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Our Lady of Sorrows, pray for us!  

   

 OTHER HAZARDS OF THE PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIP 
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“All that we do without offering it to God is wasted.” 

-- On Faith 

Thoughts of the Curé d’ Ars 

 

SAYING OF THE MONTH 

Parent and Child 

   There are many other ways in which parents in their 

relationships with their children in the home world may prove a 

detriment rather than a benefit to them. There is the case, for 

instance, so often cited by the modern psychologist, of the parent 

who drives his child beyond his native ability in his effort to have 

him succeed. This is in reality nothing but the result of an 

overweening ambition on the part of the parent and may prove 

harmful to the child in various ways. In the last analysis it is again 

based on selfishness. It is in reality a desire on the part of the 

parent for glory and distinction through his child. Though 

perhaps unconscious on the part of many parents, it is 

nevertheless unfortunate in its results in the case of the child. To 

refuse recognition of the little one’s inherent limitations is 

simply to drive him to failure. In spite of all his efforts he will 

remain incapable of meeting the expectations of his parent. And 

nothing fails like failure. A feeling of discouragement will 

ultimately result that will keep him from attaining even the 

measure of success that would otherwise have been his. 

   This is not said, of course, to condemn a wholesome interest on 

the part of parents in their children and in their successes. For 

parents to encourage their little ones to make the most of what 

talents they have is entirely in place. Moreover, they have a right 

to enjoy their children and to celebrate their successes. Nor is 

any fault to be found with the parents who take a legitimate 

pride in seeing their children enjoy opportunities and attain 

successes which were denied themselves. Indeed, it is altogether 

praise-worthy for parents to wish their children to succeed. 

They should encourage them to do so. This, however, is quite a 

different thing from driving them beyond their capacity merely 

to satisfy their own selfish ambition. “It is not the particular wish 

to see the child succeed that is dangerous or harmful,” says 

Sayles in her volume, The Problem Child at Home.  “Often the very 

wish for success and faith that it will come is the motive which 

produces it for the child. Trouble arises when the parental wish 

becomes selfish, when the major drive behind the wish is 

gratification of the parental ego or a desire to live again one’s 

own life through the child’s. Parents rob the child of his 

individuality and force the development of interests that are not 

native or dwarf capacities that should be dominate.” 

   Another way in which a parent may prove a detriment to his 

child and even rob him of his individuality is by forcing him to a 

particular position or calling, irrespective of his interests or 

inclinations. Perhaps it is a profession to which members of the 

family have traditionally belonged or perhaps one to which the 

parent himself had unsuccessfully aspired in his younger years. 

In any case there is present here again an element of selfishness. 

The wishes of the parent are given first place; those of the child 

are secondary. There is an attempt to live again his own life 

through his child and to do so at the latter’s expense. 

   There are many other hazards arising out of the relationship of 

parent and child within the home. Some of these are due, for 

instance, to the number of children in the home or to their 

respective positions within the family circle, others, again, to 

differences in age, ability, attractiveness, and the like. There is, 

for instance, the danger of heaping too much care and attention 

upon an only child, thereby spoiling him. Parents of an only child 

often find it very difficult to deny his whims or to discipline him 

for undesirable conduct. There is also more danger of an 

unwholesome emotional attraction developing between them 

and the child where there is only one child in the family than 

where there are several children. Again, there is the danger of              
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“He who forgives his neighbor, 

pardon from God obtains.” 

Maxim – Principle to Instill 

(From the CCM Mother Love Manual) 

 

PARENT AND CHILD  

showing favoritism to the oldest or youngest child, 

or perhaps to one whose natural qualifications 

make him more attractive than the others while the 

middle children or less favored ones are permitted 

to slip into the background and to suffer from lack 

of attention and affection. Instances are not 

unknown in which one child in the family has 

constantly basked in the sunshine of a mother’s 

solicitous care and tender affection while another, 

less attractive, has been entirely neglected or even 

subjected to constant reproaches. Differences in 

ability, or even in appearance, may lead parents to 

give a different amount of attention and care to 

children. Favoritism may also show itself in the 

home in which there is only one boy and several 

girls or, vice versa, one girl and several boys. 

   In all these cases there is not only the danger of a 

too close and incapacitating emotional relationship 

between the parent and the child, but also of other 

harmful effects both in the case of the favored child 

and in the case of the neglected one. The little one 

to whom favoritism is shown is only too likely to 

develop an unwarranted sense of superiority, to 

become conceited, intolerant, domineering. The 

neglected child, on the other hand, is likely to be 

characterized by a sense of inferiority and to 

become bitter, jealous, and resentful. All favoritism 

should be eliminated from the child’s world. While 

parents may not be able to experience the same 

feeling of affection for all their children, they can at 

least show them the same reasonable amount of 

respect and consideration. Regardless of 

differences in ability or in sex, there should be no 

obvious favorites in the family. 

