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WHERE WE ARE 

 

HELP ME REMEMBER to record this meeting, please. 

I did not have to report anyone as not attending. 

I need to read and grade your Assignment 1 work soon. I will post grades in GAVIEW. 

Assignment 2 is due February 23. 

We have a guest speaker (Ms. Lindsay LePage of University of Georgia) on Wednesday, March 

23, 

 

NEW NOTES: 

 

We are in Chapter 2 of our textbook now. 

 

You may take issue with the idea of irreparable harm in childhood and noted that some very 

successful adults have endured very difficult childhoods and have seemed to recovered from 

events or neglect in early childhood.  

 

I believe the author is working in Chapter 2 from the literature on early childhood development, 

based on scientific observations by experts in early childhood education and psychology. 

 

It is apparent that life in the womb and the first several years of life following birth is time in 

which a fetus and a infant child develop MENTALLY and physically very quickly in a ordered 

sequential way. This is not to say (in my opinion) that a delayed missed step in development 

cannot be recovered. But experiences and exposures (and neglect) during these years is very 

important. Once "off the pathway of development" the pathway is difficult to recover. A tree that 

is bent while a small twig is likely to retain the resulting shape throughout its life. Very 

important neural connections (in the brain) either form or don't in very early life.  

 

Biological mothers are especially important in helping a newborn child gain perceptions and 

discover self. Other people can substitute to some degree, but the mothers can be uniquely 

qualified to become "attuned" to and with a newborn child. Ideally, breast feeding is part of this 

attunement. Many people believe that humans have specialized mirror neurons and enable a 

special kind of communication between people, and between mothers and their small children.    

 

There is a concept called Theory of Mind. Most human children at some point in early life 

discover that they have a "self" apart from the body and mind of their mother. The discover that 

others have their own bodies of knowledge and they own perspectives. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0bi0WCLJveM 

 



The absence of evidence of Theory of Mind at a certain young age MAY indicate that a child 

may have Autism.  

 

My point is that there appears to be a scheduled natural progression of human mental 

development in very early life. It is not that every child is programmed in exactly the same way. 

But that missed or delayed steps may have lasting consequences.  

 

I believe that in most cases (when the mother is not addicted or otherwise impaired) the 

biological mother is the ideal caregiver for her own baby.  

 

There was a time when men were paid more than women for their employments and that an 

ordinary man could earn enough income to support a family and that wives were not needed to 

earn income outside the home.  

 

That is no longer the case. It is harder now for a man to earn enough income to support a family; 

and harder for women to find a partner who can support them and allow them to remain at home 

with one or more children.  

 

When someone provides professional childcare services, that person often expects to be paid and 

that person's employment counts as part of the economy.  

 

Why is it when the person likely to be best qualified to care for a particular child stays home and 

performs that role, she is said to not be employed?  

 

(I think the same logic applies to elder-care.) 

 

While the author of our textbook appears to focus on the consequences of young children being 

raised by impaired mothers in dangerous and stressful places, I am suggesting that some of our 

well-meaning liberal social programs tend to make it difficult or impossible for men to support 

the mothers of their children, and unlikely that the mother can be home to bond with the child in 

the variety of ways children want and need. 

 

I am suggesting that while a baby's physical development is very important, his or her NEURAL 

development is even more important. I believe a wide variety of factors affect neural and 

emotional development. NEURAL/BRAIN development is more difficult to identify than poor 

physical development. 

 

"The traditional and still dominant government approach to child maltreatment is reactive to 

harms that have already occurred to this child, rather than proactive in trying to prevent harm 

ever from occurring in high-risk families and environments".  

 

Dwyer, James G.. Liberal Child Welfare Policy and its Destruction of Black Lives (pp. 66-67). 

Taylor and Francis. Kindle Edition. 

 



Dwyer believe that government waits to get involved only after a child is significantly harmed. 

This is not to say that the child cannot be helped, but that it would be far easier (and less costly 

and more effective) to help the child if the government's intervention had been prior to the harm. 

 

But may would maintain that preemptive intervention would involve the government 

overstepping its legitimate role. Must a child be seriously harmed before the government can get 

involved? Should government step in when there is a good reason to believe that a child will be 

harmed or even killed by a parent or a new boyfriend of the mother? 

 

 
 

Figure 1 -- First draft of cycle 

 

So, is there a quick fix? No.  

 

Were are the possible "leverage points?" 

 

Is it possible to address all the available leverage points at the same time? 

 

Are the American people willing to politically support efforts to break the cycle? Do the 

American people have the capacity to at least imagine a future better and different from our past? 

                                                                                          

 

 


