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INTRODUCTION 

After separation parents must re-allocate their responsibilities for the 

care and financial support of dependent children. Over time children 

grow older, parents repartner and new children are born. Children's 

families change, both in the household where they live and in the 

household of their non-resident parent, as do their needs and parents' 

resources. This report focuses on the financial support of children and 

some associated family and economic circumstances. The time frame for 

the study is that immediately preceding the introduction of the first 

stage of the Australian Government's Child Support Scheme in June 1988; 

the cohort comprises men and women who divorced in the early 1980s; the 

perspective is from five to eight years after separation. 

The report is in two parts. Part One describes a set of conditions 

relating to the individuals and households concerned with the payment 

and receipt of child maintenance. It sets out the living arrangements 

of the children; the family composition of the parents and children who 

live in the same household, and of the non-resident parents; the 

patterns of contact between non-resident parents and children; the 

relationships between family composition and contact with children, and 

between family composition and the payment of child maintenance. 

Finally, there is a description of the reported incidence of conflict 

between parents and about bargaining or trading-off access rights for 

maintenance or vice versa. In Part Two the relative importance of the 

above factors in accounting for the payment and receipt of child 

maintenan~e is analysed and the best combinations of factors explaining 

the payment and receipt of maintenance are explored. 

Sample and Design 

The data were collected as part of the Australian Institute of Family 

Studies' Parents and Children After Marriage Breakdown Study (PCMB, 

1987), which was the second part of a longitudinal study of the Economic 

Consequences of Marriage Breakdown (ECMB, 1984). The study, based on 
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interviews with men and women at two points in time after separation, 

concentrated in its second approach on the family circumstances and 

inter-relationships between parents, and between each parent and the 

children, five to eight years after the separation of the parents. 

Respondents were drawn from stratified random samples of people who were 

divorced in the Melbourne Registry of the Family Court of Australia in 

1981 and 1983. The samples were selected to represent reasonably 

homogeneous groups of people with dependent children: people for whom 

the marriage was their first, who had been married between five and 

fourteen years and who had two dependent children. At the time of 

separation, the older children were on average almost eight years and 

the younger five and a half years. At the time of second interview in 

1987, they were thus on average fourteen and a half years and twelve 

years, with a range from seven to twenty-two years. 

The population of divorces sampled comprises the largest group with 

dependent children: married 5-14 years, in a first marriage with two 

children. The response rate in this mobile population was not high. 

For women the response rate in the two years sampled was 24 and 33 per 

cent; for men it was 23 and 27 per cent. Identifiable differences 

between respondents and non-respondents in the study are described fully 

elsewhere (Funder, 1986), but the major biases appeared to be in favour 

of the less geographically mobile, higher socio-economic groups, and 

people born in Australia. The nature of the sample sets limits to which 

inferences made from these data can be generalized to other groups. 

It is possible that reported differences between men and women may be 

artefacts of sample bias. Within the sample, however, are a number of 

actual ex-couples. Comparisons of intra-couple differences and male

female differences provide a basis for testing the validity of the male

female findings. A table of comparisons of key variables examined in 

the report is presented in Appendix 1. In general, although couples 

differ from non-couples in a number of ways, the direction of the 

differences between ex-husbands and wives mirrors differences between 

the men and women in the study. We may thus have more confidence that 

male-female differences are not spurious. The limits to generalization 

implied by the description of the sample should be kept in mind, 

however, in interpreting findings based on these groups. 
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PART ONE: PARENTS AND CHILDREN FIVE TO EIGHT. YEARS AFTER SEPARATION 

Introduction 

Part One is basically descriptive. It includes an overview of 

circumstances at the time of interview in 1987, five to eight years 

after separation: the living arrangements of the children; the ways in 

which the parents and children stay in touch and maintain relationships; 

and the association between financial support of children, their living 

arrangements and contact patterns with the non-resident parent. 

Terms Used 

Within the framework of family law, and in the short-hand language which 

has grown up with the law, the central factors described here are the 

custody, access and maintenance of children. The focus, however, is a 

description of what is happening in people's lives, rather than what was 

prescribed or assumed under the Family Law Act, or by Court orders which 

may have been made. In the following description of the households of" 

parents and children, and of how parents are relating to, caring for, 

and supporting their children, no assumptions are made about the legal 

definition of these responsibilities. In order not to confuse legal 

definitions with descriptions, legal terms are not used. 

Parents almost invariably described their children as having a household 

which was their usual home. The parent with whom children shared that 

home is referred to as the resident parent; the other parent, with whom 

the child did not usually live, but who may be sharing in many ways the 

responsibilities of a parenthood, is called the ~on-resident parent. A 

small group of children were not usually living in either parent's 

household and are mostly excluded from. the analysis which follows. 

Whether or not the resident parent is co-terminous with legal custodian 

in the eyes of the Court, or whether the non-resident parent is 
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equivalent to the non-custodial parent, is not the focus here. The 

description which follows is of what is, rather than what has been 

legally defined or assumed. 

The Principal Questions 

The principal questions raised and addressed in this paper concern the 

general conditions for parenting children in the long term following 

marriage breakdown. Although families are always in the process of 

forming, adding or losing members, or re-distributing them in different 

households, we have taken a snapshot of the parents and children in our 

study in an interview in 1987, five to eight years after the separation 

of the parents. 

1. Where are the children living? 

2. What are the patterns of contact between children and non-resident 

parent? 

3. What impact, if any, does household composition of the parents have 

on the contact maintained between child and non-resident parent? 

4. What are the conditions of financial support for the children? 

5. What impact, if any, does household composition of the parents have 

on the financial support of the children? What are the 

relationships, if any, between children's living arrangements, 

patterns of contact with the non-resident parent, and financial 

support received from the non-resident parent? 

6. What is the incidence of conflict over access and of bargaining over 

access and maintenance? 

7. What effects, if any, do bargaining and conflict have on the payment 

of maintenance and contact with children? 

8. What effects, if any, do bargaining and conflict have on contact 

with children? 
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1. Where are the children living? 

Living arrangement:s 

Figure 1 shows the living arrangements of the children reported by the 

men and women in the sample. Although men report a higher proportion of 

fathers as resident parents (13 per cent) than do women respondents (3 

per cent), most features of family composition are consistently 

reported. From both men's and women's accounts, most children are 

living with their mothers; it. is rare for the two children to be split 

between parents, and even rarer for them to alternate their place of 

residence between parents' households (only 5 cases). Both men and 

women report similar proportions of children in split or alternating 

arrangements, although more children are reported by men to be in other 

arrangements. Most of the latter young people were living 

independently, although a few were with relatives or in institutions. 

By far the largest group in these samples is that in which the two 

children are with the mother. This group will be used for analysis in 

addressing some of the questions posed. There are insufficient numbers 

to sustain investigation of the smaller groups, yet leaving them in the 

general group might obscure some of the associations under 

investigation. Split and alternating arrangements, for example, involve 

ambiguities about maintenance responsibilities and visiting which are 

possibly better handled on a case study basis. 

Repart:ner ing 

Among the most salient changes which take place in children's lives 

following separation are those which concern the composition of the 

families of the resident parent and the non-resident parent. The first 

step in such changes is the presence of a new partner in the family. 

Figure 2 shows the reports of repartnering of men and women in the 

sample and their reports about their former spouses. 

Seven per cent of both men and women did not know the status of their 

former spouse. Although men and women report very similar rates of 

repartnering among men (73 per cent and 69 per cent), men report much 

higher rates of repartnering by women than the women do themselves 



FIGURE 1 : Children's living arrangements 
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(72 per cent and 52 per cent). It is hard to say why such a discrepancy 

occurs. Several explanations are possible. Men may over-estimate the 

intimacy and permanency of their former wives' relationships. Sampling 

bias may account for some of the difference in that less mobile men and 

men who stayed in the matrimonial home and men with custody of their 

children are all over-represented in the study. Perhaps more of these 

men's wives did repartner. Given ,the many possible explanations for the 

differences, some caution needs to be exercised in interpreting Figure 

2. In the next section percentages in each category of family type are 

expressed as ranges based on the reports of women and men. 

Children's perspeccive 

From the perspective of the children of our respondents, between 40 and 

48 per cent were in families which included two new step-parent figures. 

(In this discussion, new partners will be referred to as step-parents ,as 

a loose relational term, signifying the parents' partners.) Another 21 

to 33 per cent had a stepmother but not a stepfather. Fewer children 

had a stepfather but no stepmother (between 12 and 24 per cent), and 

even fewer still had neither parent repartnered at the time of 

interview, 5 - 8 years after the separation of their parents. 

The overall impression of family composition at this time is one of 

diversity. Hidden behind the snapshot of the family re-formation is the 

process in which some children will have had multiple step-parents and 

family changes over the years since the separation of their parents. 

The largest group of children now have families which include two 

households in which there are two adults, and the smallest group 

comprises children whose parents are both single. 

Children's parencs and scep-parencs 

The families of the children whose parents separated five to eight years 

ago have changed both by the re-disposition of parents and children into 

different households and by subsequent additions to one or both 

components of the original family. From the point of view of the 

children whose parents were interviewed we see that 13 per cent have 

neither parent repartnered five to eight years after the marriage 



FIGURE 2 : Parents' repartnering status. 
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breakdown. For this group, the family composition is stable; only the 

disposition of the original members into two households has altered. 

The other 87 per cent of children have a step-parent. Seventy-two per 

cent have a stepmother, 62 per cent have a stepfather, and 43 per cent 

have both. More have a stepmother but no stepfather (27 per cent), than 

have a stepfather but no stepmother (17 per cent). Although this view 

probably over-estimates the repartnering rate of custodial mothers, it 

gives some indication of the presence of step-parents in the lives of 

children. 

Househo.lds of res.ident: and non-res.ident: parent:s 

For simplicity, the household in which the child lives is limited to 

those consisting of both children and their mother (the majority). 

Figure 3 shows the family composition of respondents who are resident 

and non-resident parents. Almost half the children live with a resident 

parent who is single. Another 30 per cent live with a parent who has 

repartnered, but who has no new children or stepchildren. Twelve per 

cent live in a family where there is now a half brother or sister, and 

10 per cent live in a family with a step-parent, stepsibling(s) and 

perhaps half brother or sister. 

The situation for non-resident parents' families is rather different. 

Only one quarter of non-resident parents are single and another quarter 

have repartnered but have no children or stepchildren living with them. 

