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Introduction

This paper presents a narrative analytical exploration of the narratives of London based, middle-class, professional women about becoming a mother for the second time.  It focuses on my application of an eclectic and flexible narrative analysis approach to data collected for my doctoral research.  Instead of selecting one aspect of the data to analyse, for example its content, form or context (Halliday, 1973), I consider these in addition to several other perspectives, such as the story telling function and the unspoken interactions and nuances of the narration of stories.  I achieve this by employing a number of models of narrative analysis, sometimes applying the same model to different pieces of data and sometimes employing different models to the same piece of data, to uncover layers of meaning within narratives.  I explore stories for influences of gender, culture and theoretical understandings.  Systematic deconstruction of the text alongside considered subjective reflexivity ensures the rigour of the process.   

Narrative analysis is making an increasing contribution to the understanding of the experience of motherhood (e.g. Miller, 2004, Parker, 2005, Hollway, 2001).  The impact of the coercive discourses surrounding motherhood in western cultures is commonly.  I use narrative analysis in this way in recognition of the fact that women may not feel free to speak openly of their feelings about being a mother.  The flexibility in the approaches I use to analyse the data serves to minimise interpretative and subjective assumptions by broadening potentially restrictive readings and adopt openness to a range of views of the data.  

This paper was written for presentation at the ‘Narrative Practitioner Conference: Developing Excellence in Research, Education and Practice’ held at NEWI in June 2007.   In keeping with the theme of the conference my aim in this paper is to demonstrate and discuss my use of narrative analysis to gain insight to the meaning of stories in the data.  I shall show how use of different models of narrative analysis reveal that the experience of the birth was perceived by one woman as indicative of her entry to the experience of motherhood and that analysis of another woman’s description of her children’s bathtime illuminated her emotional conflicts about mothering two children.  I will also show that narratives of taking up too much space with a second child can be understood to be representative of  the women’s perception of changes in their psychic space.

Why Narrative Analysis?

Narrative inquiry in social research has been said to have arisen from an increasing interest in subjectivity (Squire, 2005).  The use of traditional positivistic approaches in psychology allows for testing of existing theories but does not consider context nor the generation of new theories derived from a bottom-up approach to data (Willig, 2003).  Psychoanalysis and its (feminist) critics are considered to have raised awareness of questions of subjectivity, the ‘unconscious’ and ‘desire’ (Squire, 2005).  Squire suggests that work on narrative allows for the combination of ‘modern’ interests in description and interpretation, which arose in the early and mid-twentieth century with ‘post-modern’ concerns with representation and agency.  The questions of subjectivity in research therefore may be seen to be combining modern and post modern thinking and to allow for the linking of identity and action (Squire, 2005).

Narrative analysis takes as its object of investigation the story being told by the participant.  This often describes an event or action and therefore analysis of its meaning can provide insight to the narrator’s sense of self.  Narrative analysis regards individuals as storied and of selecting pertinent features from an experience they have had to construct their account around. They make sense of the events by adding interpretive elements to bring coherence to the narrative.  A critical approach to narrative inquiry, such as advocated by Emerson and Frosh (2004), recognises the co-construction of the account between research and narrator, within the interview itself and also in its subsequent interpretation and re-presentation.  It achieves this by including the researcher’s role and interventions in the accounts so that they are involved in the analysis from the outset.

The analysis of narrative adopts a social constructionist approach to meaning-making.  Individuals are believed to construct their reality in their interaction with others.  The critical narrative researcher thus considers the context and interpersonal relations of the story construction when drawing on its content and form to examine it.  The researcher brings their subjective perspective to the objective, socially constructed text (Frosh and Emerson, 2004).

In aiming to keep the text as un-fragmented as possible narrative researchers explore the entire interview text for stories and meaning making.  Decisions as to which aspects of the text to single out and identify as stories are taken with the aid of formal models that identify the story structure (e.g. Labov, 1972).  The choice of which model to use is often influenced by the researcher’s field and interest and each model alone does not answer the question of why the story was constructed or what message it was intended to convey to the interviewer.  Neither do the models address the issue of unspoken messages and interactions contained within the narration of stories.    

The conventional western form of story telling is of it having a ‘beginning, middle and end’. Labov and Waletsky’s model (1967), the first formalised model of narrative analysis, advocates this by suggesting that stories are identifiable by the sequence of phrases incorporated within them.  

