The data |

constructed with the research participants, necessarily, contains my subjective influence as a
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researcher; not least through my presence and activity in the research process, but intrinsically so,

due to the fundanental emphasis on interpretation that qualitative research is constructed upon

(Stake, 1995)Throughout the project and the writing of the thesis, | have sought to acknowledge

and reflect upon mt integration into the social processes of doing the research which arise from my
existence as an actovithin it; an actor replete with my own values which inform my judgements

and actionsThis process of reflection was not one which was disentangled ftoing the research,

rather it formed part of the iterative undertaking of qualitative research. S{aR85:9)describes

this component of reflek @A (i @ Issive facLgsiBIA N ASNI Ay 3 Al & | ONHzOA |
reflexive process and involving doing, interpreting and modifying in order to cumulatively refine and

develop understanding of the case(s). (Reflexivity is discussed in greater detail in tsectmxt).

Using qualitative case studies is perceived to allow for more than simply an appreciation of the

ability of the researcher to construct and interpret knowledge, it is also thought to permit the

exploration and interpretation of how the researplrticipants do so. Subsequently, it facilitates the

analytical combination of these knowledges to construct a deep understanding of the contexts
explored(Mason, 2002)This is consistent with the waydividualsmake sense ofrad interpret

phenomena in the social worlg¥in, 2009and is a legitimate means of deriving knowledge from the

data in a constructivist paradigffhomas, 2011)Stakg(1995)cautions against over emphasising

SAGKSNI 6KS NBaSI NOKSNDNa 2 NéeiténbthatoheNetfekti@elyLd v 1 & Q A Y (
excludes, or obscures, the other. Rather, the aspiration of qualitative case study methods should be

to preserve the detail of multiple realities; to hold contradiction and difference in equal value to the

construction of cdéctive conclusiongStake, 1995)

Reflexivity

Reflexivity is a fundamental facet of social resedfyle, 2013)In the following discussion, |

locate the process of reflexivity in the context of my research, asserting that the procedectioa
may be either personalr professional, and that thesevb contexts are not mutually exclusive.

What is most important is that a disciplined and conscious approach is taken toward reflexivity
(Breda, 2008)As such, | do not disembed reflexivity as a distiesearchprocess, but rather see it

as an activity of everyday life (of which research is a part for the researcher) and acknowledge the
innate complexityperhaps futility, of attempting to disentangle researcher positionality from

research findinggMauthner and Doucet, 2003; Bryman, 2012)

If reflexivity is, by nature, indistinct, omnipresent and mundane, this raises the question of how a
disciplined aproach to reflexivity might be undertakemMauthner and Doucet2003)state that

reflexivity is difficult to implement in the present and that it is more easily undertaken with the
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benefit of hindsight. As | have alluded to earlier, | hawmetioually made efforts to draw and reflect

upon my recollections of the research process through repeatedrgelfrogation. | would,

however, argue thadisciplinedreflexivity is first achieved by defining reflexivity as a continuous

and iterative pr@ess(Bryman, 2012; Doyle, 2013 ccordingly, reflexive detail permeates

throughout my reporting of the research, rather than being a separate endeavour taking place at
distinct junctures within the research process. Furthermore, my experiences, perceptions and
reflections changed ovdime as | revisited transcripts, as my knowledge of the data developed and

as | was encouraged to consider the data in new ways through the input of external academic
criticism. It is, therefore, necessary to codify and define the nature of my reflexduithat it is

recognisable as such. The reflexive processes which | have exercised during the research are broadly
in line with those described by Burk{2012)and include recursive seléflection, selfawareness,

emotion and imagination. | have made efforts to consider and report on all of these elsioke
NETtSEAGAGE a (KSe 6SNB NBtSOlIyd RdNAYy3I (KS WR?
facets are reflected ithis chapter and in Chapter Eigihen | give attention to how | felt about

certain issues, how | made sense of the reseamnitexts, relationships and data, how | interacted

with participants and the data, and what | perceived that the participants made of the research
process. My reflexive endeavours have led to me conclude that this research and its outputs
constitute my pesonal and subjective endeavour, which therefore reflects my own inevitable
shortcomings and fallibilitieRose, 1997)Such acceptancebelieve, fosters trustworthy reporting

of the research, permitting a transparent account ¢ timitations of the research.

Data construction

The next section details how the data were constructed and the rationale for the selected methods. |
first disciss how and, significantly for m&henthe families were recruited. | then describe the
study sample and its characteristics. Lastly, | critically discugsithary data collection method;

the interviews | undertook with family members.

Intended Sample

| initially intended to recruit fifteen cases. There is, however, simply no definitive means of

determining how much qualitative data are adequate in the planning phase of a research project

(Baker and Edwards, 2012¥hile the obvious solution is to continue until data saturation is reached

(the point at which no new information is being derived), in reality, this may not be practical or

possible. Within constructivism, the conceyitdata saturation is incongruous, as all knowledge is
selfconstructedand contextualised CdzNI KSNXY2NB>X gAGKAY (KS y2iizy

is an implicit assumption that it might be feasible to undertake sampling, data collection tand da
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analysis in a cyclical way, rather than as a largely linear pr@@egsan, 2012)This makes

saturation a difficult target in the practical application of qualitative research that is constrained by
time and budgets. Therefore, it is the capacity of qualitative interviews to provide a convincing
analytical narrative, rather than any poetermined number of participants or aspiration toward

data saturationwhich is paramoun(Baker and Edwards, 2012) has been the express intent of my
research design to generate rich and complex data through exploration of a set of complex social
processes in a specific context. This idapiric approach to the research led me to postulate that
fifteen cases would constitute an adequate number to explore variance within the chosen
phenomenon(Stake, 1995and,asBaker & Edward@012)suggest, to provide a reasonable level of
empirical evidence to assert that the knowledge constructed would convincingly represent the

research guation to an external audience.

The planned recruitment of fifteen cases would have provided me with a minimum of thirty research
participants (if only two people per case participated) and, if each family member was interviewed
individually, with thiry interviews. | was, however, only able to recruit ten cases to the study (see
recruitment section for a discussion of the reasons), providing tsistyparticipants and involving
twenty-nine interviews. This was, fortuitouslyroadly similar to that wiih was determined as
hypothetically sufficient in the planning stages of the research. | had, however, not anticipated the
richness of data with was constructed; data whicim my opinion, provided a detailed and nuanced

I 002dzyi 2F WTlI ORFHNBEDARY y2NXYI GADS

As noted, potential participants were permitted to sdifine in accordance with the criteria

outlined in the recruitment material and study information sheets. A primary issue for me was how

G2 Fal FrYAtASaAa (2 RIBBAEWS IAWSYa KBS DI 1FazSWY ¥V RR 4 Sz
what it is to be middle class (the issue of class statalsimliscussedriefly in Chapter Two anid

greater detail in Chapter EightAs such, | chose to ask for participants where at least one parent
ARSYUGAFASR (GKSYaSt @Sa I|ltavasihgperceptidrioINaniy Rlantititiay | £ Q 2 OC
was fundamental, rather than this having an irrefutable, evidential basis. higlfamilies who

identified as professional and therefore, implicitly, as middle class would be likely to express the

values and practices of the middle classes which was sufficient for me to explore the research

guestions. Almost all mothers and fatherene employed in professional roles; they worked in

information technology, academia or education, within the pulpicvate or charitable sectomnd

often in roles for which theyeeded to be highly qualified, and which thegscribed as demanding.

The gudy did not seekto recruit a representative sample of fathers and familgasino explicit

reference toethnicitywas made withirecruitment materials. fie relative ethnic homogeneity of
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parentsin the studysamplewas notable however C | Y A f A StizsCae r2dorided in Table 1
below.The small scale of the study wouid,any eventhave constrained the potential to infer a
relationship between fathe® S (i Kyt xh@ theimés which emerged from the data, even had
participatingparentsbeen more ¢hnically diverse. The complexities of ethnic identity for individuals
and within families would make this particularly problemabiotwithstanding this, therevas some
ethnic diversity within the study, which has added depth and nuance to the data aacyent

themes within the findings.

Children eligible to participate were those of school age, as | considered that they would likely be
able to consent and participate autonomously and independehtuerthelessother researchers
have argued that childreas youngwo years old can contribute meaningfully to qualitative research

about their everyday live@rwin and Johnson, 2005)

Table 1 balw presents a brieflescriptionof family structuresin interview orderAll names are
pseudonymsW|[ I & SND f I & (i Qassighddl psefdéninsQ  NB aSft T

Tablel. Sample details

Family | Brendan (Dad), Joanne (Mum) and their three sons; Bendai old)
One Josh (14 years old) and Billy (11 years &djh parents were white British.

Eami John (Dad), Helen (Mum) and their three children (two sons and one daughter);
amily
T Laserblast (8 years old), Lily (6 years old)Adam(1 year old non-participani. John

WO
was white British and Helen white Irish.

Bruce (Dad), Sarah (Mum) and their two sons; Noah (1ldsya@d) and Connor (7 years

Family old: chose not to participate)Bruce was white British, whilst Sarah was Black British
Three of Caribbean descent.

. Andrew (Dad) and Ruth (Mum) and their three children (two sons and one daughter
E:umr”y James (7 years old), Samuel (5 yearsdidse not to participafeand Nina (3 years ald

non-participany. Both parents were white Brih.

Family | Imran (Dad), Kathryn (Mum) and their son, Solomon (5 yearsloithn was of North

Five African origin, whilst Kathryn was white British.

Eami Dean (Dad) and Jenny (Mum) and their three children (two daughters and one son)
amily

S (8 years old), Isla (5 years old) and Rose (3 yelaksnonparticipan). Both parents were
iX

white British.

Family | Paul (Dad), Ellie (Mum) and their daughter, Amy (5 years®ddh. parents were white

Seven British.

35



Eami William (Dad) and Rit@Mum) and their son and daughter; Joseph (6 yearsaldse not
amily

Eiah to participate and Millie (3 years olchon-participant).William was white British and Rit
ight

was of South African origin.

Family | Edward (Dad), Emily (Mum) and their two sons; Reuldegrears old) and Sam (3 years

Nine old: non-participany). Both parents were white British.

Eami Michael (Dad), Stephanie (Mum) and their one son and three daughters; Annika (14
amily

T old), Anja (11 years old), Freya (10 years old) and Luke (4 yepfdiclthel was white
en

European and Stephanie was white British.

Participants are labelled throughout the findings so as to denote which family they were in, what

their position was in the family and, in the case of children, their age. For exafmglesw, the
FILOKSNIAY CHYAf& C2d2NE A& aK2sy a W yRNBssS CnC¢
RFEdAKGSNI AYy ClFLYAfe ¢Sy>s A& akKz2gy & Wl yatrs CMns53

Recruitment

| began my efforts to recruit participants following receipt of conétion of ethical approval for my

study on 7 March 2015The data generation phase ran between the end of March 2015 and the
beginning of November 2013.used a combination of snowball and purposive selection to obtain
the sample. Congruently, Hammengland Atkinsor{2007)state that accessing a sample is best

achieved by using a variety of methods.

| initially sent a speculative recruitmentaail via the University staff mailing list, inviting interested

parties to contact me. | cheso approach staff, rather than students, as | reasoned that there would

be higher numbers nating my inclusion criteria amongst staff than amongst students. | also

displayed posters in venues where | might expect to find participants. Venues incluaepatiky

OF¥Sax | O2YYdzyAaide tAONINRI G(Gg62 NUzZoe Ofdmwaszx | C
specifically aimed at families). Notably, other researchers have received generally poor responses

when approaching men as the first point of contactflamily participation(Lewis, 2009)It has been
4dz23SaiGSREI GKSNBF2NBZ (GKFd FRRNBaadaAy3d NBONHzGYSy
NBONMHZA G YSY (G GSOKYAIl dzS  Eéwis, 200HAsEUCHS | wasSchkdful t LIF NB y & ¢
specifically refer to fathers in the recruitment materials, bigoinvited both mothers and fathers to

make contact if they were interested in participating. | chose not to diremuitment materials at

children. This wai view of decision making processes within families, wherein children are not

usually the primary decision makers. Using such methods, | recruited only two families, both of
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whom responded to the-enail circulated around the University mailing lists. &haail that was

circulated and the posters which | displayed can be found in Appendix One.

| was able to recruit Family Three via snowball sampling from Family One, but hereafter my

recruitment became rather more challenging. Consequently, | sought toitegaan online

Y20KSNBEQ 3INRAzZLIE dzaAy3d Y20KSNE Fa GKS LRAYyG 2F I
accessed two further families, the first of which later withdrew from the study due to difficulties in

finding convenient times to be interviewle The second of these families became Family Eight, but it

took me some months to arrange to interview them at a time we could mutually accommodate. |

noted this as a particular challenge with all families, all of whom had limited time available to

participate in interviews, whiclcollectively)often ran for several hours and/or over multiple

sittings. On reflection, | feel that this may have been a significant impediment to families choosing

whether or not to participate, or perhaps even to contact meftather information about the

research in the first place.

Thereatfter, | recirculated the email within the University, to no avail. Concurrently, | had a change in
my supervisory team due to the retirement of one of my supervisors. My new supervis@bleao
suggest and make initial contact with a further four families. The father of Family Four kindly
circulated an email to a number of other families, which resulted in the recruitment of the final

family, Family Ten. At this point, it was necessarstop recruitmentas | went on maternity leave.

Following initial contact, | sent information sheets via email to the family member with whom | had

made contactgeeAppendix Two for examples). | emphasised that any other family member who

was interestedn participating would need to read them and to indicate an interest in participation

in their own right. | determined that a minimum for participation would be for at least two people

from each family, afforithgme some potential for intrdamilial compaison. Providing information

sheetsin advance and asking for every potential family participant to readcandiderthis prior to
O2yFANNVAY3I G(GKIFG GKS WgK2fS FlLYAf@&Q YAIKG 0SS oAt
studies that rely ondmily recruitment via an individual family membh@vigfallet al., 2012)

Nevertheless, some family members articulatedtttieey had not seen the information sheets prior

to our first faceto-F  OS 02 y (i I Ol o (200R)axperiehce khat SdrméatiGhdeafi@tOwere

not necessarily distributed amongst all potential family p@pants despite being sent out prior to

meeting families. It must, therefore, be acknowledged that parents may @t W3l (4 S1 SSLISNID A ¢
2 0 KSNJ ¥ I Y Aphriicipatich ¥n deSeddhQwhilst also potentially serving to encourage or

coerce them into engageent (Lewis, 2009)
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hy®8 GKS FLYAt® NBLNBaSYdl(GAOS O2yFANNSR 2GKSNI 7
with the whole family to explain the project in more detail. | had hoped that this would take place

within one week of the inial contact. Without exception, however, the busy lives of the research

participants and my own family commitments restricted the timeliness of the firsttadace

meeting. When | did meet with the whole family, or members of the family, | discusseutdjeet

with each person individually and privately, addressing any questions arising from the information

leaflets. It was of paramount importance to me to be explicit and consistent in doing this, so as not

G2 4SS LI NBydGa | a otlBwisS28@anetd mirdiniisk thériof/parantalO2 y a Sy
coercion This was grticularlypertinent given that access to the children was always arranged via

parents. Again, | had hoped that this meeting would be a separate encounter and | would atedur

later dateto complete consent forms and the interviews themselves. Invariably, this was not the

OrasS YR FILYAfASAa LINBFSNNBR (2 wWedzad 3SiG 2y 6A0EFK
2T GKS WSGHKAOIf O2slaptdSNI GA2yaQ aSOGA2Yy 2F GKA

Overall, the reduction in the number of encounters | had with families (compared to what | had
anticipated) was unintentionally fortuitous in eliminating the need to maintain a research

relationship over prolonged periods during the data coilmttphase. The only occasion where this

was necessary (with Family Eight, as aforementioned), resulted in me being unable to interview their
son because of time constrainié was initially my intent that | would be able to provide feedback

on initialaggregatedindings througha final round ofnterviews with each family group, but this

proved impractical and | had to explore other methods of disseminating my findings with

LI NI AOALN yiGa o acSthiscHapt§SRol O1Q aSOilGAzy

As such, the followindiagrams (Figures Two and Three) show, first, the planned approach to

recruitment and, second, the reality of recruitment.
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Figure2. Planned timeline of recruitment

Individual
family
interviews.
Timing to be
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completion of
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be completed
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Interview to
reflect on
initial findings.
Within 4
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individual
interviews.*

End of
participation
(within 5
months of
initial contact).

Maintaining
contact.

Monthly, via e
mail phone or
post.

*|t was intended that each case receive feedback of #veegal findings from at least three cases, rather than feedback

specific to their own case.

Figure3. Actual timeline of recruitment
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Data construction methods

I chose to conduct individual, semstructured interviews with eachesearch participant. | undertook
these interviews at times and locations convenient to the participants, but most often, in their
homesand in the eveningVlacLean2011)asserts that negotiating interview times flexibly with

participants helps to build strong research relationships and reduces the impact of the alien
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researcher being present in the family hoifidhomas, 2011) found, however, that in having a

young family of my own, this flexibility did not come without personal compromise and challenge.

The interviews lasted around an hour with adults and about half an hour with childreim. Eac
AYUGSNIBASSG 461 a4 FNIFYSR o0& | Wi2LIAO 3IdZARSQ gKAOK L
and left available throughout. There were different topic guides for children and adults (see

Appendix Three). | recorded all the interviews using daliggcorder and recordings were later

anonymised and transcribed. Pseudonyms for participants are used througbame children were

keen to select their own pseudonymisa S S WA y (i Sy R S, Rut @Hervthigfwashoth& Ol A 2 y 0

case | assigned pseudonyms

| undertook sixtea interviews with twenty adultsAll parents participated. There were thirteen
interviews with children. Of the sixteen child participants, ten were boys and six were girls, their
ages ranged between four and seventeen years old. Eaghities had more than one child and two

had a singleton child. | was only able to capture multiple sibling perspectives in four families, due to
children either electing not to participate or not being of school age. Overall, | interviewed four sets

of parents as dyads and three pairs of children.

Despite the methodological diversity permitted by a case study approach, my choice of qualitative
AYiSNWBASsga YAIKGE G FFHOS @lFfdzSx O2yairdy YS (2
G2 (W lasytaé et al. 2008:Fhroughopting for a populist method of qualitative inquiry

(Mason, 2002)Indeed, convention alone is not adequate reason to select one method over another

My interest lay in theperceptionsof my participants and theronstructionf the social world,;

motivations which have been cited as appropriate reasons for selecting qualitative interviews as a

research methodMason, 2002)Practically, using interviews allowed me to include family members

on an individual basis, to conduct the research in the home or other locations as necessary. Given

GKFG WFFOKSNAYIQ A& | NP dzi Ay Somewhata@dricaly¥ a2 YS LIS?2
becamean abstract notion when people we asked to reflect upon it and upon how they positon

themselves in relation to it. | foundoweveri K & G KS WNBFt SOGA OGS 02y (iSEGaA
were useful in enabling this. | did not wantdaduly dominate or influence the scope and flow of

the discussion, but also found that participants sought guidance in relation to their reflective

process. A senstructured interview, therefore, allowed me &xplore my research questions-in

depthwith participants, but also to be responsive to the interaction between myself as researcher

and the interviewee as a social process in its own ((lgtatson, 2002)Each interview experience

also allowed me to iteratively develop mympach to subsequent interviews.
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Home, asiotedA Y (G KS f AGSN) 0dzNE NBGASSG OKFLIISNE Aa I+ LI
family life(Morgan, 1996)By situating the research in the home environment, | had hoped that |

g2dzZ R 0S8 +o6tS (2 SELX2NB (G(KS tAOBSR SELISNASYyOS 27
participants would be most comfortable. However, the presence of a reseaatitethe resulting

disturbance in the routines and workings of family life may have encouraged, discouraged or

otherwise altered particular social actions in unforeseen and unintended {(Gstsb, 2008; Thomas,

2011) As such, conducting the research in the lived environment could not elicit unadulterated

insight into a pristine social context, or a context somehow disembedded from the social world. This

was not necssarily problematic, but necessitated a reflexive approach to understanding my own

influence within the research context. | was fortunate that the homes of my participants were

spacious enough to provide a private space, away from other family membevkijdh to conduct

the interviews; especially given that MacLg@011)notes this as a particular difficulty arising for

a2YS NBASIFNDKSNE O2yRdzOGAYy3 NBASIENODK Ay LI NIAOAL
nervous upon entering the homes dfangers. | also found it to be immensely draining when, in an

attempt to encourage their open and enthusiastic participation, | endeavoured to establish an

instant rapport with family memberand then maintain this rapport across, quite often, several

hours of interviewing While | do think that the adult participants felt obligated to put me at ease in

their homes and to make efforts to build that initial mutual rapport, this was not always the case

with the child participants. Several of the younger dtgh wereinitially quite reticent with me and |

felt a significant burden of responsibility to ensure that they chose to participate of their own

volition and did not feel intimidated or concerned by my presence. It was, perhaps, to the further

detriment of these research relationships with the younger children that many of the interviews

took place in the evening, after school, when they were tired and when they may not have been at

their most receptive or congenial. In some cases, however, youngeripartis were very keen to

share (presenting me with a barrage of their own questions), enthusiastic, and highly articulate. They
seemed to regard the research process as neither daunting, nor especially alien. Furthermore, |
encountered one teenage parti@pt who was seemingly quite apathetic in his tone and

demeanour, but who still answered my questions at length and both affirmed and reaffirmed his

desire to participate when guestioned@ihese experiences are consistent with what Hareleal
(2010)havedescribed; some chiten may feel more confident to participate in research when in

GKSANI K2YS SYyOANRYYSYy(s o6dzi 20KSNE YIF& 068 Y2NB ¢
researcher is not so evidetlardenet al., 2010)The power relations that impact upon children

within families and outside of the family context are qaex and must, similarly, be seen as

intersecting with the power relations of the research relationship. While | could, and have, asserted
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an evidence base that made it preferential for me to situate the research in the home, this decision

was clearly notvithout its limitations and was associated with challenges for some particients

well as myselfWhere | did interview participants away from their home environment (and this

happened on two occasions), | invariably interviewed parents at work. Crsesteand Prou2002)
postulatethat it should not be assumed that work and home life occur in differerations while
Seymout(2007)has shown the permeability between work and hotme C dzNIi KSNY 2 NB X WTF I Y.
LINI O {iMoiQeh a1996)nay take place outside of the home, thus legitimisiog-home

environmentst & 'y | RRAGAZYF( FILASY (AL T Shev@ved @S thaiB I £ A G &
the interviewsO 2 y R dzO (i S Relt Hdrdifornda® tNély ok place across a desk and were less like

0KS w02y JSNAI {Masoy, 20028hark haldlbalidgrdé&d@nd hoped for.

Nevertheless, | perceived no additional awkwardness from participantm@ntexts; perhaps

due to their familiarity with their work environments, as with their home contexts.

Morrow (2009)states that therds significant potential for the loss of seléteem and

embarrassment through participation in social research, arising from perceived difficulty in
SELINBaaAy3a 2ySQa OASsa YR KFE@Aay3d GKSY NBOSAOSR
of perceptions of researcher neutrality, but also one that pertains to other interview participants, in

this casefamily members. This is particularly true of multiple perspectives families research, where

there are clear intergenerational power imbalan¢ekardenet al,, 2010) It has been suggested that
attempts by researcherl 2 I A @S OKAf RNBY W@2A0SQ YR G2 YSRAL
YSYOSNE 2@0SN) OKAf RNByQa NBalLRyaSazr KI@S 2F0Sy dz
interviewing children separatefjviaclean and Harden, 20143ome children, however, may find

group interviews an easier situation in which to express their vigdirk, 2007)Further to this,

there is the issue of collective family disp{@&jnch, 2007)wheren families and individuals may

present a representédn of family life which complies with their perceptions and constructions of

what family their familyis or oughtto be. Harderet al (2010)assert that children are less likely to

collude with family display than adults and that group interviews are more likely toWIRiA & LJX I & Q
responses due to their more public nature. On balance, | took the decision to involve participants on

an individual basis so that they were free to express their own perceptions and insights into the

experience of fathering without immediate io#nce of other family members arnd ensure scope

for intrafamilial comparisonNevertheless, several parents wished to be interviewed together, citing

time as the reason. Some siblings also wished to be interviewed together, though this seemed to be

related to their lack of familiarity with me. Consequently, | was led by partici&nt LINBE F SNBy OS &
regard to whether they were interviewed individually or in pairs. While this fell short of the initial

WL FyQ F2NJ 6KS NBaSIENOKZI L KFER y20 YyGAOALI GSR ¢
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were, or how highly valued #ir leisure time was. | believe that, had | enforced individual interviews,

this could have curtailed or inhibited the participation of one or more family members, or may have

created a less convivial atmosphere and resulted in a more difficult interineactuality, this was

not the case and | found that such interviews flowed just as easily as individual interviews, if not

more so, as there was an additional person to provideexgand uponan answer. Furthermore,

where children opted to be intervievekas a dyad, this may not have stifled their participation, but

NI GKSNJ LR GSYGAlFGSR (KSAN W@2(M&iSaR and Haider?2 2045 NB K| @ S
DA@SY (GKS O2YLISGAYy3a FyR O2yGNI RAOG2NE £ A0 SNI ( dzNE
families research, allowing participants to choose whether or not to be interviewed on their own,

represented a justifiable compmise.

Interview Design

When designing a serstructured interview, it is importanfor the researcheto view the structure

Fa oSAy3 1Ay G2 | Ydaoh280=Ed b hothctive anfl keflekive LJdzZNLJ2 & S ¢
within the interview process. That {and as earlier stipulatedas a researcher working in a

constructivist paradigm, one should view the interview as a means of constructingvidhta

participants, rather than extracting data from thegiason, 2002)

During my first interview, | presented the interviewee with a series of questions, split into topic
areas and held, for myself, a list of more detailed questions. This resulted in the interviewee
answering the questions, or making reface to particular phrases from the questions and in myself
having to repeatedly consult my list of questions. Somewhat unsurprisingly, the interview had a poor
flow between questions and, when | transcribed the interview, | regretted not expanding on a
number of points. | acknowledgéowever the limitations of being a novice researcher and this
process has taught and continues to teach me as much about what it is to do research, as it has
helped me to construct answers to the research questions. Asdyreated, in subsequent

interviews | used a topic guide (see Appendix Three). These guides only detailed potential areas of
discussion and dispensed with my own more specific reference questions, in order that | was more
focussed on the individual convet&m, rather than on acquiring specific answers. This worked

rather better, and increasingly so, as | developed greater confidence in both initiating interviews
and, subsequently, steering the conversation through its natural ebbs, flows and inevitable

deviations down less relevant tributaries of thought.

A point of reflection which arose during my field work, was the extent to which | imagined and
responded to the values and practices of participants and shaped my perceptions of and interactions

with participantsaccordingly On several occasions, | built a very easy rapport with family members
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during interviews and often felt agoughL. W{yS¢Q ¢KI 0 GKS& gSNBE 3I2Ay 3T
guestions, or found myself empathising with them during the coufdh®interview and even

RAzZNAY 3 GNI YAONRLIGAZ2Y YR FylfeaArad ¢KAA AYFIAYAy
to obtain space between myself and the data and, therefore, to permit insight which is data led and

not grounded in presumjdn or personal experience. Conversely, it also provided the opportunity

for easy conversation and, often, for clarification of specific issues. Through this, | was able to probe
F2NJ FAdzNIKSNI RSGFAt A Ay AyidSNIDA Spedencesyaid (2 SELX 2 NF
perceptions may have had both continuities and discontinuities with my own. @&i8:22has
4dz33SaG0SR GKIFd adKS o0SGGSNI SESONBESHKOKS NI &NBS BE
aAldz A2y GKS o6SGGSNI GKS RIEGE INB tfA1Sfte (G2 08d
{GSLKIYAS O60GKS LI NByGa 2F CFYAte& ¢Syos L AYyuSNyl
my own. During their irerview, | did not want to openly disagree with Stephanie or Michael, or to

appear as though | was judging their contributions in a negative way. | therefore perceived a need to
manage my own reactions to their responses and to conceal the discomfdrabtait some of the

assertions which they made. This made it difficult to build a rapport, or to expand upon lines of

enquiry in the same wathat | had with other families. The extent to which Michael and Stephanie

were afforded the same opportunity to gelop their accounts of their perspectives and experiences

during their interview was, therefore, constrained relative to other parents who patrticipated. There

was little in the extant literature which could have prepared me for this issue of researcher

poa A GA2Y I fAGES 2NJ K2g (GKS YdzyRFYyS A&daadadzS 2F WRAA&O:
ddz0 aSljdzSyid Fylrteara 2F GKSANI AYGSNIBASGE GNI yaONRL
AYGSNIBASEQS +a L KIFR FANAKLerimriesdzaykelf v and tetetosrigE A G |
cross case analyses, considering where both the continuities and discontinuities between Family Ten

and other families lay. On balance, this highlights the presence of my own subjectivities within the

research, rathethan an error of researcher se.

¢tKS SEGSY(d (2 6KAOK AyiGSNOASsE INB oftS (G2 002y
articulating their meaning has been a focus of critique of interviews as a research n{f@RodNA Sy >
Alldred and Jones, 199@jurther, the potential for poor recall of both participant and of the

researcher in their reflexive interpretations of the research context(s) has also been ag3éried

2009) In order to alleviate these issues, | strove to afford the participants some methodological

autonomy; offering choices in how they constructed and conveyed their meaning. | also kept brief

field notes following each intervieim order to encourage a reflexive process which was both
contemporaneous and developed through recollections and reflections at a latefdaighner

and Doucet, 2003)
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Biographies

The topic guides used in the interviews were intended to allow participating aduttsnstruct a

biographical narrative around a set of gdetermined life eventgincluding the birth of children,

children starting school and children leavinghome) . A 2 ANJ LJK& A& | YSlIya 2F O
picture of social change and connections withetworks of kin...they can deal with the meanings

GKFG AYRA@GARdzZ fa | G0NR @omitR00%42)Sididrs yWiorgai20yMBeeNS € | G A 2
such linking of biography to history as a key way through which practices come to be significant as

family practicest LISOA FA O f f @ @ . A 2 NI LIKASGG20@Pf @uSncatza Wi KA O
individually experienced and interpreted, social processes. | intended that, in focussing on the

elicitation of biographical accounts, | would allow for the discussion of memories and how meanings

and interpretations change ovéime and interact with the present, or an imagined future.

Biographical exploration structudehe interviews with children and with adultgho participatedn

the study, so as to provide a rounded understanding of fathering as a relational processrer ti

Biographies, however, relate, primarily, to the individual and it was my aim to simultaneously

SELX 2NB GKS WAYIFIAYINEQ 2F GKS FILOKSNAY3I NBE I (A7
imaginarieSmart, 2008 2 KAt S GKS Wy 2NXI GAGBS FrYAfeQ ¢l & GK
imaginings were explored, it is notable that a relational understanding of family life, asserts that

FI YAt @ YSYOSNRQ AYRADARGdzZ fion th tié vlidensdcidl ShistoricaNadd O 2 y a G N
cultural contexts in which they are articulat¢é@mart, 2007; Roseil and Ketokivi, 2015)maginary

Oy Ffa2 AYyTFT2N¥I GKSNBF2NBI K2g KAAG2NAROFf dzy RSN
altered or rejected across generatio(Gillis, 1996)Equally, imagined futures have the same power

to indicate our aspirations to adhere to a particular form of family and familySifeart, 2007)The

biographical approach take therefore,allowed for exploration of how individual biographies were

embeddedn social contexts.

Participatory tasks and methods

| invited adult participants to bring along meaningful objects, such as family photographs or other
artefacts which they found evocative of their understandings or experiences of fathering. Materiality
can be a useful tool in the application of biographio@thods to studies of family life, as material
objects may be invested with particular meaning or histo(&sart, 2007)While it was suggested

to adult participants prior to the interview that they mayishi to bring such objects, none chose to
present any for discussion. | can only speculate as to the reasons for this, but consider that, for the
most part, the research participants wanted, at least initially, to be guided by my questioning and

were conteant to rely on the topic guide to navigate and inform the interview, rather than shaping it
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themselves in advance. Furthermore, participants were not given very long to consider what they
might like to bring with then{because there wagften no delay betwen consenting tgarticipate
andthe interview taking plee) and perhaps did not have time to find, or wish to spend time finding,

something suitable.

As children were positioned as independent social actors in the research process, the research was
desigied to support their autonomous contributiorfMason and Hood, 2011} has been stated

i K Ithé coatext in which research with children is conducted is generally characterized by

institutionalized, asymmetrical adalthild relatiors, in which age acts as a structural factor. This has

GKS STTFSOG 2F tAYAGAY I NB A& SMabhd & GoNd 2011:408)f W KEA 2y 2
FILYAT@Q Aa 2 yaactéridedy thask disEnmeétécal celdtiq@daen, 2001)

Therefore, deconstructing, or at least being conscious of, some of the power imbalance that exists
0SG6SSYy OKAfRNBY FYR IRdZ G I OG2NE ¢l a ySOSaal NEB:
KSI BROYIl yS .Aher is ¥ debaca®to whether children need specifitethods to better

facilitate their participation, or whether participatory methods are advantageous for all persons.
Giventhelace ¥ O2yaSyadzZi &adz2NNRdzyRAYy3d gKAOK YSGK2R& YA-:Z
agency and voicéKirk, 2007)t was, therefore, imperativéo design methds that were suitable for
childrenreflexivelgp ¢ KSNB Kl & 6SSy fAYAGSR ONRGAldzS 2F Wy2
GKSasS wy2@St YSGK2RaAQ KI @S 2FGSy 0SSy R2LIISR ¢ A
centred activity is somehow moreriuor more engaging, for childré®Punch, 2002)Drawingshave

been shown as a useful means of instigating conversation and aiding recall, but some children have

found them problematic due to their perceptions that they lacked of drawing alfiiik, 2007) A

combination of traditional interview methods and more tasintred activities have been argued to

be useful for engaging children and redressing any anxiety that they may feel at being required to

provide a verbhanswer immediatelyCoad, 2007)Artifacts created through the use of participatory

tasks may alseerve to offer a focus around which discussions may be struci{ittacienet al,,

2010) Clearly, a balance had to be struck between offering children the autonomy to participate in

research independently, and to selétermine their competence to do so, whilst concurrently

ensuring that they were not mgmalised in their ability to contibute by unequal power relations

(Punch, 2002; Kirk, 20Q7)determined that it was both practical and pragmatic to conduct semi

structured interviews with childreas with adultsbut with the option forchildrento undertake

LI NI AOALIF G2NEB GFala Ay | O02NREFEYOS sA0GK GKSANI LINE
shaping which tasks they selected to integrate into their interviews. The older the children were, the

fewer participatory methods were useBroviding a variety of tasks was especially useful with

younger children for maintaining their interest and for diverting attention away from myself as a
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stranger and, potentially, as quite an intimidating presence in the home. | am not convinced that
sud methods were beneficial in allowing children to express their ideas more readily than if they
were just asked questions, howev@ihe integrated tasks, especially ones which required children to
draw or focus on creating something tangible, seemed tavamte as a distraction, making it harder

to keep the conversation on topic. Generally speaking, it was easier to interview the children who
had been attending school for longer periods of time, who were more accustomed to being asked

guestions and understm the expectation to formulate a verbal response.
The selection of tasks available to children included:

1 aseries of discussion prompts which contained an image of family life with a title which
reflected a particular aspect of the topic guide.
1 acolliGAzy 2F AYIFI3ISa 2F WNBIf ftAFS RIRAQ FNRBY ¢
they thought were interesting, or particularly similar or dissimilar to their own father.
f I WRNJ ¢ A yanh exBrhipRofhistan#d found in Appendix Four).
Wherecth t RNBY @SNBE NBGAOSYyd (2 2FFSNI RSAONRLIIAGS @S
FFrdKSNE R2Q dzaAy3 GKS&aS LINBYLIiaz GKSNB gl a a2

| did not retain these drawing and diagrams as data, but lefirtlwith the participants.

Ascertaining if children did or did not wish to participate in these tasks was challenging. | made it

verbally clear to children that they were in control of the interview, their participation and their

choice of tasks. Althougthitdren were asked to verbalise their preferences, it was also necessary to

be sensitive to their nowerbal cuegKirk, 2007) The extent to which | achievedhagh degree of
NBalLlRyaArgdgSySaa (2 OKAfRNBYyQad LINBFSNByOSa Aa 2yS
could possiblknow, in any categorical way, the thought processes of another actor. | think, overall,

this is an irreconcilable issue fibris research and that being aware of the issues, whilst erring

G26FNR  OFdziA2ylFNE adlyOS NBIFNRAYy3I OKAft RNByQa

compromised resolution.

Feedback

| did not routinely return interview transcripts to panantsto review. This decision was made in
light of the risk ofa confidentiality breach within the family netwolidardenet al,, 2010) In order

to offer participants autonomy, they were advised that if they specifically wanted their interview
transcripts, then they could have the(Nunkoosing, 2005)See consent section of this chapter for

further detail).
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I had intended taffer whole family feedback interviews, which could also be used as data and
drawn upon for analysis. When it became clear that timescales did not allow for this, it seemed that
an alternative means of feedback would need to be devised. | was keen ttaasnethod would

not require further time and effort fronthe families who had participated (now a year earlier), but
would allow me to fulfil the moral obligation, and expressed commitment, to offer something in

NB G dzNy ¥ 2 NJ LI NI qv&sbri, 20§2{iShaw, BradyNsidiDavey, ROTi1) 2 v

I, therefore, provided a summary sheet of initial findings to par#ioig, via email, once | had

undertaken sufficient analysis to inform this in a meaningful way. This feedback was generalised,

rather than case specifit I & KIFI R I fa2 o6SSy (KS Ay s&tiaifandligs G KS 21
could not identity data from family members in order to protect confidentiality (the feedback sheet

emailed to participants can be found in Appendix Fi8@prtcomings of this approach included

being unable to guarantee that participanihad received the feedback to ascertain if the

feedback had been circulated to all participating family members. No participant offered any

response about the feedback provided.

Data Analysis

This section of the chapter records the data analysis nadHor the research. Masq2002)states

that data analysis should be rigorous and reported in a transparent way, so as to facilitate
appropriategeneralisations which may be framed inwidersod@ y  SEG & ® ¢ KIF G Aa (2
way that they feed into wider sets of issues or questions, or help to initiate debate about issues and
jdzSadA2ya 6KAOK &2dz aSs §Mdsen 260BZDNAS howed, GudlitativeziageA O O 2y
study aspires to arrive at a sufficiently detailed understanding to enable credible reporting of

findings(Ragin, 1992; Stake, 1995, 2000; Harvey, 200928@9) The following sections, therefore,

will attend tohowl SELJX 2NBR Ol 484 WAy RSGIAETQ FyR G(4KS ONB

presented.

