
types. "
M B

Accusing to tla n'lll hypotheeia (Hq), no significant difference would be 

expected b*twaer* the two grcupa cf Involved and Kon-Involved maternal reaction 

typed, In the proportion of mothers who returned for th* second Interview.

r.m findings are presented In Table 2 below t
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Tibifi 2 ,

M»terr*3 Raastion Tyru and ?ailur« tn Return to tha Clinic 

tar a *  Second Interview

Maternal Reaction

Involved

returned

15

Hoc-Involved 17 U



TJw value of X* tar these data :ls .2465,

ft* probability r* occur retxe uncfcr H f<r **2 .2465, with df-3, 1s 

P < 3  (0.?) - P < »35*

Because this p is grsatsr t h a n * .  ,05, Kp bust. be accepted, and ^  'Ejected,

The conclusion is that there li no alpjificant difference betwe-m tbs two 

groups of Involved and Non-Invol7*d rTS'-ern̂ l reaction typos in the pro portlet* of 

mothers whc returned for the second interview,

* *  *

Another intervening variable was the rwferrsl agent, A variety of 

persons ware responsible for referring the Mothers and thair children to th* 

Clinic, renging from tha mother terself, through the father, both parents, a 

friend or relative, a school teac.ier or principal, a doctor, specialist or 

remedial clinic, a welfare organisation r tha law, to the . hild who asked to 

comn himself (see Chapter V III). The question arises as to who then actually 

praparec the child for the Clini*. by explaining it to him. If a child has 

b*er> referred authoritatively, the explanation nay simply (and realistically)

It ,r.at he has to oenr . Are mothers giving the explanations tr• their ohlldran 

that they have been told to give, rather than those they would apontanecusly 

have given thomselvea? Does the Clinic represent different things to different 

&gents, who then refernothere and children there for ostensibly dlff -rent 

reasons, in terns of their own perceptions of its function?

To test the effaot of the referral agent upon tha type of preparation 

a mother gave her child for tha Clinic, tha investigator would idealxy have 

liked to break down the former variable into the different categories enumerated 

above. However, ir. view of the snail sample, these have instead had to be 

collapsed into two broad categorise, via, mothers who sere self-referred and 

those who were referred by otter agents. Ths hypothesis under test (H ^  stetsd.

" If any difference occurred between the two groups of referred 

■others, self-referred mothers would more likely be Involved metemsl 

reaction types than otheiwise referred mothers. Hence they would also 

be more likely than the otherwise-referred mothers to give Realistie
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preparations to their childrsn for the Clinic. Conversely, athsrwisa- 

referrid mothers woulrl more litaiy than sslf-reforrsd nothf.rs be Norv- 

Involrcd material reaction types, and hence give Nor>-ReaIi:*tic prepara­

tions to thair children f<r ths Clinic,"

*9?.

H I
According to the null hypothesis (H0), no significant difference vouli hi 

oxpsot«d between the two groups of self-referred and otherwise-referred motli-.rsp 

in the proportion of Realistic preparations of the child for the Clinic* Afssli<> 

a one-tailed X test for two inder^ndsnt a ampler was choacn, with df "  1, anti

SC - .05* H - 33.

The findings are Frejwrtsd in lablr, 3 fcelcwi





Ibo v*l\.e f.t X i\vr these data la 1. 039. 

M  probability of oorjrrar.;« «ndsr Hf for I*> 1.039, with df •  1, la 

P < J (0 ,5 )  - p f .2 5 ,  J

Because thia p ic greater tlangC - .05, Ho must be accepted, and rajwcted.

The conSjueloa is thav there is no sigr.ifleant difference tmtwe.-n tne 

two groups of Jelf-roferrtd «nd etherwlae-referred mothers, In tha proportion 

of Realistic preparations ot the child for th« Clinic.

* * *

A substantial body cf research suggests that differences in perental 

behaviour towairds a child cannc.t be evaluated without reference to the Hex of 

tha particular clilld. Schaefer and tiaylay (1963, q.v. Chapter III) made thla 

point in their Berkeley Growth Study» It has also been suggested, fear example, 

that there ir a tendency for each parent to be relatively more affection*to and 

lanient with a child of the oppoelte sex, and more reserved and strict with ooa 

of his cvn (brim, 1950). Bt-onfenbrpnner (1961) remarked that, this differentia­

tion ,vf parental attitudes nl-.ould be examined further within different souio- 

Ovicnanic Jeve..e, to which it must also have a reference.

In the original sample of 44 mother*, the sex distribution of thair 

children was 32 beys to 12 girl», and in the final sample of 33, the distribution 

was 23 to ten respectively. It therefore seems likaly that both the Maternal 

Reaction TypeJ^ths kind of Preparation the Child received for the Clinic, way 

have been denendent upon the relative predominance of boys in the eanule. It 

is not certain in either case In which direction the bias ia likwly to have 

operated. Therefore the investigator has decided to use two two-tailjd testa, 

to examine the effect of the child's sex upon the two aaln variables.

In the first test, with the total original sample (N - &A), the r«s-arch 

hypothesis (H^) stated!

- There should be a difference in the proportion of Involved maternal

reaction type* between those mothers who have brought male and thoee who

have brought female children, to tl* Clinic.
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According tc the null hypothesis 

U e  motherj of bc^s &i.d tho nothere 

metomaT reaction types, tgC •  «°5»

would be expected between

proportion of Involved

The findings are "resented In Table 4 belowi





The value of far tnaae data is *174,

Tha probability of ooor-renr* ’-uider Hq for .174, with if - 1, ia r *  0,7.