Table 1:
Labov’s Model of Transcription (1972)


Labov & Waletsky (1972) propose that stories that capture the attention of the audience generally contain all these elements in this order and that a story is identified by the temporal ordering of a sequence of events.   However Becker (1999) proposes that looking around the text of stories identified by this model may enable the analyst to see alternative endings or circularity in the way a story is told (Becker, 1999).  Similarly Gergen points out that gender differences in story telling also means that not all narratives adhere to this model (Gergen, 1992).  However using Labov’s model (1972) to initially transcribe the interview text highlights the parts of a story that pertain to a particular element and can illuminate the researcher’s understanding of what the participant is trying to convey.  Understanding the causal coherence that the participants bring to the story can illustrate the ways in which they are hoping to convey their meaning.  This model can therefore be used as a starting point rather than an end point in the interpretation of narratives (Riessman, 1993; Emerson and Frosh, 2004).

 Other models have developed around the researchers’ interest. Linguistic concerns led to the development of a model by Gee (1991), for example.  This focuses on the pitch glide and spoken words in the story telling as indicators of significant aspects of a narrative.  Riessman (1993) developed this approach further by considering the performative function of the recounting of the significant events as stories.  Others have identified  ‘illness narratives’ (Weingarten, 2001), chaotic narratives (Frank, 1995 ) and progressive or regressive narrative (Gergen and Gergen, 1986)  

Narrative analysis therefore offers many ways of uncovering layers of meaning. Systematic deconstruction of texts carried out with a reflexive stance allows the complexity of the story to be carefully unravelled.  My choice to use narrative analysis in the exploration of women’s experience of becoming a second-time mother is based on the tenet that it is particularly at times of incoherence in events and breaches in the individual’s sense of identity that stories are useful and forthcoming for individuals to make sense of changes in their sense of self and in their relationship to their surroundings (Bruner, 1987).   Being aware that much traditional psychology research about mothers focusses on issues around motherhood and commonly pathologises or medicalises mothers (Parker, 1997; Miller, 2004) I used narrative analysis flexibly to privilege and broadcast the voices of mothers in the narration of personal  experience.  

The flexibility of the approach was achieved by using the initial transcription of the interview texts to guide my first choice of analytical model on the data. If, for example, I identified a conventionally told story in the text during the interview or its transcription I analysed first using Labov’s approach (1972).  If I reached a section of text that ‘felt like a narrative’ or ‘sounded like a narrative’ (Riessman, 1993) but was not conventionally temporally ordered, I employed a model that looked for affect in the narrative (Riessman, 1993).   If I was attracted to the rhythmicity of the telling of story during the interview I initially analysed it using Gee’s poetic model (1991).  Following the initial transcriptions and analyses I returned to the text to further understand the initial findings.  I looked at the positioning of the story in the interview, the questions that had led to it, the unspoken interactions and the text that preceded and followed the identified story.  I sometimes re examined the story using different models to identify alternative meanings, sub stories or different endings to it.  

By systematically applying different narrative analyses to their accounts I captured the complexity and diversity of each woman’s experiences.  Using narrative analysis in this way recognised that women may not feel free to speak openly of their feelings about themselves as mothers or their experience of motherhood by acknowledging that meanings can be conveyed in all manner of ways through the use of stories.  The detailed uncovering of the different layers of meaning acknowledged and respected the individuality of the meanings of the experiences to each mother.

The longitudinal nature of the study enabled me to collect three to four interview texts from each woman over the period of a year.  This gave me a unique opportunity to examine each interview text alone and then as part of a series of interviews.  I was able to chart the women’s maintenance, formulation and reformulation of their understanding of themselves and their experiences, and also to identify commonalities and differences across different women’s interviews.  This was a unique opportunity for me to become part of each woman’s journey into second-time motherhood and gave further justification to the rationale for seeking to capture the diversity of the experiences that they recounted during the transition 

This paper captures the process and some of the findings by asking how a flexible narrative analysis approach can be used to gain insight to the experience of women making the transition to second-time motherhood. 

The Study

Interview texts were gathered from seven mothers over the period of a year.  Each woman was six months pregnant with her second child at the start of the year process and was interviewed three or four times. The women all lived in London and had been raised in Western cultures.  They were all professional women and ranged in age from early to mid 30s.  At the start of the interview process all were planning to return to work following the birth of their second child.  At the end of the year, two women had decided that they would instead remain at home full-time.  All women were white and in stable relationships with the father of both children.  

