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Abstract

‘iiiﬂus sﬁidy was ccncemed ‘with hc:w paaple seiact tupn:s to mentmn When repcirnng cm a personal event ‘ .
© Twelve couples who were expecting a baby agreed to tape reccrd. the: phane canvarsahans in which they

i+ announced the birth of their baby ‘Ninety birth repcrts from nmeteen of the subjects (twelve fathsrs and - -

.1 seven mothers) were' analyzed in: terms of .the sub_]ec;t’s prmr canﬁerns (as - assessed by a prenatalr
,quesﬁonn,alre) and the QutEDmE uf even (as date‘nnned by .a pustpa;rﬁ;m quEStmnnaxre) '

i

1

i SDbJECtS were more lﬂ-;ely ta menﬁon tQplC
_with ordinary. cmtcumeg. These. ﬁndmgs I pﬁrt Kin tsch’s (1980) ncmun that tuplc leetmn depends on

_‘rnemory search - and suggest ‘that' ‘topics for spoken and written’ dxscour%e are gene,ated by~ at:cessmg
’ mfurmaﬁun that 15 sahent in ang—term mr:mary Implications for the writing process are dlSELISSEd. e

e L)
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g Repnrts ofa Persnnal Event

. Thls study addresses the quesnon of how people decide what topn:s to mentlon whgn reportmg 4 on personal -~
‘event Although research on: conversations has: been concerned ‘with how one. respcmsa 5 generated ini >

« response to another’ (Grice, 1975; Schank, 1977; Schank, Collins, Davis, JoPmson, Lytinen, & Reiser, 1982; .
: Sldner, 1983), a Eundamental question that has not bgerl mveshgﬂted is how a spealier decides what to say
freedom to mtmduce a' number of toplc Gamst: (19‘82) has proposed that "inter ”‘

'im’irlt of view" con bute to the selection o top;cs in dyadu;: conversatmn’ e
; ‘Passafiume . (1975)- have - suggested . that the selecnon of topics in. mmrxal dlalogues :
orgamzatmn of the tutor’s. knowledge. - The problem of decldmg what to say is also: relevant: for written "
' compositions’ (Bruce ‘Collins, Rubm &, C‘ierltner, 1982 Collms & ‘Gentner, . 1980; Hayes: &' FIowar 1980).
‘Voss, Vesonder, and Spilic “(1980) asked 'subjects to produce ﬁcnana] reports of a baseball game and found
‘that” sub]ects who were highly - Imowledgeable about baseball mtrodur:ed toplcs that dlffered from those ‘
'gerlerafed by less kﬂawledgeable sub]ects E N Y _ : -

) éxamme the: role of 'hese ‘memory-relate factors in:th
v 1 if it was pgssm e to predict what individual speakers . ‘'
'atxcms on ‘the basxs cf mdmdual concerns and thg partl 'ular outgc:me of events. . '

an un ually "lon or shnrt labc')kr) whlleﬁnthe

g
o the hospltal)
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. sub]eets whc: r’ad fro kthe point ef VIEW ef a burglar_ prllch Vesonder, C}uesx, end Voss (1979) found thet »
- subjects who were highly knowledgeable about baseball were more : accurate in their recall of baseball stories - .:
- than were ‘less k,nowledgeeble subjects. Mure generelly, WOrk on.mental models (Gerltﬂer & Stevens, 1983) -
" has sho” 1 that 'subjeets’ recall of physical phenomene (e-g., the trajectory of a ball) is shaped by naive beliefs. - -

- The. present’ study extends this lme of reseereh y exemmmg the effeet le pﬂor eoncerns on the reperﬁng of i !
ersone]evente S e - e

‘f‘A second: hypothesm was that eubjecte wau!d be: more llkely te mention topics that had an unusually gued or’

2 than topxee that had an. ordmary outcome. . Several lines of- f—,,deriee,support*thiet predictio;

i‘,}»}kPlllemer; Rhmehaﬁ -and White: (1985) asked: eollege etudents to generate fnemonee of their- freelﬁ‘nen year