Stages of data analysis
Gvdzl f AGEGADBS NBEASENDK KIF&a | aLISOALE OSNAAZY ;|
I g At of S¢

(Richards 2009:58)

My analysis was contilly evolving but this procesweded ultimately,to be reined in so that
a2yYysS asSvyoftlyOS 2F | WgNARGS dzZlJQ YAIKG S@Syddz tte
GSyaArzya ogta a2YSOKAY3 L &l NBIXAFROARY BaskviehG (YKENE dz3 K 2

within the year of my PhD allocated to data collection, | failed, in any substantial way, to adhere to
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{ Af OSHOMA)WERYEO HNI BY § 2 WNFkd dndlysistdistart analysis early. This may
have contributed to my underlying disquiet about whether | had done enough with, or said enough

about, the data. Such disquiet is perhaps an inevitability in the constructivist paradigm, wherein an

indudi A @S | LILINRF OK Aa (GKS2NBGAOIffte | RO20FGSR o0dziz

G2 NBRdAzOS UKS (Hchaids 2000680 8 ¢ KSYy ¢

Fdlowing transcription and anonymisation of all intemwig transcripts were uploadetd the

qualitative data analysis software, NVi@ersion 11) Consequently, | found myself both learning

how to analyse datandhow to use NVivo. The intention underpinning the use of NVivo was to
promote a more systematic and auditable approach to qualitative data analysis; a lack of rigour, as
already noted, being a shortcoming asserted of qualitative research in géréaling and Warnes,
2009) Nevertheless, | found it simpler in the first instance, and repeatedly thereafter, to work with
hard copief the transcripts; reading, reeading and reflecting on these to develop my

understanding of the dataset, first, in its entirety and, latterly, in détdihson, 2002)Reading hard
copies of whole interview transcripts was paularly useful as a reamiliarisation exercise after

returning to my studies after a leave of absence. Despite my initial plan to undertake intrafamilial
analysis prior to undertaking interfamilial analysis (as outlined in the methodology sectios of thi
chapter), this provediificultd L F2dzy R L O2dzA R y2d4 3IS4 I &asSyas
converged or diverged from the dataset as whole without first constructing an understanding of all
the cases collectivelithe implications of this areomsidered in Chapter EightJVivo would have

allowed me to consider cases individually and then cross reference these, but my level of proficiency
with the programme did not afford me an appreciation of this until | had completed my analysis

within the sdtware. Deep exploration of the particulars of each case did not emerge until | was

2 ¥

Sy3l ISR 6AGK G(KS LINROSHEAE 2(ftherfdraldoing igitdl indzhtens Y& FA Y F

Once | had developed an understanding of the dataset as #whkegan to group the datato

gKFEG bxAg2 OFffa Wy2RS&aQ> o0dzi 6KIFG | NBMasdna2 NBT

2002; Richards, 2009)hese codes were descriptive headings usedutéak the data down into
groups pertaining to the same issue. As | progressed through the dataset, | became increasingly
consciais of the malleability of codes and fourtdhelpful to deconstruct some codes into several

component parts, whilstonverging ther codesnto one as their conceptual autonomy became

'daty

AYONBI&AYy3Ite AYRAAGAYIdAEKIOES (G2 YSd Ly FOO2NRIE

which Richard$2009)has describedzodes came together in a creative wiayo what | have

described asategories. The broad category headings under which codes were grouped were

YRSAONAOAYTI FlLYATRE@QE WSPSyiaQs Waaddd mdredenttINI O A C
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Yyé O2RS&a FyR OFGS32NARSa Fa I WO2RAY3I GNBSQ 6KAOF
LINE INB & a [0) RSOSt 2LISRE (GKSNBFT2NBI aSOSNIt OSNE
a2NIAy3

L
0KS RIG2RAAT KIANGS DG ANER2 0KRG YT AWV ! W3Sy R

N Y
H O«

There were a number of neuroses which plagued me during coding, however. Codes included

W OGAGAGASE 6AGK RFER 2N YdzYQs WRIAf&@ NRdziAySaQs
descriptive, | also developed codelz® K | & WFIl YAt & @I fdzSaQ 6KAOK ¢SNB
use of the ability to annotate data excerpts in NVivo, using this tool as a means to highlight what |

found specifically interesting, to ask a question, or to relate it to other extracts ef alatodes.

| 2yaSlidSydtes L F2dzyR Al RREFRMO20F0mthedata.d 2L Yeast
think, however, this reflected both my own analytical style and the complex imayhkich the

practices of fathers, and understandings of fatherhood, were bound together in the everyday lives

and accounts of participants.

2 KAf &G L dzyRSNRG22R GKIFG GKS WNRIKGIQ ydzZYoSNI 2F (
conducting thdterative process of analysis, it has been asserted that codes and categories should be
sufficient to map the scope of diversity in the accounts of the particip@itson, 2002)That is,

they should be particular, but also reggent the wholgSandelowski, 1995 he question remained,
however, as to how | coukhowg A 1 K | ye& OSNIAGdzRS GKFdG L KFER I OKA
a021LS 2F RAOSNEAGEQ® { dzOK dzy OS Ndglalitafivié iegear¢hers S @S NI

and research more generallyames, 2012)

The visual representation of codes in a coding tree also allowed me to further develop my analysis. |

used the coding tree as a base from which to ask questions of the data and to develop my thinking

from codes ad categories into themes. Using the tree and the questions, | repeatedly returned to

0KS RIGFEEZ NBAYOGSNIINBGAYI YR NBY2RStfAy3I (GKS O2F
was beginning to construct from the data. The themes larrived &ttPl3 K (G KA a LINP OSaa 64 ¢
LINE A RSNRE WRIFIR a4 NRf{S Y2RSt QX wO2yailiNHzZOGAY3 OFK
WiAYS FyR &Ll 0SQ GKSYS Oly 6S8 F2dzyR Ay ! LIWSYRAE
me to easily sort and sithrough the data at this stage and to subdividertines by family and family

member. Nevertheless, data in NVivo is decontextualized from its wider contexts and it was, at

various points, useful to return to a data exceipisity, either as part of a wHe interview

GNJF YAONRLIGE 2NJAY NBfFGA2Yy G2 F &aAYATI N &aadzS Ay
al(2007:121K I @S I a & S NI $B Storiés 2l Komgpading pldtdiinultaneously evolving

an understanding of the general story of the dataset as whole and the specificities within the general

story. Mason2002)has argued that coding and cressctional analysis of codes, can give credence
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to the notion that the data extracts contained within codes are fixed, obscuring the potential for

conflicting and multiple meanings. In contrast, | foundthat ISl 2 21 € F NBS @2f dzv¥Sa
O2RAYIQY HKSNBAY (GKS alyYSs 2NJ AAYAELENE RFEGE SEGN
an inevitability given that there is reprioriway of knowing what is significant to the research

participants or how theé & ( NHzO (i dzNB & (@e@rtz A9X 3Dy theF dat® mighheReyitdally be

interpreted by the researchenitheir reporting of it. Further, multiple coding allowed me to retain a

sense of the multiplicity of the data and their embeddedness in the wider dataset. The multiple

meanings underpinning the data have also arisen as a key element in the discushiefiildings

(see ChapteEigh).

My analytical work, however, was not accomplished solely through NVivo, but involved moving

between pen and paper, a word processor, transcripts and the codified content in NVivo. The data
transcripts and NVivo provided mw@th a concrete base from which to undertake the messy,

iterative, recursive, notinear and creative interpretations which characterise, and are essential
components of, inductive analyqislason, 2002; James, 201Zhe themes which | constructed

underpin and remain tethered to what\gritten in the findings, but the analysis did not stop with

GKSaS GKSYS&aX NIGKSNI AG O2yliAydzZSR G2 KILLWSy w2y
Ww3SG 2y YR gNRGS A0Q0 yR GKNRdAAK2dzi GKS GgNRGS

Constructing a credible sty

G/ 2YLI NRAaz2y 2F | O02dzyia 2F FlLYAfE& YSYOSNRA GAGKAYy
F2N) Ot ARFGAY3a | O02dzyiazé FyR SELX 2NAYy3 ydzd yoSas
0S02YSa dwadn SbriRvé and Lewis, 200i)deed, whilst | had the best of intentions to
FOKAS@S | daY2NBE NP dz(Huléh etlald 201iDdAIbtakthFanfuli YA f &8 f A FS¢
perspective approach within families anddertaking a collective of case studies, this presented (as

already noted) a number of challenges and, at times, | sensed that | was mired in such complexity

that | might never make sense of it, let alone communicate it sensibly to others. Having posed

fathers and fathering as both gendered and generational phenomena, | invited, in my own mind, the
presumption that the relationship between such dimensions, fathers and fathering might be easily
deconstructed. Rather, as Hardehal (2010)have argued, such dimensions amangled and

accounts of the experience of family life may reflect multiple such dimensions at once. | needed,

therefore, to avoid a situation where the write up was comprehensive and detailed, but through

having such qualities, became incomprehensible ara$ed to be useful. This was not a process for

which | understand there to be a fixed formula. Ratleira and interfamilial analyses were

achieved, | hope, through repeated redrafting of chapters, through checking that families, mothers,
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fathers, childre, boys, girls and different ages of children were, as far as was appropriate to the

interfamilial arguments made, represented in my accounts of the data. Data excerpts illustrate and

support the claims | made of the data, helping me to root my analy#ieidata and to avoid my

Wiy £ &aA Ol (JamdsY2D1R)angdressing tgw@rd abstraction from the data (though |

certainly had to be reined in from doing so on a number of occasions). Further, and by way of

balance, | sought to be sufficiently expansive in the argumesaadtructed from the data so that |

RAR y20G NBRdzOS Y& lylrfeara (2 aArAYLXe& LRAyGAYy3 2d
(Silverman, 2014)There is, however, a particular exampfaeductive decision making in the write

up of my findings which warrants further and specific explanation; the deaisibto include

OKAf RNByQa @2A0Sa FNRBY (KS Ay RKoirandFivelTdiLcho@& I LG S NA&
was,inonesengge LIN} AYI GAOX FyR RSaA3aySR (G2 SyadaNB GKI
findings was not lost to the complexity of multiple competing voices, but also a decision rooted in

the data. The absence of EhRNB Yy Qa @2 A O S §whiciNd@nsidefpireeptionS &l C 2 dzNJ
experiences of the grandfather generation, was simultaneously pragmatic and methodologically

mediated. Specifically, children did not talk about their grandfathers and this was, primarily, because

| did not ask. The decision to excludelRINE y Q& | O 02 dzy (i aperfaine® t6thé K LIG SNIJ CA
negotiationof paid and unpaid work between parents. Given that the negotiation of paid and unpaid

work and how this was arranged was a decision made by adults, this decision seemed justified.
Nevertheless, the notion that children, for the most part, do not contbut i 2 G KS WTIF YAt & ¢
LINE ZHa@eéné al, 2012)is considered more critically in Chaptgight

| also encountered a nuber of other points of reflection realised through my analyses and

interpretations during my write up of the findings. First, it was increasingly evident to me as the

writing of my findings chapters progressed, that the reduction of children into a siatggory of

YaOKz22t |13SQ gl a LINRofSYFGAO® 1'3AS gl A& Iy AYLRNII
this was constrained through the small number and narrow distribution of children of particular

ages. On reflection, there was a certain ironyhia juxtaposition of my welintended assertions that

L ¢2ddZ R 0S AyOfdzaAg@S 2F WrHft OKAfRNBYQ FyR GKI
to research, and my failure to appreciate the true diversity of children. I fell foul, thereibtbe

very view which researchers working with the social studies of childhood seek to redress; the view

that children might be, in some or any way, homogeneous.

Second, | was struck by the idea that generational power was present, not just withinghgews,
0dzi RdzZNAyYy3a (GKS LINRPOS&aa 2F lylfeairad L AyidSNLINBGS
AYF2NYSR 0@ Y@ | RdzZ G LISNRLISOGADSE YR #2NNASR {F
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22YS RSINBSST 6f 2@ames2a07:76mSL ¥ RNB A SHRRKBNEQ F 002 dzy (i
0 KSNBT2NBYIA MOK SNIDK AR NAa]l 2F 0SO2YAy3 | daedvyoz
NEBTESOGAZ2Y 2F OKA{ RaNiBsy2007:261Ydhileyl odidingt Ropé tdziv@®rddi a ¢

my adultness in my analysis, and did not entirely overcome the prevailing notion of children as a

dzy AGFNE OF(GS3I2NEX L KL @ Sount@aiad@skad07)Yihave dohelttis O K A £ RNB y
ensuring that, where it was appropriate to do so, their perspectives are prasemy idiscussions of

contemporary fathers and fathering.

Third, | was struck by the idea that the interpretations and interpolations that | was making of the

RFEGlI ¢SNB a2YSK2g Wy2(d (GNHSQd ¢KSNB 6SNBE O NR 2 dz
memberswere telling me was a frank account, or if their accounts represented a purposively shaped
portrayal of how they would wish their lives to be seen. Despite having been aware of the potential

F2NJ WT I Y(Kific 20R7asil halve: earligr described, unpicking the layers of what was actually

going on was intellectually impossible in the moment of data collection and just as difficult two years

later when the material context of the interview had fadedhin my memory. Working within a

gualitative paradigm, however, does not require one to attain an external truth, but to create a

credible and subjective truth. As detailed in Chafight K2 6 S@S NE (Wifich, Y007 & RA & LJ |
has proven a useful tool in explicating my experiences and interpretations and situating these within

the extant literature. | hope, therefore, that despite such shortcomings and anxieties that | achieved
sufficiently detailed undrstanding to have constructed a credible, but personal, account and

interpretation of the data.

Ethical considerations

This section considers the ethical implications of conducting research with multiple family members
in the home environment and how tlse may be reconciled with the research design. Ethics

approval for the study was awarded by the University of Sheffield in March 2015 (the confirmation
of ethical approvalor the studycan be found in Appendix Seven). It was necessary to consider and
be responsive to the ethical issues that arose throughout the research process, including those
which may not have been anticipated prior to undertaking the research. This section is structured in

relation to three specific ethical issues: consent, confidéityiand harm.

Consent

Informed consent has been viewed as based on three fundamental principles, those of
comprehension of information, voluntary consent and capacity to con@€rit, 2007)In order to
facilitate understanding of the studynformation sheets were made available prior to seeking

consent.Time was provided for potential participants reflectupon this information.
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Discussions about the study took place in private with each participant. This was to negate the

potential for parental gatekeeping, either through coercion to participate or, conversely, as an

obstacle to participation Separate consent forms for all iiddials involved were used (see

Appendix Eight), situating consent as an individually negotiated and agreed pigtarsienet al,

2010)¢ KS LINPGAAAZ2Y 2F WOKATR ALISOAFTAOQ AYF2NXNIGAZY
children have been asserted to perceive research as something done to them and from which they

do not directly benefi{Kirk, 2007)Despite this, a broad brush approach to conceptualising

WOKAf RNBYQ |a | K2Y23SyS2dza a20AFf OFGS3A2NE HKSy
the resulting document needed to be &0 and discussed with very young children, but the

simplified tone of the document felt inappropriate for teenage participants in the study. In practice, |

found that the information sheets provided a useful starting point for discussion and bettereshabl

me to tailor the journey toward informed consent for, and with, eaaflividualparticipant.

The issue of recruiting families through a single family member (see recruitment section of this

chapter) implies that the ethical considerations | undertaoksilation to obtaining consent did not

transcend internal family processes and obligati@abb, 2008)Therefore, | can only evidence that

my ethical behaviours have been reflexive and consistent with gailand critique regarding best

LINI} OGAOS:E y2G ¢6KSGKSNIL KFE@S FGdlrAySR |y ANNSBTdz

Furthermore, consent should be seen as a continual dialogue throughout a research process
(Alderson, 2004)a corsent form can, therefore, only provide an indication of consent to take part in
the interview(Nunkoosing, 2005)ndeed a signed consent form cannot be considered to constitute
fully informed consent prior to actually doing the intervi¢@abb, 2008)Participants were,

therefore, made aware of their right to withdraw their consent at any stage of the research, and/or
to remove any part of their interview from the resulting transcripts if they wished to do so
(Nunkoosing, 2005kee feedback section of this chapter). In actuatityly two children asked for

their transcripts back and no retractions were deaOnce consent forms were signed by all parties,
the participant was given a copy as well as a copy of the information g, 2012)A copy of

the signed and dated consent form was retained and kept securely.

As already noted, it was necessary to be alert to the verbal anevadral ways in which children
may have wished to widraw consent for their involvement in the proces&rk, 2007) However, it
was similarly important to consider the interview as a conversation charactersédth
GSELINB&&AZY | YR (NEhkIdshg2006708YWithAolinginfoimdzbrij éihich
could be seen as transient withdrawals of consent, can manifest also as both verbal anerbah

articulations in interviews with adul@unch, 2002; Nunkoosing, 2008) practice, it was difficult to
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determine when a silence and altered body language indicated more time required for thought, or
was an implicit withdrawal of consent. | naviga this as best | was able, but my capacity to do so
was ultimately reliant on my intuition and intuitive processes could hardly be claimed to be
congruent with a transparent approach to research. | am convinced, however, that such an
experience is inevdble, particularly in exploring the private world of the fan{Babb, 2008)and

that being aware and sensitive to the potential pitfalls of this constitutes ethical research practice.

Finally, the issue ofoenpetence to consent. There is no legal age within UK law at which a child
under the age of sixteen may give consent and it is the task of the researcher, therefore, to
determine if a child is competent to consent to take p@irk, 2007)I took the view that each child
had potential capacity to consent, but that this would need to be individually assessed with each
child. The rationale for including only schh@ge children and above in the study arose from a
presumption that it would be harder to ensure comprehension of the study information for younger
children and their capacity to consent would be impaired. | made this pragmatic decision despite
intellectudly acknowledging and aligning my own ideology to the contradictory stance that age
should be seen as a social, rather than a natural variable, in research with cliildnes et al.
1998:175)

Confidentiality

As previously stipulated, recorded interviews were transcribed and anonymised. This was done
either by myself or a University approved transcription service. These transcripts amredcurely

on a password protected computer, whereas paper copies of the transcripts and field notes were
retained in a locked cupboard when not in use. The audio recordings from the projects were used
only for the purposes of transcription, after whitthey were deleted. All subsequent uses of the
data drew on the anonymised transcripts and were in accordance with the uses delineated on the

participant consent forms.

Interviews were conducted in a private space within the family home, or an alterdatiadon, as
determined by the participant, to ensure that the content of the interview remained confidential.
Finding a private space in the homes of the families | interviewed was largely unproblematic,
maintaining privacy throughout the interview, howary was more problematic. Interruptions from
other family members during the course of the interview were not uncommon, requiring starts and
stops within the interview which were sometimes troublesome for maintaining their flow

(Mauthner, 1997)
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Feedback to participants of the study findings was general, rather thanrspesific, so as to
prevent individual family membsrandfamiliesfrom being identifiable other participants. This was a

particular concern given the snowbalhmpling methods deployed.

All data and field notes were kept, and continue to be kept, strictly confidential. As discussed with
participants, the onlyituation in which | would have breached confidentiality would have been if a
safeguarding issue had come to light. It is possible, however, that in taking goensitiective
approach to the research phenomenon, individuals may have shared information tiaouselves

or others that another may not have chosen to discl@abb, 2008)I explained this to participants
prior to their consenting to the study, as is considered good research préKiite 2007; Gabb,

2008)

Harm
There is a need in any research with human participants to consider the potentierforor

distress to be caused thildren tirough their participation in the research process. This required

YS (2 0SS aSyaraidrodsS (2 GKS TesSémh edrdFaleTand] O2y Ft A OG>

SY oI NNJ &akve®y:12s4hat children, and adult§Gabb, 2008)may experience. | sought

to address these potdial emotional issues, firstiypy offering all participants choice and, therefore,

a degree of autonomy, within the methodological approach to the research and, secondly, by
involving children as independent social actors in the research, whilst being responsive to their cues
that they were uncorfortable. Although it is, of course, also necessary to respond to the ways in
which adult participants might express distress in a similarly responsive way, generally speaking,

adults may be better positioned to verbally articulate their concéfench, 2002; Kirk, 20Q7)

A Disclosure and Barring Service check was conducted in order to demonstrate my suitability to work
with children which was submitted to the University as part of my application for ethical approval. It
was, however, also neseary to consider the risk of harm to myself as researcher, particularly when
O2yRdzOGAY3A NBAaSI NOK Ay Ay ( XDicksdrSwifeetsali #0A7Y 1Bwas a dzO K
paramount to build rapport with the participants in such a way that this facilitated their confidence

in disclosing their experiences within the interview setting, although there are obvious limitations as
to the extent to which thiswas or couldbeactieR Ay | aAy 3t S YSSGAy3a 27
duration (Gabb, 2008)lt is simultaneously necessary to maintain an appropriate level of distance

that preserves the boundaries of the researcher/participant rielaghip(DicksorSwiftet al,, 2007)

2NJ GKSNB YlI& 68 F Nmxal 2F YAaANBLNBaSyday3a GKS

(DicksorSwift et al. 2007:332han a professional relationship. Therefore, | needed to balance my
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own level of disclosure in a way that was appropriate to build rapott did not leave me

vulnerable to a muddying of my role as researcher.

The imposition of myself, as a researcher, into the family dynamic was also significant and it was
necessary to be sensitive to the fact that the home is an intimate and privateoanvémt (Gabb,
2008) As such, the extent to which the research process impinges on routine family life was
minimised as far as | was able to, by offering flexibility in the timing of the interviews, whilst als

limiting them to around an hour in length, and half an hour for children.

Lastly, and from a more practical perspective, | had to take precautionary measures in respect of my

26y LISNER2YIlIf alFSde 6KSy SyidSNAy3 talSigittie®RQa LINRA I
planned in advance and had a clear timeframe within which | would enter and, subsequently, leave

the field (Jamieson, 2000 hese plans were communicated between myself and my supervisors

through the use of sealed envelopes containing interview location detdilsh my supervisors

would open if | had not contacted them by a specified time following an interview. Protecting my

own safety during field work, therefore, did not compromise the anonymity of the research

participants.
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Chapter Four Constructing generational differences in fathering

Thestudyfindings are presentedithis, and thefollowingthree, chapters The themes introduced in
these chapters are then discussed in lightref extant literaturein the final sectiorof the thesis,

Chapter Eight.

TKS GKSYS 2F WTIYAt& RAALA I &8 Q SHvisddiBeied in deMiinzl K 2 dzi
Chapter EightDisplay, in this thesipgrtains, for the most part, to the portrayals of fatherhood,

fathering and fathersvhich took place within interviews and between family memb@itse

audiences for these forms of display which | go on to discuss are, therefore, myself and family

members References to public displag§fatheringwere evident in the datéut are notconsidered

in detail in this thesis (though see Earley et al [forthcoming] in which displays of fathering through

physical activity are examined)

¢tKA&d OKILIISNI RAaddzaasSa LI NBydaQ LanNp&tdisyy ya 27F Y
theirA y @2t @SYSy G | a FwadckrSdpialy eUakiye @l tofSrives ghtasyed

dzy RSNAR Gl yYRAYy3Ia 2F YSYy Ay (GKS 3ANI YRFIFIGKSNI ISy SNI
domestic labourWithin their accounts, parents emphasised their owrkf@ N&E Q@ NBf | § A2y A KA L

paid work.

t I NBydaqQ 002dzyia 2F GKSANI 26y FFHOKSNBRQ FFGKSNAYy
subjectivity of interpretation and the selectivity of biographical narration. One father, Andrew (F4F),
specifically acknowledgl the potential for memory to be partial and incomplete and the

significance of this in shaping his understanding of his father:
L YSOSNI NBYSYOSNI KAY aAddGdAy3a R2sy 6AGK YS R2,
dzy t Saa LQ@S 2dzagiy JrRi> L O2dad SRBy @i kR3S Fye |
of thing.

(Andrew, F4F)

{AYAEFINI&@Z ! YRNBS QA ¢ARAR yvdal K NESOmSaYiossS Ny XKW&ERS (I KN-2(
her recollections of her fathefl.he pictures created of grandfathersthe data, therefore, are

imperfectly recalled experiences and purposively deployed stories. They are not necessarily factual,

odzi FNB aidNRy3afe AYLINBaAaaA2yAadAOd ¢KNRdAdzZAK &dzOK L
generation of fathers wereonstructed and a largely consensual picture was created of what parents

understood the grandfather generation to be like. It became possible, therefore, for fathers and
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mothers to utilise this representation in a way which constructed their own fathebeiag either

consistent with, or divergent from, what they felt to bgpical of the grandfather generation.

For fathers, reflection on fathering was stimulated by their own transition to fatherhood and,
specifically, by the birth of their first child. i§lwas illustrated by Bruce (F3F) when he was asked
when the practices of his father, which he had highlighted as formative of his own fathering, became

pertinent in shaping his ideas about what fathering should look like:

Not until | became afather. b2 dz {y26 oKIGd L YSIyK {2 L

puj
>+
¢
<
"

preconceived ideas about how | was going to be as a Dad.

(Bruce, F3F)

Many fathersexplicitly highlighteddf ST NJ RA&AGAYy OGA2yad 0S0i6SSy GKSANI ;
practices. Bruce (F3F), Brend&1F), Imran (F5F) and Edward (F9F) all stipulated that they were
GRAFFSNBYy (¢ (2 GKSANI 26y FLFLUOKSNARAI 6KAES 2AffAlLY
2oy FILOUGKSNAY3I GR2Saydid NBlIffte O2YLI NBdé

Fathers attributed varying degrees of intentadity to such generational differences between
themselves and their own fathers. Most fathers were, however, keen to ensure that what they saw
Fa fFO1AYy3a AY GKSANI 26y OKAfRK22Ra ¢l a y20 NBLIX A

L GKAY1 U e&nSdliiagito nake usfor ivigs that you felt were missing from

your own childhood.
(Dean, F6F)

However, Paul (F7F), acknowledged that his partner Ellie (F7M) had attested to simitathies

than differencesbetween him and his father:

Elied KAy 1& LQY | 0AlG tA1S KAY Fyagle Ay Ye LISNZ
b2y 884z L R2yQi GKAYy] LQY O2yalOizdate (NBAY:

(Paul, F7F)

Mothers said even less about their own fathers than fathers did about theirs. R#tle@raccounts
were either focussed on the present, or they did not distinguish between their mother and their
father in our discussions. Further, mothers tended not to make direct comparisons between their

own fathers and contemporary fathers. Kathryn (F5M) viiasyever, an exception. She explained
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that her husband, Imran (F5F), was moreolvedin family life than her own father had been in her

OKAf RK22RY RSALAGS KSNI FFEGKSNRE LI NGAOALI GA2Y Ay

L ¢2dzZ RYQi KI @S &l AR Inkaf hak bul onih& Gherfh&nditefdid @F A y L

jobs in the house quite normal.
(Kathryn, F5M)

SBAFTFSNBYOSa YR AAYAfINRGASA 0S0G6SSy O2yidSYLRNI N
GSNB fFNBSt& FTNIYSR Ay yS3al ( seedficalySwas coreeptuallyi S NH Sy &
Gl 3dzST YIHEtSIofS yR AyO2yaAraiaSyid 6AGKAY Tl 0KSNE
G2 GKSANI 2@9NF | GKISREGAAWGSE yAWANY RETACYHADO O Al ¢
comprised two main compomgs. First, being a traditional family, which pertained to family

A0NHzOGdzNBd { SO2YyRX dzy RSNI I 1Ay3a WiENIYRAGAZ2YIf Q LINT

For mothers, in particular, traditional fathering practices were embedded within specific family
structures. KA KNBEY oO0Cpav Faa20AFiSR KSNJ aGNIRAGAZ2YFE Y
RADG2NOSR 2N yeldKAy3Ide 9ffAS o6Ctald YR . NBYRIY 6
GOSNE GNIRAGAZ2YIE FYR yAOS¢ [Iioml fam@ySiNBtures,i I 6 f SPé ¢
therefore, reflected normative notions of family which the study soughinderstand and

interrogate and emphasised the importance of marriage and of coresidence within such

understandings.

C2NJ a2YS3z (i KS NGdiafansystruetirddind Wasipresenied pokidvelylIn significant
O2yiNI} 403 6KSNB WiNIRAGAZYQ YI #niyBacticSRisway R 61 & ¢

constructed in more pejorative terms.

2 A0KAY LI NBylaQc?2 NOR R R BiFyelng@aktitas pogitibhed fathers from

the grandfather generation as hardworking providers of financial resources for the family, who were

always at some degree of temporal, physical and emotional distance from the mundanities of

everydayF  YAf & fAFSd 1a 2AffAlLY 6CyCO y20SRX KA&a Y2
. NHzOS 6CoC0O RSAONAOGSR K2g dadzY RAR SOSNEBUGKAY3I Ly
herfathert RARY FyR adGAftt R2Saz [AWISHNIABUZNSLIS ORI AIDATGAS

Andrew:

He was quite an olthshioned dad | think, mum brought up the kids and did all the cooking

and all that sort of thing, she had housekeeping money and all that sort of thing.

(Andrew, F4F)
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Parent§€bwn fathersg SNBE LISNOSA PSR (2 0S5 aSLINIGSR FNRY (KS
fA0SAT GKS@ ¢gSNB aAvyLiXe y20 aGKIFIG Ay@d2t SR o05S|

were understood, in the first instance, to occupy the world of paid work.

Paidw@ N] ¢l a GKS YvY2al O2yaraisSydte FaaSNISR Ay Tt dzS
WAY @2t @SYSY(iQ Ay TFlLYAte ftAFTSP® azad LI NByda NBOI f
02AfEALFYZ CyCOZX do2NJAYy3I |04 KS5 SIAYW SEc @ W2t lydeS=
4dzOKZ GKFG GKSe& $gSNB (GKS LINAYIFNERBI 2NJ az2fS> S| Ny S
Y2ad 2F GKS GAYSé OLYNIYIZ CpCUO 2N GSYRSR (2 aoO2Y
explained, her father did use ¢htime he was at home to ensure he directly engaged with her and

her siblings:

He did make a huge effort when he was at home to make the absolute most of his time with
dza > KS ¢2dZ RYyQi 06S (1AYR 2F g2NJAy3 Joyd GKS 27F°
definitely not do that.

(Rita, F8M)

In spite of therecollection(i K| & G KFG YSy Ay (GKS 3N YRTFFGKSNI ISy S
parents described their fathers returning home in time for the evening meal as a family; an

experience typified by Andrew (F4F):

I SQR ¢2N] Ay @K RI & @ LsnotBanyadoat &aimg,SQR O02YS 0|
(Andrew, F4F)

Ly O2yiN}ads Y2G0KSNE Ay GKS 3INI YyRLINBYyd ISYSNI (A
LI NI G4AYSP® ¢KS ARSI G(GKIG GKSANI 26y Y2UKSNE 6SNEB
LI NBy i aQ Iddae andajoindedabduik therefore, were poseds primarily the

responsibility of mothers in the grandparental generation:

I mean she did everything basically. My dad worked long hours.

(Emily, FOM)
b2Glofé&s gKSNBE LI NBy(iaOALH GIESNEY RENIS ANB 102 NIt $ R diN2
of21Se (eSS addzFFeé o6W2FyySs Cmav®d® ¢KSe& YAIKG R2
I NRSYyé¢ oOW2IyySs Cmao®d {2YS LI NBy (& QughhhisivgksS NB & S N
mainly limited to weekendgJoame, F1M), or when a mother was(William, F8F). However, Paul
6CTCUO SELXIAYSRZ 2dzad & ! yRNBS 6CnCO &GALMzZ I GSF
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{2YS Y2UKSNEQ | O02dzyia 2F GKSANI lntedNBeyny &E6M) LI A R |y
explained that both her father and her mothbad worked and her father had be@more able to be

Ay@2t SR Ay KSNJ SOSNERI& tAFS Ia I OKAfR® DAGSY
Ay @2t 8SYSy G Ay R2YSadlptéh, HslincreaseiihveeRert inigdniffife Qa RS & C

may not haveextendcedto involvement in domestic labour:

L dzaSR (42 32 (42 Y& RIR o6dzi G4KSy Yeé LI NByGa KI
lot of money at all and my mum worked evenings and weekeénés, SaaSy GAl ff & GKS
shifts and come back for the kids. So my mum was not there at bedtimes and she was not
there at weekends, and my dad was there all through the school holidays. So he was very

much part of my life, he was the one you went andthlidgs with.
(Jenny, F6M)

Similarly, Kathryn described her father as an active, if not quite equal, participant in parenting and in

domestic labour because both her parents worked:

My mum worked and my dad used to take responsibility for some thiRgg.y QG G KAyl 6 S
a specific task like he did all the baths or he did all the cooking or anything, but he did

definitely get involved with everything.
(Kathryn, F5M)

b2l ofeé&x &adzOK | 002dzyida 2F YIFGSNYylf 3INxaeRTIl 0§ KSNAC
came from families in which the maternabmdmother undertook paid work. Y L2 NI I y Gt @ X LJ N
I O02dzyia 2F GKSANI Tl OKSNBE KAIKEAIKGI GKFG LISNDS LI
involvement comprised understandings of their participatiopaid work, in childcarandin

domestic labour.

Men in the grandfather generation were most frequently characterised in terms of their not being

G LI NI AOdzf | NI & ,dr, @ d4z0D6E & dzNHDRI A CEROdzi YSOSNI LINR | C
Certainlyhowewer,LJs NBYy G4 Q FFGKSNBR 6SNBE RSAONAROGSR Fa KI JA
adzLILR2 NI AY3 GKSANI OKAf RNBYyQa SRdAzOF GA2Yy D 2AtfAlFY ¢
a0K22t 62N)] FyR (GKAy3Iaové W2EyyS oCmdwgoNdS O2 dzy i SR

a0K22t¢ FT2NJ LI NByiliQa SOSYyAy3dI sA0GK KAa KIFG 2y FyF
because of a hair dye accident. Yet, despite the public embarrassment of being seen with brightly

coloured hair, this did not dissuade her father fromi § SY RAy 33X NI G KSNJ KS aid22]

Y2NB AYGiSNBAaGSR Ay KSNJ SRdAOFGA2y Il f LINRPINBaa GKIy
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therefore, unusual; he asserted that his father had never helped him with homework. He stipulated

thathia T 0 KS2NI oNBal faf € Ay @2t SR Ays>s S@Sy Yeé SRdzOF (A:
YAIKOG KIFI@FS aNBItRNByaiGaK2 Fi (MSINENIBBSNE | f a2 y2G8SR
GKNRdzZZaK GKSANI LINEOAAAZY 27T Ime patehtEalso pioSidetdgpéaiBcQ  F 2 NJ
SEIFIYLX S8 2F (lala 6KAOK (KS OdNNByild 3ISYySNI A2y 2
notdo® { dzOK SEFl YL S& Ay Of dZRSBANKSHIA OKRE RNPFTQAY 0 ORK
reading to children (conten NI NB  FlF G KSNARQ LI NI A OA Llisfelidgletak y (G K S
inChapterSevehy G KS &aSO00GA2y WwWO2yailiNHzOGAy3d FyR O2YYdzyA-(
OKAf RNBY GKNRdZAK NBFRAYIQOY

L R2y Qi GKAY]l Y& RIRZX K &etHatAryynom didRthad I G K G A YS:
(Paul, F7F)

{dzOK SEIFYLX Sa 2F GKS 3ANIyRTFIGKSNI 3SySNI A2y Qa Ay
particular practices of father involvement were central to the understandings of intergenerational

differences in fatbring.

LYGSNBSYSNI A2yl f RAFFSNBYyOSa 0Si6SSy FlFUKSNRB g8
changing gender normativities and how theswpal the practices of fathers. There were, however,
two ways in which the division of paid and unpaidrkvbetween parents in the grandparent
ASYySNI A2y 6SNB SELX I AYSR® CANBRGEI & + NBFfSOGA?Z
second, as an historically located and constrdatermativity which was, therefore, amenable to
change John (F2F) adillated a view of contemporary family life which was characterised by
consistently defined roles and gendered dispositions for fathers and mothers respectively. This
YANNRNBR KA&d 26y SELSNASYOS 2F o6SAy3 qliti KSNBR | 3
GNI RAGAZ2Y I YE

I mean | always saw the roles of my parents as distinct, he was very much a father and my

YdzY @SNE YdzOK | Y20KSNE 425 Ay &42YS$S gleas LQ

parenting roles now.
(John, F2F)

Similarly, Michael (F1I0F)s&wA G Gt S RATFTFSNBYOS 0SisSSy &8KS LINI OGA
fathering, assertingthat 5 R | f g1 28a 62NJ SR® a& adzY YySOSNI g2 NJ S
much of how domestic labour, work and parenting responsibilities were divided in their fdmily li

y2¢ 0O2dA R 0SS aSSy G2 402YS FNBY UGKSY®E
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For John (F2F), gendered distinctions between mothers and fathers were constant and unchanging

I ONRP&a&a 3ISYySNriGA2ya 0SOIFdzasS Al o6l a GKS Wyl GdaNIF £ Q

Just sort of thinking, back in how it wouldveabeen, you know, like in cavemen times, you
know, the mother would have been the one protecting, nurturing the child and the man,
father, possiblgL YSFy X L R2y Qi 1y2¢6 6KSUGUKSNI GKAA Aa

wild animals coming in, sodf thing.
(John, F2F)

For John and Michael, therefore, the idea that there might be similarities between generations of

fathers was not problematic, but inevitable.

/ 2y UGN RAOG2NRAE &Y W2KY OCHCUO fa2 y20%RFP&@ilr G aNPRf
| St Sy 6Chnav SELXFAYSR GKIFG | Serfgtie@xpdciatiols S NI K R F S
incumbent upon his generation, illustrating dissonance between private and public practices of

family life:

John: So one interesting examplewasdgdld RF R® L R2y Qi (y2¢ 6KSUGKS
this, but your dad will help with the cooking and stuff unless another man comes into
G6KS K2dzAS FyR KSQff AYYSRAFGSte &adtz2L) az K

| St Syy lyeoz2zRed LUQAa ye GAaAU2NE &Sao

John: Al 62 Reé>X @&Sazx a2 KS R2SayQid slyid (G2 0SS ass
dzy RSNRGIFYRAY3I A& GGKFGQa y20G 6KFG F FF ddKSN.
he does do it.

Helen: { 2 KSQff 0SS ¢cRBRAYIOSKSI BKAKSa (I WilbringRA aKSa |
FYR KSQff 32 IyR ljdAOlf& RNE KAYaStT |IyR

and relaxed.

John: 2 KSNBI & Yé LISNRLSOGAOGS A& LQR fA1S G2 o068
Sttt KSQa NBILtfe Ayg2t aym KS NeRlofatd¥ 3y FilK

generational change there.
(John and Helen, F2F&M).

Here John and Helen suggested that social mores associateéhtiéthood may change over time.

Once embedded within a generational consciousnéssyever,they are robust They suggest that
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public displays of fatherinimp other men,are particularlyshaped by such generationally embedded
understandingsSimilarly, Rita (F8M) noted the difficulties which might arise from fathering in ways
perceived to be inensistent with the behavioural norms predominating in a particular cultural and
historical context; perhaps also seeking to absolve the grandfather generation of responsibility for

any perceived deficit in their fathering practices:

L GKAY1 A iifé énenYodt®KoutfithitRutural expectation. Certainly my dad
was a traditional breadwinner in that sense, you know, and my mother was the one who did

all the hard work and it meant a lot to us.
(Rita, F8M)

t F NByGiaQ O2yaiNUzOHSZGRI g X2 KBAININRRAGKSNI £ QF (K
part, seen through specific culturally and historically located lenses which reframed them as old
FILAKA2YSR YR da W20KSNR G2 02y GSYLRNINE Tl G§KSNE

Some parents drew, not so much upon historicklbated referents of fatherhood, but on varied
contemporary cultures of fatherhood to inform and explain their understandings of their own
fathering and of the contemporary fathers they lived with as somehow different to their own
fathers.Sarah (F3M) peeived that the prevailing culture of Caribbean fatherhood did not measure
up favourably with contemporaryWesterrEuropean fatherhood. Caribbean fathers, she suggested,

were neither consistent in their presence, nor emotionally close to their children:

IGKAY]1 0SAy3 2Sa0G LYRAIFIYZ A0Q& dzy F2Nldzyl GS (K
families, the role of the father is very blurry, a lot of the time unfortunatelyexastent.

