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ZolgtAl & qlztale]ld] s Sein AU A
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ment)o] et FE e o] 25T FALdE 24,
Az ust e gle] olFY FHo4 nw
AEE AR 9L 4% A€ E95E £
A FAGE ot 2YJAE AEE s &
€ A A4S} syt Pok (Bigner, 1985)

2R ZotAlE Ald, AAY F4& A4 =
(mother)s} A4, PEY F4L Ad 27 oo
Atold]l molrl A= Feg& T4 Fddele 4544
o] Astz Y45,

3 27 o7t 19 2Ad AgAden JRn
AN A E AU A FAATE A8 U
Aoln 27 oAl glof 2d Al 43 243
Fa7E T 5314 24 o). (Bowlby, 1965)

Eol 45449 A(quality)E F7] o5 Y3}
os 49 dEsl gG-do] vk we dTdA 9%
] ¥r—zh F5ag FER oFF A4 (Cog-
nitive), 38 (Affective) 5% Ao FlE 2%
o AL xastz ). (Pettit and Bates 1984,
Schneider-Rosen, 1984, Sroufe, 1985)

ob5e] AR F4d¢ Az e AFe FTH
g7l otFY AlAld Aeld wdd 2FH d¢E
e Ald-& F43tx gk (Thomas & Chess, 1977)
ol2l¥t &7 A FAA FHa4LFY Tl oFF
+ FxEe AR F oouly F& 2 gEqeish. 29
2R ob3itwd] FRdA Ed mele] 43 ahge] ¢
# FAHE ZotAls #28] el S Aok

8t A XpHr.dP o Sk

(Barnard, 1980)

ol5& Addor 43 wddtn Y& AAA=}
a B o}Fe] AFolw 4As wgE A&GHE 4
Ak & 4 glet

Z57 AE ERe A, T4 Azl ¥ 4,
ol AFE 1% A&} YE e ASYeT A=EF
EfE Aozt ¥4 317 wEd 239 RelgAE
YAgT Y=F 2ot }F9 4344 E =4+ AL
ol59 AZE A%, /x, FAAANE ZE F2Y
A& 8 A Aojvt

otz ALl Hof dF9 o8 [HAE] A=
3244 22 2 A& AFsed 2T ot W
gorzd wWlE Y T 4438 ofERlFo] ot 4
€+ &, dotrs W= AT Bl AleA &t
7AA A=A, ButAd A AEF f2 § E4AH
of Wg wEFEF ez Fot] FAFo] Aok
(Klaus & Kennell, 1982, Rubin, 1977)

% 335 g4 P BAHELE BolE ozt 3
A @A N = chofgt A alg A4 g7 el e8¢
oA 7tA] FAke] A E9 g Ee] A4H 2 e
AL 24¢ AEHAQ Aoz A Bul ozt A
AR e ad oldEln glete FAolxt. (Bigner, 1985)
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of 4544 Fa¢ {EIEE 3l Lamazem 59

E&4d A5 e & Last gk
2. ¢iTe| =25

Ro} 4524 AL 2 whebg 25 4
e & 47 SHees As Lamazem£-E oo}
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1. ogoto] gt gotre 2= Lamazen$ Az}
E4 Foll Xpelst gest?

2. &4 39 oold] Wi Jotre] Bixi Lamaze
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3. mol 43242 Lamazen$& whg F3 Lam-
azed &g WA 4 T Abelel Jolst 71 ?
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F4 ol Folzt & Aol
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4. 80{9] Fo|

oolxe] #lx : Cohler's Maternal Attitude Scale-&
o] &35t AR AF2A gotrle &3l FAEE
gotell it A, HE 2T Jotd] W WS
Tt

etz 4Asarg ulzty : MIPISE o] &3le] &3
A AF24, et EFHE ata%s FH3 oo}
9 PEa-g A4dsta, A&tz 45 et 9
otz F® & wirt.

ot Az g ghg : MIPISE o] 3o &A% A
24 Jotd] A4E +F, ¥ 4 A4d ZHE
urgie.
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FHE o) 57 HeA, ¢ Y= e AL A
AR Slo, Zol ATAEL oo wWilE A9t gl
£ AXLE o B3 ALFAA o] &8¢ A 4dlgm, A
ALY FH& ¢ ZEFTA o]BoR HEs) o]y
=44+

