
Herman et al. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity 2012, 9:132
http://www.ijbnpa.org/content/9/1/132
RESEARCH Open Access
A qualitative study of the aspirations and
challenges of low-income mothers in feeding
their preschool-aged children
Allison N Herman, Khushi Malhotra, Gretchen Wright, Jennifer O Fisher and Robert C Whitaker*
Abstract

Background: The prevalence of obesity among preschool-aged children has increased, especially among those in
low-income households. Two promising behavioral targets for preventing obesity include limiting children’s portion
sizes and their intake of foods high in solid fats and/or added sugars, but these approaches have not been studied
in low-income preschoolers in the home setting. The purpose of this study was to understand the contextual
factors that might influence how low-income mothers felt about addressing these behavioral targets and mothers’
aspirations in feeding their children.

Methods: We recruited 32 English-speaking women in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania who were eligible for the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program and who were the biologic mothers of children 36 to 66 months of
age. Each mother participated in 1 of 7 focus groups and completed a brief socio-demographic questionnaire.
Focus group questions centered on eating occasions, foods and drinks consumed in the home, and portion sizes.
Each focus group lasted 90 minutes and was digitally recorded and transcribed verbatim. Three authors
independently identified key themes and supporting quotations. Themes were condensed and modified through
discussion among all authors.

Results: Thirty-one mothers identified themselves as black, 15 had a high school education or less, and 22 lived
with another adult. Six themes emerged, with three about aspirations mothers held in feeding their children and
three about challenges to achieving these aspirations. Mothers’ aspirations were to: 1) prevent hyperactivity and
tooth decay by limiting children’s sugar intake, 2) use feeding to teach their children life lessons about limit setting
and structure, and 3) be responsive to children during mealtimes to guide decisions about portions. Especially
around setting limits with sweets and snacks, mothers faced the challenges of: 1) being nagged by children’s food
requests, 2) being undermined by other adults in the family, and 3) having bad memories from childhood that
made it hard to deny children’s food requests.

Conclusions: Although the primary aspirations of low-income mothers in feeding their preschool-aged children
were not focused on children’s weight, these aspirations were compatible with obesity prevention strategies to
limit children’s portion sizes and their intake of solid fats and/or added sugars.
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Background
The prevalence of obesity among preschool-aged children
is increasing [1,2], and this trend has stimulated efforts to
prevent obesity early in life [3,4]. The few randomized
trials of obesity prevention interventions in early child-
hood have shown limited success [5,6]. To prevent excess
energy intake, two promising behavioral targets are to
limit children’s portion sizes [7] and their intake of solid
fats and/or added sugars, especially from foods that are
relatively high in energy and low in nutrients [8,9].
Although there have been laboratory-based behavioral

studies showing a reduction in young children’s energy
intake by altering both the portion size and energy dens-
ity of foods [10-12], there has been little translation of
these strategies to community-based interventions [13].
Mothers of preschool-aged children are a logical target
group for this translation effort because approximately
70% of the energy intake of preschool-aged children
occurs in the home [14], and mothers are the adult care-
givers with the primary responsibility for feeding chil-
dren at this age. A further focus on low-income
households is warranted because children in these
households are at greater risk of obesity [15].
To develop interventions that help low-income mothers

serve appropriate portion sizes to their preschool-aged
children and reduce their children’s intake of solid fats
and/or added sugars, more qualitative research is required
to understand the household context in which the inter-
vention would occur [16]. Previous qualitative research in
this population has identified some important contextual
factors related to child feeding. For many low-income
mothers, obesity is of lower concern than their child’s so-
cial, emotional, or cognitive development, and mothers do
not necessarily view feeding their child as related to these
developmental domains [17]. Traditional approaches to
delivering information about healthy feeding practices
have failed to engage low-income mothers, who may feel
they are receiving a lecture on how to parent [18]. These
approaches can leave mothers feeling judged about their
parenting and implicitly blamed for their child’s body
weight [17,19-21].
Feeding preschool-aged children is an integral part of

