Current demographics show that the Latino populasdhe largest and fastest growing
ethnic group in the U.S. (U.S. Bureau of the Cen20682). By 2050, the Latino
population is predicted to account for more thamp&ent of the U.S. population. Once
regarded as an "invisible" minority, Latinos aredm®ing more and more visible. Until
recently, fathers were also "invisible" in the fanstudies literature. However, recently a
good deal of research has begun to show that e#éefeither involvement promotes
healthy child development and later life outcomeeg.( Amato & Rivera, 1999; Flouri &
Buchanan, 2004; Lamb, 2004). Nevertheless, Latttefs have slipped under the radar
screen (Cabrera & Garcia-Coll, 2004).

At the cusp of a new century, two divergent treapigear to be emerging regarding
fatherhood in the U.S. (Coley, 2001; Coltrane, 1928stenberg, 1988, 1995). The first
trend is that fathering is becoming more optiomal sometimes nonexistent (as is the
case of some single parent homes; King, Harris,e&ard, 2004). Some researchers argue
that many of the ills of society can be tracedfédHerlessness” or the lack of paternal
involvement in some households (Blankenhorne, 1BP8@penoe, 1996). Countering this
development of uninvolved fathers is a second tdrigrogressive fathering." This
trend is characterized by an increase in the ap@avecipation of fathers in their families
(Abalos, 2002; LaRossa, 1997). These two trendsy'flathering” and "uninvolved
fathers," remain relatively uncharted territorytive study of Latino men (Cabrera &
Garcia-Coll, 2004; Mirande, 1997) and deserve atthér attention. We have attempted
to understand Latino fathers' parenting styles\aides on both sides of the
Mexican/U.S. border to shed light on the trendre@W fathering” in both countries.

Cabrera and Garcia-Coll (2004) have expressedittiais known about what Latino
fathers do as fathers. These authors have showhdtiao fathers continue to be studied
from Anglo-American perspectives, which omit langeabeliefs, expectations, roles,
culture, and aspirations. In this study we havdiexly tried to address the issues of
fathers' roles, beliefs, and culture by giving woio Latino fathers in three distinct
geographic and cultural contexts: Ensenada (urliga California, Mexico; San Diego
(urban), California, U.S.; and Hyrum (rural), UtéhS.

LITERATURE REVIEW
THEORETICAL UNDERPINNINGS

Our study is informed by both the symbolic intei@aist perspective (Mead, 1934) and
ecological theory (Bronfenbrenner, 1979). Symbiiteractionism refers to giving
meaning to the apparent language-based (or symlaéractions that occur between
individuals (Blumer, 1969). According to symboliteractionism, social roles, such as
being a father, are linked to societal expectattbasinfluence the behaviors and actions
conducted by the individual in a prescribed roleyl&r & Statham, 1985). As men act
out the role of father, their behaviors either ren@@nstant or change depending on how
others react to this role. Over time, playing dt tole of father leads to the construction
of a "father role identity," which gives meaningwbat it is to be a father (LaRossa &
Reitzes, 1993).



Using Bronfenbrenner's (1979) ecological theorycaeceptualize fathers in the terms
of three dynamic conditions, the microsystem (parent-child relationship), the
mesosystem (i.e., work and family), and the mast@sy (i.e., cultural beliefs and
geographic location). A father is individually inéinced by his relationship with his
child(ren), his work environment, and the culturalieu of which he is a part (Bulboz &
Sontag, 1993). From the family system perspectiVeiccular causality,” he in turn
influences his child(ren), his work relationshipdehis culture (Bulboz & Sontag, 1996).
This comparative study focuses primarily on the mosystem, paying particular attention
to the influence of cultural and geographic differes on fathering behaviors and beliefs.

This study was also guided by the ecological uideding of transitions as both the
consequences and originators of developmental ehangdults (Bronfenbrenner, 1979).
In this case, immigrating and finding oneself ineav environment may have an
influence on the way a father parents his childferother important ecological theorist,
Hawley (1986), posited, "corporate units tend ficate the structural properties of the
parent ecosystem” (p. 86). In terms of this sttidig, implies that parents tend to follow
the same organizational principles their parerdsadien they were raised. This principle
guides our understanding of whether Latino fatloereither side of the border parent in
a fashion similar to that of their own fathers.

CULTURAL INFLUENCES ON LATINO FATHERS

Much of what is understood about the roles of Lafathers was constructed by the
influential writings of etic researchers (objectibehavioral) who approached research
on families from the outside of the families’ cotwsing their own theoretical
frameworks (Betancourt & Lopez, 1993). Early reskars like Madsen (1973) and
Rubel (1966) were often unaware of the culturasésathat were common in their writing
(Mirande, 1988). From these early authors Latiribdes were depicted as fighting
roosters with terms like "macho,"” "borracho” (dryrdnd "bien gallo” (fighter; Coltrane,
Parke, & Adams, 2004). Recent studies have ingieddayed Latino and Latin
American men as complex individuals with a multi of attitudes that call into
guestion stereotypical roles related to machisnat(@he, Parke, & Adams, 2004;
Fuller, 1998; Gutmann, 1996; Mirande, 1988). Mawtuss a term often used to
emphasize Latino men' s role as head of househgithce of their roles as father and
husband. It has generally been defined with negatbnnotations, such as "exaggerated
masculinity, physical prowess, and male chauvini@aca Zinn, 1994, p.74). However,
others have come to think of it in a more positight, defining it with terms like "true
bravery or valor, courage, generosity, stoicismoisen, and ferocity” (Mirande, 1997,
pp. 78-79). Traditional roles associated with mactu are presently giving way to new,
more progressive roles such as loving husband;ahsumed father, and the family man
(Coltrane, 2001; Gutmann, 2003; Mirande, 1997).

