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1. Summary

INTRODUCTION

Thisstudy builds upon along tradition in British socia research which sets out to investigate continuity
and changeinfamily life. It locatesitsdf inthe broader enquiry into new emergent family and household
formations, which has, until recently, been limited to heterosexua contexts. The greater vishility and
tolerance of leshian and gay people has enabled increasng numbers of people construct nor+
heterosexud lifestyles, many of whom are or plan to be parents.  There has been asmdl amount of
research on leshian motherhood, but no published British academic research on gay fatherhood. While
gay fathersattract much mediaand politica interest, lack of academic research ensuresthat stereotypes
abound and debate remains anecdota and speculative.

The main objective of this exploratory study isto contributeto academic and popular debate on new
emergent families by illuminating the circumstances of a hitherto un-researched popul ation of parents,
gay fathers.

METHODS

Key to accomplishing the objectives of the study was theincluson of as many gay fathers as possible.
However, ther invighility in both maindream and gay culture poses difficulties for recruitment.
Consequently, much effort was devoted to publicisng the study and working with user-groups to
achieve ardatively large sample of 100 participants.

Anam of the research wasto devel op aresearch strategy which wasrigorous, sendtive and inclusive.
It therefore employed arange of interlinking methodol ogies (qualitative and quantitative, conventiond
and innovative). The gpproach focussed on respondents as active agents and recognized their expertise
by including them in the process of analys's through severd stages of interactive feedback. | am
confident that the caretaken in conducting the research has both strengthened the findings and added to
the overdl enjoyment and vaue of the enterprise for participants.



PARENTING CIRCUMSTANCES

A centrd finding was the diversty of gay fathers, in terms of age (ranging from early twentiesto late
seventies), gagein family formation, but most importantly, parenting context. Whilethisisareatively
smdl study, | am confident that most dimensions of gay fatherhood are represented in the research,
athough gay fathers may not necessarily be spread across categoriesin the same way as participants.

Married gay fathers. Given the secrecy surrounding their sexud identity, married gay men are an
extremdy difficult population to recruit and will be under-represented in any research. However, the
study was successful in recruiting 11 married gay fathers.

Of particular interest isthe extent to which married respondents were open about their sexudlity to their
wives (73%), who are usudly reported to be supportive about their husband’ sgayness. Most married
respondents describe their marriages as happy and say that they remain married because they lovetheir
wives and/or wish to maintain a stable family environment. Often marriages accommodate the
husband's sexudlity by being “open’. When not “out’ married respondents tend to negotiate their
sexudity in secrecy. Like most divorced respondents, married men were usudly unaware of their
sexudity before marriage or thought it was "a passing phase’. However, severd had been openly gay
before marriage and had surprised themsdlves by fdling in love with awoman.

Divorced gay fathers. These respondents represent 39% of the sample. Contrary to my expectations
only eight (21%o) reported sever difficultiesin relaion to accessto their children. They were particularly
distraught about their circumstances.  Surprisingly, most divorced respondents remained involved in
their children’s lives - nine (23%) were actively co-parenting with ex-wivesand nine (23%) were
maincarers. Again, most divorced gay fathersreported good or excellent relationshipswith ex-wives
often describing them as "best friends . Both the extent of their involvement in parenting post-divorce
and their pogtive rdationships with ex-wives contrasts with findings on divorced fathers more
generdly. Ther parenting commitments often resulted in their fedling different and isolated from wider
gay culture, they usudly had a preference for relationships with other gay fathers or nurturing men.

Parenting in a Non-Heterosexual Context: Of particular note is the extent to which gay men have
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become (n=40) or are planning to become parents (n=14) in non-heterosexud contexts. Thirteen
respondents werefoster-car er s (al openly gay), fourteen werefather sviadonor insemination, four
had become fathers via surrogacy or the adoption of babies. Of those planning or in the process of
becoming fathers, most expected to experience donor insemination, and three were planning surrogacy
or the adoption of ababy. Surprisingly, respondents who were, or were planning to become, fathers
favoured active involvement in childcare- either as co-parentsor main carers. Likemany divorced gay

fathers, their lives were congtrained and enhanced by the commitments and pleasures of childcare.