“and found a sxgmﬁeant ‘correlation between the vividness of the mernery and’ the degree of affect associated -

' _with the event.. Slrmlerly, Rebmson (1980) found that subjects were able to retrieve memories of unusu
o fpleesent or, unpleasant events more qulekly than memories of neutral events. :Other research has shov
.. aspects of an event that are not predlcteble in advance (Gibbs & Termey, 1980) or devaate sxgmﬁeantl,

o the norm (Bower Bleck, & Turner' 1979) are l;kely to be reeeller:l

recm ted by word of meuth parh,, eated in the study Seven were expec:tm-f their first child,’

‘ .; four,thelr seei:md ‘and- one their fourth, - The mothers renged in age from 25 to 35 (mean-30.5), the fathers{]_*
: 1'27t0 41, (meen 33.4) All were eollege greduates* most were hvmg in the‘Beston area

I e‘quee cms (e g.i T-Iow amﬂcus ‘are yeu eb it ﬁoeelble ‘dl

i scale Q:The postpartum questiennejre eorlelsted of mrenfy-one questmns on the same topu:s (e g, Ho wthe

" degree of dleeomfert to the rnother during labor. compare m whet you hed expected‘? 1-5 seele, Dld the: father
la | 1ve role in !ebor aﬂd dehveryi yes/nc) R s :

: the: M_yathere due, date, the experimenter admmlstered the prenatel “questmnnene
‘epreretely o fether end “mother ‘and: showed ‘the eeuple hqw to reeon:l theu- calls.” The postpar‘u"
questionnaire was edmlmstered one month after the bxrth g : ~ ot :

‘Iiesujts e

_Questionnaire Results

lire wer converted into the numbers 1 to 5, where 5 S
cores. er ‘each tople were ealeuleted for mothere ’nd fathe s (see Table ' -

"for a topn: was categorized as high if the subject’s score was above the mean’ fer’ '
vely, and low:if it.-was bele

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



el Pnstpartum"“r The' outcome Df éach uf the tupl s was categonzed a;?zg@ 'ﬁu G
:-'# TeSpPONses were t;onVFrted to the numbers 1'to 5, where 5 indic
-favorable outcome. C)utcorne scores were i;afeg(lleEd as unus

.- selected.” For yes/no quesnons, the m:r:urre ce of a new apt*
. penod siblmg v151t) or a pmblem (e g dlfﬁ:ult nde to the hosp

caled questions,
ne and 1 the least
ie, 1.or5) was’
ng. room, bonding
see Table 1) The.

Each of the seventegn to]:;ics r ted by a sub_]ect on the p:e-‘aﬂ@
a.of fauf cOncern x outcome c:ategones* high concern--unusual o
o concern“unusual outcome, low concem--ordmary DutEOI‘ﬂE D

on the prenatal questlonnalre while unusualness : was d‘
questmnnmre e

: ﬁgem--ﬂrdmary outcgme low‘
was determined by rESponses“
IESPOI‘ISES on. the postpartum’

oAl twalve fafhgrs and seven of the mothers re:orded phcme EOnVEfSEﬁOnS 1ﬂeldmg QO separate
s Eac:h' eport ‘was. scored for: 'mEntmn f- eac:h of: the seventeen "topics by the. mVestxgator nd.a. sem:md
ate ther:odmg on: thg basas of outf:ome, both . ﬁega /e nd posmve"* :
vere gounted (e £ ntion of use as well as non-use of drugs counted for the topic
it, or.the proporticm of times the two raters agreed that a toplc
'_ report was 98 rangmg from. 94 to 1 00 for indivi

