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Abstract 

This paper presents several theoretical models of the noncustodial 

parent's child support payment decision. An empirical analysis  examines 

the determinants of the custody decision and, conditional on custody, the 

amount of court-ordered support and the actual amounts paid. 



Children a s  Publ ic  Goods: An Economic Approach to  
Child Support Payments i n  Rela t ion  to the Custody Decision 

I. INTRODUCTION 

U n t i l  recent ly ,  most divorce con t r ac t s  gave so l e  custody of the 

c h i l d r e n  to  the wife, along with alimony or  a ch i ld  support award. I n  

t he  last few years ,  j o i n t  custody has become a much more common arrange- 

ment i n  t h i s  country. I n  1979, only s i x  s t a t e s  had custody s t a t u t e s  with 

a n  express  provis ion f o r  j o i n t  custody. I n  1982, 23 s t a t e s  had j o i n t  

custody s t a t u t e s ;  by 1985, 30 s t a t e s  had adopted some form of j o i n t  

custody l a w .  

The concept of j o i n t  custody has the appeal  of promising t h a t  

c h i l d r e n  w i l l  keep both parents  a f t e r  divorce. I n  most cases ,  j o i n t  

custody requi res  both divorced parents  to share the c o s t s  and the bene- 

f i t s  of the ch i ldren ,  i n  terms of the time and the expenditures  necessary 

f o r  t h e i r  care.  1 

A number of s tud ie s  have attempted to  determine the nature of the 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  between divorce se t t lements  and r e s u l t i n g  l e v e l s  of welfare  

of the cus tod ia l  parent  and the ch i ldren .  I n  l ong i tud ina l  s tud ie s  a 

reduct ion  i n  r e a l  income of the cus tod ia l  parent  has been observed a s  the 

r e s u l t  of separa t ion  o r  divorce. I t  has been found that couples with 

c h i l d r e n  who remain married over the course of the observat ion period a r e  

b e t t e r  o f f ,  i n  terms of economic welfare ,  than couples who divorce. 

S ince  most ch i ld ren  e l i g i b l e  f o r  ch i ld  support  l i v e  with t h e i r  mother, 

f emale-headed households a r e  more l i k e l y  to  s u f f e r  the economic 



consequences of divorce. I n  the last few years  the r e a l  income a v a i l a b l e  

t o  female-headed households has decreased s u b s t a n t i a l l y  (Palmer and 

Sawhi l l ,  1984). 

The f a i l u r e  of many divorced f a t h e r s  t o  comply with court-mandated 

c h i l d  support  has been i d e n t i f i e d  a s  a major cause of the growing number 

of ch i ld ren  who l i v e  i n  poverty. Empirical evidence revea ls  t h a t  

payments of ch i ld  support awards from the noncustodial  parent  a r e  fre-  

quent ly,  small  and o f t en  nonexistent.* One explanat ion f o r  the f a i l u r e  

t o  pay c h i l d  support  is r e l a t e d  to the adverse incent ives  of welfare  

programs. The ex is tence  of the Aid to  Families with Dependent Children 

program (AFDC) may c rea t e  a d i s incen t ive  to  pay ch i ld  support  because 

such payments a r e  off s e t  by a reduct ion i n  welfare  payments. Recent 

empi r i ca l  s tud ie s  have found t h a t  the increas ing  welfare  dependency of 

f emale-headed households is s t rongly  assoc ia ted  with lack  of ch i ld  sup- 

p o r t  payments from the noncustodial  parent  (Hoffman, 1977; Robins, 1984). 

Child support  is co l l ec t ed  from only 10 percent  of the absent  f a t h e r s  of 

AFDC chi ldren.  However, d i s incen t ives  r e l a t e d  to  welfare  programs a r e  

n o t  the e n t i r e  source of the problem of noncompliance. That  explanat ion 

is  i n  f a c t  cast i n  doubt by the empir ica l  evidence t h a t  inadequate l e v e l s  

of support  and cases  of noncompliance a r e  q u i t e  common among the nonpoor: 

of ten,  f a t h e r s  who earn a considerable  amount of money do not  comply wi th  

court-ordered payments of c h i l d  support. 

A decrease i n  the welfare  of divorced parents  may be assoc ia ted  with 

d i r e c t  and i n d i r e c t  cos t s  of divorce to  the ex-partners,  which may reduce 

t h e  a b i l i t y  of the noncustodial  parent  to  comply with the cour t  order.  

Divorce has d i r e c t  c o s t s  assoc ia ted  with the l e g a l  procedures, and more 

i n d i r e c t  cos t s  a s soc i a t ed  with the change i n  the a l l o c a t i o n  of 



resources--the l o s s  of bene f i t s  from the d iv i s ion  of labor  between the 

spouses and economies of sca le  wi th in  a s ing le  household ( ~ e i s s ,  1984). 

Recent s tud ie s ,  however (Weitzman, 1985; Bane and Ellwood, 19831, have 

found t h a t  noncus tod ia l  parents  a r e  l i k e l y  to s u f f e r  l e s s  from the eco- 

nomic consequences of divorce. Bane and Ellwood found, i n  f a c t ,  t h a t  

non-custodial parents  experience a r i s e  i n  t h e i r  standard of l iv ing .  3 

Another explanat ion of the negative r e l a  t ionship  between divorce and 

c h i l d  welfare stems from the recognit ion t h a t  ch i ldren  a r e  "co l l ec t ive  

consumption goods" from the point  of view of the f a t h e r  and the mother 

(Weiss and Willis, 1984). Within the marriage, low cos ts  of com- 

munication, t ransac t ion ,  and cont ro l  over a l l o c a t i o n  of resources serve 

t o  overcome the f ree- r ider  problem associa ted  with the provision of 

publ ic  goods. This  means, i n  the case analyzed here, consumption of 

"chi ld  services" without paying f o r  child-rearing. Furthermore, because 

of the interdependence of household production and consumption, there is 

a n  incent ive  fo r  the two p a r t i e s  to coordinate t h e i r  ac t ions  with respec t  

t o  the production of ch i ld  services.  Without such an incent ive ,  the non- 

c u s t o d i a l  parent  faces  the problem of monitoring the expenditures of the 

c u s t o d i a l  parent. I f ,  fo r  example, the wife has so le  custody, the ex- 

husband f inds  it d i f f i c u l t  to determine whether the ex-wife spends the 

suppor t  payments on herself  or  on the children. The problem of moni- 

t o r ing  may r e s u l t  i n  a lower l e v e l  of chi ld support provided vo lun ta r i ly  

by the noncustodial parent. The Weiss and Willis model compares the 

problems of a l l o c a t i n g  time and money to ch i ld  serv ices  fo r  married 

parents  versus a divorced couple i n  which one parent  has s o l e  custody of 

t he  chi ldren.  I n  the most extreme divorce case, one parent  cont r ibutes  



t o  the  c h i l d r e n ' s  wel fare  wi th  inputs  of time and money, while  t he  o t h e r  

devotes  only pecuniary resources.  