CONCLUSION

Thesefindings suggest that gay men represent avery interesting popul ation of fathers, not least because
many are actively engaged parents. In thesetimesof change, parentsmore generaly may have much to
learn from their srategies for sharing parenting, within and between households. It gppears that the
‘gayby’ boom (a Stuation, firgt identified in the USA, whereby leshian women are opting into
motherhood in increasing numbers) is keginning to have a mgor impact on the lives of a growing
population of gay men. Often gay fathers felt margindised from both mainstream and gay society.
However, greater vighility of actively involved fathers who have transcended the reproductive
limitations of their sexudlity is likely to encourage others to become parents. This suggests that gay
culture may have to adapt as the horizons of more gay men expand to include parenthood.

The extent to which gay fathers collaborate with women in parenting or inthelr quest to becomefathers
is ds0 fascinating, as well as the good reationships many reported having with the mothers of their
children (ex-wives, leshian women, and sometimes heterosexua friends). Gay fathers appear to be
particularly interested in extending their masculineidentity to embrace nurturing qudities, and arelikely
to report chalenging traditiona gender roleswhen married and beyond. Almost without fail respondents
fdt that children had much to gain from growing up with a gay dad, an important gift being tolerance.

2. FULL REPORT




2.1 Background

Gay fatherhood has become an issue with one of the greatest mis-matches between the strength of
popular and politicd fascinaion with the topic and the avallability of sound academic research.The
mediardishthe ‘outing’ of yet another prominent member of parliament or cabinet minister, and appear
confounded by the "good family man’ image these men may hold, and by the intention of wives to
“stand by their man’ (seefor example The Express, 31.1.99, and The Daily Mail 1.2.99 on Tory Euro
MP Tom Spence). The media has dso noticed the advent of a “gayby boom'’ - agtuation whereby
lesbian and gay people are opting into parenthood in increasing numbers [1,2], with stories about
wesdlthy gay men "purchasing babies or combining with lesbiansto become fathers gppearing the Press
(see Daily Record 20.7.99). A number of talk showsand phone-ins have debated the prosand cons of
gay parenting. Lack of academic research doeslittleto create informed debate- mythsand sereotypes

abound with sometimes tragic consequences.

The invighility of gay fathers in the academic literature may be the result of two main tendencies
research on parenthood has favoured the experience of mothers and research on gay men hasfavoured
the lifestyles of young "singleé gay men. Thereisimportant reseerch on gay men’sfamilies[3], but this

explores amore innovative congruction of kinship namely “families of choice'.

My interest in gay fatherhood semsfrom an earlier ESRC-funded in-depth study of divisonsof labour
between leshian parents. The mgority had collaborated with gay men in their quest to have children
via donor insemination [1] which supports the view that the "gayby’ boom, first identified inthe USA
[2], is occurring here. Rather than mirroring the polarisation of work and family-life that generdly
characterises arrangementsin heterosexua households, the research found that lesbian and gay people

may be congtructing more creative and egditarian approaches. | was curiousto explore thisfrom the

perspective of gay fathers.

2.2 Objectives

The main objective of this study isto contribute to and extend debates on emergent family formations




and on contemporary fatherhood by furnishing new knowledge on a hitherto under-researched and
invisible population, gay fathers. Aims, which have not been changed, are as follows:

¢ To furnish basdine data on the range of parenting circumstances of gay men and their routes
into parenthood.

¢ To ascertain the degree and type of responsibility gay men have for the care of their children,
with whom this may be shared, and any socio-lega constraints experienced. A particular
interest isto explore their srategies for parenting within and between households.

¢ Toilluminate the socio-economic and employment circumstances of gay fathers. A concernis
to gain asense of how they balance the demands of childcare and employment and assesstheir

dtuation in relaion to childcare provison.

The accomplishment of these ams required a research Strategy that could both generate afairly large
sample and respond to diversity and complexity by retaining some of the richness of a quditative
approach.