Bee a oio thia p ia greatar* than$C» *05, rauat be accepted, and rejected.

The conclusion ia that ihetv is no significant differanoa in tha proper', 

ilnr. of Involved maternal reaction typtr between those motherr who bring ale 

children to the Clinio, and Uioae who bring female chiidrao.

The second teat aimed to investigate the affect of the child's sax upcn 

the type of Preparation giTer. M  hlir. for the Clinic. Hero, N •  33, as the inves­

tigator could r.ot use the mothers who did not return for the second interview, 

since no Information was available cm the type of prepara+’ u used. The research 

hypothesis (H^) stated!

" There should be a significant difference in the proportion of Reelia- 

tic preparationa of th* child for the Clinic, between mothers of mala 

and mo inert! of fexale children. "
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According to tha null Hypothesis (Hq), nc auch difference would be expeotad 

•  .0?*

The fireiinga are prcaentsd in iabla 5 be lean





A
Thu value of X* for these data is .182,

Thd probability of occurred jndt,r Ho for t1 £ Ifi2, with tf « 1, ia p < 0,7„ 

^uae thia p ia greitir ■ . 05, must be accented and IL rejected.

The conclusion ia U at the-e ia no significant difference in tlie propor­

tion of Realistic preparations o» the "hild for the Clinic between «r'*v .? 

male snd nutters of female c.dldren.

The inveatig»t'~ ".'jd also have liked tc teat the sffecia of the mother 

ape, Marital status, number cf children, religion, nationality, occupation, 

Brcio-eoofMKlo -ilaas and educational svat.ua, aa wel3 ae thoee of the child' c 

IQ, age and birth order, upon the type of '‘reparation given the child before he 

is brought to the Clinic. However, with tne final sample c. 33 mothers, thsrn 

were not enough cases to liandls statistically, without ccllapeing tiie number of 

categories within each of theue possible influences into broader categories of 

Jittle mrfning and uaefulneaa. The same applied to an attempt to associate 

tho child’s sym?V>matic behaviour fi.e. the ostensible reaaon for which ha wlp 

referred to the Clinic for treatment) and the Hatenjil Reaction Type (i.e .

«or* probably the actual, reason, according the theo»*etical expectations of 

'.his study). The former wao so manifold, a.ij there was ic much overlap cf 

aymptoi*, that the investigator’s earlier contentions about the difficulties of 

psychiatric classification in childhood (see Chapter V) were fully borne out 

by her own experience*



Pifc-jBsi iff_..of Rosflts a.u<L Suggestions 

for <u r ^ r Ragearch

SJtarajLjC-.

The fe.jlure to verifj the .‘pacific predictions of this fitudy ruco’SS'- 

t&tea a further conrideratlOv. of tha methodological procedures, an wall ia cf 

tha bcsic aasunqrtions and tfc^orotical reasoning behind them. If there were 

f l-Ws In any of these ar^ae, they iright explain the poor aesoc5£ticr found 

between tha Mir. raretrch variables, anJ also cautiTi; again.«t similar pitfalli 

in any fortfaf research Into t!m saro themes.

Methodological nrrou »r« perhaps the easiest to detect, and to avoid 

lepeating, The investipatcr r^s already diacusjed the rarioua technique* of 

conducting research into human poprlati.one, such as the p-.;estionnaire, the intar-

The dangers in her t In the one choser. L n ,  vis, the interview, was recogniaed 

b-fore the present study was started. Nevertheless, an important arror was 

at ill .nade in the uoe of this particular technique, by -ercirding it as the ofsr- 

ational definition of the hypothetical construct, i ,e . the Maternal Reaction

, The latte.* was only an abstract deflni'tior., wtaUl. vau acceptod on a raM^n- 

al bAFis as being -.1 ear and relevant to tha kinc* of behaviour to be *avestiga^ed. 

it b-camo the focal idea of this study, and the investigator fitt«jd it irto 

oroadly defined ihaoriea of personality development, in order tr arrive at 

specific predictions about the sarnie used, But because th* construct had so 

mny manifestations, a whole series of procedures should havo been designed to

•vie,>*, tho rating oca',e, and the obJectivD ce*t, etc. (se? Chapters i n  and VI),

objectively, and use



I ^  above description of c desirable rea*arch procedure i* derived 

fl*on 3arr.flr and Wen«r v19 5»'> who admitted that It was indeed rarely attained- 

.oven then, the hasards of such i. rnul tl - to c imioue approach are also manifold, 

and tend to lnaludr. rop.a of tha ifc^rfeotlrmc of the rresent jtud^'s elngls*- 

technique Dr^cedur'j.

Oarner and Wonar pointed out that +h* ahrinkag* of toe original theoret­

ical construct to mrke It amenable to actual experimental procedures, alway« 

results In a loss of breadth of +he original idra. This is ewictlv what has 

occurred here, where the dossil cion of a mothar-ch'ld Interactional process, 

waa first oondansed Into a fetir-foid categoriiution of maternal reacticn to the 

ehlM*s behaviour, and than irora drastically Into a two-fold one.