Th i s  research  analyzes a n  intermediate  case ,  t h a t  of j o i n t  custody. 

Under t h i s  arrangement, both parents  con t r ibu te  to  the c h i l d r e n ' s  wel fare  

w i t h  inpu t s  of money and time, and both parents  have l e g a l  r i g h t s  and 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  regarding dec i s ions  d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t i n g  the  wel fare  of 

t h e  ch i ldren .  The i n s t i t u t i o n  of j o i n t  custody may help a l l e v i a t e  some 

o f  t h e  wel fare  problems a s soc i a t ed  wi th  the  more t r a d i t i o n a l  " f u l l  custo- 

dy" arrangements. The fol lowing th ree  r e s u l t s  seem p a r t i c u l a r l y  rele-  

vant :  

1. Since  the  c h i l d  spends a s u b s t a n t i a l  amount of time with each 
pa ren t ,  monitoring by each parent  is f a c i l i t a t e d .  Each parent  
can  i n f e r  something about  the resource a l l o c a t i o n s  made by the 
o t h e r  parent  by observing and conversing with the  c h i l d r e n  
d i r e c t l y .  The a b i l i t y  of monitoring i n  t h i s  way w i l l  i n  genera l  
i n c r e a s e  wi th  the  age  of the  ch i ld .  

By endowing both pa ren t s  with l e g a l  r i g h t s ,  n e i t h e r  can  ignore 
t h e  wishes of t he  o t h e r  i n  t h e i r  own decision-making. F l ag ran t  
d i s r ega rd  of one pa ren t ' s  d e s i r e s  by t h e  o t h e r  may lead  to  
r e t a l i a t o r y  a c t i o n ,  leav ing  both parents  ( a s  wel l  a s  the  
ch i ld ren )  a t  lower wel fare  l eve l s .  A t  a minimum, a j o i n t  custody 
arrangement may lead  to  a noncooperative equi l ibr ium, i n  which 
t h e  d e s i r e s  of both parents  a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  dec i s ions  regarding 
t h e  ch i ldren .  

3. The f a c t  t h a t  both parents  con t r ibu te  p o s i t i v e  amounts of resour- 
c e s  to  the  ch i ld ren ,  and t h a t  the  enjoyment of the  c h i l d r e n  by 
each  pa ren t  depends t o  some e x t e n t  on the investment of the  
o t h e r ,  may lead  the  parents  to  adopt  a coopera t ive  approach to 
resource  a l l o c a t i o n .  

Th i s  "cooperat ive equilibrium" may lead  t o  e s s e n t i a l l y  t he  same c h i l d  

resource  a l l o c a t i o n  dec i s ions  t h a t  a r e  made by married couples ,  except  

f o r  t h e  imposs ib i l i t y  of r e a l i z i n g  the  s c a l e  economies t h a t  p r e v a i l  i n  a 

one-household s i t u a t i o n .  



These assumptions mean tha t  under the j o i n t  custody arrangement, the 

problem of monitoring becomes more feas ib le  and the l eve l  of chi ld  sup- 

p o r t  ac tua l ly  paid by the noncustodial parent i s  l i k e l y  to be c loser  to 

the l eve l  t h a t  would be voluntar i ly  t ransfered to the child.  

This paper analyzes the behavioral and d i s t r i b u t i o n a l  e f f e c t s  of dif-  

f e r e n t  custody arrangements regarding pos tdivorce t r ans fe r s  from the non- 

cus tod ia l  to the cus todia l  parent. We analyze the re la t ionship  of three 

var iables :  custody arrangements, the chi ld  support amount ordered, and 

the ac tua l  amount paid. We want to test whether d i f f e r e n t  types of 

custody arrangements, characterized by d i f f e r e n t  compositions of the 

cont r ibut ion  of parents to chi ldren ' s  welfare, have an e f f e c t  on the 

a c t u a l  t r ans fe r s  by the noncustodial parent. 

I I. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

One explanation for  the reduced i n t e r e s t  of the noncustodial parent 

i n  the welfare of the children a f t e r  divorce is re la ted  to the c o s t  to 

t h a t  parent of monitoring the a l loca t ion  of resources by the custodial  

parent. Children a r e  defined i n  th i s  context as  a "couple-specific" 

public  good, while the consumption l eve l s  of husband and wife a r e  regular 

p r iva te  goods (Weiss and Willis, 1984). Within the marriage, there is an 

incent ive  for  the husband and the wife to coordinate t h e i r  actions. I f  

the m r r i a g e  f a i l s ,  however, a l t ru ism and proximity w i l l  no longer pre- 

vent  oppor tunis t ic  behavior of the parents,  and the problem of monitoring 

the a l loca t ion  of the custodian' s expenditures a r i ses .  From t h i s  

perspective,  the existence of more f l e x i b l e  cont rac ts  between the 



spouses, such as  shared custody (where ne i the r  parent  has f u l l  custody 

and con t ro l  of the ch i ldren) ,  would decrease the cos t s  of monitoring and 

c r e a t e  more incent ives  to coordinate act ions.  

One of the d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  modeling the r e l a t ionsh ip  between 

custody, order,  and payment is assoc ia ted  with the f a c t  t h a t  d i f f e r e n t  

agents  make d i f f e r e n t  types of decisions. The amount spec i f ied  i n  the 

c h i l d  support order  is decided by the judge according to a c l e a r l y  

defined l e g a l  system and is condi t ional  on the custody type considered 

the  best under the circumstances. The ch i ld  support payment is based on 

the  dec is ion  of the indiv idual ,  and is condi t ional  on the custody 

arrangement and ch i ld  support order. The custody arrangement assumes, 

therefore ,  a c r u c i a l  ro l e  i n  t h i s  ana lys i s  because it i s  the outcome of a 

decision-making process involving both the i n s  ti tu  t i o n a l  agent  ( the 

judge) and the indiv idual  agents  ( the   parent^).^ 

We analyze t h i s  problem with two d i f f e r e n t  models. The f i r s t  assumes 

t h a t  the f a t h e r  makes the decis ion regarding the ch i ld  support payment 

independently of the cour t  order. The second assumes tha t  payments 

depend (behavioral ly ) on cour t  orders (custody arrangements and ch i ld  - 
support  ordered). 