One half of the non-resident parents do not have any new dependents. 

One fifth of non-resident parents have a new child (children) in their 

family but no stepchildren, and almost one third have a stepchild or 

children plus or minus a new child or children. 

Although this picture of family composition five to eight years after 

the parental separation does not give an account of the intervening 

changes, some change appears to be the norm; the result is an array of 

family forms. Changes in family composition have been more common and 

quicker for non-resident parents than for resident parents. Thus, 

children who reside with their mother are more likely to be in a single

parent family than any other, but are more likely than not to have a 

stepmother. 
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Family composition has implications for the availability of resources 

for children of a first marriage, for the capacity of parents to support 

their children; and for the equitable distribution cif responsibility for 

their care and support. Resident parents who have re-partnered but have 

no extra dependents have reverted to the same family composition which 

existed before the separation. Re-partnered non-resident parents have a 

household with two adults and no resident dependents. The economic unit 

has almost always gained an extra income. Additional children in either 

household make demands on resources which may compete with those of the 

children of the first marriage. The overview of family and household 

composition presented here sets the background for the contact between 

non-resident parents and children and for the division between 

households of financial support for children. 

2. What are the patterns of contact between children and non-resident 

parents? 

Frequency of cont:act: 

The frequency with which non-resident parents are reported to see their 

children is presented in Figure 4. Fourteen per cent of non-resident 

parents appear never to see their children and 24 per cent of resident 

parents report that their children are out of touch with the non

resident parent. If'to this group of parents who report no contact are 

added those who reported seeing their children fewer than six times per 

year, we have a group of 40-50 per cent who have, at most, bi-monthly 

contact. At the other end of the scale, 11-17 per cent of respondents 

report that non-resident parents and children see each other more than 

three times per month, and 36-47 per cent are reported to have at least 

monthly contact. 

In very general terms, there seem to be two sizeable groups: children 

and parents who have infrequent or no contact - a group which might be 

expected to be under-represented in the men's reports because the more 

mobile men, greater numbers of whom were lost to the sample, would have 

more difficulty seeing their children often - and a group still in 

reasonably frequent or very frequent contact. The notion of reasonable 

contact is very loosely framed in terms of what might sustain an 



FIGURE 3 : Family coposition of the resident 
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intimate relationship, satisfactory to both parents and children. Of 

course, no tight link can be implied between frequency and quality of 

relationships, but complete severance of contact and very rare visits 

would not seem to facilitate relationships. 

The impact on both parent and child of time spent together will probably 

differ according to the age of the child, the length of each visit and 

the perceived quality of the time spent together. Variations in 

duration of visits are presented in the Figure 5. 

Duration of visits 

Men and women differ in their accounts of the duration of non-resident 

parents' time with their children. Reported time spent with elder and 

younger children was very similar, however. Figure 5 shows that between 

12 and 20 per cent of non-resident parents are reported to be out of 

touch with their children. A further 6 or 7 per cent of non-resident 

parents and children are reported to have unpredictable and variable 

contact, but mostly quite short visits. Between 10 and 16 per cent 

report short visits during the day time and about 16 per cent of non

resident parents see their children for holidays on which they spend 

some days or weeks. The large majority of non-resident parents appear 

to spend time with their children which includes overnight stays as well 

as longer, holiday visits. 

The length of time spent together is likely to affect the quality of 

relationships. Holidays, although infrequent, may allow time for joint 

activities in a relaxed setting not possible in smaller time segments. 

Staying overnight in the non-resident parent's home has the potential 

for intimacy and provides an opportunity for integration into another 

family which is not so obviously present in short daytime visits. 

Overall pattern of contact between children and non-resident parents 

In Figure 6, the overall pattern of visiting, combining frequency and 

duration, is presented. As well as the 13 to 22 per cent of non

resident parents who appear t.o be almost completely out of touch with 

their children, a further 11 to 15 per cent of non-resident parents see 
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FIGURE 5 : Duration of children's visits 
as reported by men and women. 
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their children rarely, and only for some hours during the day. These 

two groups, accounting for somewhere between a fifth and a third of the 

sample, are in a situation in which difficulties in sustaining ongoing 

relationships might be experienced. Problems would possibly be greater 

for younger children than for adolescents, and for those who had not 

experienced a close relationship in the past, both before and after the 

separation. 

Although a small group (7-8 per cent) see each other often, but only 

during the day and without staying over, the largest group (between 28 

and 39 per cent) are those who see each other at least twice a month, 

with the typical visit involving the child staying overnight. Members 

of this latter group appear to have the opportunity for sustained 

parent-child relationships, and the chance for children to be 

incorporated into two households, to be part of two families. 

Children's residence and pat:t:erns of cont:act: 

If both children are with mother then visiting/contact patterns resemble 

those reported for the whole group; if both children are living with 

father, the children are more likely to have a holiday visiting pattern 

with their mother (41-43 per cent versus 28-29 per cent for the whole 

sample). If they live with their father, they are somewhat less likely 

to have lost contact altogether with the other parent than if they live 

with mother (23 per cent versus 30 per cent). 

Children who are in the split or alternating arrangements have contact 

with the other parent pretty much as does the whole group, although they 

are less likely to have the holiday pattern. What is surprising here is 

that about the same number report no visits in the last year. It seems 

that split custody (only 5 cases are alternating) means a complete break 

in the family for these children. Possible ·reasons might be found in 

the initial decision to split the children, geographic distance, 

conflict between parents, and child rearing difficulties. 



FIGURE 6 : Overall contact with non-resident parent 
as reported by men and women 
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Age of ch.ild and pat:t:erns of cont:act: bet:ween child and non-resident: 

parent: 

The structure of relationships can be expected to change with the age of 

the child as well as with changes in living arrangements. Young 

children, because of their cognitive immaturity and emotional needs, may 

require more constant and close contact than older children in order to 

sustain a relationship. Moreover, normal development is characterized 

by increasing independence from parents, and more time spent with peers 

with whom attachments become intense and important. Young people, no 

matter what their family structure, will in the course of normal 

development spend more time away from parents as they get older. 

Figure 7 shows the average ages of children in different patterns of 

contact with their non-resident parent. For both elder and younger 

children there is a significant and similar relationship between 

patterns of contact and age of the child. The oldest children are most 

likely to have many short visits - meeting or dropping in, but not 

staying over with their non-resident parent. Among these older children 

are those who have moved away from their resident parent (in this case 

the house where they used to reside). Older children are also more 

likely than younger children to have few short visits with their non

resident parent. 

This pattern of frequent, or infrequent, short times spent with the non

resident parent is possibly not dissimilar from time spent with parents 

by many older adolescents in any family structure. It would thus be 

rash to jump to conclusions about the quality of the relationship, or 

the satisfaction of parent or child, on the basis of this index alone. 

Younger children and their non-resident parent are more likely to have 

frequent overnight time together and to have no contact at all. There 

is a suggestion here that the more dependent children, who cannot be 

active in organizing their visits, either have them arranged on a 

regular basis, or they have none. The pattern of the older children is 

consistent with their taking charge of things and making ,arrangements 

which 'fit in with their increasingly independent lifestyles. 
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Time since separat:ion 

Figure 8 shows a significant association between time since separation 

and patterns of contact between non-resident parents and children. The 

1'onger the time since separation the more likely the 'drop in' pattern, 

the less likely the overnight stays and the more likely it is that there 

will be no contact at all. It appears, then, that the longer the time 

since separation and the older the child, the more likely are visits to 

be short, regardless of their frequency. 

There has been a good deal of concern that children and non-resident 

parents have great difficulty in maintaining relationships over time. 

It is quite possible, however, that the confounding of the increasing 

normal independence of children with age, and time since separation, has 

led to a gloomier picture than is the case. In Part Two this issue will 

be examined more closely. 

3. What impact does the household composition of the parents have on 

contact between child and non-resident parent? 

Repart:ner inq 

The bringing of a new partner into a family, the birth of a new child, 

and the introduction of a stepchild are all important transformations in 

a family. They are events which engage people's emotions and take time 
, 

and energy on the part of all family members; they have the potential to 

affect the whole dynamics and climate of a family, and to facilitate or 

to impede the contact between non-resident parents and children. 

No significant association was found between patterns of contact and the 

repartnering of the parents. It appears that the introduction of a new 

adult into the family of either the resident parent or the non-resident 

parent has little effect on the children's contact with the non-resident 

paren~, although the small percentage of children whose parents were 

both still single were more likely than others to have longer, overnight 

visits. 
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Fam.i.ly compos.i t:.i on 

Even though repartnering of parents had no major effects on the contact 

between non-resident parent and child, the presence of new children, 

whether half-siblings or step-siblings, may be important in creating 

conditions which encourage or deter contact. Figure 9 shows the 

relationships between the family composition of the resident parent and 

non-resident parent and the pattern of contact between the children and 

the non-resident parent. Family composition has been divided into four 

categories: single parent, repartnered with no other children, 

repartnered with new children born to that relationship, and repartnered 

with stepchildren (and sometimes new children as well). 

The family composition of the resident parent showed no significant 

association with the pattern of visiting between the children and the 

non-resident parent. It appears that changes in the membership of the 

household in which children live have little bearing on the contact 

between non-resident parent and children. On the other hand, the family 

composition of the non-resident parent has a significant association 

with the pattern of visiting. Single non-resident parents have the most 

contact with their children, and this is particularly apparent in the 

group which has many overnight stays. It is possible that non-resident 

parents who have not repartnered are free to accommodate their children 

in ways that others with family responsibilities find more difficult. 

Children may also find their single parent more available to them and 

parents living on their own may value more highly close ties with their 

children. 

The second most frequent visitors are children of non-resident parents 

who have repartnered and have stepchildren. At first glance, this 

family type is more demanding of time and energy than the first, but it 

may also have more child-oriented resources: an experienced step-parent, 

a family climate which is accommodating to child needs, children of more 

similar ages to the non-resident children, and a non-resident parent who 

has chosen a second family with children. The step-parent's empathy 

with the needs of children with a non-resident parent may also 

facilitate the integration of the child into the non-resident parent's 

family. 
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Repartnered non-resident parents without children, and those with a new 

child, are less likely to have close contact with their children. Since 

repartnering per se had no significant association with patterns of 

contact, it is more likely to be family factors which facilitate or 

impede contact. The family composition of the non-resident parent may 

also affect patterns of contact through the way in which the resident 

parent perceives the suitability of that household for the child and 

through its attractions for the children themselves. 

