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DIMENSION V( b) :Huw SAID 

Total Units of Analyeie: 309 

1. Factual datum, Anecdote, Occurrence, 
Story, Event. 

30 

2. Belief, Viewpoint, Assertion of fact(e), 
Gpion - Primarily Cognitive. 

119 

3. Feeling, Attitude - Primarily Affective. 125 

25 4. Uncodable, Amorphoue, Unclear. 

Rulee: 

(Probable machine error 10) 

a) C,UR CGNCERN HERE IS wiTH WHAT APPEARS AS THE l.XJMINANT "HGW SAID" 
EMPHASIS. 

e.g. It seems to us that adoption could be a less heart-rending 
experience. 

The emphasis here is a viewpoint, not a feeling; code as 2. 

e.g. We have certainly experienced heart-ache with this adoption. 
The emphasis here is on feeling; code as 3. 

e.g. At a party recently, we met a couple who told us about a 
terrible experience concerning their adopted child. This 
amazed us; nothing like this has happened to us. 

The emphasis here is on reporting; code as 1. 
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DIMENSIGN ~: HGW SAID 

Total Units of Analysis: 309 

1. Explanation, Clarification. lSl 

2. Suggestion, Advice, Counsel, Exhortation. 5S 

3. Wish, Desire, Hope.4 7 

4. Problem, Difficulty, Complaint - explicitly raised. 42 

5. None of these. 16 

(Probable machine error 5) 

4When a wish can be translated into "If only 
as "Problem", i.e. Code as 4. 

Il . . . ' it is to be coded 
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DIMENSILN VI: INTIMACY; INTENSITY 

Total Unite of Analysis: 309 

1. More-or-less intimate data and/or tone.5 

2. Hardly or not at all intimate data or tone. 

35 

:no 
(Probable machine error 4) 

J. Dogmatic, üpinionated. 10 

4. Not codable as dogmatic. 6 
295 

(Probable machine error 4) 

5code as "lntimate" those diaclosures which are not generally made to 
people in everyday association. 

6code as 4., all items which eannot clearly be identified as "Dogmatic". 



DIMENSICN VII: APPRAISAL; APPRAISAL CGNTENT 

Total Unite of Analysia: 309 

1. Analytieal appraisal (backed up by evidence). 

2. Non-analytical appraisal. 

3. No appraisal, (no further coding in this column). 

151 

98 

56 

(Probable machine error 4) 

4. Positive, Approving, Agreeing, Supporting.7 

5. Negative, Disapproving, Disagreeing, Critieizing, 
or negative evaluation of something. 

6. One time one fpraisal, another time another ap­
praisal. 

7. Respondent uncertain asto appraisal. 

a. Coder uncertain as to what appraisal is intended. 

145 

49 

38 

11 

5 

(Probable machine error 4) 

Rules: 

a) Appraisal involves judgemental elements. The moment a value 
statement is made, it is a form of appraisal. (There need not 
be comparieon). 

b) Code as 3, all items which do not involve appraiaal. 

7Item 4 ineludes support of another 1s viewpoint, or a viewpoint, etc., 
which is put forward with conviction, though not necessarily dogmatically. 

8Code as 6, etatements like the following: "The worker waa alright 
and helpful during home study, but later made a lot of trouble for us." 
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WHAT IS SAID 

DIMENSION VIII: WH0 IS MENTIONED 

Total References for "Who is Mentioned" 643 

Freguency of Reference 

Total References, this page: 338 

1. Adopter(s) parents.9 

2. vther relative(s).9 

3. Close friends.9 

4. Respondent (self, 11 1 11 ). 

5. Adoptive epouse, Husband, Wife. 

6. Adoptive couple, "We". 

7. Adopted child(ren) of this family. 

8. Natural child(ren) of this family or 
of either spouse. 

9. Parent(s) !Qà child(ren) of this family. 

10. More than one reference in this eolumn.lO,ll 

11. No references in this column. 

14 

14 

14 

34 

3 

55 

30 

20 

154 

units(63) 

n.a. 

9code here only single or two-person references, otherwise as under 
Item l.of "Dimension VIII continuee!". 

10rf more than one item is coded, code as 10 also. 

11As discussed in Chapter III, Part C, more than one reference was 
permitted in categories from VIII to XV, hence only the frequency of refer­
ences within a category can be compared, and the total will exceed the num­
ber of units of analysis. 
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DIMENSION VIII: WHO IS MENTIONED - Continued 

Freouency of Reference 

Total References, this page: 305 

1. ùther people, specified (e.g. neigh- 21 
bours, other-than-adoptive par-
ents, co-workers, employers)l2 

2. 110ther people" - general. 28 

3. Social worker(s); agency personnel. 

4. Non-social-work professional(s) sig­
nificant to respondent with re­
spect to adoption, e.g. responsible 
for finding or placing child with 
respondent; physician; midwife; 
lawyer; minister, etc. 

