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hoosier Family Fragmentation
Imagine a state with stronger families and a stronger economy
The emotional and social costs of family breakdown are well documented and readily apparent to those who work with families in Indiana.   In 2008, the Institute for American Values, the Institute for Marriage and Public Policy, the Georgia Family Council and Families Northwest released an historic national study that calculated for all fifty states the economic cost for families that have been fragmented or never formed at all.  
In Indiana, this estimate is $839 million per year in additional social welfare costs and foregone tax revenues resulting from broken families.  While this should always be a shocking revelation, it is especially troublesome during the current period of economic unrest in our communities.

In the state of Indiana, issues such as childhood poverty, crime, poor health and educational outcomes, and other issues surrounding women and children at-risk have been studied repeatedly.  The conclusions are always the same:  poverty is the single most causal predictor of negative outcomes, and family breakdown is a significant predictor of poverty.
How can we begin to talk differently about the fact that single parenthood is such a strong predictor of women and children’s poverty, and that children who are abandoned by their fathers are more likely to commit crimes?  
We must get past the traditional ways we study family breakdown and move toward linking the cost of our marital and relationship failures to the disintegration of our families and our economy.   Conversely, what policy disincentives function to block true family formation in the first place?
Given the recent attention in Indiana toward property tax reform, IFI sought to engage those who understand the state revenue and expenditure side but don’t consider its link with the massive hemorrhaging happening to the economy when families disintegrate (or don’t form in the first place).  IFI worked with Senator Luke Kenley during the 2009 session of the Indiana General Assembly as he authored SCR 26, the creation of an “Interim Study Commission on the Economic Impact of Family Fragmentation.”   Deviating from the typical studies of at-risk families, the interim study committee would have studied the economic impact that family breakdown has on taxpayers, businesses and, of course, families themselves.  Currently we could find some comfort in the fact that the family would be the best “stimulus package” we have to weather the storm of a sour economy.   Yet our families – often a protector in hard economic times - are broken, marriages are weakened or non-existent, and poverty and crime statistics are higher than ever for children and single women.

While Indiana’s Legislative Council chose not to seat the study commission, the Indiana Family Institute proceeded to develop a privately-formed task force to study these issues in a new way and develop recommendations that will be unique to Indiana.  
We closely examined The Taxpayer Costs of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing report and the costs associated with Indiana’s broken families.  We brought together social service providers, lawyers and legal experts, counselors, community leaders, pastors and others to find a “new view” from which to consider the plight of both fragmented families themselves, and the taxpayers who also suffer the effects in their checkbooks and their communities.  We made recommendations to strengthen Hoosier families and promote self-sufficiency, and thus lessen the burden on government.

BACKGROUND
If we are to be good stewards of taxpayer dollars, and also good stewards of our families and the care of those entrusted to us, we can no longer relegate children and family issues to the social services realm, and economic issues to the tax and fiscal realm.   As we plan for the future, new data is showing us that the two are inextricably intertwined and that the state of the family has as much impact on our economy as do taxes and fiscal issues.

It is time that we begin to calculate the impact that our broken families have on our economy.   What’s the cost of foregone tax revenues due to family breakups?  Just how much are children in poverty costing us on the back end?   Taxes are restructured, but will future taxpayers have adequate income to foot the tax burden?  Is controlling government spending or shoring up families the answer to our fiscal woes – or both?  

Where, then, do the issues of family and the economy meet, and how do we start to talk about them?  What impact do they have on our workforce, our tax base, our spending on services?   

Family structure – the demographics.
· In Indiana, 77.4% of children in poverty live in a single parent household – 85.4% of those are female-headed.     (Source:  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing, 2008)

· Family fragmentation is responsible for 31.7% of the costs of government antipoverty programs and is responsible for 36.1% of the costs of government programs that are exclusively for children. (Source:  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing, 2008)

· It is estimated that 24% of crime is caused by childhood poverty.  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing (2008) also estimates that if marriage reduced the childhood poverty rate by 36.1%, that would save approximately $19 billion in justice system costs.