Another important component of machismo is beipgavider for the family, which is
indeed influenced by economic factors and work derts. Latino fathers often work in
high-risk conditions that are dangerous and philgidemanding, such as meat-packing
plants, construction, agriculture, and low payiagtéry labor (del Pinal & Singer, 1997;



Guzman & McConnell, 2002; Stull, Broadway, & Griffj 1995). These workplaces are
often known for their long hours and odd shift wgBuzman & McConnell, 2002),
which may make parent/child interaction less likéipemployment and
underemployment are serious ecological barriessitcess in the traditional provider
role, and, in turn, have deleterious consequeradsatino men's abilities to father
(McLoyd, 1990; Taylor, Leashore, & Toliver, 1988he combination of financial need
and unique circumstances in the U.S. labor mar&eticreased the labor force
participation of women in Latino families (Hondagr8otelo, 1994), which has now
shifted the gender dynamics within some familiéroincreasing women's power
(Pesquera, 1993; Williams, 1988). Surrounded bgeheew and still-emerging job
influences, many Latino fathers are making adjustsa terms of the traditional role of
provider, which remains prevalent in Mexico andeotparts of Latin America (Gutmann,
2003). To our knowledge, little more than anecdetadience has been postulated in
describing the fathering roles of Latino men (Cab& Garcia-Coll, 2004). Since these
men's shifting sociocultural contexts may greatfjuence the father roles they enact in
their homes and the ability they have to be invalwath their children, we decided to
explore these interactions.

IMPACT OF IMMIGRATION ON PARENTING

The family processes of everyday life are dramiyiedfected when immigrating to a
new country. The cultural clash of traditional \@diexisting in the country of origin
intertwined with the egalitarian values of the Wt8n create internal and interpersonal
struggles. Research suggests that immigration Mexico is a selective process; adult
immigrants often are either very well educated orevor less uneducated but displaying
unique motivational and personality characteridiifigriel, 1993). The sending context,
which refers to the conditions of the country afjor and reasons for leaving, greatly
influence the expectations, experiences, and agatilbn process of immigrants living in
the U.S. (Bankston & Zhou, 1997). Few investigatispecifically explore the influences
of the sending context and the acculturation pmoasimmigrant fathering practices.
These influences are examined in this study asgbaur ecological approach to
understanding Latino fathers.

Acculturation has been defined as a social andqmggical process that is characterized
by immigrants' acceptance of a new mainstream r@(8erry, 1997). A study

examining the relationship between acculturatiosh fathering practices amidst Indian
immigrant families discovered that the least acoalied families were the least involved
with their children (Jain & Belsky, 1997). Anoth&tudy showed that acculturated Latino
fathers were more active in socializing their creldthrough emotional support and the
setting of behavioral expectations, while less Hacated parents expected more
autonomy and were more strict and permissive (Bur#93). Other research, however,
has found just the opposite. Coltrane, Parke, asah#s (2004) demonstrated less
acculturated Mexican-American fathers were morel¥ito supervise their children and
to engage with their children in more feminine-tgetivities than more acculturated
fathers. Researchers have also found that acctidmr@mong Latinos is related to higher



parental stress, which in turn may be related teltex and more punitive parenting
behaviors (Dumka, Prost, & Barrera, 1999).

INTERGENERATIONAL INFLUENCES ON PARENTING

Arguably, the most powerful influence on parenfangctices is one's personal
experiences in family life while growing up (Haw|ey986). Adult development and
fathering styles are influenced by the legacieatiferhood passed down through the
generations, as has been well documented (Pitth®®3; Popenoe, 1996; Snarey, 1993).
In the four-decade study of father-child intergesienal relationships, Snarey (1993)
found that patterns of paternity related to metaitis during midlife. During the past
couple of decades, life-span psychologists andlyesoholars have noted the importance
of parenting not only on children's developmentdiutadult development as well
(Daniels & Weingarten, 1988, Palkovitz, 2002; Padk81). This process of
intergenerational transmission of values has befamred to as generative fathering,
where fathers care for their children and find niegand identity as fathers (Hawkins &
Dollahite, 1997). Though the intergenerational $rarssion of fathering values among
Latinos has not received previous notice, we teal this lens can help us to better
understand the roots of Latino fathering behavior.

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

This article fills an important gap in the litereglby comparing the conceptualizations of
Latino fathers in two diverse regions of the U.&d éheir counterparts in Mexico. No
studies could be identified that examined Latirtbées on both sides of the
Mexican/U.S. border. We note that one study expldine paternal practices of Latino
fathers in Mexico compared to Caucasian fathetsar).S. (Fox & Solis-Camara,

1997). Using quantitative techniques, this etigéotive, behavioral) study found no
significant differences in the fathering interaogsoof these two groups of fathers. We
contend that, if they had used an emic approadhgstive, phenomenological),
numerous differences in fathering would likely egeer

Our paper contributes to emerging research onriathévon der Lippe, Fuhrer, &
Meyer-Probst, 2002) and begins to address the toegaderstand the complexity of
Latino fathering (Cabrera et al., 2000; Coley, 20Cbltrane, Parke, & Adams, 2004).
To accomplish this, we give voice to Latino fath@esrceptions of their roles and values
in family life and identify the similarities andftBrences in fathering among Latino men
in Mexico and the U.S. Our study is guided by twaimresearch questions: How do
Latino fathers residing in Mexico and the U.S. diéscpaternal involvement? What
influences their ideas about fathering practices?