Piaget(1983)& 2& H#7Ad4 LAd=E YEGA
A YA A ddo &3¢ 53l (assimila-
tion) & (accommodation), 3=} #(Organization)= 4
Anged, F Aol v JRE $29 QXTERE
THAA AESE T2 LA F& AL Y
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¢ AAAAR =35 ¥ aElze Aeg
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=pagol 7w ol o]k o}F¢ FEA} YFE £
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A T4 ol Aot
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. QiAA st A4FA JEse] SAld dsiAe
ATAFS 28 ¥gxE 9Xu <A 3 s
A at4E AleldE A Q) BA 7t Q-&-& Serafica
(1982)71 A& giv}. =3 Harter(1982)= Piagete] ol



ko] Eoll it dToA AR 4Pa4 A
A 43 A oA affective) 447l BrhE
FA ;A& AR

XA wree] Ad-Ekol 4 Pickens(1982)& 4l
2yl 249 dg Qs M AA s =olA
d (self-concept)drol]l 24 4 ¥-% E3H(assimilating) 3+
o 24 o]4a ziol(ideal self)= A& Bgaa,
HE T4 o]y A4le] 43 F& AYs] =
A9 A4AFE 2A Aotz 9ok Rubin(1977)L
24} 14l (maternal identity)s} =}]¢}¢] <314 (bin-
ding in)& ot A4z} A8 F& ASTH LN g3
TALTE T HRIFE Ydeul RdHAe 2T
2w gott4lel &l AT AAHA Aolzgtzm
sttt Kikuchi(1980)& #4419 ole] st &
Hie gotne] ol #l3l(verbalizing) & A ERF Fr1A
F8 15 & 38 W A detrst 2
E9 dobell W& WA A4 L APt
(assimilation} #b-§-qlv] FLdAI9} wmegs =g
4 Re 28 golg W42 Addeie =
A (accommodation) 4} 24 ool Wi Fu], 9
%, A8, 337 zg"o s ficl. Josten(1982)2 ¢
ALR7F g4l AEA AESerte T meolgAlg
el 9T T4 Al molxAled AL mAF 4
Az AT A Jrot 34 v 4
Bl & XA get

FE—zhde] 44-¢ 4184 A= 13 E4E 4
= A Brim(1957)& 223 AAde d¢L 48E
Hetd FAEH, AAGANAE dsdzd 229 5
d AV 289t Hd F59-:).

Bigner(1985)¢]] <] &}w ®olalAl & gt4re] 717}
AZASTE F2, AHn 3sinz, 4 AdE g
T4 Al FAd A oy 4% QA T
ZEF 9y AA Urke AAHm gk B4 HAA D
An FA7EE £987] S8 2 asxEel e A
AE ol e 4% AUy $EE= 748 B9l

ZotaAlAlel 44 Ecid RAx 4 Al o =
Fo] Fo=z, wbgo] AEEE, E4 molstele] T
FAHE FA%7] 4T Fdde =] glov Ax
2o} Az atge] ATl A 2Ad ZgEld
x| wotele telAtel fFrdsboldl 43 a5t AF
£ gobe Aolvh ol EAd gAstY  moliA
+ AgAA =tz &4 gl

ZolAAY Y FYE o) FHE P& F golx
odlAl Fa FAe] Hul golre] 3 2AHE A
A Yt kF4L F FAo] Hrl, TelaAlW

g 4544 AAE o)l E FAAA, EdAq Y
A&FE 84 Fe, mopsleld g F3 mege =23
FozA Y5 olF A4 on FAd Egead A
. 2olAl9 flEe Fldste 279 JFL H$-
chokste] Age o FEAs Yl 2 A Y5
< 4, AAdE L AL WA 24 E, AHEHA 2
4 283 A 245 s wdalEo], wdeid 4
Zatgel] 9§ T+ Aol

B2 THAA Fotre ool g EE o ots)
o] ¥ RobiAdl 9EE FE Aow vehy grh
(Bigner, 1985; Bowlby, 1983; Egeland & Faiber, 19
84; Klaus & Kennell, 1982; Thomas & Chess, 1977)

ZetAA v FY3 YL gotmdl g8 =
=7 wEe Fotne lEyste zoldEagd up
G 54 24%5 Y= E Heh (Bigner, 1985)

B =S} gl & shRe A d e aF4(fact), 4
 (belief) 83 732 (value)7} glct.