parenting and the mother-child relationship, and feeding
often evokes conflicting emotions in mothers. For ex-
ample, if children do not eat enough, mothers may feel
unable to nurture their children, and if children eat too
much, mothers may feel unable to protect their children
against obesity [21]. Therefore, interventions that ask
mothers to change how much (portion size) and what
(foods high in solid fats and/or added sugars) children eat
necessarily involve the emotionally sensitive subject of
parenting and the mother-child relationship. Accordingly,
appeals to emotion are required to change these practices.
Evidence-based recommendations to mothers that sound
logical are unlikely to alter feeding practices if the mes-
sages do not engender positive feelings in mothers about
their relationships with children [22]. In addition, mes-
sages about feeding may seem insensitive and evoke nega-
tive emotional reactions if the messages are not responsive
to the practical constraints and competing demands of
mothers’ daily lives [19].
To develop an obesity prevention intervention that

would result in sustained changes in how much and
what mothers feed their preschool-aged children, we
sought to identify parenting aspirations that were posi-
tive and emotionally compelling and that could be linked
to feeding practices. To accomplish this, we undertook a
qualitative study using focus groups. Rather than ap-
proach the broad topic of parenting, which could iden-
tify aspirations unrelated to feeding, we asked mothers
open-ended questions about their feeding practices. We
explored mothers’ rationale for these practices and their
emotional responses to alternative practices mentioned
by other focus group participants or the group leader.
This approach was intended to provide an understand-
ing of: 1) what mothers did (when, what, and how
much) in feeding their children, 2) why mothers did
what they did, and 3) mothers’ emotions about feeding.
This report focuses on mothers’ aspirations that influ-
enced feeding practices and the challenges faced by
mothers in achieving those aspirations.

Method
Setting and investigators
We conducted focus groups with mothers of preschool-
aged children living in low-income households in
Philadelphia, PA. The mothers were recruited from
clinics of the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program
for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC). WIC is a
federal program, administered by the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA), that provides supplemental food,
nutrition counseling, and referrals to low-income
women and to infants and children up to 60 months of
age, who are found to be at nutritional risk [23].
WIC clinics were used to locate mothers with
preschool-aged children in families receiving benefits
from the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP), formerly the Food Stamp Program, another
USDA-administered program that provides food
assistance to families with incomes at or below 130% of
the federal poverty line [24].
The five authors formed an inter-disciplinary research

team: two senior investigators (RW and JF) combining
backgrounds in public health, pediatrics, nutrition, and
human development; the research coordinator (GW),
whose background was in sociology and child develop-
ment; and two graduate students (AH, KM) in the fields
of public health and social work. The focus groups were
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led by one of us (GW), who had 10 years of experience
in qualitative data collection involving low-income fam-
ilies. The study design and data analysis were led by a
senior investigator (RW) who had over 15 years of ex-
perience conducting qualitative research with low-
income mothers.

Participant recruitment
To recruit participants, a member of the research team
approached women in the waiting rooms of WIC clinics.
The research team recruited participants during hours
with a high volume of visits and all women in the wait-
ing rooms were approached. The women were provided
information about participating in a study on how
mothers make decisions when feeding their preschool-
aged children. Flyers were also posted in the WIC clinics
and contained study information and a contact phone
number. Of the 88 women who expressed interest in
participating (12 by phone), 70 met the eligibility criteria
for the study. Each participant was required to: be the
biologic mother of a 36- to 66-month-old child without
a chronic medical condition affecting growth or eating
(e.g., food allergies or intolerances, developmental disor-
ders, or birth defects); receive or be income-eligible to
receive SNAP benefits; be 18 years of age or older; have
primary responsibility for feeding the preschool-aged
child; and, be English speaking. All 70 eligible mothers
were invited to a focus group, and 38 were able to attend
one of eight scheduled groups, the first of which was a
pilot group involving 6 participants. We chose to con-
duct focus groups instead of one-on-one interviews be-
cause focus groups allowed mothers to respond to the
perceptions of other mothers, rather than only to the
questions posed by the facilitator, and data could also be
collected more efficiently. The data from the pilot group
were not included in our analysis. The participants pro-
vided informed consent and were compensated with $40
for their participation. The Institutional Review Board of
Temple University approved this study.