   In the case of the oldest child in the home, instead 

of an undue favoritism on the part of the parents, 

one not infrequently finds an entirely different 

attitude, one, namely, of looking upon the child as a 

substitute parent and of placing upon him 

responsibilities that are too much for him. The 

effects here may be just as harmful as they are in 

the case in which, because of favoritism, he is 

denied the opportunity to carry a normal burden of 

responsibility. 

 

 

I overheard a little boy at the Christmas party 

say to his sister: “I don’t want to ax him, you 

go ax him!” (ask) I have two daughters that 

axes people a lot of the time right now and we 

laugh!!! Janet 
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Relationships With People: The Engagement Period and After 

A Marriage Manual for Catholics 
by Dr. William A. Lynch 

 

Chapter 4 

   We have stressed repeatedly that two people who 

wish to marry should satisfy themselves that they can 

get along with one another, can come to an 

understanding on a number of important and basic 

subjects, and can establish a good personal and 

intimate relationship. In short, they have to determine 

in their own minds whether they are geared to enter 

into a give-and-take relationship. 

   After marriage, relationships with other people 

become almost equally important. There was a time 

when one of the chief problems of a newly married 

couple was their relations – in other words, in-laws. 

Well, in-laws are still with us. After marriage, 

everybody is somebody’s in-law. This really means 

that everybody is someone’s son or daughter, or 

mother or father, or sister or brother—the “in-law” is 

added for clarification. After marriage, our duties, 

responsibilities, and reactions to other people, 

whether they be friends, relatives, or neighbors, 

change considerably. These people are no longer to be 

met under more or less formal conditions, greeted 

according to a certain protocol, or engaged in 

conversational combat with rubber-tipped words. 

They are now guests to be entertained and relatives 

or friends who must be accepted as they are. With 

growing maturity, the newly-weds must sooner or 

later realize that the world is at least as broad as two 

families. Everyone can (or can try to) influence the 

attitudes of the people in the world about him, but the 

fact remains, we have to learn to live with people 
pretty much as they are. 

   As a rule, the first contact the maturing young adult 

has with the older world about him is when he or she 

begins to “go steady” or thinks seriously of becoming 

engage. Then they begin to talk about “unwanted and 

unwarranted interference” on the part of families, 

relatives, and friends. Occasionally, when the question 

of an impending marriage is raised, some member of 

the family, or perhaps the entire family, raises 

objections. Under these circumstances, the wise 

young man or woman will listen, if for no other reason 

than out of filial devotion. Families generally have 

their members’ best interests in mind. 

   Objections on the part of families or friends 

generally follow a pattern, which is apt to be repeated 

in various other contexts. The first question to ask is 

what type of objection does the family have? Is the 

objection based on age, money, education, social 

position, or that indefinable and rather snobbish term 

known as class? If so, these are at least specific 

reasons and the attitude of the parent, or relative, or 

friend is apt to be reasonable, whether or not the 

individual affected agrees. After all, it is reasonable to 

be concerned about an impending marriage in which 

the male partner has no likely means of support or has 
a past record of drifting, or incompetence. 

   There is a second general pattern of objection which 

is very revealing and can be significant for the future. 

Is the family objecting to a particular marriage or to 

marriages in general? In other words, is there an over-

protective attitude in the objections of the family? Are 

their objections based upon blind thinking in which 

their only purpose, to use military parlance, is to fight 

a delaying action? The recognition of this pattern of 

thinking is important. It may lead the individual 

concerned to come to a bitter decision over what he 

or she considers the outrageous attitude of the family, 

but it will certainly alert both members of the 

partnership to the general pattern of thinking they 

may expect from the family in the future. 

   The third type of objection arising from families is 

born out of what is sometimes called a “match-making 

attitude.” The objection of the family is based not so 

much on any specific feeling for the individual 

involved but on a substitute candidate whose value 

they would like to promote. This is ordinarily easily 

recognized by the people involved, but what is 

perhaps not so easily appreciated is that this attitude 

is one reason why some people acquire in-laws who 

are “the managing type.” 

   In-laws or families tend to react in these ways 

because they are people and these are typical human   
 finished on page 5… 
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The Catholic Family 

Handbook 
by Rev. George A. Kelly 

Chapter 10: Where to Get Help When in Trouble 

All Newsletters are archived at: 
http://sites.google.com/site/christianmothersols/ 

[ols ~ Our Lady of Sorrows] 

Contact Officers at 

ccm.officers@gmail.com 

 

 

Contact Spiritual Director 

Canon Antoine Boucheron 

stjoseph@institute-christ-king.org 

 

Regional Coordinator for the 

St. Gerard Committee 

stgerardcommittee@gmail.com 

WHERE TO TAKE YOUR PROBLEMS. 