· Using the same estimate that marriage would reduce the childhood poverty rate by 36.1%, as adults, these children would have earned over $61 billion more each year. (Holzier, et. al. The Economic Costs of Poverty)
The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing (2008) presented demographic data to paint a picture of family status in Indiana from which its ultimate cost estimates were taken:
Total Poverty and Family Structure - Indiana

	Total Number in Poverty (thousands)
	674

	Number in Poverty in Husband-Wife Family (thousands)
	134

	Number in Poverty in Unmarried Households with Male Householder (thousands)
	129

	Number in Poverty in Unmarried Households with Female Householder (thousands)
	411

	Percent of Total Poverty Living in Unmarried Household
	80.1%

	Percent of Total Poverty Living in Unmarried Households with Female Householder
	61.0%

	Percent Reduction Total Poverty if Marriage Reduced Poverty of Female-headed Households by 60%.*
	36.6%

	*with extensive documentation, the researchers calculated that marriage would lift 60% of single mother households out of poverty, which would decline the total number of persons in poverty by 31.7% and the total number of children in poverty by 36.1%.


Source:  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing(2008)
Child Poverty and Family Structure – Indiana

	Total Number of Children in Poverty (thousands)
	226

	Number of Children In Poverty in Husband-Wife Family (thousands)
	33

	Number of Children in Poverty in Unmarried Households with Male Householder (thousands)
	18

	Number of Children in Poverty in Unmarried Households with Female Householder (thousands)
	175

	Percent of Total Child Poverty Living in Unmarried Household
	77.4%

	Percent of Total Child Poverty Living in Unmarried Households with Female Householder
	85.4%

	Percent Reduction in Total Child Poverty if Marriage Reduced Poverty of Female-headed Households by 60%.*
	46.5%

	*with extensive documentation, the researchers calculated that marriage would lift 60% of single mother households out of poverty, which would decline the total number of persons in poverty by 31.7% and the total number of children in poverty by 36.1%.


Source:  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing(2008)

Economic impact – the fiscal consequences.
Marriage is more than a moral or social institution; it is a generator of social and human capital – an economic institution.   But when it fails to successfully protect and grow children and adults into their optimum potential, government agencies expend resources for programs and services to fill that void left by the family.   Government also suffers a loss of taxpayer revenue through lower levels of taxes paid by individuals earning less than their potential because of the effects of growing up in poverty.

In relation to the demographic data presented above, The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing (2008) ultimately calculated for the first time an estimated cost to taxpayers in the United States and individually by state, which appears below.  The authors note that they excluded several expensive government programs because existing data did not allow them to be quantified with confidence but they are significant nonetheless:  the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC), public education, Medicare for unmarried adults, and Medicaid for the elderly benefits for older adults.  
These conservative estimates, then, are for the State of Indiana on an annual basis.  
Indiana Annual
Estimate of State and Local Taxpayer Costs of Family Fragmentation
 (in millions)

	State and Local Tax Burden
	10.7%

	Foregone Tax Revenue
	$150

	Justice System
	$361

	TANF (Temporary Assistance for Needy Families)
	$5

	Medicaid
	$158

	SCHIP (State Children’s Health Insurance Program)
	$15

	Child Welfare
	$150

	Total
	$839


Source:  The Taxpayer Cost of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing(2008)

Lawmakers and state officials are keenly aware from a budget perspective of each program’s purpose to help children and families and impact on the state budget in Indiana.  But do they see a bigger vision of the root causes for the growing needs for these programs and the link to the Hoosier economy?  

We suggest that because the bureaucracy to-date has compartmentalized social service programs and spending to certain committees, commissions, or departments and fiscal policy issues to others….this de-coupling effect has thwarted a complete picture as to the decimation of both families and the budget.  We also do not adequately see the impact on families and children when we have allowed issues of political correctness to block discussion of one of the most fundamental reasons these programs are necessary:  couples who have children do not marry or stay married.   It is a costly denial on not just taxpayer wallets but Hoosier hearts.
We are interconnected.