L e t  us assume that the u t i l i t y  l eve l s  f o r  the husband and the wife 

depend on the l e v e l  of t h e i r  consumption and the ch i ld ren ' s  consumption 

wi th  each parent.  Consider the f a t h e r  to  be the noncustodial parent  and 

de f ine  h i s  u t i l i t y  a s  



where 

c is the proportion of time spent  with the ch i ld ,  

t is the amount of money t r ans fe r r ed  to  the former wife f o r  the 
c h i l d ' s  consumption while i n  her care ,  

z is the consumption l e v e l  of the f a t h e r  ( the  p r i ce  of consumption 
i s  normalized to  l ) ,  

q is the amount of support provided by the mother f o r  the c h i l d ' s  
consumption while in  her care,  

y is the income l e v e l  of the f a the r .  

The funct ion  g expresses the l e v e l  of the c h i l d ' s  welfare (as  evaluated 

by the f a t h e r ) ,  and contains a s  arguments: (1)  c, the amount of time 

spent  with the f a t h e r ;  (2)  (y - t - z ) / c ,  the r a t e  of consumption of the 

c h i l d  while with the father--(y - t - z)  is the amount spent  on the con- 

sumption of the ch i ld  by the f a t h e r  while i n  the f a t h e r '  s care)--and ( 3 )  

(q  + t ) / ( l  - c ) ,  the r a t e  of consumption of the ch i ld  while i n  the 

mother' s care.  

The ana lys i s  t h a t  follows focuses on the behavior of the f a t h e r ,  

s ince  it is  he who is typ ica l ly  ordered to pay chi ld  support. A sym- 

metr ic  ana lys i s  could be conducted from the perspect ive of the mother. 

We w i l l  d i scuss  two cases,  i n  which d i f f e r e n t  choice s e t s  and rela-  

t i onsh ips  between the indiv idual ' s  and the cour t ' s  decis ions a r e  assumed. 

A .  A Model i n  Which Child Support Payments Are Independent of Court 
Orders 

I n  the f i r s t  model, we assume t h a t  the f a t h e r  chooses a l e v e l  of con- 

sumption t r ans fe r s  to the wife ( f o r  support of the ch i ld  while i n  her 

c a r e )  t h a t  is independent of the amount ordered by the court.  We do n o t  

mean independent i n  the s t r i c t l y  s t a t i s t i c a l  sense, but  merely t h a t  in  



deciding on the l e v e l  of payments, the f a t h e r  app l i e s  a  dec is ion  r u l e  

t h a t  does not  take account of the l e v e l  ordered by the court .  I f  the 

c o u r t  o rders  w h a t  it thinks the f a t h e r  would pay of h i s  own v o l i t i o n ,  of 

course these two v a r i a b l e s  (orders  and payments) w i l l  no t  appear to  be 

independent. However, condi t iona l  on a l l  o ther  arguments of the f a t h e r '  s 

dec i s ion  ru l e ,  there  w i l l  be no r e l a t i o n s h i p  between orders  and a c t u a l  

payments. 

Why consider  such a  model? There is a  s u b s t a n t i a l  amount of evidence 

t h a t  f a i l u r e  to  comply with c h i l d  support o rders  may e l i c i t  minor puni- 

t i v e  responses. I f  the c o s t s  of noncompliance (defined s p e c i f i c a l l y  

below) a r e  small ,  so t h a t  the i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a c t o r  ( t h e  cou r t )  plays a  

r e l a t i v e l y  minor r o l e  i n  subsequent enforcement of i ts  support  o rders ,  

t h i s  simple neoc la s s i ca l  model may prove to be an  adequate d e s c r i p t i v e  

device  f o r  a n a l y s i s  of the payment decis ion.  

With no i n s  ti tu t i o n a l  "cons t ra in ts"  on the f a t h e r ' s  behavior,  he 

so lves  the following opt imiza t ion  problem: 

max u{gtc,  (Y - z - t ) / c ,  (q + t ) / ( l  - c ) l ,  21 

(c, Z, t )  

Although we w i l l  no t  d i scuss  the condit ions under which there  a r e  unique 

and well-defined so lu t ions  fo r  t h i s  problem (which r e l a t e  t o  the p r o p e r  

t i e s  of the u and g func t ions) ,  i f  unique so lu t ions  e x i s t  they w i l l  be 

given by 



Thus the p a i r  (c*, e) c o n s t i t u t e s  an "opt ional  arrangement" from the 

f a t h e r v  s perspec t ive  (condi t iona l  on the support provided by the mother, 

q, and h i s  own income, y). 

I n  r e a l i t y ,  only i n  extreme cases  i s  it poss ib le  f o r  the f a t h e r  to  

choose the custody arrangement he p re fe r s  and to achieve i t  (by kid- 

napping the ch i ld ,  f o r  example). Thus it may be more reasonable to exa- 

mine the f a t h e r ' s  opt imizat ion problem cond i t i ona l  on a prespec i f ied  

custody arrangement. The problem i s  exac t ly  the same a s  the one given 

above, except  t h a t  c i s  no longer a choice va r i ab l e ,  and the "new" demand 

equat ions a r e  

Given a custody arrangement c and (q, y ) ,  the "optimal" c h i l d  support 

o r d e r  from the perspec t ive  of the husband is t'. 

B. A Model with Pena l t i e s  f o r  Noncompliance with Court Orders 

We now consider  the case i n  which noncompliance with a court-ordered 

l e v e l  of c h i l d  support e n t a i l s  a cos t ,  possibly psychic o r  monetary, to  

the f a the r .  (We assume t h a t  custody orders  must be followed.) The cour t  

o rde r  is given by the p a i r  (s ,  x) ,  where s i s  the custody ordered (0 < s - 
< I ) ,  and x is the l e v e l  of c h i l d  support ordered per u n i t  of time. I n  - 
p r a c t i c e ,  it may be reasonable to  assume t h a t  ful l - t ime custody f o r  the 

mother implies  s = 0, j o i n t  custody implies s = .5, and ful l - t ime custody 

f o r  the f a t h e r  implies  s = 1. 