2.3 Resear ch Process

LOCATING THE SAMPLE

Gay fathersareagenerdly invisible population - margindised in both mainstream and gay culture, with
many keeping their sexudity secret so | was well aware of the recruitment difficulties associated with
exploring this sengtivetopic. Much time and effort was devoted to gaining the trust of and establishing
contacts with gatekeepers, user-groups and potential participants. Given the lack of research and the
extent to which thetopic wasin the palitica domain, the research was enthusiastically welcomed by dl
user-groups contacted.  Full support camefrom STONEWALL (anational campaign for lesbian and
gay rights), and they agreed to didribute publicity leeflets through their Nationd Lesbian and Gay
Parenting Network and publish details in their magazine. The Albert Kennedy Trust (which provides



homes for young leshian and gay people) distributed lesflets through their networks of gay foser
caers. Smaler gay parenting networks were contacted and agreed to help publicize the study.
Participants were excdlent propagandists for the research. In this way hundreds of legflets were
distributed nationdly. So that people could contact me anonymoudy, my telephone number and email
address was included in the publicity.

Including my email address and gace to note theirs in publicity |eaflets proved advantageous as |
discovered that many could be contacted dectronicaly. | was curious about this and learnt that gay
fathersare drawn to thismedium asthey can transcend geographica limitations and communicatewith
other gay fathersthrough, for example, ontline gay parenting discussion groups. These groups offered
an dternative way of locating potentia participants.

A great advantage of the mediainterest in the previous research was that news of the study reached a
far wider audience than usud. Reference was made to the sudy in the Popular Press aswell asthe
Gay Mediahere and abroad. Thusthe research includes respondents who contacted me electronically
from other English spesking countries. Theinclusion of gay fathersin the USwas fortunate as| gained
access to men who had adopted babies or experienced surrogacy - legd in some States. To provide
indghts into earlier stages of negotiation and planning, | extended the study to include gay men who
were in the process of becoming fathers. Recruitment continued throughout the life of the project
(unfortunately many more have contacted me since). A relatively large sample of 100 was achieved.

METHODS

Origindly, the research would employ fairly conventional methods - range established through the
deployment of an anonymous questionnaire survey; complexity through focus group discussion, depth
through drategic interviews with respondents in Sx different parenting Stuations. However, a short
exploratory study hasto be flexible enough to respond to circumstances as they present.

Firg Contact: Mini-Questionnaire

The publicity lesflet incdluded a mini-questionnaire asking for information on their circumstances. This
proved useful & returned leeflets quickly reveded greet diversity in ther parenting Stuations. This
brought the problem of how to congtruct a managesble questionnaire which could be distributed
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anonymoudy as it would have to be exceptiondly long to cover dl eventudities. Proceeding in this
manner would yield apoor response rate and ambagious data so | eected to wait and see whether

enough men contacted me directly to provide alarge enough sample.

The Development of a new resear ch strategy

During the early stages of fieldwork it became clear that respondents had fascinating soriesto tell and
were keentotell them. Given thiswillingness, | decided that by collecting asmany individua soriesas
possible | could exceed my expectationsfor the research by not only mapping the different dimensions
of gay fatherhood but bringing themto life. Although thiswould generate far morework than origindly
planned | was reassured of managesbility because a large proportion of respondents had emall
addresses (finally 74%) which facilitated data collection and avoided the need for transcription. To
ensure that this additiond quditative dimension was not overly biassed towards men with computers
(athough income did not gppear afactor as the mgority of unemployed fathersin the sudy had emall
access) those who were not on email wereinterviewed by telephone or in person. 1t was possiblefor

men to contact me anonymoudy by phone, which some did, and their Stories were collected.

A framework of questions geared towards different Stuationswas constructed to help guide discussion.

Married and divor ced respondents wereasked, for example: Wheat led you on the pathway
to marriage?* Had you any queries about your sexudlity before marriage?* Did you tell your
wife?* How did sherespond?* How did you negotiate your sexudity when married?* Was
your divorce/separation related to gay issues? *

Donor fathers: Can you describe your pathway to becoming afather?* Did you initiate the
process?* How long did the process of negotiation take prior to insemination?* What were
the main consderations* Isyour relationship with the child legdly recognized?* What does
your child cal you?* Who are the main people supporting you in your parenting?

Fathers were asked about contact time, how satisfied they were with arrangements, and how
they baanced childcare and their employment responsibilities. Additiondly they were asked *
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whether the experience of being a father had changed them * whether they thought their
children experienced advantages from having agay father * how far being afather influenced
their participation in the gay community or the formation of gay partnerships.