8 W=z A4 A AdER TH4E UAA
acd AdER 449 A4 A3 B gdes
3t 45 248¢ A ASAq Az A9
Hevl dxel glo] @ Fue 9Ad Bglo)
A% AFdx Aozt geds] Qs 2TE 9
&F 4ol RANA 4 a4l Aal glE E opek
EE e 84805 9T TF dvte ook (F
W 4], 1983)

motabgargo] £34  Aoldl =% Choi(1984)4
AT A wFa FFe ofelre HEE ulFe oo}
27t o F3H Aoz el F3HQ) 3k 9
2 AT Aol & B F vl golume eike] J3F
< E939% 8424 Richardson(1982)& <olm s}
o7l stgnl Fzolel BA 4 JAFS ApAA
€ 1 T4 8424 AAgen, Josten(1982)
Jotast 2 B89 Fodd v 4dde] T Y%
22 YA 4e4E dvke AL A

RolalA gt 4 Golel] AT FolrY HEL AA
o JFL FE A4 949 4= Lamazen$
o S Wt ¢ Aol WA £} 4rAsd=
dEgg Aozt A .

E3| AAlqukA] 8l (psychoprophylatic method)e]
232 Ee] ¢+ Lamazew%-& a2 2§ 4 (classical
conditioning) A dell A3l HE Loy Aug
Aoz AF4Fozn of7slE T2 (T Adx
HA A2 k3o s Aot A2E 4
Fol g AFHo by dasoiAn £AY 453
ZEokA¢ Wil =824 94} Ferdinand Lamaze



< 2 WS 4459 4Ans EudydE A5E 7
Habwle] AAAFTE AFAES 3= UL
Ads WAz, ko] APE e Fd A2 FdE
F/HNAS 2eEd e i*“ Rk B e
7 A43+E Wy o2 Lamazem$e 2 37}
A A F A AL 4z ’3}“] Az AlE
Eutel] w4 Fe) A gm, 487 58] sz
o], Algele] Apgari<4rt dAs ¥ Aoz vt
v et E6 B30 ¥ w8 deddlez Euld
A3 AA S AeE ddos 3] 2R3 zela A
A3 s g A P B FEHes e
&A1 A4 glvhe o] Aol 9lt}. (Bigner, 1985)
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1L ch A

2 10449 ofobst oJolm, AHT 94 ofofs
Jotrz K| B4l g}

HzF: HEAMMI AFete AAEnE 290324
4] ¥ 71t Age] glon], 289 Al et
434 %Mﬂr 4t HE g 5ol gz T4

22 Fdste Ad F48E &4 F 234959 ot

2 gof 104-¢ 4oz A% ez gk

AT Jotmel oeotel] ot AR EL N 2TF)
Zeh 43 2% AT 4FFe 19843 99 13
d5e] 19854 64 5L 4told) AW Em HY Az
e AR E e 55 g4l T~8AYEHE 249
F24 Lamazew$o] FJ¢ o8 3 g3E &
157 el glet. 281} Lamazem-$-& 237} 34 3o
st ok 37 W Bl TEESE YR AslA ko] 2%
Feldl E7M59H 493 24F A24H 244 25
A gdwl 292 AT & 99¢ Aoz Fgd.

2. gF=F
Coher’s Maternal Attitude Scale: o] XF% oo}
w9 Job = A SN L A7 Aol 4%

=gl 49 Likert type 3-8 23374 Fo]4 oo} o
Soll g 234 FF& AA, WPk LA (negative)

F5e At w2 ddch. A4 Be4E o}
okfoll Fud TAA AEd Y A=} L
A& vehiE o] HEE 9gobs] aT-9} AL ESH
off Hdt HEE ZTEel. =79 WA A4 A=
At F 2o Choi(1984)8] T4 782 w35 o]
A v £ ATAAE (882 el

WAz ALSE A2

Mother-Infant Play Interaction Scale(MIPIS) : MIPIS
= getzd w4, dors whg a8z mel 4z
£+ 44T ZAF) Yol 24, ot 2z ®o}
A5TL 3)! T3 Ady 1549 dFer 2 FEF
5 w39 s Fel we} 54 wlAHo® TAY =T
th $4LE 1~3d9] 443 Choi(1984)9] 229 4
Ix 33l AE .00 gey AL AAE AET R
o} F-¢l| A &= Cronbach’s alpha . 98] git}.