Also, whar. negative result* are obtained, Oamar and Wenar warned that 

5.t is difficult to say whether tht are due to a particular faulty technique, 

or whether t*w hypothesised r.’ Lat "isniy b tween the two varialles is altogether 

non-existent. In tht. present rvudy, though a single-technique one, unreliability 

could have been a feature of both the IntaJcr interview, and the mother's verb-1 

report of how tha child was p. spa-ed for the Clinic,

The authors air- stressed that statistical evaluation of results is 

•iHsyo sublet to sons arbi'-arinaas ant oversimplificati®, aa well as to a 

M »  1„ th. .rp K W n o , of tl» 1nr.3tlg.tor. V.l«.bl. l-.fon.tlon m , b. ..crl- 

flo.d for J>. » ta  of purity of d„.l*n, .nd thw of th. l~ d . for f»t*»r  

rea..roh .r .  lort. Th. lnw .tln .tcr'. oholo. of th. X2 f . t  for w o  < n*p w to .t  

i w p l .. ,  v.a d .«m lnoJ b, d »  d..l«n of th. .tody, .nd by th. r .l .tlr .1 , . 1 1  

ntutbor of o u b j« «  .t - 'U M . to h .r . Sinn. « . . .  no c l « r  .l fn > .t lr . tn.t 

U u t  oo-ild h.™  b . «  « .* ! .  on. could not oonpnt. It. po«.r .m . l - * y ,  nor I* 

d c «n . to whloh It ulflht h n .  t ..n  ol inlon«tlon,
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ard ‘non-involvament*. It w?« difficult to foresee that tha collection of «n 

a deviate nu»te:r cf (*ahj.;3ts to test the original (jiedictions would take as lcog 

as It would nave done, had taa categrorisatien been laft as it via. This vaa 

mal-ily due to *bd wactapa of rases seen and not used, because of varioja 'irlteria 

that could not re applied before the first meeting with the mother at ton Intaka 

interview, e,g. natural parenthood, abeence of organic pathoic y  etc. iImi Cra­

ter V in ij  or Dccause cf informatioii about adoptloa, illegitimacy, organic path­

ology and other ralevwit matters that was only revealed at the History-taking 

interview, six to eight weeks afterwards, Then too, 11 of the 44 cases failed 

tr, keep the History appointment, and could not be usad to test ti» hypothesis*

The investigstoi 'e contact with the 44 mothers who comprised the origin*.! 

sartple, ar»d especially with thone who remainod j. tho final sar.pl*, made her 

aware of the difficult! ae In using the ' Involved/Non^Involved' dlchotonyr as e. 

catogorisatiin of their materr.al reactions towards their children's behaviour. 

Although the*fence mechanism of projection, (th- undei lying principle on which 

thd two categories of Maternal Reaction Type were auppoeed to differ) wes fairly 

e*sy to detest, there wa« ftsn a tendency for the mother to fluctuate in her

*1 th Y) of the mothers, six tJ eiglu weeks later, gave the *- ^sligetor nore

in- ^'* into th3 tranaitoriness of ths uss jf this defence t* S'm# of thnu

vtw of thia mechanism fro one period In time to the next. The second interview



A very recent study by Radcck (1967) olao emphasised the Importance of 

t^>» in maternal att. cudes. Ilia study, which bear* definite similarities to the 

present one, aimed to investigate whether a mother's attribution of responsibil ­

ity to herself a/ as the cause of her child's problemt b) for obtaining he?p 

fra- itj and o; fca* involving herself in its treatment; was associated with 

her attitudes towards his placement in psychiatric treatment* Using a &-> nple 

of 52 mothers, the author olrnsified them on the Rotter-ecal* as being Intemc-lly * 

or Externally-Oriented for control of behaviour. Ke found that th* 30 Internally 

Oriented mothers were indeed nore likely ♦'■an the 12 Externally Oriented ones, 

to ta*e responsibility in obtaining help f tneir children’ 3 problems, and fo?' 

involving themselves in treatment- They tended to he more desirous of 'shared 

involvement' with their hrsbardu, with regard to the child's problem, tut ti.ia 

association only approached significance, Thej also tendud to belong to the 

up~sr social class more frequently then their counterperte.. But there was no 

significant elatiansM* between tneir Hotter scale scores fand other objective 

Treasures of theii* orientation in the control of behaviour) and their perception 

of themselves as the cause of their child's problem. Ba Jock's meir. conclusion 

was th»t "f<ilt responsibility is conceptually different for presant and future 

behaviour chan for past ev-nte’' ,  His mothers viewed responsibility oroepectivsiy,,

rathei than retrospectively,

Wh»t h.o booo n i l M  through intonlw uv  in. -jrmM j-oup of »oth.r. 

1* tlut th. lnv.stlg.tor t.nd.d to pic* op .motion. r.th.r thou

.ndurlng .ttltud ... Th. fon».r, . .  t*. « « "  pclntod out .bom, «.r» ofton urn 

result of olrco-t.no.. .urroundlng th. child’.  r .f.rr .l to th. r.llnlo, « d  ch. 

mother's .rrlt .1  thor.. Thw ~ro .1«> 'ntrlo.t.1 7  bound up In *>» t r w .ft r *M  

rol.tlon.hip -1th th. Inr, .tl,.tor. .t  flr.t In t .*  In fr v i ... Slno. sh.