Each woman was interviewed by me.   My interview style was to have a list of seven questions to hand but to adopt a conversational and free flowing style with each woman – a ‘conversation with a purpose’ (Kvale, 1996).  The questions aimed to elicit accounts about the women’s expectations and realities of having initially become a mother, entering second-time motherhood and being a mother of two children.  Sometimes I asked all the questions but sometimes the flow of the interview took unanticipated directions.  One of these directions led me to the first finding to be discussed here.  I found that each woman chose to tell me about the birth of her first child during our first interview.  This was despite me not specifically enquiring about this. 

(i)
Stories within stories
The narratives about the birth were usually provided in response to my question:

N:
“What do you think it will be like to have a second child?”

A response from one participant, Gemma
, provided a clearly identifiable temporally ordered story.  I transcribed it using Labov’s model:

Table 2:
Transcription of Gemma’s Story of the Birth of her First Child using Labov’s model (1972)

Abstract:

“That wasn’t that great actually”

Orientation:

“It probably didn’t start the year off in a brilliant way”

Complicating Action:
“Like it was my first major hospital stay, I had quite a long labour, like between 24 and 36 hours labour” 

Resolution:
“and then it was emergency Caesarian”

Evaluation:
“It was just um it was annoying”
Complicating Action:
“because they got me pushing too early and then they couldn’t rectify it”

Evaluation:
“and it was all unfortunate because” 

Coda:


“I was hoping for a natural birth”

                                                                                                  (Gemma,1:9/L502-512
)

This transcription captures the plot and the sequence of events of the birth in a

conventionally structured ‘beginning, middle and end’ style.  It tells me that Gemma experienced the birth differently to how she had hoped.  Instead of the natural, non-medicalised birth she had wanted, she had a protracted hospital stay and an intrusive emergency medical procedure.  As the interview progressed Gemma told me that the reason for this had been due to her being asked to push too early by hospital staff. This had resulted in trauma to the baby and the need for an emergency Caesarian delivery.  Gemma told me that she had declined the hospital’s offer to take up a complaint against it.  As she narrated it to me I wondered why she was telling me about her decision not to seek likely recompense or apology for the error and what this might tell me about Gemma’s experience of the birth.    

 I sought clarification by asking Gemma about her reference to “the year” (Orientation).  Her response provided me with an account of the initial difficulties of feeding her baby because of the delay in having skin-to-skin contact arising from necessary post-Caesarian medical procedures.  Gemma’s narrative then returned to the notion of something ‘starting off’ (Orientation): “but I ended up feeling like the whole thing was a bit humiliating really.  It was a bit of an unfortunate way to starting off”.  I asked again for clarification and Gemma answered: “Just motherhood really”. 

This remark immediately made clear to me the meaning of Gemma’s comment ”starting off the year”; for her it represented entering motherhood.  This knowledge contextualised Gemma’s earlier description of the birth, so that the disappointment she experienced alongside the trauma of the birth was highlighted.   Before the birth Gemma’s mother had told her that “the pain of childbirth was a positive thing”, the yoga classes she attended emphasised the importance of a natural birth for the baby’s gentle entry to the world, and the antenatal groups she was part of had spoken of immediate postnatal skin-to-skin contact to ensure successful feeding of the baby.  The reality of the experience for Gemma was very different to the expectations she had developed using this information.  

Far from beginning motherhood as she had been led to expect by those around her Gemma found that she instead felt “weird” and “traumatised” by an ordeal she described as “brutal”. The information she had been given by others had led to false expectations.  In addition to expectations about the birth based on knowledge from others she had been given incorrect hospital advice, to begin to push too early.  

Gemma’s narrative of the detail of the birth and the accompanying medical procedures, belie the story of her disappointment and dashed hopes about how she would experience her entry to motherhood.  Yet another error, made by staff instead of family and other advisers, seemed to confirm Gemma’s realisation that all around her were wrong. 

Her narrative about her preparations for the second birth told at a later interview, strengthens this interpretation: 

Table 3:
Gemma’s Narrative of her Feelings about her First Birth Experience, Transcribed Using Gee’s model (1991)

Stanza 1

“Because I felt really ashamed to go back there 

and I shouldn’t have been because I had a lovely beautiful child.” 

Stanza 2

“But I felt…

 and also I didn’t want to frighten the people there.” 

Stanza 3

 “I think when you haven’t gone through childbirth yet 

you probably don’t want somebody who tells you she had an emergency Caesarean but you know its all fine.”   

Stanza 4

 “But I did have quite a strong sense of failure

 particularly as they did put it down as failure to progress

 And I think it was.  