The Task Force discussions also centered on cultural myths and realities.  Our culture has come to believe a lie that we are striving for independence when in actuality we have obligations to each other and we are interconnected in our community.  Research from the 2007-2008 annual report of the Indiana Commission on the Social Status of African-American Males showed that 7 of 10 African-American children are born to single parents, and 6 of those 7 are in poverty.   Likewise, whether the Census Data is exactly correct or not (as per the Indianapolis Star article), in the white community the divorce culture is tearing created families apart.  These and other trends signal the need for a culture change.  The group agreed that television families such as the Huxtables and Ozzie & Harriet used to give us models to aim for.  We have none today.  
Government programs have also served to fragment the family.  Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), for example, broke the family for decades and now we have generational issues – girls see their grandmothers and mothers live without husbands– how will they react if we tell them how to live?  While we don’t want to be viewed as making them change their ways, our message is one of embracing people and helping them move toward success.  Today’s meta-narrative over-emphasizes that there are no standards and everything is relative.  We need to back-fill so the children can see that they have choices to create healthier families.  Because it is easier to create a child rather than repair an adult, we should take Walt Disney’s or MacDonald’s approach – branding messages to 3,4,5 year-olds so they will hear early the message of family:  what it is, why it is important, and how they can achieve a good life.
Fatherhood is a key link.

The Task Force embraced materials from the American Fatherhood Initiative, especially the concept of the power to lift the status and reputation of the father, giving him a sense of responsibility and status as an irreplaceable caregiver and provider.  However, in addition to sports figures and movie stars, “regular” men like bus drivers and cooks are needed as role models because they are more easily identified with.  It was also suggested that education is a bridge issue.  Courses in family/child development to teach children these ‘lost’ ideas about family importance could take place in schools.  
A poignant discussion among the task force members also centered around changing roles for women.  Cultural pressures on women appear to place a higher value on their roles than the father’s role, thus devaluing fatherhood.   As politically and culturally loaded as this topic might be, it bears continued open and honest reflection as we move forward (and more than we can accommodate in this report).

A strong role for faith.

A local attorney explained that in thirty years practicing divorce law he believes that the only thing that works is putting God first and your spouse second in your life.  Regardless of whether one believes it, the Bible’s teachings on marriage work to strengthen marriages.   Someone added that it doesn’t take a village, it takes a church.  A Biblical focus helps overcome the lie that we’re independent.  In community, we define our interdependences and ask those that are whole to take care of those who are not.  We need an environment of unity to speak to our brokenness and seek wholeness for everyone, because everyone has value. 
THE ROLE OF ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE

Alcohol and drug abuse is often a hidden factor – or at least one we do not thoroughly discuss – in the disintegration of marriages and families.  Holly Walpole, an Indianapolis area researcher, found that the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) reported that 70,000 women in central Indiana were involved in domestic violence disputes.  About half of these disputes were related to alcohol and drug abuse (qtd. in United Way of Central Indiana 40).  The report also notes an important trend to consider. “Nine out of ten men will leave an alcoholic woman, but nine out of ten women will remain with an alcoholic man.” (qtd. in United Way of Central Indiana 1: 39).
Walpole continues by asking if there are there any indicators that can change these fragmented and dysfunctional family indicators.  According to a presentation provided to Smart Marriages, A Coalition for Marriage, Family, and Couples Education, marriage changes the likelihood of certain patterned behaviors that may lead to alcohol and drug abuse; therefore, these changes can create a functional family environment.   It states that both married and engaged men drink less, reduce their alcohol intake, and are less likely to become violent (qtd. in Sheridan, slides 2-5).  Research by the Institute for American Values also finds that both married men and women have lower rates of alcohol consumption and substance abuse than singles, and children whose parents marry and stay married also have lower rates of substance abuse, even after controlling for family background and the genetic traits of the parents.
Walpole also looked at children who are the victims of alcohol and drug abuse in their home environment.  Alcohol and drug abuse in the home effects a child from birth through adulthood.  According to The State of the Child in Indiana, alcohol and drug abuse has health effects ranging from low-birth weight to congenital problems (Rector 2: 91).  The report also pays special attention to the impact of alcohol and drug abuse as a factor in child abuse, with one or both parents being dependent on these substances.  
INDIANA DIVORCES MAKE NATIONAL NEWS
During the course of this study, the Associated Press reported and The Indianapolis Star published an article on September 28, 2009 that US Census Data put three Indiana counties in the “Top 10” list of highest divorce areas in the country.  A Census aide was later quoted as saying that since Indiana does not collect divorce statistics, using Census data may have been potentially misleading because they were looking at the proportion of the population who are divorced and living in that county at any given point in time.  That alone does not necessarily mean that that county has a culture of divorce, according to the Census aide.  Indiana Family Institute does not dispute that the numbers may be potentially misleading; however, most agree that the divorce rate is out of control and should be the focus of our efforts.  IFI challenges the state of Indiana to collect accurate divorce statistics so that more accurate reporting can help drive policy.
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THE LAW DOESN’T HELP
Across the United States there are legal experts in marriage/divorce laws, as well as city and/or state coalitions formed by organizations that come together to promote marriage and reduce the ravishes of divorce in their communities.  
Author Mike McManus has authored several books on the subject, the most recent being How to Cut America’s Divorce Rate in Half…A Strategy Every State Should Adopt (2008, published by Marriage Savers, Inc.).   In it he details how the law in most every state actually serves to promote divorce and hinder marital reconciliation.  In Indiana, the waiting period is 60 days.  (Technically speaking, there is “fault” in Indiana, but it can only stem from three conditions:  felony, impotency, and incurable insanity.)  He chronicles several states that are backing away from the 20th Century trend of No Fault Divorce towards newer ideas of mutual consent, longer waiting periods, incentives for pre-marital and marital counseling, etc.   
An excerpt:
Why are America’s divorce rates two to seven times those of Canada and European Countries?  As Andre Cherlin documents in his insightful book, “The Marriage-Go-Round,” after five years 23 percent of American couples separate or divorce.  Compare that with the 10-12 percent of couples in Canada, Austria, Finland, West Germany and Sweden; 8 percent of the French or British; and only 3-5 percent of Italians, Belgians and Spanish.

Cherlin writes, “In no other country is the waiting period for a No-Fault Divorce so short,” as in America.  Germans have to live separately for three years if one spouse does not want the divorce, five years in Britain and six in France.

Why?  Such laws give couples time to reconcile.  Clearly, it works.

By contrast, there is NO minimum time of separation in 33 states, such as Tennessee, Florida, Mississippi, Kentucky, Idaho and Wyoming, according to John Crouch of Americans for Divorce Reform.  These states have Hot Head Laws that favor the angry spouse, those who want a divorce immediately.  Why shouldn’t state laws encourage reconciliation?  Every study shows permanent marriages benefit men, women and especially children.

A subgroup of members of this task force met to discuss in greater detail issues related to the legal arena and marriage and family strengthening.   A local judge, an experienced family law attorney and a seasoned marriage and family therapist discussed in–depth the following points, some of which will emerge at the end of this report in recommendations:
· Married couples should have a greater array of options to resolve conflict and attempt reconciliation before they get to the lawyer’s office to file for divorce.

· Indiana’s waiting period for divorce is too short.  Nothing positive could happen in the short 60 days for a no-fault divorce.  This period should be extended, with positive steps required to assess/reconcile within the quiet period.
· Research shows 4 out of 5 divorces are not high conflict/abusive, and that one spouse doesn’t want the divorce.  Our experienced attorney reported that he frequently hears “I’ve fallen out of love”.  Our panel implores that our culture has lost the concept that love is a verb – love is a choice and an action, even on the hardest days.
· At the preliminary divorce hearing, the courts could hand out a brochure encouraging couples to seek counseling and announcing that some incentives are available (e.g., tax credits or pro bono counseling).

