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Social Science - Outcomes 

ISSUES

Great Outcomes Good Outcomes Ugly Outcomes

Great Children Good Children Ugly Children

Great Society Good Society Ugly Society

Great Country Good Country Ugly Country

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes
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Social Science 

Authority Reference

None Known CHILD KILLING UNIONS

Abuse resulting in fatalities

1995, Australia

R. Whelan UK. - '94

R. Whelan UK. - '94

Malkin & Lamb

Child Maltreatment '94

Fagan, Centre for 

Independent Studies, Aust. - 

'95
Fagan, Centre for 

Independent Studies, Aust. - 

'95

Fagan, Centre for 

Independent Studies, Aust. - 

'95
Fagan, Centre for 

Independent Studies, Aust. - 

'95

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes

Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

Defacto   300%

Solo mum/Dad 400%

Single 155%

Step dad or blended 

families                               700%

Living without 1 or both 

biological parents 518%

co-habitating - biological 1800%

mother co-hab with boyfriend 7300%
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Social Science cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known CHILD ABUSING UNIONS

R. Whelan, UK. - '94

R Whelan British 1994 Ref 

10

A Hall Aust. 1994 Child No 

16 Ref 11

CIS. 2000:7

CIS. 2000:7

Buckingham 2001 P152

Buckingham 2001 P152

National Incidence Study of 

Child Abuse and Neglect 

1996 US

Australian Institute of Health 

& Welfare

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes

Mothers with live in boyfriend  3300%

Step children 525%

Serious abuse in step & 

blended families  600%

Abuse in step or blended families                          

1000%

Abuse - solo parent  1,400%

Abuse - step parent union 1,418%

Unions with increased negative 

outcomes
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Social Science cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known DEPRESSION
Fergusson & Lynskelf, 11

Christchurch School

None Known MENTAL HEALTH

UK Dept. Stats 1999

UK Dept. Stats 1999

US Dpt of Health & Human Research

UK Dept. Stats 1999

Buckingham 200., State of the 

Nation

Journal of the American 

Advocacy of Child & Adolescen 

By Charity 2003

UK 200 (see John McNell notes 

31/8

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

Broken Family   300%

Single Parent 122.7%

Step/Blended  

104.5%

One Parent 300%

Single Parent 

100%

Step family   

87.5%

Defacto 116%

Solo parent 202%

Boys without fathers needing 

treatment   400%
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known HEALTH PROBLEMS
National Centre for Children in 

Poverty - US Dept Health & 

Human Services

None Known EDUCATION

76% lower academic completion from 

single parent family
31/8 West Australian Study

200% higher school leavers with no 

education qualifications from unmarried 

parents

London School of Economics (ex 

John McNeil)

147% more likely to be expelled or 

suspended - never married parents

London School of Economics (ex 

John McNeil)

101% more likely to be expelled or 

suspended - co-habitat 1 parent

Adolescent Health Survey USA

National Centre for children in 

Poverty - US Dept Health & 

Human Services

200% increased chance of school drop 

out with solo mums

Adolescent Health Survey USA

National Centre for children in 

Poverty - US Dept Health & 

Human Services

400%+ school expulsion from never 

married parents

National Longitudinal Study of 

Adolescents Health - Wave II, 

1996

National Longitudinal Study of 

Adolescents Health - Wave I, 

1995

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

Solo mums      400%

Adolescent from divorced 

or never married    200%
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known ECONOMICS
Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Survey Consumer Finance 2001 

USA

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased  

negative outcomes

80% less 

income  co-

habitating

474% less Income solo parent

458% child poverty with solo 

parents

225% child poverty with 

de facto

$34,257 medium net worth of 

family - never married

627% medium net worth of defacto
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known STABILITY OF UNIONS

NSW Child Protection Council - 

'95

US Center for Disease Control

Worldwide comparison - Buck, 

Ermisch Co-habituating in Britain 

'95

Psychiatrist/Psychologists 

McWhirter & Mattison

G Slater - The Lesbian Family 

Cycle

US National Longitudinal Survey 

of Youth - J Marshall

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

400%+ cohabitating with 

children

600%+ less stable relationships -  

gay men

450%+ less stable 

relationships -  Lesbians

650% separation 5 years after birth 

for cohabitating parents

500+ Gay male partners over 

a lifetime (average)