) ' ) plcs ‘was deﬁn&d as the proportmn of
"_‘1‘ ccmvers ons in I'm:h the Sub_]EEt rnenfu;med the topu: Thus a SubjE!:f who mennoned natural mldblrth m B

th:ee out of: six corlversatmns had a: l!kEllhDQd of mention for. ‘that topic of .50. - ‘The hkellhoods Dr' ]
i ‘ Zfell mta he‘same cnn;ern x outmme categr‘;-yﬁf or a. partlcular sub_]e:t: were: averaged together
i ‘ 'cLh 10 thg fo"r com:ern X outcome categories, averaged

dat: alyzed. ir a two-way a‘alysﬂs of vanaﬂ(;e ‘

’(unusual grclm ry) as ‘ hm subject factors.: The results revealed a sign
'6.70 05, a’ 1 ‘effect of. out«:ome F(1,18) =

‘ o S [ T ooipst
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Dgacuaamn ]

Thla'atudy was conr;amad w1th a problam in dls:ouraa produbtlon Given all the poaalbla topn:a that could:
mentioned in deaanbmg an avant what datarmmea which ones will be mentioned? - The answer. turns out to """ _
S depand upon two mamory-ral ’d factora, tha concerns of tha apaakar and the unuaualneaa of th avant

at 'Iha ﬁrat hypothaala that aub]acta would be’ mo e llkely to mentlon topn:a of lugh than low prxor aoncern, waa ot
‘ aupportad by the data Adthough the’ prenatal quaahonnanre ‘was not designed to 1dant1fv specific aluldb:rth
~models, it was expected that aubjaa; cont rnSWould raﬂact their lanowledgf* of a]
one possible model of ch,llclblrth is that labor is like an ‘liness, requiring madlaal ’ _Sub]act who -

* held this’ Vlaw presumably would € concerned abobt choosmg ‘the right doctor an avoiding . madld:al
jcatic ontrasting view is that.labor. is a ‘physical challenge that can be met: by adaquate

. pfaparanon SubjECfS who had ‘this model presumably would ba concerrlad about namral l:]illdbll'th ancl tha

topn:s of hlgh concern mentlonad more fraquantly than toplx:a of low concern‘?; A rf:asonabla :
'axplanat on ‘is that subjects had more alaborafa modals for those aspects for which they i dn:atad atrong »
~concerrs,. A'lnghly dlffarenﬁat, modal would-allow for more alaborata am;od;mg of tha a
ittention on aspects that woulcl otharw:aa ba 1gnorad"“ ,-for e e,

.mother who ff:ll i T

You k;now 1 couldn’t count ona tw0, thraa four, nd than paua’

[ 0 ithraa four. ‘Sol d1d sort of, aomethmg all; allghtly dlffarant whateve
\ workecl for ma at tha txm g :

‘that SUbjEEtS would ba more llkely to’ recall topn:a that had an unuaual rather than an:
o received r;onfirmatlon from tha data.. 'I'hare are at least two’ ssibl afplanatl 1s fo
,sadapnva‘ T subjects to allocate attention to the unuaua' since the: routme can’
. '»default from prior lcﬁowladge (Gibba & Tannay,,lQSO) Saaondly,‘unuaual ;
‘lly sa they involve. atrong affa«: Ro

, araﬂto amphaalaa araaa of paraonalconcam in th choice’ of

mformatlv y about aspew:l:a that had not been of particular:concern, when- th olutcome

nple, Wvo SUbjEEtS who diffe he i ‘importance they attributed to aarly mothar :

descri ‘special bondlng parlod that they were permltted in the hoaplta,_ Th \
id : V "

,‘t bondin

[Was: rlght on your tu :my‘?]
ght on me: [Dh mca] An um; you know, so it was ‘really .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



eenversetlonel f ( di ;cult te teese epert m conversetxens between fnends Fnende are e}fpeeted te
,,,,,ftallc ehout Whal 15 on, thelr mmcls Nevertheless in the present study, SubJEEtS sometlmes talked ‘about hxgh 5o
_concern (i.e.,, highly eeceselble) toples in more detail than wes neeessery For exemple one subject. went mto
o surpnsmg detail on the l'ugh-eoneern tepn: of names,’ G ‘ ; :