5. Judge, court personnel. 

6. Natural mother, natural parent(s). 

7. Foster parent(s). 

8. vther adoptive parent(s) - not including 
respondents. 

9. ûther adopted child(ren). 

lO.vther child(ren) not adopted. 

ll.More than one reference i n this column. 

12.No references in this column. 

24 

4 

0 

19 

15 

80 

99 

15 

(units)85 

n.a. 

12when it is possible to substitute 11significant other people" for a 
whole series of persons, specified in the same statement as doing the same 
t hing; code as Item 1 and do not code separately on previous column. 



DIMENSIGN IX: COLLECTIVES, INSTITUTIONS 

Total References: 68 

1. Ethnie, national, language, racial group. 15 

2. Human space; large,(eommunity, town, city, 5 
region, country). 

3. Human space; small, (neighbourhood, block, 
street). 

4. Economie collective, (office, factory,union). 

5. Fraternal. Voluntary free-time bodies, (lodge, 
club, local ehurch group). 

6. Educational bodies, (school, college, univ-
ersity). 

?. Family, Familles, (general). 

8. Family, Families, (adopt!ve). 

9. Family, Familles, (natural). 

10. More than one reference in this column. 

11. No reference in this column. 

6 

0 

0 

3 

0 

31 

8 

7 

n.a. 



DIMENSiuN IX: CvLLECTIVES, INSTITUTIONS - Continued 

Total References: 75 

1. Adoption agency. 

2. Crphanage, foundling home, children's home. 

3. Hospital, nursing home, maternity home. 

4. Other social welfare body. 

5. Court of Law. 

6. uther government body, (not law, not welfare). 

7. Chureh (denomination, sect); institutionalized 
religion. 

8. More than one reference in this eolumn. 

63 

3 

0 

3 

1 

0 

5 

14 
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DIMENSIGN X: AOCPTIVE CvUPLE 1 S EXPERIENCES 

1. 

.2. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

?. 

a. 

9. 

Reasons for adopting. 

Couple 1 s experienee(s) in pre-arrival, 
(e.g. agency screening, waiting, 
anxieties) • 

Parental experience as a result of 
adoption.l3 

Perception of, and parental sensi­
tivity to, attitudes of others. 

Pregnancy after adoption. 

Adoption voided, (child taken away; 
child returned to agency, mother). 

Inability to bear child, sterility, 
ehildlessness. 

Mother love, parental love, affection, 
devotion. 

Child rearing, methods, ideology. 

10. Economie status of adoptive family, 
financial ability to care for 
child. 

11. More than one reference in this eolumn. 

12. No references in this column. 

Total References: 378 

13 

65 

1.26 

0 

13 

35 

44 

3 

(unite) 84 

n.a. 

13oo not include those items which can be coded under Item 4. Do 
include observations such as, 11It made marriage hold together"; or "We got 
along better together". 



DIMENSICN XI: LEGAL, PRuCEDURAL MATTERS 

Total References: 94 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Adoption laws. 

Legal procedures, (drawing up adoption 
papers, new birth certificate, change 
of name). 

Court etiquette, ritua1s (and lack of). 

Adoption agency rules, ideology, ethie, 
standards, (involves aspects of 
praetice). 

Adoption agency practices, procedures, 
methode, (ether than matching).l4 

Private adoption(s). 

Black market methods, practiees (does not 
include legitirnate private adoptions). 

"Red tape 11 (as app1ying to any of the se) • 

Moral law, religious sanctions, ethical 
percepts. 

10. Supernatura1 forces. 

11. More than one reference in this column. 

12. No references in this column. 

11 

7 

0 

30 

35 

0 

1 

1 

3 

6 

( units)ll 

n.a. 

14whenever an evaluation of practice is made, code as Item 4; all 
abstract formulations and informally-held value references - written or un­
written. Whenever there is a pure descriptive emphasis on practice without 
reference to ethic involved, code as Item 5., i.e. do not code any material 
as beth Items 4 and 5. 
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DIMENSIGN XII: PHYSIQUE AND PERSuNALITY 

Total References: 64 

1. Appearance of child, physiognomy, physique. 

2. Abilities, psychic potential of child. 

3. Matching ehild to adoptera - physical. 

9 

9 

11 

4. Matching child to adoptera - psyehic, temperament. lS 

5. Physical handicap, illness, death of natural child. 2 

6. Physical handicap, illness, death of adopted child. 12 

7. Physical handicap, illness, death of adoptive parent(s). 3 

S. More than one reference in this column. (unite) lS 
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DIMENSivN XIII: CvNCERNING AGE, SEX, ILLEGITIMACY, 