4. ·What are the conditions of financial support for the children? 

Since a full description of the maintenance paid for children in the 

PCMB study has been made elsewhere (Harrison, 1989), only a resume of 

some features of the payment of child maintenance is presented here. 

Reports of paying any cash maintenance or assuming responsibility for 

children's costs such as medical or educational expenses are included. 

Although men report a somewhat higher rate of payment than women (67 

versus 60 per cent; chi square 2.89, df 11, .0S>p<.1), the total figures 

are probably fairly accurate. Just under two-thirds of parents report 

some financial support for the children continuing five to eight years 

after separation. These figures, although not refined by the age of the 

children, some of whom will be independent earners and over 18 years, 

show the degree of consistency between men's and women's reports on 

maintenance. 

Harrison (1989) reports that maintenance varies little across age of 

children, family type of resident parent and non-resident parent, or 

over time. The '$20 per week, per child' standard persists. 

Maintenance was consistently a smaller cost to the payer than it is a 

benefit to the receiver. In other words, maintenance is likely to be a 

smaller percentage of non-resident parents' income than it is of 

resident parents' income. 
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5. What impact does household composition have on the financial support 

of children? 

New responsibilities, extra resources and demands are implied by 

different family compositions of the resident parent and the non

resident parent. For the non-resident parent who must pay maintenance, 

the demands of a new family or the extra resources of a new spouse may 

influence the capacity to pay. Conversely, the actual and perceived 

needs of the children may change in relation to the family composition 

of the resident parent and thus affect the amount of maintenance paid. 

The relationship between family composition of resident parents and non

resident parents and the transfer of child maintenance from one 

household to another was examined. Whether or not any maintenance was 

paid or received for children was not significantly related to the 

family composition of the resident parent or the non-resident parent, 

although both resident parents and non-resident parents who were single, 

or repartnered with no children, reported a slightly higher rate of 

paying or receiving than those with new children or stepchildren. 

Family composition does not appear to be a powerful determinant of 

paying or receiving any support for children five to eight years after 

separation. 

Amount:s paid or received 

Figure 10 shows the amount of maintenance paid, by those reporting they 

paid or received any, in relation to the family composition of the 

resident parent and the non-resident parent. In the case of periodic 

maintenance, there is little variation at all for either non-resident 

parents or resident parents in the amounts of maintenance reported. 

Total maintenance changes little by family type of the non-resident 

parent, except in families with stepchildren where less maintenance is 

reported to be paid. Resident parents also report receiving least 

maintenance when they have stepchildren, but their numbers are too small 

to provide reliable estimates. For all groups, the variation in amounts 

was large and conclusions must be tentative, but family composition does 

not appear to be an important factor in the payment or receipt of 

periodic maintenance, although families with stepchildren pay and 

receive least total maintenance. 
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Periodic maintenance paid by non-resident parents seems to be 

unresponsive to the needs of the family in which the children reside. 

The presence of a new partner and a second income does not significantly 

diminish the amount of child maintenance received, nqr do obligations 

for new children or stepchildren in the non-resident parent's household 

reduce the amount of periodic maintenance paid. In short, periodic 

maintenance appears to be independent of these indices of capacity to 

payor of needs in the children's household. 

Both resident and non-resident parents report paying similar amounts of 

periodic maintenance - about $20 per child. In 1987, the costs of 

teenagers in middle-income families was estimated at $92 per week, thus 

the average periodic maintenance covered just over a fifth of those 

costs. The most likely reason for the lack of variation in payment was 

the trivial sum paid. 

Total maintenance paid - including lump sum payments - showed little 

variation except in households into which the new partner had brought 

stepchildren. Other differences were not significant. The presence of 

stepchildren in the resident parent's household, while adding financial 

responsibilities, was associated with receipt of less total maintenance 

for the children of the first marriage. The numbers were small, 

however. In general, the differences observed are between reports of 

resident and non-resident parents rather than between different family 

types. 

Whether this family type signifies a more complete severance of 

responsibilities, or whether the time lapse entailed for families like 

this to re-form means that more children are independent,isnot clear. 

Child maincenance and ~ccerns of concacc 

Whether or not any maintenance was paid or received was not related to 

the pattern of visiting among non-resident parents whose children were 

with the mother. Among resident parents, reports of maintenance being 

paid were associated with visiting patterns; longer and overnight visits 

were more likely to be accompanied by payment of some maintenance. 
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For the groups who reported paying or receiving any maintenance, the 

amount of maintenance being paid in relation to visiting patterns is 

shown in Figure 11. The amount paid per week, whether total maintenance 

or periodic only, is significantly different for children in the 

categories shown. In the case of total maintenance reported, the 

average for the group was $24 per week per child. Children who never 

see their non-resident parent received $12 less and those who had few 

short visits averaged $9 per week less than the average. For children 

who had few, longer stays the amount received was about $3 per week 

more, and the most frequent visitors, who had frequent and long stays, 

received $6 per week more than average. 

The same relationship is seen between periodic maintenance and contact 

between non-resident parent and child. The average amount.paid for the 

whole group was $17 per child. Children who were out of touch received 

about $8 per week less than this amount; those with few short contacts 

had about $3 per week less; children who were seeing their non-resident 

parent for a few long stays received about 52 more; and those who were 

in frequent longer contact received about $4 per week more. The only 

change of direction was noted for the children who saw their non

resident parent frequently, but for a short time. This group, who 'drop 

in' often, received $2 less than average periodic maintenance, whereas 

they received a little more than average total maintenance. They were 

older children, many of whom were mid-to-late teenagers. For this 

group, the non-periodic maintenance appears to take on a different 

relationship from periodic payments, the latter being more likely to dry 

up. 

Another overall comment on Figure 11 is that discrepancies between non

resident and resident parent reports are much greater for total 

maintenance than for periodic maintenance. The greatest discrepancy 

appears in reports of maintenance paid for children who go for a few 

long visits. Perhaps a larger part of this maintenance is episodic, 

associated with the time spent with the non-resident parent, and thus 

invisible to the resident parent. Alternatively, non-resident parents 

with more resources can pay more maintenance directly for their 

children; they can also provide suitable accommodation for them in two 

households, and time and transport to facilitate visiting. On the other 
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hand, non-resident parents' engagement in parenting includes providing 

warmth and closeness, care and supervision and financial support. It is 

not surprising that conditions which promote the one are associated with 

the other. No causal direction is established through this correlation 

of contact and the payment of maintenance. 
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6. What is the incidence of conflict over access and of bargaining over 

access and maintenance? 

Respondents were asked about the level of conflict relating to access 

they experienced at the end of the first year after separation and at 

the present time, five to eight years afterwards. They were also asked 

whether access was ever reduced, obstructed or denied because 

maintenance was not paid, or, whether maintenance was ever not paid 

because access was reduced, obstructed or denied. 

The level of conflict in the group, the changes in conflict over time, 

and the use of bargaining strategies may affect the relationship between 

parents and children and the financial support of the children. The 

extent of conflict, the use of these bargaining strategies and the 

outcomes in terms of visiting patterns and the payment of child 

maintenance are the subject of this section. 

Level of conflict: about: access 

Respondents were asked: 'At the end of the first year after separation, 

how much conflict was there between you and your former spouse about the 

children's visits?' and 'And now, how much conflict would you say ~here 

is?' The responses to both questions were: 'a great deal', 
, 

some or 

'very little'. 

Figure 12 shows the reports of men and women on the level of conflict 

experienced at the end of the first year after separation and at the 

time of interview. Both men and women report very similar rates of 

conflict at the two points in time. Close to the ,.separation, more than 

a third experienced a great deal of conflict about access. By the time 

of the interview, only six per cent of women and 11 per cent of men were 

reporting a great deal of conflict five to eight years after separation, 

and three quarters were experiencing very little conflict. 

One fifth of men and women reported some conflict about access after 

separation; for most, conflict had diminished five to eight years later. 

The fires of conflict may be extinguished in many ways: discussion and 

resolution, withdrawal from t?e scene, or resignation to conditions are 

all possible. Whatever the processes involved, conflict generally 
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lessened over time, although a small group remained in. high conflict (7 

per cent of men and 3 per cent of women), and another 5 per cent 

reported increased conflict. 

Bargaining about: access and maint:enance 

Bargaining about access and maintenance, threatening withdrawal of 

either, appears to be a particular and perhaps extreme manifestation of 

conflict. It suggests that compromise and other strategies of 

negotiation have been exhausted, abandoned, or never tried. Seventeen 

per cent of men and 9 per cent of women reported that bargaining about 

access and maintenance had ever occurred over the years since 

separation. Bargaining had a·significant association with general 

levels of conflict both at the time of separation and at the time of 

interview. It was, however, more tightly tied to current conflict than 

to earlier conflict about access, suggesting that, when used, it is 

associated with long-lasting conflict, that recent conflict was more 

likely to have included this strategy, or that recent conflict recalls 

earlier bargaining. 

Whatever the dynamics of using threats to withdraw either maintenance 

for children or access of the non-resident parent to them, it appears to 

be an extreme strategy which implies that negotiations have broken down 

and few options are available. 

7. What effects do bargaining and conflict have on the payment of 

maintenance? 

The results reported in the next sections are for the group who had two 

children still dependent - that is, children who were in need of 

financial support from parents and who were not in receipt of income 

equal to the unemployment benefit. 'The group is also restricted to 

cases in. which both children were residing with the mother. This 

restriction removes cases in which financial responsibility for the 

children is unclear, and the small number of cases where the children 

are living with the father. Thus, all cases should involve jOint 

financial support of the children. 
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Bargaining st:rat:egies and t:he payment: of maint:enance 

Receipt or non-receipt of either lump sum or periodic maintenance was 

not significantly associated with men's reports of ever having bargained 

access for maintenance or maintenance for access. Women indicated a 

lower probability of payment if bargaining was reported (chi square = 
9.14, df 1, P <0.1). 

For the groups who reported that some maintenance was being paid, 

further analysis was done of the impact of a bargaining strategy on the 

amount of maintenance paid, and the percentage of the non-resident 

parent's gross personal income paid in maintenance. Although all 

results showed the same trend - that is, where bargaining was reported, 

less maintenance and a lower percentage of income was spent on 

maintenance - no results were statistically significant. It would thus 

seem that the use of this strategy is not a powerful determinant of 

maintenance being paid, but any effect appears to work as a depreciator 

of child support. conversely, non-payment and non-receipt of 

maintenance may be more readily attributed to conflict or may trigger 

more memories of its occurrence. 