But yeu lﬂ{E the name Jenmfer'? [Yee very mueh] . So whet do you thmk the rmddle name
_should be'? [.Ienml:er—-sometl'ung short] I theught twa syllables DA=de—da DA‘de DA-da-da,
nsteed of DA-da-da DADA aﬁde. P , e

»
o

.- : felled to mentlon obllgetory topics, like the sex or name of the heby, beceusel ;
“'they.were not of h:gh con For exemple, one subject when' ‘pressed ‘about; the: sex respon ed,”"Good
»question.’ I should have' mentloned ‘that earlier, shouldn’t 12" Altheugh further researeh is feqmred these

.« examples suggest. thet topic seleetlen is driven’ by ‘the eceeSSIblh

demands of goc:d conversetlon .

he fin ings heve 1mplu:etmns fcu- wntmg ‘as well
s for the generetlon .of ideas. . Beceuse they‘heve the‘p

e deas that are ne :essery for the reeder su derstendmg and
”ey ar not sa_ent to. the wrlte : Dhe fLIm‘:f.lon ef t] ision

, ly, pain_ wa
1'0 it there was en yone way out: end Ihad to do'se
nytl‘ung fer rne_,) Thjs ereatxve espeet of the repczrtmg of personel ever

ourse; should be exemmed in othe ' eme'ne
" that the eem _memerjy pro sses epply to persenel l-eperts of weddmg rips,
pureheses end wmmng th lottery
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Questions Concerning Childbirth Topics

_Prenatal Questionnaire - Postpartum Questionnaire

‘Haw strang is youz preferen:e H@w did ycu feel abaut thé
\Wfaf -a . Chlld af a- Partlcularzv“ffsex of the baby at first? o
. se : ! e e (l=very. d;sagpclnted e s
S‘very pleased) :

“How strong are ycur 1ﬁtu1t;aﬁs
”abcut the. sex of the baby? G
(1Enat strong,‘5 very strang) ,

o
+
I\
fos]
A
<
!
[

e

mo. prior) -

aiter dellvery)

;HDW31mPQrtant 15 it-to =ch pleaséﬁ were ycu w;th

1 that ycur baby shaw ' ~the: appearancé @f the baby
n .at first?
‘“(1 nct‘pléased, 52ve

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ng anx;ous aré ‘you' abéut'“f ;‘*E)Wﬁe any haa;;lth pr
- the.possible” eff,cts ofar . \’éVM@t at blrt“_h?' .

difficult - labor and’ R - :
ﬁ,:6211VEfy Qn the ‘health Gf

'”(; nat anxlaus,

ot )Wﬁ there a s
*,ﬁﬁbecancernéd

 S=very)

L (e a(3) and Eﬂmhand c(n@ )
o st e e e k‘a(l) or a- (2)) o ;

=
<

’ Lébégf,ggdfpelivéry!f

,Hc;-wdld the maf,ﬂne: s ablllty
~tha @ to fndle thEadEZLscomfcrt ‘
.by naturalvchildblrth (nc‘r cornpre to wha Ve
dru S’durlﬁg,labor or fexﬁﬁed?,

Didﬂm“birﬁh
g pitthing -r room
‘llkeﬂmaspnere
w (yés, nc:)

hﬂme—llka atmasphé
w_(l}ﬁ@t ‘impor 5

i’ Did 1 have dif =t
5t1ngw the thP“m 
(ygq, na)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Tabie 1 (cantinueﬁ)

Iﬁ the'event of a Cesarean

y@u feel it 15 that the

- father be present for the

Health
of
mother

‘Pain=
“ful-
ness -
of:
labor

;‘P@;tpartum actlv1t es:

birth?

(1=not important, S=very)

How anxious are you

about the possible effects
of a difficult labor on
the health of the mother?
(1=not anxious, S5=very)

How anxious are you about
the possibility of a

.Cesarean delivery?

(1=not anxious, S=very)

How. anxious are you

about possible discomfort
to the mother during labor?
(1=not anxious, 5=very)

-

[ ]
b
=
o

-
G W

:How important is it to

you that your baby be

"breastfed?