METHODS

DESCRIPTION OF PARTICIPANTS



This study consisted of a convenience sample @h&a2 in three cities (see Table 1).
Thirteen of the fathers resided in urban Mexicord$ided in urban southern California,
and nine resided in rural Utah. The sample in Mex¥as collected in Ensenada, Mexico.
The city lies 100 miles south of the U.S. bordeBaja, California. The population,
according to the 2000 Mexican National Censuse#&ly 4,000,000, and more than 11%
are migrants that come from numerous regions iniddexNo prior study has explored
Latino father experiences in three diverse regiorduding urban and rural regions. This
study examines social location to explore the imganay or may not have on fathering
styles. The men in the sample were biological fathe at least one child between the
ages of three and 18 years of age. All but twodliathesponded to the interview in their
first language, Spanish. Seventeen of the famiitiesviewed in the U.S. were composed
of first-generation immigrants from Mexico and thehildren, one family was made up
of first-generation immigrants from Central Ameriead one was a second-generation
Mexican-American family. All of the families inteiewved in Mexico were residents of
Ensenada, where they were interviewed. The medierber of children in the household
in Mexico and California was three. In Utah, thedime number of children was four (for
differences, see Table 1). We attribute this dififexe to the higher fertility rates common
to rural families (all of the fathers immigratedn rural sending contexts) and the
religious cultural context (two of the nine fathersre Latter-Day Saints).

Thirty of the fathers were employed full time, wiordx an average of 51 hours per week.
The fathers in both the Mexican and U.S. sampledete to be from lower to lower-
middle class, yet approximately 30% of each ofsamples were men from the middle to
upper-middle class. Married parents headed 24e08fhhouseholds, and six of the
fathers had been married previously. The parerfisunfamilies were cohabiting, and
stepfathers headed seven families. The fathersa¢idus were often limited; 11 of the
fathers had not completed elementary school, anthannine had never finished high
school. However, the Mexico sample included fotinées with professional training, one
who had completed a master's degree, and one vehoonapleted a doctorate. The U.S.
sample was less educated; only one participanattadded college, and one had earned
a master's degree. Five of the fathers in the sahmgad no writing or reading abilities.

PROCEDURES

We recruited fathers through a variety of meankiging word of mouth and
advertisements posted in community centers, |duatahes, and neighborhoods.
Through phone calls to parents, we arranged tb @@sh household while
simultaneously establishing language preferencdslagrees of interest in participation.
Interviews were face-to-face and open-ended, lastpproximately one to two hours. All
participants provided informed consent in theirgiaage of choice. A semi-structured
interview instrument, containing some close-endatiraostly open-ended questions,
allowed for in-depth interviewing that addresseal teaning and experience of the
participants (Patton, 1990). The focused intervigsstionnaire consisted of questions
about the roles and involvement of fathers in tfemilies. Questions included how
fathers perceive their fathering role, what infloes their fathering, how involved they
are with their children, and what perceptions thaye of fathers in Mexico and the U.S.



Brief demographic data were also collected. Allgjions were translated into Spanish
and then translated back into English followingesated methods described by Herrera,
DelCampo, and Ames (1993) and Prieto (1992).

In addition to the two co-principal investigatotisree research assistants of Mexican
descent conducted the interviews. All intervieweese fluent in Spanish. The interviews
were audiotaped and transcribed in Spanish. Theg then translated into English using
the previously noted methods and analyzed in bp&aniSh and English. We recognize
that at times words do not carry the same meanlmgnwranslating from Spanish to
English. For example, one father mentioned a rhyn&panish that doesn't make sense
when translated verbatim to English. While thereenseveral Latinos working on
translations, all of the transcripts were checkgdie person, a native of Mexico, to
ensure the meanings were translated as accuratelyssaible. The final translation
captured the intent of the subject beyond a woredsford translation. While we feel
confident that these results are accurate, we cigreze that the tone and inflection of
subtle meanings may be diluted in the Spanish-tgligmtranslation.

A grounded theory approach guided the analysisuiSt & Corbin, 1998), aided by the
gualitative software package entitled QSR NUD*IS{N®, 2000). Responses were
coded focusing on the general themes and meargfaged to these men's fathering
styles and behaviors. Throughout the coding pro¢bsdirst author reviewed codes with
either the second author or a bilingual researsist@t, working until consensus was
obtained for the codes. Following the suggestidrGuba and Lincoln (1982), we used a
reflexive journal, persistent observation, peeriing with the research team members,
and independent reading and discussion of thenpiredry coding scheme between the
two authors. Based on their answers, fathers vhere placed in categories that best fit
their descriptions of fathering.

RESEARCHERS' FRAME OF REFERENCE

The co-principal investigators in this study ar¢hb&nglo-American natives of two
different regions of the U.S. (the Midwest and ®agst) who are fluent in Spanish. We
realize our observations are tainted by our lifpegiences; however, we hope that our
outsider stance will enhance the analysis of tha.d®eled (1998) pointed out that
researchers' nonnative status among a group afashljan encourage honesty and
additional inquiry due to the researchers’ relaiwmrance, legitimizing questioning and
probing that may not be appropriate for native aesgers. Nonetheless, we realize that
native participants may have felt a power diffeeedaring their conversations with
White interviewers. Being aware of White privile@écintosh, 1998), we believe that we
made a concerted effort to make the participamisdemfortable and upon equal ground
as much as possible prior to and during theseviet®s. Research assistants, all of whom
were of Latino heritage, also conducted intervieabriefing did not reveal major
differences in the participants' responses basedhather or not they were interviewed
by someone of similar ethnicity or gender.