The court-ordered arrangement is a  func t ion  of the preferences  of the 

f a t h e r  and mother a s  wel l  a s  the i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a c t o r s  ( judges ,  lawyers, 

s o c i a l  workers, e t c . ) ,  which w e  can loose ly  r ep re sen t  a s  

where (c**, q*/ t )  i s  the  p re fe r r ed  arrangement of t he  wife  cond i t i ona l  

o n  the  husband's t r a n s f e r s ,  t, and I r ep resen t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the 

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a c t o r s .  We assume ( r e a l i s  t i c a l l y )  t h a t  the  custody 

arrangement decided by the  c o u r t  may n o t  correspond to  the  husband's pre- 

f  e r r ed  outcome, c* ( t h u s  s # c*, i n  genera l ) .  There e x i s t s  a  pena l ty  f o r  

noncompliance wi th  the  cour  t-ordered support  payment, x. The penal ty  

w i l l  be modeled a s  pr imar i ly  psychic i n  ha t u r e  (such a s  stigma) , but  

monetary p e n a l t i e s  could a l s o  be introduced i n  a  s t ra ight forward  way. 

The u t i l i t y  func t ion  w i l l  be expanded so a s  to  incorpora te  t h i s  penal ty.  

Write u = u(g,  z ,  k) , where k is the  psychic c o s t  a s soc i a t ed  with u n d e r  

payment of the  c o u r t  o rder ,  x. Define m = x - t, the d i f f e r e n c e  between 

o r d e r s  and a c t u a l  payments. I n  t h i s  model, k  = k(m) > 0, while  i n  the - 
model presented above, k(m) = 0 f o r  a l l  values of m. Thus, i t  may be 

reasonable t o  cons ider  t h a t  f o r  m > 0, the  func t ion  k inc reases  i n  m, the 

s i z e  of t he  underpayment. For m < 0, so  t h a t  t he  f a t h e r  meets o r  pays - 
more than the  c o u r t  o rder ,  x ,  the  func t ion  k = 0. Stigma, k ,  is con- 

s ide red  undesirable ,  s o  the  p a r t i a l  d e r i v a t i v e  of u  with r e spec t  to k  is 

negat ive.  

The maximization problem of  the husband i s  now given by 

max u[g, z ,  k (x  - t ) / x ,  c  = s ,  q, y ] ,  
t ,  z  



y ie ld ing  demand funct ions 

t" = t"(x, S, q, y ) ,  

z n  = z"(x, S, q, y). 

Thus payments, t, depend behavioral ly on orders  ( s ,  x). By the s t r u c t u r e  

of the penalty, any indiv iduals  who choose (condi t ional  on custody, 

c = s )  t o  t r a n s f e r  l e s s  than the ordered amount, x, a r e  a f f ec t ed  by the 

ex i s t ence  of a penalty. For these indiv iduals ,  with t' < x, the presence 

of stigma leads them to t r ans fe r  more than they would f r e e l y  choose, but 

usua l ly  not  the f u l l  amount, so t h a t  t' < t" - < x. For those indiv iduals  

t r a n s f e r r i n g  more resources than a r e  ordered, so tha t  t' - > x, the pres- 

ence of a penalty does not a f f e c t  behavior. Thus t' is independent of x 

cond i t iona l  on the event t' > x. - 

111. ECONOMETRIC MODELS FOR CUSTODY AND CHILD SUPPORT DECISIONS 

I n  t h i s  s ec t ion  we describe the econometric framework wi th in  which 

the  custody arrangement, ch i ld  support orders ,  and a c t u a l  ch i ld  support 

payments a r e  analyzed. The motivation fo r  the econometric spec i f i ca t ions  

adopted here i s  provided by the discussion i n  the previous sect ion.  I n  

a l l  cases described below, the ana lys i s  proceeds i n  a sequen t i a l  fashion. 

We f i r s t  analyze the choice of custody arrangement by using a d i s c r e t e  

choice framework. We consider the case i n  which one of three well- 

defined arrangements must be chosen: mother's so le  custody, f a t h e r ' s  

s o l e  custody, or j o i n t  custody. We est imate models of ch i ld  support 

payments corresponding to the two discussed i n  the previous sect ion.  



A. Econometric Models f o r  Analyzing the Custody Decisions 

We analyze the  determination of custody arrangements using a mu1 ti- 

nomial l o g i t  model, which is  appropr ia te  f o r  analyzing the  probabi l i ty  

t h a t  an  indiv idual  chooses any of a f i n i t e  s e t  of mutually exclusive and 

exhaus t ive  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  I n  our ana lys i s ,  the  dependent va r i ab le ,  

custody arrangement, assumes one of the three  poss ib le  va lues  mentioned 

above. 

The mu1 tinomial l o g i t  model is  constructed a s  follows. Let  z .  denote 
3 

a vec tor  of c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  assoc ia ted  with a l t e r n a t i v e  j f o r  a p a r  

t i c u l a r  indiv idual .  The u t i l i t y  assoc ia ted  with the choice of a l t e r  

n a t i v e  j f o r  the  indiv idual  is assumed to  be given by 

The u t i l i t y  is decomposed i n t o  i t s  mean (de te rmin i s t i c  component) V(z ) 
j 

and a random element e ( z  ). By the p r inc ip l e  of u t i l i t y  maximization, 
j 

t h e  indiv idual  w i l l  choose a l t e r n a t i v e  j over  a l l  o t h e r  ( t h e r e  a r e  a 

t o t a l  of J a l t e r n a t i v e s )  i f  

e (zk)  - e . )  v - V(zk) 9 k = 1, * * * ,  J* 
3 

The p robab i l i t y  t h a t  the indiv idual  w i l l  choose a l t e r n a t i v e  j is  given by 

I f  we assume t h a t  e a r e  independently Weibull, the  cumulative d i s t r ibu -  

t i o n  of the d i f f e rence  e(zk)  - e ( z  ) w i l l  generate  a l o g i t  model. The 
j 



d i s t r i b u t i o n  of the random var iab le  e(zk)  is  independent of zk, and is 

only s p e c i f i c  t o  the a l t e r n a t i v e ,  so we w r i t e  %, k = 1, ..., J. Le t  

ek be d i s t r i b u t e d  according to a Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n  funct ion with para- 

meters ak. Then 

where Vk = V(zk) = B '  z + ak,  SO Vk - a k  = BVkzk. I t  follows tha t  k k  

which gives the p robab i l i t y  that an indiv idual  i w i l l  choose a l t e r n a t i v e  

j from the J choices he faces. I n  our model, P i s  the p robab i l i t y  tha t  
j 

custody arrangement j is  obtained by the divorced parents.  The vec tor  

z j  contains pr imari ly c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the f a t h e r  and mother i n  the 

a n a l y s i s  conducted below. 

