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I. INTRODUCTION

Much recent work has noted a connection betweeernppand the occurrence of
violence against women. This research has fourtdibanen from poor households are
at greater risk of experiencing violence than worinem wealthier households and that
violence is often a contributing factor to theintauing poverty. While several of the
studies have made these findings based on sursegnah, Jody RaphaeBaving

Bernice explores the connections more thoroughly as shenaties one woman'’s
experiences with violence and poverty and her gtasgas she tries to change her
situation. Raphael has much to say on poverty temtuprograms and policies directed at
girls and women. However, she concludes these argtawith the statement that “it
doesn't look like it will be possible to eliminatomen’s poverty without doing
something about the pressing needs of the otheohtde equation: low-income men”
(2000:150).

Over the past decade, even as public supportsdartrave been eliminated (e.g., the
General Assistance Program), community-based pnugheave tried to fill this void to
address the issue of men’s poverty. The developofahtese programs throughout the
country was in part supported by government interegsugmenting the earning potential
of a segment of this population, namely noncustddtaers. In these instances, the
government’s efforts are primarily directed at easing the fathers’ ability to pay child
support, either to their children or to reimburse government for prior assistance
provided to their children. While the primary foaafsen remains child support (as
evidenced by the frequent collaboration of theceffof child support enforcement with
programs and the increasingly mandatory natur@mwiesprograms), many programs
(particularly those that are voluntary and commybaised) try to support the fathers’
relationships with their children and other familgmbers and with members of their
children’s families.

These programs—of which there are only a few huhthreoughout the country (see, for
example, the National Practitioners Network forheas and Families for member
organizations)—try to take a holistic approachedovmg their clients,addressing
everything from their education and employment sdedheir lack of such basic
resources as housing, food, and clothing, thelaigm from social institutions (other
than institutions of enforcement), and their consaabout their social and familial
relationships. In taking this approach, these @ograre different from most other
programs that serve men, which tend to be morafgyaly directed at one issue, such as
training programs directed at securing or augmergimployment options or batterer
intervention programs directed at changing

abusive behavior in familial or other intimate tedaships.



Within this context, one of the difficult issuesnémnting programs that work with
fathers is how they can or should address domestience, particularly if the programs
are actively supporting their clients’ involvemevith their children and other family
members. While most fathers who avail themselvebhasde programs’ services are not
batterers, program representatives’ experiencalandforementioned research indicate
that the issue is of critical significance if pragrs are to serve fathers and families in
healthy and holistic ways.

Since its inception CFFPP has been concerned #hesd issues. We have worked to
support low-income fathers and the programs thaestem and to advocate for policies
that meet their needs rather than undermining tiA¢rthe same time, we have been
concerned that policies and practices we supparaon children or women. To this
end, we have worked with women’s policy advocabagetommend mutually supportive
policies (se€Ccommon Ground series on paternity establishment and child suppor
policy); have interviewed both noncustodial fathemsl custodial mothers about their
experiences with government support

systems, paternity establishment, and child supeaNegotiating the Child Support
Systemreports and forthcoming reports on interviews wettistodial mothers); and have
specifically discussed domestic violence with cdgtbmothers and included information
about domestic violence in some of our legal qoeséind answer handbooks (&
Custody & Access handbook).

In addition, we have held meetings with domestatence advocates, batterer program
representatives, and fatherhood program represergatbout how to address this issue
on a programmatic level. This report representsesohthe discussion from two such
meetings, which were held in May 2001 and July 2i@0@adison, Wisconsin. These
meetings did not exclusively address domestic wimde but rather focused on a variety of
issues that fatherhood programs contend with relgulaproviding services, including
child support and paternity policy, federal pulagsistance policy (TANF), issues
resulting from incarceration, barriers to secutogising, employment and education,
and the effects of poverty and

racism on the lives of the men they serve. Withia tontext, domestic violence was
acknowledged to be an issue that needs to be reeaband addressed alongside other
issues of concern to fatherhood and men’s programs.