FINDINGS

Our results illustrate how 32 Latino fathers livimgwo countries conceptualize the roles
of fatherhood, interpret how fathers should behawe, perceive how men relate to their
children. Three dominant themes depicting the erflees that impact paternal
involvement in these men's lives emerged from #ta:da) cultural influences,
particularly gender role ideology; (b) immigratiorluences; and (c) intergenerational
influences. The text that follows examines in degbh of these constructs by
highlighting the voices of Latino fathers throudjeit actual words from the interviews.

CULTURAL INFLUENCES: GENDER ESSENTIALIST VERSUS GENER
PROGRESSIVE IDEOLOGIES

The results of this study illustrate the intricacgd culture interwoven throughout the
patterns of paternal involvement. This sectionHfertexplores the influence of cultural
values, particularly regarding gender roles, ohded' role identity. We identified two
divergent gender roles Latino fathers play in tifemilies' lives. First, an expected
finding of gender essentialism was found depictimades and females as playing unique
roles with the father often regarded as the hedadeohousehold. Enrique, (1) a father in
California, illustrates the essential nature ofthaslitional gender role: "I think that the
father's role is very important. I'm not saying itiore important than the mother's, but
because of my experience, if the father is absenid is felt. Although sometimes the
mother fills the role of father, it's not the saim&nother father stated, "Without the
continued support of a father, children have a tiand amounting to anything in their
lives." These statements view fathering as necggsahildren’s lives, an area that is
contested in the literature regarding the imporaofcfathers in families. A similar
essentialist perspective was shared by Marcosngtdhe mother is the complement [but
not a replacement] to what one does as a [father]."

Though traditional notions of gender roles werentbamong the U.S. sample, they were
twice as prevalent among the sample of fathers tvtaxico. Angelo, a father who
resides in Mexico, delineated the roles of menwachen by remarking: "Well, [a

father] should build a small house for his childrethere they can live, where they can
have a roof, and all that. The rest, the moth#résone that runs the house." These
fathers described gender roles as rigid and tigleéfined. For example, Santiago, a
father in Mexico, stated succinctly:

The boys--I1 want them to learn how to be men, to know how to
work, to be responsible. The girl--1 would teach my daughter to
study, that if one day she marries a lazy, good- for-nothing man,
she can sustain him; that she would be a good mo ther that loves

her children well; that she would be a housewife

Supporting these views, Juan, who resides in ttah, stated the following: "In
Mexico, mothers are 100% homemakers; they do ngthirt dedicate themselves to the



care of their children, tending the home, cookiaging care of you when you're sick.
They don't have the ability to work outside the ledm

A large number of fathers in the U.S. and a soméwstmaller number of fathers in
Mexico displayed gender progressive attitudes, e/beth domestic and occupational
labors were viewed to be divided equally. For examidiguel, a father in California,
shared: "Well, when the father and mother are ntatibeut things, it's easier to raise a
family." These fathers recognized that parentsterepportunities for their children
when they work together. Gilberto, a well-educdtgter from Mexico, suggested the
mother "should be the other support, the otherofdihe ladder so the children may keep
on climbing." Other fathers in the U.S. made simsi@mtements: "It should also be a role
of collaboration and guidance, not only of proviiand "The father is supposed to be
the caretaker, set good examples, and always hia&elildren] close." Fathers in
Mexico, who were more educated, generally displagyede progressive attitudes about
gender.

Machismo is a construct that represents the intgoseof cultural values and gender
expectations. Supporting contemporary perspectimete complexities of machismo,
our participants conceptualized this constructarnywdifferent ways. Clearly, machismo
is a value-laden term to which men concomitantigikatted both positive and negative
meanings. For example, Luis said, "Machismo meakiag care of your family and
protecting them. Yes, alcohol and women are oftgrated with a man's masculinity, but
it is also important to provide for your family."adhismo symbolizes negative things
such as the previously noted constructs of therdotio" (drunk) or "peleador” (fighter).
Most fathers viewed drinking alcohol as appropratpressions of their manhood.
However, they did not approve of fighting or betrgnk in front of their children.

On the other hand, being "macho" was also viewesitigely as a way to protect and
provide for their families. Fathers took great prid fixing up their homes/apartments for
their wives and children. This sometimes meant @gtiog or simply buying nice things
for their homes. Machismo was more often assochattdtraditional beliefs. For
example, one father living in the U.S. statedpiéans a woman isn't equal to a man."
This perspective expressed by several fathershiegsdtential to be used to subjugate
women in a variety of forms.

We also explored how gender of the child impactldr roles and father's behaviors.
We were interested in finding out if men fatheritls®ns in different ways than their
daughters. Fathers in Mexico tended to have a gegagein terms of expectations of
their sons and daughters, whereas in the U.S. gemalde no real difference. Luis, from
Mexico, stated, "With the girl | demand what is mait for a girl; | don't make her carry
stones or have her get a shovel--instead she sgouttean and help out around the
house." Tomas shared the same perspective: "With the relationship is geared more
towards hard activities [e.g., sports].” With datayh, fathers' activities were more
caring, more about the interchange of perspectbesit their "everyday lives." The
fathers in Mexico tended to essentialize gendexasessed by the following remark:



"The girl is different; she's a little woman--yoartt just play anywhere with her. With
the boys, the little ones, you still can."