B. Econometric Models f o r  the Analysis of Child Support Payments 

I n  the f i r s t  model we assume t h a t  ch i ld  support payments a r e  indepen- 

dent  of cour t  orders.  I n  deciding the l e v e l  of payment, the f a t h e r  uses 

a decis ion r u l e  t h a t  includes only h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and the charac- 

t e r i s  t i c s  of the marriage. 

I n  the second model the f a t h e r  chooses a l e v e l  of t r ans fe r ,  T, which 

i s  condi t ional  on the custody arrangement decided by the cour t ,  S, and 



on the child support order, X. I n  th i s  case, noncompliance with a court- 

ordered l eve l  of child support e n t a i l s  a cos t  to the fa the r  (which could 

be modeled as psychic o r  monetary). 

We assume tha t  the court  decision depends on a s e t  of var iables  dif- 

f e r e n t  from the ones determining by the individual ' s  decision. This s e t  

is  tha t  observed and relevant  to the judge i n  making the decision 

regarding custody and chi ld  support. But the information avai lable  both 

t o  the judge - and the analys t  is very limited. When we analyze the rela- 

t ionship between child support paid and that  ordered by the court,  we 

assume tha t  the type of custody decided by the court  is the outcome of 

both the judge and the parents '  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and a s  such may not 

correspond to the fa ther '  s desired arrangement. 

To analyze the re la  t ionship be tween ac tua l  transf e r  to the children 

and custody arrangement, we have estimated a two-equation simultaneous 

equation model with both d i sc re te  and continuous endogenous variables.  

The model we use i s  a specia l  case of the "hybrid" model analyzed by 

Heckman (1978) in  the context of dummy endogenous var iables  i n  a simul- 

taneous equation sys tem. 

I n  t h i s  model we always observe the f i r s t  endogenous variable,  and we 

observe only the sign of the second one: 

where p is a continuous l a t e n t  var iable  which we i n t e r p r e t  a s  the 

f a t h e r ' s  desired time with the child. We observe the dummy var iable  d 

defining the custody arrangement: 



d = l  i f f  yk > 0 

d = O  otherwise. 

y is observed and i s  the a c t u a l  ch i ld  support payment. 

I t  i s  assumed t h a t  

We have two problems to  deal with: the f i r s t  r e l a t e s  to the f a c t  t h a t  

t he  f a t h e r ' s  sentiment is never observed; the second is  t h a t  d is not 

exogenous i n  ( 2 )  but  depends on ul. The decis ion of the judge regarding 

custody depends on the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the parents ,  and not  a l l  of 

t h i s  in£ ormation is ava i l ab le  to  us; thus, d w i l l  be co r re l a t ed  with ul. 

We subs ti t u t e  i n  the second equation: 

Even i f  the f a t h e r ' s  sentiment toward the ch i ld  (y*) i s  observed, l e a s t  

squares es t imators  of equation 2 a r e  incons i s t en t  because of the correla-  

t i o n  between d and y* with ul. 

Heckman' s method to  es  tima t e  cons is  t e n t l y  the separa te  e f f e c t s  con- 

s i s t s  of a two-step procedure. We f i r s t  es t imate  B by using a p rob i t  

funct ion  to es t imate  the condi t ional  p robab i l i t y  of the event  d = 1 and 

d = 0. 



By using p rob i t  r e s u l t s ,  (B), we form: 

to  replace d and p with F(Z) and Z. 

By replacing p with Z and d with F(Z) we can cons i s t en t ly  es t imate  

the  s t r u c t u r a l  parameters by ordinary l e a s t  squares under the assumption 

V(ul) = 1. 

This  model allows us to  est imate the separa te  e f f e c t s  of the l a t e n t  

v a r i a b l e  describing the f a t h e r ' s  sentiment and the custody arrangement on 

the  a c t u a l  t r a n s f e r  of resources to the ch i ld  and to  e l iminate  the 

s imul tane i ty  problem of the dependence of d and ul. 

I V .  THE DATA 

The data used i n  t h i s  paper a r e  from the cour t  and payment records of 

divorce,  separa t ion ,  annulment, and pa te rn i ty  cases co l l ec t ed  over f i v e  

years  i n  18 counties  i n  Wisconsin. E l i g i b i l i t y  f o r  inc lus ion  i n  the 

sample was defined a s  a l l  family cour t  cases involving a ch i ld  under 18 

years  of age. I n  each county, 150 to 200 cases over the 1980-1985 period 

were randomly se lec ted ,  equal numbers of cases being se l ec t ed  i n  each 

year.  The es t imates  in  t h i s  paper concern only divorced famil ies .  The 

information obtained from the cour t  and payment records include bas ic  

demographic data: race, age, education, income amounts and sources, 

number and age of chi ldren,  mar i t a l  his tory.  These data a r e  described i n  



Garf inkel  (1984). Unfortunately, i n  many cases data  on education and 

income a r e  missing. This reduced the o r i g i n a l  sample to 429 cases. 

J o i n t  custody occurred i n  18.3 percent of the cases. The va r i ab le s  

used i n  Model 2 a l s o  include f a t h e r ' s  custody and s p l i t  custody ( f a t h e r ' s  

custody comprises 6 percent of our sample; s p l i t  custody, i n  which each 

parent  has custody of separa te  ch i ldren ,  comprises 2 percent).  

Table A . l  i n  the Appendix repor ts  the mean and the standard 

devia t ions  of the var iab les  used i n  the empir ical  ana lys is .  Table A.2 

r e p o r t s  the means and the standard deviat ions f o r  the same va r i ab le s  

according to the custody arrangement obtained. Families with j o i n t  

custody have higher incomes and educat ional  l eve l s ,  and longer marriages. 

The c h i l d  support order  is much lower i n  j o i n t  custody than i n  mother's 

custody, but  the d i f fe rence  between the payments i n  these two forms of 

custody is l e s s  marked. 

Table A.3 gives the d e f i n i t i o n  of the var iab les  used i n  the empir ical  

ana lys i s .  