Representatives from over 20 programs throughe@utthuntry, as well as batterer
program representatives and domestic violencenviativocates, participated in the
meetings, and the conversations were direct and. dfeticipants in the meetings did
not come to specific or uniform conclusions on hagrams should address this issue.
Instead, they raised concerns, discussed divefgenes of reference on the matter, and
began a conversation about domestic violence in p@mmunities and their potential
role in helping reduce violence.

Il. Prevalence of Domestic Violence



One issue that participants in both meetings agoeedas the significance of domestic
violence in the US, and the importance of accordisgrious attention. As one
participant pointed out:

Domestic violence is an issue that has a tremenl@oasof magnitude in our society. If
we look at police reports alone, there are foutiomlof them ... reported annually in the
United States of America. In Wisconsin, there’9080, reports filed annually. Now,
police reports ... just tell such a fraction of thetpre, because domestic violence and
sexual assault are dramatically under-reportedesim

Jody Raphael corroborates this in her w&ding Bernice:

National surveys estimate that domestic violen@efector in approximately six

percent of all U.S. households. During the pa#t jigars researchers have consistently
found that 20 to 30 percent of women receiving arelfbenefits are current victims of
domestic violence, and approximately two-thirdsfarener victims. (2000:25)

Meeting participants who are practitioners in faltle®d programs concurred

that they, too, view domestic violence as a sigaiit issue for some of the clients
they serve. One participant noted that, althoughynfathers who come to their
program have not necessarily been referred torthgrgm because of domestic
violence, it is nonetheless an important issuerfany. As he stated:

[T]he guys that we have in our program that cometeordered—under probation

and all that—there’s a flow that comes through. Bete’s a whole number of men that
never get addressed in our fatherhood programs/ rEheot reported for domestic
violence. But we know anger is an issue ... So weadet of men in our fatherhood and
our teen fatherhood program that, dealing with i§8sie of violence in relationships is a
central issue.

However, even as meeting participants acknowletlyegrevalence of domestic
violence throughout the U.S. and the need to addres a broad basis (including
through fatherhood and men’s programs), they atko@wvledged that historically it has
been difficult for domestic violence victim advoeatand fatherhood advocates to work
together on this issue. Throughout the discussjeersicipants explored some of the
reasons for the lack of collaboration, and ideatifivays in which they think such
collaborations can be successful, particularihyhi t

context of working with low-income, “fragile” commities in which both men and
women have historically been, and continue to ssndranchised from the structures of
power within society.

Ill. General Barriers To Collaboration
One of the issues raised as a barrier to collalveratork between fatherhood and men’s

groups and domestic violence groups has been sharical unwillingness of many
sectors of U.S. society to acknowledge domestilerie as a widespread and serious



problem. Not only have individuals minimized theyalence of domestic violence, but
the legal and court systems have frequently beablaror unwilling to protect women,
even in the face of incontrovertible evidence @ience against them and their clear need
for safety and protection. As one participant putsometimes women only want [and]
need safety, and the

systems don’t do what they need to do.” Particyldirh batterer is in a socially

privileged position, it can be difficult for womeo receive protection from the state. As
one domestic violence victim advocate stated:

[Dlisproportionately, arrest and prosecution in éinea of domestic violence affects low-
income people, much more so than it does high-irkcpeople or even middle-income
people, despite the fact that we know that domestience is happening in all
socioeconomic classes.

In contrast to low-income people of color, wealtttyite individuals who commit
domestic violence are more frequently able to aanidst and prosecution, to reduce
sanctions, and to use the legal system to theergdge—for example, in seeking and
being granted physical custody of their children.