When there is a father figure it tends to be as a real disciplinaria

(Sarah, F3M)

A further example was Imran (F5F), who described the temporal, physical and emotional segregation

of fathers from children in his North African country of birth, though he drew no comparison with UK

culture:
L R2Yy Qi (Y26 FToHKGEQAII GKSNNBEGgSRI ffted aé Tl iKS]
aLISyid a2 YdOK GAYS YR KS RSTAyYyAGSt e RARyYyQi
oF O]l ANRBdzyR® L R2y Qi 1y26 K2g Al 62Nl a KSNB A
(Imran, F5F)
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Nevertheless, Imran did reflect onstperception of the greater democratisation of fathehild

relationships within the UK and the importance of fatiodrild communication compared to his

country of birth. In @ing so, he alluded to an intgenerationally stable culture d¢atherhoodin his

O2dzyiNE 2F O0ANIKI 6KAOK O2ydAydzSR -dhil redt®nsiiip- £ £ | 0 2
gl & GOSNE KASNI NOKAOI fYé¢

2 KSNB e2dz2Q@S 320 GKS FlIGKSNAR FyR GKSe GlFf1 2
eachother. Verymuchinh | Y gKI G LQ@S y2GA0SR Aa GKS LI N

(Imran, F5F)

CKAA LRNINIFAG 2F b2NIK ! FNAOIY FFOIKSNK22RX K26S¢
described by men in the UK in relation to the grandfather generation and atsdmwith what one
FFrGKSNJ RSAONAOSR Fa GKS al dAidSNBE +AOQG2NAIY Fl GKSE

Different cultures and eras of fatherhood were, therefore, seen to be interwoven with and
implicated in the determination of fathering practic&pecifically, they were asserted to be
implicated in the extent to which fathers participated in childcare and domestic labour, how such
participation manifested in fathechild interactions, and the degree to which there might be

emotional or physical diance between fathers and children in everyday life.

In summary, contemporary fathers utilised their own fathers as a reference against which they
YSIF&dz2NBR (KSYaSt@gSao az2ad LINByda FSt04 GKFG (GKSA
thisasWRAFFSNBY 1 Qx 2N W20KSNBRQZ (2 O2yGSYLRNINE FI
fatherhood were tethered to the understanding that men in the grandfather generation were

Wdzy Ay @2f OSRQ® Ly @2f 0SYSy i ¢ & | NEJKOaeveryiddyR Ay NBf
lives: their participation in paid work, their participation in domestic labour and their participation in
childcare. Typically, parents own fathers were felt to be prohibited from engaging in family life

because of their relationshigith paid work. When they were at home, for the most part, they did

y2id O2y(iNARO6dziS (G2 OKAfROINBE 2NJ R2YSAaGAO f I 02dNE
there were exceptions to such arrangements, these were mediated by women in the grantyar

ASYSNI GA2yQa LI NIAOALI GAZ2Y AY LI AR g2N]l =z ySOSaan
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The notion that gender roles have changed, either between generations or between cultural
contexts, was clearly asserted within the data and seen to be ehetewith and formative of

fathering practices.

¢KS [aaSNIA2y GKFG O2yGSYLRNINE FIFGKSNE 6SNB RAT
aSSYSR (2 0SS GSUKSNBR (2 OSNEB aLISOATAO LINY OGAOS3E
bedtimerouty S&> 2NJ Ay K2¢ FlFGKSNAR O02YYdzyAOIFIGSR 46AGK O
to fathers in the grandfather generation, therefore, requires further exploration. Given that
WYRAFFSNBYOSQ OFly 2yfteée 0SS dzy RSN&( fichRingpafent®2 Y LI NI { A
constituted, negotiated and experienced the three facets of involvement in their accounts of

contemporary fathers is necessary.
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Chapter FiveParental negotiation of paid and unpaid work

The preceding chapter highlightélde complex relationship between men in the grandfather

ASYSNI GAZ2VIQBR LIt RRA MIZINL NG AOALI GA2Y AYy R2YSaGAO I
accounts. It also underscored the notion that gendevaderstandingshaped fathering practices

and that,for most parents, gender roles were perceived to have changed between generations of

fathers. This chapter will, therefore, unpick the relationship between paid work, childcare and
R2YS&GAO t1062dNJ Ay LI NByiGaQ O2y tatheNibzOvehehty & | YR SE

Contemporary fathers, it will be argued, saw themselves as involved despite their paid work: their
own paid work inhibited rather than prohibited their involvement. Such inhibitions were largely seen
as nonnegotiable and externally ippsed. Interwoven with this was thetion of contemporary

gender equality which parents found difficult to navigate in their everyday lives, but which they
strove to align themselves with in their accounts. In many cases, the arrangement of paid ardl unpai
work between parents appeared to be strikingly similar to those negotiated by their own parents.
What was different, it is contended, was the meanings attached to contempooerfygurationsof

paid work, domestic labour and childcare by contemporaryepts.

Gender ideologwynd the hypetvaluation of paid work

The following section considers how the arrangement of paid work, childcare and domestic labour

was underpinned by understandings of the value of different types of work and how such
perceptionsd SOF YS O2y Ff I 0SR gA0K ISYRSNI O2y 0N RAOGAY:
equality.

Childcare and domestic labour were relegated by parents to the world of the mundédaile paid

work was reified as important and of a greater value than domésticur and childcare. Given that,

in most families, fathers undertook a greater share of paid work than mothecs, jgerceptions

conflated different types of worlvith gender.Indeed, mothers constituted referents against which

Tl §KSNAQ LloNdstk @owdand adhBdgare vss mRasured. Domestic labour and childcare
GSNBE aSSy>s FANRG YR F2NBY2aid>X a Y2UKSNEQ 62 NJ Y

LQY &dzNB Al ¢2dd R 06S SFaAaASNI F2NJ . NBYRIFYy AT L
stayed at home and had the dinner drettable and all those things for the kids. | think it is
harder for modern men, not modern men, but men that are more engaged with their family

because, yeah, to work and to do family stuff is hard.

(Joanne, F1M)
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L 2dzald O2dz Ry Qi IR ®iedXofiyeasshlivs orilykvBrkirig thikéidayisa ¢ S f
week and | ended up hating it because | just couldn't juggle to that extent. It took me a long

time to realise that it was actually the situation that was the problem, rather than me.
(Jenny, F6M)

I 2YLI NAa2ya 0SG6SSYy Y2UKSNBEQ yR FIGKSNBEQ NBaLISC
WAYLINS&aAAGBSYySaaQ yR @2fdzyS 2F GKS GlFrala 2F OKACf
comparisons, therefore, provided common currency for évaluation of who s working hardest

and whose work carried most value. One mother, Ellie (F7M), described how conversations between
herselfl YR KSNJ LI NIYSNJ tFdzf Fo62dzi 6K2 61 & 62Nl Ay3 WK
FFOKSNEQ LI AR 62 NJ) 3R20vkSS GiAIGH 1t & 02TzNO ISAEFRSGTRNGER  1oySRe 2
Outside of the paid working houos 9am5pm, Monday to Friday, when both parties were already

tired from work, debates arose as to whose responsibility childcare and domestic labour was at

these times:

YouR2y QG IjdzA G SNEF @8 2 ¥ Kb dzi QlfyEudsibh@eerdOk Idia S ¢ Y

Y2NB (GANBRKAKI Y288 d2PKS G(NHZiK 2F G(KIARQ&EKZ 11
done more? | might think, Q@S  LJdzi - ydzYoSNJ 2F f fnbcRa 2F 4 4K
AK2LILA YIS LQOBS a2NLSR 'Ye 2dz2i F2NJ GKAA | yR Gl
0KSaS (GKAyIaRFIYKY &82dzQ08B6I ip&St dezll Ol @FS K@ LS Dl

work for nine hours anthy brain is completely frazzled

(Ellie, F7TM)

A 2 4 A x z

WSyye o0Ccal NBFESOGSR 2y GKS AyS@AadGroAftAade GKIG
AYLINS&aaA@Se OGKFY LI AR ¢g2N)] o /2yaSlidsSyates akKS NI
own juggling of paid work, domestic labour and chil&sr ¢ KS G YAttt A2yé GKAy3Ia a
therefore, were largely unknown to Dean. Jenny and Dean, however, were both inadvertently

O2YLX AOAG AY R26y3IANIRAYI GKS AYLRNIIYyOS 2F WSyye
Dean, but not what Jenny, dehch day:

There is a tendency as well to try and nurture the poor, tired, hardworking male when he
02YS&a Ay®d |I'S R2SayQi ljdAadS 3SaG | Odzd 2F (St
G2 Grt1 Fro2dzi KAa RIF® | YR KIZ QaEe sNRY 30 MW S KK K@
that sounds really important, like a report #he OfficQyou're just goingoh wow that
sounds really difficult and haedl had terrible trouble trying to find some sparkly trainers
G2RF& A& 2dzadX @&2dz FSSt tA1S I 06A3 GAYLD
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(Jenny, F6M)

However, some fathers made a conscious effort to value and appreciate the work that they and

mothers did:

LOQR LINRPolote& FAYR AU KFENRSNI G2 0SS G K2YS (6;
probably the hardest job in the world.

(Paul F7F)

bSOSNIKSt Saasz 7Tl (K&NG ompdred tRotheretessioris af evérydajs NJ
labour which went largely unnoticed. By contrast, Rita (F8M) and William (F8F) sought to confront

this prevailing experiential norm and the hypealuation d paid work:

| think we were always very keen to try to work only enough, so that we had plenty of time to

be at home to see the children equally.
(Rita, F8M)

wAll &dzZ33SaiSR GKFG GKSANI aAy3dz F NI LISNRLISOGA GBS 2
GReA&FAAYYD £ ¢ NBfFIA2YyaKALl 6AUK KAa 26y FFHOKSN® . S
ensure a better relationship between William and their children and this, they believed, required

William to spend time with the children, rather than focussing arking.

The tenacity of gender normativity in practices of paid and unpaid work between generations was,
GKSNEFT2NBEsS SOARSY U Ay Y-galationloflpAiBurk #aQakeyDO2 dzy 1 & @ ¢ K
mechanism through which contemporary experiences of gendematve divisions of labour were

rationalised by parents.

Commitment to gender equality

5S4LIAGS LI NByiaQ SELISNASyOSa 2F AySljdatade Ay GF
espoused gender equality within their interviews. Although, parents acknowledged either gender

inequality or gender normativity in their everyday lives, mostepés found it difficult to talk about

3dzOK AySldzafAdAasSao C2NJ SEI YL S5 . NHzOS o6CoCu 41| &
R2QF AYRAOFNGAY3I KA& LISNDSLIAZY 2F | ySSR F2NJ 3Sy
felt that anything which might be seen to sanction or promote gender normativity was

GOKI dzOAYAaGA0OPE LYRADGARIzZEE FIGKSNE YR Y20KSNHE ¢
equality, as they were liberated by it: although parents presented gender equaljtgtentiating
FIOKSNEQ LI NIGAOALI GA2Y Ay FlLYAfe tAFST GKSANI OF L
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restricted if their everyday arrangement of paid and unpaid work did not meet with cultural ideals of

gender equality:

| go out early, sme back late and do a lot of work and stuff like that. It is quite traditional

and perhaps not what we would have expected | suppose.
(Dean, F6F)

The embeddedness of culturally normativetionsof gender equality was demonstrated in many
interviews in wich parents were reluctant to expose everyday practices that contradicted

contemporary expectations of gender neutral fatherhood:

There was never any gender. There was never any decision made around gender and the
thought it would be better formetobdia K2 YS 06SOl dzaS LQY (GKS Y2iKS
that.

(Emily, FOM)

In contrast, Michael (F10F) and Stephanie (F10M) described the starkest gendered delineation of

paid and unpaid work amongst participating families. This, they asserted, arose from tgeigpla

G2 GKSANI aGNBYyIdKaég o{GSLKIYASSES Cmnav NI G§KSNJI K
YaK2dZ RQ 6S® aAlOKEFESE YR {GSLKFIYyASS GKSNBTF2NBS N
equality.

These examples demonstrate the different ways/hich gender equality was portrayed and,

therefore, the different lenses through which gender equality might be viewed: either as each

parent carrying out their separate gendered role in support of the other, or through both parents

sharing all the tasksf daily labour equally andithout gendered distinction. Such examples further
demonstrate that ouples constructed characteristics of aspirational fatherhood in their imaginaries,

which they upheld even where their lives did not match this ideal. Sisgadiies were rationalised

a2 UKFIG GKSANI aA3ayAFAOIYOS Fa I OKIFtftSy3as G2 LI N
diminished. This suggests, therefore, that it is not necessarily what fathers do which is meaningful

F2NJ FI 0 KSNAEQ hiid Ndpadiddebdull; biuthra2hgr it % the I&db thréugh which such

practices are viewed which is paramount. Specifically, parents experienced similar gendered

practices in terms of the everyday division of labour to those of their own parents. While such

practices were related to traditional gender normativities in accounts of the grandparental

ASYSNI GA2ys GKSe& 6SNB NBFNI YSR Ay LINBydaQ AyasSn

commitment to contemporarynderstanding®f gender equality.
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Negotiating vork patterns between parents

In order to exjore how parents navigated their genderedderstandingsnd the primacy of paid
work, the remaining sections of this chapter consider how the division of paid and unpaid work
played out in individual familiesnd how negotiations were interwoven with understandings of

FIEOKSNEQ LI NGAOALI GA2Y AY R2YSAGAO flFo2dz2NJ Iy

There was much commonality between families in terms of how paid work, domestic labour and
childcare were arranged between parents. All fathexcept William (F8F) worked full time, Monday
to Friday. One father, Edward (F9F), worked full time hours in four, rather than five, working days.
Brendan (F1F), worked flexibly between home and his office. William, by contrast, worked part time
and within school hours, but also on weekends. All mothers worked part time, apart from Stephanie
6Cmnads K2 RAR y20 62N ® ¢e8LAOlIffes FIUGKSN&
in the morning until five in the afternoon, with varying lehgtof commute either side of this. They

also had weekends free of paid work. For Michael (F10F), this was not the dese@ked on
{dzy Rl 8& o0dzi RAR y2d 62N] 2y CNARIFI&ad 5dz5 G2
subject to change in acatance with the needs of his current employer. Mothers, however, largely

reported structuring their work to accommodate childcare. While mothers also had weekends free

g2 N

akKzNn

2F LI AR 62N] X GKSANI 62Nl Ay3 6SS1a 6 SNBeptharOK Y2 NE

working hours within the school day and to minimise the use of formal childcare. Most worked

between three and four days per week.

Work patterns and the transition to parenthood
Almost universally, families reported that both parents had been employed full time prior to the

birth of children and that mothers reduced their hours to work part time afterwards. The transition

G2 FFHUKSNK22RE UGKSNBEFT2NBRAUMRE SO & NP YR SKS YN O 2

work between parents.

Joanne (F1M) was the only mother who initially returned to work full time after the birth of her first
child, but latterly she too reduced her hours. Stephanie (F10M), initially reduceshif@oyment

hours after the birth of their first child and, subsequently, left paid work entirely following the birth

2F FTAdZNIKSNJ OKAf RNBYy® { iSLIKIFIYyASQa Kdzaol yRYI aiOKI ¢

0KSANI ad/ KNR adAl y al@aduy ey Qaceddrypaid woyk Rehildc&r&anddprdestic
labour. For Stephanie, however, the reasons were less tangible; dividing herself between paid work
YR OKAf ROFNBE KIFIR y2i WFStd NAIKIQdP {KS KIR

her decision to leave work entirely:
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Well, you could carry on like this, but you arengdio short change the children.
(Stephanie, F10M)

While Stephanie fiésolely responsible for the arrangement of childcare for her children and did not
SELSOG 20KSNpBAAST 9YAft@ o6Cchad YR 9RSFNR O6CHhCO 6
GK2aS K2dzNA 62NJ] SR 0SGGSNI F2NJ R2 A yhgirjaidh O dzLJa | yR
acceptance of equal responsibility for, and explicit negotiation of, how they would manage the

strains of juggling paid work and childcare was unusual among participants. Jenny (F6M), for

example, felt that she was somewhat unsupported by mesband, Dean (F6F), in juggling work and

care because, as earlier noted, the everyday tasks of unpaid work were invisible to him. Despite

these contrasting accounts, it is notable that all mothers renegotiated their paid working patterns

after the birthof children, but, as it will be shown, only a few fathers did so. Mothers, therefore,

took primary responsibility for the organisation and provision of childcare.

w»
daly

Ly SELXFylFlGA2yS 9ftAS o6Cta0v | NIAOdZ I GSR 6KIFG &
described how the transition to motherhood had been transformative of her attitude to paid work,
rendering it largely inconsequential compared to childcare. Similarly, Jenny (F6M) underlined the
importance which mothers attached to motherhood, assertikgti G ¢ Kl G LQY R2Ay3 A a
AYLRNIFyGs a20AFtAaAy3a GKS OKAftRNBYy® L o6StASOS A
AAAYATFAOLIYOS 2F GKSANI NRBES Ay &a20AltAaAy3a OKALRN
FAF) of parenting

Despite the transformative effect of motherhood which Ellie (F7M) alluded to, Joanne (F1M) felt that
aKS adAatt 324 aly FgFdAd 230G FNRY KSNI OF NEBSNJ I yF
YdzY FYR | gAFSPE {AYSRISRREGE2® YAX BLIDNIplay i ¢ OR §RIGO |
K2g G(GKAA KIFIR &aKIFILISR KSNJIFYR KSNJ Kdzaol yRZI 9RgIl NRC
patterns. Nevertheless, the reality of juggling paid work and motherhood was harder than imagined

for many mohers:
VE: So did you go back full time after Ben?

Joanne: Yeah | did, and that was fine. Well no it was hard work, but | suppose, | mean
Benwas,R2 y QU 1&22déNJ FANRG ol o6& Aa &2dz2NJ FAN

know what to expect do you?

(JoanneF1M)
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Joanne (F1M) anticipated remaining in part time employment until her three children had
completed their secondary education. Similar to Stephanie (F10M), this desire was mediated by a

perception that the children needed her presence:

Yeahlwasthinid Yl &06S LQff OKIFIy3IS Yé K2dz2NBEX o6dzi I {
think they need you.

(Joanne, F1M)

In contrast, Sarah (F3M) saw herself taking on more hours of paid work, as her youngest son, Connor
(F3S, 7 years), moved up to junior schoolhBps this contrast arose because there was a greater

asSyasS 2F FAYLFLYyOAlLf ySOSaaradte +raaz20AFaSR gAGK { N
Kdzaol yRY . NUzOS 6CoC0x SELXIFAYSR (KS&@ RAR y2i( aKt

No
>

Imea/ L GKAY] L ¢2dd R tA1S (G2 68 42NJAYyI Y2NB

already retraining now.
(Sarah, F3M)

a2iKSNEQ SELSNASYyOSa 2F G(KS GNIyaridAzy G2 LI NBy
because they highlight what fathetdidnotSE LISNA Sy OS o CIF G KSNEQ 62N Ay3 L
following the birth of children and in explicating their experiences of combining paid work and

fatherhood, they made reference to different challenges to those described by mothers. Typically,

mothers wanted to continue to work, but for fewer hours. They also often continued to renegotiate

their working patterns iteratively after the birth of children, in order to better facilitate childcare.

Fathers felt that they wanted to undertake a more equa® of childcare but, for the most part,

could not envisage a scenario in which they might be able to reduce their working hours. Of the few

fathers who did work flexibly, most either took work home, or worked longer hours on the days they

were at work tocompensate for their flexible working.

The transition to fatherhood, therefore, was not immediately transformative of working life for most
fathers, or, at least not to the extent that it was for mothers. For Dean (F6F), Paul (F7F), and Imran
(F5F), thee was no question of their doing anything other than returning to work full time after the
birth of their children. Their wives confirmed that it just would not have occurred to them to do

otherwise:

It was never questioned. | did at one point say to hewehyou thought about working part
GAYST @&2dz O02dzZ R 32 R2gy G2 F2dzNJ &)ny@pb, I 6SST1 |
y23s 02dzZ RYyQi R2 Al de¢
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(Jenny, F6M)

Edward (F9F) provided another notable example: employed full time, he had Wednesdays off in
orderto look after the children. He, therefore, worked very long days on the days he did go into
work. This arrangement, however, was noted to haveqaiged the arrival of any of their three
children and had remained constant over the course of married lifggessting that fatherhood was

not the primary motivator for this arrangement:

Edward already worked. He already had one day off a week anyway. | think we always felt
that it would be really nice if we could keep that going. He worked four days a weetoprior
Reuben, our first, being born. We never really discussed it but we decided to keep that in

place.
(Emily, FOM)

hyS 20KSNJ T GKSNJ 6. NBYRIFEYS CmCO Ffaz2z 62N] SR Tt SE
involved in family life. This necessitateid iwvorking from home, or undertaking paid work during

family time on some days, rather than his working part time. He would, for example, take work along
GAGK KAY (G2 dzyRSNIF{1S é6KAfald KAa OKAftRNBY @gSNB L
swimy Ay3d fSaazyaé ft26SR KAY G2 FSSt (KIFIGd KS g1 a
spectator and as a facilitator who provided Wil EA &SNBAOSQ (G2 FyR FTNRY

exerted a conscious effort to blend work and family life in weéy:

And a lot of it just boils down to negotiation of who is kind of the least pressured at work, or,

you know, whether you can take the laptop to swimming lessons. All that kind of thing.
(Brendan, F1F)

In stark contrast, William (F8tjas the only fater who worked part time. He was, initially, a stay at
home dad following the birth of their first child as this had coincided witlien he had been

studying full time He later returned to part time paid work when their second child was due to

arrive and Iis wife, Rita (F8M), stopped paid work for her maternity leave. Notably, after this second
period of maternity leave, Rita returned to paid work part time and William continued in part time
SYLX 28YSyidod |1 26SOSNE 2 Aft Al Yrivleded @sitigread weRan( K I

a wA
FFF2NR AGZ¢ 6KSNBlIa Y2ald 20KSNJ FIL YAfASa RSaONRAO

daTy

financial privilege may, therefore, also have contributed to the rejection of the hyalelation of

paid work noted earliefor this family.
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There was both commonality and dissonance in the arrangement of paid working patterns between
parents in individual families. While these patterns emerged as couples made the transition to
parenthood, divergences between families wehaped by other contextual factors which it is

necessary to explicate.

Contextual framing of patterns of paid work and unpaid work
Parents perceived the choices they made regarding the negotiation of their paid and unpaid working
patterns to be constrainetly gender normativeotionsof parenthood and specific, work mediated

factors which will now be explicated. Parents largely saw such impediments as beyond their control.

The social and biological primacy of mothers in parental leave arrangements

The social and biological primacy of mothers in the transition to parenthood was seen as integral to
the decisions made about parental leave and how work might be rearrangbih parental dyads
thereafter. Mothers talked about having extended periodsraternity leave compared to a much

shorter statutory entitlement of two weeks for fathers. Kathryn (F5M) noted, as did most mothers,

GKIFIG aKS GKIFIR I @SFENJYFGSNyAdGe tSIH@S¢é¢ 0ST2NB NBI

Mothers repeatedly highlighted that fathers weescluded from the privilege of parental leave.
They attributed this exclusion to both the weight of cultural expectation and the legislative

framework:

L 2dzaid {KAY tin péréeptiiBamdadngstiakdt af peoptizAdeds always go back to

workfulti A YS® ¢ KSe@ KIF @S G§KSANI (g 2timg $é:@isddtheld ( S NI A (

whole, they take the maternity leave.
(Ellie, F7M)

Further, Ellie hinted at the difficulties which might arise for fathers who chose to share parental

leave, as doing so waliconsttute a nonnormative experience:

L R2y Qi (y2¢ ¢KIGQa KILLSYAYy3 y26 gAGK GKS O

2yie a02NRSa LQOS KSINR 2F RIR&E ¢K2 KI ¢Ss

KFd &FARZ 4BndEdVeyERaE@ L (VP® a2YS2yS sKSNB

three and then it worked for the husband to then take six or nine or whatever it was and he
got a really hard time from his employers and they even offered him redundancy on the back

of it.

(Ellie,F7M)
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{AYATf NI @ . Nz0OS 6CoCO FNIHAOdZ FGSR GKFG AG g1 & &
One father, Edward (F9F), was entitled to a longer leave period than two tytedis babybeing

due after recent changes to parental leave detitents. However, because he owned his own

business, Edward was only entitled to statutory pay whilst on parental leave and he, therefore,

planned only to utilise the two weeks leave in which he would be financially remunerated at ninety

per cent of his 1l rate of normal pay:

'S 3Sha KAa Gog2 6SS1aQ LI GSNyAdGe €SF@S GKIFGQ:
0SOlFdzasS GKIFIGQa yS@OSNI 6SSy |y 2LIA2yI AGQa y2i
(Emily, FOM)

Emily therefore suggested that the social and biological primacy of mothers may have, at least in

part, been redressed through legislation, but thegoingfF A y I Y OA £ ySOSaairde 2F F
and the varied rates of pay which characterised individgxgleriences of paid parental leave,
O2yAydzSR (2 akKlILS GKS 3IASYRSNBR LINF OGAOSa 27F LI N
lalSR Fo2dzi GKS yS¢ LINByidlt tSI@gS SyuaidtSySyida
done something likethia> & Sa®é¢ | SNBAYS>S tldzZ OKFffSyaSR 23GKSN
the normative expectation and experience of mothers taking extended parental leave periods and
FTIOGKSNAR GF1Ay3 YdzOK aK2NISNI £ SHOS LISNA SBRA 66 NHZOS 2
F3F).

Joanne (F1M) felt that fathers did nexperience the sam& & LISOA I £  OanjaptsShati A 2y Q & A (
Y20KSNE RAR 0SSOl dza S § KS A Ntheis ¢h2 sameSopporiudty tb &stalish RA Ry

such a close connection to their intachildren as mothers were able to:

¢g2 68S14Q LI GSNYAGe YR (KSy GKSe 32 o601z
1Y26% YAYS Y2yiKa 2FF GAGK 82dzNJ 608> 2N K26
AGQa 2dzald a2vYS 2 hikgSdppes2.yySOGA2Y 2N a2YSi

(Joanne, F1M)

1 Because of recent changes to UK parental leave entitlement which, since 2015, have permitted qualifying
mothers and fathers to share 38eeks of paid and a further 13 weeks of unpaid leave between them as they
choose following the birth of a chil@reat Britain, 2014b)Prior statutory provision was delineated by gender

and stipulated 2 weeks paid leave for qualifying fathers and up to 52 weeks leave (39 weeks paid) for mothers
(Great Britain, 1999)

2 Statutory financial entitlements faelfemployed workers taking paternity leave are complex, but are

governed primarily by th€hildren and Families A@Breat Britain, 2014a}he Work and Families A@Breat

Britain, 2006)and the Employment A¢Great Britain, 2002b)
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| 2y@SNAStes 9ftftAS 6Crtav y20SR GKF{d Adowsrka daal Ré
after such a brief period of leave and that Paul had made an effort to extend the leave he was

statutorily offered by addingmholiday time to his paternity leave. She indicated that, for Paul at

least, it was emotionally wrenching to leave his new family and return to work, suggesting that a

close connection between fathers and infants might not require an extended period-erfitpa

leave.

Although Joanne (F1M) and Ellie (F7M) appeared to occupy conflicting stances, what was implicit in

both their positions, and in the wider data on parental leave, was that fathers being physically
LINSaSyd Ay OKAf RNBY@a AS@R2NNEIR Y&l (TS & dAAf RAYSIS Y W
bSHSNIKSt Sadas LINByGiaQ y2N¥FdAdS SELISNASyOSa I yF
YR O2YLRdzyR GKS FTAYlIYyOAlIT ySOSaaAiride 2F Tl UKSNAC

take longer leave periods and limiting their early involvement in childcare.

CrYAfe FAYylIyOSazs WONBIFIRGAYYAYIQ yR Yl aoldZ AyAaie
Parents emphasised the financial necessity of their paid work; such necessity was seen to underpin

all negotiations of paid and unphivork between parents. The financial necessity of paid work was,
K26SOSNE | YL ATASR RANAY3I LI NBYyGaQ GNIyaraAazy (2

AyO2YS RdzZNAY3 Y2GKSNEQ YIFGSNyAde €Sk @Sy

LOR ¢2NJ SR &a2f ARf & ingdri\Eauoikdll #me ivage. for isyoRherl 6 & 0 NJ
suddenly swap around and Sarah go into a full time job and for me then to back out was just

difficult and complicated | think. And we relied on the full time wage.
(Bruce, F3F)

Family finances, for the most paglso continued to shape the negotiation of paid work when
Y2U0KSNAE NBUOdzNYSR G2 ¢g2N] @ . SOFdzaS FIFIKSNA 6SNBX
aSyasSQ F2NJ Y2UKSNBR (2 NBRdAzOS GKSANI LI AR ¢g2N]Ay3

I think we had to make a decision based really on finances as well because he earns a lot

Y2NB GGKIFIy L R2® LG ¢2dz RyQi KI @S YIRS &aSyas

really.
(Emily, FOF)

H OKSNARQ LI AR ¢2NJ) | seenlas atehacious payt 8f tn&stuline ilediyy A O f f &
IABSY Y2aid LI NByidaQ 02yl Sy LR2Ahoyygs ényzdne Gither)Patma | £ 2 F
(F6F) explicitly linked masculinity with being the primary earner in a family, other parents drew
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fathering:

And also, partly actually, providing for them, working and getting a salary. | see that as one
of the reasons that | work is to provide for my family and | seeahauite an important

role.
(John, F2F)

Because of the interweaving of financial provisioning with masculinity, gendered patterns of work

were seen as hard to challenge or change, both culturally and in personal family life:

Some of that is engrained ftarns of working and things that you just get into that mind set

YR AdGQa |jdAGS RAFTTFAOMA G G2 OKFy3asS GKEGE L G
GKFG +F YIYy Attt R2 0KIFIGe L GKAY] (Kéhavea Ij dzi G
324G SadloftAakKSR Ay (GKA& 1AYR 2F GKAy3Iod LGEQE |

(Dean, F6F)

In other families, however, being the primary earner was openly refuted as underpinning masculinity
2N FI GKSNRQ ARSYy(GAGASA | poRACdEKSNBET2NBE | & F2N)YI
VE: Do you think that he views that as part of his fathering or important to him

at all or is it just something that heor just a pragmatic thing?

Emily: ,Sad L GKAYl AdQa 2dzad | LINI3IYFGAO GKA
breadwinned dziT L R2y Qi GKAY]l GKFGQa gKIFG Y2i

(Emily, FOM)

¢KS 3I22R GKAYy3 gAGK YIFIOGKNEBY Aa aAKS SIFENya Y2N2

good money.
(Imran, F5F)

Indeed, for most parents, asserting that being the primary eamigiht be a key motivator for
O2yGSYLERNINE FlIUKSNK22R HR2¥ OCGAWERY hRBdza 217y B K& iy
0. NHzOSX CoCu® /2yaSldsSyidtes . NUHzZOSQad 6AFST {I NI K
earner. For Sarah, being the primpa@arner was associated with the provision of financial resources,

but also with the provision of tangible elements of family life; in this case, the home:
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L GKAY] GKS Y2NB LINI OGAONFf (KAy3Iaz YIlAy3d adz

gota warm home to come in.
(Sarah, F3M)

A reliable income was also necessary for Andrew (F4F) and Ruth (F4M) to maintain their particular
fAFSaGet S 1'a adzOK>X (GKS LINRaALISOG 2F Fy FE€aGSNYI GA

arrangements seemednlikely because it might jeopardise such security:

{2 AGQa y2i( a2YSUiKAyYy3d 6SQ@S SELX 2NBRXI odzi Al
GKFG AG 62ddZ R 62N] (G2 FAYR F2dzNJ RIFéa FT2NJ YS |

income that weneed to keep this house in this area going.
(Andrew, F4F)

Similarly, Bruce (F3F) listed the securities a wage offered and the importance he attached to these.

While Bruce defined these securities in terms of food and shelter, Dean (F6F) noted thatlideing a

toofferK A da OKAf RNBY & 2pallidg NdexizstirricaSattivitied likeQdanid wienesart

2F oKIG KAa SFENYyAy3a aSOdzNBR F2NJ KAa FlEYAfeod ¢KA
gl a dGedzald F yAOS (KAYRSH2A o déot S G2 IABS (GKS

t SNOSLIiA2ya 2F O2yUSYLERNINE FFEOKSNBRQ 6F3S SINYyAy
AdzZLILR2 NI AY3I YR YFAYOGFAYAYy3a FlLEYAEASA FYR 6A0GK YI 3
care and love for their families as well as their oliliyss towards their families. It was important

for fathers to work even though it might inhibit involvement in family life at home and paid work

was reframed, in a somewhat abstract way, as indicative of fatherly involvement with children.
Contemporary fil SNE Q LI AR @2N] X UGUKSNBFT2NBxX (221 2y RATTF!
AN YRTFFOKSNI 3SYySNI GA2Y GKAOK gl a aSSy | & &dzF ¥Fdza €

of masculinity.

Perceived employer and commuter inflexibility

DespitetheemB RRSRy S&aa 2F FIGKSNRQ NBfFGA2yaKALl gAlK L
alter their working patterns. These fathers either worked part time, or had flexible working patterns

that allowed them to redefine what they saw as the normative full time waglpattern. However,

most parents foresaw difficulties for fathers who sought to change their paid working patterns. As
LYN}Y OCpCUO y 2L0-SNITA Ghdzt IONFYRQ R 2NBUIHNIE GAYS 62NJ] ©¢ 9
as problematic both during andfali SNJ 0 KS (NI yaAdAzy G2 LI NBYGK22RO®
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to be inflexible and, even though they might wish to change things, they were not permitted to do

SO:
Ruth: 2Stf 6SQ@S GFft1SR Fto2dzi AG 2FF [yR 2y>
Andrew: Hmm.
Ruth: AndhowF S aA0fS Al A& YR 6KSGKSNI AdiQa R2

FNRBY @2dz2NJ LRAYG 2F GASs 2NI FNRBY G(KS acC
Ffft26 AGZ 2N 6KSGKSNI AGQa LRaaAirotsS T2N
their capacity. Imean lwoul@hi 6S | GSNBRS G2 @&2dz RNELILJ
whatever it was to help make your work life balance a bit easier, and also to

give you opportunity t@ or maybe even sort of as the children were at home

to have experienced a little bit of that as well, would haverbeice from

@2dzNJ LRAYUG 2F @GASsd L R2Yy QiU (1y260

Andrew: b2 LQR 0S5 ljdzAGS KIFLIL¥®R G2 o06S LI NL GAYS
I aSyA2NJ £t SIFRSNJ a2 AdQa y2d GKS az2NIl 2

(Ruth and Andrew, FAM&F)

While for Andew (F4F) this inflexibility was related to the seniority of his role, for Bruce (F3F) it was
due to the contractual nature of his work:
L YSIYyS L 62N} FYyR Y& 62N]1 Qa O2yiNrOG ol aSR®

doyoumindififworE t SEADE S K2dzNBQ 2N yedKAy3I fA1S GKI
Y2y K&aQ O2yiN) Olas a2 LQY 1AYyR 2F SELSOGSR
FNRY K2YS YR FftSEAOGfS 62Ny Ay3a | NByQand NBI f f &

AaKSQa Ffglea 0SSy OSNER KFLILR Ay GKFGo®
(Bruce, F3F)

Dean (F6F) reiterated this sentiment, noting that perceptions of employer inflexibility typified
FIOKSNEQ dzy RSNREGEFYRAY3IA 2F GKSANI SYLIX 28YSyidz NI

Inevitably my job takes FfOS RSy O F fAGGES oAl NBFIffted ¢KIG
where Jenny is working at the university, it is a bit more flexible and a bit more child friendly.
CKS ¢2NJ] GKIFIG L R2XI ¢gKAES AGQa ydandalitted dz £ £ &

bit more unforgiving of that kind of thing really.

82



(Dean, F6F)

Ly O2yiN} &Gz . NBYRFY 6CMCO &l ¢ 020K KAa 26y | yR

Consequently, Brendan was one of the few fathers who did work flexibly:

Yeah, I y> L &dzJl2aSz A0Qa ljdzAGS yAOS gAGK |y |
reasonably flexible around her working you know | can leave work early and do some work at
GKS ag¢AYYAYy3a L2t Ay GKS S@SyAy3ao LGIQaAX AG 1

(BrendanF1F)

Yet, even William (F8F), who had consciously restricted his hours to work within the school day,

noted that:

Well my boss is always trying to get me to do more hours, he is always trying to get me on a
full time contract and all sorts of things. iR it's probably better for the children to have

me around | think. I think it's worth having a smaller salary for that really.
(William, F8F)

5S4LIAGS GKS NBLISFGISR d3aSNIAz2zy o6& 020K FTFGKSNA |

Dean (F6F) nied that such inflexibility might be more perceived than actual:

,Sad L R2y Qi 1y26d LIQA RAFFAOAA G (2 (y2é K2,
how much of it is an expectation you put on yoursbHt you expect to be able to do that

kind ofthing.
(Dean, F6F)

Fathers themselves may, therefore, have been complicit in the restriction of their involvement in

family through the assumptions they made about the inflexibility of their working patterns, rather

than vice versa. However, it is algas$ible that the fathers who sought and obtained flexible

working did indeed have more flexible employers. The overwhelming consensus, however, was that

GKS FoAftAdGe G2 NBYyS3I20A1GS 62Nl Ay3a LI GGSNya 61 a
thembySYLX 28 SNE® 9VYLI 28SNB 6K23 LISNKILAIZ KSEtR &AAYA

working patterns to which Dean alluded.

Further to the notion of employeimposed inflexibility, some fathers noted the difficulties arising
from the location of th& work and the inflexibilities created by working a long distance from the

FILYAfE& K2YS® /2YYdziSNI AyTt SEAOAfAGE g1 & asSSy (2
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they simply could not be home for longer periods in the morning, or in thly exenings. As Ruth
6Cnav y2GSRZ 2y0S KSNJ Kdzaol yRZ ! yRNBEg> STl FT2NJ

because his combined work and commubok him away from home for tweleours per day.