Rather than essentializing gender, many fathetiseJ.S. depicted age as the critical
factor in forming relationships with their childrehhese fathers described feeling closer
to younger children than to older children. We hiyesize this is due to the strong
emphasis on children's development and a growthrautonomy and independence
that occurs in adolescence in the U.S.

Two fathers' statements illustrate their desiragitggcross child gender. Eduardo
remarked, "l want them all to reach the same heightl the same goals. | want all of
them to have the same capacity--if they want ttogihe university to get their masters'
or something like that, if they want." Javier sdidgxpect the same from both of them
because | give them the same attention and affettiechoing the work of Daly (1995),
our results revealed that the majority of the nmethis sample embody a "gender
progressive" ideology, viewing women as equal to imied having equal aspirations for
their sons and daughters. Fewer men were "genaldititmal,” perceiving women as not
equal to men and defining inhibitive roles for ngy women. This traditional
perspective was much more common in the Mexico &&than in the U.S. sample,
suggesting that men in the U.S., whether in a rurarban setting, were influenced by
contemporary North American social values. An ali¢ive explanation is that these men
were more progressive in Mexico, which perhapsigriced their decision to move to the
U.S.

IMMIGRATION INFLUENCES: CONTINUITY VERSUS DIFFERENE

The process of immigration greatly influences farife and often affects parenting
styles. The sending contexts--the places of origincumstances, and lives they led prior
to immigration--and the reasons for immigratinghte U.S. (e.g., economic) also played
a critical role in how these men fathered. Whesé¢hmen crossed the border, their
fathering style was either transformed by the neltuce in the U.S. or it remained
unchanged, from their perspective, despite beirggnew country. We describe these two
trends as sociocultural change and socioculturaimaity to highlight the macro-level
influences on micro-level parent-child interactions

The first trend, sociocultural change, was foundQrpercent of the U.S. sample.
Parenting practices are greatly influenced by tlo@ader social context (macrosystem).
For example, some men felt constrained in theiemi@ng role due to the laws in this
country that were created to protect children,(ne.physical abuse). These laws and
social customs have influenced the interactiortsefathave with their children. Eduardo,
a Californian father, declared, "Well, to be iragiign country, we need to respect the
laws so we don't have problems with anybody." THiaers are protective of their
paternal practices and engage in new types ofgliseiwhen afforded the opportunity to
learn them. One father, Ruben, in California saidite culture is different. Over there
[meaning Mexico], the men are more machismo, tleytdpend their time with the



family, they spend more time with their friends.relé's more family oriented and about
family unity."

In the U.S. sample, fathers were more likely t@atare of the possible ramifications of
admitting to utilizing physical violence as a doiary measure, so none of the men
admitted to hitting their children. However, areattative explanation is that living in the
U.S. for more than a decade has influenced theanpiag styles, resulting in no use of
physical discipline. When discussing disciplinghé&as residing in the U.S. made
comments like "no physical discipline; just verlgalbnveying to them, telling them the
difference between right and wrong; just commurmgato them."

Though some fathers changed their fathering stylenncoming to the U.S., most of the
immigrant Latino fathers can be described by theosoiltural continuity perspective.
Living in the U.S. or Mexico did not, accordingtteeir account, shift their fathering
style. Fathers that did not change their parerigtzaviors commonly had come with
parenting styles that already conformed well tarthew cultural environment, whereas
those who changed commonly immigrated with pargnbehaviors that were not as well
suited for their new environment. A Utah fatherrifae, shared an example of this
sociocultural continuity perspective: "It's the saaducation, and | feel that I instill that
in them. It's the same education here and thanstill in them that education is
important in the same manner."”

One father in California recognized the complewitultural influences on patterns of
paternal guidance. Ruben recounted:

In moral principles, you show your children what 's right and
wrong. The only difference is that here, when ch ildren grow up,
parents give them too much freedom regarding alc ohol, sex, drugs
than in Mexico. When their children were young, North American
parents gave their children a lot of attention; they go on vacation
and things. But as soon as they're teenagers, it 's over--the parents
go their way and the kids their way. In my count ry, it's not like
that. In Mexico, children are 19 or 20 years old , and they live with
their parents. It's not that they are always wit h them, but it's
more
that they adhere to the culture and customs more . But for me, the
education is the same. Here, children are given a good education
regarding principles and in Mexico, the same. Ex cept that here,
they are given too much freedom ... every countr y has its customs,

changing from generation to generation.

As we see here, the ramification of the collisiohno cultures is often witnessed in the
conflicts between immigrant parents and their nameulturated children.

We were also interested in how fathers in Mexicxg@eed fathering in North America
as compared to Mexico--39% thought that fatheriiffgieed in the U.S. compared to
Mexico, and 39% thought that fathering was the semn@th countries (the rest of the
sample, 22%, stated that they didn't know). We &xmmined fathers who felt that



fathering differed between the two countries. Maeil, "You get the impression that
here in the interior of Mexico there's more unitygre nurturing. There's a better
relationship between fathers and their own fathéfs try to be closer to them, try to stay
in touch.” Hector stated a similar sentiment: "Besgathere is more family closeness in
Latin American countries, there is not as much wess; we still care about the elderly.”
Samuel expressed a contrary opinion: "North Amesdaneaning Mexican immigrants]
are more different. Here some fathers have a s@omgor discipline, not all, just some.
North Americans discipline by example."