The often-complicated nature of many individualiaitons further exacerbates the
tendency to minimize or ignore abuse, since victinesnselves may respond
to their situations in seemingly contradictory wa&s one participant commented:

[Domestic violence] is probably one of the most pbioated issues. It is so multi-layered
and multi-faceted, and ... none of us can ever assbhatevhat we are seeing or hearing
from any of the participants truly reflects whattually happening in that picture ...An
example of that is that in all my years of doingedt service with victims, | can tell you
that practically every one of them saw that getthmgr abusive partner into some kind of
program—whether it be counseling or something—1p beat person understand the
violence and the abuse, was like the primary g@aad of many victims. They didn’t
want their relationship to end, many of them. Thmaed this person ...That was really a
primary goal and many victims would state that & #nd then at different points in my
work, I've worked with probation agents who woultd/s'These victims are coming in
here and they’re screaming at me and saying hddibbe in this counseling program
for abusive men. He’s not an abusive man.’ ... Stiseation agent gets a shot of
something that probably is not what it seems, anfably what's happening is that
coercion and control is happening and the abussyisg to the victim ‘I don’t want to
go to this counseling program; get me out of tlsrseling program,” and she goes to
the probation agent and says ‘he shouldn’t beigidbunseling program’. And the
probation agent is thinking, ‘What the heck’s goorghere? She’s the victim and she’s
saying he shouldn’t be in this program.” So youudti@lways assume that things are not
what they seem, and that’s a really important efgroéthe work we do ...l spent almost
nine years working at the local shelter programemgh got to, over those years of
working with hundreds of battered women, thereimes®f them who you sort of see and
work with year after year, and you get to know treuite well, and they are always
saying things to me like ‘None of the police takestseriously. The DA doesn’t take this



seriously. No one believes me. No one takes ibasly.” And then | went to work for the
DA'’s office, and those same women would call mewng say * ...You know me. |
wouldn't lie to you. This isn’t happening. Y'all@ablowing this out of proportion. This is
no big deal.” And | sort of had to try and put tenad two together and try and figure out
that there’s something more going on here than sitbeteye.

In addition, numerous organizations and individualghe U.S. continue to actively try to
undermine and discredit victims’ concerns and &fand those of advocates who work
on their behalf. As one advocate noted:

The emergence of fathers’ groups such as [thodeatonference] is relatively new ...
compared to the fathers’ rights groups, which nyasté middle- and upper-class white
men who are concerned with money ... and accessduaton], and they have a
tremendous amount of power. They are extremelylyaod they attack domestic
violence advocates at every turn.

Each of these issues has forced advocates to ptbegoselves and their constituents and
have made collaboration between them and fatheranddnen’s organizations
complicated.

Given this context, it is often assumed that domoesblence victim advocates and
fatherhood organizations necessarily have direxiiypeting interests. Advocates, it is
assumed, are anti-men and anti-fathers, while flattuel organizations are viewed as
wanting what one participant referred to as “fatioed at all costs, rather than healthy
fatherhood.” Participants noted that, while orgatians exist that hold these positions,
most organizations they work with view this issm@imore nuanced way.

As one participant noted:

I think that what domestic violence groups typigald is to view fatherhood in the
context of fathers’ rights, because fathers’ rigires the most vocal, and also give
domestic violence the most difficult time ... [T]hiest thing that we wanted to do in [the
article “Fatherhood and Domestic Violence”] waeiplain the different intentions of
the various fatherhood groups, and also to saythiea¢ are different groups that you can
find common ground with and work on common effovith.

In the same way that domestic violence organizatioay view fatherhood organizations
as representative of a single voice that seekademnmine their efforts, participants
suggested that fatherhood organizations can fiddfitult to view advocates against
domestic violence as supportive of fathers.

As one stated:
[O]ne of the things that | think is a common misyagation about people like me who are

sort of career domestic violence victim advocanewking to end domestic violence, is
often that people perceive us as being anti-fathed. that’s sort of a hard thing ... [W]e



are not anti-father. We're anti-domestic violend& want to end violence in the lives of
families.