Conf.li ct: and t:he payment: of maint:enance 

The use of a bargaining strategy in arranging access and maintenance is 

associated with more widespread conflict, the impact of which is 

presented in this section. Payment of maintenance and the percentage of 

the non-resident parent's gross income spent on maintenance were not 

significantly affected by the reported level of conflict at the time of 

separation or at the time of interview. However, the level of reported 

conflict showed a consistent trend in relation to all measures of 

maintenance paid. Least maintenance was paid where a great deal of 

conflict was reported, and most was usually paid when little conflict at 

the time of separation was reported. The resident parents were an 

exception to this linear trend in that the amount of maintenance paid 

was highest for those who reported some conflict at the time of 

separation. 
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When parents are engaged in negotiating the important issues of caring 

for and supporting children after separation, conflict may be an 

essential component of a process resulting in continuing long-term 

support of children. Low conflict may, however, be an accompaniment of 

early withdrawal from negotiation and from ongoing parenting by the non

resident parent. Conflict may have a productive as well as a 

destructive face. 

8. What effects do bargaining and conflict have on contact with 

children? 

The results in this section are reported separately for resident parents 

who are all women and non-resident parents who are men. Aspects of 

visiting used in the analyses were the frequency of visits each month, 

the usual duration of visits, and the overall pattern of visits which 

combined measures of frequency and duration. 

Barga~n~ng scrateg~es and v~s~c~ng ~ccerns 

Reports of ever having used bargaining strategies, trading off access 

for maintenance, or maintenance for access, significantly depressed the 

rate and duration of visits. These results were replicated for resident 

parents and non-resident parents. It appears that using such a strategy 

is indicative of conflict which tends not to resolve into conditions 

which allow for close contact between non-resident parents and children. 

Overall, severe conflict affects about a third of men and women at the 

end of the first year after separation, but five to eight years after 

'the separation conflict was greatly diminished. The use of the 

bargaining strategy over this period of time was not common, although 

when used it appears to be a counter-productive strategy. 
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Conf.lict: and cont:act: 

For the resident parents there was no significant relationship between 

level of conflict at separation, or current conflict, and the frequency, 

duration or overall pattern of contact between non-resident parent and 

children. Most contact between non-resident parent and children was, 

however, consistently related to the reporting of some conflict, and 

least when a great deal of conflict was reported. For. non-resident 

parents, the effects of conflict on patterns of visiting were much 

stronger and statistically significant. Whereas for non-resident 

parents more contact was related to less conflict, resident parents 

reported most contact under moderate conflict conditions, but least in 

the presence of high conflict. The average number of visits per month 

for those resident parents who reported a great deal of conflict about 

access at the time of separation was 1.5, whereas the average for the 

group ~eporting little conflict was 2.5. Current conflict about access 

bore a similar relationship to visiting patterns. It appears that the 

non-resident parents are reporting more sensitivity to conflict than are 

the resident parents, or a lower tolerance for conflict, or a tendency 

to attribute loss of contact with children to perceived conflict. 

Possib.le ,pos.it:ive out:comes from confLict: 

Relationships between reported conflict about access and payment of 

maintenance are not clear, although lower levels of maintenance are 

reported with high conflict. Some fairly consistent differences were 

noted between resident parents and non-resident parents in the effects 

of reported conflict on maintenance and visiting: for resident parents 

some conflict appeared to be associated with optimal outcomes; for non

resident parents increasing conflict was associated with lower levels of 

visiting. It maybe that motivation to work out a solution and a 

commitment to children's needs involve parents in a certain amount .of 

conflict, the outcomes of which may be productive in terms of continuing 

financial support and contact. Non-resident parents, in this case all 

men, appear to be more sensitive to conflict in that the higher the 

reported conflict the less likely they are to see their children. 

Withdrawal from continuing negotiations about responsibilities for 

children may resolve conflict for a parent at the expense of the 

children. 
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PART TWO: FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PAYMENT OF CHILD MAINTENANCE 

Introduction 

Two expressions of the continuation of parenting by the non-resident parent 

after marriage breakdown are ongoing contact between the child and the non

resident parent and continuing financial support for the child. In Part 

One, the relationships between historical and current conditions in the, 

lives of a group of divorced men and women and the parenting arrangements 

for their children have been described. The complexity of people's lives 

cannot be reduced to simple relationships, however. In Part Two the 

relative importance of factors thought to affect the payment and receipt of 

child maintenance are examined and the most powerful combinations of factors 

sought. 

Maintenance has two facets: payment and receipt. The following analysis, 

limited to men and women who have two dependent children, both living with 

the mother, looks for that set of explanatory factors which best explains 

the payment and receipt of maintenance. Data on receipt of maintenance is 

from resident parents into whose household maintenance is, or should be, 

received. Data on payment of maintenance is from non-resident parents who 

pay, or should pay, maintenance. The basic questions asked are: 'What 

factors best account for payment of maintenance and for the amount paid by 

the non-resident parent?' and 'What factors best,account for receipt of 

maintenance, and for the amount received into the household of the resident 

parent?' 

Figure 13 shows the factors considered in the models of child maintenance. 

Maintenance has been defined in three ways. First, it is treated as a yes

no proposition - the payment or non-payment of maintenance. Second, in 

cases where any maintenance is paid, the amount paid in dollars per week is 

considered. Third, maintenance is treated under two headings: total 

maintenance- paid, including periodic and other payments, and periodic 

maintenance alone. Total maintenance includes occasional lump sums, and 

maintenance earmarked for particular expenses (for example, health insurance 

or school fees) as well as periodic maintenance. The total amounts reported 

have been added and apportioned as weekly payments. 
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statistical Methods 

The questions asked here concern the relative importance of the factors 

described in the previous sections. A statistical procedure which allows us 

to test the relative importance of each factor, net of other effects, and 

the best combination of factors in explaining variations in a dependent 

variable is stepwise ordinary least squares multiple regression. The 

R2 statis'ticis a measure of the goodness of fit of the model; low values 

indicate a poor fit, high values a better fit. 

Regression analysis is based on an assumption that the dependent variable, 

in the present case a series of measures of maintenance, is normally 

distributed. Where this assumption was not met two treatments have been 

used. First, when maintenance is a dichotomous variable, all regression 

analyses were repeated using the LOGIT procedure (SPSSX, 1986) which fits 

the data to a probability curve rather than a regression line. Any 

differences in results are discussed. Second, where the distribution of 

maintenance in dollars deviated from a normal distribution, all analyses 

were repeated using a log transformation. In no case did this substantially 

change the-results, so only the original form is reported. 

The specific questions are: 'What are the most important factors accounting 

for reported payment and receipt of maintenance?' and 'What is the impact of 

each significant factor net of other factors in the model?' StepwiseOLS 

regression was thus used to identify the most parsimonious models from the 

data on receipt and payment of maintenance as reported by resident parents 

and non-resident parents in our samples of men and women five to eight years 

after separation. 

Independent variables in the model 

Background variables 

Education and occupation are indicators or correlates of a wide range of 

values and socialization experiences of people in our society. They are 

relevant in a model which attempts to account for the parentin'g behaviour of 

men and women after separation, not only because they are related to 
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income, but also because they may indicate different milieus which support 

or elicit particular values, expectations and behaviours relating to 

parenting, including financial support of children. 

Formal education for this cohort of people was often truncated before the 

end of secondary school. The school leaving age in Victoria in the early 

sixties was 15 years and hence many respondents completed their schooling at 

Year 10. Secondary education was divided into high school and technical 

school streams, with a number of transfers from high school into certificate 

and diploma courses after Year 10. All of this makes it difficult to use 

years of schooling as a a crude indicator of education. For the purposes of 

these analyses, a distinction has been made between those who proceeded with 

post-secondary education and the majority who did not. 

Occupations, which were coded using the Australian Standard Classification 

of Occupations (ASCO) Draft Edition available at the time of the first 

interview in 1984, have been collapsed into two categories: 

professional/managerial and other. In earlier reports of the work histories 

of the sample, it was noted that this cohort, especially the men, had been 

able to change their occupational status from skilled and semi-skilled 

trades to managers of small businesses. Thus the division used here 

captures the career rises of the samples attributable to their endeavours in 

the workforce. 

Harr.iage 

Conditions for continuing support, or lack thereof, may very well date from 

the time of marriage. Conditions of entry into marriage have been 

associated with commitment to children, as has the process of separation. 

Moreover, conduct of the economic partnership of the marriage may well 

influence the ways in which parental roles were divided in the marriage and 

expectations about how they should be fulfilled after separation. The flow

on from being in the work force during the marriage in terms of later self

sufficiency may also affect the capacity of each parent to contribute to the 

financial support of the children. 

Three aspects of the marriage were studied: first, whether or not there was 

a pre-marital pregnancy, since it has been proposed that such an event may 

alter the commitment felt by both parents to the child (children) of the 
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marriage; second, the attachment of the wife to the labour market during the 

marriage as an index of her preparation for economic self-sufficiency; 

third, participation in the decision to separate indicating some preparation 

for the transition. 

Separac.ion 

The economic circumstances of the couple at the time of separation may 

influence-the initial negotiations on child maintenance. Considerations of 

needs and relative capacity to care for and support the children would 

usually enter into these negotiations. Additional factors are the income of 

the respondent and the former spouse, the work status of the woman and the 

dependency needs of the children as measured by the age of the younger child 

and/or whether the children were of school age. 

All the above factors predate the measure of maintenance by at least five 

years and this background information was collected at first interview. As 

these conditions precede the present conditions for the payment and receipt 

of maintenance, they may have a causal effect on the outcome variables; 

alternatively, both the factors tested and the outcome variables may be 

influenced by other variables not explored here. The following factors, 

however, are concurrent measures so that any relationships demonstrated may 

not be taken to imply causality. 

1987 cond.ic.ions 

@ Economic circumstances: Under this heading are included personal income, 

partner's income and age of elder child. The latter is entered in the model 

as an index of the costs of the children, which are expected to rise with 

age. 