The other group of men felt that fathering is noticeably different in the two countries.
Luis stated, "At a world level, there are good &ad parents.” Pablo said: "Maybe the
essence of fathering is the same, even in thedelat a foreigner can be compared to us,
no? But | believe being a father is the same."

In sum, the impact of immigration on fathers vabgandividual. Some fathers described
changes in their parenting style when they movatie¢dJ.S. due to the laws, customs,
and culture of the society. Laws regarding domestilence and child abuse serve as
deterrents for some immigrant fathers and may tegalyst to learning new ways to
interact with their families. The emphasis on tbeial and emotional development of
children, as well as equal opportunity for thenthe U.S., affects paternal participation
and practices. However, we must consider that nfethyers cited no changes in their
fathering style when migrating to the U.S. Peraapgiof fathers living in Mexico
revealed that some felt that fathers in the U.Sevbetter dads because they utilize less
physical discipline and lead more by example. Buéqual number of fathers thought
that fathers in Mexico were better because themgoie family unity and a greater
respect for elders in their country as comparetiédJ.S.

INTERGENERATIONAL INFLUENCES: TRANSMISSION VERSUS
TRANSFORMATION

Intergenerational influences seemed to impact #terpal practices of the men in this
study. We examined generational bonds in both tiinmes--in other words, how the
relationships with their own fathers affected thema how they hope to influence their
own children. We will first discuss how the legacad their own fathers influence their
paternal parenting.

In general, the Latino men in our study were prafily affected by their relationships
with their fathers, who ranged from involved daolgabsent dads. Similar to Daly's
(1995) findings, their own fathers' models of paireyy whether positive or negative,
influenced how they interact with their childreratkers in all three regions described
how their experiences in childhood with their fathimfluence their parenting today. In
Mexico, only one father remarked that he wouldicgpé his father's actions with his
own children. The majority of the Mexican natiosample stated that they would
concomitantly replicate and reform the way theyemathered by doing some things the
same and some things different with their own ckihd A smaller group of the fathers in



Mexico stated they wanted a completely differetdtrenship with their children than
they experienced with their father.

The U.S. sample revealed some differing findingspximately one-third of the U.S.
fathers displayed generational transmission, gfdliat they are fathering similarly to
their own fathers. Half of the fathers stated tha are parenting differently than their
fathers, and one-sixth stated they are doing sbimgg similar and some things different.

The majority of fathers in all three regions ddsed at least some transformation in their
fathering style compared to how they were fathededge, a Utah father, related his
difficult relationship with his father:

Every time he was with us. he was drunk. He aban doned my

mother and us on the ranch to fend for ourselves . He left us alone,
and he worked in the village. He came home very drunk on Saturdays,
slapping my mother. Sometimes | got really angry ,and |

wanted to hit him for the times he hit my mother .... | told him,
"When | am grown dad, | am going to give you som e good

blows" ... but | never did.

This father veered from the model his father sehfm, instead demonstrating
compassion toward and closeness with his childkanther father, Enrique, articulated
how he went about making this change by conneetitighis children:

I missed relating more with my father in terms o f communication,
and | try with all my means to be friendlier wit h my children,
spend time with them, share, show them everythin g from the simplest
thing to an argument, a complicated process--try to give

them everything that at one time | did not have.

Fueled by their negative childhood experiencegyeland Enrique were actively
involved in creating positive childhood experient@stheir offspring. One father, who
resides in rural Utah, left his family of originload and immigrated to the U.S. because
of his abusive father. By abandoning his abusi\s, [jee was able to construct a new
identity as a father and to interact positivelyhahis children. On the other hand, a few
fathers expressed neither positive nor negatiaiogiships with their father but stated
they want to be better fathers than their dads wetethem.

A smaller proportion of fathers display the transsion of values and behaviors from
their own fathers that they are passing on to ttigidren. These fathers warmly
described the bonds they shared with their fattieishelped make them into the men
they are today, as illustrated in the following Ede:

When | was little my dad also worked in the coun tryside, out in
the open. He taught me how to work and fend for myself. He
would always bring me with him; we would be toge ther at work,

and we would talk. That | want to pass on to my kids: the trust, the



respect, and the caring that needs to be given b y the father.

However, intergenerational transmission is not gezgenerative. In the Mexican
sample, we found fathers who were abused by tlaeems to be more likely to report
being rough, intolerant, or abusive with their ogtmidren. Some illustrative statements
include, "Now and then I hit them three times vathtick in the name of the Lord; other
times | only tell them and that's that," or "Welitilize physical discipline whenever
necessary, | mean spankings and whippings; | hapeeial rod for that event.” Few
fathers in the U.S. reported abusing or being rowigi their children; however, it is
possible that heightened awareness of legal aatidfor social desirability could be
influencing these fathers' responses.

We next examined the influence the fathers in aomde hope to have on their posterity.
Regarding the values that Latino fathers wantaondgmit to the next generation, the most
prominent value was the importance of a good educatVhether in Mexico or the U.S.,
education was perceived as the most prized achievetinat their children could attain.
So many responses clustered around fathers' desiedp their children get their
education that it almost seemed like the father®weading a teleprompter. For
example, Eduardo said simply, "You have to studyahee if you get a good education
you will have a good career; you live well."

Instilling a strong work ethic in their childrenirslar to how they were raised, was also
described as important to many fathers. They watttsee their children in better jobs
but at the same time didn't want them to lose #tisfaction of working hard. Manuel
shared, "l want them to get ahead in the world ihiwhy we work to get them to study
and really put their hearts into the work they wiidl, so they won't end up cutting meat in
the factory, like their parents.”