However, while participants pointed out that muélhe apparent conflict derives from
the inability to distinguish the different agendenl intentions of different groups, at the
same time they acknowledged that the advocacyipoesitan seem contradictory,
particularly in the context of a specific situati®o, for example, one participant stated:

[M]ost victims I've worked with over the years saidry clearly as the relationship was
ending, ‘I want out of this relationship, but | wdmm to have contact with my kids.’
And what | heard from them very clearly is they veshthose contacts to happen in a
way that was safe for them and in a way that weesfsa their children, and that
becomes, really, the primary goal. And it's at enpthat it becomes not safe for them, or
not safe for their kids, that that’s when theytstaising the red flags and saying, ‘l don’t
want him in my kids’ lives; | don’t want him aroumay children.” And | think that that
can be really a hard thing for people working vd#ds, to have the dads coming and
saying, ‘She doesn’'t want me to have access toidsy Bhe’s not letting me have
visitation.” ... [A]ssisting victims in achieving seatly in their lives is really ... the number
one issue for us, and that may sometimes be ifdicowith the fatherhood folks.

Many participants acknowledged this difficulty, whithey described as one of trying to
reconcile the at times competing effort to “keepgde’s lives connected in that way that
people so much want to have happen, but [to] boikhfety at the same time.”

IV. Additional Barriers When Working In a Context@ppression

In addition to the above-mentioned barriers toatmration, participants identified
specific issues that pose further challenges irkingrin low-income communities of
color in which community and familial relations cemt be understood without
consideration of societal oppression and racismesthat the domestic violence
movement has been deeply informed by the expersenfcehite, middle- class women,
many of the practitioners working with low-incorregtiers of color have found that some
of the interpretations of domestic violence shdgdeframed in accordance with the
experiences of the particular communities with watooe is working.

One of the clearest manifestations of this issuledagliscrepancy in how the criminal
enforcement and legal systems operate in regatidfément communities and the impact
this has on individuals who are differently posital. So, for example, participants
recognized the frequent failure of the legal systemrotect women, and the ability of
abusive men to use the courts to further their @bfis one participant noted:

Just from my own experience[:] ...[W]ithin the [loaaty’s] limits, there are two sort of
wealthy areas ... they're right in the city, but tmeydistinct little townships ...; they

have their own police department. And in the siargd was the director of the domestic
violence unit in the DA’s office here, | think waw one police report from [one of the
townships] and exactly zero from [the other]. Yet saw literally thousands from the rest



of the city ... and those two communities are verghtw. And it's not that ... | would
ever imagine that domestic violence isn’t happetigge. But they’re communities in
which police officers ... aren’t making arrests famtkestic violence, even if they go to
households in those communities. We just don'tsee reports.

Another participant concurred:

... I see it in terms of how, if you're well-to-doave some cash, and white, that what
happens is that you get tickets, the police womésd you, or you get an attorney.

By contrast, participants argued, in low-income ommities of color, the structure of
oppression reconfigures the playing out of thellpgavisions, which were initially
established, as one participant noted, to addnesgisenfranchisement of European-
American women and not that of African-American atigder women, who “were
disenfranchised in different ways.” Thus, as heiput

[W]hen you look at the court system around domaestitence, too often what you see is
black and brown people in the courtroom, becaussetiare the people that get arrested
and sent to jail often times. Not to say that tys&ems are strong enough, in terms of
accountability, but that’s the reality when youfgam location to location. And | always
say | don’t have a problem with who's there. | haveroblem with who'’s not there.

One participant described the implications of sdifferent treatment and the impact it
has not only on the individuals directly involvéxit also on those who are related to and
associated with them:

| remember growing up when my uncle used to hitaugt, and nobody would do
nothing—right?—because nobody wanted to get segailfand nobody [knew] what
was the appropriate thing to do. And | rememberyoynger cousin—he’s about a year
younger than | am—he would run to my uncle with bh@omstick—right?—and try to

hit my uncle, and my uncle would turn around artchim. But nobody ever wanted to do
anything because they didn’t want him to go tq jaécause they didn’t want to figure
out how they were going to pay the rent. Why didi[@a to jail? Was he going to come
back? Most importantly, what's going to happen wbaw comes back from jail? What's
he going to do to Mom?