@ Family composition of the resident parent and non-resident parent: The 

number of dependants and income earners in the family are indices of the 

income-needs ratio of the family unit. Needs of children and capacity to 

pay maintenance might thus be related to family composition of the resident 

parent and the non-resident parent. As has been described in the first 

section, the presence and absence of a partner and the presence of new 
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children and stepchildren had various effects on the contact between non

resident parent and children and on the payment of maintenance. Description 

is limited to the family composition of the respondent because information 

about the former partner was not reliable. 

@ Relationship between the non-resident parent and child: Three measures of 

the relationship are considered: first, frequency of visits, measured as 

number of visits per month; second, the duration of visits, and in 

particular whether or not the child stays overnight with the non-resident 

parent; and third, parental satisfaction with four aspects of the children's 

life. Satisfaction was assessed by averaging ratings on six items with 

nine-point scales - the higher the score, the more satisfied the parent 

about the child's wellbeing. The items were satisfaction with the 

children's education, living arrangements, housing, access, wellbeing, and 

the extent to which they were succeeding and getting on. 

@ Relationship between parents: This variable was assessed bya scale of 18 

items selected and adapted from Ahrons' (1982) Co-parental Relationship 

Scale. A maximum likelihood factor analysis of the 18 items revealed a 

five-factor solution. As the factors were correlated, an oblique rotation 

was performed and the factor scores, which are standard scores with a mean 

of zero, were entered in the regression. Positive scores indicate easy 

communication, cooperation and lack of pain and anger; negative scores 

represent more conflict, hurt, pain and anger. The five sub-scales thus 

identified appeared to measure: communication ranging from conflicted to 

open; hate and revenge or the absence of these feelings toward the former 

spouses; co-operation and support, or the lack of these; emotional 

attachment or distance; and anger, hurt and blame, or the absence of these. 

Two other behavioural measures of parenting were also included - frequency 

of discussion about the children and participation in sharing responsibility 

for them. 

@ Conflict: Conflict between parents after marriage breakdown, whether it 

arises from unresolved issues between the parents or directly from matters 

relating to the new circumstances of parenting the children, may have its 

focus on children. Respondents were asked about the level of conflict in 

the area of access at the end of the first year after separation, and the 
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level of current conflict concerning access. They were also asked whether 

they, or their former spouses, had ever bargained access for maintenance or 

vice versa. To have actually withheld money or impeded access may be seen 

as extreme actions indicative of a failure to negotiate issues of parental 

responsibility. These measures of past and current conflict have been used 

to explore the relationship between reported conflicts and the payment of 

child maintenance. 

Appendix 2 contains the descriptive statistics on all variables entered in 

the regression analyses presented in the following sections. 

Payment of any Maintenance by Non-resident Parent 

In this sample of non-resident parents, who had two dependent children both 

living with the mother, 90 per cent reported paying something for their 

children, although some reports were as low as $250 per annum. No 

combinations of factors accounted well for payment and the model explained 

only 11 per cent of variation in responses. Payment, however, was less 

likely to be made if current conflict over access was reported to be high. 

That conflict over access is associated with lower payments does not 

necessarily mean that conflict results in the non-payment of maintenance, 

although it is clearly an accompanying feature of non-payment as reported by 

the non-resident parents. High levels of current conflict were reported by 

only 11 per cent of men, but men reporting higher levels were less likely to 

be paying any maintenance at all. The more conservative conclusion is that, 

bearing in mind that 90 per cent of the non-resident parents in this group 

reported paying ~ maintenance, payers and non-payers cannot be clearly 

distinguished by the factors considered. It is noteworthy that income does 

not distinguish payers from non-payers. 

Payment of periodic maintenance 

Abetter account can be given of the payment of periodic maintenance, which 

was reported by 69 per cent of non-resident parents. The model shown in 

Table 1 explains 20 per cent of the variance in the payment of periodic 

maintenance. Having bargained access for maintenance, or vice versa, was 

the most powerful factor accompanying the non-payment of periodic 

maintenance. Men reporting that this occurred were 36 per cent less likely 
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to pay periodic maintenance than others. The current level of conflict 

about access was again an important factor in the payment of any periodic 

maintenance. Each increment in reported conflict decreased the likelihood 

of payment by 9 per cent. Finally, satisfaction with children's wellbeing 

was inversely related to the payment of maintenance - that is, men reporting 

higher levels of satisfaction were less likely to be paying periodic 

maintenance. Non-resident parents who paid no periodic maintenance did not 

perceive their children to be lacking materially, or in terms of their 

achievement or future expectations. 

Table 1: Best fitting model for the payment of any periodic child 
maintenance 

Level of 
Independent variables b beta significance 

Bargaining access and maintenance -.36 -.35 .001 

Current degree of conflict over access 
visits -.09 -.29 .002 

Satisfaction with child's wellbeing -.02 -.30 .002 

2 
R =.20 

This result is somewhat counter-intuitive, if we assume that financial 

support is correlated with general involvement in the lives of the 

children, and that involved parents are more likely to contribute to the 

wellbeing of their children. Perhaps non-resident parents who do not 

pay periodic maintenance are more out of touch with their children and, 

in the absence of information about them, assume that all is well. But 

no significant relationship could be demonstrated between non-resident 

parents' perception of children's wellbeing and the amount of time they 

spent with their children. 

Possibly too, since older children are less likely to receive periodic 

maintenance, and non-resident parents' satisfaction has been shown 

elsewhere to increase with age of child, this correlation accounts for 

the effect observed here. Some non-resident parents who do not pay 

periodic maintenance for their children may perceive them to be in 
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circumstances which are so advantageous as to need no further support. 

From the vantage point of non-resident parents who pay no maintenance, 

it may also be more comforting to see their children in better 

circumstances. 

other factors, which had coefficients almost twice their standard error, 

and might thus have some importance in explaining the payment of 

periodic maintenance, were the time spent in the workforce during 

marriage by the mother, which increased the likelihood of periodic 

maintenance being paid, and the degree of current conflict over access, 

which decreased the chances of maintenance payments. Women's workforce 

participation is related to the general lifecycle stage of the partners 

at the time of separation, and to their earning capacities and resources 

they had at that time and afterwards. Harrison (1989) has reported on 

the static nature of maintenance payments over the years since 

separation. Conditions which applied at the time of separation are thus 

likely to exert an influence, even over long periods. 

Receipt of any maintenance by resident parent 

In the next section the focus is switched to factors associated with the 

receipt of maintenance reported by resident parents. Whereas 90 per 

cent of men said they paid some maintenance, only 66 per cent of women 

reported receiving any maintenance at all. The factors which gave the 

best account of receipt of any maintenance, explaining 23 per cent of 

the variance in responses, are shown in Table 2. Two measures of 

contact between the non-resident parent and the children were most 

important in predicting whether or not any maintenance was reported to 

have been received. No causal attribution may be made, however, as both 

were reported concurrently with the maintenance measure. 

Receipt of maintenance was accompanied by a higher level of involvement 

with the children and particularly having the children to stayed 

overnight with the non-resident parent. If children stayed overnight, 

the probability of any maintenance being received increased by 22 per 

cent net of any other effects in the model. Frequency of visits was 

also important, independently of staying overnight, so that every 

monthly visit increased the chances of some maintenance being received 

by 8 per cent. 
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Table 2: Best fitting model for the receipt of any maintenance 

Independent variables 

Child stays overnight with non-resident 
parent - (Y-N) 

Frequency of contact with non-resident 
parent - visits per month 

Non-resident parent's net annual income 
at separation ($,000 p.a.) 

Relationship between parents characterised 
by wish for revenge (1987) 

2 
R =.23 

b 

.22 

.08 

.07 

.07 

Level of 
beta significance 

.23 .01 

.23 .01 

.21 .01 

.15 .05 

The income of the non-resident parent at the time of separation 

positively influenced whether or not any maintenance was reported to be 

received five to eight years later. Although we have no information on 

the income of the non-resident parent at the time of the second 

interview, it is likely to be correlated with past income which may 

explain the continued payment of maintenance. On the other hand, there 

were indications that although there was some falling off of payments, 

maintenance once begun appeared more likely to continue (Harrison, 

1989). For every $1,000 net income of the non-resident parent at the 

time of separation, the chances of some maintenance still being received 

five to eight years after separation increased by 7 per cent. 

The final significant factor in the model was the presence or absence of 

feelings of hatred and the wish for revenge in the resident parent. 

Although only 8 to 9 per cent of the sample expressed such strong 

negative feelings toward their former spouse, these feelings were 

associated with a 7 per cent lower likelihood of receipt of maintenance. 

No causal relationship can be implied here, and it is feasible that 

either a reciprocal antipathy existed, in part expressed by the 

withholding of child support, or that pre-existing factors had brought 

about a situation in which resentment continued and maintenance was not 

paid. 
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Receipt of periodic maintenance 

No adequate model was found to account for the receipt of periodic 

maintenance which was reported by ~9 per cent of resident parents. 

Table 3 shows the results of stepwise regression which identified two 

factors with significant effects; however the model accounted for only 9 

per cent of the variance. The two significant factors which increased 

the likelihood of maintenance being received were overnight stays with 

the non-resident parent and the resident parent's present personal 

income. The LOGIT analysis confirmed both the suggestion that these two 

factors had some effect, and the inadequacy of these variables in 

accounting for the probability that periodic maintenance would be 

received. 

Table 3: Best fitting model for the receipt of periodic maintenance 

Level of 
Independent variables b beta significance 

Child stays overnight with non-resident 
parent - (Y-N) .23 .24 .01 

Resident parent's present net annual income 
($'000 p.a.) .06 .16 .05 

2 
R =.09 

Neither receipt nor payment of periodic maintenance appeared to be 

significantly related to the finances of the non-resident parent. Non

payment by non-resident parents was accompanied by reports of conflict, 

but conditions of contact with children were not important. Receipt is 

positively related to contact and to the present income of the resident 

parent. If resident parents with higher incomes are more likely to 

receive periodic maintenance it is possibly because they were married to 

higher earning spouses - a factor explaining the receipt of any 

maintenance, including periodic and other payments. Another reason why 

periodic maintenance appears not to be related to the income of the non

resident parent may be that it was generally such small amounts that 
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non-resident parents of all incomes could afford to pay. This would be 

particularly so given the depreciation in value of the original $20 per 

week average payment. 