But the whole thing was.”

                                                                                                 (Gemma,1:10/L592-596)

 I transcribed it using Gee’s model because I had been drawn to the rhymicity with which it had been spoken.  This transcription highlights once again Gemma’s feelings of disappointment in the first birth experience and provides poignant insight into how she felt about her “failure to progress”.  Adding weight to the interpretation of her disappointment in what she had been led to expect, Gemma’s narrative describes her perception that other people would not want information from her (Stanza 3) and that by giving it to them she would frighten them (Stanza 2).  These are the feelings Gemma described about herself at her first birth.  Tellingly, she describes how during her second pregnancy she did not attend yoga classes, developed her own exercise and diet schedule and planned an elective Caesarian.  Telling me this demonstrates how she used her own experience to plan for the second birth and does not this time rely on that of others (Miller, 2004).  Gemma described a positive second birth experience and her narrative reconfirmed her perception of a link between the birth and subsequent motherhood experience.  For Gemma  the second birth was:

“…really exciting.  And it just was I mean it just was a really joyful experience in a way that the first one wasn’t.  And it was really lovely it was really a good start and she immediately latched on and things like that so it was good start”.

(ii)  Whose story?

The application of Labov’s model (1972) to identify stories is undoubtedly useful (Riessman, 1993, Emerson and Frosh, 2004).  We saw above that the initial identification of a story by this approach allowed subsequent analysis to reveal the depths of its meaning.  However the description of feelings, expectations and consequences within the narrative was uncovered by looking beyond the text transcribed using this approach. 

What follows is an illustration of how combining reflexive awareness with  applications of Labov’s model on the same piece of text revealed different perspectives within the same narrative.  I combined the systematic analysis with my subjective awareness that I too was a mother of two children talking to another about a common experience.  

In response to a question about her decision to stay at home instead of retruning to work Karen told me the following story:

Table 4:
Karen’s Story of the Children Playing in the Bath, Transcribed Using Labov’s model (1972):

Abstract:
“And quite recently they suddenly started playing together in the bath” 

Orientation:
“The first incident of that I remember it was just an AWFUL day” 

Complicating 

Action:

“And then I saw Alice take a mouthful of bathwater and spit it out”

Evaluation:
“and I was just about to go “STOP DOING THAT IT’S DISGUSTING, YOU’RE SPITTING IT IN GEORGE’S FACE” 

Resolution:
“and suddenly there was this noise from George, it was genuine giggling laughter from him”

Complicating 

Action:
and then she did it again” 

Evaluation:
“and I didn’t have the heart to say “Spitting’s disgusting don’t do it”
Resolution:
“because he laughed again” 

Coda:
“and then she laughed and then suddenly they were both giggling together” 

During its transcription I noticed that in addition to a story about the children in the bath, this narrative also contained a story about Karen:

Table 5:
Karen’s Story about Herself Watching the Children Playing in the Bath, Transcribed Using Labov’s Model (1972)

Abstract:
“And the other big improvement in the last week has been that the two of them playing together” 

Orientation:
“it was just an AWFUL day and I just remember sitting there thinking THANK GOD I’m on these antidepressants” 

Complicating 

Action:

“They’re in the bath” 

Evaluation:
“Thank GOD for that” 

Complicating 

Action:
“and then I saw Alice taking a MOUTHFUL of bathwater and SPIT it out”

Evaluation:
“and I was just about to go “STOP DOING THAT ITS DISGUSTING, YOU’RE SPITTING IT IN GEORGE’S FACE”, and my first reaction was to think” oh my god here we go” and you know he’s going to go again screaming” 

 Resolution:
“and then suddenly they were both giggling together”

Coda:
“and I thought “oh my god my god this is IT this is why I had two look at them laughing together how lovely”, and since then they have um you know they do play a lot better together” 

The first story told of the children playing together.  The second story told of Karen’s understanding of herself as a mother of two children.  During the narration I had been struck by the way in which Karen had told the stories: the capitals highlight her verbal emphases and indicate the energy and intensity with which she infused their telling.  Recognising this meant that the absence of context and of the presence of the interpersonal relation between us in this transcription seemed to be particularly important. When I first heard the story of the children I had felt a resonance with this tale and this perpetuated through subsequent listening and reading of it.  I thought I could recognise that moment of mixed feelings of relief and joy at the end of a day with two young children. 