In addition to the different experiences with thieninal enforcement and legal systems,
participants also suggested that the various fafstervention, redress, and treatment
in response to domestic violence are frequentlgpnapriate when applied to individuals
in low-income communities who are contending withny other forms of oppression
and marginalization.

One concern participants raised is that battetesatment programs frequently are
narrowly focused and do not address other isswwsffect people’s lives. As one
batterer program director suggested, “[W]ith thédyars’ treatment programs, what



needs to happen is there needs to be a comporémediches men how to be good
fathers.” In addition, he stressed:

The other thing ... is to integrate culture into itVhat [culturally competent programs]
do is they, basically, understand ... the whole cdn#&mos Wilson says, before you can
end up talking about the violence that somebody dgeu have to understand the
victimization that they experience. But if you ungtand ... the oppression that they
experience, then they have to also take respoitgitat the oppression that they do ...
The programs that we work with and that we writewdtand such, it’s real important to
deal with the issue of culture.

In addition to having too narrow a focus, particifgasuggested, many batterers’
treatment programs, in conjunction with the coystem, have developed interventions
that have additional unintended resonance in opptesommunities. So, for example,
even as he repeatedly underscored the need farasepan specific contexts, one
participant argued that, used as the sole remetdgsivery different implications in some
communities:

Our philosophy is that, yes, the abuser uses welén gain power and control in a
relationship, through coercion, intimidation, argpeession. But basically black and
brown men are within a system that uses violengato power and control in a
relationship through coercion, intimidation, anggssion. [We must] deal with the
social, historical legacy of oppression, of racema how certain populations are targeted
and labeled and only go to treatment, and are ecssarily healing ... [O]ne of the
things within the welfare reform/TANF law says ‘yowst go to a batterers’ program.’
But those programs have no sensitivity to yourassand you are made to go to those
programs. You'll not see your kids. You go to jdihat’s power, that’s control, that’s
coercion, it's intimidation. So if we're really athpting to deal with these issues, then
there’s some, first of all, a sensitivity that weshhave to the whole aspect of
relationships.

By contrast, he suggested:

[T]he way that the society deals with it, is bymptime-out, isolating, ‘let’s treat these
people’ ... And when you separate—and | understapdraéing for safety, because this
is one of the things that is really important, &tdne just say there are men that have
generations of wounds, that the spirit is so damtageand those men need programs and
rehabilitation and even constant supervision, amdesmen never in this generation have
the ability to be reunited with their families, la@se the wounds are multigenerational.
But over 70% of the men will go back to the relaship and will be back in the
relationship, ... and the majority of them will haaeelationship with their fathers.
Knowing that, then what do we do with men? |

believe you ... don't separate the disease. So irnygaregram that we have ... it all deals
with the sacredness of relationships.



Several other participants concurred with aspddisi® statement, including the sense
that current batterer treatment models are noicserfitly broad, that they isolate the
behavior from other aspects of individuals’ livaad that they do not adequately account
for, or address, the fact that many victims andebbats will continue to maintain a
relationship over time. As one participant stated:

[SJometimes families want to work together and wibidut. | mean, when you're
working with communities of color, one of the thinig that women want safety and
protection. But sometimes what they want to ddvéytwant to work it out ... [L]et me
say this, because | don't feel comfortable layimaf out there without saying the other
thing, but it’s very difficult to tell when [an abive relationship will become lethal]. So
that’'s why this sense of protection is so importarthe field, because you can't predict.
You want to be able to protect everybody who’dsk.1So when you’re looking at the
cases where it in fact occurs, you gotta find serag to be effective in protecting. But,
that being said, there’s a lot of people in theld/@rhere violence has been a situation
and women have experienced those things, and 8t&hd, or ex-husband, orboyfriend,
the father of the child and the mother have woikedt, and have worked it out for
years and years. There needs to be research tpthase cases up so we're informed
about how did they manage to work that out.