Unlike other constraints, however, some fatheew it as possible to reduce the time they spent

away from home: both Dean (F6F) and Imran (F5F) had both previously had long commutes, but had
recently moved to jobs which were much closer to home. In contrast, Paul (F7F) and Bruce (F3F) had
reducedthe¥ 2 dzy i 2F WSEGNI 62N] Q (KSe@ RAR o0& NBRdAzOAy 3
0KSe KIFIR dzy RSNIF 1Sy Ay IRRAGAZY (G2 GKSANI YIFAY NZ
F2NJ 6oFGK GAYSa FyR GKAy3Ia tA1S GKFEGé o6tldzX CTCOd

Understandings of employer inflexibility were therefore constituted in relation to‘Heemative

working hour§which fathers felt were imposed upon them by employers and also by the

3S23aANI LIKAOLKE t20FGA2Y 2F T (KSNBEDISIALY 52RSYFS yilzd Tl
inflexible working patterns and accepted these as inevitable. Such constraints served to inhibit the

time that fathers spent at home. It was, however, seen as particularly important for fathers to be

home in the early evenings, sygsting their involvement at this time had heightened significance (a

detailed discussion of how involvement at particular tsmeas giversignificance iprovidedin

ChapterSig A G KAYy (GKS aSOGA2Yy 2y WISYLRNIf ossd@20G Al GA2Y
$SS1 QLo

Negotiating domestic labour

In addition to emphasising their involvement in paid work and childcare, fathers were also keen to
assert their efforts as domestic participani&his served to emphasisieeir commitment to gender
equality andtherefore, contrasted with the portrayal of their own fathers:
,S5ax AGQa OSNE YdzOK | GSFY 3FrYS 6KSYy 6SQNB K!

the sofa watching RutfF4M]scurry around.
(Andrew, F4F)
Brendan (F1M) acknowledged, howevet,th KA & A FSE W2l yyS:I aYAIKG y?2

labour was, therefore, a contentioussue both in terms othe extentoff  § KSNAR Q LJ NI A OA LJ

in how this was variably perceived by partners within families.
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For the most part, parentdefined domestic labour as the household tasks which were not
O2yRAGAZY LT 2y |l 30KAEIRAOS OLONBaa0S ySESLI)E F AYSRS aé2dz K
(KSEQNB y20 F O2yRAGAR2Y 2F KIGAy3 | OKAftROGE bSO

participants as to whether domestic labour included the practical tasks of childcare, or vice versa:

VE: ¢K2aS R2YSalGAO abdurddioa thigk$hat@h8y aie pait pf Sarr

parenting role or are they just separate activities really?
Paul: L GKAY]l GKS& FFNB LINI 2F Y& LI NByGAy3a NPt
(Paul, F7F)

Participating in domestic labour was interwoven with parenting for Paul; he saw it as part of his
obligation to instil particular values and behaviours in his daughtery (F6D, 5 years) through

enacting such behaviours himself.

1§ 2yS LRAYGS YIFIGKNBY 6Cpald O2yFtlGSR LI NByGAyS
share most householdtask©O KA f ROIF NB | yR a2 2y Xé odzi €FGSNI 02y

So | kid of see those as domestic things that everybody would have to do. Having Solomon
[F5S,5yearf{ SNBE R2Say Qi YIFI1S Fyed RAFFSNBYOS Ay (SN
S it ySSR GKS alyYS addzF¥ FyR AlG R2SayQid YI-

(Kathryn, F5M)

Suchg & GKS O2yOSLJidzf FfdzARAGE 2F GKS NBfIGA2YyaK)
engagement in childcare involvement, that there was inconsistency in how this relationship was

articulated in individual accounts, within parental dyads and between fasnili

C2NJ SEFYLX ST W2@SNESSAYIQ 61 a LINPFFSNBR a AYyRAC
though his participation in domestic activity was minimal. Michael implied that his role in domestic

duties was limited to the exceptional, dealing ownligh the occasional tasks which his wife,

Stephanie (F10M), could not manage on her own. Consequently, Michael felt he was ensuring the

continued smooth running of family life for Stephaaied his children:

3 Domestic labour idefined as suchof the purposes of this thesis
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Yes, it is that overseeing, and making su things are tidied up, or, so that the house can
continue to run smoothly. That sometimes means doing the washing up or cleaning up or

tidying up or getting the washing out, or whatever it is, which | would not do all the time.
(Michael, F10F)

In contrast, the parents in Family Five had a quota of four household and childcare tasks which were

dzy RSNI I 1 Sy SIFOK RIé&>X 2F gKAOK (G(KS@ RAR (62 SI OKd
that doing nonchildcare tasks freed up time to do childcarekssand vice versa. Therefore, the

tasks were inextricable from, and supportive ofckather and Imran could be seémbe

WFFGKSNAY3IQ ANNBALISOGABS 2F gKAOK Gl alta KS dzyRSN

2SS KFE@S + 1AYR 2F F3INBSYSyid (Kl GA Q& KOKI Y BSR |
slightly, but we have like doing the cooking, doing the dishes, doing the bath and doing the

bed. Four things at that time when everybody is really tired and we have to do two each. We

used to say one of them had to be child focused. If yosecbooking and then you had to

choose bath or bed.

(Kathryn, F5M)

Nevertheless, Imran typically did bochildcare tasks each nightot becausde prioritised
childcare above domestic labour, but rather because Kathryn had chosen the domestic labours in

preference to the childcare tasks:
Kathryn: | used to do the bed.

Imran: 2 KSNBlFa y26 YIGKNBY LINSFSNRE G2 R2 0221

the equation.
(Kathryn and Imran, F5SM&F)

Parents, therefore, negotiated the division of such everyday domestic tasks between themselves and
rationalised their decisions accordingly. As Michael (F10F) asserted, he and his wife, Stephanie
6CMnaos KIR dly dzyRSNBEGFIYRACHaDTSEKR I RYSR AKE 3¢
gKFEiG ¢S RSOARS O2yaoOAazdzates L GKAYy]l L &aSS GKS y¢

negotiations, Brendan (F1F) implied that any disparity between the egalitarian ideal and how this
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played out was, perhaps s@what contradictorily, by coincidence rather than design. Additionally,

Brendan dismissed the tasks of housework as of lesser importance to the work of childcare:

CSEFKZ L GKAY]l GKSNBQa 0SSy Iz 6SQOS ySOSNI &l i
FNB @2dz2NJ 220ad ! yR GKSNBQa (GKAy3da (GKFd KI @S

OSNIIAyfe R28a I f2Gx ¢Stfx L R2 y2 fldzyRNEZ
ddzLlll2 asS GGKFG ¢6SQNB 020K NSHekidlse o6dzae |t GKS |

(Brendan, F1F)

The notion that housework was a distraction from the priority of caring for children was prevailing.
¢CKA& SYLKFAAASR (GKS LISNOSAGSR aAAIYATFTAOLYOS 2F TI

their lack of involvemenin domestic labour:

| think we do stuff with them; | think we do that well, and | think to the detriment of, for
example, the tidiness of the house. You could spend all day having a nice tidy house but
F OGdzr t e AGQa 2y S 2 7F uséWwedo thikgs witA dur chilrenfandd A @S a |

think we do that well.
(Andrew, F4F)

Whilst prioritising childcare was a conscious choice for Brendan (F1F) and Andrew (F4F), it was an

dzy AYGSYRSR 2yS F2NJ5SIYy O0CcCUOD 5DmigateFSt 0 GKI G KA
SOSNEGKAYIDE b22Glofes ff GKNBS FFYAfASAE HKAOK €
demands of children, had three children. Presumably, this placed greater constraints on the time

available for housework within these families in caripon to those with fewer children.

LG 61a AaGNAR{AYy3d GKIFIG Y2ad FFLOKSNARZI YdzOK fA1S GKS
around the homeand there was little discernible intergenerational difference in this regard. Fathers

GSNBE NBLINIGSRIKS 68yaé¢ OW2KyYys CHCOS (G2 R2 5L, % z
2NJ Odzi GKS KSR3ISE 05SIysS CcCOP |1 26SOSNE Yl ye &Lk
washing up, and, in one case, a small amourntosfingd . NB Yy Ry han iradinghiad, OA LI G A 2
notably, because Joanne disliked it, indicating how notions of personal preference were interwoven

with accounts of the gendered division of domestic labour
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YeahsoBrendgflFE &SI K G KIFGQa 1jdzZAGS ¢SANRBIaysS 6SNBE
Brendan does the outside stuff, garden, painting, mowing, the heavy lifting, that sort of stuff.
I will do the shopping, washing, drying the clothes. Brendan might do a bit of ironing,

because | hate that.
(Joanne, F1M)

Many fathers describedooking routinely, or their willingness to do so had they the time. This was

GKS 2yte aArAayATAOIYyd RAFTFSNBYOS o0SiGs6SSy | O02dzyis
participation in everyday domestic tasks. Most fathers cooked a few times a weasedicooking

as a means of demonstrating what they would do if they were at home more. They positioned
GKSYyaSt@gSa a gAttAy3as AF y2G ySOSaalNrRte lofSo
5SS1TSYRzZ¢ 0SOlFdzaS KS g & abileoyet dinner @adyKig tvs fortErd SNJ & 2 N
all to eat together. Brendan and Joanne, however, alternated cooking dependwh@was home

from work first.Not all fathers cooked, however. Paul (F7F) did not cook even though his daughter,

Amy, ate early and he and Ellie had their evening raftat Amy had gone to bedug@sting that

theremayK I @S 0SSy GAYS I @FAflFIo6fS Tamipdealil KSNI LI NBy i

Yes. | feel she likes to be in control of the kitchen. Ellie is a pescetarian so she eats fish but not
YSIG® LQY | YSIG SFGSNE  OFNYyA@G2NEd® L R2y Qi

cooking.
(Paul, F7F)

CIFIiKSNEQ LI G (tBeneiork, exeerfed ddly paRial infRidke In the negotiation of whic

parent cooked each weeknighwilliam (F8F) was a notable exception amongst fathers, as he

undertook most of the cooking in their family. He also encouraged the children to partiaiptis

with him on one day each week. Through the engagement of the children in cooking with William,
O0221Ay3 ogLa FaaSNISR +ta AYRAOFGAGS 2F 2AftfAl YQa

XSPHSNE az2yRlIeé&x KS 0221a 6AGK GKSYI hé&&S gALISE |
(Rita, F8M)

Similarly, Brendan (F1F) described how cooking had become, albeit somewhat fleetingly, a shared
activity between himself and his eldest son and could, therefore, be taken as evidence of his

participation inboth domestic labour and chiléee:
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{2 2yS 2F (GKS (1AYR 2F (GKAy3a GKIFG 6SQR I INBSI
KSQR> sA0GK YSs 0221 | YSIEs I+ RIL& | 68S1® ¢KI
still there that he, and he was keen on that as well. He can saeathe in learning to cook

FNRY KA& 5FRY AAYLIS YSIfta GKIFIG KS OFry GKSy |

(Brendan, F1F)

Dean (F6F), however, argued that his work prevented him from engaging in a variety of forms of

domestic labours, not just cooking:

Jenny ends ugoing a lot of the cooking, a lot of the washing and stuff like that. | go out

early, come back late and do a lot of work and stuff like that
(Dean, F6F)

Perhaps cooking was more readily associated with benefitting children, being closely linked to the

idek 2F LINRBGARAY3I FyR (G2 GKS LINRY2GA2Y 2F OKAf RNB)
meanings were not associated with cleaning and other domestic labours, thus making cooking a

Y2NB YSIYyAy3IFdzZ FaLISOG 2F YSegatheleksd shidieXatharddr G A2y Ay
reported cooking with their children, experientially conflating cooking with childcare and, therefore,

making accounts of their cooking indicative of their simultaneous participation in domestic labour

and childcare.

Thelackofi AYS | @l Af 1 6fS F2NJ R2YSAUGAO fFo02dz2NJ g1 a | (K
domestic work. Cleaning was an activity which fathers, like the grandfather generation, generally did

not undertake. No fathers spoke about cleaning in detail and mathyali mention it at all. Only

Paul (F7F) explained that he undertook the hoovering because their stairs were so steep that only he

could manhandle the hoover up them. While Joanne (F1M) earlier suggested that their employment

of acleanerwasrelatedtohdd | YR KSNJ Kdzaol yR . NBYRlIyQa RAatA|S
Y2NBE RAAOdzNBAGST dzy RSNI2yS (2 . NBYRIFIyQa fAYAGSR

.NBYRIYy gAff R2 | tAGGES o0Al 2R2YO0SI \yWiky@ DAzt |
K I (i @dbal@ydedeivere reading an article about it in the Guardian and it was saying |

KAY] AGQ& 6KSYy &2dNJ oA2f238 adGFNIA GF1Ay3 21

[N

[N

clean or, you know.

(Joanne, F1M)
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The division of domestic labour, Joanne iragliwas, at least to some extent, perceived to be

biologically as well as socially mediated; such was the embeddedness of such normatittities w

LI NOGAOALI yiGaQ AYEF BMYGHKNALS 3NBI AR & S/ (INBR 2SyEHLISORI | G A2y
leave afteri KS O0ANIK 2F OKAftRNBYy® 9ftfAS 6Crtrav SOK2SR a
them to a cleanerperhaps suggesting that she, rather thagr husband Paul (F7Mas aware they

were not managing the cleaning adequately atsbthat it was alscher ultimate responsibility

either to clean or to provide an alternative solution:

| confess we do have a cleaner once a fortnight, which was my treat, because | found that we

were never fully getting on top of it.
(Ellie, F7M)

Similarly, Helen F2MMSA ONA 6 SR K2¢g &4KS KIFIR G2 aOF GOK dzZLl 2y ¢

when her partner and the children were not there:

hy Iy 2NRAYINEBIS OFfY $SS1SYyRI 4KSYy y202Re Aa
necessarily get very much cleaning done. Butly dza dz £ £ @ OF G OK dzLJ 2y (i &

home during the week.
(Helen, F2M)

Gender was interwoven with domestic labour in such a manner that domestic labour became
Y20KSNBEQ 62NJ T 2N G GKS OSNB f SI ads edFadaish Odzf | NJ
supported mothers in their undertaking of domestic labour and childcare tasks, but did not assume

ultimate responsibilitfora dzOK Gl a1 a® ! OO02dzyia 2F FFGKSNARAQ Sy3l
comprised entangled constructions and understangdiof childcare and domestic labour, but the

relationship between these was slippery. Where fathers found ways to engage children in particular
GeLSa 2F R2YS&AUGAO fF02dNE KS&aS 6SNB Of I AYSR | &
domesticlaboug & NI GA2ylFf A&aSR gAGK NBFSNBYyOS (2 FI G§KSN
GKSANI F@FrAflroAfAdle FYR Ay NBflFGAZ2Y G2 FFHrOIKSNRQ L

at home.

In summarythe division of paid work, domestic labour arfdldcare was variablgonfigured
between parents in individual families but, for the most part, reflected the arrareges which
parents described fathe grandparental generation. The transition to parenthood was a key

moment in the negotiation of paid ahunpaid work between parents, serving to reshape such

90



LI GGSNYyAa Ayid2 Y2NB WINIRAGAZ2YIFEQ F2N¥Yao LG o az
which were different between generations, but the meanings which were seen to underpin such

practices.

Accounts of gender normative working practices were typically acknowledged uneasily by parents,
reflecting their ideological commitment ttontemporary notions ofiender equality. Consequently,
experiences ofontemporarygender normativity were articulated in relation to various contextual

St SYSyita oKAOK aKFLISR LINByGtaQ RSOAaA2ya | 02dz

N

included theassumedegislative and inferredbiological and social precedence of mothers in

OKAf RNBYQa Ay Tl ywO& dzl GdeRIYK 2NE YBEKWDAKAWIANR 62N | YR
family income levels, particularly after the birth of children, were significant. The perceived
AYFESEAOATAGE 2F &a2YS Tl (e&t6WikQerpdtatst thedséniidthatr Yy R £ Sy
alternative working arrangements could, for the most part, not be negotiated. An entangled

NEBfl GA2YAKAL) 0SG6SSY FTAYFYOALFf LINRBOGA&AAZ2ZYAY3I | YR
accouwnts. Due to the gender nmativity reflected in such aassociation, parents sought to reframe

O2y G SYLR NITMY I HITOAK SNHINE GAaAA2YAYy3d AY Y2NB Tl @2 dzNI
financial provisioning was, therefore, not just about financial resourcing, but also retated

providing a home, a particular lifestyle, security and opportunity for children. Paid work, therefore,

was seen as a meattgough which contemporary fathemngage, albeitinRA NSOl f 82 Ay OKAf
f AdSad ¢KNRdAdzZAK &dzOK AYAARBNFEAE Y ROFAGS ZH2 NIKISE aBIf

their own fathers was uncontested for the majority.

Fathers also undertook a limited amount and variety of domestic labours; they were described as
SAGKSNI R2Ay3 Woft21S28Q I 62 &zNAANWOANE] BRYAGAFAzSR i A
prioritisation of timespent with childrerwhen they were at home. For most fathers, however, time

Fd K2YS gl a4 KSI@Afte O2yaidNIAYSR o0& GKSANI LI AR g2
domestic labour, ke cooking, accounts of this were often enmeshed with accounts of childcare,

NBEFNI YAYy3 GKSY a SOARSYyOS amd@iomasticlakobrNE Q LJ NI A OA LI

LYLRNIIFIyGfes GKSNB 6SNB G(GSYLRNIf O2yavhid Ayda 208
resulted in the heightened significance of childcare tasks and particularly of childcare tasks which

G221 LIXLFOS i AaLISOATAO (A YiBnes. Bha terhpbraél Schema withirS E | Y LI &
GKAOK FIUKSNEQ Sy 3l DiSptadeyil, thergforedfisrin th&haBsyottscudsibsn® S & G 2

in the following chapter.
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ChapterSi¥ ¢ SYLZ2NItAGEe FYR FIFIOKSNBRQ S

everyday lives

The previous chapter highlighted a number of key issues. First, that parents prioritised Jatte
Sy3alF3SyYSyid Ay OKAfRNByYyQa fA@0Sa Ay O2yadNHzOiGAz2ya
FIOKSNREQ Sy3ar3asSySyid Ay OKAf mRiNBwiehedtd speddthie 61 a (G SYL
limited time which they did havat home with their childreand reightened significance was also

placed upon the time which fathers spent with children in the evenings. Such temporal schema and

the meanings which underpinned fathering practices at different times will now be explored. In

doing so, data from parestand children will be drawn upon.

Constructing fathering practices

Fathering practicesould also be parentingractices because mothers and fathers could do them
GAYGSNOKIFy3aStroteéd owiaill Cyaovd ¢KIFIG SOSNE OKAf ROI
genderneutral parenting, reflects the gender neutral ideal of parenthood to which parents aspired.

In everyday life, however, specific tasks became constituted as fathering under particular conditions.

In addition to exploring the understanding and erpeace of such conditions, this chapter will argue

GKFG LI NOAOdzE F NI FIF GKSNAY 3 LINF OGAOSE 6SNBE O f 2NR 3

between fathers and children.

Time and fathering practices

An interweaving of time and fatheringgwtices in understandings and experiences of fattteld

NEfl GA2yaKALA ¢l & SOARSYG Ay LINByGtaQ | 002dzyiasz
dzy LAWO1 @ !'a 2AffAlLY O0CyCO y20SR 2F KAAd OKAfRNBY:
NBFtfeaodée ¢KS Ftf2oay3 Go2 asSOirzyas GKSNBFT2NBZ
WOf 2aSYySAaOKAXRKNPIFINARIRIKALIA YR K2g GAYS gl a

particular parenting practices.

Family members stipulatedtiia A G 6+ a AYLRNIFYydG F2N FFEOGKSNR G2 W
F NILAOdzE F SR Ay GSN¥a 2F aO2yaraidSyoOeée owz2lyySs
GoSAY3a I LIKEAAOIf LINBaSyOSé¢ 09ffASI FONBy ¢ iC2 (KSS
daS0dzNBE FyR O2yFTARSYy(Gé¢ 069fttASET Ctral Ay GKSANI NBf I
noted when asked to reflect on images of fathers, his father was unlike one image because he would

y2i GSOSNI fSIZS WSS TR NBAY H SISK/S NIRQ yeSlGsSsa ala G G S F
OKAf RNByQa SOSNERIFIE& tA@0Sa Ay 2NRSNJ (-nildodzA t R I yR
NBflFGA2yaKALA® Cl (doSeNdrdecleibidthes thildier kowever, Tveré S A y 3
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strengthened by the amount of time they spent with them. In essence, it was understood that the

more time fathers spent with children, the closer their connections to one another would be:
¢t KSNBQa RSFAyAGSte (GAYSa ¢gKSYy AT e2dz KIFI @S ({2
you do beginto lose abitoftie2 Y RE L K| @S e AOROFBSH KK G XAEZ |
Al 62dZ RyQi 0SS NBIFffe& y2iAOSRI0E SH ARy (82 QR | &
week together and by the end of the week that, that relationship is just totally filled up again
Aday Qi AGK

(Bruce, F3F)

The relationship between fathers and children was also perceived to require nurturing intorder

developd R 6S YIFAYyGl Ay SR There Was, $héréf@ed Suxt@mdsitighOtie Mdeay Q ©
GKFG WwWoSAy3a GKSNS Qhild telatiorshipsndldisengdithaffsacNdelatibnsips NJ

also needed to b&torked atthrough significant amounts ofrtie spent in direct fathechild

interaction.! & W2 3K 6Cm{ X Mo &@SINRO &adzZa3Sadaz WR2Ay3 ai
RAAGAYIdZAEAKAY I aAYLX @& WoSAy3d GKSNBQ FTNRBY Tl GKSNA
his relationship with his faier:

Josh: | think he does more stuff with me. He talks to me more and takes me to places more
GKFY Y& 20KSNJ FNASYRaQ RIFIRao

VE: And should dads do that?
Josh: Yeah.
VE: 2KeéQa (KI GK

Josh: . SOl dzaS AT (K

(p))
[
Pl
No
<,
Q
[N

i KS 8QKME ReNdBayl 6l2Kky/SING

jobs.
(Josh, F1S, 13 years)

| SNBE WwW2aK |faz adza3asaia OK
A

Af RNByQ
YSy R2 Wwoft2188 aiGdFTQ 6KAOK A& 2

a a
The quantityandthe quality of fatherchild interactions were, therefore, constructed as important in

nurturing relational closeness between fathers and children. A strong connection between fathers
and children requiredi KS T2 dzy R (i A 2b0t, rBofe impart@nilyyt Also iiefuBadISHB
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construction and experience fdther-child relationships

¢tKS F2ft26Ay3 aSO0GA2yS GKSNBFT2NBI gAtweref 221 0
OF NNASR 2dzi FyR GKS adzoaSljdzsSyd aSOliAaz2y At SELX

in ways which were understood to foster relational closeness between fathers and children.

Temporal negotiations and experiences of fathering astbe week
Opportunities for fatherchildA y 4 SNI O A2y a ¢SNBE yS3I20AF ISR gAGK NJ
temporally located commitments and the perception of these as either flexible or inflexible.

Weekday mornings were a pertinent example of temporaBiA 6 Af AGié Ay FlLYAft& YS)

,Sad LGQa 2dzald GKIG adaNBaao Yy22gAiy3d GKIEG GKSI
KSQa 324 G2 oS 4 62N)] FyR ¢S ySSR (2 3Si 2y
(Ellie, F7M)

Anja: We get up at 6:30, anthen we do various things, like get dressed, Bible study,

things like that.
Freya: Like get dressed.
Anja: And then we all come here for breakfast.
Freya: At 7:00.

Anja:  And one of us has to set the table. Yes, at 7:00. And then breakfast usually last from
about 7:00 to 7:30, because we have a Bible study as well in that. And then we all
disperse, so | usually practice my trumpet, and then my sister does maths, and we
have jobs. So every morning, one of us has to set the table, one of us does the

washing up and one of us has to clean the table.
Freya: Luke doesn't.

Anja: And then, at about eight o'clock, | go and catch the bus to school. So I'm at school, so

I don't really know what you do after that, because you would go to

(Anja and Freya, F10D&D, 11 drtdyears)

{dzZOK LISNDSAGSR AyTtSEAOATAGE 61 & LINBYAYSYyd Ay I
(F5M)y 2 i SR> Al 61 a STFSOGA@GSte aldrald Ay aidz2ySé¢ (Kl



day. Such inflexibility was also evidegyiti I OO2dzyia 2F OKAf RNBSyQa RIAf& N

KSNJ azyQa GGNlyaAdGAzy (2 a0OKz22f KIFIR O02YLRdzyRSR (K
mornings:

L F2dzyR Al OSNEB RAFTFAOdAA G 06SOlIdzaAS GKSNB gl a |
havethatattheprei OK22f & LT @2dzQNB (Sy YAydzisSaqQ 4GS

really important.

(Kathryn, F5M)

Despite most mothers also working and needing to get to work each day, time constraints were less

prominent in accounts of theimorning routines than in those of other family members:

l'YR GKSy 2y | ¢dzSaRlFe& L OFly 3SG dzLJ yR tSI @S
just go at seven. | have to, like, do stuff for the kids and make sure the breakfast is out. And
KSQfW2kalee2zdz Oy 2dzad 3I2HQ ! yR (GUKSYy 2y ¢KdIz2NARI
fAGGES o0AG FYR LQff areée R2 @&2dz gbyd | tAFG O
school Mum?

(Joanne, F1M)

Because most fathers either left the housefdwe, or shortly after, children got up each morning,
mothers typically undertook the morning tasks for with, children. Or children did these tasks for

themselves, as James (F4S, 7 years) and Luke (F10S, 4 years) described:

We need to, we get up, weeggdressed and then we have breakfast.

(James, F4S, 7 years)

VE: Okay, and you pick out your own clothes or is that already done for you?
Luke: | pick out my own clothes.

VE: Then you come downstairs?

Luke: Yes, and have breakfast.

(Luke, F10S, ykars)
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Here James (F4S, 7 years) also highlighted the routine, sequential ordering of tasks during the day.
Consequently, interactions between fathers and children became located within such temporal
schema. As Annika (F10D, 14 years) natedeshe and lr siblingsvent to school or nurser, they

did not see their father (or other family memberg)til much later in the day:

Then we all go off and get ready and do whatever we need to do. So Anja then leaves to
catch the bus at five to eight, so she goBsen Freya goes. Then if Luke is going to nursery
KS 32S8Sad 5d2NAy3I GKS RIFe& 6SQNB ff aSLINFX¥GasSxz |

(Annika, F10D, 14 years)

For fathers, therefore, there was no time for anything other than rigidly ordered and necessary tasks
on weekday matings. Such tasks included: getting up, washing, getting dressed, eating, and getting
out of the house. There was no sense that any additional time might be negotiated by fathers, or
that available time might be utilised for fathehild interaction. Consaint over the amount and use

of time on weekday mornings was felt to be imposed upon fathers and children by school and work,
rather than chosen. These constraints were absolute andmegotiable. Fatherbadto go to work

and childrerhadto go to schobor to other childcare, and they had to do this at set times and within
aSi GAYSTNIrYSa SIOK RFed Ly GNFX@SNAAY3a GKS aYFR
perpetuated, time was experienced as stressful by family members; further limiting any pbfentia
father-child interaction. In contrast, most mothers did describe interacting with children each
morning, making time to do this on mornings which they worked and experienced competing
temporally located obligations themselves. Harried mornings, thuges often resulted in reversion

to a gender normative division of childcare responsibilities which parents, typically, problematised

andsoughtto avoid.

Time limitations on weekday mornings, however, were not just externally imposed by work and
school.Children, mothers and fathers further shaped the amount of available time each weekday
morning and how this was experienced. Children could influence such negotiations, but this had
limited impact on fathering. For example, Josh (F1S, 13 years) and thisdsravould normally take

their bikes to school, but would sometimes get lifts from their mother, not their father:
Josh: Yeah. Sometimes we get lifts.
VE: Ok and who would take you to school in the morning then? Is it Mum or Dad?
Josh: Usually Mum.

(Jash, F1S, 13 years)
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weekday morning tasks on behalfhis daughter, Amy (F7D, 5 years). This was, they explained,
because his partner, Ellie (F7M), took longegéd herself ready than he did. Neither Ellie nor Paul

elaboratedon why this might be the case:

I mean most of the time | get Amy dressed and things like that because obviously Ellie takes a
bit longer to get ready in the morning. | do all that. | brush mair. | get her down for
ONBI 1 Flradoe ,Sazx vY2ald RIFIea Ay (GKS 6SS1 LQff o

(Paul, F7F)

In contrast to most fathers, William (F8F) did not always have to go to work after getting the children

to school or childcare and this removed the senserpélsolute time constraint which other

families experienced on weekday mornings. Similarly, only one of his children had to go to school,
GKAt A0 GKS 20KSNI 6SyiG (2 YydINBSNE® 2AffAl YQ&4 HATFS
consequently, had to leavéaé house firsmostweekday morning Time constraints still impinged,

but they did not have to be as rigidly coordinated as in other families. William, therefore, also

undertook the majority of morning tasks in his family. Although Rita and William hgatinged

their paid working hours to facilitate this, they were also unique amongst participating parents in

that William worked weekends. Consequently, William and Rita placed equal emphasis across all

times of the day and week in their accounts of fltlle A y @2t dSYSy G @ C2NJ wA il = 2
NEFfte FoaSyd FTNRBY Fyeée 27F Al odutlkemamilyBeSeniNI Tl YA &3

weekday mornings were very much a focus of father involvement:

Well | suppose a typical morning | usually gefitgb - well Joseph usually gets up first, but

yes-42 LQff 3ISG dzZlJ FyR aS8SS ¢KIG OKF2a Aa K LWLIS
Fd GdeSyideée LI ald asSgSy AT akKSua 324G G2 32 G2 6
make sure she's hadmffee and things and start getting the children to get dressed and get

them fed, get their breakfast down so that they can go to school, nursery or whatever they

are going to. Then if it were a day where I'm working, then after the children are burifjled o

I go to work and | work part time so | can come home and sort out supper for the children as

well.
(William, F8F)

Nevertheless, weekday morning interactions between fathers and children were, in the majority of

families, highly limited and rigidly oeded. The experience of time as rushed, stressed or chaotic

further shaped how fatheOKA f R Ay 0 SNI} OGA2Y 61 &4 WR2YySQd 2SS RI ¢
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contrast, were less rushed and stressful because they were not shaped by the absolute imperatives

for fathers to get to work and children to get to school:

N A

b2d L YSIy AG A& Y2NB NBfIFIESR® L Sa:x
2F 9Kz 3SGa dzLJ FANBRGTZ oKz asSia

do thingstogether, if we can, at the weekend
(Dean, F6F)

There was, undoubtedly, more time for fathehild interaction on weekday evenings and during
$SS1SYyRad® 2SS{RIFIe S@PSyAy3da o6SNB>X ySOSNIKSt Saaszs 3
years)because pdB y id YR OKAf RNBY 6SNB GOANBRE OLYNIYZI ¢
Similarly, weekends could be described as rushed and harried because of the need to catch up on

tasks not done in the week and the desire to maximise the use of time to fufdralbeting

obligations:
I mean weekends, they tend to be a bit more feast or famine really. Sometimes you get a
OKIy0S (2 KI@S I NBadG odzi GKSy 2GKSNJ GAYSa @;
,2dzOQNB GNBAYy3 (2 OdhackorkvBatezeNdomgall thdsé kbdnf G KS KS|
chores that you never seem to have any time to fit in and trying to work it around all of that.

(Dean, F6F)

Use of time at weekends was continually renegotiated in order to ensure a balance between getting
lotsdorSY R2Ay3 atftz2da 2F GKAy3Ia G23SGKSNE o! Y&z CT15.
2Stfx OfSFNIe S KIFE@S LI O1SR (22 YdzOK AyidGz2 Gl

happen again.
(Michael, F10F)

L R2y QG FSSt L 3IS4 dwhén2dm hérdat thehweekend garticdlari, St FX
L tfgrea olyld 2 0SS 6AGK GKS FlLYAted {2F (KA
GKSNBQa (GKAy3Ia GKIG L glyld G2 R2x 32 2dzi F2NJ

dothat becausé Q@S 3I24G | FlLYAfe& GKIG L R2yQli 4SS Ay
(Andrew, F4F)

Whilst there was a greater amount of time available on weekday evenings compared with mornings,

and more time at weekends compared with mvigkek, the experience of time as well as the
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YR OKAfRNBY Fgl& FTNRBY AYOUSNIrOGAY3 6AGK 2yS | y2i
centred on domestic laborRS A LA GS Tl G KSNARQ | & difespehtavigha G KIF 0 K¢
OKAf RNBY 6KSyYy GKS& gSNB i K2YS® |1 26SOSNE RSYLl yF
62N] Ayild2 K2YS tAFS FyR GKNRdAK FIFIGiKSNEQ RSaiNB

(F6S, 8 years) explained, his father played ignmhich affected their ability to eat together as a

family during evenings and weekends:

ft S NBIfte 2dzald KIFI @S |ttt 2dzNJ @

Sta FyR fdz
G6SyyAa yA3aKEGI YR 5FRReéeQa y20i GKSNB®

N
w

(Rory, F6S, 8 years)

Therewered NA SR RSYIyR&s y2d 2dad 2y FFLGKSNEQ GAY
OKAf RNBY Qad® / KAt RNBoirmicRI& activitiés, ybuRgBrachildngitier@eR S R S E
G LJ- NI A S a éandoBle8 thiftireiCrepBrted going out with friends:

| uswally go to town with my friends on Saturday.
(Josh, F1S, 13 years)

Children also brought work home from school and the obligation to do this shaped their use of
weekday evening and weekend time. For younger children, their homework could provide a space

for father-child interaction:

L GKAY]l Y& NRfS Aa OKIFIy3aAy3a Ay (GKS gl & K2YS
K2YSg2N]l X aKSQa fSINyAy3a (42 NBIFIRO®

(Paul, F7F)

Older children however required less support with homework and, progressively, homework
became a solitary activity for children. Nevertheless, fathers had an ongoing role in encouraging
children to do their homeworkor, perhaps, mandating that children did their homework) easn

children aged

One Sunday morning Dad woke me up, sat me at the table and | had to do three hours of

Biology.

Ben (F1S, 17 years)
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Like their parents, children were also obligated to contribute to domestic labour, which made

demands on their time. As dees noted, these chores were imposed upon children by their parents:
James:Yeah. We have the rules are over there.
VE: Are they? Can you tell me about them?
James:Yeah, one of them is to have a daily job.
VE: What sort of jobs do you have to do?

James: We need to do jobs for, we need to empty the dishwasher, sometimes we need to
GAR@ 2dzNJ NR2Y odzi GKIFGQa 2yfteée gKSy ¢S KI @

(James, F4S, 7 years)

As Freya (F10D, 10 years) and Anja (F10D, 11 years) indicated, children were aware of both the
20f A3l GA2ya 2y GKSANI 26y GAYS YR FLFIUKSNAQ S@SyA
like their parents, navigated around these obligations, shaping their expectations of-fatter

interaction accordingly:
Freya: Yes, usually, if we're dw some homework or something, it's probably with Mum
Anja: It would be with Mum, because
Freya: -because Dad probably finds it easier to work in the evening, when Luke's not there.
(Freya and Anja, F10D&D, 10 and 11 years)

Demands on family membefEme were, however, configured differently in individual families and

across the lifecourse. In turn, this shaped the tasks and activities which fathers and children did in

families and their scope for interaction during these times. Jenny (F6M) demortsttagein her

description of how weekday evenings had changed since her husband, Dean (F6F), had taken a job

close to home. As sh, he could now help with battime, teail A YS | y0R YWBOA MBI NE Yy A 3K

Having somebody back at 5-38 in the evening asompared to not having them back until
T $gKSYy 82dzQ@S -timk &hB tediirde aRiingds A ¥ISEK G K 6 Q& YI NBSt

(Jenny, F6M)
In contrast, Ruth (F4M) highlighted how Andrew did not arrive home from workafteithe

OKAf RNBY KIR SHUSYy RAYYSNI® IS O2dzZ RE GKSNBT2NB:Z
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evening meal during weekday evenings. These activities were further defined by the temporal
f20F0A2Yy YR 2NRSNAyYy3 2F OKAfRNBYyQa 06SRGAYS N dz

Yes, g you very ofterg well, nine times out of ten in the week, Andrew will do bedtime, and

read their stories and do songs and prayers and things with them.
(Ruth, F4M)

Such flexibility and fluidity within everyday experiences and was shaped, over tmey iy BINS y Q& | 3 ¢
FYR L2aArAidGAz2y 6AGKAY GKS FlLYAfeéd 1a YyyAll oCmnb53
OKIFy3aSR o0dzi GKSNB YIé& 06S avYlftSNI GKAy3Ia 2NJ GAYAy
of daily routines was clearly explicated thréug | OO2 dzy id 2F OKAft RNByQa o6SRi
AYLISNI 6ABS 2F WOSRUAYSQ gl a AGSNYrdGA@Ste NBO2yadN

after the eldest had more flexible bedtimes:

Brendan: But also, | treat, not deliberately, or part@alE 6 dzi G KS&@ QNBX RSTAY,
Iy SF&aASNI NARS 06801 das a2vy82yS80a o088y

VE: Right. Are there any sort of specific things that you can think of?

Brendan: Well, theyget much more relaxed bedtimes whigdems a perfectly obvious
onep . SOl dzaSz e2dz 1y262 AT @&2dz2Q@S 324 1.
Ay GKS K2dzaSs @&2dz OFyQd 3Sd avlrtft 2ySa

eight, nine, ten.
(Brendan, F1F)
Whereas, in other families, children were allowed to go to bed latéheg got older:
Noah: But because I go to sleep later than Connor usually just me.
VE: Yeah. So how much later do you get to stay up than Connor?
Noah: An hour.
VE:  An hour, okay. And when will Connor get to stay up later?
Noah: X
VE: How oldwere you when you got to stay up to this bed time?

Noah: 10.
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(Noah, F3S, 11 years)

Therefore, weekday evenings and weekends presented greajgortunityfor father-child

interaction than weekday mornings, but were not solely utilised for the purposatioér-child
interaction. Specific thes were perceived to be enabling or constrairimtheir potential to foster

father involvement. Consequently, fathering practices became, more or less, temporally located, as

Luke indicated:

Sunday is daddy day.

(Likke, F10S, 4 years)

In summary, four temporal elements intersected fathaild interaction. Time constraints were

both externally imposed, and internally constructed and negotiated between participants. Through

the complex and changing configuration oéfie elements across the day, the week and across

OKAf RNByQa OKAf RK22Razx (KSasS StSySyiaa aSNBSR (2

children.

Time was firstly experienced as a finite resource. The second element related to the temporal

ordering of family life, its negotiation and association with particular routines. The third involved the
construction of demands on time, other than fathehild interaction, and the extent to which these

were perceived as nenegotiable. Finally, how timeagperceived andxperienced was

paramount. Where time was stressed or rushed, fathers felt that they could not interact with

childrenin ways which might nurtureloseness within their relationships with their childr@rme

was further implicated in fatér-child relationship§ KNR dzZ3K GKS y2aAiand 2F FI 0
through the significance attributed tamount of time which fathers spent directly interacting with

children

Significantly, there was more commonality than dissonance between fanmltes amount of time
and in the specific times available for fathehild interaction. This resulted in strikingly similar
temporally located events being highlighted as significant for fatgd interaction within family
YSY0oSNHEQ I iOVehslmCluded farilgaBeals. Such everitswever, may also have held
pre-existing significance that made themportant to negotiate time forNevertheless, both the
Howand theWhen(of fathering practices were important in determining their significance.