=R MIPISE o] 8-3te 3, £33 fdtd 47
A AErte Fu =78 A4 ot - gk
Eu] 24 A Fslebe] interater reliablity . 954 ¢}

3. ATHR

HEF : GTFIE WL ofolraA] Coher's AF
Aol THES AEAE Fz 30EFd AP okdel] 4
Fotg vz HEot A F4EF A7 ES Hok 4
f7 BdFole Addor ZAEE 10~1587k9
Z0]A 7t Fotell MIPISE 4}-g3le] odelyel of of4f
olel wAEE F-Fubs-& AF S4sq.

AYTF: 12,335 248 A 2F W 43 F-
24744 53¢} AH & 104]7+¢] Lamazem$-o] o4l
TENYE 2§ HHA AAH g}, m5 4
49l A dAT 2A4d A A4 EA 3523
£, A &4l Gote v g Ao FHE
Fek. 2AFAE 2T a4 Aale TdE
Rah, getmzt ot /A7 AA oo}t
Yebdie A3 4 58l A A F4ukeE detnr) 3
A F, Fgs=E g

Q7] 7k : 19841 94 139 —10% 11, 104 12¢—
119 99, 19854 59 19—64 544 1,2,3%9) w4
& AAsgen 198549 7Y 54 7x] ARLA S F
ot 224 £93 A7 Cohler's A-Fxjo] -3~
23l A7k 108, MIPIS 2A4] 10~2087102 &
20~30L 7}o| ¢ o}

V. d5&at

1 ATCHMALL) QT8I i E

Chi squaresl two-tailed t-testZ o] &3le Wl =TIz
AFE F 257 ATHA Wale Aol & AAbetyd
Bl debry 4%, ASAE, ARSI, Eui
7k gotd A, AT, 4, Apgary ol BAlA e
2 F9% Aolrt g Aoz Jelygeh. (& 1 32)

el AH T Q2T 4te]e] FadAYo] =gl



Table [. Comparison of Demographic variables of

Mother-Infant Dyads in Two Groups

Experimental Control ;
Mean S.D Mean S.D
Age(years) 27.27 2.20 26. 30 1.94 1.07
Gestation period(days) 281.0 9,59 281.0 11.15 0.00
Duration of Labor(minutes) 552. 60 151.93 576.3 335.02 —0.20
Infant Weight(kg) 3.32 4.54 3.35 4.54 —0.17
Infant Height(cm) 50. 58 19.42 51,85 30.19 -1.12
Apgar lmin. 8.40 0.52 7.80 0.92 1. 80
Apgar 5min. 9.70 0.48 9.10 0.99 1.72
Experimental Control df chi square
Education High school 1 0.038
College
Infant sex Male 5 5 1 0. 058
Female 4 5

2. 714 19| ﬁ%

AP T Fotoll Al FotrY HEE t-FAHo=
EA% A ® 204 24 FE wbs} o] AFAS}
FEAH) 10525, Z43Fe) 1113884 2-§Fd A4
HE 43¢ ugoy SAHCRE F% Aol 1
o] Fx| erstrl. (t value 2,20, p=0.06)

Table [I. T-test of Attitude Scale Scores of Before

Education and After Delivery in the
Experimental Group

Mean S.D t

Refore education 105.25 11.81

After delivery 111.38 11.62

2,20

3. 7HMd 20| HE
FAES Jolo] W Folre HEE t-FHo=

4T A5k E 34 245 vheh o] HFTASL
Lamazem-&-& wh-& o] 110,56, m-8-& utz| e

o] 102.902. 24 Lamazem$& W& Fo] e HL
AgE BedFgeoyd SAHo2E F F 4eldl #9
g zpo] 7} glglek. (t value 1.57, N.S)

Table . T-test of Attitdue Scale Scores between
the Two Groups

Mean S.D ¢

?
Experimental 110.56 11.15 1.57
Control 102.90 10.01
4. 71d 32| HS

o obell W]t Jofmel AFag mFFL t-AAe
2 A% A3 E 404 L FE utel o] HFA
7} Lamazew &% wk-& Fo] 38,56, {2 ukx] ¥-o
Fo] 28,3028 F Fatoldle WAT Aojst Q& A