All respondentswere asked about their * coming out history * how open they were about ther

sexudity * details of gay partnerships and the involvement of partnersin parenting.
Thiswasatruly interactive research gpproach which treasted respondents as expertson their own lives.
E.mall contact was particularly useful for feeding back ideas and devel oping themes asthey immerged.
As, for example, divorced/married men talked about the pogitive responses of wives, new questions
could be included, such as. What might wives gain from being in ardationship with aman who is not
entirely heterosexua? This led on to questions about divisons of labour and opportunities to extend
conceptionsof masculinity. E.mail diaoguesoften extended over the course of the entire project (and |
suspect beyond).  Additionally they afforded timefor reflection, clarification and eaboration on both
ddes. Messages were usualy long and respondents often remarked on the time they had taken
reflecting upon and writing responses.  Periodic up-dates and draft publications were sent to
respondents for comment. Many told me that they gained much from the process.

Main Questionnaire
Originaly the project was designed to illuminate range of experience through alarge scale anonymous
survey. However, diverdty was aready agpparent inthe mini questionnaire. As | became confident
that | would eventualy achieve a respectable sample | decided to restrict the main questionnaire to
those who contacted me. This would improve the qudity of the information gathered by giving the
option of recontact for darification. Additiondly, I thought it would enable the main questionnaireto be
geared towards the circumstances of individual respondents. However, | soon learnt the danger of
making too many assumptions as it was quite possble for an individua respondent to experience
severd dimensonsof fatherhood. Consequently, respondentsreceived afairly long questionnaire, which
wasdivided into thematic sectionsincluding one with detailed demographi ¢/socio- economic questions.
Those sent viaemail included a series of open-ended questions: for example: “Some men havetold
me that being a father makes them fed somewhat marginaised from gay culture, does this have any

resonancesfor you? * "Theissue of theinflexibility of employerstowards parents has comeup. How
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easy would/has it befbeen to take on amore mgor role in routine childcare? * "Are there any ways

that being a father/carer influences how you gpproach, think about and plan your employment life?

Questionnaireswere sent to 81 respondents. Interestingly and understandably the responserate varied
congderably depending on whether the questionnaire was to be completed by hand (n=18) alow 39%
responserate, or by email (n=63) aconsderably higher 73% responserate. Thisboreout my initid
reservations about investigating thistopicinasurvey. Many mentioned their irritation at the number of
guestionsthat were not relevant to their experience and/or did not see the point of socio-economic and
employment questions. Given this resistence and the fact that the dia ogues were proving much more

interesting and reveding, | decided not to send questionnaires to the later portion of the sample.

Face-to-face Interviews
Asthe data accumulated, patternsimmerged and a range of broad categories of parenting Stuations
were identified. Interviews were conducted with men in each of these main grouping. As most
respondents were already engaged in lengthy email didogues, where possible, men who were not on
emal wereinterviewed. Interviewswere conducted with meninthefollowing Stuations. 1. Married-
not “out’ to wife; 2. Divorced - main carer of child; 3. Divorced- actively co-parenting; 4. Divorced -
access problematic; 5. Foster Carer; 6. Donor father - co-parenting lesbian couple; 7. Donor
experiencing | VF trestment with heterosexua friend.  The taped in-depth semi-structured interviews
lasted about three hours and were transcribed in full. A life-history approach was taken.

Resear ching Men

| have heard from ather researchers that it is often difficult to interview men and encourage them to
elaborate on their persond lives and emotions. My experience of interviewing gay fathersis quite the
reverse. Even at firgt contact, telephone conversations could last an hour, with the men opening up
about their intimate lives. Many were disappointed thet | could not interview them. | thereforemet an
additiond five respondents informaly. Communication viaemal dlowed for some fairly chaity and
humourous exchanges. Alternatively, if arespondent wasfeding low he might contact mefor support.
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| was often able to put respondents in contact with other men (with permission) in Smilar Stuations,
which was welcomed dl round. None of the sample appeared to be surprised that a woman had
initiated and was conducting thisresearch, athough | suspect some of the North American respondents
origindly thought | was a man, because the name "Gil’ isaman’'s namethere. | fed that a strong
rapport was established, and that the use of afeminist gpproach was appreciated by most and played a

magor role in achieving a good sized sample and ease of communication.