Again, participants underscored the need for imetion programs to integrate
the treatment of the violent behavior with an ustirding of other relationships
in batterers’ lives:

[One batterer intervention curriculum deals] sgealfy with fatherhood, reflecting over
the impact of a man’s growing up years and theierftes of fathers in their lives,
positively and negatively. But in addition, whatdtks about is how to undo what
they've done in terms of exposing kids to violerloeking at the impact of that
behavior. But it also talks about developing a fsirelationship with the—if the
mother chooses and the court allows and all theéess disclaimers, but if those things
are met and there’s an agreement that there’s goihg this connection, association—
what things they need to construct in terms of ¢p@in effective father ... to their
partner’s children and/or to their biological chéd.

In considering the very definition of domestic \@nte, participants noted that some of
the paradigms to understand dynamics of domesilenie may not fully encompass
issues that need to be considered in communitieeoding with additional forms of
oppression. Some of the participants discussedehse of fear rather than power that
permeates the lives of some men. As one particgtated:

... I really believe that a lot of folk who are irtteat are motivated, not out of the
definitions that you all have used, but out of f&hen a guy gets backed up into the
corner and emotionally the woman is tearing hi¢ bpt and he doesn’t know how to
respond, that ain’t about trying to control noboltg. about him being in absolute fear
and not having a clue about what to do except Wwhdtas either seen in his home before,



or he resorts to the violence out of fear, notajwgn attempt to control anybody, because
he’s trying to control himself and having a harddiat that.

One participant responded by noting:

There’s a lot of fear all over, and the fear isymexal. The fear of losing a relationship is
at the core, and if you’'ve come from multiple lasaéready, it's a trigger to so many
things ... Fear is a very critical issue that hasdalealt with.

As another participant noted, dealing with suchessis one means for batterers’
treatment programs to become more effective:

What happens in culturally competent batterersittreent programs is similar to what
happens in fatherhood programs, because what geydth is the shift, in terms of
what content you're focused on gets expanded mgaf dealing with the
unemployment, dealing with substance abuse issieasing with other resource issues
men have, but also dealing with the fact that tesemparableviolence in terms of male
to male violence that occurs, and when you loakeath rates, you have to add in
acquaintance violence. You have to have some disnusbout that because you can’t be
unifocused. You gotta be broader in terms of thg that you look at it. Now, let's deal
with the issue of fear. For men who batter ... otteres the way that any emotion gets
expressed is through anger. So what happens ism#trahave to learn how to expand. |
mean, you hear them talk about it. You ask themtwiey feel, and they’'ll tell you what
they think. You ask them what they feel, and prilgdhe emotion that they're able to
tell you is anger. So what’s important is ... when'ye talking about fear, people have
to develop a level of skills to be able to identifig various emotions that they have, and
one if they identify that as fear. | saw a man ¢earHe gave up his physical abuse. But
he also gave up his emotional abuse when he ig=httiat the emotion he was feeling
was not anger. It was sadness. But so what youitthatlee people that you're working
with is you start to give them different skillskie able to express things, and not just tell
you what they think, but also to tell you what eimotthat they're feeling, and then to be
able to get to a point where a person can artieulsdt his fear helps him to grow.

Considerations About Collaborations

It was in recognition of the need to address atheke issues that participants
underscored the appropriateness and value of h&aihgrhood programs address
domestic violence within the context of all of tiher issues they address. As one
participant pointed out:

[W]hen you do talk about working with men that ardragile communities and such,
sometimes one of the things that you might hetirasgroups have difficulty
approaching the subject of domestic violence, bee#ithey bring up the subject of
domestic violence, what happens is the men areuliaged to be involved ... [P]eople |
can think of have had success bringing the subjeddmestic violence up, because one
of the things that I think is important is, if ybave a trusting environment, then, as



you've done, men expect you to be confronting dmallenging with them, if they feel as
though you're a resource ... So if you could talkitem about substance abuse, then you
can talk to them [about] unemployment. If you calk to them about fatherhood, and
being an able father and what responsibilities theye to their children, if you can talk

to them and try to get them connected to employniew come you can’t talk to them
about domestic violence? ... Also | think sort ofigplicit philosophy among some

folks is if you look at domestic violence as a @imnissue and you connect it sometimes
to women'’s issues, then what happens is ... you&ger{ss] doing something to sort of
backhand men, and I think we have to separatesfiues, because one of the things that |
have felt is the ethos of the fatherhood movemedtagtivities is to create healthy
environments and connections between children lagid fathers. So the thing is that if
you want to have a healthy environment ... and ifanoe is a dysfunctional behavior,

it's something that has to be approached.

Participants recognized the particular ability athierhood programs to undertake this
work, given their often unique position and abililyunderstand the individual situations
and social contexts of the men with whom they waddress the multitude of issues that
are affecting their clients’ lives; serve as a peed and community resource they can
continue to rely on over time; work in ways that aulturally appropriate and sensitive
to the particular community context; and ultimatetgvide an environment in which
their clients can find

peer support. As one participant commented:

One of the things ... I've learned in terms of loaket fragile families and the

intersection of domestic violence and fragile comities, is the fact that the best way to
do the work is when you have broad programs thalt\sieh a number of issues, and as
people have needs and come through that system théyere able to do is do an
assessment, figure out what they need, and divent to different places, like what you

all do. And the thing that | think is that domestiolence has to be added to that, because
people’s lives would be saved.

Another participant stated:

When you isolate people, with your thinking yow#stroy your spirit. So that's why we
need to make sure we have this inter-connectedwbsse people are able to share ... |
can see people and say ‘Man, you pissed off.” TMo,not.” “Yes, | can tell you are. We
don’t need to do a psychological assessment tosedbmething’s wrong with you.” But
we have young men that say, ‘No one ever askedawd’m doing today. | don’t have a
dad. I don’t have a uncle. | don’t have nobody tiekts me. The only time they ask me is
when | get in trouble, when the thing has happérgmwith this young man, if there had
been someone in his life to say and to know ... dcht® stay with you. | can’t leave you
alone.” I mean, and to say, ‘You're thinking abdoing something wrong, aren’t you? |
know what you're thinking because I've done thaitido go there, walk them through,
‘You can’t do that. Let me tell you why you cant that: because if you're thinking
about you're going to be away from your kids, nauye really going to be away ... ’ |
mean, all of that, and to have somebody that cdk tveough that—that's critical, that



aspect of having a place to go. And | always thiwa the porch, that there used to be a
time when there was a porch, where you always khgau went to the porch,
somebody was there. We need to recreate the posihésat there’s always someplace
to go, that you don’t need a funding source orape®f work or treatment plan. Just
show up on the porch.

However, participants were also quick to note that effort to confront issues of
domestic violence in fatherhood programs cannatrukertaken without careful
consideration. As one participant noted:

[T]his issue of domestic violence is a criticalniyj and there are some men that have
generations of wounds. We need to make sure tharevaware of all the idiosyncrasies
and don’t take it lightly, because sometimes in tvato be a friend or a partner ... we
can downplay things. Sometimes ... some of the peaglso wounded that really
sometimes they need real drastic measures, ane sbould also take that other side into
deep consideration.

Several participants suggested that, given thewsamess of the issue and the potential
danger for individuals involved, the severe peraltmposed by the criminal justice
system, and the implications for programs if thegiivene inappropriately or
ineffectively, it is dangerous for fatherhood praxgs to attempt to address this issue.
One representative from a fatherhood program inedcthat, in part due to these
considerations, his program refused to accept ey are known to have committed
violence:

[W]e knew we did not have in place the servicesleddo meet that need, and it just
didn’t make sense to try and attempt to build thtt a brand-new program that we were
already starting to get up and running, becauspustalidn’t know how to do it. The
second thing was, as a philosophical position,heeght, if we’re building ... a program
where we're trying to establish guys’ relationshigth their children in the most positive
light, there’s no way to do that if there is a brgtof physical or mental abuse. So we just
didn’t think that it was the best way to get a peog up and running if that was a major
hurdle that we had to overcome.