Total amount of maintenance paid 

The previous sections have presented analyses of whether or not 

particular forms of maintenance were paid or received. The following 

analyses concern the amount of.maintenance paid or received in different 

forms by those respondents who reported that any maintenance transfer 

occurred. Maintenance of all kinds was totalled and transformed into 

dollars per week. Table 4 shows the best fitting model accounting for 

total maintenance in dollars per week paid by non-resident parents. 

Two factors accounted for 23 per cent of the variance in the amount of 

maintenance paid in all forms by those non-resident parents who reported 

paying some maintenance: the annual net income of the non-resident 

parent and whether or not children stay overnight on visits. Weekly 

maintenance rises by 12 cents for every dollar income of the non

resident parent. If children stay overnight with the non-resident 

parent the average maintenance paid per week is $25.55 more than if they 

do not. 

~on-resident parents who paid more child maintenance had higher incomes 

and were more likely to have their children stay with them. Income is 

correlated with amount paid by those who pay some maintenance, although 

it does not appear to be important in distinguishing payers from non

payers. Since the frequency of visits did not appear to have a 

significant effect on the amount of maintenance, it may be important to 

look to the quality of relationships between non-resident parent and 

child (and the factors which sustain these) in further exploration of 

maintenance. The other side of this is that some non-.resident parents 

are paying maintenance and not seeing their children often, others are 

paying little and seeing them frequently. 
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Table 4: Best fitting model for the total amount of weekly maintenance 
in dollars paid by those who reported paying some maintenance 

Independent variables 

Present net income of the non-resident 
parent ($pw) 

Child stays overnight with non-resident 
parent - (Y-N) 

2 
R =.23 

b 

.12 

25.55 

Level of 
beta significance 

.42 .000 

.22 .02 

other factors not included in this model explaining the rates of weekly 

maintenance, but which had coefficients approaching significance were: 

the communication between the parents - more conflict-ridden 

communication was associated with lower payments; and the education and 

occupation of the non-resident parent - those with higher education and 

professional/managerial jobs paid more maintenance. 

Amount of periodic maintenance paid 

Income of the non-resident parent is the only significant factor 

associated with the amount of periodic maintenance paid. It accounted 

for 22 per cent of the variance in periodic payments. Each dollar of 

net weekly income increases weekly maintenance by six cen~s, three cents 

per child. The only other factor which had a coefficient approaching 

significance was education of the non-resident parent. The amount of 

periodic maintenance paid appears to be associated with socio-economic 

factors rather than with relationships between parents or between the 

non-resident parent and the child. 

It is interesting to speculate about the reason for the quality of non

resident parent-child contact is important in explaining the payment of 

total amounts and not the straight weekly payments. One explanation 

might be that although the weekly payments are not very varied, the 

'$20-per-child-per-week' rule having been applied and sustained very 

widely, extras in the form of holidays, sports equipment, toys and 

pocket money, and the expenses covered at the non-resident parent's 
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house, all become significant amounts in the lives of children who still 

stay over with their non-resident parent. Payment associated with the 

child being in another household overnight may also explain some of the 

discrepancy in reporting on maintenance payments and receipt by resident 

parents and non-resident parents. Resident parents may be unaware of, 

or discount the contributions the non-resident parent makes when the 

children are with him. 

Total amount of maintenance received 

The best fitting model for the the amount of maintenance reported to be 

received by those resident parents who reported receiving any 

maintenance is shown in Table 5. The model, accounting for 25 per cent 

of the variance in amount of maintenance paid, shows post-school 

education to be the most i~portant factor. Mothers who had post

secondary education reported receiving $30.69 more than others. The 

non-resident parent's income at the time of separation was also 

important; each dollar of net weekly income at the time of separation 

increased the amount of maintenance paid per week for two children by 

eight cents. The third factor is the degree of parental cooperation and 

support in raising the children. More support and cooperation is 

associated with higher amounts of maintenance being paid, suggesting 

that non-resident parent's who are perceived as helping to raise the 

children, from whom help may be sought and with whom problems can be 

discussed, are more able and/or more willing to give greater financial 

support to their children. This model comprises both socio-economic and 

parental relationship factors. 
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Table 5: Best fitting model for the amount of weekly maintenance 
received from all sources by those who reported receiving some 
maintenance 

Independent variables 

Post-school education resident parent 
- (Y-N) 

Non-resident parent's income at the time 
of separation (Sp.w.) 

Co-parental relationship 
(cooperative supportive) 

2 
R =.25 

Amount of periodic maintenance received 

b 

30.69 

.08 

8.51 

Level of 
beta significance 

.35 .0001 

.26 .01 

.19 .05 

The best fitting model for the amount of periodic maintenance reported 

by resident parents is shown in Table 6. The model, which accounts for 

38 per cent of the variance in the amount of weekly maintenance reported 

by resident parents who received any maintenance, is more complex than 

those in the three previous categories, but again the capacity of the 

non-resident parent to pay at the time of separation is the most 

important factor in accounting for variations in weekly payments. For 

each dollar of the non-resident parent's net income at separation seven 

cents a week is received for the two children. (Present income of the 

non-resident parent is associated in a very similar fashion with the 

payment of weekly periodic maintenance.) 
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Table 6: Best fitting model for the amount of periodic weekly 

maintenance received by those who reported receiving some 

maintenance 

Independent variables 

Non-resident parent's net income at the 
time of separation ($pw) 

resident parent - post-school 
education (Y-N) 

The younger child in school at the 
time of separation 

Co-parental relationship 
(cooperative/ supportive) 

Age of the elder child 

2 
R =.38 

b 

.07 

11.39 

17.65 

5.51 

-2.25 

Level of 
beta significance 

.45 .000 

.24 .01 

.38 .001 

.24 .01 

-.25 .05 

Resident parents with post-secondary education received on average 

$11.39 more per week for the children than those with lower education. 

Education of spouses is correlated as is that of members of family and 

friendship groups. It has been suggested that education taps a 

dimension of people's lives which is important in setting and sustaining 

values and expectations about parenting. If this is the case, then 

higher education appears to be associated with both a set of values and 

behaviours which make the receipt of child maintenance more likely. 

If the younger child was in school at the time of separation, 

maintenance received increased by $17.65, but maintenance decreased by 

$2.25 per week for each added year of the elder child. This is an 

intriguing result. The logic for introducing the first variable into 

the model was that it might act as a proxy for the dependency needs of 

the children and the demands they would make on the mother's time and 

energy which might otherwise be devoted to paid work. At the same time, 
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however, this variable is a marker of the length of marriage, the time 

available for the partners to have acquired assets and human capital in 

terms of earning potential as well as the age of the children. Why do 

the effects seem contrary? 

One explanation might be that, since dependency needs of children when 

maintenance was first "negotiated appear not to augment payments, older 

children were in families which had had more time to acquire assets arid 

earning capacities to sustain them at a higher rate. With regard to the 

tendency of age of elder child to lower maintenance, it appears not to 

be an effect which is mediated through time since separation because the 

latter had no significant effect. It is more likely that older children 

in our sample who were dependent, but who had left school or who were 

over the age of 18 years, were receiving less periodic maintenance. All 

older children who were in this grey area between dependence and 

independence were carefully checked and only included if their 

educational pursuits and earnings made them clearly dependent on 

parental support. The results here indicate that attention is required 

in defining parental responsibilities for young people as they move 

towards independence. 

Possibly non-resident parents reduce periodic maintenance, some of which 

may be seen as an allowance or pocket money, when their children begin 

to earn money of their own. To check this we examined the 35 cases in 

which the children were reported to be earning money. There was no 

significant relationship between children's earnings and payment of 

maintenance in any form. Thus the reduction in maintenance payment is 

not related to this measure of increasing independence of the children. 

It appears then to be related to other factors associated with age or 

with perceptions of age-related needs of children and responsibilities 

of parents. 

The final factor in this model is parental cooperation and support which 

is associated, as in the case of total maintenance, with higher rates of 

child maintenance. Not included in the model is a group of parental 

relationship and behaviour variables which had coefficients approaching 

twice their standard error and which may have some small effect. Anger 
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and blame appear to be associated with lower amounts of maintenance, as 

do reports by the resident parent that she shoulders more of the 

responsibility for parental decisions and guardianship. The fewer the 

discussions about the children, the less maintenance is received. 

Swmnary 

Table 7 presents in summary form the results of testing a number of 

models containing factors ante.cedent to and concurrent with the payment 

and receipt of maintenance. The results raise a number of questions: 

What variables had no significant effects on the payment or receipt 

of maintenance? 

What are the salient differences in explanations of the payment and 

receipt of child maintenance? 

What factors are powerful in both models? 

What conclusions can be drawn from these results? 

Variables which explained little in the payment and receipt of 

maintenance 

Of the background variables in Figure 13, only education of women 

appeared to have any influence on the receipt of child maintenance five 

to eight years after separation. It may be that the values, attitudes, 

expectations and behaviours that are selectively learned and maintained 

by people who have had post-secondary education create conditions 

conducive to the ongoing receipt of child support. 

Being an independent earner during the marriage is correlated with post

separation employment which in turn raises the standard of living of the 

child's household, reducing the needs of the child for maintenance from 

the non-resident parent. The economic independence of women, indicated 

by the percentage time in the labour market during the marriage, had no 



Table 7: Summary table of predictors and correlates of the payment and receipt of child maintenance 

Type of maintenance 

Any or none from all 
sources 

Periodic - any or none 

Amount of weekly child 
maintenance from all sources 
for those who paid some 

Amount of weekly periodic 
child maintenance for 
those who paid some 

Factors significant 
in payment by NRP 

Direction 
of 

effect 

Current conflict ov.er access 

. 2 
(R =.11) 

Parents have bargained access/ 
maintenance or maintenance/ 
access 

Current conflict over access 
Satisfaction with children's 
wellbeing 

2 
(R =.20) 

Income of NRP 
Child stays overnight with NRP 

2 
(R =.23) 

Income of NRP 

2 
(R =.22) 

+ 
+ 

+ 

Factors significant 
in receipt by RP 

Child stays overnight with NRP 
Frequency of visits with NRP 
Income of NRP at separation 
Non-vengeful feelings between parents 

2 
(R =.20) 

Child stays overnight 
Resident parent's current income 

2 
(R =.09) 

Post-secondary education of RP 
NRP's income at separation 
Cooperative relationship between the parerits 

2 
(R =.25) 

NRP's income at separation 
Post-secondary education of RP 
Younger child in school at separation 
Cooperative relationship between parents 
Age of elder child 

2 
(R =.38) 

Direction 
of 

effect 

+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
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significant effect, however, on the payment or receipt of child support. 