. . .  not conducting th .«P» with th. or.,-., th. . n ^ t o r  oould n~ h.„dlo 

thl. t n ^ f .t m n c , .od It .cc-slbl. to th. ~ th .r '. . « r .n . . s ,  % d

^  to do .0 .  . »  - 7  —  —  -  “ f * " "  T t " T  ° L
th. t M  m otion  Typ., . d  h.d « .  .f f~ t  in - M f e .  it. «-

. , . w, fgr the more significant in the peneeis of the 
enduring attitudes, which are by f«r tne m«r .

... rfiffiruit to obeerve, and to ur*oerbt/.nd,

oolld;. m.turtad A lowlt>ldln. i  study, U .1W  J »  M ltl- U O nlo»

r r ^ - d  W  0 ~ r  -  — r ( o . t . — ) * * *  dc thU . .od t h . .

no' without difficulty.

-105,



(.10 Qrant end Kantor (196.1) emphasised the multitude of external influen­

ces that act upon th' m>ther to affect her relationship with her child. Momen­

tary social conditions, such 9 marital difficulties, .lateral changes in mate me 1 

attitudes over time, ana va^yj.ig requirements of chiDdr^r, over ti*«, all Influence 

the mother-uhlld relationship at any given period. The authore insisted upon 

the nead for measures of inconsistency of attitudos, and for generally ucre 

careful research into them. A study jf Retner (1963) showed low correlation 

co-efficienta between reports on factual ic'ormation given oy mothers about 

their children at two-and-a-half year internals, The author did not cannent vn 

attitude changes, but if memory dlstortiens cccor to the extent that he foun' 

they did, changing attitudes over time were probably Important reasons for their 

occurrence.

Part of the reason for the investigator 'a inability to obeervt tha mire 

lasting maternal attitudes affscting tier interaction with her child, la that 

they often stemmed from the mother's own deep-seated, unconscious motives. The 

greater the mo the* *s own disturbance (and it is likely there . jb a consider­

able degree of disturbance among a group of mother* whose children were brought 

to * Ollolc for nsychologloal problems), the less acewelbl* would theee uncon- 

fCioca feelings, thoughts, and wishes be to t o  jwarenass and rational und'r 

standing,, The more outward manifestations cf the mooner's troubled p-yche might 

08 easy to observe, But it would be extremely uiJiksiy thflt tlw internal 

meche.i-sms bs vderstood frcm one interview, eapeolally within the limit, of 

tii», proced >♦ -nd role i ^ s e d  on the investigator In that interview.

Sane authort who have exploit the deep unconaclous motivate of motors 

in thslr relationship with tl.tr children, have delineated certain t , , ^  which 

I t fA  b. vary r . U « . t  to th. p r . .* t  • * * ,  * *  .hloh 3ould » <  I . lnv.rtl»v,d

here. MorUrt, (1961) for ^
v j  of them had deveaoped a phobic systJ* nsL.tJ.vn

disturbed motner., s o»a entru8ted the care of th. to a pmndmothev

to their respective ^  wea shown In each case to
or else abided pre*-nanc> altogether, m u

1 .♦ -rtr nmn anxiety about their own mothering ability, wmcr

** •  « * “  " t h  th.lr chlldr*n, Ther « M *  op.nl,
* d ,  th.» .fw ld  to b. .  « .  ln, dMa. u  *  c. tor for th.1T Ih«- .11 

tonrd. U * . .  or J«.t ho,.. ^  _ ohud-lil» r.l.t>on.hlp .ith t*»lr

...(rad to 10 ^  ^  h0. t U .  f , . U W  t«~rt» both

cam mothers or moth«ro-in-i ,
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or Uj- f « t^flmaelves. In oaeh case -lî ra had been a loaa of a younger sibling 

w.nn the patient wa« ttiil a yours child, and some correlation seemed to <ixiet 

berweer the degree of pt-nhvlicy, and the age of the patient at time of tha 

sibling’s deaxii.

Su3h a dynamic laterprstvfton is what was beyond the scope of th* 

preeent study, which tended however uniir^entionally, to focus upon symptomatology 

inivtead, A mother s\ich as Kc'riarty has icscriled, may h*ve surv. deeply entren­

ched defences th*-* her attitude t.’wards her rhild might appear to be one of i.ot 

oaring. Hex *nger »,ith herself at ) her aggression towards ner child nay he a* 

uiTectively diapl/ccd ontr> a nr J^«*r-figtT«, that sh" might seem to feel no 

responsibility, guilt, Dr concern at all. In this schesa., she might easily be 

eategorised as 'Non-Involved' , whereas a jvnfiadc interpretation of her attitudt.» 

night Just as easily persuade one thr. she wat very much 'Involved'. IP
Shialdr (1964, q.v, Chapter V) ala<; described a rwther-child int*’ action 

that would be tiard tc ci-assixy as simply 'Involved' or ^on-Involved' His 

'Tec Good Mother' cannot relinquish what has hlaewhere been described wa 'primary 

rate-ial jreoocapatirn' (Wianicott, 1956) after the ohil> has paseod through 

infancy, and vary it accordi.* to iha child's dever.op^nv i naede borough 

g-'uwth, In tb a intereotion,

a t-hft child muat remaixi an infant and '1* . . .  the vhol’y good,

*tl-r . . .  ennct .oo.pt <£■*«“ * ;< 1

S T S  C L S ? £ £ u ' j .  S t  - o - « - » -  « « * •  -
hear dissatisfaction, frustration, or hate.