Data collection
Seven focus groups with a total of 32 mothers were held
at Temple University between October and December
2011. To minimize social desirability bias from the parti-
cipants, the focus groups were held at Temple University
rather than at the WIC clinics from which participants
received nutrition counseling and food assistance. In
addition, the facilitator opened each group by emphasiz-
ing, “You are the expert on your child, not us”. The
groups ranged in size from 2 to 8 participants, with an
average of 4 or 5 participants per group. The interview
guide (Table 1) focused on three domains: 1) eating
occasions, with an emphasis on distinctions between
meals and snacks; 2) foods and beverages in the home,
with an emphasis on those high in solid fats and/or
added sugars [8,25]; and 3) portion sizes, with an em-
phasis on how mothers determined children’s portion
sizes. The focus groups were conducted in a large con-
ference room that allowed all the authors to observe un-
obtrusively while sitting apart from the table at which
the participants and facilitator had their dialogue. The
facilitator’s extensive experience in qualitative data col-
lection and the small number of participants for each
group allowed each participant ample opportunity to
participate in the group discussion. Each group was
digitally recorded and lasted 60 to 90 minutes.
After the focus group, each participant completed a

brief survey that was administered by an interviewer in a
private room. The survey consisted of demographic
questions on maternal age, relationship status, race/
ethnicity, education, household composition, and self-
reported height and weight. It also contained the 6 ques-
tions from the short form of the US Household Food
Security Survey Module [26]. No data were collected
on the children’s weight.

Data analysis
The focus group recordings were transcribed verbatim
and the electronic transcript documents were imported
into Atlas.ti (Scientific Software Development, GmbH,
Berlin, Germany), version 6, a software program that
assists in organizing and analyzing qualitative data. The
data analysis was inductive and followed the constant
comparative method [27]. Our goal was to identify com-
mon themes about the social, emotional, cultural, and
economic context of households that appeared to influ-
ence the decisions made by mothers regarding children’s
portion sizes and their intake of solid fats and/or added
sugars. The identification of themes was informed by
our knowledge of contextual influences identified in
other qualitative studies (e.g., [17,20,28-31]) and by pro-
posed frameworks about how the household context
affects the relationship between parenting and feeding
(e.g., [32-34]). We did not, however, employ a deductive
approach to identify evidence to support a set of apriori
themes or an existing theoretical framework about child
feeding. After seven focus groups were held we achieved
saturation in our targeted content areas. Comments
made in some groups about family meals and how they
influenced mothers’ relationships to their children war-
ranted the development of a new discussion guide. We
held four focus groups on this topic and those results
will be published elsewhere.
Immediately after each focus group, all authors met to

discuss their impressions of the issues raised by mothers
in the focus group. However, we did not develop a list of
themes meant to guide later coding of the transcripts.
After all seven focus groups were completed, three of us



Table 1 Sample questions from the focus group guide

Domain Sample questions

Eating occasions When I say the word “snack,” what do you think of? What does that word mean to you?
How is that different than a meal?

When I say the word “sweets,” what do you think of? What does that word mean to you?
How about the word “dessert?”

When you are with your child, how much control do you feel like you have over what and
how much your child eats? When you are not with your child, how much control do you feel like you have?

When do you give your child a snack? Who decides when your child has a snack? If you decide,
how do you decide?

Foods and beverages
in the home

Name some drinks that your child really likes and drinks often. What kind of milk does your child
usually drink? Whole milk, 2%, 1%, skim?

Name for me your child’s favorite things to have for a snack.

Is there a favorite snack [sweet/ dessert/ drink] that you think your child should eat less often?
What happens if you try to limit or cut down?

What would happen if you try to change the type of milk your child drinks? Let’s say from 2% to skim?

Portion sizes Who decides how much food is put on your child’s plate? Does your child have any say about this?
Let’s take something like a pasta dish or spaghetti, as an example. How do you decide how much to
give your child? Who serves the portion? You or your child? Do you think preschool-aged children
should be allowed to serve themselves?

What do you do if your child refuses to have certain foods even put on his or her plate, like a vegetable you
have prepared? What do you do if a child wants more food than you put on his or her plate?

Who decides how much of a drink your child has? If you decide, how do you decide? Let’s use juice as an
example. If you are pouring juice from a larger container, who does the pouring? How do you decide how
much juice your child gets to drink?