Several other participants concurred with the rtegdn the one hand, do no harm to
individuals and families and, on the other, profgoigrams that are providing much-
needed services to low-income fathers. Some paatits worried that if they did not
support fathers—even those known to be abusivéotent—these men would have no
other system of

support available to them:

[Yo]u do have to start somewhere to build a fourmeand stick with what you believe
in ... But at the same time, people keep turning thacks on fathers and things of that
nature, who are they gonna be able to turn to?yfélegonna say, nobody’s out here is
gonna help me. So why should | change? Why shotalkd part in my child’s life,
which, first of all, the system is on me for chéldpport and stuff like that? | owe



$10,000, and | only got ten cents in my pocket, larah’t get anybody to actually open
their doors up for me to say, ‘hey, come on, wgwoana take you in. We're gonna start
this process.’

Several participants underscored that it is préciee these reasons that the programs
must consider ways in which they can contend with issue. For example, some
participants agreed with the idea that programstmgt be in a position to confront
domestic violence within the context of their owark; but that they can develop
relationships with other agencies and individuat®wan address this. Again, however,
participants stressed the need to develop links agencies or individuals that can
recognize the situations of the clients they arekimg with. As one participant put it:

Most people don't like being sent all over the pland they get offended by that or they
just don’'t want to deal with it. The bureaucradkem us through a number of changes, so
when we run into an agency that says they handiettiey can help you with this, for the
most part, most people expect it to be ... a one-stop ... But when you tell someone
up-front you’ve got a list of agencies that you wnao the work, and you're in
relationship with them, then that referral is vgood, and you’ve won the confidence of
that individual. But they are more likely to maket trip when you tell them up-front,
‘listen ... we don’t deal with this issue. But | dodw an organization and | know that
they’ll help you out’ and refer them, then theymere likely to follow up.

In addition, practitioners again stressed the ingmare of addressing the issue
comprehensively and holistically:

You're going to [have to] address [it] by addregsihe whole family ... I've seen
agencies where all they do is help the mothergritthe kids out of trouble, and leave
the man alone, and the man’s back out there lodkingnother victim and beginning the
cycle and continuing the cycle and worse. Mainbyvlver, participants argued that the
issue needs to be addressed because it is aldgtioa in the lives of the clients they
serve—both in terms of the implications of the eatrcriminal justice model of
addressing it and in terms of the safety and hexdlihdividuals and families: Domestic
violence has always been in my heart. [M]y mom dgat beat up by her boyfriend. |
saw it done. That's why 'min it ... [I]f you leaviealone, they're going to come back to
you when it's a big mountain, and it might be tate| because the domestic violence
nowadays is considered like a felony, and that tbek at it as a felony. It's on your
record, you're treated worse, and it's very—it affethe soul ... It affects that woman
very dearly and affects the kids that grew up. Rids do grow up to be violent, or they
grow up to be haters, or they grow up to be whatd¥at it affects the whole family, and
if we don’t touch on it every time, if it doesn’ebome part of your program, it needs to.
If it's not there, it needs to, and maybe justieltouch, and maybe not every touch. But
you do need to address it, because it's happetiioger—happening with your
neighbors. You'll call the police on your neighberBen the music is loud. Are you
gonna call the police if you hear the girl screagffityou know? But we need to really get
involved in it in more ways than one ... | grew upking that what happened to my
mother was her fault. It was her fault. She shotildve did whatever to him, and she



wouldn’t be dead now, and | thought that all theywatil | was about 25, 26, 27 years
old. I'm 37.
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