The major

•• . _-^v»blv be catagorleed unhesitatingly 1° the
Suah a mother would protaDxy oe

.Involved' ant ie •»» » *  « * • «  P ^ > aWoc (w *  *Uo  
pp...nt ,oh«* • •  " V  | M  „ . ! ,  1W M ,  In or«r to
Introjection and then re-inti - J 

Mlnt.li. tar -d.lu.lon- of f » * ®  *“ »  * "
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Anether sxampla of a long-Miji In fractional Hituatdon between mother 

ar*J child that woux.. It difficult tc detest in on« interview with tht- mother 

alone, was described by S k u  (1969). He portrayed a particul-r kind of commui.i- 

cation process be iwa.;n mot'.*., and child, therein the mothd? *ov»r-wfponl«1 to 

the child's, ne^ds becaupt of her own inability to tolerate his being in any 

distress. The child's distress creaks9 high level of tension in her, bicau.»e 

she interpret* it as a sign of her own badness. Because of her lowered self* 

esteem, she then feels she mu3t ma'ta her child happy, in order to have some 

reassurance of her gooanes?, One instance of this kind of maternal behaviour 

is tU« situation in which the mother feels she had fulfilled her duty, and 

mod m i  be guilty or arjdoup, as long as the child has 'fun*. Both parents 

maj ivolved in this interaction, and the child too may also come to dread 

his suffering and unhappiness. The differentiation of boundaries

between parents are usv\lly obscured in order that this kind of communication 

might be us«‘d habitually. (The response of trying to alleviate the pain or 

suffering of another is ostensibly helpful, but it is not always rational, and 

sometimes is experienced by the sufferer as indeed harmful.'

ft re again, an appai'ently 'Involved' internal reaction of responding 

.V.rydlately to a child's cry for help, » f obscure a covertly 'Non-Invoived' 

cne, in .ioh all feelings of badness h*r* been projected onto the distressed 

child* The mother thin dreads his ^ity to return them to her.

Tb« investigator has menUoned t»* t-ansfeience situation that was an 

u t r lU b l . feature of the lnttrrt.. (end Ini*.'! • "  1* •spenMhU «■»> » • « « " “ 

ter,-If end th. hotter. She ««s sl«ve « » " •  ° f * *  « ' •  potently l-l-no. 

vpon th. hotter's attitude toeerds th. Clink., „«i to th, qte.tlo., of tn .t .

m nt ftp herself (I.e . th. .other) end h r  ohild. tt-eeer, b e c o *  .he d U  not 

m *  to h.ndl« th. mother', tren.fer.noe feeling dlreotl,, «<1 th.. Ole. her 

r e .. .  .he :n  .  rether telple.e position. 3te hed so *  ln*«ht Into »>’«  

the motb r ' .  fh .llap  .-l.ht her. h « » ,  h»«. .e l d  not . M  thl. to helpth.

..the. J«r3tMd herself# «  the tere-end.n.- slu»tio» of the InUk. In te r * ..

r wi. u m  'M  to 'store' this ir*i<?ht, and xjm
k probable iutcnw of J»l* was that,

It in .  Judgeeient^. « y ,  to -he •  P * - *  ‘ « n t  ■of th. «o«»r  o ettH-lee 

t c ^ r  her, «  e predation of u ,  - ft—

the Clinic, TTra. .he. « .  perhap. p M M *  « r *n , t o ----tfr -other .

rttltixtee t— -. te.-te.ot. W  * — * -
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• m an d  of preparation ha was going to give her child for such treatment, 

short-cut to categorising her Matarnal Reaction Type, In other words, tha 

niing of the mother's attituaes towards lier child waa possibly Influenced in 

part at least, by tlie investigator's unconscious rating of tt* mother's sttitAides 

towards her, as representing the Clinio, This would be a grave methodological 

error, and all effort* ware made to guard against it. In all honesty thc.igh, 

it would be impossible to say that it was never committed, however unwittingly 

or Infrequently. The cr.ly way the investigator could have checked if a bias 

of this nature did indeed distort her findings, would have been to have a certain 

percentage of all the Intake interviews conducted by another person, who would 

'nave made his own assessment a of ths Maternal Reaction Type in each case, the 

difficulties of doing thin ha\e been discussed earner (see Chapter IX)., Firths?** 

more, the transference between the client end this other interviewer , would also 

have been an uncontrolled factor, and sc on for countless other interviewers.,

These are t!» difficulties of clinirnl research in penersj., and t>»y have by no 

mean/i been overcome in the prt^ei.t study.

All the above criticisms have dealt mainly with the weaknesses in the 

predictor variable, vis, the Maternal Reaction Type. There were also defects 

in it* dependent variable, the hypothetical construct of the ’ Preparation for 

the Clinic' .  These were a'Lac largely the result of collapsing the three original 

categories into tvo, which van necessary for the same reasons as the wtegoiies 

« r *  collapsed in the Maternal Reaction Type variable. The methodological risk* 

of this step have already been mentioned in Chapter IX. Kerr's division <1*6* 

q.v. Chapter II) of her explanation of t r u a n t  variable into three categories, 

seemed quite acceptable. However, peychodynanics were often obscured in hsr 

categorNation, and were even m e r e  so in the present on.. To give an example, 

a distorted explanation of tlie Clinic in order tCmake the child hapoy*, arJ to 

-alleviate his di.tn.ss" < « .  -pra), .- Id  fulfU an entirely different

- t .n .1  ™ .d from »  « p ! » .U o »  th.t .U.tort.d i„ ° « 'r  U> t h ™ ..n  th. 

ohild «;„n  h. T.t hoth .xpU m U o ,,. of th. C U * .  - I d  b,

sed as »Non-*«ali»ti3' in the present aohema,

,  ™ v .vso be criticised  for not controlling this veriable 

.nfflslantly. Sh. ' »  ' T„  .l o t i o n  1» th. Hl.ton--

taking interview, as well as tne jmrr,



-ice
in*.arvi'?w, might both hove effected this report, as might have a wtnle group of 

otter "actors bound up with the mother’ ll personality, or related -rtemal circvjiy- 

staices.