Who decides how much your child eats for a snack [or how much of a sweet/dessert your child gets]?
If you decide, how do you decide? If a snack comes in a package that is usually meant for one person,
like a piece of candy or a bag of chips, how do you decide how much to give your child?
What if your child wants more? Can your children get snack food without asking you?
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(GW, KM, AH) independently read each transcript two
times, identified a set of themes, and designated tran-
script text that supported each theme. The three tran-
script coders then met to achieve consensus about
themes and condense them into a smaller group of
themes. In this process, the group agreed on theme
names, merged related themes into single themes, and
dropped themes for which there was insufficient evi-
dence across focus groups. The two of us who did not
code transcripts (RW and JF) verified that the themes
were supported by selected focus group quotations. We
report here on a subset of related themes which describe
mothers’ aspirations that influence their feeding prac-
tices and the challenges related to those aspirations.
From the survey data, we computed descriptive statis-

tics using SPSS (IBM, Armonk, New York), version 19.
Maternal self-reported weight (pre-pregnant weight if
pregnant) and height were used to calculate body mass
index (BMI; weight in kilograms divided by the height,
in meters, squared). The food security scale was scored
according to the USDA guidelines, and mothers with a
score of 2 or greater (out of 6) were considered to be in
food insecure households [26]. Because we could not
link voices on the focus group transcript to individual
participants, we did not link participant comments in
the focus group to characteristics obtained from the
questionnaire.

Results
The mothers in this study were predominately black and
almost half had no education beyond high school
(Table 2). While over 80% (26) were unmarried, 69;%
(22) were living in a household with another adult and
41% (13) with one or more of the child’s grandparents.
Approximately one-fifth were food insecure and over
half were obese (body mass index ≥30 kg/m2).
We identified three themes about maternal aspira-

tions that influenced feeding practices (Table 3) and
three themes about challenges in achieving these
aspirations (Table 4). The six themes are described
below. We later discuss how they might inform the
development of obesity prevention interventions for
low-income preschool-aged children.

Aspirations that influence feeding practices (Table 3)
Preventing hyperactivity and tooth decay
Mothers expressed a strong desire to limit children’s
sugar intake because of their concern about sugar
causing hyperactivity and tooth decay. One mother sta-
ted, “I can’t take the madness anymore with these kids



Table 2 Characteristics of mothers in the focus groups
(N = 32)

Characteristic Mean (Range)/N (%)

Age, years 27.5 (20–41)

Race

Black 29 (91)

Other, non-White 3 (9)

Latina/Hispanic ethnicity

Yes 1 (3)

No 31 (97)

Education

Less than high school 4 (12)

High school graduate or GED 11 (35)

Some college or technical school 15 (47)

College graduate 2 (6)

Currently married 6 (19)

Ever married1 7 (23)

Married to father of preschool-aged child 3 (9)

Living with father of preschool-aged child 11 (34)

Number of people in household 5.3 (3–11)

Number of adults in household 2.6 (1–8)

Number of children in household 2.7 (1–5)

Child’s grandmother lives in household 9 (28)

Child’s grandfather lives in household 5 (16)

Mother’s adult partner or husband
lives in household

17 (53)

Other adult friend or relative lives
in household

8 (25)

Food insecure 7 (22)

Body-mass-index1

18.5–24.9 kg/m2 9 (29)

25.0–29.9 kg/m2 5 (16)

30.0–34.9 kg/m2 8 (26)

>35.0 kg/m2 9 (29)

Age of preschool-aged child, months 50.9 (36.9–65.9)

Sex of preschool-aged child

Female 15 (47)

Male 17 (53)

GED = General Education Diploma.
1 Missing data for one participant.
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and sugar”. Another mother recounted the following
story:

“One time [my son] went to my aunt’s house and came
back and would not calm down. And I said, ‘What did
they give him?’ I had to call her. I said, ‘He is entirely
too hyped. What is going on with him? Why is he
jittery? He can’t sit down? What is going on?’ She said,
‘Oh, yeah, we had some fruit snacks, and we had the
regular fruit snacks, not the natural kind.’ I’m like,
‘Oh, Lord. So that’s what it is. All that sugar’”.