Data Analysis
An exciting aspect of this sudy is the way that it combines a quaitative and quantitative approach.
Consequently, data andysis was exceptiondly overlapping in nature.

Questionnaires- Information from the 46 returned questionnaire was coded and mounted onto SPSS.

However, the poor overdl response together with the diversity of their parenting Situationsand age of
children madeit difficult to identify patternsfrom these dataaone. Caseswereincreased by extracting
relevant information from the mini questionnaire and didogues, and provided a ussful contextua

framework.

Qualitative analysis All information gathered was loaded onto the quditative computer analys's
package ATLASLI. A rangeof “family’ groupings (variables) were identified and severd rounds of
coding has been carried out.  Given the volume of data collected coding has been, by necessity,
drategic. Andyss has been guided by a variety of themes including: pathways to marriage;

rel ationships with (ex- )wives, coming out history; conceptions of masculinity; becoming fathersin non
heterosexud contexts, domestic and childcare arrangements; balancing paid-work and childcare. As
the data collected isextremely rich and extensive, additiond coding and analysiswill continue and other
avenues of enquiry explored.

| am confident that by raisng a relaively large sample, and developing an innovative and thorough
gpproach to datacollection, much of thediversity of gay fathers parenting circumstances has been both
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identified andillugtrated. From the early stages of fiddwork, the heterogeneity of their circumstances
became clearly gpparent. | note thet in the first up-date (distributed to participants at the haf-way
stage) dl but two dimensgions (surrogacy, and the adoption of smal children) of gay fatherhood were
goparent. | know of only one Stuation (from dia ogueswith respondents) which isnot reflected inthis
sudy , thisis where a donor father and the lesbian mother marry and live together - either for

convenience or because the experience of parenting has drawn them into a loving bond. My only

reservation with respect to these findingsin that gay fathersmay not be distributed acrossthe categories
in the same way asthe sample: for example, married gay fathers are likely to be under-represented in
the sudy, likewise fathers who have been ingrumentd in losing contact with their children.

2.4 Findings

THE DIFFERENT DIMENSIONS OF GAY FATHERHOOD
Asfigure 1 shows, respondents parented in a variety of contexts which | shal briefly outline below.
The nominated publication provides greater detail and explores the quditative materid. .
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Married Gay Fathers
Although the research was successful inincluding meninthemost invisblegroup- married gay fathers
- it is safe to assume that the particularities of the Situation of married gay men means thet they are

under-represented in the study.

| was surprised to find that eight of the eeven currently married fathers were “out’ to their wives,
interegtingly they usudly commented that ( after a period of adjustment) their wives were very
supportive of their sexudity. Out married fathers often had “open relationships, and in one case a
respondent lived with hiswife and mae lover (who had become a close friend to hiswife). Overal,
married gay fathers usudly remained in their marriages because they loved their wives and described
their marriages as happy (figure 2).
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In common with divorced respondents, most married respondents were either unaware of their gay
sexudlity before marriage or had felt it a passing phase or something to be suppressed. Like divorced

Paranting Clircumatances of Divorced Fathera [N=39]

horror stories

ooc-parsnting

respondents, most described feding ahuge amount of pressure to marry when younger. Interestingly,
there were three examples of men who had happily embraced a gay lifestyle prior to meeting their
wives. They described their surprise at finding that they had falen inlove with awoman. One of these
men, who describes himsdlf asgay, has been happily married for 30 years, has adult children and tells
me that he has been faithful to hiswife.

Divorced fathers
Asanticipated alarge proportion (39%) of the samplearedivorced. | had assumed that most of would
have problems with access but was surprised to find thisaminority Stuation (figure 3). Indeed ahigh

proportion are main carers or actively co-parenting with their ex-wives.

Theeight “horror stories’ include fatherswith very limited or no contact with their children. Two older
men with grandchildren described being disowned by their adult children. Several Stuations came as
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the result of custody decisions informed by the erroneous link between paedophilea and gay men.
Others may relate to more genera issues of afather’'s competency to care for asmall child, and one
semmed from maritd violence. All of thesefatherswere distraught by their circumstances, and severd

were fighting long court battles over access.