In addition, it turned out not always to ha the mother who actually hand- 

7.od the preparation of her child for the Clinic. This was not anticipated. 

Sometimes whan an authoritative referral was made, the referring agent told th* 

child about tha Clinic (e.g, a school principal). The father, both parenta 

together, a sibling, or the child himself, sometimaa initiated tha explanation 

before tha mother confronted the child personally and privately. Howtver, Oils 

xs not regrrdod r.s an error, but rar.her as an important asoect of the mother's 

nandlinp of tho preparation task. Why did she allow the child to hear about the 

Clinic from someone else before she explained it to Ida; why did she need the 

fathafr xo hrlp ner do it, or else to do it for her; wty did she not correct t.iv* 

child's misunderstanding of the Clinic, if she felt it had been misrepresented to 

hi* by another person? The subeidiary results show that there was no relation^ 

ship botween the referral agent (i .e . the mother herself or another person) and 

the >ype of Preparation the Child received for the Clinic (see Table 3, Chapter 

Nevertheless, th# investigator could not answ*,' tha ouestions posed above, 

nor use an: relevant information about then, within the narrow framework of the 

’RaaiiBtic/Non-healistic' dichotcKy^

1*A recant follou~up study by Richardson and Cohan (1968) of a sampla of 
chllri nevrhiptrv dror-outs, found that in many cases tha par«nta of the referred 

thl natura of the olinie’e services adequately explained to 
^ e ^ r r a l  a^nts themselves were not always adeouataly acmi.in-



Th* unconscious aspects of mtamal cowunicatiun with the child U n  

Men n-reejad by OoNa, Charm-y w i  Le.ubki vl96l), S per lint; (l950j J951),

Deeper*. (19^} 1940) tai Ren (19«b), ail nt whose observations here bean dis­

cussed in detail la Chaptex* U  and III. It should be emphasised here that 

what the mother actually craiununicatdd ts tier child in piaparlng hi* for the 

Clinic, was probably not only beyond th* investigator's notice and ixderstaivilng 

frcan "-he mother's report, but also beyond the mother's own conscious grasp*

A* Cohen et al, (1961) Mid, "the same unconscious maternal forces that have 

been operative In the developnent cf the child's disturbance*, are operative in 

the mother's expects!4era from treatment," Consequently they must also be 

ope ative In the way ene (Sescribeo or omits to describe treatment to her ohlld, 

Sperling (1951/ contended that ir. tha "telepathic coamwnicatlorl' between mother 

and child, subtleties of voice an 1 tone. In the use of words, faclsl expression, 

and the exact time st which such comnunlcation occurred, wera \ital in the 

fxtrtordinarily sensitive understanding between the two. TVie mother herself 

was unaware of these nuancss ia her communication with the child. Thua it la 

not likely that she would have been aware of then whan preparing him for tho 

Clinic. And she would hardly have been ab'a to report about the* in her account 

of how she explained the Clinic to her child.. The earn, difficulty would have 

oet,n experienced by the investigator In trying to categoriae the preparation 

dc-jcribed by De3pert (i% 9 ) as "slmultaneo wly concealing arv expressing" th#» 

ambivalence *’alt fcy the parents about letting the child becone if -olved in 

treatment, rtere tha parangs' intanti« ia alao unconscious.

Thua, because tha investigator set out to explore "cognitiooa and attitu- 

dea" rather tban "underlying feelings" (aee Chapter V, p63 ), she has had to 

ignore vital elements in both the predictor -nd danenden* variables, which may 

indeed ba aseoc- .d 5n way. which ar- f»x too subtle for the scope of thla

study.

M et of tt» .uttar. »ho h»v, lw n on In. ,n,non.ol.n. .m e t .  of

» „ r n . l  .ttitod- t o * . .*  O- -  M .  tr~ «~ "*. ,h* 

■mbiTol.no. of t h ...  ..tltod.*. Th. C U «  ^  eooflr. th. prrflotlon. of th,

W4 H U M  thi very fact of thi* ambivalence, end ^iva rlaa 
prerent study nay highlight t n  ery

to ,n  .l t .n » t l ~  ly o .1 . f « - 0 .t m n  of tl. ...oeUt-o. b .t - «  th. * 0  „ r „ .

h i . . .  It 1. powttl. V *  t *  ► r » a  K-otlo. p .r t -

. . . u  u W 'r "t in , and tha watainal Praparatxcn of the 
ar e-bivalent mothLf-obllu r