· In almost every other arena, the “professionals” try to help consumers with their lives.  A doctor, for example, might say, “You look stressed, here’s a referral for counseling,” or whatnot.  In the legal arena, professionals do not seem to believe they have any input into the stressful but not-so-hopeless situations.

· Marriage and Family Therapy (MFT) is the branch of counseling that specifically focuses on the marriage and family with a positive understanding of the necessity of strength in these institutions.

· A curriculum should be offered for continuing legal education units for attorneys and others in the legal arena to learn about the latest developments in marriage and family options, the latest research on the potential for reform, the availability of help for couples and families, etc.  This arena is woefully uneducated on today’s options for marriage and family.

· Churches are a familiar location for couples/families to seek help.  However, seminaries do not require any sort of marriage counseling skills training.

· Skills training in relationships should begin in high schools.  Message:  if it’s broken don’t throw it away…fix it.
· If Indiana divorce laws don’t change, a Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) could be appointed in the 20% of divorce cases with high conflict, and also pro se cases when the parents don’t use a lawyer and there are children involved.
ADDITIONAL EFFORTS
In 2002, the Indiana General Assembly convened an Interim Study Committee on Marriage and Family Building Initiatives.  It was tasked with studying “various marriage and family building initiatives, including collection of data on marriage and divorce, communication of the benefits of marriage, social worker and case manager training, and initiatives concerning the early establishment of paternity”.  It met three times and took testimony from various groups, including the Indiana Family Institute.  The Committee recommended a variety of measures, none of which ultimately passed in the form of legislation:

1. Lengthen the waiting period between filing for divorce and the final hearing from 60 days to 180 days if there is a child less than seventeen.  If there is domestic violence the 60-day waiting period remains.

2. Require pre-divorce counseling for persons with minor children on the effects of divorce.  

3. Use of TANF (welfare) funds for family strengthening and marriage enhancement programs.  

4. The committee also considered, but did not act on, establishing a requirement of 12 hours of premarital education before obtaining a marriage license:  if the couple completes the counseling, the marriage license fee remains at $10 and $8.  If not, the cost of the license is greatly enhanced to $78, of which $60 would go into the Indiana Domestic Violence Prevention and Treatment Fund.
CONCLUSIONS – AN INTENTIONAL COLLABORATION
This Task Force agreed that its ultimate message is this:  We will utilize the strength of our diverse group and the myriad of avenues to community impact we have in our respective circles of influence by calling our efforts an intentional collaboration.  The “system” needs shaken-up and the standard players in the community must get out-of-the-box and embrace a new message.  Standing together as an intentional collaboration we know that our message is necessary and, while not always easy to deliver, yet we are committed to maintaining it.
Therefore, in its discussions, policy research and combined 500+ years of experience treating, representing, advocating for and supporting Hoosier families, the Task Force presents its findings as follows:

1.
We can no longer assume that healthy relationships or marriages are the assumed ‘starting point’ in our culture.  Many persons have grown up without role models that present the methods of a committed relationship and successful family outcomes.  

2.
Children from out-of-wedlock births end up being abused more often, having special needs and becoming a part of the child welfare system.  These children are very hard to place in adoptive homes and can languish in the foster care system for years.

3.
There are nearly 50,000 grandparents raising their grandchildren in Indiana, often without additional financial resources or social supports.