ADOPTIVE STATUS 

Total References: 204 

1. Age(s) of ehi1d(ren). 

2. Age(s) of parent(s). 

3. Sex of ehild(ren). 

4. Sex preference. 

5. Heredity, (and) environment. 

6. I11egitimacy. 

7. Background of ehild (except for i1legitimaey). 

8. Disclosing adoptive status to child. 

9. Disclosing child 1s adoptive status to people 
outside of adopters 1 families. 

10. More than one reference in this column. 

11. No reference in this co1umn. 

33 

5 

9 

9 

16 

2 

48 

29 

53 

(unite) 32 

n.a. 
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DIMENSiuN XIV: INTER-PERSONAL RELATIONS IN FAMILY 

1. Adoptive parent - Adoptive parent. 

2. Adoptive parent(e) - Adopted ehild(ren) 

3. Adoptive parent(s) - Natural child(ren). 

4. Adopted child - Adopted child. 

5. Adopted child(ren) - Natural child(ren). 

6. Adopters - Their Parents. 

7. Adopted child(ren) - Grandparents. 

8. Nuclear adoptive family - Wider family. 

9. Adopted child(ren) - Their own family. 

10. More than one reference in this column. 

11. No reference in this column. 

Total References: 221 

6 

142 

16 

5 

18 

8 

10 

14 

2 

(unite) 32 

n.a. 



-lo~-
- ~-

DIMENSION XV: EVALUATION, CUMPARISvN 

Total References: 367 

l. Comparison of that/theee adoption(s) in 
terms of other couples' adoption 
ventures. 

2. Comparison of adoption generally - in 
terms of comparison with natural 
family life. 

3. Evaluation of own adoptive parental role(s). 

4. Evaluation of child's integration in family. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

s. 

9. 

vver-all evaluation of agency's part in ad-
option; negative. 

~ver-all evaluation of ageney's part in ad-
option; positive. 

Evaluation of individual worker's role in 
adoption. 

Agency versus private adoption. 

Evaluation (only) of this research, the 
questionnaire, the method, the approach.l5 

10. More than one reference in this column. 

11. No reference in this column. 

49 

61 

69 

98 

13 

42 

16 

2 

17 

(unite) 89 

n.a. 

15
Evaluation implies that this work must be eompared with other studies, 

methods, etc. or an overt value judgement of it made, other than pointing up an 
omission or making a suggestion. 
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APPENDIX "F" 

ADUPTERS 1 PARENTS' ATTITUDE BEFuRE ADOPTION 
(Question "D" in McGill Questionnaire) 

TABLE 3 

Column 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 

Appro- Did not Disap- Sum of No Did not 
Res pondent Total val ca re proval 4- 5 answer ask 

Percent P.ercent Bercent Percent Percent Pereent 

a. Husband 1s 140 66.5 15.7 12.1 27.B 5.0 0.7 
father 

b. Husband's 1B7 67.3 13.4 14.4 27.B 4.3 0.5 
mother 

e. Wife's 169 76.9 12.4 7.1 19.5 3.6 
father 

d. Wife's 197 7B.B 6.5 10.5 17.0 3.B 0.4 
mother 

e. A close 242 93.0 1.2 2.5 3.7 3.3 
friend 

f. A neighbour 242 Bl.O 3.7 1.6 5.3 13.2 0.5 

g• The family 242 B3.B 2.5 2.5 5.0 11.2 
doetor 
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ADUPTERS' PARENTS' ATTITUDE AFTER ADGPTICN 
(Question "G" in MeGill Questionnaire) 

TABLE 4 

Co1umn 1 2 4 5 6 7 

Appro- Did not Di sap- Sum of No answer 
Res pondent Total val ca re pro val 4 - 5 etc. 

Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 

a. Husband's 1.34 9.3 • .3 4.5 0.7 5.2 1.5 
rather 

b. Husband's 185 92.4 .3.8 2.2 6.0 1.6 
mo th er 

e. Wife 1 s 16.3 95.1 .3.0 .3.0 1.9 
rather 

d. Wife 1 s 19.3 95.8 1.6 1.6 .3.2 1.0 
mother 



TABLE 5 

Column 1 

Respondent 
couple 

a. Husbands' par-
ente before 
adoption 

b. Wives' parents 
before adopt-
ion 

c. Husbands 1 par-
ente after ad-
option 

d. Wivee' parents 
after adoption 

ADOPTERS' PARENTS' ATTITUDE AS COUPLES 
BEFûRE AND AFTER ADVPTION 

(Questions "E", "F", 11H11 and 111 11 in 
MeGill Questionnaire) 

2 3 4 5 6 

Approv- Did not Diaap- No an-
Total ed care proved swer 

Percent Percent Bercent Percent 

116 67.2 9.5 13.8 3.4 

136 81.7 s.o B.B 1.5 

111 92.9 3.6 0.9 

134 95.5 4.5 

7 

Unclear 
Percent 

6.1 

3.6 
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