Unpicking how these events were understood to be significant for fathéd relationships will form
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the focus of the following section. In doing so, the section will draw on afgpélastrative example

¢ that of the family meal.

From family practices to fathering practices

All families made time on weekday evenings and weekends for fathitt interaction. Across all
families, particular, temporally located events welescribed in accounts of daily fathehild

interaction. The most consistently noted shared family activity each day, was the evening meal; an

event which combined both fatherly presence and interaction with children.

Family meals were evocative of a sen$avhole family togetherness and as such, were interwoven
gAGK GKS SELISNASYOS I|yR LRNINI&Ff 2F WFIYAf&Q Y2
' YSIEf INRdzyR GKS GlFroftS 2NJ a2YSGKAY3a (23S0 KSNI LI

All families ate togetheat weekends and took particular care to stipulate this if they did not eat
together in the week. For many families, however, the evening meal in the working week was often
the first, and only, opportunity for most families to spend time together eachadaythrough this

routine quality, took on a particular resonance for family togetherness:

VE: Ok, so do you eat your meals together every night?

Isla: Yeah.

VE: And every morning as well?

Rory: 2 St f X

Isla: Not every morning because Mum and Dad aske@p in the morning when

AGQa 2dzald GdzaNYySR Y2NyAy3Io
(Isla and Rory, F6D&S, 5 and 8 years)

In the working week, half of the participating fathers were either home from work in time to eat

with their family, or worked from home which also enabled them towih the family. Families in
which fathers were not home in time to eat with children typically had younger children who needed
to go to bed early and were, unsurprisingly, less likely to eat together than other families where
children stayed up laternisuch families, children either ate alone, or with siblings, and parents ate

together when the children had gone to bed:

VE: When you have dinner, do you all eat dinner together? No. So do you and

Sam eat together and then Mummy and Daddy eat later?
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Reube: They eat later.

(Reuben, F9S, 4 years)

VE:  So you have dinner before Daddy gets home?
Amy: Yeah.

VE: Do you have dinner with Mummy or on your own?
Amy: On my own.

(Amy, F7D, 5 years)

CFrYAt& YSIta ¢SNBE &aA3IyATFA Ol ydiringfamilyimeds wasS St a® CA N
significant because it was this that made faaily meal If fathers were not around to eat with

children, mothers did not describe eating with children either. Therefore, family meals took on

particular meaning as asite of fatN&k y 3> S @Sy (G K2dzAK Y2U0KSNE 6SNB | f
presence during family meals was significant, it will be shown, becauserdathers interacted

with their children during family meals.

For most families, eating together at the table wasratfily seen to offer family members

opportunity for communication focused around verbal interaction:
VE: And is it quite important to have that whole family time together?
Anja: |think it is, because you don't normally see each other if you're at school
Freya: Yes

Anja: -and then you don't normally see each other, so it's nice to be able to share the news

and talk to each other about the day and things at meal times.
Freya: __ atdinner.
(Anja and Freya, F10D&D, 11 and 10 years)

Consequently, families felt they were able to reconnect after being apart during the working day, as
well as engaging in the mutual endeavour of eating together. Communication was, therefore, key to

the construction of family meals as a family practice.

FzNJI KSNE OKAf RNByQa LISNOSAGSR O02YYdzyAOlF GA GBS 02 YLJ
family meals became significant for fathering and, therefore, assumed significance for relational
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closenesdetween fathers and childrerAt seventeen years old, B€F1S) was the oldest child in the
study by three years. Ben was seen by his fatBeendanio be able to communicate with adult

peers in an adultike way:

L GKAY]l @&2dz R2y Qi |lfgleéa @2dz R2y Qi |fglea as:
Partidzf F NI @ ¢A0GK Y& SftRSaidX L GKAYy]l GKS gF& Ye
makes me very proud. That he can hold his own in conversation, is very interesting, is very

witty. That he wants to engage with adults.
(Brendan, F1F)

Incontrast, BreRI y Qa &2dzy3Said &az2yx .Affé& o6Cm{ZX mvar 8SI NREDU
family meals His father, Brendan, shared his insights into the wider social world ovelinther

table with his childrenn ways that Billy reflected in his own accoun

Bily: { 2YSdiAYSa 5FIR gAftf tA1S &K2g¢ dza GKAy3Ia (K
b2aN¥YIFfte i O2y@SNERIGA2ya |G GKS {GlrofS KS

normally Mr Gove.
VE: Ok, the Education Secretary?
Billy: Yeah
VE:  Ok. Wy does he think that?
Billy:  Well he is stupid, technically.
VE: 2 KIFGiQa KS R2yS GKIGQa &0dzhRK
Billy: 1 SQ& 2dzad y20 OSNE Of SOSNIAYy |t gl egaod
(Billy, F1S, 11 years)

Unlike his brother, Billy, Ben (F1S, 17 years) described the enjoyment gained threoadilityi to
assert and debate his own perspective during mealtime conversations with his father. Importantly,
ddzOK AYGSNI OlAz2zya 6SNB 020K Y2UAQIGSR 08X FyR &

N>

understanding of each other and their sense ofrgespecial to one another. In this way,
communicatiorthrough verbal interactions over family medistween fathers and children became

significant for relational closeness between fathers and children:
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Ben:

VE:

Ben:

VE:

Ben:

5SLISYRas az2YSiAYSa ¢ Soméimdsivd tik aBobtplikelited 2y L.
L2t AGAOFE aLISOGNYzY 024 L (GKAY]l 6SQNXB ljdz i
¢2NBE LRfAOe O02YSa dzLJ 2NJ ! YLt &l é&a &a2YSUGKA
and start talking about it. But also we talk about, vk about all sorts of different

G2LAOA FYR LQY R2Ay3 a0ASyO0S SElYas a2z &z
KSt LI YS 6AGK GKIF GX

X2 KIFIG a2NIl 2F (GKAy3da R2 @2dz GlFf1 o62dzi GK

Well sometimes it just starts out with me jisgtouting facts, because | do Politics for

Fy ' [ S@Sto 'yR KSQa tA1SE RAR &2dz 1{y2¢
his opinion on the EU. Like, should we stay in, should we stay out, what he thinks,

why he thinks what he thinks. Which | findtguinteresting because we normally

take the same side, but can have conflicting views on things sometimes. Which, you

know, having political debate with someone quite fun.
Do you think he enjoys those as well?

Well | think he enjoysthemanditdf Ay 3 (2 KAa az2yao !yR AF L
an intellectual level with him and being able to converse with him on a certain topic

then both sides will enjoy it.

(Ben, F1S, 17 years)

Ben noted, however, that his younger brother Billy was no¢ ablengage in conversation with their

father in the same way that he did. Moreover, Ben felt that his peers might be able to
O2YYdzyAOF 1SR Ay GKS &alYS ¢gle& 6A0GK GKSANI 26y FI (K
opposed to my friendswho are §lldzA G S 2t RSNX {23 &2dz {yBwrmng5Al f SO

meals, therefore, were important family time but took on significance for fathgld relationships

when children were older and were seen to have greater verbal competence to commuwitate

fathersand could discuss topics of mutual interest

So, whilst younger children might be seen to be excluded by fathers from conversations which,

through their interactional characteristics, held significance for faitteld relationships, younger

children also shaped their participation in meal time caiseg¢ions, Billy (F1S, 11 years) explained
KS ¢2dAZ R afl 1S I NRPdzyR gKAES (KS@QNB KI gAay3
K26SOSNE RSAONAOSR K2g KAA Y2O0KSNJ FYR FlFOGKSNI g2

dKF G

ol 01

7

i

K2 Y S &z IRy R YIS NE SNBSS Y6 SNIP¢  { dzOK F2NESG Tdz
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choice not to participate in such conversationtiaat, as Solomon stipulated, that he simply could

not recall Younger children, therefore, showed that while they were not necessarily comipeten
O2YYdzyAOIFGS Ay WIRdA G tA1SQ ¢6le&a 6AGK GKSANI T (cFK
participating in mealtime discussions with their fathers eitheontesting any assumption that their

exclusion was solely associated with their lack of cetepce. Through the construction of

OKAf RNByQa | 3SR o6l adaSR O02YLISGSyOSs &2dzy3ISNI OKAf RN
fathers at mealtimes in mutually enjoyable ways was curbed. Consequently, the communications

between fathers and youngehitdren and fathers during family meals were not seen as significant

for father-child relationships. Nevertheless, older children were not always open to communication

with their fathers either, as Brendan (F1F) explained:

Sometimes teenagerscanjustNfb y2 NBF a2y s> FyR FT2NJ y20KAy3 &2

uncommunicative or bad tempered for long periods of time.
(Brendan, F1F)

LYLRNIIFIyGftes GKS f1 01 2F NBOALNROFf Sye2eYSyid Iy
meant that communicatioetween fathers and younger children during family meals waseeh

to contribute to the development of fathed Y R & 2 dzy 3SNJ OKAf RNBy Qa dzy RSNE&
to their sense of being special to one anothEhere were, however, only two familiggo had

G§SSYylF3S OKAfRNBYT fAYAGAYI FTdzNIKSNI SELI 2N} GAz2Yy 2

perceived communication skills intersected fattadrild conversations during family meals.

In summary, family members felt that fathers were increalsiradple to communicate with their

children on topics of mutual interest as children aged and were perceived to develop sophisticated
BSNBFE ajAftfad / KAfRNBYQa FF3S 41 a3 GKSNBF2NBI Ay
of verbal communicatin, it was perceived, was enjoyed by fathers and older children, allowing them

to increasingly develop their knowledge and understanding of one another as individuals and to

nurture a sense of being special to one another. A key site for such communisatiaiie evening

family meal, eaten around the dinner table. The shared family meal, therefore, held resonance, not

just as a fathering practice, but as one which was significant for closeness withindattuer

relationships with older children.

Eveningamily meals, therefore, were given significance as fathering practices through their
temporal location and also through how they were experienced. Consequently, and, intersected by
OKAf RNBYyQa |3S FyR LISNOSAGSR 02 vYicihde foyotedtiig SOSY Ay =
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and sustaining a close bond between fathers and children. Nevertheless, the relationship between

OKAf RNByQa I3S IyR FFIGKSNA IyYyR OKAf RNBYyQa NBf I A
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Chapter SeverRelational closeness between fathers and children
| ONPaa OKAf RNBYyQad OKAf RK22Rao®
¢ KS LINA2NJ OKIF LJAGSNJ RSY2yaidNI SR FANRGSE dGKIFG FI GK
particular times and, second, that when such practices were seen to fed&dional closeness

between fathers and children, the#oingvas associated with particular characteristics. Mutuality

was a key component in the construction and experience of relational closeness between fathers

YR OKAf RNBYy ® / K kefbR biddyiddigation thiersdtted $hy €xeriehog of

Ydziidzt t AGe Ay O2y@SNAIFIGAZ2ya 20SN) FILYAfe YSIHfad 9

m

competence were bound up with their age; younger children being seen as less competent and older
children as moreampetent. Consequently, this chapter explores the experience of relational
Of 2aSySaa o0SivSSy FIGKSNE |yR OKAf RNBY I ONR&aa OF

CriKSNEQ NBfFGA2YAaKALIA oAGK AYyTlLyda FyR ¢
Children had little to say about their infancy and very young childhood, for obvious reasons. The only
time babyhood was mentioned by children was in the joint interview with Rory (FE6S, 8 years) and Isla
(F6D, 5 years). Isla recounted the story of hehbémd that of her two siblingsstories which Rory

y2GSR GKIFIG aYlIAyte adzvYé KIR G2fR GKSY® LYRSSR
Golta OGdzatte G 62N)] | YR ¢ RakytswerStheddovde 6 O] K
genitorsofthé@ S FIF YAt & adG2NAS&TX $KAOK SEGSYRSR FyR 0SS0l
OA23INI LIKAOFE I 002dzydiad Ly 3ISYSNItszx LINBydaQ | 002
LI NOHAOALI GSR Ay AYyTFLyd OKAf RNBY Qtthisttihedn@rd = 0 dzi G KI

M
<

secondary to those between children and their mothers.

Most fathers were described as undertaking practical tasks for infant children, such as changing their
nappies, or bathing them. However, like other tasks, these elements of childesesalso described

as being undertaken by either parent:
We might both be changingdanrQ & y I LJLJE &
(John, F2F)

Nevertheless, Dean (F6F) stated that he would have agreed to a fourth child only if his wife, Jenny,
KFER F3INBSR (2 &OKI ysHAng that,fwith théikesisting lchildceh, $hi Bafl eithedz3 3 S
always been understood to be part of his role, or the responsibility for changing nappies had been an
historical source of tension between héglfand Jennylt further suggests that changing nappie

was not a task inevitapltied to fatherhood and that this tastouldbe assigned to mothering.
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FathersBrendan and Bruce both asserted a prevalisemeA y G KS RIGF T RSALMAGS T
participation in the care of infants, such practical activities did not readily allow fathers to relate to

infant children in ways which were felt to be significant for fatbhild relationships:

You know, | certaigldid things. Running the household, looking after the children. You know
L ¢l a GKSNB ff GKS GAYS F2NJ GKSY®d . dzi L R2y!

the same way that | do now.

(Brendan, F1F)

Ohyeald ho @A 2dzaf &3 oeKSdY LINGSRINIY &K fR2SNS GBS NE (1 KA
hands on thing. If they need to be fed, if they need to go to the toilet. So that practical side of

Al KFra OKIFIYy3aISRXI a2 A0Qa Y2NB 2F 'y SY20A2y | f

(Bruce, F3F)

It is necessary, therefore, to furthexplore the relational qualities of fathehild interactions at this

GAYS Ay ORNt RPMRBOA (2 @FRSNEGFI YR K2g WiKS 02yRQ |
father-child relations were constituted

Jenny (F6M) described how her husband, Dean,hady S aAy (G2 akK20]1 F2NJ I 02 dzi
after the birth of their first child anthat, during thistime5 S+ y Qa LI NOHAOA LI GA2Y AY
OKAf RNByQa OF N5 ¢ a JeusmiiftrdstyDEaim2adhbt enabled i BnwjhikS y (G f & =

infant children well. Dean himself did not offer a comment on this indu interview:

L R2y Qi NBYSYOSNIS5SIHY KIFI@GAy3a | Kdz3S AyLlzi G2
RARY QO NBFfteé dzyRSNEGlFIYR 06l 06ASa®

(Jenny, F6M)

Hence, parents felt that fathers struggled to interact with infants and very young children in ways
which developed their understanding or knowledgédrdgantsas individualsor which nurtured a
sense of specialness in their relationships with infamisparative to that which they experienced in
their relationships with children when children were old¥et, fathers felt confident in their

understanding of the individualities and particularities of their older children:

Samue[F4S, 5years]thinkg At € 06S | YdzOK Y2NB YdzZ GAGFESyasS
greater choice of things to be involved with; | think he could be academic, I think he could be
KAJKfe aLRNBBSYLIKEAEK KSQa 2yftée FAGSS L YA
spectacles, but he appears to have a lot of things going for him. Very different to [edses

7 yearsjin terms of music, but in terms of coordination and ability to take on new things and
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skills and want to get involved in the nuance of disciplinesy/Iithi KS Qa @SNE>X @SNE
[FAD,3year§ L R2y Qi 1y26= aKSQa | oAl &2dzy3 NBI €€

(Andrew, F4F)

Brendan explained that, in addition to being unaccustomed to fatherhood, he could not
communicate effectively with his children when they were veryngmuAs a result, he did not feel a

deep sense of enggment with his children at thaioint in their lives:

Well | was perfectly practical, but not sort of deeply engaged with play or whatever. And,
and, so | found it quite difficult to engage with chidre 0 KI & 62y Qi NBaALR YR G2

yeah, it was all sort of very new to me. It still all is, to some degree.
(Brendan, F1F)

CdzNIIKSNE GKS AYLISRAYSyida . NBYRIFIYyQa AyFlLyid OKAfRN
lack of enjoyment of the the hedid spendwith them:
CKSNBE gFa I RSAINBS (2 4KAOK Ad ¢l & 2dzad | 0Al
what | wanted to do at the time or that | found it less rewarding.

(Brendan, F1F)

CriKSNEQ dzy RSNAE U Yy RA Y Jdie, tRefeford, KnplicaReNds tfie dxperieNéed S NE & 2 ¢
and construction of the fathechild relationship. For Brendan (F1F), irrational infants and very young

children constrained his potential to feel closely connected to them. While, for Andrew (F4F), infancy
and@SNE @&2dzy3d OKAf RRK22R 02y aidNI AySR Kdtherswebeh f A G &
also aware that fathertelt that they were unable to enjoy interactions with their infant children in

the same ways they did, or might expect to, when théitdren were older:

| think he enjoys them a lot more than he did when they were tiny babies. But he did his fair

share of wiping bottoms and spoon feeding.
(Rita, F8M)

This lack of enjoyment was associated, in part, with a perceived lack of compegenew garents,
odzi SEIFOSNDBIFGSR o0& o6loASaqQ t1F01 2F 02YLISGSyOS iz
FAYR fAYAGAYIDd CFHGKSNE RAR y20> 0KSNBF2NBI ¥ f
of fathering at this time despite padipating regularly in a number of such tasks.

'd GKS alyYyS GAYSE A4 ¢Fa FSt4d dGKIFdG oloAasSa KIFER |

expressed a preference for interaction with their mothers during infancy and very young childhood:
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maternal pimacy was constructed as both inevitable appropriateduring the early months and

8SINAR 2F OKAfRNByQa fA@Say
LQY SELISOGAYy3I Y& OKAfR gKAES KSQa OSNB tAGGT
RFR® 2 KSGKSNI GKFGQa (ditzS K2 NUOQAENRIYKSs LS yREANWF G (i diy?
(Imran, F5F)

In several families) K S LIS N S LJi A 2 y -infark relstiansdth ) elatizeQo thoge tivKich NJ
fathers and infants experiencegwas articulatedn relation to the practice dbreastfeeding. As
BuS 0CoCU0 y2i0SRX a062i0K 02848 6SNB oNBIFraldFfSR:E GKI G
suggests biological basis to the primacy of OB NB A Y A Y Tl y i OdfatheBRNSY Q& f A
were, therefore,precluded fromsuch interaction. Some infantgere alsodescribed a unwilling to
take a bottle highlighting theperceivedagency éinfants in determining infantather interaction
and underscoring thearentalnotion that babies needednd preferredtheir mothers forenost of
their parents:
LQ@S ONBlFaGFSR GKS 20KSNJ (62 IyR LQ@S adGAftf
GKAOK L 32 G2 62Nl ® ¢KSeQ@dS 020K 0SSy OSNE R,

another challenge in terms of that.
(Emily,FOM)

NeverthelessPaul (F7F), describdxttle feeding his daughter, Amy (F7D, 5 years). This replicated,
to some extent, the infant feeding practice which most mothers undertook and which was felt to be
integral to the development of the infa-mother bond. Consequently, Pafdlt that he understood

and could fulfiKk A & R | ded8d& dn8 tNaRthere was a closer connection between them:

When | started to use the bottle and feed Amy, | felt a stronger bond and more engagement

with Amy.
(Paul, F7F)

a2iKSNEQ NRfS Fa LINRYIFINE LINBydG G2 AyFlryda YSIy
maternal attention and this, subsequently, allowed fathers to spend time with older children and to
LJ & GKSY INBIFGSNI alGdSyliArzyé 05S8SIy> CcCOY

Therewasalway GKI 0 GKAYy3 gKSNB w2asS KIFLa Ffgleda KIF

than the other two really. The other two have had to put up with a bit more of my attention.
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LiQa y2G I O2yaldiz
LNBTSNBYOS yR a2Y$8 27 AdGQa lo2dzi 6KIFd A&

z

dza yS3A20AlL A2y YOBRA S@2f 0!
LINJ

Y2NB 2F WSyyeQa |[G0SydAaz2ys o0SAy3a (GKS &2dzy3Sai

(Dean, F6F)

MothersCbreastfeeding of infants, therefore, made space fahéas to interact with older children.

W2KYy OCHCUO y2iSR GKIFIG KAada RIFEdZAKIGESNE [Af& OCH5X

of her youngest siblinghdam(F2S, 1 year). Through this knowledge of Lily, John was able to
increase his levefwhat he consideredtob# &2 LISOA I £ Q AYGSNI OlA2y 6AGK
brother, Laserblast (F2S, 8 yeaes)d to take responsibility for ensuring that their emotional needs

were met:

John: 1 think Lily found it a bit harder particularly. Yow¥n things like the breastfeeding.
It was, | thought she felt that was very intimate between you Addmand she was

a little bit excluded from that.
Helen: Yeah.
John: And she could play up a bit.

VE: So how did you manage that then? How were gble to?

C

02

John: L YSIy 2dzad o6& 3IAPAYI GKSY FidSydizy FyR

more special time around about that time than normal. Taking her out, taking both

children to the shops and things like that. They very much see Helémasuacteam.
(John and Helen, F2F&M)

John also described the willingness of the older children to participate in this interaction and their

dzy RENBE G YRAYI (KIG 62GK LINByia O2dAd R LINRJARS W3

Brendan (F1F) recated a similar experience and emphasised, like John, that he was enabled to

interact with his older children:
2 KSYys gKSYy GKS 20KSNJ (ig2 6SNB o6loArASas KS
2yS LINPINBEASR YR (KSId®DGBHISNI 2y S 61 & adA

(Brendan, F1F)

I y2il0fS SEOSLIIAZ2Y 61 & LYNIY O0CpCOZ 6K2 RSAONAMO

(F5S, 5 years) sinbés birth. Imran explained the significance, to hohpeing the first person to
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have held Solomon and affirmedstperception that this was a mutually beneficial experience in

which they were both engaged and which, therefore, cemented a close connection between them:

That was very nice and Solomon was obviously just born and the first person he lies on is
probably@ dz ' YR KS ¢l a 2dzad FAEFGAYy3 (G2 YS 2daAad ¢
could see me much, probably not very much at that age, but it was a very good bond and a

very memorable thing.
(Imran, F5F)

In summary, despite fathers being involved inthe foyf S LINJF OG A OS&a 2F LI NByGAy:
infancy, parents perceived that mothers were biologically necessary to infants and that this offered

mothers the opportunity to undertake parenting practices in ways which fathers could not. Fathers,
forthemosi LI NI X | OljdzA SAOSR (2 GKS LISNOSAOGSR LINBR2YA
OKAf RNBYQa fA0S3ad CFHGKSNA T2dzyR AdG RAFFAOMA G G2
which they did not find limiting. Consequently, fathers did not that they understood infants and

very young children well or that they particularly enjoyed the interactions they had with them. In

contrast, where fathers were able to replicate, to some degree, the maternal practices which

created specialness in the rtier-child relationship, close connections between fathers and infant

and children were possible. Overwhelmingly, however, fathers felt limited in their potential to foster

close connections with their children whilst they were very young.

Neverthelessthe birth of a younger sibling could facilitate interaction between fathers and older

OKAf RNBYy® ¢ KNRdJZAKY RI W& & Schdiake W ar &zbaition th matefral
FGadSydAazy Ay 2f RSNJ OKAf RNBY Qacybiimdtiessh yo KEK/A I R NISYBQ &
carewas challenged and fathers were enabled to do things with children in new ways, and to

develop close relationships.

The lack of relational closeness between fathers and children in very early childhood reaffirms the
obsewation made in Chapter Six (G KI i &dzOK SELISNASyO0Sa O NASR 20381
childhoods. In continuing to unpick these threads, the subsequent sections consider how fathers

continued to negotiate their parenting role as children aged.

Constructng and communicating closeness between fathers and children through

reading

{O0FNIAY3 Ay AyFlLyoOeds FFHOKSNR 0S3Fy G2 LI NGAOALIN
dressing, changing and bathing infants and very young childrechilisen aged beyond infancy,

K26 SOSNE (KS O2yaidAaiddzsSyid LINY OGAOSa sphisthégdS o0 SRGA Y
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expanded to include reading bedtime stories to children and putting children to bed. Both mothers
and fathers reported readintp children each night bufor Dean (F6F)eading a bedtime story was
a particular referent against which he drew a distinction between the practices of his father and his

own fathering:

1S slayQid GKIEG Ay@2t SR L Youb rgaly, it veLayv@ys S 3 S NJ

my mum that would read to us.
(Dean, F6F)

Dean, therefore, marked reading as a significant practice of father involvelyeatistinguishing
KAYaStT FNRBY KAa FlFIGKSNI gK2 KS FSfaownawasthely2i f A
potential for reading to childreto nurture relational closeness between fathers and childiteat

lent significance to reading as a fathering practice.

Exactly how old children were when fathers began reading to them as part of therigediiitine

was not cleaand may well have varied between familiéss children aged, however, fathers

reading children a bedtime story became less commonplace and eventually ceased to be mentioned
in accounts of fathers with children attending secondarfyaml. However it is important to reiterate

that only three children in the studyere of secondary school age.

Sarah (F3Mnoted the importance of maintaining communication channels between her eldest son
Noah (F3S, 11 yes) and his father, Bruce (F3Bparatighlighted the needor Bruce to continue to
32 Ayid2 b2FKQa NR2Y Si23a NBI NDO SIBi AKAY RG-ARIABIIRIQ Nairda

read to:

At one point he said that he was going to stop reading to Noah because he felt that he was

to2 2fR F2NJ I O0SROGAYS A0G2NEB® L &aFARX ab23x &2dz
. NHzOS 4SSyl GKNRBIAK | KFEoAlG 2F y2d 32Ay3 NI IK
KAYZ &, 2dz KFE@S (2 O2yiAydzS Bteehadyedrsyve BeedK A & NP ;
G2 adgAatt KFEGS GKFEG O02YYdzyAOFGA2Yy OKIFyySt 2LIS)
KS adrANBSE KS AayQd 3F2ay3a G2 slyld e2dz G2 32

[N

(Sarah, F3M)

Fathers reading to children, therefore, provided a springddar communication between fathers
and children. For fathers with children in the early stages of formal education, reading with children,
or children reading to fathers, alsmmmunicatedan understanding ofhildrerQa S RdzOlF GA 2y | €

development to fatherand mothers
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{ K§Mmi, F7D, 5years]d | NI Ay 3 2 NBIR (2 dz&a y2¢ | a ¢S¢tf

through quite a lot of books at the moment.

(Paul, F7F)

X0 dzi ¢ K S jFoswaSydatsias/a reading boorom schooljwe read it altogether.
(Emily,FOM)

Given that reading largely took place in the evening, the way time was experienced was also of
consequence. Many parents reported that they wanted children to go to sleep by a specific time
whichinfluencedthe amount of time fathers had to read tdiddren. Further, Dean (F6F) noted that
there were varied demands on his time each evening, arising from the different preferences and
needs of his son and his daughters. When faced with these competing demands, he generally opted
to go out and play withis eldest son (Rory, F6S, 8 years), rather than stay in and read to his two
younger daughters (Isla and Rose, F6D&D, 5 and 3 years):

.S8ad L YSIy G2 0SS Kz2ySad AdGQa Ftf GKS GAYS 2
tired and things likethal. G KAYy {1 Ad0Qa Ay GKS S@gSyiay3daa FyR

to get them to bed and stuff and Rory wants to go out and play. We play tennis in the street

quite a lot and things like that or kick footballs around or whatever.

Sometimes thatexcl®a | ye 20KSNJ AYGSNI OGA2y gAGK lyeoz?
girls now as | have in the past or as much as | did to Rory so Jenny ends up doing a lot of that.

LG 2dzad &adz01a GKS GAYS lglke& FTNRY Gdayy NBIFf &
GrftdzSad LUGQa || RAFTFAOAAZ G 2yS NBlIfteo

(Dean, F6F)

¢KS NBFazya T2N GKAAZ K26SOSNE 9SNB dzy Of 8 NJ 6 A (K
is also possible, however, that this varied across the year; playing outside in the evening perhaps

being less feasible and less enjoyable in the inclement and dark winter m@reas.was keen,

however, to reassure me that he had not ceased to reakisadaughters entirely, reinforcing the

OSYyGNIXtftAGe 2F NBIFIRAY3I AYy KAA LI NIAOdz I NJ dzy RSNA G |
I'think thegirls;L  YSty AdQa RAFFSNBydGod L NBFIR (2 G(KSY

(Dean, F6F)
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Similarly, Anja (F10DL years), recognised thaer fathera A OK I St Qa LJ A R vas 2 NJ
reading to the children in thevening and also placed the onois herself and her siblings to not
approachMichael to ask him to read. This was reflected in the paucity of tirag subsequently

spent reading together:
He does say, "Don't think I'm working. Come and ask mesi you a story, or whatever."

So it's not like we can't go to him, but sometimes he has to do preps or wedding preps, or
whatever, with people. So it'swsly Mum who's around in the evening, so we usually spend

our evenings with Mum.
(Anja, F10D, 11 years)

It was not, as Anja explained, that their fatltdd not read to them at all. Rather he read to them in

221

GKS Y2NYyAy3Iaz | a LIdARE o2 T | K $ A $In, Mizhédi didhotdesdS NE S ( K&

stories but a text wittwhich he and his children engaged as part of their Christian faittontrast
to other fathers who read to their younger children in the evening and within their bedrooms,
Michael read to his children in the morningjthin shared family spacemndinto their teenage

years:

Then usually talk a little bit, and our dad does a bible study in the morning for us all. We all

do that.

(Annika, F10D, 14 years)

Competing demandsonfath@rQ G A YS Ay (i K SO 25/8SiyNyATyeES dii g<aes: NISKF 2NNESE

children for fathes. Rory and Isla (F6S&D, 8 and 5 yedrsyvever,described how childrenould

also mouldhe time available for fathers to read to them each night. They highlightedthewime

Fff20FGSR 0& UGUKSANI FIGKSNE 5Skys G2 NBIFIR (2
VE: Ok and does he read to Rory every night?
Isla: Yep.
Rory: Well nearly every night.
Isla: Yeah because sometimes[Rory]wastes all of his time.

(Rory and Isla, F6S&D, 8 and 5 years)
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In contrast, Reuben (F9S, 4 years) asserted that, since his attendance at school, his father no longer
NBEFR (2 KAY® ¢KAAa ¢Fa RSALAGS KAa FlLIKSNRE LINRG S
throughout the irierview with Reuben. This suggestK I i OKAf RNBy Qad AYONBI aAy3
reading enabled them to elect to either extend their reading with fathers by reading to or with them,

or to constrain this practice by reading to themselves:

VE: Ok. Do you have grhelp with any of those things or do you do it on your
own?

Reuben: | read my story on my own.

VE: Oh ok. Does Sam read his own stories?

Reuben: No.

VE: Who reads to Sam then?

Reuben: Mummy and Daddy.

VE: Ok so they share that. So when did they staing for you? Or have they

never read for you?
Reuben: They stopped reading when | went to school.
(Reuben, F9S, 4 years)

LYLR2NIIFyGftes GKS NBfIFTGA2YAaKAL 0S06SSy OKAf RNBY Q3
I 0O02dzyia 27F T hildrenShEn@ionNd&tlthBra wad a parBi¢ulONJ WOdzi 2 FF LR AY
FIOGKSNEQ NBIFRAY3 (G2 OKAfRNBY 6KSY OKAf RNBY O2dzZ F
age was repeatedly challenged. Where fathers did read to children each night, this pravided

springboard for communication between them and their children.

Reciprocal enjoyment of reading between fathers and children was evident in numerous accounts.
Over time,Bruce (F3F) had read a variety of books to his sons, Noah (F3S, 11 years) andR3&nor
T @SINAEUVI |YyR . NMzOSQa 6AFST {INIKXZ FSt0 GKIG adz
NHzOS Q& 26y AyiSNBada Fa I OKAfRY
A lot of the books that Bruce has read as a child or as a teenager, | think Noah will be reading
0§KSY® | tBlidto thaSidtiany A
(Sarah, F3M)
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Noah (F3S, 11 yeamssoindicated thathe, his father and his brother dlhd to agree on the choice

of book for it to be an inclusive and mutually enjoyable bedtime story:
VE: And who chooses those books, isizydld / 2 Yy 2 NJ 2 NXK
Noah: Well, we all agree.
(Noah, F3S, 11 years)

For Sarah (F3M), this sense of specialness in the relationship between Bruce (F3F) and his sons was
created through the connection of Noah (F3S, 11 years) and Connor (F3S, 7 years) tcetthe shar
interests of Bruce and his wider family. Through reading, a shared family tradition, Connor and Noah
became embedded in their famjlpurturing wider relational connections beyond the fathrild

relationship

¢t KS@QNB |t Ayl 2wwhatkidionlthatacomasiugder but, ddy@wkeiv | Y 2
what | mean, like mystical stuff. All the family are into that so they have that as a common

02yR® ¢KSeQff aAd F2N) K2dzZNR O
(Sarah, F3M)

For Rory (F6S, 8years), but not Isla (F6D, 5 years), however, readisgmething which set their
father apart from other fathers, making his involvement in their lives unigue and special; though, as

has been articulated, Dean (F6F) read more frequently to Rory than he did to Isla:

VE: But do all daddies read to their afién or cook their dinner for them?

Isla: Yes.

Rory: No.

VE: What do you think then Rory?

Rory: Wellne2 ySQa 5FR GKFd L 1y2¢ NBFRa (GKSY

(Isla and Rory, F6D&S, 5 and 8 years)

In summary, for reading to b&gnificant for relational closeness between fathers and children,

communication and mutual enjoyment were key. It was also important that the experience of

NBIRAY3a 06SG6SSy FTFrGKSNB |yR OKAf RNEKIdE Syd | LISNX
relationship.¢ KS GAYAy3 IyR t20FGA2Y 2F FIFLOUKSNEQ NBIRAY:
W3 LIS O AHow gbBriuaication was experienced was influencethieyinterweaving ¥ OKA f RNB Y C
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age and level of reading competence. Through reading fathers able both to know their children

better and gain insight into their livéseyond the homeC | 4t KSNA Q NBF RAYy 3 (2 OKATfF
important for embeddingamily values and traditionswhile also nurturing a sense of closeness

within wider familyrelationships Nevertheless, the location of reading within the bedtime routine

FYR O2YLISiAy3d RSYDg&h R2 @2 ¥ b dabibtdldiad © Bhlides éaBhQ

night. Children also shaped the time and ability of fathers to read to them.

One father, Dean, indicated that he and his son, Rory, increasingly preferred to go outside and play
sport together, rather than stay inside and read since Rory was now old enough tepdister. The
following section thereforeonsidersin greater detdj ¥ I i K S NJA Q with/theiScNidréni A 2 v &
through physical activity.

Relational closeness constructed through physical activities
The importance of fathers providing a male role model to male children was perceived to amplify as

children aged:

| am ther primary kind of example and teacher. | am doing lots of that with Luke now, but |

think as he, maybe it will be different, but | foresee that you will be picking up a bit more with

[dz] S® b20 GKIFG &2dz R2y Qi | f I2ave abiggérknpacto® I A NI
[dZ]1 S 6KSYy KS A& 2t RSN ¢KIGQa 2dzad GKIdiQa (K

(Stephanie, F10M)

Changes in fathechild interaction as children aged were influenced by two factors. First, fathers felt
themselves to begand were seen to bby others more conpetent as parents. Second, children,
boys especially, were perceived to be more open to interaction and in need of particular types of

interactions with their fathers at this time:

L R2yQl (1y26 AT A0Qa yI (dz2NB 2 Miofteeiieisdi> o6 dzi |
of older children than I do, than | did do as a parent to younger children. | find it much more

satisfying, more rewarding, more engaging.

(Brendan, F1F)
. NBYRIYy 6CMCO FaaSNISR (GKS ySSR T20 v@rEAr Si2é oISy R
FRRSR GKFd aL OGKAYy1l GKFIG Y& gAFS g2dAd R NBEO23YyA
ySOSaalNARte gl yi Ui iméasE5F)ekpfived Réha yicie ha [Saipinonz K
F5S, 5 years] grows up he probably wants torfoge withmebé  { A YAT I NI @82 WSyye 6Cc
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eldest child, Rory (F6S, 8 years) as being progressively orientated toward spending time with his

father:
L GKAY]l AGQa NBIffte OftSINI G2 YSI FNBY GKS (A
wanted his dad more, he wanted me less. He went from very, very clingy to more normal, |

think, in a lot of ways. There is more space for his dad to come in and fill, | think.

(Jenny, F6M)

For the most part, interactions between fathers and older sons weseribed as physically active,
away from the domestic environment and, mostly, outdoors. Such physical activities took place on
evenings, weekends and during holidays and included camping, playing sports, going on hikes,
cycling, swimming and camping:
ItKAY]1 LQff 068 LMzidAy3d YeaSt¥F Y2NB F2NBIF NR {2
together. | will do things maybe going camping for example with other friends, when he

starts growing up a bit more, and doing fishing. More outdoor cycling activities.

(Imran, F5F)
VE: ¢KAy3Jda @&2dz R2 6A0GK 5FRY 21Freéd {2 gKIFIGQax
with your, with your dad then?

Noah: Well, on weekends we usually go on bike rides or go to the park.

(Noah, F3S, 11 years)

Annika, however, described howeshnd her younger sisters would go cycling, or out to eat with
their father, demonstrating the range of activities which fathers undertook with all their children,
male or female:

One of us would take it in turns to go somewhere with dad. That might baggc going to

a restaurant or going to see a film together, or something like that.

(Annika, F10D, 14 years)

Despite the range of activities which fathers engaged in walittheir children, there waan
increasing distinction between the activitiadich fathers did with their daughters and sons as they

aged; this distinction arising both within and between families:

We do that sometimes, | might take Uig2D, 6 yeardp the shops and have a cup of tea
with her, or go for a bike ride with Lasersil§F2S, 8 years].
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(John, F2F)

Isla[F6D, 5 yearglecently has asked to spend more time with me, maybe just the two of us

to go to a café or something like that. | think some of that is her articulating different needs

and things but also her developingy R ¢ yiAy3 (2 R2 a2YSGKAyYy3a RA

RSOSt2LISR® L YSty (G2 06S3IAYy 6AGK A0Qa 2dzad
(Dean, F6F)

For Noah (F3S, 11 years), getting older implied that he would extend the range of shared physical
activieswii K KA & T KSNJNiRy & yicet HERISKaSSNSINag@hg@dfing/o2 NB ¢
which they currently did together regularlinja, however, spoke about the increasing frequency of

going out to eat or drink with their father as she and her sistesdrawn older:

Yes, | think we used to probably go to the cinema more with him, but now we go out for
meals more often, or for a drink or something. | think that's probably changed since we've

got older. Annikdelder sisterg 14 yearshnd us, | think.
(Anja, F10D, 11 years)

Such a distinction, although apparently gendered, arose from a desire to ensure that both fathers

and children were enabled to enjoy their shared leisure time interactions:

L FSSt Fa AF LQY GNBI Ay diffeleit Bteresk andl difedd y (1 £ &
things that get them going.

(Andrew, F4F)

For the most part, therefore, fathers tended to do more outdoor physical activities with their older
sons than they did with their daughters because it was felt that boys haddafigpneed for
physically active behaviours outdoors and that fathems sondad a greater dispensation toward

the enjoyment of such activities.