Mothers also described their children or relatives’ young
children having cavities. In describing what foods were ap-
propriate for her children’s aunt to bring into her home,
one mother said, “She knows I don’t want my kids eating
candy, because I don’t want their teeth all messed up”. An-
other mother described eliminating candy after her older
son had his decayed teeth extracted.

“My six-year-old, they used to spoil him. His dad used
to give him all types of candy, juices and stuff, and he
had to get his teeth pulled out at the age of three, his
front teeth at the age of three. And my other two little
ones, I was like no, cannot have that done, so that’s
why I don’t give them candy. But that’s why the candy
thing came out because my son had to get his teeth
taken out at three because they started rotting from all
the candy and juice and stuff”.

Teaching life lessons to children
By setting limits and saying “no” to foods that their
children wanted, mothers hoped they could teach their
children an important life lesson about not always
being able to have what you want or have it when you
want it. In speaking about saying “no” when her child
wanted more food, a mother said, “Sometimes they get
mad and fall out but, that’s something you have to deal
with. We don’t always get what we want. That’s life.
No.” Mothers acknowledged the emotions they experi-
enced in saying “no,” but explained their rationale for
doing so. One said:

“Sometimes it hurts you as a parent more than the
child when you say no. I don’t know why though. I
don’t like my son looking all upset or crying, but I also
explain to him and say no sometimes because if you
don’t have it and the child expects it, if everything is
always yes, then it’s going to be a problem when you
don’t have it”.

Another mother spoke of how she changed her ap-
proach to her children’s requests for food to teach her
children about working for things and earning them.

“So my [first] thing was I wanted them to always have
because I wasn’t able to have. But it kind of backfired,
so now I’m trying to teach them that you have to earn
what you’re getting. Whether it’s something small, you
have to earn it by being good. I do say no a lot and I
feel bad, but you can’t always just tell them yes, yes,
yes, yes, yes, because they’re going to think they can



Table 3 Supporting quotations for themes related to aspirations that influence feeding practices

Theme Supporting quotations

Preventing hyperactivity
and tooth decay

So the first time she drank Pepsi, I literally thought my husband was drinking my sodas at night,
and I was getting mad. But one time I caught her. She was like nine months and unscrewing the top to the
Pepsi and taking it to the head. That’s what made me stop drinking Pepsi because I was wondering why she
was always hyper late at night.

He had two cavities. They told me they wanted to take his two front teeth out. So, I said no because,
I actually have a niece who is four-years-old and they went to the doctor at the same time, and they told us
that we have to take their two front teeth out. I said, “No way!” My niece is four-years-old and she got her two
teeth out, her two front teeth. I don’t like that. My son still has his teeth. Because they said, “Ok, ma’am,
I understand you don’t want his teeth out, so, we’re going to go another route.” So they capped them. So,
I was not having that. Couldn’t have his teeth out.

I’m not a big sugar kicker. I feel like the sugar keeps them going! If it’s 100% juice I feel like they’re getting
the fruit out of it but, as far the sugar content, I don’t want to deal with that all day! So they get the flavor,
but I still dilute it and she’s four.

Teaching life lessons
to children

I buy a case of water and the packets of the juice. I count- you get a juice with your dinner and then you get
another juice- that’s the only juice you’re going to get, two juices out of the day. The rest you have to drink water.

So she got the cookie or the cake or the cupcake, but I feel like it gives me something, if I feel like she didn’t eat
that fruit that I sent in the snack pack for lunch or she didn’t drink enough milk or something, it’s like a trade-off.
You don’t get the cookie.

Being responsive
to children

They won’t eat peas, for some reason. They say it looks nasty to them so they don’t eat peas. So I won’t cook peas
for them, so I know they only like corn, broccoli, string beans and maybe greens.

Sometimes I’ll give my kids two [juice boxes] in a row. If I see that they guzzled the juice down really fast, I can see
they’re really thirsty, so I’ll say, “Go ahead, you can have another one”.

Knowing your child is to understand, where they stand, and how they function and when you can kind of judge.
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always get what they want when they have to earn it. I
know they’re three and four but you have to teach
them this small, you know, so they’ll know when they
get older”.

Another mother spoke of her long-term goal in saying
“no” to her children’s request for food.