Children of non-intact families  - 

300% increase in children 

outside marriage
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known SUICIDE
Buckingham 2001 State of the 

Nation P. 154

Swedish Study - Lancet

G Stanton Group Magazine 1997

Weitoft, H. Journal Children Study 

25 Jan 2003

UK Rodgers & Pryor- Roundtree 

Foundation 1998

UK Rodgers & Pryor- Roundtree 

Foundation 1998

US DHHS, Bureau of the Census

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

200% increase in 

step/blended families

250% increase solo families or 

opposed to marriage

2000% separated but not divorced

300% single parent

2000% single parent

300% single parent

Children from fatherless homes                  

4000%
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known ADDICTION
The Lancet Vol. 361

25/1/03

Christchurch School of Medicine  

Fergusson Lynskey 1995

G Stanton RP Group Magazine

The Lancet Vol. 361

25/1/03

The Lancet Vol. 361

25/1/03

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

564% single parent

400% boys from single parent 

with developed narcotic 

addictions

300% from single parent 

with developed narcotic 

addictions

100% increase  

married/divorced 

@10-15 yrs 

467% increase in chronic drinking 

problems
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known TEENAGE PREGNANCY British Study - K Kieman 1997

None Known

RELATIONSHIP 

BREAKDOWN
Christchurch Child Dev. Study - 

Fergusson

Journal of Child Development - 

Bruce Ellis

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased  

negative outcomes

Co-habituating families with children 

split in 1st 5 years      403%

Daughters raised 

outside marriage -

100%

Increase in teenage pregnancies for 

daughters who live at home without 

fathers         600+%
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Social Science     cont’d 

Authority Reference

None Known

SERIOUS CRIME

resulting in imprisonment
Christchurch Police Zone 1999

-

Fulton CO. Georgia Jail 

Populations

Texas Dept. of Corrections 1992

University of California  - 6403 

Boys 1/12/98

University of California  - 6403 

Boys 1/12/98

Christchurch Police Zone 1999

Haper McLanahan 1998

Haper McLanahan 1998

National Centre for Children in 

Poverty - US Dpt Health & 

Human Services

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes
Unions with increased negative 

outcomes

300% Boys raised in step 

families

200% boys raised in 

solo families

370% children raised in step mother 

family

200% children raised in 

solo mother family

200% children raised in 

solo mother family

250% higher chance of jail for 

boys born out of wedlock

300% males living with step dads

1900% of children in fatherless homes end up in 

prison
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Authority Reference

None Known

STABILITY OF 

RELATIONSHIPS GAY RELATIONSHIPS FOCUS

None Known SEX PARTNERS

None Known VIOLENCE

None Known

None Known MENTAL HEALTH

None Known DIVORCE

Adolescence , D.Murray

None Known SEXUAL ABUSE

Bell & Weinberg

L. Lockhart, Journal of 

Interpersonal Violence, 

Vol. 9, - '94

G. Lie & S Gentlewarrior, 

Intimate Violence in 

lesbian Relationships, 

Journal of Social Services 

J. Bradford, National 

Lesbian Health Survey 

Journal of Consulting & 

Clinical Psychology - '62

Sweden Report Citizen 

Link, iMAPP -04

Sweden Report Citizen 

Link, iMAPP - '04

ATTEMPTED SUICIDE

D. Island & E. Letallion 

Battered Gay Men & 

Domestic Violence -'91

R. Herrell Sexual 

Orientation and 

Suicidiality Archives of 

General Psychiatry -'56

Marriage

(Heterosexual) 

The Benchmark

Unions with more positive 

Outcomes

Unions with increased 

negative outcomes

4,900% more sex partners

2,300% increase in lesbian 

violence

3,800% increase in lesbian violence

650%

100% increase in violence for 

gay men

750% increase in psuchiological 

councilling

167% lesbian couples

50% gay men

4,800  increase in sexual 

abuse for children with gay 

parents

Social Science     cont’d 
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SOCIAL COMMENTARY 

We have the right We have no right 

• Protect the life of our babies •To kill our babies 

• Provide a safe place for our children • Expose our children to increased harm 

• Minimise violent offending of our children • Increase violent offending of our children. 