"Respeto” (respect) was another highly valued tadiiters want to pass on to their
children. It is interesting that many fathers tditldren learned this best through a
reciprocal relationship of respect. In other wordsen they showed respect toward their
children, their children would be more likely toasihthem respect. "I think that being
aggressive or mean doesn't quite work; you hagnply show respect to your children.
In fact, | like to respect my children, and yekké for them to respect me," remarked
Miguel. Particularly in the U.S., fathers want thehildren to be honest, avoid gangs, and
resist crime. One California father elaboratedhos subject pretending he was speaking
to his daughter:

I hope you will get friends that have high moral standards, who are
honest and truthful, and don't expect you to lie ... ever lie for

them or do anything deceitful in any way. That t hey encourage

you to be truthful and have high moral standards and be modest

and to be an honorable person.

As the above quotes illustrate, fathers in botmtoes acknowledged the need for
intergenerational bonds to support their culture daeir families.



Conflicting intergenerational values add to thesdrthat many immigrant families
encounter as they navigate their lives in the D@&ninant cultural values in the U.S. can
create conflicts between family members when thiergal subsystem holds to
traditional Latino values while the children adopiv values. For example, immigrant
parents with strong religious values will be makelly to take on family customs related
to their culture such as quinceneras (celebratbasgirl's womanhood). However, these
cultural expectations may not be uniformly accefitedhe various generations within a
household.

Despite these differences, our sample shows thegenerational bonds remain strong in
families. Fathers frequently described a transfoionaof fatherhood; doing things
differently with their own children than what theyperienced in their childhood.

Overall, the fathers in this sample reported theyenwess abusive with their children than
their fathers were with them. The main values thege to give to their children are the
importance of an education, a strong work ethid, lzaving respect.

DISCUSSION

This study examines two main research questions thtoLatino men on both sides of
the border describe paternal involvement, and wiilatences their ideas about fathering
practices? Most of these fathers' comments echeeddscriptions of various authors'
new typologies of generative Latino fatherhood saslthe loving husband, the
consumed father, and the family man (Coltrane, 2@&mann, 2003; Mirande, 1997).
Each of these authors has a somewhat differenpg@erge on fathering. Some of their
descriptions of fathers may be more idealistic thidners, yet all share a nondeficit
perspective. Our findings contribute to a more tasige and unified approach to
representing the strengths of Latino men in resgedhe media, and other venues,
without ignoring the reality that there are fathets behave in detrimental ways toward
their children.

The findings based on Latino fathers' reports efitfiluences on their parenting are best
understood through an ecological perspective. Ttiigenct areas influence paternal
patterns: namely, cultural ideologies, experierafésmigration, and intergenerational
relationships. Our results support Toth and Xu29@) finding that fathers' involvement
and father roles are influenced by cultural ide@egRegarding cultural influences, both
"gender traditional" and "gender progressive" fatigeroles were found in the sample.
The fathers residing in the U.S. were more likelyaédve gender progressive roles than
the fathers in Mexico. It is possible that immigsamay develop more gender
progressive attitudes as they come in contact thighmore gender progressive cultures
common in the U.S. (Leaper & Valin, 1996), or inply may be that more gender
progressive fathers are more likely to immigratewdver, lacking longitudinal data
measuring the acculturation and progressive adgual these fathers makes it difficult
for us to establish why these men are more progeeds should be noted that the results
revealed that a number of the more educated faithéexico saw the role of the mother
as being equal to the father and had equal aspsator both their sons and daughters.
This finding along with the fathers' comments abmathismo suggests that traditional



models do not accurately reflect the complex con@jzations of father roles as
expressed by these men. Another interesting findiigat the fathers in our sample were
not cognizant of or at least did not mention tHeiance of their wives on their
relationships with their children, a connection eoomly found among Caucasian
samples (e.g., Fagan & Barnett, 2003).

Regarding immigration influences, some fathers vgeeatly affected by moving to a
new country and felt the constraints of the lawthefU.S. However, more fathers
showed cultural continuity--their fathering did rabtange in notable ways upon crossing
the border. An equal number of fathers in Mexicped fathers in the U.S. as both
worse and better compared to fathers in Mexicis. ititeresting that fathers residing in
rural and urban settings in the U.S. were morécatibf the fathering practices and
values of fathers in Mexico. This related particiyléo issues of gender inequality and
physical punishment. This finding suggests fatthange differing perceptions of effective
fathers based on their social contexts and thetsftef mainstream cultural ideas as
portrayed in the media and by influential others.

Fathers in this sample reflected both a transmmssidathering values and a
transformation of fathering behaviors. Consisteith Wawley's (1986) ecological
proposition, these men's relationships with thein dathers appeared to impact the way
they fathered their children. The memory of thathér's role in their family of origin
served as a reference point in how they father teidren (Daly, 1995). The majority of
men in both the U.S. and Mexico desired a differefationship with their own children
than they had with their fathers when they werengpirathers were also keenly aware of
the impact they hope to have on the next genera®other researchers have discovered
(Hawkins & Dollahite, 1997; Snarey, 1993). The miynvalues that fathers residing in

all three regions hope to instill in their childrerclude obtaining a good education,
exhibiting a good work ethic, and showing respectthers.

TOWARD A MORE INCLUSIVE VISION OF FATHERING

Until recently, fathers of color have been largeglyored in the fatherhood debate and
research. The emerging diverse trends of "new fiaiieand "uninvolved father" models
have been widely debated regarding White, middsscfathers. This study lends support
to the growing evidence that deficit models for amity fathers do not adequately capture
their care and concern for their children (Fitzgatet al., 1999; Toth & Xu, 1999).