Thus the capacity of the mother to support the children appears not to 

be important in the receipt of maintenance. 

Conditions and actions associated with the separation, a crisis time for 

most people, may be expected to influence negotiations about children 

and finances. Of the factors considered in the models of child 

maintenance, participation in the separation process showed no effect 

whatever. This is a little surprising, since it was associated with 

property division, in that the initiators of the separation received 

less property than the more passive partner. There is no indication 

here that the receipt or payment of child maintenance was affected by 

the level of reported participation in the separation process. 

Children's support appears to be outside the barter of guilt. 

Moving to the concurrent conditions surrounding the receipt and payment 

of child support in 1987, we see that neither the family composition of 

the resident nor non-resident parent has any apparent effect on the 

payment or receipt of child support. For these groups of resident and 

non-resident parents there is no evidence of child support being 

influenced by the competing needs of a second family, nor by the 

improved standard of living of children who live in a household with two 

adults, nor by the needs of children in sole-mother families. 

Family composition is a crude index of the ratio of income to needs 

within the household. A refinement of this measure, used by scott 

(1989), is household income in relation to household size and costs 

expressed as a percenta~e of the poverty line. The poverty line was 

developed by Ronald Henderson for the Poverty Enquiry and is updated 

regularly by the Social Policy Research Unit. 

Income adjusted in this way might be expected to be related to the 

payment of maintenance when crude income may have been insensitive to 

the extra costs of second families. Preliminary work using adjusted 

income indicates that the payment of maintenance appears no more 

sensitive to adjusted income than to crude household income for this 

group. For those who pay some maintenance the amounts increase, as they 

do with crude income. 
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Receipt of maintenance is similarly unresponsive to the adjusted 

household income of the resident parent. It seems that the payment and 

receipt of maintenance is not fine-tuned by the economic circumstances 

of the parents' households. No attempt has been made here to select out 

the small groups with very low incomes, however, and Scott's paper 

throws more light on issues relating to low income earners. 

Most aspects of the relationship between non-resident parents and their 

former spouses appear not to be related to the payment of child support. 

The lack of importance of communication, cooperation, attachment, and of 

feelings of hate and revenge and anger and hurt, is contrasted with 

specific reports of conflict about access, and reports of bargaining 

about access and maintenance, which were associated with a lower 

probability of any payment and less maintenance being paid. 

Although some of the emotional aspects of the relationship between 

parents were correlated with the receipt of child maintenance by the 

resident parent, the two behavioural indices were not. Frequency of 

discussions between the parents about the children and responses to a 

scale composed of items relating to the sharing of responsibility for 

children (not their day-to-day care) had no relationship with receipt, 

or payment, of maintenance. It appears that reported involvement in 

responsibilities of parenting is independent of ongoing financial 

support of children. 

In terms of the emotional aspects of the parents' relationship, the 

nature of the communication between the two, whether open and easy or 

conflicted, appeared to be unimportant in the receipt of child 

maintenance, as was the degree of attachment or caring reported between 

the parents. The resident parent reports of specific conflict about 

access were not associated with reported receipt of maintenance, nor 

were reports of bargaining access for maintenance or vice versa. 

Differences in accounts of receipt and payment of child maintenance 

Overall, it appears that the models explaining the reported receipt of 

child maintenance by the resident parent are stronger than those for the 

payment of maintenance reported by the non-resident parent; for non

resident parents more powerful determinants and correlates of 
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maintenance payment must be sought elsewhere. Moreover, the models 

predicting the payment or receipt of any or no maintenance are weaker 

than those for the amounts paid and received by those who reported some 

maintenance. It is more difficult to predict who will be still paying 

any maintenance in the longer-term than to say who, when any transfer 

occurs, will be paying more or less. The weakest model, the one in 

which little is explained at all, is that for the receipt of periodic 

maintenance. Even though two in five resident parents reported 

receiving no periodic maintenance, it is still pretty much anyone's 

guess who will report receiving periodic maintenance and who will not. 

Common themes in maintenance payment and receipt 

Although at first glance the differences between models accounting for 

receipt and payment of maintenance are more obvious, there do appear to 

be several common themes. The financial resources of the non-resident 

parent, both at the time of separation and currently, are important in 

how much maintenance of all sorts is reported paid or received for cases 

where any is reported. Financial resources do not appear to be modified 

by any needs or cost factors, so that net annual income, unadjusted for 

number of dependents or extra earners, seems to be the factor affecting 

the amount of maintenance paid and received. Family composition is a 

crude way of inferring capacity to pay, however, and more refined 

analysis will need to be done. Only for resident parents does their own 

income or their former spouse's income at separation have any impact on 

reports of whether any or no maintenance is received. 

For both non-resident parents and resident parents, it is not the 

frequency with which the non-resident parent and child see each other, 

but the type of visit which has the more powerful association with the 

receipt and payment of maintenance. Younger children are more likely to 

stay overnight than older children, who more often dropped in, and these 

older adolescents were less likely to receive maintenance. In addition, 

child maintenance and the more intimate incorporation of the child into 

the household of the non-resident parent, may be explained by previous 

and current conditions conducive to ongoing closeness and to continuing 

financial responsibility for children. 
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Although differing in emphasis, elements in the relationship between the 

parents interviewed and their former spouses were important in the 

payment and receipt of maintenance. Receipt of maintenance was 

associated with having a former spouse who was perceived as a more 

supportive and cooperative parent, and with not having vengeful feelings 

toward him. For the non-resident parents, degree of current conflict 

over access and ever having bargained over access and maintenance were 

related to non-payment. It appears that specific conflict about access, 

but not other elements in the relationship between parents, is an 

important correlate or precursor of non-payment, whereas hatred, a 

desire for revenge and non-supportive co-parental relationship are 

associated with non-receipt and lower rates of maintenance reported 

among resident parents. Where past conflict was high and current 

feelings are those of strong antipathy, maintenance is less likely to be 

paid. Fortunately, these feelings were reported in only a small number 

of cases. 

Conclusions 

Before proceeding to the conclusions which seem to be implied in this 

study, it is wise to re~all its nature and limits. The sample of men 

and women who were interviewed in 1984 and 1987 were representative of 

people divorced in Victoria in those years. The sample was stratified 

by length of marriage and number of children. As well as the 

limitations which are implied by these strata, sample bias was detected 

in favour of the less geographically mobile, those of higher socio

economic status and Australian birth. Generalizations from these 

results to other populations should take account of these limits. 

Moreover, as has been demonstrated throughout this report, men and women 

have often given very different accounts of their experiences and 

analysis has shown different models for the receipt and payment of 

maintenance. The extent to which this is attributable to sample bias in 

the selection of men and women, rather than to true differences, is 

obviously an important question. An attempt has been made to clarify 

this issue by using matched ex-couples' data presented in Appendix 1. 
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Some implications of this study for future collection of maintenance and 

setting of levels of maintenance are proposed. 

1. Income appears to have little significant effect on whether any 

child maintenance was reported to be paid. Thus, in this sample of 

employed non-resident parents with two dependent children, many more 

could be expected to contribute to the costs of their children 

without suffering economic hardship. 

2. Past and current conflict between the parents and, in particular, 

reported bargaining of access and maintenance have long-lasting 

counter-productive effects on the payment of child maintenance. 

Information about the rights and responsibilities of parents after 

separation, and assistance in negotiating conditions for all aspects 

of ongoing parenting would seem to be important adjuncts to a scheme 

which assumes the payment of child maintenance. 

3. A continuing relationship between the non-resident parent and 

children is associated with ongoing financial support. Quality of 

the contact between the non-resident parent and children seems more 

important than frequency of contact. Thus flexibility in 

arrangements should probably be the norm over time. Attempts to 

specify frequency of access in relation to maintenance would 

possibly work to the detriment of the parent-child relationship. 

4. Recommendations that access arrangements remain flexible however, 

presume a basic level of cooperation between the parents. 

Cooperation was associated with higher levels of payment among 

resident parents who reported receiving any maintenance. Assistance 

to parents, especially around the time of separation, in negotiating 

a 'low conflict zone' around the children might be a wise and 

appropriate investment of some of the savings to the public purse 

from efficient maintenance collection. 

5. The establishment of a working relationship between parents may be 

both cause and effect of their continuing involvement with children. 

Determination to continue supporting children and to facilitate 

children's relationships with both parents may result in a gradual 

diminution of anger, hurt, blame and conflict between the parents. 

Confronting everyday difficulties may result in better negotiating 
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skills and clearer role specifications. Thus, ensuring the 

financial support of children by both parents may ease the' way to 

satisfactory relationships between parents and between parents and 

children. 

6. Older dependent children appear to be particularly at risk of 

receiving no periodic maintenance. Defining dependency and 

negotiating appropriate levels of support for adolescents requires 

attention lest young people be put at risk as they enter tertiary 

study. 

7. The differences in reporting between resident parents and non

resident parents is a matter of concern. Reports- are most 

discrepant on' amounts paid in maintenance from all sources. Perhaps 

a more open accounting of costs and contributions would reduce this 

source of resentment and conflict. There are indications that'the 

payments for child expenses on access visits are included in the 

non-resident parent's calculation of maintenance, but are invisible 

to the resident parent, or discounted by her. Although it is 

assumed that child maintenance payments and reasonable access 

expenses will be paid, parents may not be sufficiently aware of 

this. A formula for calculating maintenance might need to be very 

explicit about distinguishing child maintenance from ordinary access 

expenses. 

Finally, the importance of non-economic factors in this account of the 

payment and receipt of child maintenance alerts us to the symbolic 

meanings of money. Financial support of children is associated with 

both closer ties to them and a more cooperative relationship between 

parents. Conversely, non-payment is associated with anger, resentment, 

conflict between parents and an attenuation in contact between the non

resident parent and children. A universal collection scheme -may alter 

more than the financial situation of all concerned. 