Mothers were less inclined to participate in such activities with children, although they would join in
if such activities were part of a whole family activity. Mothers enjoyed these whole family activities

to varying extents. Sarah (F3M) noted that she could not participate in such activities she had a knee

32

0 .

Ay2diNE yR 61 a4 aa2daid EKWRAPYSt d8Cyiabsl €28 SOBNE2 Si

NBIFffex L R2 AG wOFYLAy3Ies o6dzi L R2yQld tA1S Al
@2dzy3Said az2ysz .Affte o6Cm{zZ mm @SINERUVLI NBO2dzyiSR
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. NB y RA1K) &cdourds. He describédh & Y 2 ( K S NXia a fadiilyNikeh, dpxolthle pjoing y°

whenthe activity became too risky arghe had withdrawn:

Billy:  And then, one time, there was a mountain and when we got to the top of the
mountain, there was thibig spiral going to the top and it was all rock so you had to
Ot AYO Al YR Y& adzy gla tA1S>E LQff &2dzad a
R2y Qi ¢lyd G2 FyR ff 2F dza RAR AG | YR adz
VE: Did your Dad not tink it was dangerous?
Billy:  No. | thought it was fun.
(Billy, F1S, 11 years)
Ly O2ydNl ads wWSyyeé o6Ccal RSAONAROSR K2g GoST2NB
Sya22eyYSyid FyR FTNBS (GAYS gla t2y3 oAl SleMkRSasE 2y
looked forward to the children being of an age where they could all do this together, rather than just

Dean and their eldest child, Rory (F6S, 8 years) as was presently the case:
{2 &8Sasx LQR NBIffe K2LIS a2 deslitsedrilke/alterrikly Ay 3 G |
f2y3 LINRPOSaad LIQa a2YSGKAYy3d GKIG 200A2dzate !

away and then they can do those kind of things, going cycling and walking
(Jenny, F6M)

Mothers did, however, take their children outside to play and to exercise, as Ruth (F4M) noted, and
aspired to get out and be physically active with them in the future, as Jenny explained (F6M). For the
most part, howeverLJ- NBpyiyidakactivity with lildren became gendered as a fathering practice
GAGKAY LI NIOAOALIYGAQ AYFIAYFNRSAY

Cos like, if you have two fathers like in my point of view it would be two guys teaching you
K2g G2 NARS | 06A1S FYR LQR 2dzad aS ljdZAGS Ayl
(Ben, F1S, 17 years)

CFrGKSNEQ OfIAY 20SN) LIKeaAoOrt IOGAGAGE a | LI} NBy
in accounts of fathers and older sons rather than mothers and sons, it will be argued, was due to its

perceived significance fane fatherson relationship.

Sarah (F3M) did not see her exclusion from physical activities with Bruce (F3F) and their sons as

LINPOESYFGAODd wkrGKSNI AG 61 a AYLRNIFYd F2N KSNJ OKA
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father without her being thee. Similarly, Jenny (F6M) noted that camping and physical activities
2dziR22NA 6SNB o2& 02YyRAY3 addzFFYé

A N

L R2y QG TFSS¢ EOf dzR
I 6ARSNJ f S@gSt az

Al L GKAY] GKFG Aa

(Sarah, F3M)

Fathers ao asserted the importance of fathers and older sons spending time outdoors being
physically active. Fathers made time for such interactions on a day to day basis and in advance for

special events. Through this, the perceived specialness and signifidaswehdime was indicated:

L GKAY]l AGQa NBlIffte AYLERNIIFIyd F2NJ YS (2 KI @S

do like to have that time two or three times a year when we get out and we just go camping.
(Bruce, F3F)

In contrast, Annika suggest that interactions which were significant for relational closeness
between fathers and older daughters were, for the most passociated witmon-physical activities
away from the homeln her account, such interactions included going out to eat@n the
OAYSYlI ® 'yyAll y2SR (KIGd GKSaS WRIFIRRe RIFIGSaQ Sy
promote relational closeness with their father as well as their mather
hNJ Y80S 2dzad 06S0OldzaS ¢SQNB ff IANE az ¢S KI ¢
WRI RRe RIGSaQ 6SNB Sy¥T2NOSR (2 SyadNB GKIFG &

(Annika, F10D, 14 years)

Annika also reported that she and her father found it easy to communicate away from the home

and, indeed, did so when they went out to @éagether:

QX

2 SQR dzadz-ftfe& 32 G2 | NB&GF dzNF yi 2 NJ 2YSUKAY I
SId a YdzOK oNBF{Frad a &2dz ¢lyiz a2z ¢S dzaS|
that kind of stuff.

(Annika, F10D, 14 years)

Further, Anja andFreya (F10D&D, 11 and 10 years) talked about their preference for going to eat
and to watch films with their father; seeing this as a source of enjoyment through their shared

interaction:
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VE:  So, right, what do you think, then, is your favourite thingaowith your dad right

now?

Anja:  Probably going out for something to eat or drink.

Freya: Yes, or go and watch a film or something, because we don't really watch so much TV.

It'll be quite special.

Anja: | like going out for meals. | think when youad for a meal or for a drink or

whatever, you can probably talk more, and talk about things.

(F10, D&D, 11 and 10 years)

The time fathers spent interacting with children outside of the home, therefore, became, more or
less, gendered as children ageg, did the significance of physical acyiutdoors for father and

older-child relationships.

Brendan (F1F) described how hiking with his eldest son, Ben (F1S, 17 years) in the mountains
allowed him both to communicate with Ben and to understand hintdreboth as an individual and

in relation to his brothers:

| SQa 06SSy KAlAYy3 6AGK YS dzLJ, kxfemélKidhg Y2 dzy G Ay &
challengingwdl a ® LQY @SNE LINRPdzR 2F (KIFIGd 'yYyR L GKAY

him doing thosearts of things and learn. | suppose | learn best how to better understand

and motivate him. As a result of being in those sorts of environments. My middle son, again,
Ad | 1AYR 2F SyGAaANBtes AdQa GF1Sy lsosKAfS
GKSNB Y& StRSNJazy AGQa Fftf Fo2dzi GKS 3INBIG
YR 60S8SAy3a o6tS G2 32 G2 KiAa YIGSao 2A0GK Y@

O2YLISGAGAZYS &2 L O2df R &le& GXAKBYKRZ2 S&2 ¢gzRTK)

not be interested.
(Brendan, F1F)

As childen grew older, fathers felt that boys, in particularere increasingly enabled and motivated
to interact with fathers through physical activity. Dean (F6F) asserted that the ways that hésand
son, Rory (F6S, 8 years), were able to play sports together had become increasingly sophisticated

over time:
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LQ@S fglea LI I & F6s, gjydaksiusssporty typ2 things, shiokingw 2 NB
F220G0Fft3> 1 AO1Ay3 loredopHisficatddNR dzy R® L{iQa 3204 |

(Dean, F6F)

Sons also reported engaging in and enjoying outdoor physical activities with their fathers more as

they aged:
VE: Do you think the things that you do with your dad will change as you get older.
Noah: Probably.
VE: Howdo you think they might change?
Noah: 2 Sff LQff LINRPOolFofe &GFNI 3I2Ay3 F2N Ndzya o
(Noah, F3S, 11 years)

Younger children, in contrast to older ones, were often described as being largely excluded from
physical activityith their fathers.William (F8F) spoke about his decision not to take his youngest
daughter, Millie (F8D, 3 years) swimming with him and his older son (Joseph, F8S, 6 years); this being

informed by the constraints Millie was felt to place on swimming as a share@larsicalactivity:

I have thought about taking her swimming as well, because she is three at the moment, but

it does mean that | go and stand in a pool or sit in the pool.
(William, F8F)

WSyye o06Ccal RSAONAOSR K2g¢g KSNI & umdihhIéikadying f RNSY Q3
them on family walks and, consequently, she tended to remain at home with their two daughters,

whilst Dean (F6F) continued to go out hiking with their older child, Rory (F6S, 8 years):

Dean likes to try and get everybodytogoolN,® o | 6 f @ R2y Qi & dzLLI2 NI G KI
because | see it ending in whinging children thidh't want to walk up a hill. dzi & 2dz OF y Qi
really take a whingey fivgearold and threeyearold who still just look at a hill, stand in

front of you, hold p their arms and say, carry me.
(Jenny, F6M)

Fathers, therefore, wanted children to engage with them in physical activities which they enjoyed
themselves, oftemationalising thiswith claimg K & (0 KS& 1y S¢ OKAf RNBY g2 dz |
g SNB (HdbedBdavaver, did not always enjoy the same activities as their fathers or lacked

the physical competence to participate in such activities in ways that fathers would like:
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Bily: 28tf L OFy NARS I 06A18 IyR L enelpmaile ft &8 §8N.
Y& 0A1S odzi KSQfft I f &I gsartoflike]Bverivii®s. | yR 02

I: b2K ,2dz YSIYy @&2dz OFLyQid 06S 02y @Ay OSRK 2 dz

Bily: L 2dzad R2y QG tA1S o0A1Sao®
l: Why do you think he wants you to ride a bike then?

Bily: . $OI dza 8z 68tXA3KkBQE08K | BK2dzBK18S Nbzya | f 2

make sense to me.
(Billy, F1S, 11 years)

Wdza G 4 OKAft RNBYyQa LINBEFSNNBR | OGAGAGASE 6SNB y2i
developing physicalompetence was not consistent across all physical activities. Consequently, both
OKAf RNBYyQa LINBFSNBYyOSa IyR GKSANI LIKEaAaort O2YLIS

activities with their fathers:
Noah: We usually climb mountains.
VE: Ohwow. And do you enjoy that?
Noah: Sometimes.
VE: {2YSGAYSas ¢gKSYy R2yQl &2dz Syezeé AlK
Noah: When I'm tired and my legs hurt.
VE: Okay, and what does Daddy say then?
Noah: 1 S (GSffta YS OFNNE 2y YR GNRB IggfdowdSaG G2 G
(Noah, F3S, 11 years)
Nevertheless, some activities were mutually enjoyable for fathers and sons:
Noah: And he likes going for bike rides with us.
VE: What do you like doing best of all with your dad?
Noah: Going out on bike rides.

127



(Noah,F3S, 11 years)

CIFriKSNEQ AYGSNIOilA2ya 6AGK GKSANI 2f RSNJ az2ya (KNP
between fathers and each of their individual sons and, consequently, fathers and sons felt that they

knew each other better through such negations and activities. Further, it was indicated that the

reciprocal enjoyment of fathers and sons could be attained where children were felt to be

competent to participate and where there was a mutual preference for participatisgecific

activities baween fathers and sons.

Despite thegendered divide in fathechild interactionfathers did take a lead role in teaching all

children, boys and girls, physical skills which children were perceived to require; riding bikes was a

specific example which cantzL) NB LIS 6 SRt & A GKAY LI NI AOALIAYII & Q |
IKAYy3¢é BMBYKY DERER (2 &R2NizAB@®RhE@&Hyusetharental

gender equality in relation to teachirgs children how to ride bikes, in reality #tame a fathering

practice
VE: So do you both take responsibility for teaching him then? Or is it mainly you
GKFiQa Ay@2t SR Ay (GKS | Oddzt GdSIOKAy3
Bruce: P'3FAY L GKAY]l GKFdQa LINBGGe Sbpaz £ (22
gK2Qa | Oldz-ffte 3A2Ay3a G2 3ISG G2 R2 Ado
VE: And who did it?
Bruce: Well it was me obviously!

(Bruce, F3F)

Indeed, this was the case throughout the daBaich washe perceived importance of this skifiat
fathers reported teaching both their sons and their daughters to ride a hikeas only where there
was mutual enjoyment of this activity that it became significant for fatti@td relationships,
however. As Ben notedhé mutual endeavour of leaing to ride a bike waa fond memory which
he and his father, Brendan (F1F), now shared and a source ofaealijgnjoyment and

achievement:

VE: Do you think your Dad shares those kind of memories as being important? Would he

give the same ones if | askhim?

Ben: Think his would be more like when he taught me to ride a bike. Because I think that
was a big achievement for him cos | was terrible at first but also, I think that kind of

thing, when he taught me a skill.
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(Ben, F1S, 17 years)

In summary, fthers engaged in a range of activities with all their children over the course of

OKAf RNByQa fA@Sad ¢KS LISNOSAGSR RAALISYyaldAzy 27
resulted in a particular significance being accorded to shared physiteityaas a means for

developingrelational closeness between fathers and older boys. Similarly, fathers and sons felt able

to communicate irways that allowedthenti 2 3 Ay Ay aA3aKid Ayd2 SIFOK 23GKS
physical activity. Nevertheles¥,dzii dzt f Sy 22&8YSyd ¢l a 2yte LlRraaAirofs
enjoyment of specific physical activities coincided and where sons were competent enough to

participate in such activities as fathers would like. Girls, however, were reported to enjoy and to

express a preference for spending time with fathers though activities such as eating out, or going to
watch a film away from the home as they grew older. It was through such activities that older girls

reported communicating with their fathers.

Inadditon2 RSY2yaidN} dAy3a GKIFG OKAf RNEBiO@teratoyand NI o1 a
relational closeness between fathers and children as children aged;haer has reiterated the

central tenets asserted in the previous chapter regarding how fathédd interactions were

O2y a0 NHzOGSR YR SELISNARSYOSR | -ghildrelaHoyishipsAlithasy G F 2 NJ U
however, also shown temporal fluidity in relational closeness between fathers and children over the

course of children's childhas and that such fluidity was shaped by, first, #ssumed biological

and the sociaprimacy of mothers which was, for the most part, an impedimerthitypes of

father-child interaction which held significance for relational closen8ssond, temporaluidity

also shaped the peeived competencies of children, a@dK A f RNB Yy | yeiRncdButK S NBE Q  LINJ
FtdARAGE g1 & Of 2aSt & AspatiairdekskclinSvRs alBoihighiightddk A t RNB y Qa
F I Knfenddtichs with children whickvere significant for their relationship®ok place in

RAFFSNByYy(d aLl O0Sa FyR gSNBE WR2ySQ Ay @FNASR gl &3
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Chapter EightRelational fathering displays

This chapter brings together and builds upon themespresented in the preceding findps

chapters. It first provides a recap of the research aims and context. The following section evaluates
the strengths and limitations of this project. The third section summarises the key points arising
from the findings. Subsequently, the discussionatis these key findings within current thinking

and debate about fatherhood, considering how the findings answer the research questions and fulfil

the research aim posed in Chapter Two. Last, some future research directions are postulated.

Research aim anguestions

The researclaimand questions detailed in Chapter Two were as follows:

Research AimTo explore how fathers, mothers and children construct fatherhood in normative

family circumstances and how they experience and negotiate fathering as anelgthenomenon.
Research Questions:

1 How is fatherhood constructed in normative family contexts by fathers, mothers and
children?

1 Do experiences and perceptions of fathering influence each other and do they vary over
time, or in relation to gender, ageneration for fathers, mothers or children within

normative family contexts?

Research approach
This study generated data throughseries of ten family case studies which sought to explore
Wy 2NX¥IFGAGBS FLEIKSNK22RQ TNRY aiddatherd JEhdlEuUdidn@si A 0 S &

carried out in the context of an increasingly prolific quantitative and qualitative research literature

2y FIOKSNBE 6KAOK KFa T20dzaSR 2y 620K Y2iKSNRQ

spans numerous disciplinesd has taken various approaches, key themes in such explorations

include:

- The extent to which fathers are variably involved in family life and paid work relative to

mothers.

27

- 126 FHGKSNBR I TFSOG OKAfRNBYQa (A@Bs YR K24

enabled.

y

(

- 126 W3I22R FLFOKSNK22RQ A& O2yaidAadaddziSR Ay OdzZ G
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/4SS addzReé NBaSINDK Ay@dz2t@Sa y SELX 2Nl GA2y 2F U
KFEIR O2yaidNHzOGSR | a Wihicksl hat anyléd thiahcdiBrallFitexlised € Q | YR Ay
fathering is thought to take place. A qualitative, case study apprpaavided a means to

interrogate andlINR 6 f SYI G A &S Wy 2 N¥Y I (i Aafafonafekplorat®Md evenyiday ( K NP dz
Wy 2NXYI GAMS #F GRIMAOy I 62dzi gKAOK fAGGES éla 1y2ey
which there is a paucity of knowledge, case study research aims to capture both the uniqueness of a

single case and commonality between cases. In depth understanding, thesrifohe central goal

(Stake, 1995, 2000)

In taking a relationahpproachto the study, it was not feasible to explore in depth all the issues

GKAOK FFUKSNK22R O02dz R 0SS | aaSNUSRthatRisaiNBt 4SS G2
awareness of theomplexity of the data which is pgmount in synthesising from datanalysis

(Mason, 2002)As such, the foci discussed in this chapter are a purposive selection of those

elements considered most prominent in the findings.

Strengths and Limitations
Exploring the stregths and limitations of the study forepart of the reflexive process of research, in
addition to permitting an evaluation of the conceptual transferability of findings drawn from the

study.

Strengths

The key strength of this study lay intitailti-perspective approach. Work on families and fathers

has, to date, been dominated by adult voices and conducted, overwhelmingly, from the perspectives

2T SAGKSNI Y2OUKSNE 2NJ FI 0KSNB® 2 KdhRdbershidh f RNBY Q3 L
fatheringd KA 4 KIFaxX GeLAOFfftes 0SSy Ay WLINRPOf SYIF GA&ASRY

unproblematicnorm.

The relational approach taken, therefore, demonstrates the variable and the common ways in which
children, mothers and fathers experience fatheringlanake sense of fatherhood within everyday

WYy 2NXFGADSQ FTrYAEE tATS® ¢KAa addReé KFa RNIgy dz
highlight the ways in which family is intersected by and negotiated in relation to both gender and

generation to mform this approach. It has also responded to critiques of research approaches which
privilege the perspectives of one family member over another, or which divorce research from the

context it seeks to problematise. In this case, fathering in everydayféfai It is through this
multi-perspectiverelationalfocus that this study has furthered understanding of fathers, fathering

and fatherhood.
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The study was also small scale which allowed falejpth exploration from arange 88y 2 NXY' I G A @S Q
family memb&& Q LISNELISOGABSad ¢KS 02ttt SOGA2y 2F RSOl AT
the central aim of case study resear@take, 1995)It is argued, therefore, that there has been

scopetoSELX 2NB Wy 2NX I A @S Tl  Kad\tkagtaskhesiskofistithiesiNG 4 L2 Y R
in-depthaccountofPy 2 NY' I G A @S2 F I SESNERI & yRY.2NXYI GA GBS FI G§KSNR

I noted in Chapter Three that | struggledundertake within case analysis priord¢oosscase
comparison, yet exploration of common and divergent perspectives and experiences within families
ispresent. There is a stronger focus @mparingfatherstand childre, &nd fathers€and mother$)
perspectivesvithin such analyses thahere iscomparison ofmothers and children, howeveBoth
within andcross case analysis were therefore undertaken, but not in the order originally intended.
Such analyses, revealed tHathers mothers and childreare individuals engageuth a series of

family relationshipswith other individuals While each family relationship, ierefore,unique,
experiences of fathers and fatheriadggo demonstrate commonalities between families and family
members The combination of withittase and crossase analyis, therefore, hasfforded me a
detailed understandingf the dataset as a whole aradlowed ne to demonstrate a nuanced

& S E LI | of theidata(yason 2002:7)

Limitations

A key limitation whichliequires comment relates teocial class. | acknowledged in Chapter Three

that the boundaries of social class were vague and malleable. In deciding that social class could be

defined by occupation alone, however, | implicitly reducaiddle class status ta concept

actualisedsolely through occupational status rather than being comprised by a series of social,

cultural and personal meanings and experien@®gan andaxwell, 2016) Further, | made an

implicit assumption that participants would concur with this contentiincontrast,Savaget al

(2013:223)rgue for the consideration @conomic, sociand cultural capitain the construction of

social class boundaries, postulatithgit social class is concerngdA 0 K & F2 N & ué&idn &2 OA | €
and cultural distinction & ¢Sff a gAGK SO2y2YAO YSI adinNBasz a
status.Social and cultural capitahey assertf NB NBaLISOGA St e O2yOSNYSR gA
appreciate and engage with cultural goods and credentials institutionalised through educational
4dz00Saaé¢ yR aO2yial OGa I yiddra® apgnytieiDdodialegi®O i KA YOKE | £ f
(Savagest al. 2013:223) Many familiesn my studydescribed engaging in practices of what Savage

et al(2013)defineasWS YSNB A y 3 Odz (iryNlhying s@art, ghind to Qig@sd spenging f dzR

GAYS 6AGK FTNASYRa® ¢KS& &adzZllLX SYSyGaSR GKS&asS | OGA
adzOK |a 32Ay3 (2 YdzAaSdzyad ! RRAVRSROWERRIDR FA FAL A S

<\
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they wouldsocialise, or who lived locaklyemphasising the importance of such networks in their
FFFANNEIFGAZ2Y 27F (KSYa S flagg8yintelpratedBuR R praytises Aslbeing S NA y 3 4 S
significant for relational closeness between fathers and childrehgrathan as a matter of social

class, however. This coheres with Gil{2805)discussion of contemporary parenting and social

class in which she argues that parental privilege in relation to #aglital<ls often written off as
AYRADARdIZ t ATISIRNEKERMYOBG Ay NRE@2 NRIFy Gy (amyiKQ a 2 OA | f
reductiveapproach to the coceptualisation of social class has, therefore, constrained the extent to

which | have been able to explore widdementsof social class and how these were interwoven

with displays and experiences of everyday noimla@S FIF G KSNRAyYy 3 2NJ G§KS O2yadN
FIOKSNK22RQ Ay LINIGAOALIYGAQ AYFIAYLFENASEAOD

Measurements of social class haweverthelessoften relied on household income levels, or the

classification of adult employment type into a particular classed cayggyan and Maxwell, 2016)

Arising from the predominance of men within the labour market, the classification of social class has,
overwhelmingly, focussed on how men are employed whdt men earn(Morgan, 1996)

Measuring sociallass in this way also presumsnilial class homogeneity. Consequently, it ignores

the different occupations which parents may have and theviiddial understandings and

experiences of class of mothers, fathers and childf@mmpton, 1976; Morgan, 1996)

Nevertheless,in® &G dzReé X AyO02YS IyR 200dzLJ A2yt &dl (dza
understanding and accounts of their classed identity and practices. While at least one parent in each

family in this study selk RSY G A FASR I & WLINE TS aakdibfluereslevdls; YA T A Sa
some describing significant financial constraints and others relative financial privilege. Some parents
directly linked their income to fathering practices in their accoumsile for other parents and also

children,the relationshp between income, class and fatherhood was implied. For example, one

father noted thathispari A YS 62NJ Ay 3 ¢l a 2yfe LI2aairotsS o6SOl dza
LINAGAET SASR aAlddzZ GA2YyS GKAETS FTYy20KSN) FTEaAaQSAFI £ f dzF
FIYAfASA oK2 fAQPOSR I NRPdzyR GKSYX &adza3Saday3a GKI G
{AYAf I NI &z OKAftRNBY GFf1SR Fo2dzi LI NIAOdz F NI WTFI
bikes without acknowledging the financial coefdhese activitiesGiven the contentious and often

contradictory debates regarding how family incofErmott and Pomati, 201&)nd social class

(Plantin, 2007; Harrington, 201#tersect fathering practices, the conceptualisation of classed

identity deployed in the study did little to yoick such complexity or to recognise the shifting and

individual boundaries and characteristics of social class. | did, however, permit either mothers or

fathers to determine the classed status of their family through identifying themselves as in a
WILIINBAFSYIE 200dzLd GA2yQd Ly R2AYy3A 423 L 2FFSNBR az
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fathers in constructions of class. | also perceived that parents experienced discomfort in explicitly
FOly26f SRAIAYI GKSYaSt @JE76)hds arguéd, RoRdved, th&f | 4 3 QP / NB Y
ambivalence toward middle class status without identifying as working class is common amongst the

middle clases. This was reflected in my study, wherein | perceived there to be a shared

understanding between myself and parents that they were not working class, but neither were they
prepared to explicitly acknowledge themselves as middle class. The particogtirumion of middle

class status used in this study, therefore, was sufficient to reveal some of the complex ways in which
classed identity and practices are made sense of in relation to fathering and also highlighted the

potential for significant variatin in the construction and experience of middle class status.

Ultimately, the sample was more diverse than | had originally anticipated in planning the research.

As noted in the methods chapter, recruitment of participants was a slow process. This pusste
from returning to share the initial findings from the stuath each family group. While | was able to
fulfil my obligation to provide some feedback to participants via email in the form of a feedback
sheet, the opportunity to reflect on my initiaiterpretations of the data with family members was

lost. Feedback interviews with family members would not, however, have produced a more
objective analysis. Rather, the limitation which arises is that | was unable to explore the credibility of

my initialanalysis with participants in any depth and to further deepen my analysis through this.

A further limitation was that children were not asked about how parents negotiated paid and unpaid

work; a decision that was justified in Chapter Three. It is not #se chowever, that children could

not have contributed to these findings chapters. Harééml (2012) for example, have

RSY2YyA0GNY SR GKIG GKS yS3z20ArdAz2y 2F LINByGaqQ LI
G2N] LINRP2SOGQ Ay GKAOK ff FlFLYAf& YSYOSNAR I NB I C
decision making power is reducedré G A @S (2 UGKSANI LI NBydaQe LG ¢2dz
AYGSNBadGAy3a (G2 StEAOAG OKAfRNByQa LISNALISOGAGSA 2y

relationality within families.

The distribution of ages and genders of children between familigsiited was also worthy of note.

In unpicking the relationship between gender, age and competence and how thesesaiezts

father-child interactionst is important to highlight that only one family had female children over the

age of six years. Similarbnly two families had sons aged eleven or over. As the analysis of the
FTAYRAY3IA RSQOSt2LISR: Al 0SOFIYS S@OARSyld GKIFG 020K
experience and understanding of fathering practices, but it was extremely difiicdisentangle

GKA&d TFANIKSNI 680Fdzas 2F GKS tAYAGFrGAZ2Ya 2F GKS F
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gender shaped fathechild interactions are, consequently, limited. This issue is pickddtepin

this chapterin the implications fordture research.

With such limitations in find, the following discussion providas interpretation of thestudy
findingswhich offerswhat Mason(2002)has described as conceptual transferabilithat is, whilst

there is no scope to generalise the findings as there might have been in a positivist study, the use of
multiple cases and the in depth analysis of the data is sufficient to theorise generalities which may

be relevant to wider contexts.

Keyfindings

The key findings which are central to this discussion are as follows:

1. Fathers, mothers and children portrayed fathers and fathering practices in ways which

NBEFf SOGSR GKSANI dzy RSNEGFYRAY3I&a 2F WwW3I22R Tl GK!
2. Parents had a clear sense of conterfido NBE Fl § KSNBEQ WRAFFSNBYyOSQ TN

grandparental generation. The gendering of the division of labour was a key pthomsgh

which this difference was understood and explicated

CAYS gl a GKS NBa2dz2NOS KNP dz3 vasaekealdk (KS WS@S|
4. Fathering practices which gave rise to relational closeness were highly valued by fathers,

mothers and children.

Fathering displays

Through their interviews, participants communicated particular values and experiences, and

described ongoig negotiations in relation to fathering. This allowed thendisplaytheir

dzy RSNEGFYRAY3Ia 2F WI22R Tl GKSNK22RQ YR (2 WtAQE
could not be realisethrough the exigencies of family lifeamily display is, asisimplest, a family
practice(Finch, 2007)The concept is rooted in the idea that families are constituted through
WR2AY3IQZ NI (K S MNorgak, 1996)Ankh2007:66YI KSENKASa (G KF G daAy 21
G2 08 WR2ySQs (KS YSIyAy3a 2F 2ySQa | Olevadtya Kl a
20KSNBE AF (GK2aS OGAaAz2ya INB (G2 0S STFFSOUALVS i C
WRAALX @SR I @zZRaSyiOSIaa TRANYy FQ@wAf & RAALI I & YI& 0S5 ¢
20K&FNER0 LY GKAa OFaSz L gla | WNBfSOFyd 2GKSN

research process.

Fathering displays: the interview contexts
¢CKFG FFEOKSNAY3I RAALI @& 6SNB o@amys BTy ROIGIKNE dzI K
was significant. As Dermott and Seym¢@Dermott & Seymour 2011:18) &S F 8aSNI SR a SE
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20KSNA YIF@& LIXl& F LINI Ay FTFANYAYI GKS tdRIA&LIE | &8¢
LI NI AOdzZt F NE O2y G SEldzr f ATSR NBLINBaSyidGldazya 2F Tl
F2N¥a 2 Panied &Auittid 2819:117Buch intensity was heightened by the cultural potency

2T Y20ARYFIHRSWEZ22RQ YR (GKS RSAANB 2F FlLYAf& Y!
f AOSR 6AUK a W3I22R FIOKSNEQ® ¢KAA LISNKI LA &dzl
Of Faax T2NJ 6K2Y WR2AY3IAQ Fl UIKSHRYAR2FY 6IKOO2 RIAI WA
gKFG A& Wol RQ KI&a 0SSy (giHes, 808). Rantsovdre tighlyJ- NI A Odzf I NJ
O2y@SNEFY(l gAGK &adzOK ARSIFfa FyR GKAA Odz GdzNI f O2
contradictory and inconsistent efforted mask or justify, elements of their everyday lives which did

not readily cohere with theirp@ S LJG A2y a 2F K2¢ WI22R FlL GKSNARQ | NB
represented.

{ dzOK RA&LIX @& 6SNB Y2NB LINRYAYSYyld Ay LINByidiaQ I
unsurprising given the salience @flturalidealsof parenthood to mothers and fathers as parents

and the direct comparisons which they were able to make between their own parentinthaind

experiences obeing parentedNevertheless, and as noted in Chapidiree, it is possible that

situatingthe resarch within the home environment and my presence a’dnf A Sy NX &SI NOK S N
the home could have shapgd K A f RNBYy Q&4 RAA&LI & LINF OGA0Sad ¢KS Ay
relations overindividualO K A f R NB yaQ iavoked thrauhlordedasedresearch contextss not

easily ascertainable, nor is ihgérely possible to redresdRather, it is hoped that children were

enabled to display fathers in accordance with their own unique perceptions as a result of the efforts

made to facilitate theirpar A OA LI G A2y Ay RSaA3yames 2003 Rerew&e A y3Q
ydzYSNRB dza 200l aA2ya ¢ Kclbhg frilctds yfdami@y lifekwasievidewtT gBowli RS a
AYGSNIINBG GKAa Fa AYRAOFGAGS 2F LI NByGtaqQ RS&aAN
the acceptability of such practices to them. This was particularly true of interviews with parental

pairs, corroborating Harde® (i  (ROfLQJi&ding (also noted in Chapter Three) that group interviews
SyO2dzNy 3S O2yaSyadza Ay RAaALXF&@d LG Ffaz2 AYyRAOLF (S
understandings to one another as well as to myself. Congruently, D2@kt:89has observed a

RSAANB FY2y3ald O02dzJ S& 6SAy3d AyiSNDASPSRALRAS (I KK
she notes as a particular representationtof YRR 2T by Wakeht$

CriKSNAY3 RAALI I @aYy y20A2ya 2F Ww3I22R Fl GKSNK
t F NODAOALI yGaQ dzyRSNEGIFYRAY3IE 2F WIA22R FlL GKSNK22F

everyday lives and throughout their accounts of fathering. These understandings consiitesdsl
GKAOK gSNB 020K Odzf GdzNI tfe& YR KAAG2KMIS) tte& 20l

136



work exploring multiple generations of fathers amigration and Inhor§ & (ROfLXedited work
O2y&ARSNAY3I wWDf20lfAT SR FIGUGKSNK22RQ® Ly Y& &0 dzRe
fatherhood is changing between generatiasfsathers, and that contemporary, western fathers

aK2dz R 0SS Ofz2asSfe O2yySOGSR (G2 GKSANI OKAf RNBY K
Ay @2t 3SYSY (i Qd ¢ KA & NBda3 fotedidvCGhapter TidiviSch Kag Mdued2 T NB a St
GKFG & DKCSSNS I A RS2f 23A0Ft aKATGO AyDeviSty Qa 2 NASy (|
2008:16) YR G KIG O2y SYLRNINRI ¢6SadiSNy AR efa 2F waz
notion that fathersshould be closely connected to their childrand this should be achieved by

spendingtimel y @2t 3SR Ay OKAf RNByQa SOSNERIE fAQ0Sad ¢KS
GKFG WwW3I22RQ FIFGKSNR Sy3l3asSz 2y | ydlabdur@@ermottp I & A & G 2
2008; Miller, 2010, 201a; Miller and Dermott, 2015 he themes of intergenerational change

between fathers, the gendered division of labotime and fatherchild intimacy therefordrame

this discussion of fathering. The concept of family display is threaded throughout each section as a
YSIya 2F AffdzYAylrdAy3d K2g¢g FFHGOGKSNAY3I LINF OGAOSa

Q\
[da’y

Social change and generational identity

Theideathaf G KSNK22R Aa OKIFIy3aAy3a gl a LINRPYAYSY(d Ay LI

GARSNI y2iA2ya 2F a20AFf OKFIy3aSed tIFNByda | aaSNISF
YSYy Ay GKS 3INIYRTFGKSNI ISy SNI A 2lotatign@meBwhighii NI RA (1 A 2
FIGKSNARE OSIaSR (2 0S WiNIXrRAGAZ2YIEQ gl a FaaSNILSR

GSNBE tA|1Ste (2 KIGS 0SSy 02Ny Ay (GUKS mdpTtnQa 2N f
in attitudes toward fatherbod has been postulate(Griswold, 1993; Finn and Henwood, 200)is

was primarily due to economic changes which saw an increasing numbentdn enter paid work

and a rise in dual earner households at this tif@eiswold, 1993; Gillis, 2000}ontemporaneously,

020K Y2U0KSNEQ | ytRincfelse theSamBudt ofitimeisgentdn SraldcgBaillivan,

2013 ¢ KS Y2YSyid RSTAYSR o0& FFiKSNK22R ao0OK2ftl N&B |
aligns with participant® ¢y | 8aSNIA2yad 2F AYGSNHSYSNI GA2yIf WR

Notably, fathed NBLIZ NI SR O2yaARSNAY3I GKSANI 26y FLEOKSNEQ
themselves. The trartgdn to fatherhood, therefore, constit@d what Finn and Henwod@009)

describe as a personal reference point of fatherhoddK S 6 A 2 ANIF LIKA OF f LR AYyd
reflexive processes took on particular resonance. Mothers, like fathers, often made the assertion

thai GKSANI 26y FlIOKSNA SNB WIiNIRAGAZ2YFE Qb a2 iKSN

partner andtheir fatherin-law, however. Drawing on the work of Giddga991:32)
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gK2 Kl a O2yiSyRSR (KIFG O2y(SYLERNINE y2iA2ya 27F
2F I NBFTtSEAOS LINROSaa 2F 0O2yy @@bhayagueddhtkB 2 y | £ |y
such reflexivity is indicative of increasingly individualized fatherhood. He contends that

contemporary fathers are less constrained by social mores than they have been historically. They

are, therefore, free to selflefinefatherhood in acordance with their individualke interpretations

of their own biographies. Yet Sm4B007:42)posits that biographies are not disembedded,

individualizel, from personal, relational contexts, they are negotiated and situatihin intra-

familial relationships. Throughout my study, parents and children reported that contemporary

fathering behaviours were noherelyA Y RA @A Rdzl £ A 2 G A Ol IsofedablédOK 2 3 Sy Q> (K
constrained by contextual elements and negotiated with reference to ideals of fatherhood (this is

discussed in greater detail in later sections). Biographies are, therefore, of both individual, familial

'y R Odzft GdzNI £ NEB{SS Alyy OFS oy ALf yARSSESS REZESnenF0an 8o Biak®@ & 2 NJ &
sense of family and family life in ways which are connected to the past and to notions of the future,
butwKk A OK O2y dAydzS G2 06S I &a20AFt |yR Od2NNByid SyRS|
were not solely constructed in relation to sodigstorical events as Griswold anthers might

suggest, nor wee theyunderstood only in individuakl terms as Withms contends, rather there

was interplay and interdependence between the structuring effects of the social and the agency of
individuals exercised in and through family r@aships over time. Generational forms of

fatherhood were, therefore, relationallconstituted within and external to the family, in ways which

reflected both social change, social mores, personal experiences and how these were perceived. This
O2KSNBa gAlGK !'flySyQa ovnnmYun0 O2yOSLildz t Aal (A2
processes through which people becorhein this study- Wi NI RA G A 2 y I fatees. 2 NJ WA Yy @2 €
Generationing practicesn my studyinvolved constructing and displaying contemporary fathers as

involved, men in the grandfather generation as traditional, and demonstrating how the two
OFGS3I2NRSa NBfFTGSR (2 2yS FTY20KSNX» 2A0KAY LI NIAC
acheved with reference to fathering practices. Such practices included the intergenerational division

of labour between parents and the ways in which it was felt that fathers related to children through
GKSANI Sy3al 3SyYSyid Ay OKAfRNByQa SOSNERIE fAQSao
Contenporary fatherhood: continuities and discontinuities between practices and

displays

LRSFHf&a 2F Ww3I22R Tl GKSNK22RQ 6SNBE G NAIFof& NBTESC
RSAONAROSR a | LI NI}R2E 2F a&OdzZ (Dbt 2008:86; 02y RdzO0 ¢
Larossa 1988:458nd has been widely debated and researched. There were striking consistencies

between families, however, in which particular fathering practices were forefronted in accounts of
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contemporary fathering. These included family meals, reading to children and undertaking leisure

activities with children away from the home. Where fathering practicesdiccohere with

displayed ideals of fatherhood, then this was also justified in markedly similar ways between families

FYR FlFYAf& YSYOSNA® ¢KSNB ¢l a3z (KBMEIWBRMNERS I LldzNL
fathering in accordance with particlld St SYSy da 2F (GKSANJ ARSIFHf&a 2F w3

Gendered division of labour

There were striking similarities in the division of paid and unpaid labour between the grandparental
generation and contemporary parents. Despite this, the gendered divisi@ofif became a focal

LRAYG FT2N) GKS RAaLX e 2F AYyOiSNASYSNIGA2YIlf RAFTFS
IKSNBEF2NE: W3I22RQ Tl OKSNE® ¢KNBS FI1F0Sda 2F Tl GKS
FIGKSNERQ Sy 3l 3 $ddéngdiic labglr abdirkcRildcare. Bdthscontemporary fathers

and men in the grandparental generation were employed full time and undertook less childcare and
domestic labour than mothers. Parents problematised the gender normative work practices of the

AN YRLI NBy il f 3Sy S Nistifiddthelr owndsimitai experehcéshirtoyier toQ > 6 dzil
LINBEaSyd O2yGSYLRNINE FlIGKSNBR |a WAygd2ft OSRQP ¢KSe@
YSEYAYy3a 6KAOK dzy RSNLI Y Y Sdrk, dbrhestic IGHedr and thilddate ard A LI ( A 2
through laying claim to gender equal values. This enabled their representations of contemporary
FTIGOKSNE & WRATFSNBYGQ G2 YSYy Ay GKS 3INFYyRTIGKSNH

imaginaries.