 ; (1 nat 1mporta t, 5=very)

-~ How anxious are you about

..Bond-

the POSSlblilty that your
baby will have dlfflﬂulty
breastfeeélng?

(1 =not anxlous, 5=very)

How lmportant As it to
you that you be allowed"
a. period of extended
contact with the baby
immediately: follaw1ng
: del;very?

(1= nat lmportant

Szvery)

How soon before the baby was
born did you get to the hospi-
tal?

1.5 hours or less)
lé hours or more)

o
+
i

(U-

How did the degree of
discomfort to the mother
during labor compare to
what you had expected?
(l=much more, 5=much less])

(U+ = 5, U- = 1)

'Did your baby nurse right

after birth?
(yes, no)

(U+ = yes)

'Did you have a period of

extended contact with the
baby IMMEDIATELY following

delivery?
lyes, noj -

(U+ = yes)




Room-~
ing
in

Photo-
graph-
ing .

Table 1

How important is it to
you that your baby be
in the same room with
Yyou or your spouse
most of the time while
in the hospital?

(l=not important, S=very)

Do you plan to take
movies or pictures

a) in the delivery room

. immediately following

Y
e
=R o S
aow

Tape
:eccrd=
1ng

the birth?
(ves, no)

b) in the delivery room
during the final stages of
labor and delivery?

{yes, no)

c) during tha early stages of
labor?

(yes, no)

(1 = 0 yesses, 2.33 = 1 yes)
(3;§7= 2 .yesses, 5= 3 yesses)
How important is it to you

‘that your children be allowed

to visit in the hospital?
(1=not 1mpartaﬁt, 5 = very)

How personally valuable do
you think the. tape-recorded
pPhone conversations will be ‘
to you and your fémlly at a-
future date?
valuable,

(1=not Szve;y)

- during the final stages of

- (yes,

(continued)

Was the baby in the same
room with you or your
spouse most of the time
while in the hospital?
(yes, no)

(U+ = yes)

Were movies or pictures

taken

a) in the delivery room
immediately following
the birth?

(yes, no)

b) in the delivery room )
labor and delivery?
no) -

c) during the early stages of
labor? ;

{ves, no)

(U+ = b(yes) or c(yeas))

Did your chiidren visit in
the hospital?
(yes, no) ‘

(U+'= yES)

. How comfortable d;d you:
- feel about hEV1ng the" phana

conversations’ recorded?

(l=not cémfartable, S—Véfy)

(Vs = 5, v- = 1)




Table 2

Summary of Questionnaire Results

Prenatal ' Postpartum
Av Concern Proportion of Unusual
(1 to 5) Qutcomes
Topic Mother Father Pleasant Unpleasant Total
‘Baby:
Sex 1.5 1.5 .56 .00 .56
Name 2.3 1.9 .21 .26 .47
Features 1.3 1.3 .63 .11 .74
,Eaby's health‘ 3.3 2.7 .63 .16 .79

Labor and Dellvggy‘

Natural birth 3.9 3.2 11 .11 .22
Birthing room 2.9 2.5 .33 - .33
_Attendants 3.8 2.8 .63 ‘ .00 .63
. Drive. 2.3 2.3 == . .00 .00
. Father's role 4.8 4.7 .95 - .95
Mother's health 2.3 2.5 .22 <17 .39
' Discamfert ‘ 2.9 3.0 .06 .28 .33
'PQS partum Pérlaﬁ:
Breastfeedlng 3.2 2.9 «53 - .53
Bonding . 4.3 3.9 .58 ; = - .58
Raémlng-;n, 4.1 © 3.3 .79 - .79
Photographing = 3.5 3.3 .74 - .74
Sibling visit = 5.0 3.6 lgDQ ) L —— 1.00
e 2.3 2.5 .58 .05 .63

Tape recording




Table 3
Average Likelihood of Mentioning Topic
" High Concern Low Concern
Unusual Drdinazy Unusual Ordinary

Outcome Outcome Outcome Outcome

-446 -302 -.287 =206