To explore this subjectivity further I re examined the text for affect: 

Table 6:
Transcription of Karen’s Story of the Children in the Bath, Using Gee’s Approach (1991) adapted by Riessman (1993)

Frame (narrative)

And the other big improvement in the last week has been the two of them playing together

 um up to very recently Alice would mainly just ignore him 

or frighten him

 and he was just frightened of her as well 

and quite recently they suddenly started playing together in the bath

 or you know at other times 

Awful Day (Affect, non-narrative)

and the first incident of that I remember having it was just an AWFUL day 






and I just remember sitting there

thinking THANK GOD I’m on these anti depressants

I couldn’t I would never have got through a day like this 

or without feeling like I was going to run out the door screaming 

but this has been an AWFUL day

it’s nearly over they’re in the bath

thank GOD for that

Part 1:
Alice spitting (narrative)

Stanza 1

and then I saw Alice taking a MOUTHFUL of bathwater



and SPIT it out 

Stanza 2

and I was just about to go “STOP DOING THAT ITS DISGUSTING, 

YOU’RE SPITTING IT IN HIS FACE”  

and you know and suddenly there was this noise from George 

Stanza 3  He’s going to go again (affect)

and my first reaction was to think oh my god here we go



and you know he’s going to go again screaming 

Part 2:
Children laughing (narrative)

Stanza 4

and it wasn’t it was laughter 







it was genuine giggling laughter from him 

Stanza 5
and then she did it again







and I didn’t have the heart to say “Spitting’s disgusting don’t do it” 

Stanza 6

because he laughed again 







and then she laughed

 and then suddenly they were both giggling together 

Stanza 7:  How lovely (affect)
and I thought “oh my god my god this is IT this is why I had two, 


look at them laughing together how lovely”

It was, it was, it just, it didn’t go,

 it went on for about five minutes I suppose

Frame

Stanza 8

 but I thought it was longer at the time





it was a real moment of epiphany I guess 

and since then they have um you know they do  play a lot better 

This approach uncovered a narrative about Alice spitting (Part 1) and another other about the children laughing (Part 2).  The stanzaic structure of each brings coherence to its construction and development.  However layered within these conventionally structured narratives are non-conventional descriptions of Karen’s thoughts and feelings during the unfolding of the event.  Examination of these identifies her feelings as being in direct opposition with each other:  the first narrative is interwoven with Karen’s expectation of another bout of screaming, the second with her feeling of “how lovely” she finds it to see the children laugh.  The narration of these opposing feelings illustrates a tension in the structural background of the narratives and echoes the tension Karen describes by experiencing such oppositional feelings.  The tension is emphasised in the narrative by the short tight two-line Stanza 3 and the ensuing relief portrayed by the longer Stanza 7. It is almost as if the latter represents a relieved exhalation of the breath, drawn tersely in (Stanza 3) when the water is first spat.  The beginning and ending of the narratives are clearly linked by the Frames.  The word “improvement” is included at the beginning to describe the children playing and “a lot better” at the conclusion of the narrative.  This study of her feelings identifies a positive progression in Karen’s experience of caring for two children, which would not have been apparent from examination of the narrative structure alone.  These were further emphasised when I recognised my own understanding, as a mother of two, of the significance of reaching bath-time at the end of a trying day at home with two young children.   

(iii) Using Theory
A final consideration of the use of narrative analysis illustrates how theoretical understandings can be used to interpret narratives.  I had noticed several references to space being made throughout the interview process. The women spoke of wanting more space, of taking up space, of seeking space away from their children and of filling the space in the days at home.  Analysis of the accounts that included references to space showed that some accounts followed conventional narrative form but many did not and were spoken as statements, comments and asides (e.g. “which we could do if we had more space”).  

I brought formal and informal analysis to these accounts by using models and a psychoanalytic theoretical framework to explain the mothers’ descriptions of changes in their external space.  I interpreted the descriptions as being indications of their perception of  changes in their internal space.  The narratives indicated expansions and contractions in the women’s perceptions of the availability of the space around them as they changed from being the mother of an only child to being the mother of two children.  