V . EMPIRICAL RESULTS 

A. The Custody Decision 

We use a multinomial l o g i t  model i n  which the custody choices a r e  

defined as:  (1) mother's custody, (2) j o i n t  custody, o r  (3) f a t h e r ' s  

custody . 
The independent va r i ab le s  i n  t h i s  model a r e  age of the o l d e s t  ch i ld ,  

years  of schooling of the f a the r ,  and years  of schooling of the mother. 



The r e s u l t s  reported i n  Table 1 show t h a t  the v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  more 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a f f e c t  the choice among d i f f e r e n t  types of custody a r e  the 

"human cap i t a l "  of the f a t h e r  and the length of marriage with a ch i ld  

present .  These va r i ab l e s  a r e  more s i g n i f i c a n t  f o r  the choice between 

mother 's custody and j o i n t  custody. The higher the educat ion of the 

f a t h e r  and the higher  the age of the o l d e s t  c h i l d ,  the higher  is the pro- 

pens i ty  to  share the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of the ch i ld ren  under j o i n t  custody. 

Years of schooling r e f l e c t  the s tock of human c a p i t a l  conveyed by educa- 

t i on ,  bu t  a r e  a l s o  a good proxy f o r  permanent income. The age of the 

o l d e s t  ch i ld  proxies  the length of time the parents  have spent  toge ther  

w i th  the c h i l d ,  and a longer period spent  with the ch i ld  i s  presumably 

a s soc i a t ed  with lower communication cos t s  between the two ex-spouses. 

The va r i ab l e  r e l a t i v e  to mother's education i s  negat ive,  but  i s  only 

s i g n i f i c a n t  i n  the choice between mother's custody and f a t h e r ' s  custody. 

B. Model 1: Child Support Payments Are Independent of Court Orders 

I n  the " f r ee  choice" model, we empir ica l ly  es t imate  the determinants 

of the custody dec is ion  and ch i ld  support payment a s  dependent only on 

t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the parents  and t h e i r  marriage h is tory .  We in t ro-  

duce i n t o  the  regress ion  equation the va r i ab l e s  descr ib ing  ind iv idua l  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  years  of schooling of the parents ,  age of the o l d e s t  

c h i l d ,  and income of the payor (Table 2) .  

The v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  more s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a f f e c t  the amount of c h i l d  

suppor t  a c t u a l l y  paid a r e  the human c a p i t a l  of the f a t h e r ,  the income of 

t he  f a t h e r ,  the number of ch i ld ren  and the age of the o l d e s t  chi ld .  A s  



Table 1 

Est imates of the P robab i l i t y  of Custody Typea 
(Mu1 tinomial ~ o g i  t )  

Var iab les  
Asymptotic 

Coef f i c i en t  Standard Error  

Cons t a n t  

X Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  
2 

X Father '  s educat ion 
3 

X4 Mother' s educat ion 

X1 0 Number of ch i ld ren  

Cons tan t 

X2 Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  

X3 Father '  s educat ion 

X Mother' s educat ion 
4 

X1o Number of ch i ld ren  

Log l i k e 1  ihood 

Number of cases  

2 Rela t ive  to  1 

-3.375 

0.009 

0.216 

-0.197 

-0.070 

3 Rela t ive  to  1 

-4.917 

0.003 

0.253 

0.076 

-0.023 

- - 

a ~ o t h e r ' s  custody = 1; f a t h e r ' s  custody = 2; j o i n t  custody = 3. 



Table 2 

Estimates of Monthly Child Support Payments 
(Ordinary Least squares) 

Variables Coefficient 
Asymp to t i c  

Standard Error 

Cons tant 

X 2  Age of o ldest  chi ld  

X 3  Father' s education 

X4 Mo ther' s education 

X Monthly income of payor 5 

X6 Monthly income 2 

X Number of  children 10 

Number of cases 

R 



shown i n  o ther  empir ical  s tud ie s  (e.g., Chambers, 1979), a longer 

marriage has a pos i t i ve  inf luence an the noncustodial parent ' s  payment 

performance. The va r i ab le  r e l a t i v e  t o  the education of the mother, (X4), 

is  negat ive and not  s i g n i f i c a n t .  I n  o ther  empir ical  s tud ie s ,  mother's 

educat ion is expected to have a pos i t i ve  e f f e c t  on a c t u a l  payment, and is 

in t e rp re t ed  a s  having the knowledge, competence, and values to  seek 

enforcement of support through the cour ts  and the a b i l i t y  to  deal  with 

l e g a l  system (Casset ty,  1978). 

C. Model 2: A Model with Pena l t i e s  f o r  Noncompliance with Court Orders 

I n  the second model, a s  described above, the husband chooses a l e v e l  

of t r ans fe r ,  T, which i s  condi t ional  on the custody arrangement decided 

by the court ,  S,  and an the ch i ld  support order ,  X. 

I n  t h i s  case, noncompliance with a court-ordered l e v e l  of ch i ld  sup- 

p o r t  e n t a i l s  a c o s t  to  the f a the r  (which could be modeled a s  psychic or  

monetary). Proposals f o r  ch i ld  support reform which include among t h e i r  

goa ls  co l l ec t ion  of support through universa l  wage withholding and 

es tab l i shment  of a uniform support amount, ca lcu la ted  a s  a percentage of 

income, a r e  intended to reduce the psychic cos t s  r e s u l t i n g  from stigma 

and a sense of inequity which could have a negat ive e f f e c t  on f a t h e r s '  

compliance (see  Garf i nke l  and Melli ,  1982; Garf i nke l ,  1984). We there- 

f o r e  assume t h a t  the custody arrangement decided by the cour t  may not  

correspond to  the f a  ther '  s custody choice. 

The cour t  decis ion depends an a s e t  of va r i ab le s  d i f f e r e n t  from the 

ones determining the ind iv idua l ' s  decision. This s e t  of va r i ab le s  is the 

one observable and re levant  to the judge. But the information ava i l ab le  

t o  the judge and to  the ana lys t  is q u i t e  l imited. 



The va r i ab le s  included i n  the empir ical  model a r e  the number of minor 

ch i ld ren ,  (XlO), the income ava i l ab le  (X5), and the type of custody (xl).  

Table 3 r epor t s  the r e s u l t s  of the es t imat ion  by ordinary l e a s t  squares 

of the ch i ld  support ordered by the court.  The negat ive s ign  of the 

v a r i a b l e  r e l a t i v e  to  the j o i n t  custody (XI) is s i g n i f i c a n t  and confirms 

what we expected: because j o i n t  custody implies a more equal share of 

time spent  with the c h i l d  by the parents ,  the amount of postdivorce 

t r a n s f e r  between the two ex-spouses w i l l  be smaller. 