Cldld for the C linic  the other. I f ,  far example, a mother Is constantly under- 

jiiT c i t disappointed* Ixirt, frm tret^d , and angered n ;  he* child '#  behaviour, 

yhiah she perceives as a thi'ea*. from outside herself, she may e v a c t  and hope 

that the C lin ic  w i .:/1 belt, tc * l l e r  i t ,  and turn her child into a benign, tupo^r- 

t.ive, comforting ani •indeed idealised object. Her fantasied id e a l is a t '.ju  of 

the C lin ic  n*y express themsalrei verbally In its re*  w ayal to the child >s a 

place of hope for both of then, t-c help them re-establish t» •■'r 'goci relation­

sh ip * , The converse might also apply wh^n a mother is trving "» maintain her 

b e lie f  in  the positive aspect* of her ch ild 's  behaviour, and n. - 'dfl the Clinic 

&3 a potential onsm7  and destroyer cf her child and their relatl o sh ip . She 

ndgiit represent it  to h i*  in  tliese ternw when preparing him fo. ^-eatment, i f  

che latter M s  been forced upon her, The investigator would not go jo far as 

to  c la ssify  the Maternal Reaction Types described above as ‘ Involved’ and 'Nco- 

Ilivolvod' res .w c^ively , nor the sugr- J^d  r>ossibiliti*« of Preparation for the 

C lin ic  as 'R e a l is t ic ' or 'Norw HeaLU tia '♦ she is arguing that the exact 

opposite associat ion from that which she :* s  consistently predicted between the 

two variables , might obtain, even I f  only *n one specific case, This would 

moat lik ely  occur in a mother-child interest!or. that functions largely through 

th . <J>f.no. imchftnlan of ' . p u t t i n g ' ,  d..crlt»<l t *  H .U n l .  « l»ln  ( 19K ) .  Tb .

• t t O . '  b , Burllnghaa (1935). « U . l w  ■«> '“ 1 < M *> . Oomn- Ch* ™ T * "d 

U .t *»  (1961), cnofd In Ot.pt.™ i n  .nd rv, .i l  l.nd «prort to th. .b.™.

sugrastlon, which i»y pro" •  f«ltf»l  " * rtu«  P01"*  tm " ””  ’ * * * •

•nothw . . * * .« ! = »  for f o * * " '  r,»»rch .o»ld h. to t ..t  th. * p « h » « .

th.t tto c h U d U  .«rlj « d .r - *n d l«  of. .nd .ttlt* .. to u ..to .n t . —  th.

clin ic  in particu lar , is associated with the form cf his <

____ . .  . . tudy the ernnheaia has been upon the mother-
« ,  t , .  - r l , oh.pt.r. of t h . --- -----

ohlld <1965), -d

funotlontn, « t l t l . . .  1 - , ^  foU^ ,  t„  I . u r . « l . » l  Thoor, of fh .-

" ’" r ' ‘  I !  , “„ J t r . .  • .PP- ob “  “ * « - " « “ >«■ * * ' “riour, and the 'TwoJ-ay^tret PFr ^  ^  nroJwctl^

ouraua thia in the p a .* * * *  • ^  ^  C), and ralaU.ig th.

instrument deacrih^ in ^  did not turn out to be a

results thereof tu her ^  ^  the BOth.^child relation-hip. 

oarcioularly useful index 0 ^  ^  dlr#otJj  „pon tha -other, than

The i n t e r s  ««thod too, ta ^  ^  ^  wafl iearned in fact about 

upon the ohild about wi.’-* 8



-li­

the mother and her personality, than aoout the "ongoing mothor-chlld inter­

actional prooofa' +,hc inv.,*tif'ator set out to explore. It nay have oeen true 

that 3JI .•ry caa.s the child himself was not the sufferer, but rather hio 

mother. fcevertnel'jBS, his vn  expectations from treatment, h'wevrr hy 3*.«» 

to it, riust be an Interaitl'ig source of 1 nforration about his vholo personality. 

If thi.y are, is A^kai'nar suggested ( i?rd, q.v, Chapter IH )  "often a carry-over 

ol Chla} attitudes towards oa rental figures", they may, when u.;A?» .stood,

provide a vsl.uabio :lue to tha genesis of his dintn”bance within a pattern *f 

family Interaction,

The whole ques tf m  of family 'hone os taels* (Ferreira, 1963| q.v, Chep- 

t I V )  has really besn o/erlxjired through the Investigator•• sorwentration 

up-® ths motter-chlld unit as t-ia object of the pi-esent study. This was partly 

in'/enticiX-l, &s at#ted at the wry beginning, but atan an inevitable “jutcosw 

of the research design. Nevertheless, the invostU .or's negloct. of fathers 

role especially, became evident from the a inter of cases in the final sample, 

in which he a) referred the matter and child to th. Clinic (one)j b) see**- 

panied them then, (eight)» and c) took an tctive icle in nrepering the child 

t U  Clinic (four). Because attention was foouscad upon the mother-child 

relation*hip, no attempt was *ade to coctroi these 'fatter-child', 'father-.

ard 'fatter-ewtter-child1 veriall^. ucs to as„ess their i*por^uce.