“It’s not hard for me to say no because sometimes, you
know, what’s good to you is not good for you. So I’m
looking out for their wellbeing by saying no. So you
might not like me right now or we might not get along
for a little while, but you’ll love me later”.

In addition to imparting important life lessons by say-
ing “no,” mothers also expressed the desire to provide
some structure for children around eating by having
rules about what and when they should eat. While it was
not always clear how often mothers were able to uphold
these rules, many mothers spoke of the importance of
their children having some structure around eating. For
example, mothers described rules about the kinds of
foods children were expected to consume.

“So I’ll give her that [peanut butter and jelly or
chicken nuggets], but she has to eat a vegetable. When
I’m home, you have to eat vegetables in my house. It’s
always at a meal. Even if it’s not vegetables, at
breakfast time, she has a fruit cup. It has to be
something, it has to balance out”.
In addition to having some rules about what foods
children should eat, mothers also described some rules
they enforce regarding when children can eat.

“Yeah, they have to ask me first and if I say ‘no,’ that
means no, point blank. I don’t care if you’re mad at me,
I don’t care if you cry. You can’t have it. At a certain
time, like after 7:00, they can’t have any snacks”.

Being responsive to children
Mothers perceived that being responsive to their chil-
dren’s mealtime eating patterns was a positive part of
their relationship with their children. In speaking about
mealtime portion sizes, mothers indicated that they
knew how much food to serve their children at meals
based on observing their children’s eating patterns. One
mother said, “It seems like you know how much to put
on their plate because you know how much they’re
going to eat. As a mother, you already know how much
to give them”. Mothers repeatedly indicated that chil-
dren were unique with regard to their food preferences
—how much of each type of food they would usually eat
on any given day. Mothers appeared to honor and value
this expression of their child’s individuality and wanted
to be responsive to it. They often trusted their children’s
ability to listen to their own bodily cues. One mother
said, “My son knows when to stop [eating pizza]. He
stops on his own”. Other mothers allowed their children
to participate in determining portions sizes. One
described her approach as follows, “I call them in the
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kitchen, and I ask them, ‘Do you think this is enough or
is this too much?’ They may say yes or no, however.
Then I give them their plate and they set it down.”
While mothers were responsive to children around de-
termining mealtime portions, mothers were also clear in
their belief that adults should set limits with children
around sweets and snacks. Yet, they experienced this as
a major challenge.

Challenges in achieving aspirations (Table 4)
Being nagged by children for sweets and snacks
Mothers struggled to say “no” to their children’s fre-
quent requests for sweets or snack foods. Many mothers
felt exasperated by their children’s nagging and fru-
strated with themselves for “giving in” to the nagging.
One mother described her situation as follows:

“It’s just annoying, they’ll just keep asking, especially
my daughter. She keeps asking, keeps asking, keeps
asking, ‘Can I have a snack? Can I have a snack? Can
I have a snack?’ You just be like, ‘Just go ahead, just go
ahead, just go ahead.’ Then I wonder, didn’t I just say
no?”

On the other hand, one mother tried to explain to the
others in the group her own resolve about being firm
with her children. She said, “I don’t think you always
should have to prove a point to your kids. When you say
Table 4 Supporting quotations for themes related to challeng

Theme Supporting quotations

Being nagged by children for
sweets and snacks

So I shouldn’t have told him, “Wha
because if I get him something he
the chips for him that he wanted.
“You have to show him who’s the

It’s pretty much about snacks caus
He says, “Mom-mom or pop-pop, c
but I’m right on top of him and try

I give in sometimes. I give in to he
and she’s like, “Ma, please?” And th

Being undermined by other
adults in the family

When my kids are either at my mo
they get whatever they want and
and ice cream for breakfast.

My mom sneaks in and gives her j
“Why is he so hyped? I didn’t give
of her eye. She filled the cup up an

I just try to change the sugar conte
except when she’s around grandm
coffee in the morning or before be
sugar and cream.

Having bad memories from childhood
makes it hard to say “no”

But being a mother of five is the b
of the way I was raised. My childho
being fed with a silver spoon. I wa
My children are very demanding a

I just want my children to have the
I mean I can’t speak for everyone i
try to give them the highlights and
no, it should be no. . .. If you mean no, the answer is no.
You don’t have to bite your words just to say no”.
Mothers also described their children as being clever

in the ways they managed to convince other adults to
give them sweets and other junk food. For example, one
mother of two preschool-aged boys noted the struggle
with her children getting sweets from her own mother
and her preschoolers’ father while she was not home.