Table V. T-test of MIPIS Scores in the Two Groups

Experimental Control
£
Mean S.D Mean S.D ?
Maternal Sensitivity 38.56 20,24 28. 30 15.53 2.77 p<0.02
Infant Response 12.22 2.44 8.6 2.01 3.47 p<0.02
Dyadic Synchrony 10.11 6.57 4.4 1.90 1. 47 N.S




o= Jepgrh (t value 2,77, p<0.02)

5. 7id 40| AT

Jobe} 43744 Hee t-AHSE TAY Ak =
464 B FE upsl o] HEA7 Lamazem$&
uhe 3o ool 12.22, &L WA ¥ F4 go}
7} 8.62.24 FF Atold] FAT Ael7} gl Ao
vebyget. (¢ value 3.47, p<0.01)

6. 7id 59| HE

RolgzAs A4 -ARe $AT A3 E
44 2o ZE o} o] HFAs Lamazem$&
e Fol 4 1011 m&e i o FolA 4424
2EE B Fol B AFL G o} F FaoldlE
AR % Ao)E BAFA  Fuvh (t value
1.47, N.S)

V. E —o—l

dolol o olak-Se] wigl golne WlEE dde
2 geolne AHA YT IFdalo] gz, 2T A=
£ AQY Ao A4 AEY Asetn deA g
v}, (Bigner 1985, Thomas & Chess, 1977) =3t o o}
ol ek st FaA A Aldel =hel A
e Aoz vehy gl (Choi, 1985)

E ATolA Folx vlEe 44 Lamazex-$
3 24F gote sHd Wi 4 E FUAPRdE
et 24AH 2455 vz ed & g 2
A3 gsta, W2T vafle o asd g v
aA AAE Adle] Tl Aedly 244 Yl 4
0}1—4 AP TN g8 e Ao]E nedFA XY

AL 742 54 34, 74, AdE 7
3171 el Aoz el AR = Fql ot}
vl o] AFe TFAU Jorry E4k F 2~3¢9AY
HEE W5 Jol 7 984 Choi(1984) 7} gl
d, 2 234 u]Fel qdotre HFFAs 12214,
TFel Jolvl 98.760.2 Jelydor X QFAsle}
vlas] Bel, uFql JetruciE W o A
Tl AFshe I detrrtte o ¥ AT
2ol Ze ¥FQY JobrolAn, wFel AFeHE TF
Q goter} okt o obekSo v FAHAA A&
2z gvbn &4 ok

T ol nlFAdL W& wbghyl T4 &lA
3 B A4E 2 F9el, AL dotry d=E
o G5 d-SFe FAE PP e A Aoz

ARG A A5 Al 2%

pefAlch. Ag4estd R4 Az §Fteld
DA E Ed, P53 Az P ST HEE
23 gox, A4%d e 25 dgdd A=
QxPeka g (T4, 1983) Bem(1972)& S
HEE 948 S g5 AT A7 g
Fz Jetz ek

2 Q7oA dotud] mEo Lamazem$3 AL
Gole} AZsge] uit o] #AT vt B
Aoz Jelygw Aste Bem(1972)8 FA3 dAH
ez A% 4 3, = AR gie AR
8 QATFz wYgE A 4FE A Y
o] Z24q FEHeurE ARE o 2dte A
o] ohdst Gzdet. ol8 T A3E Choi(1984)e] &
ol golus] BlEF4I} 9 F Jotrruct Y4 o
G = ETHT AF 2549 oJotrd AL
WA &4 vetygy @she} #l%stel.  Pridham(19
81L& YF 2] gotd] W $re FUF2 G
Ses B89 o4TE 43 Aol Fadw o ¢
& 245 dsAE AR FHoldel 4TH
=, 7]-9_—2%_1 ol B¢ Rz 2TE et
T = o] Wadx g 2= £
T4 %3}9} v 2§ &e Lamazem-59] E3tE 9ol
7t dote] Al F JFE e FFAEEF =2oE
Z g4 ok =T G0ty 4sag drdo] 4 La-
mazeZ5¢ e AFTAA o ¥ AFE vEhd
AL Fdd 432e Az uvaAel, Auvkitd o
olo} ofotm, F Fozle] os] mo} AE o] o]F
o] Almz ofotre] uzde oold & Fa, L
Al g& B bzt gty Azas el o
& Fof Rot 434G FA FL AsE4=E o
7] ®Eo|c}. Donovan 5(1978)& =44l9] g ebg “7+
dEon S Jelest “4YE L fe Jotry
o o wgdele A4 G, Anderson(1981)2
245 27 ors] $¥st Ha 54¢ Brazelion
Agot YEAAE Sl AW 49E st Fo2A
2 g Fa47m, Jote] kgt 2ot 4%
1e 34 A5Ade Adgedd, =¥ 2oh 433
28 AL Fol7l S AREA Fobe] Fell A
ogolrnel 94¢ AL et gdobe A% Riesch
s} Munns(1984)71 A gch. ey el 9ot
PEE Bx gz Agd JFE Erhe AL
Roberts(1983) 7} 2uglct. 2222 gotxne =2k
3 qJobe] 43S WS 45 4TE T A &
Ay dgd) 2ot BF Azage e A3
Fejalqle] LRt A & ATASNA 2o F



