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Mother-in-law/Daughter-in-law's Narratives: Theoretical
and Research Aspects of Feminine "Otherness"
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Abstract

The limited anthropological, psychological and family literature available, which refers to the
issue of mother-in-law/daughter-in-law relationships patterns tends to see these relationships
almost apriori as problematic (Bryant, Conger & Meehan, 2001). The problematic character
of these relationships was recorded as being involved with the problem of the boundaries
between the new family unit and the extended family, and putting the blame upon the
mother-in-law (Spielrein, 2001, Duvall, 1954).

This research thesis is an attempt to examine the phenomenon of problematic relationships
between mothers-in-law and daughters-in-law, upon hearing their stories as a narrative of
moral resistance of women in situations of conflict (Linn, 2001b). From this theoretical
space, the relationships between mother-in-law/daughter-in-law are studied as relationships

between two "Others" within society and family.

Extrcation of the "Otherness" voices of the women, was implemented by two research tools:
individual in-depth interviews (Brown & Gilligan, 1993, Linn, 2001b) and “focus group”
interviews (Wilkinson, 1999), required for the study of populations and issues which raise
sensitivity and shame (Crawford & Kimmel, 1999).

Eleven mothers-in-law and twelve daughters-in-law, participated in the study and were
divided into four groups: veteran mothers-in-law , young mothers-in-law, veteran daughters-

in-law and young daughters-in-law.

The research findings were processed according to the dimensions of Linn's narrative of
moral resistance (Linn, 2001b), which focused upon the "Otherness" of women in conflict
situations. Linn identified six dimensions of resistance: geography of the possible, redefining
"Otherness" ways of facing conflict, liberation from the other's discourse, a practice of
preservative love, and ways of living with others. Listening to the mothers-in-law and
daughters-in-law voices from these dimensions, raises the motive of feminine "Otherness" as

a central and multifaced theme, which is connected to the age of the women: This