4.
Thirty-two states have no minimum time of waiting for a divorce to become final.  Maryland, Pennsylvania and Illinois all require a 2-year minimum if the divorce is contested, and have a divorce rate that is half that of MS, ID, FL, KY, WY, and TN, which have no waiting.   …and a waiting period is just that; it should become a “reevaluation period” or some timeframe where change is encouraged, not simply waiting.
5. 
There is no recourse for a spouse who does not want a divorce.  No Fault Divorce assumes 50/50 and does not require ‘grounds’.  Giving the spouse who wants to save the marriage an equal voice with an unhappy mate deserves to be tried in Indiana – some marriages might be restored.
6.
Indiana courts do not report divorce statistics – only US Census data can be used to extrapolate and estimate but is not timely and has gaps in what it can measure in relation to trends.
7.
Premarital counseling has been shown by research as the best long-term source of marriage education available.  

8.
Alcohol and drug abuse are significantly more common in adults and children when families do not stay intact.
TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS
COMMUNITY IMPACT – 2011 THE YEAR OF THE FAMILY
If anything, this exercise has opened the door for a new type of mix for community coordination efforts and continued analysis of cutting-edge policy options.  The Indiana Family Institute will morph this task force into a community planning effort to declare 2011 the “Year of the Family”, to create a multi-faceted approach to change the paradigm about marriage and family in the Indianapolis community in 2011.   

IFI should reconvene two planning committees, PROGRAM and POLICY/LEGAL, in 2010 to encompass aspects of messaging, collaborative partnerships, roles for the public and private sectors, and policy alternatives from this report.   Oversight and coordination of the overall “2011 Year of the Family” messages, and programming and policy priorities resulting from the two planning committees, should stem directly from  the Indiana Family Institute’s board of directors. 
The charge to these two groups would include, but not be limited to:

· Offer data-driven strategies for specific sectors (business, education, faith communities, government agencies, legal/judicial, and targeted places where parents are found).   Based on the findings and recommendations of this report, offer concrete strategies for each, such as changing government sector disincentives for family formation in government programs, or a wellness approach to healthy relationships by the business community with its employees.

· Present research and resources that back-up these data-driven strategies.  

· Assure that strategies have cultural and socioeconomic impact.  
· Include marketing/messaging concepts to engage new partners in both fellow providers and community leaders, as well as the general public.

To that end, the following PROGRAM and POLICY/LEGAL recommendations are 
assigned for their further consideration and refinement for release in January 2011:
PROGRAM

1. In addition to job training, income assistance, child care and other types of social services to help persons out of poverty – healthy relationship/marriage classes should be included on the menu of services offered to those receiving supportive services, especially for at-risk families.  This recommendation applies to both private and public sector funding entities, human service planning entities and social service providers.
2. The Indiana Family Institute should create an Indiana Marriage Index of Leading Marriage Indicators beginning in 2010 after the census data is available and annually thereafter.  

3. The Indiana Family Institute, with collaborative partners, should develop and submit for approval in 2011 an annual curriculum for Continuing Legal Education Units for Hoosier attorneys concerning the role of the legal profession, courts, and related entities in promoting the strengthening/reunification of marriages and families under their purview.

4. Seminaries and faith-based schools in Indiana for pastors should require at least one (1) class for marriage therapy skills training and updated concepts for working with domestic violence.
5. The Indiana Family Institute should position itself to educate churches about the divorce process and target points where the church can be of help to struggling couples.
6. The Governor’s Commission for a Drug-Free Indiana should study and incorporate in its work a multi-faceted approach to messaging, policy, and programming with the sole intent of reducing family fragmentation due to abuse and addiction.
7. In conjunction with the “Year of the Family” activities, the Indiana Department of Education should encourage healthy family/healthy relationship classes in the schools.