ERES ,

xot 4524 dx4¢ Lamazen$-¢ 4 ¥ @
54 0 e Taold U HolE ve] A @
skeh. Rubin(1977)-& 2o} 43 atge] 4L 1o
£ A7le A2 AASL d' AE FAF 459 o
2oxctm §Px, Erilkson(1980)= 4], 3~v4Fd
AFatge] Exaql YFokidon ety el
Anderson(1981)-2 2 olslA ol A9 H-2L 4% nuE L
2 B8 % AL A E dehe, dete 19
dnjuR st F PFE A dE Yol sl
oF 3lx, dolrl gelr}l Bl AFE E3 9T E
AHEF gdojok 2T A Lo TgEdF delx e
azlmz el 43 a4 U4, Boltrl 45
H7 9% A7 E ez Frls 2] «H@fd] B AT
AA A5 YAAE FAH87] YT ARFR AAde
AAsA ggw Aoz (A a8y e W
2 FAlA AEEE o] T2 AFE 2o T4
W AL gotre W= Wslel =R R A ko] A
o] wel 389 Tate 4l hsAe] UL B
4TE A48 F2 g

ol AxAgqd wlit & dTAxE MIPISE A
& Wwl Walker(1982)¢8] As}e} vlms] wghgs], o
bR A7, ot 4L e Y o 4u
4 9A4AA n8E B2 JohREe] 25 Walker
(1982)9] »xwct 2 FA7 A et &g
w2 g FAd 25 A e ek

AEA oz kT qiTFEA WA *ﬂ;"\l*‘é—% EA3
4d Lamazem & 1A]d Fzeo HyYL HYaw 3
E gotrd HEwEs nelAAs} 45 BFFusS
23R4 EFEE FY4A4EQ AT AE 95 "E} &
ZZAde s 2 Z3E e @A 2 v A
2ote] g Eutgol EFAE vehdHT ¥4 Yk

e AZs AAAQ 40 FU SHdl4 my
%) 2w, Lamazem5¢] E4d =eo} Aoag 3z
Bl obdzl AAAd AR SHE AY T
2 x5 947t § AelAwt el 43 E£3}

A Ay Aldell RES ZSaye] FAe] Yo
I B,
V. 22 & Hd
1. 83 &

198413 94 13913} 19854 64 5 <}o]e] Lamaze
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—Abstract—

A gtudy on the Effects of the
Lamaze Prophylaxis

Han Kyung Jax
Park Young Sookx

This study considered the problem of whether the
method of Lamaze education changes maternal attit-
udes toward childrearing, material-infant interaction
and is feasible for Korean culture in nineteen mother-
infant dyads. Among those mothers, nine were
assigned experimental group who received Lamaze

education at the period of 7th and 8th month of

gestation, and ten were assigned control group who '

received obstetric routine care.
Maternal attitudes were assessed with selected
items from Cohler’s Maternal Atttiude Scale. Maternal
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Play Interaction Scale was used during play session
to evaluate maternal sensitivity, infant response and
mother-infant dyadic synchrony.

There were no significant differences not only
between the two groups, but also between the period
of pre-Lamaze education and post-delivery on the
Cohler's maternal attitude scale.

Experimental mothers and babies scored significa-
ntly higher on maternal sensitivity and infant resp-
onse. But no differences in mother-infant .dyadic
synchrony were found.

This findings mean that the effect of the lamaza
education on the maternal attitudinal change related
to be needed the change of cognitive structure is
delayed while the effect of that on the maternal
infant behavioral response showed immediatly.

Modification of Lamaze method is necessary for
practical use in our socio-cultural system.