   Knowing when you need help to solve family problems is 

not sufficient. You must also know where to take your 

problems. Some persons are eager to discuss their troubles 

with outsiders, but unfortunately the outsiders often are 

even less qualified to help than the individuals personally 

involved. One social scientist asked sixty husbands and 

wives to whom they confided their troubles. He discovered 

that all discussed their problems with friends, relatives, 

neighbors and even the corner bartender—but none 

consulted a spiritual adviser, doctor or other person truly 

equipped to help. One can only wonder how much 

continued heartbreak and misery is caused by the tendency 
of those blinded by their own emotional problems to seek 

guidance from those who are not capable of assisting them. 

This tendency is even more disturbing because more 

guidance, backed by scientific knowledge of physical and 

emotional processes, is now available than ever before. 

   Many persons think that their trouble is unique—that no 

one has ever faced so many complex problems before. The 

reverse is actually true. Any difficulty you experience in 

your married life or as parents has almost certainly been 
experienced by countless others. Consequently there exists 

a vast body of experience and understanding that you can 

draw upon. For instance, almost 600 nation-wide agencies 
exist specifically to help persons in trouble. Almost every 

diocese has a Catholic Charities’ office which provides a 

multitude of services to troubled parents and sick children. 
In addition, there are countless hundreds of books, 

pamphlets and other publications written to help you solve 

specific problems. Clearly, there is no lack of help available 

for you; all you need is a willingness to be helped.   

   Where can you get help? Any problems involving morals, 

which you cannot resolve after your prayerful efforts to do 

so, should be taken to your parish priest. By virtue of his 

long experience and whole-hearted dedication, he draws 
upon a reservoir of knowledge which is not available to you. 

He probably can provide you with insights which you have 

overlooked. You should consult him as soon as you become 

aware that a serious moral danger exists. Many persons 

wait too long; by the time they appear to the rectory, great 

harm has already been done. 

   A typical problem which should be treated early is that of 

a wayward parent setting a bad example to his children. In 

one home, a father of three boys was firm in requiring them 
to attend Mass each Sunday. However, he always remained 

in bed and failed to perform his own duty. The mother 

watched with apparent indifference when the boys reached 
adolescence and began copying their father by missing Mass 

when they felt like it. Not until the oldest son announced his 

intention of marrying a non-Catholic girl before a judge, did 

she seek the advice of her priest; by then, he could merely 

sympathize with her. Had he had an early opportunity to 

discuss the danger to the family that would result from her 

husband’s indifference, he might have convinced the father 

that his children would follow his example and would be 

placed in moral danger as a result. 
   Moral problems often have roots elsewhere. For instance, 

when a couple are unable to spend the husband’s income 

intelligently, they may be tempted to practice artificial birth 
control. The priest can refer them to agencies which will 

help them budget their money in a careful way. In other 

families, serious conflicts may arise over the inability of 
husband and wife to achieve sexual compatibility. They may 

be referred to special courses held under Catholic auspices 

and designed to give men and women deeper insights into 

the responsibilities and potentialities of their life together. 
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Continued from p. 3: A Marriage Manual for Catholics 

reactions. But all this is more or less on the negative 

side. Why should potential in-laws object to a 

particular engagement? Is there something restive 

about the couple that seems dangerous to the families 

involved? Have relatives and friends been given 

reason to become involved with the problems and 

decisions of an individual couple? Do the couple have 

repeated episodes of indecision and petty bickering 

and show a basic inability to compromise? Actually, 

the best possible basis for getting along with other 

people and establishing a good relationship with them 

is a thorough, knowledgeable, and unselfish 

relationship between the partners. 

   The process by which any two couples go from 

acquaintanceship to marriage may differ markedly. 

The hand of Providence makes the road for one couple 

quick and easy, accompanied by a song of life and love, 

and for another slow and devious, with numerous 

bifurcations. In all cases, however, the move is from 

acquaintanceship to companionship. 

   Fortunately, most people instinctively realize that if 

companionship cannot be developed all thought of 

marriage is ridiculous. Companionship as a conscious 

state is much underrated. Few people realize that 

while acquaintanceship is replaced by 

companionship, love never replaces companionship; 

rather, it builds upon it. To feel a sense of being a 

companion to another individual is not like a set of 

aches and pains that make you “feel sick,” nor is it the 

mere enjoyment of one another’s company; it is the 

beginning of enjoyment of a mutuality of interests. 

Everyone has a few basic things in life with which he 

or she feels very comfortable. These are the things 

which must be explored at the companionship stage 

to see if they are identical or at least compatible to and 

acceptable to the prospective partner. If one finds 

enjoyment and realization when tired in playing a 

piano and in the same situation piano playing jangles 

the other’s nerves, there is a strain on the prospective 

tie. If “Manon” and “Sawan Lake” move one deeply and 

the other is addicted to professional wrestling, if one 

likes the theater and the other is captivated by 

melodramatic movies—then, however much they 

might like dining and dancing, swimming and skating 

together, the thread of companionship would be 

rather thin. This is important; people in love must be 

real companions, for as the years of common life 

broaden, their companionship becomes more and 

more obvious and more and more precious. 

 

    