Several mothers spoke about space by describing how much would be taken up by the equipment needed for two children.   Hannah told me:

“The biggest thing is like the whole like the double buggy thing you know. I hate taking up too much space.  And that monstrosity over there is a three wheeler that Jim, when we were moving from the country to the city, was like I want my baby to have shocks.   Although it does take up alot of room.  And that’s my thing I don’t want to be one of these people walking around London taking up the space of eight people.  You know what I mean?” (Hannah, 1: 6/L201-213)

Hannah’s description of the city being populated with people who take up the space of eight suggests crowds.  Combined with her husband’s desire for the baby to be protected by having a stroller with shock absorbers, this also suggests exposure and vulnerability.  Hannah’s assertion that the stroller was her husband’s choice and that her “thing” is the amount of room this “monstrosity” takes up, seems suggestive of her concerns about space.  She follows this narrative with an account of a recent airport trip involving a travel seat to contain Christopher, plus a buggy to move him around the airport, a rucksack to contain the seat and a number of suitcases to contain the clothes and equipment that would be needed by the three of them whilst abroad.

This non-conventional narrative can be understood by considering the importance of the mother as a container for her children’s experience and feelings but also by considering the threat to her own boundaries by exposure to the primitive emotions of young children and infants (Raphael-Leff, 1989).

Hannah’s focus on the need to manage Christopher with the right equipment and how much larger the equipment needed for two children will be may then be understood as an expression of her concerns about having a second child.  On the one hand she recognises that to “make everything manageable” the equipment needs to be large.  On the other hand the “monstrous” size of it is a daunting prospect to an individual feeling unsupported and isolated within an unfamiliar world.  It seems possible that although talking of the unfamiliarity and challenges of London, Hannah might also be representing her concerns about entering the world of second-time motherhood.  She may sense that as a mother of two children she is no longer able to contain these feelings within herself.  Paradoxically the container that will enable her to safely manage the children also draws attention to her and so raises the risk of exposure of her uncontained feelings.  
Concluding remarks

Identifying and analysing narratives in the ways outlined here has led to greater understanding of how the birth experience is associated with the experience of becoming mother to a child, how simple descriptions of a daily childcare activity provide insight to maternal conflict and how regarding descriptions of concerns about external space can offer understanding of concerns about changes in internal boundaries.  

All were reached by drawing widely on the broad repertoire of analytical understanding available in the study of narratives.  The way I used these retains an openness to applying a potentially limitless number of approaches to each interview text in the quest for the fullness of its meaning.  I reached my understanding of women’s experiences by allowing for consideration of many aspects of their construction and narration. By privileging the women’s words and regarding them as more than simple representations of events in their lives I understood these meanings to provide insight to the ways in which they made sense of the disruption to their sense of self brought about by having another baby.  The depth of meaning within the recounting of  experiences is obtained by recognising the depth of narrative analytical understanding offered in its many models and applications.  

Lieblich et al (1998) describe the narrative approach as one that allows for individuals to both discover themselves and to reveal themselves to others through the stories they tell (Lieblich et al, 1998).  The use of the approaches in this study highlighted that although the women were of similar background, class and culture - members of a group are generally perceived as ‘good mothers’ (Miller, 2004; O’Grady, 2004) – these women’s accounts provided information about concerns they experienced as mothers.  These concerns were commonly located within the maternal ambivalence they experienced (Parker, 2005) and could not have been spoken for fear of criticism or judgement (O’Grady 2004; Parker, 2005).  Narrative analysis views the construction of narratives as drawing on the cultural and social knowledge that constitutes ‘meta narratives’ (Somers, 1994).  Ways in which these are used in the construction of the women’s expectations about motherhood allowed me to gain insight to the significance of this in the formation of expectations about second-time motherhood. 

As I am also a mother of two children I was able to be reflexively aware of (sometimes unspoken) evidence of shared knowledge assumptions and understandings.  This however also demanded that I retained a heightened alertness to withholding my own story from imposition on those of the participants.  Whilst confident that use of field journals and peer scrutiny of my analyses has achieved this to a large degree, further research could explore the flexible use of narrative analysis on texts elicited from mothers by someone who is not a mother. 

Finally, use of multi-models approaches such as this is commonly associated with quantitative research methods, often as a means of providing validity to results.  In the way I have applied different approaches in this research the aim has been to highlight and uncover the depth of meaning of narratives and their telling.    The development of models in narrative analysis that focus on structural, linguistic and other aspects of a narrative each has its place in detailing the meanings of narratives.  This paper has illustrated that guidance from the story itself enables otherwise inaccessible layers of meaning to be revealed. 
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Abstract:			What was this about?





Orientation:			Who?, What?, When?, Where?





Complicating Action:		Then what happened?





Resolution:			So what?





Coda:				Return to present – end of story








� All participants and children’s names have been changed to protect identity. 


� All participants’ words are shown in italics
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