Men in the grangarental generation were asserted to prioritise their paid work over time spent

with the family. Their fultime paid work was clearly stated as part of their gender normative,

masculine identity. Contemporary fathers also worked full time and there veasaal entanglement

2F 42YS O2yUGSYLRNINE FFHOKSNBQ FAYIFIYOALIE LINRODAAR?Z
altg FLOKSNARAQ LIAR 2N} F&a | 1S@& LINILG 2F GKSANI W
(200K @S F NHdzSR (KFd 060SAy3a WwWaA22RQ LINPGJARSNAR Aa |
contemporary fathers, like their own fathers, continue to expade. For Mille2011b:1095)there

Aa | &L { NRich NBnkhave to éohsoiduslyéovercome in order toiéthe reproduction

of gender normative practices. This is not just a personal issue, however, as there is also a continued
SYLKIaAa 2y FILOGKSNEQ FAYFYOALIt LINPGAAAZ2YAY T GKAC
Parents were notexplicitin K SANJ F aASNIA2ya GKFIG O2yGSYLIR2NI NE T
masculine identity, however. Further, some openly refuted the idea that the two were entwined

because of the gender normative connotations that this carried. Consequently, many parents
FYSEtA2NF SR GKS O2ylAydzade Ay AYGSNBSYSNIGA2YyL§
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LRGSYGALf 2F O2yGSYLERNINE FlIOGKSNAEQ LI AR 62N) G2
WaSOdzNAGeQ (G2 GKSANI Tl (0A7hasHastblact thak @nfetporaggA 0 K G KA &3
FIGKSNE 4SS GKSANJLIAR 2N} la WialrlAy3 OFNBQ 27
involvement. Dermot{2006; 2005;2008) K2 g SOSNE Kl a (KS2NAaSR GKI G C
g2N] Aa O02YYSyadaNI 4SS 6A0GK OKAft RO loNBiridvgliverdedty G S Y L2 N
In contrast, and aligned with my own findings, Gatte¢lal (2015)noted that the value which

fathers placed on financial provisioning as an expression of masculine identity is highly variable

between individual fathers.

¢ KNRdzZAK dzy RSNEO2NRYy3d GKS LRAAGAGS |aLlsSoia 2F GKEC
work provided, parents implicith2cy 3Se SR G KS ARSI GKIFG GKS Tl G4§KSNA
FILOKSNAY3I 6SEfQ GKNRAZAK GKSANI FAYIFIYOALf LINR DA AR Z
l OKASOSR GKNRdZAK FLEOKSNAQ LI AR 62N] 6SNB y20 YIF
chi RNBY | aaSNISR GKFG WIRRRR FRKIGERBBKESRRSED S
2013:1838)thus indicating the importance ¥ FlF G KSNRQ FAY Ll YOALFf LINR JAAA?2
adlGdza +a W3I22R FlLOKSNEQ® . 20K OKAf RNBY | yR LI NF
participating in, various leisure activities with their fathers. These included sporting actigdiesy

out, going to the cinemédyolidays, and music lessons. For children especially, such purposive use of

f SA&4dz2NB GAYS 61 a LINBASYGSR dzyLINPOE SYIFGAOFTEfR | &
the financial privileges obtained, for the most paitK N2 dz3 K G KSANJ FF 6 KSNARQ LI AR
I NHdzS R (i Kclags pafiedts aReRibleto give their children advantages mainly through
Y20AfAAAY3d GKSANI YFGSNRFE FyR Odzf Gdz2NF f NB &2 dzZNDOS 3
activities are les affordable for working class familig¢tarrington 2014:475)Classed identity,

constructtR Ay NBfFGA2y (G2 FFEOGKSNBRAQ LIAR 62Ny ¢6lazx
LI NIAOALI yiaQ SELSNASYyOSa yR | 002dzyia 2F 02y idSy
YSYOSNE FfftdZRSR (2 (GKS adl (d& T2 T KISNR OFdr { KISONE  QIKK: S
AYGSNB20SY YSIyAy3aa Ay |002dzyia 2F ROHDHKSNEQ LI AF

postulation that\grovidingzan be afforded multiple meanings.

All mothers within this project reported being in full time employment prior to the birth of children,
after which their participation in paid work reduced and remained reduced following the birth of
subsequent children. Congruently, the birth of a filsildt has been noted to have a greater impact

on the division of both paid work and unpaid work between parents than other life events, including
the birth of subsequent childre(Baxter, Hewitt and Haynes, 2008; Schober, 20E8)owing the

transition to fatherhood, however, most fathers continued to work full time. Fathers with flexible
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working patterns were in the minority. Studies whiciMe exploed the number of fultime hours
which UK fathers work following the birth of children are similarly mixed, with some showing an

increase in fathers working houfg€onnollyet al., 2013)and some no chang@®ermott, 2006)

Gatrellet al (2014)state that the gender dissonance in flexible or géme working reflects, for the

most part, the perceived institutionalisation of fathers as economic providers and mothers as carers.
Thatis, parents®t A S@S GKI G SYLX 28SNAR O2yaidiNIAy Tl iKSNARQ
GKAA adGdzRez a2YS FFHOKSNR adz33SadSR 0KIG GKSANI 22
G2NJAYy3AS AYRAOIFIGAY3AS I a 20KSNRionk bof dtherro®d¥ Sy 6 SR
Y2NB |t A3ySR ¢gAGK | WYIy | a LI AR(Barethda§ RIO; NI (1 KS NJ
Miller, 2011b) Other parents in this study intimated that it would not have occurred to fathers to do

anything other than continue to work full time as they always had done. This aligntheith

contention that men do not expegbr wish to work flexibly following the transition to fatherhood

(Gatrellet al, 2014) In contrast, some studies have found that men dpezience conflict in

negotiating workfamily tensions, but do not readily articulate the@ermott, 2008; Miller, 2012;

Elliottet al,, 2017) As in the other literaturéBurnettet al., 2010; Miller, 2011b; Coltraret al,,

2013; Gatrelkt al,, 2014) however, the prevailing presumption amongst most participants in my

study was that mothers would find it easier to access part time, or flexible, working than fathers

would. Notably, fathers in this studyho hadsought more flexible working pattns hadobtained

these This echoes Gatréll (i  (ROfLA%A3)comment that inequity in the availability of flexible

working between mothers and fathér 6 & SYLJX 28 SNB &l LIISFNBR G2 0S5 f ¢
ddzLJLl2 A SR®DE

Another key reason why parents felt it would be easier for mothers to access flexible, part time work
wasthehypedl t dzZ A2y 2F FlLOKSNRQ LI AR peddtlosantiKA & g1 &
experiences of parental leave. Parents accepted that mothers took protracted leave periods after

0KS OANILIK 2F OKAfRNBY YR FIGKSNBE RAR y200 LG 4l
For many parents, this may have refledtthe gendered leave patterns available to parents at the

time their children were born which, being enshrined in law, may not have been perceived as open

to problematisation. Irthe European contextiowever,the UK has been slow to implement shared

parental leave schemes and a long history of motbentred leave has hindered changes to

gendered social attitudes about parental leave and to policy itself (see also Chapte(iMiller)

2011b, 2@ 3; Kaufman, 2017)

¢KS NBRAzZOGA2Y Ay TFlLYAtd AyO2YS 6KAOK MR AS G KNERoC

subsequent return to part time rather than fdiime paid work, led to the reification of income from
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FI 6KSNAEQ SY LI @& NByasserted that#Amily fifances are fundamental in making

decisions about the arrangemeof paid working patterns between parents, a finding which strongly
NBazyliSa ¢6A0GK GKS FAYRAy3Ia 2F (KA&a aidzRéd CdzNI K
OGN} YyaAGAZ2Y (2 LINBY(GK22R O02KSNB sAGK (k8 TAYRAYS
FILYAt& AyO2YSa (KNRdIzZAK S A(BunStiNt ab 208t33%)andireffdisSEA 0 f & 2
the difficulty that contemporary two parent households experience when trying to manage on a

single, or reduced, household wagsFeatherstong2009)observes. Kaufmaf2017)has also noted

the importance of well pia leave in incentivising fathers to take parental legwaich as in the

Nordic countries where leave is much longer than in the UK, is better remunerated and uptake is

much higheMiller, 2013 { AYAf I NI 82X LI NByGaQ yS3az2dGAldArz2ya 27
birth of children in my study were motivated by gendered, sqamtitical and economic

understandings and experiences.

Mothers were reported to undertake the bulk of domestic labour and childcare. Mothers noted that

they undertook a wide range of domestic labour and childcare tasks in addition to their paid work

which fahers were not aware of each day. Fathers, however, undertook a narrower range of

domestic labour and childcare tasks. Parents asserted that contemporary fathers chose to prioritise

time spent interacting with children when they were at home, thus justifythreir limited

participation in domestic labour. In accounts of grandparental generation, however, parents in my

study commented that men did not participate in domestic labour or childcare because they did not

see it as their role to do so, rathertheR& SNBER (12 WiNI RAGA2YylFf 3ISYRSNI N
fathers described debating whether paid work or domestic labour was most stressful or strenuous,

with unpaid labour typically felt to be less impressive than paid work. Wider research has

consistenthd K2 gy (G KIFG GKS AYyONBIFrasS Ay 62YSyQa LI AR SYl
0SSy SldzadtftSR 068 YSyQa AYyONBl &SR (vinNipk GOAWI GA2Yy A
NBadzZ GAYy 3 Ay KHoshschild, L 98Bidepiteldenpodady Bholsal of gender equal

ideals. Further, the predominance tirhe-use surveys in extant explorations of the division of labour

has been argued to obscure the emotion work and time management endeavours that are required

to facilitate unpaid labour. This is because such surveys have tended-tefine a set of task

which are assumed to be s&¥ident examples of unpaid wo(sullivan, 2000)As was the case in

this study, it is typically women who report taking on responsibility for such hidden work, often
Ff2y3aARS LI AR 2Nl =X NBadzZ GAy3a Ay (@E&hsthdda SNIA2Y
1989)2 NJ I WR 2 dgfamiSson) IRSIYIQI A 9S (12 YSY® ¢KNRAZAK GKS 1
work, parents have been found to simultaneously recognise the gendered division of lalboegir in

everyday lives as unequal and to assedzOK Ay SljdzA & | & inkpNEbbtied WTI A NQ
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gender equal idealészan Hooff, 2011; Ives, 2015}hese findings also resonate strongly with my

own.

Where contem@ N} NBE Fl 6 KSNE RAR LI NGAOALIGS Ay R2YSaiAro0
labour such as DIY, or occasional cookdysgin the wider literature,i&ch gendered division of

domestic labour was often explained in terms of parental preferences, or peocespoif

gendered aptitudes for particular domestic tasks. Rationalisation of gender inequality in this way

(van Hooff,2018) | ft 2y 34ARS FIFOGKSNEQ | @2ARIYyOS 2F Wl yOAff
wider literature(Burnettet al, 2010) Ancillary tasks are those tasks which cannot be seen to be

RANBOG Ay@2t @dSYSyd Ay OKAft RO(BMNIS, Razasosakdh OK | NBE W(
Milkie, 2006) including ironing, cooking and cleaning. Yet, many fathers in my study portrayed

their occasional participation in cooking as both childcare and domestic labour. In deploying this

particular constrution of cooking, fathers optimised the usétheir limited time at homdo

portray themselves both gzarticipantsin domestic labour andszcaring fathes.

Fathers irthis study also made referende2 a4 LISOAFA O LINF OiGAOSa ownKAOK (i KS
FIGKSNAE WRAR y20QX dzyRSNEO2NAYy3 (KSasS LINI OGAOSa
included reading to children, participating in their bedtime routines and sharing in leisure activities

together. Fathering practices were shaped by theperal schema of everyday life, but also

reflected changes in the amount of time which parents felt that contemporary fathers spent with

children relative to men in the grandfather generation. It has been noted that both men and women

have increased the aount of time they spend in childcae h Q . aN&SBefilt, 2003; Sullivan,

2013) Between 1975 and 2003, highly educated UK fathers in dual earner households (such as most,

but not all, of those who participated in this project) were noted to increase the time they spent in

childcare by 600%, whilhighly educated mothers increased their participation in childcare by some
700%(Sullivan, 2013) ¢ KA & Kl & 0SSy LRaddzZ I &SR +ta I O2ydSYL
LJ- NB y {(Shigagi,Rienwood and Coltart, 203hin which there is a specific and growin

emphasis on caring masculin{fermott, 2008)

In summary, participants revealed a tenacious inequity in the intergenerational division of labour

FYR F 3FL) 6SG6SSy GKS WTFIF YAt ASIlig $996)TidS A GKQ |y
LINE JARSR (GKS AYLISGdza F2NJ LI NGAOALI yiaQ FFiKSNRY:
continuities between asserted ideals of contemportathering and their everyday experiences

while, simultaneously, obscuring the dissonances and contradictions. Similarly, Jati@38)has

remarked that, withirfamilies, effort is exerted to mask inequality, rather than redress it, while van

Hooff 011K & RSEONROSR G(KS WSEOdziSaQ YIRS F2NJ GKS Y
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parents. Through their interviews, parents also underscored the significance of mothers and

mothering as referents of father involvement. Whilevas clear that parents espoused gender

Sljdz f ARSIFIfaz GKS FAYRAYy3Ia aK2¢gSR | Of SI NI NB¥Fdzi |
O G S meckRan2vhich has limited relevance in the negotiation of contemporary adult
relationshipgGiddens, 1992and the everyday division of labour. Family finances and family policies

were also significant in shaping everyday practices of labour division.

Through their displays of the division of labour p#eein this study identified the key element of

GKSANI O2yaiNHzOGAZ2Y 2F Ww3I22R FLFUKSNK22RQ | YR &2 dzE
particular emphasis placed @ontemporaryT I § KSNAQ Sy 3 3SYSyid Ay OKAf RO
that they spentwith childrenwas overtly contrasted with the practicesmokn in the grandfather

generation This conveyed particular orientation toward caring masculinity and idealisation of men

as carerswhich has been reported elsewheg@ermott, 2008; Gregory and Milner, 2011; Miller,

2011a; Humberd, Ladge and Harrington, 2015)myfindings, this display was reinforced by

LI NBy i a Qof B NS YA NI NBE T I {pafdiBEr@skdofidoidesticldbadt ahdh 2y A Y
of their paid work relative to men in the grandfather generatigto reflect such orientations.

Utilising displg as a tool to understand accounts of the division of labour in this study has revealed,

as Gattrelet al (2015)have arguedthat a sole focus on the continuity of practices between

generations of fathers can obscure the increadedireto engage in childcare which contemporary

fathers may have relative to their own fathers.

Temporalities of fathering

Accounts of the divisioaf paid and unpaid work also revealed the everyday time constraints which

LI NBydGa FStid (KSe SELISNASYOSR® Hoshschill 1997; 6 SSy y 2 Y
Southerton, 2006dn working families. While it has been asserted that women endure the worst of

0KS & A Y8cfafiaNdleyaD R0H0:62)ime constraints on fathers have also been shown

(Dermott, 2008; Elliotet al, 2017)and both phenomena were similarly evident in my study.

Further, Elliot et al (2017)has found that nearly one third of fathers consistently reported having

YWy2i Sy2dzZa3KQ GAYS 6A0GK GKSANI OKAf RNBY ¢6KSy (KSe
time squeezexperienced byarents, fathers in my study prioritised the tirtleey spent with their

children when they were at home, in preference to spending time in domestic labour.

The temporal framing ¥ FI 0§ KSN&E Q LJ NI A gaveldbeiiditrkiggly sofhmddK A f RNB Yy Q2
accountsacross families and between family members. For example, fathers frequently engaged in
OKAf RNBYyQa O0SRUAYS NRdziAySas odzi NINBE& Ay 3ISEdA

therefore, provides an analytical lens through which the everydaynefsdhadring carbe explored.
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Time was not just an everyday resource which either enabled or constrained-tiifcbinteraction;

time also hadelational importance.

Time as an everyday resource

Time was a finite family resource. Opportunities for intei@ts betwee children and fathers were

variably enabled oconstrained across the course of the week. Mornings were perceived to be most
temporally constrained, evenings less so, while weekends were least constrained. Fathers, mothers

and children all ha¢hdividual, but intersecting, daily and weekly routines which were negotiable to

varying extents. Nomegotiable time constraints were externally imposed by work and school which

had fixed start times and, consequently, shaped family routines, giving ise Ya i NBaaQ® CI (K
SYL)X 28YSyid K2d2NB GSYyRSR (2 NBTfSOUGU GUKS O2y @Sy daA?z
pPLIYD® a2iKSNRAQ LIAR ¢2NJAYy3 K2dzZNEX K2 MAGESNE ¢ SNB
were, neverthelessnormally the first parentB YS S+ OK Rl @® / KAf RNByQa aO0OK2
O2AYOARS NRdzAKf & gA0GK Y2UKSNRQ 62N)] FYR FlFiKSNAC
GKFIYy FFEGKSNBQ LI AR g2N]J @ / KAfRNBY Ifa2r GKSNBF2)
weekday Branneret al (2012)found that some fathers did not see their children at all in the

SOSYyAy3d 0SOldaS (GKSe NBGAZNYySR K2YS FTNRY 62N (27
fathersadheredto in my study however permitted fathers to see and to interact with all of their

OKAf RNBY 2y Yz2ail 6SS{RIe S@SyAy3aad ¢KS &0 NHzOG dzNE
have been an indication of their middle classtgsaas shift and weekend work has been found to be

more closely asxiated with lowincome, unskilled workHook, 2012)

The times of stress, which weekday mornings exemplified in my study, were times during which

fathers andchildren were, typically, unable to coordinate their activities to enable their interaction.

{ dzOK GAYSA KI @S @I NRI o f(Souther®s 0032 8la OWNIK d(Ellttel? & yv& & DG
al,2017Ay SOSNERI & FlLYAfE tAFTSO W20 aLRiaqQ Ay Y@ 2
normative pactices with mothers taking on the majority of care work, despite often having their

own paid work to get to each morning. Where time was stressed, there was a reversion to, or

compounding of, gender normativity in the division of labour between parentsi K SNE Q ySSR (2
2dzi (2 62Nl Q 6Fa& LINAR2NRGAA&ASR HORES aryuadithadien Qo | £ A
hypervaluatonf FIl G KSNDa LI AR 62K { A I NBYf 8D SBY DY (GKS!
findings showed that, even where fathers worked flexibly and had time to interact with children on

weekday mornings, this did not wholly insure against mothers undertakiegniajority of childcare

tasks during such times of temporal stress. Similarly, where fathers undertook childcare tasks in the

SPSYyAy3ds (GKA& 2FiGSYy NBadzZ SR Ay Y2UKSNE o0SAy3 wi
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leisure time. Some fatherbpwever, were reported to engage in independent leisure activities on
$SSTRIe S@SYyAy3as AYRAOFGAY3 GKIG GKSANI f SAadzNB
underscores the aforementioned hyp&l t dzt G A2y 2F YSyQa (ysfYaberd YR KA I |
to exert choice over the use of their time relative to mothé8gymour, 1992; Brannen, 200%hich
Such(2006:185nas de® NA 6 SR | & 3 Sy RS NEB SeynoMAONIBAHOWekeS Bas 2 F G A Y
2TFSNBR | dzaSTdzA adzYYlI NBE 6KAOK LI NIUAOdz | NI 8 NB&?2
more members of a couple in paid work would appear to complicate existing géaded time

fft YS2N] & NIGKSNI 0Ky ONBIFGS ySg 2ySade

2 §S1RIe Y2NYyAy3das GKSNBF2NBE gSNB Oz2YYzyfte yza |
accounts because they were not seen to allow for faitigitd interaction. Further, the stress which
characterised weekdayornings gave rise to gender normative practices which, as has already been

noted, parents sought to obscure within their accounts. Evenings were less stressed than mornings,

though the porous boundaries between work, school and home life meantithatduringweekday

eveningwas not available solely for the purpose of fattediild interaction once fathers returned

home.Such permeability between home and work life has, however, mostly been explored from

adult perspectivegMaher, 2009 A i K | G Sy RSy Oe (2 SEIYAYS K246 ag2
OK A f R NB(Mami@n et ah #2269 athers often brought work home with them in the

evening ad children of all ages frequently had school homewtorkomplete Older children and

FIOGKSNRE Ffaz2 LI NIAOALN (S Raidigfk sRilRdoBet ititd Omd life,0 2 dzZNJP 2 K
time spentdoing paid workvas prioritised over, or combined with, tleactive participation in

childcare tasks, such as helping children with homewaork or taking children teaxtiaular

activities. Where fathers did support children directly with homework, they tended to do this with

younger children. As children agddthers continued to shae how children used their time. For

SEFYLX S SyO02dzNI 3Ay3 2N Sy T2 NOA Y Ichookdnewsik OK A f RNB y
Although children were, therefore, considered increasingly competent to undedelkeol

homework hdependently, they were only able tofluencehow their time at homewas usedThe

O2yGNRf 2F azyaQ O2YLlzi SNI taD12pmve rapbriedsuggedtd (0 K S NA

' AAYAEFNI NBEFGA2YyaKAL eus ofdirBeSayd génkrationRl NdBvgrQa OK2 A OS

Children also had various extearricular activities which they participated in during the week.

| KAt RNBYQa AYRSLISYRSy(d a2O0Al oAt Al achidintr&ctds. T2 NS |
The manifestag ya 2 F &adzOK a20Al oAt AGeE 6SNB &akKlFLISR o6& OK.
GSNBE NBLRNISR 32 (G2 WLINIASEQ G 6SSTSYyRaz KA S

friends away from the family home and without the supervision of pardrashers were,
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nevertheless, often involved in taking children to and from such activities. The interweaving of paid

work, domestic labour and education, and extnarricular activities with home life indicatéise

contribution of fathers, mothersand chMiSy G2 GKS WGAYS &1 dzSST SQ SELISN
(Hardenet al., 2012)This study, therefore, has recognised thathbchildren and parents are active

Ay GKS yS320A462N2 Yy LMBaraAKEIGY F0DSYid How this may be shaped

08 3ASYSNIGA2YIlf LRoSNW LI GKSNBT2NB O2y (G NROdzi Sa&
participation in and perspectives grthe familywork project.As noted in Chapterhifee, however,

inferences made regarding RINS Yy Q& 02 y (i NR ovdrilt prgeyt indh® stitkeBe F I YA £ &

influenced by virtue of not evoking data with children relevant to the first two findings chapters.

2S5S1SYRa 6SNB5 RSAONAROSR la tSFad KFNNIstess Ay LI NI
which resulted permitted much increased levels of fatohild interaction relative to other points in

the week. Fathers noted, however, that they did not get much time to themselves at weekends

because of their desire to promote fathehild interaction, or family time more generally. Fathers

Ffa2 aaSNISR I ySSR G2 olflFyOS GKSANI FOGABS LI N
They therefore combined their personal preferenceslésure activites with fatherchild and

whole-family interaction at weekends. Such activities included hiking, cycling and being outdoors.

The time which fathers and children spent togetlredirect interactionat weekends increased as

children aged. This time was uslyadpent outside of the homandwas focussedwith sons in

particular,on physical activity. Fathers, therefore, demonstrated the conflation of childcare with

leisure in their @periences oflirectfatherOKAf R Ay G4SN} OGA2y FyR akKlFINBR W
Shaw(1992)4 dz33S4iGa GKIFG Y2UKSNB N8B Y2NB fA1Ste (G2 Si
fathers experience this as leisure time. Congruent with my own findings however(Z081193)

F2dzy R GKFG FFHOKSNEQ fSA&dzNB GAYS 41 a OdzNIiFAf SR ¢
leisuretimew & yS32GAF G0SR a2 GKFG & GR YISS AaLABNEID ¢g A (ifKa 20 KIAf
the findings from my study, Shaw and Daw¢@2601)establshed that both mothers and fathers

value the opportunityfor fathersii 2 Witk ghid@nthrough fatherchild leisure interaction and

shared family leisure time.

¢KS NRdziAYS 2NRSNAYy3I 2F (KS RIFE& FyR g1 = O2dzL &
FIOKSNEQ WFNBS GAYSQS K26SOSNE LINBASYGSR LI NI A Oo
at definedtimes. Consequently, there was much commonality in accounts of the temporal

configuration of fathering and fathering practices became, enor less, temporally located within
FIEYAEASAD ¢ (A0ASSPARAZZYDAUKAEQAaGKS  SthémoieA YS T Y)

certain times came to matter to themthat is, as real time grew scarce, symbolic time loomed ever
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f I NBSNWE 2 KAES LI NOAOdZ F NI AYGSNI OGAazya Fd LI NIAC
LI NI AOALI yiaQ I OO02 dadyevavedrandivere dot shiic cedrexarSpie, Ay Y& &
younger children went to bed much earlier than their parents and fathers often helped to bathe or

read to them each night, while older children went to bed later gntlthemselves ready for bed

without the patticipation of a parentAlthough ostensibly a family practice, the evening family meal

took on significance as a fathering practice through such temporal ordering and evolution. Parents
universally valued shared family meals in my study, though Braenali{2013)have suggested that

mothers are more predisposed to emphasising the value of shared family meals. Through the

O2y @Sy iGAz2ylfAlpDp BENYRYA RIGESNARYHEE YSIHia o0SOF Y
return home from work. When children were younger and went to bed earliely tended to eat

their evening meal without either parent, as mothers waited to eat with fathers once they returned
K2YSo® Ly (KSasS gleas FlLIUGKSNE YIRS S@SyAy3a YSIfa
implicated in the construction of both home afamily (DeVault, 1991yvith family meals being a

G1Se AYRAOL (2 NIMetchlfelet alL2O@D:RIFTNS raflécts Anfagsérted western cultural
LINB2OOdzLdr A2y @6AGK GKS adzllll2aSR WRSOfAYSQ 2F ((GKS
O2yOSNya lo2dzi KSFHtdKe SIiAy3d:r 6H2NWESY9SyD hiR/ @3 N
and Mooney, 2013)in my study, however, evening family meals were also a keyindizg NJ 2 F W32 2 R
FIGKSNK22RQX |y ARSIt 6KAOK FlFYAfe& YSYOSNHE &2dzak
everyday lives. Family meals, like shared family leisure time more generally, therefore, were
F2NBFNRYGSR Ay LI NIAOKO yASQIKOO2tzAd@y SR BRGKSNRK
Y322R FIOGKSNK22RQ FyR 2F W3I22R Tl YAfASAQd ¢KS A
a plurality of meanings as well as being a family resource negotiated between fathers, mothers and

children.

Experiences of relational time

Times which were significant for fath€tK A f R NBf | A2y aKA LA 6SNB dzy RS NA (
F 0O02dzyia® LYRSSRI Gl 3A22R LI NBYyd A& Y2NB2OSNI 6AF
NEfl GA2yaKALA Fa ¢Sttt Bamménketal 205R228mpadidsntsio ¢ A G K OK A
relational time were stress and tiredness as well as-negotiable time constraints. Consequently,

evenings and weekends were characterised by greater opportunity for relational iame t

Y2NYAy3Tasz SO reod)gxaandichdhanieuetyday fathering routines are

OKI N} OGSNRaSR o6& OKIFy3aAay3d SELSNASyOSa 2F GAYS T2
shows that meéhers and children also describe such changing experiences of time and relate these

to fathering and fatherchild relationships. Because of the varied demands which were made on
FIOGKSNEY Y2U0KSNAR YR OKAfRNBYyQa YE¥S>T EMEvAI &K SISy
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interaction which were significant for relational closeness. Fathers articulated that the more time

they had with children, the closer their connections to them would be. Similarly, Def2@@8)has

FNHdzSR GKIFGX Ay AdGaStFs GKS OG 2F WwhillAy3 GAYSC
NEfl GA2yaKALA +ta @lfddoftSed {KS Ffaz2z y2Sax K2gS¢
an involved relationshipwith®A NJ OKA f RNBY akK2dzZ R O2NNBfIFGS 6Ai0GK
(Dermott 2008:61f Y OKAf RNByQa S@GSNERIE& fA@Sad DAGSY G(GKS
for father-child interactons which fathers, mothers and children described, however, the notion of
WoSAYy3a GKSNBQ taz2 OFYS G2 06S 3IAGSY aAIYATFAOFYyOS
YSSRSR (2 WoS GKSNBEQ Ay 2NRSN) (%. EAPS OKSBHSQNBE &
clearly defined in my study, but is described by Dern@®08:56)asd | LK & &8 A Ol f LINBaSy O
emotional relationship, with the latter not necessarily being dependent @ngkistence of the

F2NYSNED® C2NJ M NEY ¥& LINR 2CKOA & RawdEstBricy/aRd sackr§/MB Q LINE 3
father-child relationships and served to obscure the significance of constrained time for-fathier

relationships.

Time with particlar interactional characteristics was also portrayed as nurturing of close father

OKAfR NBflGA2yaKALIA® { dzOK WIj dzt fthefiohild felatierSHpE. A 0 K| 3
Consequettly, contemporary parents fddncreasing pressure to fadili- G S Wljdz2t t Ad& GAYSQ
childrenbecause ofts association withielationalclosenesgBrannen, 2005; Hook, 2012)thers

have arguedhoweverthat O K A f Rax&iveQaf quality timevith their parentsare more

nuanced. Children, teenagers in particular, want to spent time with their friends or aluhéeal it

important to exert control over how their free time is us@dhristensen, 2002; Lewis, Noden and

Sarre, 2008; Brannen, Wigfall and Mooney, 2082yned with my own findings, Christensg002)

Sailroft AAKSR GKIG OKAfRNBY @I fdzSR @F NAR2dza Wljdzh £ A (
friends at weekends, as well as the time they spent nurturing relational closeness with their fathers.

Wdzt t AGE GAYSQ 0SG8SSY FIFHOGKSNE |yR OKAfRNBY 6t az
accounts of fathers because of its potential to nurture relational closeness. Quality, relational time,
GKSNBEFT2NEZ RNBg dzLR2y D aTISINGS NIKA ZIRMI d K MRS | 4 SN TN
LI NIAOALF yGaQ RAALI &a 2F GKS FlLOKSNBA GKS& t AQOSF
WijdzZl f AGEQ NBtFGA2ylIE GAYS® t I NByda yR OKAf RNBY
Wijdz £t AGe (NI YOKQ t RINBK 2fyRS SALISOAlLf e ALK o028ad ¢
fa2 OKFyYy3ISR 20SN) 6KS O2dzNBS 2F OKAf RNByQa f A@S3
competence of children to engage in particular types of interactions with their fatfugscussed in
ANBFGSNI RSGFAET Ay GKS WAYGAYIFIGS FFHOKSNAYy3IQ aSOiA
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In summary, fathers, mothers and children actively negotiated and independently experienced

fathering temporalities. Time which resulted in relational closeness was highly valuederétatine

absolute amount of time which fathers invested in childcare, though this was also important. A

temporal lens on fathering underscores the importance of faitigitd relationships within ideals of

W322R FIFGKSNK22RQ | & ¢y@dyfathdridg reRBsvi@syich iflddls. FurtyeB K2 6 S
revealed are the changing ways in which relational time was invoked through fathering practices

2POSN) GKS O2dz2NAES 2F OKAf RNByQa OKAfRK22RA |yR (K¢

Intimate Fathering

Close fatheichild relationships were nurtured through particular fathering practices. Various

fathering practices were constituted as significant for relational closeness between fathers and

children. Such practices took place in different spaces, ardiit times, in different ways with
RATFSNBY(G OKAfRNBYZIZ YR i RAFFSNBYy(l LRAylGa Ay C(

between fathers, mothers and children.

Practices which were significant for relational closeness were especially proriingnt LJ- NIi A OA LJ- y
I 0O02dzyiia 2F O2yGSYLRNINE FlIOGKSNAD® ¢KNRddzZAK LI NBy
AYyo2t 0SYSyid Ay OKAf RNByQa fAgSa NBtFiIAPS G2 YSy
(200K & | NHdzSR (KIF{i GKA&a NBFESOGa GKS gSaidSNy Od#
LI NI A Odzt | NJ 02y 2 NH2OGAZY 2F WAYy@2f GSRQ 2N w3Iz22RQ
Ay@2t SR AT {KS e latorshyips Wit Beir cHidrewFatheisthaydngaGe WithNB

intimate fathering practiceare reified within individual and cultural imaginarigermott, 2008)

Through accounts of fathering practices and exploration of the meamihgsh are entangled with

them, my findings have shown both the tenacity and fluidity of the faitt@id relationship over

GAYS® DARRSyaQ O2yOSLlidzZtAaldAizy 2F 02y (iSYLR NI NE
relationshipQ  t-nbdein, western intimge relationships, Giddens argues, are characterised by

equality, democracy and disclosure. Particular social conditions have made such relational qualities
desirable. Specificallgiddeng1992)asserts thatve are more individualized, we are not

constrained by social mores, but free to reflexively-gefiine our own lives and, therefore, personal
relationships are freely open to negation and dissolution, only being sustained insofar as they are

felt to offer bendit to the participants. Phili2013a) however, has suggested that Giddens work is

more about relational trends than an analysis of the concept of intimacy and how this might

manifest in everydayfl. Nevertheless, intimacy as a concept has been a particular source of
AYGSNBad F2NINBtFdA2yFEf NBaASIENOK Ay FRRAGAZY (2

contemporary western relationshigdamiesn, 1998; Dermott, 2008)Gabb(2008)and Jamieson
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(1998)havepostulated intimae practices as helpful in constructing a substantive understanding of
intimacy and how it might be used to explore family relationships. The findings which arise from my
focus on fathering practices, therefore, provide an account of how fathédd intimacy was

constructed and experienced within the normative family contexts of this study.

The permanence of thefath@d KA f R NBf F A2y aKALl 6l & S@21 SR (KNP dz
WoSAY3d GKSNBQ YR 2F (GKS 02 YYA.Fatterss felt oblifate@tfo § K S NB
provide for their families, especially following the birth of children, and saw this as part of their
fatherly responsibilities which could not simply be disregarded. This obligation was bound up with
family finances andwith ' I G A S dzy RSNBR Gl YRAYy3da 2F ISHFRSNIE
Slidzl t AG e / 2y aSyrmsof intérgeteratighaNiBngdiirifa@hering practices were
thrown into question. As Dermo{2008:131has notedK 2 6 SGSNE ¢ Y dzOKabautF (G KS Wi ¢
FIOKSNK22R NBadzA Ga Ay (GKS FR2LIGA2Y 2F FEYAEAFN L
YySA20GALFGA2y 2F (GKS RAGA&AAZ2Y 2F t1+02dz2NJ 6SGoeSSy LI
LI NOAOALI GA2Yy Ay OKAf RN&Byhesof efelydaplte leanyRempaa A f S K &
certitude to fatherchild interaction intimate fathering practiceand the time available for these,

practicess SNB | f 42 O2yFA3IdZNBR AYyIX YR NBO2YyFTFAIdzZNBR 2¢

¢
w
“\\s

their competnce shaped the changing configurations of fathering practices which fostered close

father-child relationships. Consequently, fathehild relationships had similarly iterative and shifting

properties, rooted in the everyda@organ, 1996)Intimate fatherchild relationships, therefore,

GSNBE y2i0 airavyLi e WOK2aSyQ o adcflekiveRbjert a8 Giddeggo92)a |y Ay
asserts, they were negotiated between fathers, mothers and children and contextualisediay

class gender and generation over time. Intimate fathering, therefore, had to be workegeat

time® DA RIRR)iaiidd of intimacy also suggests that the fatkehild relationship could be

YORFF Q I (-Getnghént(2D01; 280Q)however, has argued that pestodern, western

parentchild relationships retain a permanence which intimate adult relationships do not. Indeed,

children have become the reasdor family, because of the fragility of adult relationships. Others

have argued that the fathechild relationship offers security and permanence in contemporary life

because of its irrevocable association with legal responsibilities and perceptionkgattion (see

Chapter Twovhich are starkly genderedFinch and Mason, 1993; Jamieson, 1998gned with my

own findings, Dermot{2008)has argued that gendered obligation is a significant intersection of

family life and irrelation to fathering. FatheO KA f R NBf F A2y aKA LA | NB af Saa
(1992)02 y OS8LXidzk t A&l A2 KAR® & RO 8EBNEl NRENKEARNE SELIS
from their role as fathers, buntimate ¥ | G KSNRA y 3 & R2 S fDertndit RA08:13K | S F NI A f
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Fathers felt less able to develomsé relationships with infants than with older children. Central to

the experience of fathemfant relationships was the biological and social primacy of mothers in

Ay T yid OKwhichrEtddsryg @Elimiteditited potential to redres$he spei@lness of

mother-infant relationships was seen in relation to fatflery ¥+ yi Ay dA Yl O& |G GKAa&
lives.As children aged, mothers would consciously abdicate from fathéd interactions in order

that fathers and children could foster intacy through theidirect engagement with each other.

Furthermore, children, boys in particular, were increasingly willingteract with their fathers as

they grew older because their leisure interests increasingtyored those of their fatherand their

YySSRQ F2NJ Y2(iKSNA RADNBDstdaeRaireduction ik thelzBucturbdh RRS y a
power of gender within adulintimate dyads, relational and institutionalised gender inequality has

0SSy I 1Se& ONRUGAOAAY 27F DA RBRiesen®OY Maykfemjhist2 T (G KS
I dzi K2 NB KI @S KAIKE ATIKGSR ISYRSNBR AySlidzktAate Ay
subsumption within the homéJamieson, 1998) / 2 y @S NE2SHE &Yzl & CGREQROBOREEEIQ

been asserted to result from the deconstruction of the determining power of gender in modernity.

The idealised view of poshodern inimacywithin adult dyads which Giddens @ents is, therefore,
problematied (Jamieson, 1998Wherefatherswere enabled to spend greater amounts of time in
childcarerelative to their own fahers,this had to be consciously workedwithin parental dyads.

Therefore, and as Jamies(099)has explainedS |j dz f A& A& 200l AYySR y2i 2dz
as Gidden$1992)contends, but through purposive navigation of embedded, buttisigjf

inequalities negotiated between fathers, mothers and children. Fathers in my project also felt that

they were involvedn and able to foster close relationships between themselves and older children

despite their reduced involvement in childcaedative to mothers. Inequality withiparental dyads,
G§KSNBF2NBZ O vy o($amisar, ID00R Iy, P0SERrther@oreritylstidy tas

established that fathechild intimacy is not dependent on equality within parental dyads.