Latino fathers in our study show that a transforamais taking place among Latino
fathers on both sides of the border. Many fathrhsb# contemporary views and feelings
that reflect the trend of "new fathering." They agdefining machismo through their
attitudes and fathering practices. Though manyefatbn both sides of the border are
involved and aware of their children's needs ampitaisons, to those on the outside these
fathers may still show signs of traditionality. &etl, certain aspects, such as the
important provider role, may overshadow the progjkesand egalitarian ideals and
behaviors that are becoming so prevalent. Certdialino fathers are complex



individuals with strong family values that faciliéetheir involvement in the lives of their
families (Coltrane, Parke, & Adams, 2004).

These interviews have led us to side with Cole3091) call for a "re-envisioning" of
fatherhood; including the need for more researchorority men and moving beyond
the deficit-based models that have prevailed fdoeg. Our study suggests that many
Latino fathers participate in "generative fathetifidawkins & Dollahite, 1997). We
support the need for further theory development withphasis on the ecological context
of fathers. Admittedly, many Latino fathers fingtthselves in contexts of poverty and
hardship, but they have certain common charadtsistat strengthen their resiliency to
various outside forces, such as strong family \v&ahred tight-knit communities (Vega et
al., 1986). We invite researchers to continue teertmeyond simplistic analyses of father
involvement to more comprehensive studies of thepatex, fluid, and cultural variations
associated with fathers' multifaceted connectionsarticular communities, households,
other families, and individuals.

LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

The study's sample size and the selectivity osdraple necessitate caution when
interpreting its results. Our findings reveal arvhelmingly positive attitude toward
paternity that could be the product of self-setatthias, since the research was
voluntary. Fathers not as engaged or interesté&hiily life might be less likely to
participate in this type of study. This study wésdimited by the fact the majority of
these families were Mexican residents or had imatéegt to their current residence from
rural Mexico, making it difficult for this study tapply to the greater Latino population
abroad and within the U.S. The inclusion of fansileg all types (i.e., single-parent
fathers, fathers whose spouse remains in a diff@@mtry, non-custodial fathers, etc.)
would broaden our understanding of the differerszebsimilarities of fathering
relationships in these families. Future researamgues larger sample that is more diverse
in socioeconomic status, family makeup, and sendamgext is suggested for several
reasons.

It should be noted that the patterns observedignstindy may be unique to the sample
due to their sending context, history, and cursemioeconomic status. Interviewing the
participants' wives and children to examine thelamities and differences in perceptions
of fathering would also enhance this research. Bszéatino fathers' perceptions of their
family roles and parenting styles are likely toywgreatly according to their current and
previous socioeconomic status as well as theirlagetion to the U.S. (or lack thereof),

it is important to replicate this study with thelumsion of more diverse socioeconomic
groups with differing socioeconomic histories frdifferent sending contexts.

The findings revealed in this study provide a baegig foundation upon which to build
future research. We recommend that future researdevelop greater depth in
understanding Latino fatherhood by (1) examinireychltural nature of fatherhood
constructions, (2) exploring the patterns of chaage continuity in cultural perceptions
of fatherhood, (3) elucidating on the effects ofrimgration on paternal processes, and (4)



expanding on the importance of intergeneration@émces in the formation of
fatherhood perceptions. Studies with larger samgd@sprovide us with a more
comprehensive sense of the influences that vadootexts play in determining the
fathering beliefs and practices of Latino men.

CONCLUSION

The patterns of paternity revealed in this studysimen's commitment to their children
on both sides of the border. We hope to move thlglie beyond deficit-based models
and embrace the strengths that men bring to theiilies and the important role of
fathering in these men's lives. The implicatiorhef role of Latino fathers in the lives of
their children affects a growing segment of ouufatpopulation. In future years, policy
and programmatic work will need to be guided bysehgrowing implications. We
conclude with the admonition of Pedro, one of tiadrs.

We need to be conscious of our responsibility to our children. |

generally believe that we are the basis of socie ty, and if we, as

fathers of young children, don't instill the bes t habits that we
can,

in general, then we will see the decline of chil dren, family,

community, and our country. If we want Mexico [0 r the U.S.] to be

great, we have to start with our children.

These words apply not only to Mexico, but to eveasyion. Passionate fathers who are
committed to their children will create a promisitognorrow. This article has shown how
outdated models of traditional patriarchy do natqdately describe the complex
conceptualizations that Latino fathers displayasaibing their experiences of
fatherhood.

Table 1
Demographic Characteristics of Fathers in Mexico, C alifornia, and Utah
Demographic Mexico Ca lifornia Utah
variables (n=13) (n =10) (n=9)
Average age 41 37 38
Average household income $14,000 $ 31,000 $22,000
Education
None 2 2 1
Elementary 1 2 3
High School 4 5 4
Professional training or college 4 1 1
Graduate school 2 1 0
Speak conversational English 9 7 6
Read and write 12 8 8
Years in the U.S. - 16 14
Sending context
Rural Mexico - 6 7
Urban Mexico - 4 0
Rural Guatemala - 0 1



Marital status

Married 9 9 4
Cohabiting 2 0 2
Remarried 2 1 3
Children
Median number 3 3 4
Average age 11 9 10
Note. Dashes indicate values that are not applicabl e. Ages are
in years.
NOTE

(1.) Names have been changed to ensure confidgntial
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