Quality of Realationahip bhatwean divarced gay dada and sax-wivas

N=318

axXoellent relstionship “"bhest friena*

The positive parenting circumstances described by most can be partidly explained by the unusualy
good relationshipswith ex-wivesthat themgority reported (figure4). Like married respondents, many

viewed thar ex-wives as "best friends .

A reason why so many remained active carersis that they had often been so when married (figure 5).
Over hdf of the nine main carerstook thisrole when married. Of those nine actively co-parenting with
ex-wives, five had done so when married and one had been the main carer.. Reasons given for the
sharing or reversd of parenting rolesin marriageincluded: being less career orientated than their wives,
the demands of her employment/shift-work; a desire to be egditarian; the impetus for having children
having come from the father and the wife being less interested in mothering.. 1t was not unusua for
divorced respondents to have become main carers on the ingtigation of their children - usudly
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because the children didiked their mother’s new partner.

Parenting Situation: Divorced Dads - now and when married
N=39

| Accasa fine 123 |

horror storiesx 8

malin ocarar 1

The demands of caring for young children often led a father, or in one case his mae partner, to
withdraw from paid employment. Main carers were very conscious of their difference from other
fathers, Sraight or gay, because their lives were transformed by the everyday responshbilities and
pleasures of child-rearing. They fdt limited in their capacity to socidize, and, like many respondents
who were actively co-parenting, had a preference for relationships with other fathers.

Comparison with research on divorced fathers more generdly [5] suggeststhat these respondentsare
vay different from the norm: divorce had usually transformed rather than ended good
relationships with ex-wives and a large proportion remained actively involved parents. In
reflecting upon why their wives/ex-wives were so supportive, a common response was that these
women vaued the more “femining qudities (such as emotiondity, aesthetic interest, and domestic
competence) that the men often felt they possessed.

Thisis ardaively smdl sudy. However, my confidence in these unexpectedly positive findings is

strengthened by American research on the wives and ex-wives of gay men [6]. With equa surprise, it
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reportsthat the mgority of women described these men in glowing terms, remarking on their sengtivity
and more egditarian gpproach to reaionships, with few limiting access to children.

Non-Heter osexual Pathways to father hood

A gtriking finding is the extent to which respondents experience or hope to experience fatherhood in a
norn-heterosexud context (51%). The mgority of donor fathers wannabees had or expected to
combinewith lesbian women, dthough onewas experiencing IV F trestment with aheterosexua woman
friend, he planned to be an active co-parent. All accept the last example organized insemination
informdly. Interestingly many had initiated the process of becoming fathers.

Donor fathers | was surprised by the high proportion of donor dads/wannabeswho took or planedto
take an active co-parenting role (ranging from routine weekly overnight contact to a 50% split) as
opposed to amore limited “kindly-uncl€’ role, figures 6 and 7. Co-parenting often involved moving to
the same street or gpartment block as the mother. Overal, few donor fathes were unhappy with the
extent of their parenting involvement. Thisis probably dueto what they reported as extended periods of
negotiation over such matters prior to insemination. The experience of being afather sometimesled to
the desirefor greater involvement than wasinitialy negotiated. One suchfather plannedto bethemain
carer onthebirth of hissecond child. Hissavingswill enabletime out from paid employment to livewith
the child’s mother during the breastfeeding stage and he then plans to work mainly from home.
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Parenting in a non-heterosexual context: circumstances (n=40)

donor dade - co-parenting

donor dade- “Kindly Unclas’

surrogacy - main carers

adoption - main carers

Surrogacy/adoption There were several examples from the USA of respondents who were or
planned to raise children in gay partnerships, some giving up high powered jobs to be main carers,
othersreducing to part-time. They had either adopted ababy (the mother wasthe daughter of aleshian
couple), experienced surrogacy or werein the process of becoming parentsin thisway (with the sster
of one partner carrying the child and his partner donating sperm). In addition, one dad had adopted a
teenage girl who asked if she could live with him, her parents and the courts agreed.
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Parenting expectations: respondents in process of becoming dads (n=14)

donor dad - main carer

\

surragacy - main carer

donor dad - co-parent with the mother/s

donar dad - "Kindly Uncle'

fostar carar

Foster Carers These respondents were al openly gay, and for between 8 and 25 years had been
caring for boys and girls . Ther involvement ranges from long-term to respite care. Two British
respondents were in the process of adopting the children in their care. Usudly foster carers werein
long-term partnerships, and they often had a background in socid work. They dl shared a strong

desire to nurture and to give something back to society [see 7).