“I can fix something, put it on the stove, but when I
come back, it’s still there. My kids are running around
like they had a ton of sugar, because my mom and
their father give the kids everything. The kids have this
whine and they pout and my mom and their father
can’t stand it and they are like, ‘Here. Just take it. Go.’
The kids are eating cookies and cake and I’m like,
‘Here’s the food, why didn’t you feed them?’ ‘Well, they
wanted. . . .’ No, it’s not what they want. You have to
give them the food I made”.

Being undermined by other adults in the family
Other adults in the home, instead of providing support to
mothers around rules and structure in feeding young chil-
dren, tended to undermine the mothers’ authority in this
aspect of parenting. Over half of participating mothers
reported living with an adult partner or their husband.
However, mothers’ frustration at being undermined cen-
tered on other adult relatives in the home, especially,
es in achieving aspirations

t do you want?” I always do that, “What do you want?”
doesn’t want, he throws it. Eventually I got up and got
And I gave it to him. Like the [social] worker was like,
boss,” but my whole thing is it’s impossible with a 3 year old.

e my son, he’s a con artist so he, you know, use “Oh, I’ve been in school”.
an you give me some money? I’ve been good.”So he tries to trick them
not to let him eat a lot of snacks.

r because she looks like me. Her eyes are big and she just bats her eyes
en I’m like, “Okay”.

m’s or my sister’s, which is like, I guess, a grandparent syndrome,
my in-laws, the same thing, we went down there, she gave him cake

uice, and she fills it up, and then I’ll be wondering like,
him any juice.” Then my mom will look at me all crazy out of the side
d gave him a big cup, too.

nt if she’s going to drink a large amount of it. I have control over that,
om, they give her soda and coffee. Why are you offering a little girl
d? Like, that’s not decaf. Coffee, this is like caffeinated, dark roast,

est thing that pretty much ever happened to me in my life because
od was kind of rough and, you know, my children think that they’re
nt them to feel special because my children are really special to me.
nd I try to give them what they want, for the most part.

things that I didn’t have. I didn’t have the choice to ask or, you know,
n this room but my childhood wasn’t very good growing up. So I just
things that I didn’t have.
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grandparents. One mother referred to this as the “grand-
parent syndrome,” and this expression resonated deeply
and immediately with others in the focus group in which
it was mentioned. The most challenging issue for mothers
was that other adults offered children junk food through-
out the day. A mother living with her own parents
described her dilemma in the following way:

“If I say no, it’s kind of hard with me because it’s like
my dad and my son have like this really special bond.
So if I say no my dad feels like, ‘Well, that’s my
grandson.’ I can’t argue with my dad. So if I don’t give
my son what he wants, he still has that other source”.

The challenges even involved three generations of
mothers in one home. One mother explained that both
her mother and her grandmother tended to spoil her
son by feeding him sweets. She explained the situation
as follows:

“The worst ever is with my mom’s mom, because my
mom does it but my grandmom feels like she did it
with me so she’s going to do it with my son. And she’s
at that whole stage where she’s like, ‘I’m not going to be
here that much longer so I want them to love me and
be happy with me’”.

Expressing her struggle with her own aunt living in
the home, one mother noted:

“I tried to [cut down on juice] but my aunt, she’s like,
‘Give it to her. I bought it for her.’ And then my
daughter has a lot of cavities so I tried to cut down on
it. But my aunt said, ‘They are going to fall out
anyway, give it to her.’ So it doesn’t work”.