POLICY/LEGAL
1. The State of Indiana should immediately return to the previously allowed level of support for Indiana’s special needs adoptive families.
2. The State of Indiana, in conjunction with the private sector, should develop a stronger financial support resource pool for kinship care families (primarily grandparents) to sustain vulnerable children in their family circle and prevent them from entering the child welfare system at an even greater human and financial cost.
3. The Indiana Family Institute should convene stand-alone task force in 2010 to review all current state and local programs and identify those which include policies that discourage and those that encourage family formation and/or staying together.   The review should include not just social programs, but the tax structure, as well.  Recommendations should be released by November 30, 2010.
4. The Indiana Family Institute should offer a package of divorce reform legislation in keeping with the trends across the United States.  It should include, but not be limited to, requirement/incentives for pre-divorce counseling, an extension of Indiana’s current 60-day waiting period before divorce, and changing “No Fault” divorce to require that couples with children give spouses equal protection under the law when considering divorce.
5. The Indiana Family Institute should continue to work with the Indiana Supreme Court Administration to assure that all counties in Indiana collect accurate divorce statistics.  
6. The Indiana Family & Social Services Administration and/or the Indiana General Assembly should set aside 1% of TANF funds to be used for relationship/marriage education programs (model legislation in other states).
7. The Indiana General Assembly should establish a tax credit for at least six hours of pre-marital counseling by an approved counseling professional.
8. The Indiana General Assembly should establish a requirement of at least six hours of premarital education before obtaining a marriage license.  If the couple completes the counseling, the couple receives a tax credit of (cost of six hours) and the marriage license fee is reduced.  If they do not, the cost of the license is greatly enhanced and a large percentage would go into a new fund created by FSSA to support healthy marriages called the “Hoosier Commitment” program fund.

9. Indiana Family Institute should propose, in conjunction with a 2011 package of divorce reform legislation, a scheme for tax credit incentives to reward marriage (example:  5% after 10 years of marriage, 10% after 20 years, etc.).
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Of all of the causes we have in the world today, many of which particularly capture the time and space of the media and academia, it is singularly peculiar that the disintegration of an institution as important as the human family should want for attention.  The years have not been kind to this most important institution – the family, particularly the last four decades.  Worldwide, families have broken down at a historically unprecedented pace.  


		-Demographic Winter: The Decline of the Human Family
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Estimated annual State and local taxpayer cost of family fragmentation in the state of Indiana.


The Taxpayer Costs of Divorce and Unwed Childbearing: First-Ever Estimates for the Nation and All Fifty States


Institute for American Values, Institute for Marriage and Public Policy, Georgia Family Council, Families Northwest, 2008 








Given …the relationship between poverty and unmarried parents…, an increasing or even steady rate of births to unmarried parents will be an ongoing impediment to reducing the rates of childhood and family poverty. 


-2008 Community Needs Assessment


United Way of Central Indiana








We need to speak justice into the systems that are hurting our kids.


Jay Height, Shepherd Community








The U.S. Constitution requires that the party filing a lawsuit give a reason, a “claim”.  However, in No Fault Divorce laws, there is no claim, no “cause of action”.  It’s a lawsuit without any real ‘grounds’.  The sole legal ground, “irretrievable breakdown” is merely symbolic.  


When a party is sued on any other issue, there are allowable ‘defenses’.  No Fault Divorce laws don’t allow them – that means the defendant always loses.  …that is unconstitutional. We are guaranteed the right to a defense in a lawsuit.


How to Cut America’s Divorce Rate in Half: A Strategy Every State Should Adopt.  


McManus, 2008








The data suggest that marriage or a strong family unit is vital to Black males breaking the barrier of poverty.


2007-2008 Annual Report


The Indiana Commission on the Social Status of Black Males





Almost half of the survey respondents would require couples considering marriage to have pre-marital counseling, and 53 percent of the married persons and 94 percent of those “on the market” for a spouse said they would attend free marital or pre-marital education classes (presumably offered at public expense).


With This Ring…A Survey on Marriage in Indiana


 National Fatherhood Initiative, Indiana Family Institute, 2005








 Finally, preliminary research shows that marriage education workshops  can make a real difference in helping married couples stay together and in encouraging unmarried couples who are living together to form a more lasting bond. Expanding access to such services to low income couples, perhaps in concert with job training and placement, medical coverage, and other services already available, should be something 


everybody can agree on..." 





Barack Obama, Audacity of Hope, 2006, p.334
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