>m ia ruminrisd here of Ackerran's truism (1W*J Q.v, Chapter IV) that, " ths 

os re on who .companies a patent on Ms first visit to the ,*ychl. trist 

office, is significantly involved in the patient's Illness." hotter .tu 

Ught Investigate th. fatter specifically when te seems tc play an Importer 

part in th. m iti.Uon  of <1* .M i d '.  t r « « » t .  Other ferf*

M  « .  - r t f ,  . U « .  th.

children U. th. f « i l » .  » d  th. . p . *  *  " » *

gating in t.™> of th.lr .fleet. «P°" - * * ™ 1 “ »“ «*■• 

trt.ta.nt*

-arch misht os. interrie- between the clinic worker and the 
,urtter research *i*h ............ ^  rf th>lr „ u t o ,

mother and the present .tvdy. Thl. would provide
ship that have be.n discussed t our ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^

a better Insight into the r n ^  ^  ^  ^  „ * ! » „ » ,  at few or

situation, together. Family n ^  under.tending of childrens'

in tte office, would give pother dimen.ion



distur>.*d behaviour, ite 01 I gins and current dynr.id.CB, Per ha p. than one would 

30 longer have to jy  and %wmc th.  (ju»*tion pooed by Levitt (l9*9j q.e.

Chapter V ), via, "Who It p.ro.ivii\3 Ta.li.tically, mot har or child T*. Iretead 

one might vie* tklige ncra ilaxioly at being multi-determined.

An important variable tv' be investigated further seems to 'ot th»t of 

social class. He;. Jt was not possible to aLiesa statistically ite effect* 

upon the xlndln^e (see Subsidiary R««r u>, Copter X, Pert TWo) because cf an 

inadequate timber of cases helonr-lng to each category. Howevei, It seen* likely 

that th. image each ecclal clsjs lias of the Clinic would vary considerably, ae 

would their attit.udbj towarde psychological illness. Mention was made of the 

study by Zuckerman et al. ;1S60j q.v. Chapter III) in which social clase was 

lound to bn "i  significant contributor to test scores on the Authoritarlan- 

rontrol scale of th. HfcRI". Middle-class and hlghlj educated mother showed 

more permissive ard democratic! attitudes t*ien vrrtcinp-claaa nott^re. The 

fiuthcre felt that th * <*as the "eau?t of their more freouent exooeme to achoolr. 

lag, the communication madia, and especially womens' magaeinea. Thie was the 

impression that was gained from interviewing the present ffoun of others too. 

Mjnover, the 'permissive age' of cnild-raaring has its own language for describ­

ing a child guidance cliuir, as well as lte own particular expectation, fro. it.

mere educated (end pevhape co-Incidentally, the youi*er «***re) might 

colour the preparation of thelx children for treatment with * . of tha a.

'permla ive' me tapirs. Thu. .(*1*1 oUti .nd naternal age .he .0 be investi­

gated separately, in . . . . . s i n g  « •  rolatlonehlp b.tw~n Maternal Reaction Tyn 

ar. 1 the Preparation of the Child for th. Clinic.

Oultn-el dlf erances n*y also play -n enormoua role, and it should

to " n * c t  .  . M l * .  .*■** u .  th. p r - n t  on. .c r o .. ~ ~ r . !

,th„lc proup., In .  .o o i .t , « k  . .  th.t O  = « t h  •«> 1»

u , p.-tioulsr, . ! . »  th. p o ^ u w c  f  ! . « .  th. * » 3 .  p r * l « ^

Bocir'V »ccliw,tiMtlon -X -

I .  th. ' - • « > » >  -  -  * cl41d CU" 10 *  ^

» „ t  0- ,  v M " ’ ,1U * * "d *’  ’mrm>’  “ * CldlJ U  ^
. ,  - I urtlsnU rlT  tuln.r.bl« l n l » r < »  «orro«idliv*,

ari thua .apeclaxly reluctant to hand over Mr

th. other * » l .  b.r .d.p«t<.<™i J i m . a t l . .  * . * «  b. .«



*3- .

an--' have diotorted ‘ declisations of and expectations from it, The reason t>e 

family deoi/sd to ^Migrate in the first place, nay have betn linked with tha 

pathology of one or r>.ct9 of its members, If  the expected solution to the 

family probl-ir. is not four.d through settling in a new environment, tha members 

will seek it elaovhere, It i.J not surprising therefore, that irunigrarfc mother 

arrlv* at a child guidance centra in starch of help for their disturbed off­

spring.2

Religious diffsrenr.es too, are probeh^r important influences ii. the 

formation of parental attituces towards the psychological troatment of their 

children. Further ntudies might explore their eff- -ta more aoeclficfLlyr Ao 

interestinc r/oint to investigate, would be the effect of mixed mar,..'»«-es upon 

the forwation of wrental attitudes tcwrrdr. the child's ;**at.me- end tion the 

task of rvrapari.1*. h w for it is thoresy ccrqplic*t*£.

2*0ne immigrant mother in particular, lr. the present sa«pl*, brought 
her tw.i™ W - c T d  daughter to tho Clinic, u^lfllaint that she was running 

4 is. 4n thi veJ*. dvfyiiif paronta authority, choo«ln^

S 4 5  s w r t f u  *  S J 5 S k * ( . , r t r  “ •

1 neu g speaking English and Afrikaans fluently, pl*yin* aport

irr i -
became ®ppiwnt tl>«t tn«r« *  _ unA Amni !#>d to emigrate frow South
This was one of the r*ajon* » *h Africa Thu daughter, lust about to enter 
America, and start ^  S r  l i^tificticn  with
a d o l e a c e n o e ,  waa currently dis y nother, she mint* haw Incurred

slthor parent. By identifying These conflict* were especially

“rHiu zssrA
° f tar b,c"

ground, and b^ome 'too South Afrioan.
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