Table 4 r epor t s  the p rob i t  est imates  of the f i r s t  equation. We have 

assumed t h a t  the f a t h e r ' s  desired time with the ch i ld  depends on h i s  edu- 

c a t i o n  (which is a l s o  a proxy f o r  permanent income and h i s  cu r ren t  

income), on the ex-wife's education (a proxy f o r  the permanent income of 

the mother), and on the age of the o l d e s t  chi ld.  The c o e f f i c i e n t  of the 

v a r i a b l e  represent ing age of the o l d e s t  ch i ld  i s  pos i t i ve  and s i g n i f i -  

cant ,  i nd ica t ing  tha t  the longer the time the f a t h e r  spends with the 

c h i l d  before mar i t a l  d is rupt ion ,  the more time he wishes t o  spend with 

the ch i ld  a f t e r  divorce. The c o e f f i c i e n t  on f a t h e r ' s  years  of schooling 

i s  a l s o  p o s i t i v e  and s i g n i f i c a n t ,  ind ica t ing  tha t  more education 

inc reases  h i s  postdivorce involvement with the chi ld.  The e f f e c t  of 

mother 's education is negat ive but not  s ign i f i can t .  The e f f e c t  of income 

i s  pos i t i ve  a t  a decreasing ra te .  

Table 5 r epor t s  the r e s u l t s  of the es t imat ion  of the ordinary l e a s t  

squares regress ion  of the ac tua l  payment, i n  which we introduce a s  

regressors  F(Z) and Z. The f i r s t  spec i f i ca t ion  (column 1 )  repor ts  the 

e f f e c t  of F(Z) and Z on the ac tua l  payments, condi t ional  on income and 

income squared, without taking i n t o  account the cour t  order. I n  the 



Table 3 

Estimates of Monthly Child Support Orders 
(Ordinary Least Squares) 

Variables 
Asymptotic 

Coeff icient  S tandard Error 

Constant .783 

X I  Type of custody -1.672 

X5 Monthly income of payor .025 

X Monthly income 2 
6 -.001 

X10 Number of  children .84 1 

Number of Cases 

R~ 



Table  4 

Es t ima t e s  of the  Custody ~ r r a n g e m e n t s ~  
( P r o b i t )  

Asymptotic 
V a r i a b l e s  C o e f f i c i e n t  S tandard E r r o r  

Cons t a n t  

X2 Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  .003 (0.009) 

X3 Fa ther '  s educa t ion  .I39 (0.042) 

X4 Mother 's  educa t ion  -. 043 

X5 Monthly income of payor .081 

X6 Monthly income 2 -.007 

Number of cases  

Log l i k e l i h o o d  

a X1 j o i n t  custody = 1, mother 's  custody = 0. 



Table 5 

Model 2 

Estimates of Monthly Child Support Payment 
(Ordinary Least Squares) 

Heckman' s Method 

Variables 

Payment 
Uncondi t ional  

on Court 
Order 

Payment 
Conditional 

on Court 
Order 

Cons tan t 

X5 Monthly income 

X6 Monthly income 2 

X8 Child support order 

Xg Child support order 2 

Number of Cases 

R 

- - 

Note: Standard errors are i n  parentheses. 



second s p e c i f i c a t i o n  (column 2 ) ,  we es t imate  the same e f f e c t s ,  con- 

d i t i o n a l  on the amount of ch i ld  support  the c o u r t  has decided. The 

e f f e c t s  of the two v a r i a b l e s  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  under the two spec i f i ca t ions .  

I n  the  f i r s t ,  the  e f f e c t  of f a t h e r ' s  sentiment is p o s i t i v e  and s i g n i f i -  

c a n t ,  while the  e f f e c t  of custody arrangement is  negat ive and s i g n i f  i- 

cant .  The s t ronge r  the  f e e l i n g s  of the f a t h e r  f o r  the c h i l d ,  more time 

he  d e s i r e s  to  g ive  and the  more resources he a c t u a l l y  a l loca te s .  I f  he 

o b t a i n s  j o i n t  custody he w i l l  s u b s t i t u t e  money f o r  time i n  h i s  contribu- 

t i o n  t o  the c h i l d ' s  welfare.  I n  the  second spec i f i ca t ion ,  when we 

inc lude  the order ,  the e f f e c t s  of the two instrumental  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  both 

p o s i t i v e  and l e s s  s i g n i f i c a n t .  J o i n t  custody has a  negat ive impact on 

c h i l d  support  payment, but  a  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  on compliance wi th  the c o u r t  

order .  The explanat ion f o r  t h i s  is  tha t ,  s ince  j o i n t  custody means t h a t  

both parents  con t r ibu te  to  t h e i r  ch i ld ren ' s  welfare i n  both time and 

money, the amount of the  c h i l d  support  payment (and the amount i n  the 

o rde r )  w i l l  be l e s s  under j o i n t  than under f u l l  custody arrangements, y e t  

compliance wi th  the c o u r t  order  w i l l  be higher  under j o i n t  custody 

because the f a t h e r  is  no t  excluded from decis ions  a f f e c t i n g  the ch i ld .  

The f a t h e r ' s  sent iment  (des i red  time with the ch i ld )  has a  con- 

s i s t e n t l y  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  on the amount of resources the f a t h e r  a l l o c a t e s  

t o  the ch i ld .  Since custody arrangements depend n o t  only on the f a t h e r ' s  

sent iment  but  a l s o  on the  judge's decis ion,  i t  is important t o  be a b l e  t o  

e s t ima te  the sepa ra t e  e f f e c t s .  When we do no t  s epa ra t e  the e f f e c t s  and 

do n o t  take i n t o  account  the  s imul tane i ty  problem, we f i n d  a  pos i t i ve  but  

i n s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  (Table 6 ) .  Thus, a s  we assumed before, the custody 

arrangement decided by the c o u r t  may not  correspond to the f a the r '  s pre- 

f  e r r ed  custody arrangement. 