My findingshavealso demonstratedhat children were afforded less influence over fattudild

interactions than their parents. For example, fathers were hapgyy ¥ 2 NOS OKAf RNBy Qa L.
particularly in physical activities, if they felt that children would enjoy sutkities once they were

there. Neverthelesschildren were variably affordesbmeO2 Yy i N2 f 2 NJ Wal e Q Ay K2 g
time, occasionally being able to decline or set the terms of their participation in shared interactions

gAGK GKSANI FI (KSINBAG ! KA ALz Ay SS/ENE M@INGAY 3 (KA A
child interactions constituted displays of fatherly power over children and of unequal

intergenerational power relationfAlanen, 2001)They also demonstrated the stress which fathers

placed on their intimate interactions with children relative to their assertions of authoxigy them

(Giddens, 1992) | SG > & Ay -chilGrblafiéns, thé asdedtioN B gqiiality seems particularly

152



dzy a dza ( KDeynbt2008:£33)My findings have demonstrated, however, that children were

variably able to participate in the decisions made about faitigid interaction and the use of their

time as they aged. This phenomenon hasrbdescribed as a democratisation of posbdern

parentchildrel G A2y aKA LA 66 KAOK | NR Hé&weerftie®(®iddens & Lidzi | G A @S ¢
1992:191) In contrast, Dermotf2008:134S E LJt | Aya G(KI G é&dzf GAYF St @XRSOA
adultinparetOKAf R NBf I GA2yaKALAE YyR GKIF G Gl L2 NI NI @ |
relationships serves only to mask generational inequéligynieson, 1998; Dermott, 2008; Gabb,

2008) Aligned with my own findings again, Alar{@001:21)asserts that children experience

AKATOAYT WLRSSNEQ a2 AyTFtdzSyOSs 2NHFYAT ST 022 NF
SOSNERFI& 62NI Radé { AYACT | etdeéndardntg antl teehageizk 8olodach O2 Y Y ¢
et al(2002) noted the dwdic ways in which both fathers and children enable and constrain

communication between them as a means of asserting control and identity.

¢ KNRAZAK LI NIAOALI yGaQ RAALXFIe@aX FTFHOKSNBR 6SNB | F1
and generationaliequalities in negotiating fatherhild interaction. The notion that intimate family

relationships have been transformed toward equality, democracythatsuch relationships are
individualizechas, therefore been refuted irthis study as in5 S NJ 320@B)@atlier work Rather,

Intimate fathering practices are engaged in by individual fatttéld pairs within the context of

broader familial relationships and historically and culturally locateéd 60NR G F Yy RAy 3a 2F w32
WA Y @2t @SR TheEdminéhShaka@e2idRod of intimate fathering practices in my project
includeddirectcommunication between fathers and children, and their mutual enjoymémgse

interactions went above and beyond f&HN@ef® participation in practical childcare tasks, though
FIOKSNEQ LI NIGAOALI GA2Y AY NRdAziAyS OKAf ROFINB 41l a
associated wittOKA f RNBy Qa 0SROAYS NRdziAySasz ¢ScN& Ay idSNB?2
reading. Fathers found it difficult to foster intimate relationships with infant children and

emphasised their participation in practical caring tasks, such as changing nappies, at this time in

OKAf RNByQa fA@Sad LydA vensg&f kibwiny KaSH\athef ell bavdeed G A OS & A
fathers and children and a sense of specialness in faihkrA f R NBf | A2y aKA LA P 2 KA
(1992:130xonceptualisation of intimacy hinged on mutual SRIA & Of 2 3 dzNB & + F2N¥Y 2
O2YYdzyAOIFI GA2YyQ 06SG8SSYy AylAYIFGSa Ay 2NRSNJ G2 F23
intimacy was constituted through fathering practicesri@  LIN2 2SO0 O2KSNBa o6SddSN
(Jamieson 1998:8) somewhat broadeunderstanding She outlines close association, knowing and
understandng, and loveas key aspects of intimaciow love is expressed, she argues, may take on
RATFSNBY(G FT2N¥xa | ONRPaa LIS2L) SQa fAGSa FyR NBf L GA

fathering practices and fatheshild relationships whichave bea illustrated in this thesis
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Practices of both intimacy and care ran throughout accounts of fatierst KSNE Q FA Yl Yy OA | f
LINEGAAAZ2YAY TS YR GKSANI WoSAy3ad GKSNBQ 4SNB NBLINE
manifestations of father involvememan alongside accounts of intimate fathering practices. The

efforts which fathers exert in making time to spend with children, such as through the negotiation of

the division of labour, have also been contended as acts of care with affective dimefiinilis

2013a) Philip(2013aK I & X G KSNB T2 NB X | NEBEydaefaphitfdméin dgetNBS Q |y R
she further contendshat a focus on intimacy alone obscures the importance of caring. Jamieson

(1998) however, posits that intimacy need not involve caring, but taingcan be part of

intimacy. For example, love can be expressed through acts of care. The practical acts of care which

fathers undertook, such as changing nappies, were emphasised inrdsaif fathering infants

because of the aforementioned difficulty which fathers experienced in fostering intimacy with

OKATf RNBY |G GKA& GA Y3999 fowerdt, hds RAgBine@tlat if isAd@i@ui @ W Y A S
be involved in the lives of very young children without undertaking a number of practical caring tasks

2y GKSANI 6SKIFfFd 1 a4 OKAfRNBY | 3SRS ¢oRiguSdds NE T I (i K
0S O2y ¥t iSRd C2NJ SEIYLX ST NBIFIRAYy3I (2 OKAfRNBYy T
children to get ready for bed at night. Additionally, children being taught to ride a bike was both an
important skill that all children shouldarn from their fathers, but shared bike rides were seen to

hold intimate potential for fatheison interaction. Fatherly care was, therefore, shown, to be an
AYLRNIFYyG FFEOSG Ay GKS @rrips201R8e0 iviich, s ny BtudyWihg 2 R F I
shown, was displayed as both distinct from and interdegent with intimacy by fathers, mothers

and children in their accounts of fathering.

Communication between fathers and children needed to mutually foster greater understanding of

0KS W2GKSND Ay 2NRSNJI F2NJ AG G2 ore ®nBtyr@idihedtyr o0& Tl (
Children, mothers and fathers valued such communication because of the sense of specialness it lent

to father-child relationships. In contrast, Derm@®008:139postulai S & (K@ GK-Af dzS R €
opennessinfatheO KAt R O2YYdzyAOF A2y 61+ & NBLR2NISR o6& Tl (K
TNRY OKAfR (2 LINByloé ¢KS SEGSYld G2 oKAOK &dzOK
OK A tf R NGB yiliek corp@ténce to/eRage with fathers in ways which fathers determined and

preferred. For example, fathers felt unable to engage with infants in ways which they did not find

limiting. Further, once sons reached the age of around sgeans their directengagement with

fathersthrough physical activities was asserted to be part of their needs as well as a key way in

which fathers and sons could foster intimate communication between them. This study has,

therefore, shown that childreran be considered to be positioned withamfilies adihtimates in

0 KS YIThiseoicd®QwortruBs i (L9OMMEK S2 NA al GA2y 2F OKAf RNByQa a
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OKAf RNBY I NE RSAONAOGKER OAIZNIKSzY2 Y OKORRRKAEAD RSIS
withfatKk SNE Q> Y20 KSNBEQ | yR OKAf RNByQa LISNOSLIIAZ2ya 273
FT2NXVa 2F O02YYdzyAOl A2y 6AGK FIOGKSNE® / KAf RNByQa
O2y &G NH2OGAZ2ZY 2F FlLYAfe YSYoSNAGimIgdtiaedder 2y a 27F
LISNOSLIiA2Y 2F OKAfRNBYyQa O02YLISGSyOS o0é& FlYAfe YS
between fathers and children in my study within the paradigm of developmental psychology. Within

GKA& LI NI RAIY aRS gSieRed®sSiyfalding frorhIMBiANIRE@iMN2ed of A

I LILINE LINA | ((Ribbghd MICaizhyP&yEdnéards 2011:2Wisaligns with the purposive ways

in which fathers engaged with children of gaular ages in particular activitiés my study Notions

2 T W32 2 Rto Whicli far8chh@nts Asaribed therefoleSNB > f A1 S y2iA2ya 27F W
heavily influenced by the predominance of developmental psychology within western

understanding®f child developmen{Jamieson, 1998)

Leisure activities between parents and older children were described by family members as, more or

less, gendered. Masculine and feminine identities wéherefore, also interwoven with intimate

fathering practices. Fathers, rather than mothers, typically undertook physical activities with

children, both sons and daughters. As children aged, however fathers increasintigjpated in

physical activitiesvith their male children outside and away from the home, but #pdrysical leisure

activities with older daughters. Accounts of fatkahild intimacy were, consequently, increasingly
gendered.The role of family finances in facilitating such interactioas wot problematised by

family membersNor was the notion that such activities might be a reflection of cultural tastes and

social status, rather than essential to fathehild intimacy.There was a pivotal role of physical

activity asalocusforfathet 2y NBf I GA2yaKALA |a az2ya 3INBg 2f RSN
Y20KSNE | O0A@Ste gAGKRNBG FTNRY adzOK Wo2@ 02y RAY:
children and fathers had a proclivity for the enjoyment of such outdoor activities, whilghters

enjoyed other activities, such as eating out or going to the cinema. Intimate relationships were,

therefore, seen to be nurtured through such shared gender differentiated interactions.

Consequently, physical activity was not forefronted in accoahistimacy between fathers and

daughters. This coheres with what K28Q07)K I & | NAdzSRY WFI G0 KSNA y 3 G KNZR dA
established mechanism through whichildren and fathers interact aralkey way in which fathers

Y& FdzZf FAE GKSANI 26fA3dlFGA2ya (G261 NR WySsQ y2iaArzy
quality between fathers and childrefhis study hagherefore, shown that mutual enjoyment

within father-child intimacy isiuanced in relation to gendeit further demonstrates that the

leisurebased fathering practices which family membeosgtructed as intimate are shaped by social
classputthatthisg & dzy'l O1y26f SRISR 6AGKAY LI NGAOALI yiaQ
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further complicates the contentious debate surrounding class, family finances and fathering
practices(Dermott and Pomati, 2018) 0 dzii O2 K S NI@9:54AA13KS NIAA 2 yA-SIEK) G & YA
Of aa FIFrGKSNK22R A& 2F0Sy LlJzotAOte @GAaArof Sz | aaz
through this, middle class fathers are ablefalzft FAf GG KS SELISOGI GAz2ya | a4a2
Tl dKSNWE

Thus, ky to understanding what fathers, mothers and children living in normative contexts valued

about contemporary fatherhood was the notion of intimacy. Family members felt that fathers an

children constructed intimate relationships through relational closeness and this was reflected in

their displays of fathering practices. Intimacy and care were interwoven in accounts of fathers and
fathering. Communication and mutual enjoyment were resagy conditions for intimate fathering

inthisstudp ¢ KS SELISNASYOS FyR RAALX LI E 2F (GK&wWS 61 a A

also by spatial locatioand time

Summary

Fathering displays, amntextualised by the dual cultural ideals of contemporary fatherhood: man

as worker and man as caring father, lawé also personally experienced and negotiated in

accordance with changing fathering practices and meanings over time. Fatlwhgrsand

children participatds OG A @St & Ay (KS Rdzrf LINROS&aasSa 2F WR2AY:

displays in relation to inter and intragenerational relationships and power relations over time.

LG KFra 0SSy y204SR GKIF G dfda8yNive tf befcontexdu@izedgyi & | YR RA
O dzf ((#N&S & Curtis 2010:117Mhat family displays only makes sense if they are seen to be

embedded in wider cultural ideals that shape how we perceive family and familyoredatps.

CrYAf& RAALXLFT&@a INB 3ISyiuAalO STF2NIa G2 02yQ@Se o4k
social conventions and valuésinch, 2011)The relational approach of the project shows the

uniqueness of individual fathers and of their relationships with indizignothers and children, but

also shows the common ways in which fathers were understood, experienced and displayed within

and between familiest KA & a G dzReé X § KSNEB T AR Essédprdpdsgapsd 6 Sa |1 S|

are neither seldetermined ror given, they are a mixture of both.

Fathering practices and displayseatherefore, not wholly individualized, but are embedded in
O2yGSEG&a® ac¢2 tAQGS | LISNB2YlIt tAFS A& (G2 KI @S |

in the concept [of prsonal life] requires the presence of others to respond to and to contextualise
GK2aS | OGA 2 (Siartl2g0R28)Dike gedd aladss and generatiomeienmeshed with
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everyday fatheing and its display and theseeanegotiated between individual family members as
independent actors in dynamic, but interdependent, ways. As S(@@€t7)explains, individual
accounts do not have to be consistent across family memb#rsugh they may be shared or

comparable. Rather, displays are fundamentally s¢Eiakch, 2007)

Through the diplays of children and parents, therefomatimate fathering practicesra

underscored as the most valued aspect of contemporary fatherhoodusecthese interactions

promote close fatherchild relatonships. Intimate fatherhoodsiat the core of constricA 2 ya 2 F W3 2 ;
T I 0 K S NXparicigadts ané Wikt they feshould be portrayed as signiict about the fathers

they livewith.

The changing configurations of the entangled meanings suffiiaihgring displays demonstrates

that father-child relationips had, like fathe 2 G KSNJ NBf I GA2yaKALAT al LI ad
F dzii dzZNB | & ¢ $Finth 2014:200)CohsbiBenty \WigplayNS a O2y i Ay dzr f f & NBY
(James & Curtis 2010:117@)acordance with changes to family relationships as active, fluid and

social processedviorgan, 1996, 2011)As fathering practices and the am@ngs which underpinned

them are remnfigured, displays also changeer time (Smart, 2007; James and Curtis, 20B)ch

competirg and conflicting meanings aréherefore, notreconcilableinto a single set of static values

which family members lay claim to in their accounts. The concept of family display, as Morgan

(2011)has stated, brings to light the overlap of multiple meanings in the construction and

experience of contemporary fatherhood by fathers, mothers and children.

Conclusions and future rearch directions

In summary, this thesis asserts the following answers to the research questions and makes the

following contributions to fatherhood scholarship:

1 A-relational approach to conceptualising fatherhood reveals the complex and entangled ways in
pKAOK WI22R Tl GKSNK22RQ Aa O2yaidNdHzOGSR FyR SEL
everyday fatheringn normative family contexts

1 Multiple concepts and meanings are entangled within fathering practices and disylails.
individual family merhers and their relationships are unique, they are also contextualised.

1 All family members are active in the construction, negotiation and experience of fatherhood,
0K2dZAK AYRAGARdzZ ftaQ 3Syoe YlIe& 0SS GFNRlIof& Syl

1 Fathering practices prade an everyday basis for fathehild intimacy and all fathering practices

can be intimate fathering practices if their characteristics are appropriately configured.
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1 Through the display and experience of intimate fatherhood, fathers, mothers and chidee
able to affirm themselves and the fathers they live with as aligned with their conceptualisations
2T Ww3I22R FTIFUKSNK22RQ® ClFYAfe& YSYOSNBR &aKILS GKS
displays of fathering in accordance with their audience, theaial position, their sociality, and
in fluid ways over time.

A multiperspective approach tdzy’ RS N& ( | Y R A fetRerhdéogh?2 NS i@ @isisds ' R
the ongoing and everydayegotiation of intimate fathering practice$hese processes of
negotiation occur dynamically between family members as independent, but interconnected,
agents who are situated within particular so@oltural contexts. Through this a huanced
understanding of fathechild intimacy in normative contéxis demonstrated.

T 2KAfS GKSNB Aa I Ot SIFNJI OKIFy3aS Ay y2NXNIGASBS T
GKIEG A& AYLRNIFYd Ay (GKS O2yaidaNdzOiAzy 2F w3az2z2R
changes to fatheringractices which reflect thiare less pronounced or consistent. This disparity
SYLKIaArAaSa GKS AyGSNLI I & 0S¢ Sus32andrin@eanidzNE | y R
members therefore, exereffort in justifying their experiencesf contemporary fathers relative
totheiriRSF & 2F W3I22R T (KSNK?2 BduQ dijobdSanSrhdb@ariit Sa a > (
the practices of everydayormativefatheringare being continually negotiated and renewed,

potentially bringing theninto evercloser alignment.

As with any researchstly, questions as well as answers arilgere are a number of issues which
arose from the data which could not be fully explored and warrant further investigafassible
areas for futureresearch 02 0K GAGKAY 6KI G L KI @5302 ¥ FRN® i &R

more diverse family contexts and formghich arise from this discussion are suggested as follows:

- Further exploration of the extent to whidhtimate fathering practices are shaped by
OKAf RNBYyQa 3S FyYyR 3ASYRSNIIFYR Ay NBtlFGAz2y (2
- Further exploration of the relationship betweeocial clasand intimate fathering practices.
- Further work which explores thdynamic experiences dfne andthe meaningsassociated
with temporal elements of family life, with fathering aimdrelation to fatherhood.
- Additional investigation ofrte ways in whiclfiathering practicesar@8 A @Sy Y SI yAy 33 WF

and experienced withidifferent spaces

Although new insights have arisen from this study, family life remains a complex and dynamic
subject which does not readily lend itself to fixed, unifying explanations. Knowledge of fathers,

fathering and fatherhood is, however, increasingly nuanced andhbis has contributed to the
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current depth of understandinthrough its problematisatio® ¥ G KS ARSI f AdSR Wy 2 N)C
contemporary fatherhoodnd exploratior2 ¥ Wy 2 NX I 6APSQ FFGKSNE |yR FI
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Appendices

Appendix One: Recruitment materials
Recruitment email circulated to potential participants:

Title: Participants required for a study on the experience of fathering in everyday life.

Summavry: | am looking for volunteers to participate in this study, which aims to explore
family members’ thoughts on fathers and their experiences of being fathered through
individual and family group interviews

Announcement:
Hello

| am a PhD student in the School of Nursing and Midwifery and | am currently recruiting
participants for my research project exploring family members’ thoughts on fathers and
their experiences of being fathered.

| would like to recruit fifteen families for the study. Each member of the family (mother,
father and one or more child) will be invited to take part in an individual interview and given
the opportunity to undertake some optional task based activities on the topic of fathers and
fathering’. Each family will also be invited to take part, together, in a second reflective
interview approximately four months later to consider some of the research findings as they
develop.

Participants are not limited to university staff or students. So, if you are father or motherina
professional occupation (for example, but not limited to; solicitor, healthcare professional, IT
professional, teacher, academic), married and living together with a partner and your child
or children and you are interested in taking part, then | am keen to hear from you. A further
requirement of the study is that you at have at least one child of school age who you live with
and think may also be interested in taking part.

If you are interested or have any questions, please feel free to contact me via e-mail at

This project had been approved by the School of Nursing and Midwifery ethics committee.
The study is supervised by Prof. Penny Curtis (School of Nursing and Midwifery
p.a.curtis@sheffield.ac.uk) and Prof. Allison James (Department of Sociological Studies
allison james@sheffield.ac.uk) Thank you for your time and for considering this project.

Thank you

Victoria Earley

PGR Student, School of Nursing and Midwifery, Barber House. The University of Sheffield,
387 Glossop Road, Sheffield, S10 2HQ
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Recruitment poster, displayed in various locations:

The

University

Of
heffield.

Understanding Fathers and Fatherhood in Everyday Family Life.

| am a PhD research student in the School of Nursing and Midwifery and | am
currently recruiting participants for my research project exploring family members’
thoughts on fathers and their experiences of being fathered.

| would like to recruit fifteen families for the study. Each member of the family (mother,
father and one or more child) will be invited to take part in an individual interview and given
the opportunity to undertake some optional task based activities on the topic of ‘fathers and
fathering’. Each family will also be invited to take part, together, in a second reflective
interview approximately four months later to consider some of the research findings as they
develop.

Giving dads a say on what it’s like to
be a father.

If you are father or mother in a professional occupation (for example; solicitor, healthcare
professional, IT professional, teacher, academic), married and living together with a partner
and your child or children and you are interested in taking part, then | am keen to hear from
you. A further requirement of the study is that you at have at least one child of school age
who you live with and think may also be interested in taking part.

You can contact me for further information by e-mail at —

Address for correspondence: Victoria Earley, Barber House, School of Nursing and
Midwifery. The University of Sheffield, 387 Glossop Road, Sheffield, S10 2HQ

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO CONSIDER THIS RESEARCH PROJECT.
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Appendix Two: Informatiorehflets
Adulta iformation leaflet:

The
University

s Of
,ﬁ Sheffield.

Participant Information Sheet

Research Project Title: Understanding Fathers and Fatherhood in Everyday
Family Life.

You are being invited to take part in a research project. Before you decide it is
important for you to understand why the research is being done and what it will
involve. Please take time to read the following information carefully and discuss it
with others if you wish. Ask me if there is anything that is not clear, or if you would
like more information. Take time to decide whether or not you wish to take part.

Thank you for reading this and considering the project.

What is the project’s purpose?
The aim of the study is to explore fathers’, mothers’ and children’s experiences of fathers and
fathering. It also seeks to explore how this may differ between family members, or over time.

Why have | been chosen?

You have been chosen because you have expressed an interest in response to my request for help
from fathers and their families, or because other participants have suggested you may be interested.
There are a total of fifteen families taking part in the study.

Do | have to take part?

Itis up to you to decide whether or not to take part. If you do decide to take part you will be given this
information sheet to keep (and be asked to sign a consent form) and you can still withdraw at any
time. You do not have to give a reason. If you decide to withdraw at any point, please do not hesitate to
contact me using the contact details below.

What will it involve?

Initially, | will need to find out if other members of your family are interested in taking part as | am
interested in working with families as well as individuals. They will have to make this decision for
themselves. Should you and other members of your family decide to take part, you will be asked to
participate in an individual interview. During this interview, which is expected to last about an hour, we
will discuss your experiences and perceptions of fathers and of fathering. | will record our discussions
using a digital audio recorder. If there are any questions which you would prefer not to answer, or you
decide you wish to retract an answer, please feel free to let me know either during, or after the
interview.

You will also be offered the opportunity to take part in a further interview with the rest of your family.
Within the family interview, you and your family will be given the opportunity to reflect on some of the
general findings arising from the project as a whole. This interview will take around an hour.

What will it involve for my child®
Your child (or children) will also be asked to participate in two interviews, an individual interview and
the later, joint family interview. These are anticipated to last up to an hour, but normally bewtween
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half an hour and forty five minutes. During your child's individual interview they may complete some
drawings of what different types of fathers may look like, or they may be asked to reflect on their own
experiences of being fathered by creating a chart detailing what they do in the time they spend with
their father. If your child does not wish to undertake these tasks, they can still participate by
expressing their thoughts verbally. Your child’s interview will also be recorded using a digital audio
recorder.

What are the possible disadvantages and risks of taking part?

There are no anticipated disadvantages or risks of taking part. | will ensure that interview times are
arranged to suit you and to cause you minimum inconvenience. It is, however, possible that the
process of discussing intimate subjects, such as memories and experiences of family life may be
difficult for some and you will be free to pause or stop the interview at any time should this occur.

In the unlikely event that you disclose anything that indicates a risk of harm within the family, then it is
my responsibility to share this with my supervisory team and/or refer this to an appropriate agency.

What are the possible benefits of taking part?

Whilst there are no immediate benefits for those people participating in the project, it is hoped that
this work will contribute to the understanding of fathers and the process of fathering, which is an
under-researched area of family life.

Will my taking part in this project be kept confidential?
All the information that | collect from you and your family members during the course of the research
will be kept strictly confidential. You will not be able to be identified in any reports or publications.

The audio recordings of the interviews you participate in will be transcribed and, once checked for
accuracy, deleted. No other use will be made of them and only | will be allowed access to the original
recordings.

All transcripts and data will be anonymised and kept securely under my control. It will only be used for
the purposes of research and not passed on to anyone else.

What will happen to the results of the research project?

This study will be written up as a PhD thesis. The results may be presented both nationally and
internationally, with the aim of furthering our understanding of fathers and fathering. | hope that this
will be of value to both practitioners and policy makers and that it will also inform future research
directions. Participants will not be identifiable in any of this material.

Who is funding the research?
The research is funded by a scholarship from the University of Sheffield

Does the study have ethical approval?
The University's Research Ethics Committee has approved the research.

If you need further information my contact details are as follows:

E-mail:

Address: Victoria Earley, Barber House, School of Nursing and Midwifery, The
University of Sheffield, 387 Glossop Road, Sheffield, S10 2HQ

The project is supervised by Prof. Penny Curtis [y and
Prof. Allison James{ should you need to contact

them.

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO CONSIDER THIS RESEARCH PROJECT.
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The
University
5 s Of

Q&}h« 2

(/9 Sheffield.

Fathers and Family Life. Your views.

Information Sheet

My name is Victoria Earley. | am a student at the University of Sheffield.
My research is about fathers, what they are like and what you and other members of
your family think about fathers.
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I will also be talking to other members of your family as well as several other families
about the same topic.

Before you decide if you want to take part, you need to read and understand this
information so that you know what the research is for and what it will involve. If you
have any questions, just ask.

What is the research for?

| want to find out:
e what you think fathers are like
¢ what you do with your Dad

e how you think things might change in the future

Why have | been chosen?
You have been chosen because your father or your parents have said they would like
to take part and | would like to invite you to help me too.

Do | have to take part?

No. It is up to you to decide whether or not to take part. If you do decide to take part
you will be given this information sheet to keep. | will also ask you to sign a form to
say you are happy to take part. You can change your mind and decide not to take
part at any time. You don’t have to give a reason and no-one will mind.

What do | have to do?

If you decide you want to help out with this project, | will talk to you on your own
about fathers for about half an hour. If you prefer, | also have some activities to do to
help us think about what fathers are like. We'll do this at your home, but away from
other people in your family so that your answers are private.

You can also take part, at a later date, in another discussion with the rest of your
family where we will talk about some of the general findings from lots of families who
are helping with the project as a whole. This should also take about an hour.

Is there anything bad | should know?

I will try to make sure that what we talk about and the activities we do are fun and
interesting. There are no right answers and you can choose not to answer any
question if you wish. | just want to know what you think.

Will | get anything for taking part?
Although you won't get anything for taking part, | hope that with your help | can
understand fathers and what they do a bit better. | also hope that the information
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you may give will be helpful to other people who work with families and fathers or
other researchers who may want to do research on a similar topic in the future.

Who will know what we talk about?

Because | won't be able to remember everything that you say, | will also record what

we talk about on a tape recorder, but | won’t share the recordings with anyone else.

Once | have written up the recording, | will delete it. When | write down what we talk
about and if | talk about the project to others in the future, | won't use your name so
no-one will know it’s you.

The only time | would tell someone about what we have talked about is if you told me
that you or someone else was being harmed. If that happened, | would need to tell
another adult, but | will always let you know first.

If you have any questions, please feel free talk to me. Or you can
contact me by e-mail or by post:

E-mail: S —

Addpress: Victoria Earley, Barber House, School of Nursing and
Midwifery, The University of Sheffield, 387 Glossop Road,
Sheffield, S10 2HQ

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO CONSIDER THIS
RESEARCH PROJECT.
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Appendix Threelnterview topic guides
Adulta gictorial interview schedule:

INDICATIVE TOPIC AREAS FOR DISCUSSION WITHIN INTERVIEW

This page is a representation of the key topic areas I'd like us to discuss during the interview
process. We don’t have to cover everything and there is no right or wrong order, this is just
to help you get a feel for what we might discuss and to help guide the discussion.

e Important memories.

e Significant event and transitions.

e Your Dad’s role.

e What you thought of your father as a child.

e Contemplating impending parenthood.

e Anticipating the future.

e Changes to relationship with own father

e Subsequent children and the experience of
‘becoming a father again’.

Day to day life as a father.

Negotiating parenting with your partner and your
children.

Changes to how you father and what you do over
time.

Important moments or transitions over time as a
father.

e How children/partner see you as a father.

e Anticipating important events or transitions
e Concerns for the future

e Aspirations for the future

e Continued role as father.

QOG0
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POSSIBLE AREAS FOR DISCUSSION

This is a diagram of the key topic areas I'd like us to think about as we talk. We don’t have to
cover everything and there is no right or wrong order, this is just to help you get a feel for
what we might discuss and to help guide the discussion.

e  Your family and your Dad’s role.

Describi ng e What does Dad like/dislike doing?

e How siblings/Mum/Dad see your Dad as a father.
e Other families and how they compare.

your Dad

e Day to day life with your Dad.
e Changes to what Dad does and what you do over

: time.
What is Dad e Things you need Dad for.
|Ike now e Things Dad does for you or with you compared to

what Mum does or is done for your siblings.
e Rules in the family.
e Special times or memories.

e Things Dad is proud of.
e What would you do if you were Dad?

e Anticipating important events in your future

e Does Dad have concerns for the future

Dad in the e Does Dad have hopes for the future

e  What your Dad’s role will be in the future and what

future

this will mean for you.
e What do other members of the family think?
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AppendixFour:Participatory tasks
Drawing task:

Children were invited to draw their father and things that they associated with him on the image and
around it
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Appendix Fivelnitial findings feedback to participants
Document circulated via email to participanwith initial findings from data analysis:

FATHERS Dad as Provider

In Everyday Family
Life.
Initial Findings

Stability and Change

o
?




Appendix SixData analysis examples
Coding Tree example:

CODING TREE FOR PARENTS’ DATA

DESCRIBING FAMILY

e Biographical reflections on own childhood/experiences of being an adult child (Family
background?)
e Children
o Behaviour and level of understanding (competence and ability).
o Guiding children
o Comparing siblings
o Needs
o Personalities, preferences, wants and interests
e Fathering at home
e Fathering in public
¢ Dad and Mum (describing self and other parent)
o Adults’ interests/needs and preferences
o Biology/gender
o Children’s activities with either Mum or Dad
o Personal understanding of what a father ‘is’/does (incl: role models/masculinity)
o Rewards and challenges of parenting
e Family Values (comparisons with other families, other people’s perceptions of our family,
what family would ideally be/should be like. Ideas about parenting and approaches to it
Describing family and family practices).
o Aspirations and anxieties for children
o Goals and aims of parenting (possible link with obligation toward children/in family
life and aspirations/anxieties for children).
o What is good for children
e Home (as location of family life)
e Rules
o Children’s challenging behaviour
o Discipline and boundaries

o Obligations and expectations in family life (parents to children and vice versa)

e Children growing up
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o Getting older/growing up generally
o Leaving school/leaving home
o Role as a parent to adult children
o Starting school
e Holidays
e Transition to parenthood
o Birth of additional children
o Emotions and ideas about ‘becoming’

o Leave policies (? Cf. work/childcare)

PRACTICES
e Activities
o Achievements/exams (? Needed at all)
o Lessons/Teams/Groups
o Teaching children (? Cf. Guiding children)
o Whole family
e Daily routines
o Decision making and negotiation (linked very closely with negotiation, children’s
needs/aspirations and anxieties for children and ideas about parenting). Negotiation
between family members and external factors
e Division of labour
o Division of housework/perceptions of equality
o Food
=  Meals
= Preparation
o Time
= Time with and around children/with parents as adults
= Formal childcare and childcare provisioning

o Work

e Relationships with grandparents and wider family
e Father/child relationship

e Relationships with other families
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o Children’s wider social networks
o Social networks and support
e Resemblances
o Comparing siblings
e Sibling relationships
¢ Talking/being open and close/providing emotional support/knowing each other (intimacy)
o Adults with children
o As afamily and about our family with others /with wider family
o Between parents

o Between siblings
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Time and space thematic matrix

Can Dads be ‘Dad’ in the same way consistently across time and space? Does this vary in the perceptions of family members? What influences these
understandings?

Family |

Dads

Mums

Children

Stability and Change

Family

Not interfering in their children’s adult lives.

Yeah, you said that there were some things
that you do more of? Well, what kinds of
things are they?

Father One: | think | do more, particularly as
they are growing, | think | do more of those
kind of activity stuff with them. So | take
them to Scouts, | do work with Scouts and
Ill take them camping. Adventurous type of
activities and | think that. | think that my
wife would recognise that the boys need to
do that, but she wouldn’t necessarily want
to see them doing it. (R1) Biology

Practices of fathering change as boys grow.

Dad also uses time spent waiting for the
boys at swimming to do work- shaped
around facilitating their activities in the first
instance. More important to be there, this is
what is stable and takes precedence, even
though he has to change his working
practices to accommadate it.

Dad talks about holidays as being
increasingly important — compare this to
Billy’s account. The other sense of that
being in transition, we go on holidays
together and those become progressively

Joanne and Ben make reference to a cousin who
was still at home beyond an age which was
acceptable).

“Cos | think it is harder for modern men, not
modern men, but men that are more engaged with
their family because, yeah, to work and to do
family stuff is hard. But then you get a lot back
from it, because you've got both your work and
your career and what you get from that and you've
got, well your children have both of you a bit more
| think” R2 {Biolagy) There is reciprocity in
intimacy- the efforts, reap reward which embed
the idea that ‘being engaged’ is a fruitful
endeavour worthy of paternal effort. So the
impetus for the evolution of the intimate
relationship between father and child is this
positive feedback mechanism.

But my Dad worked, yeah, worked. So he’d be like,
Dad's coming home at six. We’d have tea. And

Perception that dad would not want to be a
burden. But there is a very simple notion for him
that he would ‘just help him’ as was needed,
regardless (Josh).

Josh talks about “If | ask him, he’ll always be
there to help me. And this one cos | think he
won’t have other things to do that are more
important than helping me.

Joanne and Ben make reference to a cousin who
was still at home beyond an age which was
acceptable- limitations on the intimate
relationship in its acceptable longevity).

Josh, believes that as he gets older that he will
do less with his family (pertains to the activities
he will do with Dad), yet for Ben, this
togetherness is what sets his family apart.
However, he reinforces the notion that ‘ideas’
and talking can be cohesive and permit
closeness (see A2, Ben}.

Billy describes moving into his room as changing
the activities that Dad does with him —he no
longer reads to him since this happened. Is this
a private space which Dad can’t just access for

more and more important although there is
a point as well where you over invest in
holidays because its become so important. |
don’t mean, | mean emotionally. You want it
to be so perfect, it can be actually quite
tense, just trying to live up to it. We go
away for weekends fairly regularly. The five
of us. And, but, yeah, you're right. A sort of
typical week, the amount of time we spend
together can be quite sparse. (R13 Family

Something about qualities of time
here- this time with ‘all five of them’ is
somehow more important than if it were
just father and son.

Father One: Ok, so I've got three children.
I've been with my partner for about twenty
five, twenty six years. Been married for
twenty and my oldest child is seventeen.
Next is thirteen and the youngest is coming
up eleven. So we've had....aside from the
eldest, we've lived in the same house, and
in the same neighbourhood for fifteen years
so, very stable, very dull. (laughing).
The...we’ve also over that time | guess sort
of faced various transitions, you know, birth

we'd all sit at the table and have tea together, so it
was very, sort of, traditional family | suppose.

I: Ok, so quite rigid, sort of, family times then?
Mother One: Yeah, yeah. Yeah it was tea, Dad’s
home, yeah. (R1 Family Values) — It is not until Dad
comes home that they can engage in this activity of
a family meal that fathers are required to
participate in. Perhaps it is this normative referent
in modern culture that allows mum to characterise
her childhood as happy and her father so
positively.

Anything, so the sort of, the typical blokey type
stuff Dad would do, it was quite traditional. And
then Mum would do the cooking in the week, but
then Dad did the cooking on the weekends, so that
was probably, maybe, quite unusual in those days.
He used to do cooked breakfasts every Sunday
morning, so I'd get up and help him with that and
then we’d go shopping, Dad would do some of the
shopping as well, some of the food shopping. Mum
was always shopping though. (R1 Family Values)

those shared activities in the same way as was
previously the case?

Being tired —Josh (everyone is tired). Ben talks
about being tired on father/son trip to Mont
Blanc and ‘falling out’ as a result.

Things being ‘hectic’ — preventing spending time
together and as a potential barrier to ‘intimacy’,
but also about ‘knowing each other’ and
understanding limitations on another’s
availability. Used for personal advantage by Ben
in particular — because he ‘knows’ his parents’
lives are hectic he can choose to forget the
chores he has to do and they are unlikely to
challenge him on this.

‘it depends what mood mum and dad are in” as
to whether or not Josh can make certain choices
about how he spends his time at home or being
involved in decisions like what is for tea
(intimacy here as an equal relationships where
one seeks and values the input of the other and
seeks for them to disclose these opinions)

Sa on the days when it's busy and it's chaotic,
what goes on in those days?

Billy: Normally I just sit and watch TV for the
rest of the day, but...

I: Do you mean after school?

Billy: Yeah (R1 Family Values) The state of being
busy and chaotic means that Billy is left to
passively watch tele without the need to be
engaged in some other activity. He observes the
chaos and is disengaged from it, rather than

participating in it.
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of a second child, birth of a third child,
transitions through toddlerhood, into school
and various stages of schooling and now
looking at one exiting the school system and
going out . Kind of a sense of, challenge
never decreasing, just changing over time.
(R1 Family Values)

1 think, so certainly with my eldest child and
starting to become the case with the
younger child, that, you perhaps start to
engage in more grown up activities with
them. So the sorts of things, I've been
taking them out to see concerts. Or, very
occasionally, (laughing) they're not old
enough, but yeah, you'd go to the pub
afterwards or. You start to perhaps allow
them greater levels of freedom. So to go to
town on their own and then the, the
constraint is that they have to carry a
phone, or whatever. So you're progressively
allowing greater freedom, but also building
in some sort of security within that. (R4
Family Values).

Father One: | think as they get to a certain
age, they’re more responsive to reason. And
50 again I'd see this as more of a transition
from parenting children to parenting
teenagers that with small, smaller children
reasoning is just too time consuming and
they’ll just get frustrated with it. Whereas
teenagers are more responsive to reason
and less responsive to fairly didactic rules.
(RS Family Values).

- Yeah, cos | was tl g that my Dad

was very traditional, in terms of, he was out
working all the time, but the constancy is probably
quite similar to Brendan and how the kids, I'd
expect feel about him. But that he does more with
them than my Dad did. But then I'm a girl, so
maybe that had something to do with it as well. So
yeah. Good. (R9 Biology).

Brendan still does a lot of running and maybe he’ll
go to Wales and he'll say to the boys, oh do you
want to come with me? And they might not, or
they might do. (R8 Biology). Children’s preferences

for particip: shaping the p: ial for Dad and
child to engage in activities which solidify and
further their emotional engagement.

I: What sort of things do you do on holiday as a
family?

Mother One: We will, maybe go to the pictures
together, walking, going up and down mountains,
they love all of them buying little model men and
aeroplanes to paint, Air-fix type stuff. And cafes
and meals out, they love their food. Josh especially
loves his food. Cinema, yeah so it’s quite a range
really. But a lot of it is quite active. They love
camping. Billy doesn’t like the bugs or insects,
which is a bit of a bother for him when we camp,
but, and |, | don’t really, | do it, but | don't like it as
much as they do.

I: So why do you do it then if you don't like it?

Billy: Err, my Mum doesn’t work on Friday, my
Dad doesn’t work on Thursday or Tuesday. Not
too sure to be honest. All | know is that my
Mum doesn’t work on Friday.

I: Ok, so those days when Mum or Dad don’t
work. Are they slightly different then when you
come home?

Billy: No

I: No?

Billy: Perfectly same. (R2 Family Values) Despite
the changes in working patterns over the week,
the evening is always consistent for Billy once he
is actually within the home; irrespective of
whether Dad/Mum might be home later on
different nights.

Billy describes Dad (F1) using the space of his
hockey training in order to go and run whilst he
plays- the obligation to take children to and
from certain activities being moulded into an
opportunity to pursue an individual interest that
doesn’t further i on
“family time’ or time at home. It is more
important to provide those opportunities for
Billy to be active and social, only then can Dad
pursue his own interest.

I: Ok, how is the weekend different?

Billy: Well we, we normally just do what we
want to do.

I: And do you do things with your Dad at the
weekend?

Billy: Well sometimes we play football and on
Sundays | have, | do my hockey. (R3 Family
Values) it is b the kend is more
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