• Minimise sexual abuse of our children. • Increased sexual abuse of our children. 

• Minimise youth suicide • Increased youth suicide 

• Minimise addictions of our children. • Increased addiction of our children 

• Happiness of our children • Increased misery of our children 

• Minimise mental health problems • Increased mental health problems 

• Improved health of our children • Increased ill health of our children 

• The best education for our children • Diminish the education prospects of our children 

We have the right & the responsibility 

to do the very best for our children 

We have no right to destroy our 

children SUMMARY 

TO PROVIDE THE MEANS 
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Political Leadership 

Good Outcomes Bad Outcomes 

• The “plea of our children” is that you 

will implement policies that have the 

prospect of delivering them a brighter 

future.  

•You must oppose the prospect of 

damaging our children 
Represent our children 

•Positively discourage being born out of 

wedlock. 

•Positively discourage being born into a 

defacto relationship. 

•Positively discourage divorce. 

•Positively discourage same sex unions 

that incorporate child rearing.  

•Positively encourage policies that result 

in being born into a family (Mum and 

Dad) that are committed to each other 

and “love their children to bits” 

 

•Positively encourage married couples 

(Mum and Dad) to stay together. 

Our children require 

 you to: 

•Stop promoting failed structures or 

unions. 

•Stop inflicting an increasing social and 

financial burden on the rest of the 

community.  

•Actively promote structures, strategies 

and policies that have the prospect of re-

building a great community  

The community requires 

you to: 

You are elected to 
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Political Leadership    cont’d 

Good Outcomes Bad Outcomes 

Policies should be put in place 

that: 

 

• Improve economic well-being of 

our children 

 

• Reduce suffering of our children 

 

• Enhance the prospects of 

delivering love, joy and peace for 

the children of our nation. 

 We should move away from policies 

that: 

•Pay solo mothers to have babies. 

• Pay defacto couples to have babies. 

•Pay solo mothers to have casual 

boyfriends. 

•Pay mothers to “accept irresponsible 

fathers”. 

•Pay a parent to walk out of a 

marriage. 

•Propose further socially 

dysfunctional unions 

 

 

Deliver increased 

economic waste and 

human 

suffering/misery 

 

Your present policies 

are 180°c out of phase 

Do nothing to add to the 

above 

Have the prospect of adding to 

the socially sick policies above. 

Your proposed 

Policies 
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Our Children are Precious 

If we value our  

children 

If we place no value on 

 our children 

We must love, nurture and care for them They must not be hated, neglected or 

abused   
LOVE 

We have no right to increase the 

prospect of misery for our children  
We want our children to have happy, 

fulfilled lives  
JOY 

Rob our children of liberty by inflicting 

increased lawless and a more  

dangerous society  

Freeing our children to live a life of 

mutual respect of each other, the laws of 

the land, the right to do what is lawful  

LIBERTY 

We should not be building “more cages” 

for our failed children  
We should see our children liberated, to 

live in safety  
FREEDOM 

We must not rob our children of “their 

voice” by demanding what “we want”.  
We are the voice of our children – we 

must speak for the voiceless  

VOICE FOR THE 

VOICELESS 

Our children are more precious than 

laboratory rats  
We must not risk damaging our children 

SOCIAL 

EXPERIMENTS 

Peace within themselves and the 

community in which they live  

A life of conflict, violence, turmoil, 

lack of safety  
PEACE 
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The Four Don’ts 

1) Don’t “Red Line” our kids – our focus must be on unions that 
give our kids the “best potential”. 

 

2) Don’t lose sight of: 

 -  what is good for our kids. 

 -  what has the best prospect of delivering great outcomes for 
our kids. 

     

3) Don’t be misled by extreme examples:  Responsible parents and 
society must only promote unions with the “best prospect of 
success” e.g. – money, solo mums, de-facto, gay despite the 
statistics still succeed – but 2nd best on our kids. 

4) Don’t waste your time “nitpicking” over failure when reading the 
statistics – failure is failure!! 

 

  

 