Table 6 

Model 2 

Estimates of  Monthly Child Support Payment 
(Ordinary Least Squares) 

-- - - -  - 

Variables 
Asymptotic 

Coeff ic ient  Standard Error 

Constant -1.307 ( .403) 

X1 Custody .334 (.353) 

X5 Monthly income of the payor .009 

X6 Monthly income 2 -.0001 

X8 Child support order .001 ( .008) 

Xg Child support order 2 - .002 (.005) 

Number of Cases 

R 



Very s i m i l a r  p a t t e r n s  a r e  shown i n  the r e s u l t s  i n  Table 7 ,  where we 

es t imated  by OLS the  e f f e c t s  of the  f a the r '  s sentiment and custody 

arrangement on the number of months t h a t  c h i l d  support  was paid, con- 

d i t i o n a l  and uncondit ional  on the number of months the c h i l d  support  was 

owed. For t h i s  "frequency" measure of c h i l d  support  payment, we a l s o  

observe d i f f e r e n t  behavior i f  w e  do o r  do n o t  take i n t o  account the cour t  

order .  

V I. CONCLUSION 

This  paper has explored the determinants of custody arrangements and 

compliance wi th  court-ordered support  payments f o r  a sample of 429 

Wisconsin f ami l i e s  e l i g i b l e  f o r  c h i l d  support. 

I n  our a n a l y s i s  we developed two frameworks f o r  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  

i n v e s t i g a t i n g  the  f a t h e r '  s c h i l d  support  payment decis ion.  Using these  

two models a s  guides, we estimated a number of empir ical  s p e c i f i c a t i o n s  

involving custody arrangement, court-ordered c h i l d  support  payment, and 

t h e  a c t u a l  amount t r ans fe r r ed  to the ch i ld .  

The r e s u l t s  indica ted  t h a t  t he re  is  a s u b s t a n t i a l l y  important rela-  

t i onsh ip  among a l l  th ree  va r i ab le s ,  even a f t e r  taking i n t o  account a 

number of couple-specif i c  f ac to r s .  

We found t h a t  t he  cour t  order  has a pos i t i ve  e f f e c t  on the t r a n s f e r  

t h a t  the  f a t h e r  a l l o c a t e s  to h i s  chi ldren.  This  means t h a t  the  model 

t h a t  includes i n s  ti t u t i o n a l  c o n s t r a i n t s  on f a the r s '  dec is ions  is more 

appropr i a t e  f o r  analyzing c h i l d  support  payments. This  i n  turn  ind ica t e s  

a r o l e  f o r  p o l i c i e s  or ien ted  toward e s t ab l i sh ing  d i f f e r e n t  types of 

enforcement mechanisms i n  order  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a more equ i t ab le  system of 



Table 7 

Est imates of Number of Months of Child Support Paid 
(Ordinary Leas t  Squares) 

Heckman' s Method 

Variables  

Payment 
Unconditional 

on Court 
Order 

Payment 
Conditional 

on Court 
Order 

Cons t a n t  

X5 Monthly income 

X6 Monthly income 2 

X8 Child support order 

Xg Child support order 2 

X12 Number of months 
ordered 

Number of Cases 

R 

Note: Standard e r r o r s  a re  i n  parentheses. 



paren ta l  f i n a n c i a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  ch i ld  support. However, the e f f o r t  

devoted to mking  f a t h e r s  aware of t h e i r  r e s p o n s i b l i t i e s  should be accom- 

panied by e f f o r t s  ta make both parents  aware of t h e i r  obl iga t ions  fo r  

t h e i r  chi ldren.  The pos tdivorce involvement of the f a t h e r  i n  f i n a n c i a l  

support  of h i s  ch i ld ren  p a r t l y  depends on h i s  a b i l i t y  to  cont r ibute  to 

t h e i r  welfare not only with money but a l s o  with time. J o i n t  custody 

seems to be an  arrangement tha t ,  condi t ional  on the f a t h e r ' s  f ee l ings ,  

has a  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  on f a t h e r ' s  compliance with cour t  orders.  



Notes 

l ~ h e r e  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  forms of j o i n t  custody. One type allows judges 

t o  award j o i n t  custody when both parents  request  it. Another allows 

judges to award j o i n t  custody when only one parent  requests  it. 

' ~ a r f i n k e l  and Melli  (1982) found t h a t  59 percent  of women poten- 

t i a l l y  e l i g i b l e  to receive support had ch i ld  support awards. Of those 

awarded ch i ld  support,  only 49 percent received the f u l l  amount due them, 

and 28 percent received nothing. 

3 ~ a n e  and Ellwood, analyzing needs-ad jus ted income found t h a t  the 

p robab i l i t y  of being i n  poverty increases  a f t e r  divorce among chi ldren  

and ex-wives: when income is compared to needs, divorced men experience 

on average a 24 percent r i s e  i n  t h e i r  standard of l i v i n g  i n  the f i r s t  

yea r  a f t e r  divorce, while divorced women and t h e i r  ch i ldren  experience a 

73 percent  decl ine.  

( I ~ h i s  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  appropr ia te  f o r  our ana lys i s  of the Wisconsin 

system, where the judge is allowed to award j o i n t  custody only when both 

parents  agree i n  request ing it. The Wisconsin j o i n t  custody s t a t u t e ,  

enacted i n  1978, defines such custody a s  "equal r i g h t s  and 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  " 



APPENDIX 

Table A . l  

Means and Standard Deviations of the Variables  

Var iable  Mean Standard Deviation 

Father '  s educat ion (years )  

Mo ther '  s educat ion (years )  

Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  

Monthly income of payor 

Number of c h i l d r e n  under 18 

Years of marriage before 
d ivo r ce  

Child support  paid ($) 

Child support  ordered ($) 

Number of months ordered 

Number of months paid 

% j o i n t  custody 

% mother' s custody 



Table A.2 

Means and Standard Deviat ions of the Var iab les  
According to  Cus tody Arrangement 

J o i n t  Custody Mother' s Cus tody 
(N = 119) (N = 310) 

Child support  ordered ($) 

Child support  paid ($) 

Father '  s educat ion 

Mother' s educat ion 

Years of marriage before 
d ivorce  

Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  

Monthly income ($1 

Number of months paid 

Number of months ordered 



Table A.3 

Variable Def in i t ions  

Custody (Dummy va r i ab le  1 : J o i n t  Custody 
0: Mother's Custody) 

Age of o l d e s t  c h i l d  (< 18 years )  

Fa ther ' s  educat ion (years  of schooling) 

Mother' s education (years  of schooling) 

Monthly income of the payor 

(Income) 
2 

Child support  payment 

Child support  order  

(Child support  order)  2 

Number of ch i ld ren  under 18 

Number of months paid 

Number of months ordered 
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