Social fathers were usudly co-parenting with biologica fathers who are main carers or active co-
parents. In one case the socid father took the main caring role and in another he was actively co-
parenting with aleshian friend despite no biologica connection with the child.

Thesefindings suggest that the recent leshian “baby boom’ [1,8] is beginning to have amgor impact
on the gay community. (In July, for example, apopular nationa US gay magazine [4] was devoted
entirely to leshian and gay parenting). Donor fathers tend to be younger men, and are keen to be
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actively involved in caring for ther children. In ther collaboration with the mothers, they are often

developing innovative srategies for operationdizing joint parenting from separate households.

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

Asde from being in arange of parenting contexts respondents were aso at different stages of family

formation - there is consderable diversity with respect to their ages (figure 8) and the ages of thelr

children (figure 9).
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Age of youngest child (excluding foster chlidren) N=70
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The socio-economic data is limited. Their questionnaires revealed that the great maority had been

CNEEC

educated beyond school leaving age, 74%, and werein awide range of professond, managerid and
technical occupations (athough information on the occupations of their fathers suggestsafair amount of
socia mobility). Figure 10 summarizes the incomes of U.K based respondents as given in the

guestionnaire.

It was difficult to assess the impact of children on respondents employment lives because aswell as
being in different parenting Stuations, they were a different stages in family formation. However,
compared with the long paid-working hours of fathers more generdly [9] respondents appear to
experience more flexibility - 25% worked less than 30 hours and only 38% worked more than 40
hours a week - seefigure 11. Possibly, men experience fewer socia and economic pressuresto be

main breadwinners in relationships with other men.
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CONCLUDING COMMENT

Thesefindings chalenge severd assumptions about both gayness and masculinity. The capacity for gay
men to co-operate with women in active parenting contradicts stereotypes of gay men asirresponsible
and hedonidtic, it dso confounds the notion that men are unwilling or unableto take afull or equd part
in nurturing/mothering. Respondents' experience illustrates the complexity of our emotiond and sexud

landscapes. The existence of powerful bonds of affection and respect between gay men and their
wives/ex-wives - and indeed never-married gay fathers and lesbian mothers/ heterosexua women
friends - and therr cgpacity to collaborate in raisng children provides an interesting dternative
purchasefor thecritiqueof romantic heterosexudity astheided bassfor parenting. It may bethat the
enduring quality of friendship provides the kind of emotionad consstency and equdity that can

incorporate the flexibility demanded in times of change.

Jugt as the mainstream has much to learn from gay men’ sexperience of parenting so too doesthe gay
community. It facesmgjor trandformationsasaresult of the "gayby boom’ and expanding opportunities
for fathers to "come-out’. The greater vishility of gay men who are actively parenting is likely to
encourage othersto contemplate fatherhood. Inthemeanwhile, gay fatherscanfed very isolatedin both
the maingtream and gay communities. Thosewho are denied accessto their children may havelittlein
common with heterosexud fathers in smilar Stuations, and active carers may do <o in difficult

circumstances - feding different from other fathersand excluded from networks constructed by mothers.
Gay fathers may be congtrained in socidizing, and may experience rgection from other gay men. The
gay community needs to recognize and support its own diversity.

Almost without fail respondents believed that children gained from having agay parent. The processof
coming out often required inordinate amounts of sdf-reflection on what condituted masculinity,
personhood and the landscape of sexud and emotiona waysof being. Many reported that experientid
indghts acquired in dealing with homaophobia enabled them to be moretolerant individuds. Mogt said
that they hoped their children would grow up to be, and think for, themsaves’ Mgor giftsthat gay
parents might give their children isthe opportunity to grow up in amore egditarian household and gain
an awareness of the value of difference.
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