\ 
J 
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Appendices 

Appendix 1: Descriptive statistics for men and women,. couples and non
couples, who had two dependent children living with mother 

sex of respondent 

male female 
variables 

not in member of not .in member of 
couple couple couple couple 

:active decision to leave: 
count 35 25 124 44 
% 41. 7% 43.9% 76.1% 77.2% 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:post-s~condary education: 

count 
% 

25 : 
29.8% : 

, , 
17 : 

29.8% : 
42 : 

25.8% : 
16 : 

28.1% : 
+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:professional occupation 

count 
% 

38 : 
45.2% : 

28 : 
49.1% : 

47 : 
28.8% : 

14 : 
24.6% : 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:school children at 

separation 
count 
% 

20 
23.8% 

23 
40.4% 

51 
31.3% 

23 
40.4% 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:overnight visits 

count 
% 

61 : 
72.6% : 

45 : 
78.9% : 

82 : 
50.3% : 

42 : 
73.7% : 

+------------------------~-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 

:paying any maintenance : 
count 75 : 49 : 100 : 44 : 
% 89.3% : 90.7% : 61.7% : 77.2% : 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:paying periodic 

maintenance 
count 67 : 45 90 40 

: % : 79.8% : 78.9% : 55.2% : 70.2% : 
+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+----'...:.-...:-.:: . ...:~:..+ 
:single non-resident 

count 
% 

19 : 
22.6% : 

, , 
16 : 

28.1% : 

, ., 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
:single resident parent : 
: count 89 : 22 : 

% 54.6% : 38.6% : 
+------------------------+---~-------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
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Appendix 1: continued 

+------------------------+-----------------------------------------------+ 
sex of respondent 

+-----------------------+-----------------------+ 
variables male female 

+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
not in 
couple 

1 member of 1 
couple 

not in 
couple 

1 member of 1 
couple 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
Ivisits per month 

mean 
standard deviation 
valid N 

1.72 
3.08 

83 

1.63 
1. 76 

57 

1.12 
2.09 
159 

1.20 
1.13 

56 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
Iparental discussion per 
I month 

mean 
standard deviation 
valid N 

2 
1 

84 57 

2 
1 

2 
1 

160 

2 
1 

57 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
Irating child's happiness 1 

mean 34.73 35.75 40.48 40.65 
standard deviation 8.02 7.90 5.90 5.73 
valid N 84 57 163 57 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
ltotal maintenance p/weekl 

mean 
standard deviation 
valid N 

$55.05 
$48.79 

84 

$64.98 
$42.82 

57 

$37.40 
$45.10 

163 

$42.51 
$40.23 

57 

+----------~.------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 

Itotal maintenance p/yearl 
mean 1$2,863.19 
standard deviation \$2,539.45 
valid N 84 

1$3,376.79 
1$2,226.11 

57 

1$1,943.36 
1$2,345.60 

163 

\$2,210.75 
1$2,095.48 

57 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
\periodic maintenance 
lper week 

mean 
standard deviation 
valid N 

$36.13 
$27.14 

84 

$40.25 
$25.45 

57 ,. I 
I 

$26.64 
$28.87 

163 

$34.51 
$28.29 

57 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
lpersonal $inc before 
1 separation 

mean 
standard deviation 
valid N 

$342.51 
$202.43 

81 

$334.89 
$161. 60 

54 

$116.12 
$122.44 

153 

$134.35 
$111.86 

52 

+------------------------+-----------+-----------+-----------+-----------+ 
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Appendix 2: Descriptive statistics for the group of men and 
women who had two dependent children, both living 
with mother 

Table 1 Payment/receipt of maintenance from all 
sources, reported by men and women 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paid/received 

male female 

NO 14 75 
10.1% 34.2% 

YES 124 144 
89.9% 65.8% 

column total 138 219 
100.0% 100.0% 

Table 2 Payment/receipt of periodic maintenance 
reported by men and women 

periodic maint sex of respondent 
paid/received 

male female 

NO 29 90 
20.6% 40.9% 

YES 112 130 
79.4% 59.1% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 
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Total maintenance from all· sources in 
dollars per year reported by men and women 

maintenance 
paid/recieved 

sex of respondent 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

Table 4 

male 

$3070.82 
$2422.69 

141 

female 

$2003.53 
$2280.60 

221 

Total maintenance from all sources in 
dollars per week reported by men and women 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paid/recieved 

male female 

mean $59.06 $38.55 
std dev. $46.57 $43.84 
N 141 221 

Table 5 Total maintenance from all sources in 
dollars per year, reported by men and 
women where some maintenance was paid 

maintenance 
paid/recieved 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

sex of respondent 

male 

$3428.91 
$2338.43 

124 

female 

$3071. 30 
$2169.04 

144 
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Total maintenance from all sources in 
dollars per week, reported by men and 
women where ~ maintenance was paid 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paid/recieved 

male female 

mean $65.95 $59.10 
std dev. $44.94 $41.66 
N 124 144 

Table 7 Periodic maintenance in dollars per year 
reported by men and women 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paid/recieved 

male female 

mean $1965.30 $1484.71 
std dev. $1375.84 $1500.94 
N 141 221 

Table 8 Periodic maintenance in dollars per week 
reported by men and women 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paid/recieved 

male female 

mean $37.79 $28.55 
std dev. $26.46 $28.86 
N 141 221 
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Periodic maintenance in dollars per 
year, reported by men and women where 
some maintenance was paid 

maintenance 
paidjrecieved 

sex of respondent 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

male 

$2171.84 
$1287.52 

124 

female 

$2276.08 
$1286.42 

144 

Table 10 Periodic maintenance in dollars per 
week, reported by men and women where 
~ maintenance was paid 

maintenance sex of respondent 
paidjrecieved 

male female 

mean $41. 77 $43.77 
std dev. $24.76 $24.74 
N 124 144 

Table 11 Post-secondary education of men and women 

post-secondary sex of respondent 
education 

l'IJa.le female 

NO 99 162 
70.2% 73.6% 

YES 42 58 
29.8% 26.4% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 
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Table 12 : Highest occupation of men and women 
(professional/non-professional) 

highest sex of respondent 
occupation 

male female 

non-professional 75 159 
53.2% 72.3% 

professional 66 61 
46.8% 27.7% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 

Table 13 Percentage of woman's time during marriage 
in paid employment reported by men and women 

% woman's time in 
paid empl<?yment 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

sex of respondent 

male 

45.32 
28.97 

141 

female 

47.59 
27.44 

220 

Table 14 Participation in decision to separate 
reported by men a.nd .women . 

participation sex of respondent 

male female 

not active 81 52 
57.4% 23.6% 

active 60 168 
42.6% 76.4% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 
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Table 15 Personal net weekly income before separation 
reported by men and women 

net income per 
week,1984 dollars 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

sex of respondent 

male 

$339.46 
$186.57 

135 

female 

$120.75 
$119.84 

205 

Table 16 Net weekly income of former spouse before 
separation, reported by men and women 

net income per 
week,1984 dollars 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

sex of respondent 

male 

$66.13 
$98.02 

131 

female 

$304.03 
$140.88 

188 

Table 17 Presence of pre-school child at time-of 
separation, reported by men and women 

pre-school child sex of respondent 

male female 

NO 43 74 
30.5% 33.6% 

YES 98 146 
69.5% 66.4% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 
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Personal net weekly income in 1987 
reported by men and women 

net income per 
week,1987 dollars 

sex' of respondent 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

.Table 19 

male 

$391.22 
$161.70 

137 

female 

$254.50 
$122.64 

216 

Net weekly income of partner in 1987, 
reported by repartnered men and women 

net income per 
week,1987 dollars 

sex of respondent 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

Table 20 

male 

$204:74 
$139.17 

103 

female 

$356.06 
$124.86 

96 

Age of elder child in years, reported 
by men and women 

age in years sex of respondent 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

male 

13.73 
2.35 

141 

female 

13.83 
2.46 

220 
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Table 21 single status of non-resident fathers and 
resident mothers reported by men and women 

status sex of respondent 

male female 

repartnered 106 109 
75.2% 49.5% 

single 35 111 
24.8% 50.5% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 

Table 22 Visiting frequency of the elder child 
reported by men and women 

number of visits sex' of respondent 
per month 

male female 

mean 1.68 1.14 
std dev. 2.61 1.88 
N 140 215 

Table 23 Overnight visits reported by men and women 

overnight visits sex of respondent 

male female 

NO 35 96 
24.8% 43.6% 

YES 106 124 
75.2% 56.4% 

column total 141 220 
100.0% 100.0% 
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Parental satisfaction* with wellbeing'of 
the children, reported by men and women 

satisfaction sex of respondent 
rating 

male female 

mean 35.14 40.52 
std dev. 7.96 5.85 
N 141 220 

* Satisfaction scale range minimum=6, maximum=54. 

Table 25 

discussions 
per month 

mean 
std dev. 
N 

Table 26 

level of 
conflict 

LOW 

MEDIUM 

HIGH 

Frequency of parental discussion as 
reported by men and women 

sex of respondent 

male female 

2 2 
1 1 

141 217 

Conflict at separation over access 
visits reported by men and women 

sex of respondent 

male female 

53 62 
42.1% 42.8% 

33 31 
26.2% 21.4% 

40 52 
31. 7% 35.9% 

column total 126 145 
100.0% 100.0% 
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LOW 

MEDIUM 

HIGH 
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Current conflict over access visits 
reported by men and women 

sex of respondent 

male female 

85 111 
69.1% 78.7% 

20 25 
16~3% 17.7% 

18 5 
14.6% 3.5% 

column total 123 141 

Table 28 

bargaining 

NO 

YES 

100.0% 100.0% 

Bargaining about access and maintenance 
at any time since separation, reported 
by men and women 

sex of respondent 

male female 

100 134 
79.4% 93.1% 

26 10 
20.6% 6.9% 

column total 126 144 
100.0% 100.0% 



- 74 -

CHILD SUPPORT SCHEME EVALUATION STUDY 

EVALUATION PROJECT STAFF 

Don Edgar, Director AIFS 
Peter McDonald, Deputy Director (Research) AIFS 

Margaret Harrison, Fellow AIFS 
Kathleen Funder, Fellow AIFS 

Gregg Snider, Project Supervisor 
Ian Scott, Fellow 

Sue Girling-Butcher, Administrative Assistant (to Dec '88) 
Rosangela Merlo, Data Administrator 

Judith Foster, Administrative Assistant (from Dec. '88) 
Joanne Lindsay, Research Assistant 

Viviana Luccesi, Research Assistant 



Australian Institute of Family Studies 
300 Queen Street 

Melbourne 3000 Victoria 
Australia 

Telephone (03) 608 6888 
Facsimile (03) 600 0886 