Having bad memories from childhood makes it hard to say
“no”
A final challenge for mothers in achieving their aspira-
tions was their own childhood memories surrounding
adult authority. Mothers candidly described their own
childhoods as “hard” or “rough.” They described often
having few choices and almost always being told “no.”
One mother said, “It’s just really hard when you have a
bad childhood. You are very aware. Everybody told me
no. This is my first child. You feel like, ‘Oh, well I didn’t
have it so I want him to have it.’” Another mother stated
her feelings succinctly in saying, “I wouldn’t want my
mom telling me no, so I don’t want to tell them no
about what they can eat. Well, the candy part, yeah, but
other than that, [I don’t want to tell them] no.” This
feeling was echoed by another mother who described
her desire to give her children a different childhood than
her own and why she felt guilty about saying “no”.
“But sometimes I feel bad after I tell my kids no
because I was used to me being told no, no, no, no
when I was little. So I feel bad when I tell my kids, no,
but it just all depends on what I’m telling them no to.
I learned on my own what to say no to and what not
to say no to because I was just being told no for
everything I wanted. So when it comes to my kids, you
know, I try to do things different with them than was
done with me when I was growing up”.
Discussion
Summary of key findings
When we asked low-income mothers open-ended ques-
tions about feeding their preschool-aged children,
mothers revealed aspirations which could help inform
obesity prevention interventions. The mothers described
a positive agenda for feeding that included having a calm
child in good oral health by limiting children’s sugar
consumption; teaching children life lessons by setting
limits around junk food and providing structure to eat-
ing; and, being responsive to children’s mealtime eating
patterns, which guided decisions about portion sizes.
These aspirations were unrelated to preventing obes-

ity. We neither invited nor avoided the topic of obesity
in our focus groups, but the discussion of obesity and
the connection between feeding and obesity was notably
absent. The lack of a discussion surrounding obesity in
our focus groups is particularly notable, given that we
began each focus group by saying:

“We are interested in helping parents have their
children grow up with a healthy weight. Why some
children become heavy and others do not is still a bit
of a mystery. People who have been trying to
understand this think that a child can become
overweight from eating too much food or the wrong
kinds of food, but it is sometimes hard to know how
much food and what kinds of foods children need to be
healthy. We are interested in what you do and what
you think when it comes to feeding your child”.

Mothers also described a household context that pre-
sented challenges in achieving this positive agenda, par-
ticularly in limiting sugar consumption. These
challenges included being nagged by their children for
sweets and snacks, being undermined by other adults in
the family who gave children sweets and snacks, and
having bad childhood memories that made mothers feel
guilty about saying “no” to their children. Below we dis-
cuss our interpretation of these findings, place the find-
ings in the context of prior research, note the limitations
of our study, and suggest implications for designing
obesity prevention interventions.
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Aspirations that influence feeding practices
Mothers had aspirations that were consistent with
some behavioral goals in childhood obesity prevention—
reducing children’s sugar intake, setting limits and
structure around eating, and responsive feeding during
mealtimes. Mothers wanted to limit their children’s sugar
intake to avoid hyperactivity and tooth decay, which
could be framed as an aspiration to have a calm child
with a beautiful smile. There is some evidence linking
sugar intake with dental carries [35], but there is little
evidence linking it with hyperactivity [36]. Other qualita-
tive studies showed that low-income mothers thought
about a healthy child in ways that they did not directly
relate to nutrition, such as a child with healthy skin and
hair or one who was happy, intelligent, and well-behaved
[21,28,37].
Mothers were also motivated to teach children life les-

sons by setting limits and providing structure around chil-
dren’s eating. White and colleagues, in their focus groups
with mothers of preschool-aged children across eight US
states, noted that mothers valued teaching their children
“lessons they’ll use for life” [31] (p.22). In contrast to our
study, however, these lessons were about mothers and
children cooking and eating together rather than the les-
sons our mothers noted about children learning to deal
with limit setting and structure in eating.
In response to describing how they determined chil-

dren’s mealtime portion sizes, mothers indicated that
they were responsive to their children’s food preferences
and took pride in intimately knowing and responding to
those preferences. Mothers in other qualitative studies
also suggested that they were guided in their portion size
determinations by knowing their child and applying that
knowledge to the particulars of an eating occasion, such
as the food being eaten, the other foods being served, or
the other foods eaten that day [20,37,38]. However, the
evidence from qualitative studies is mixed about whether
low-income mothers trust that their preschool-aged chil-
dren know when they are full [31,37].
The question of whether mothers should trust children

to decide how much to eat remains controversial [39-41].
A resolution of this controversy is suggested by the
mothers in our study who, in general, expressed confi-
dence in their children’s ability to know how much to eat
as long as it was not sweets or other palatable snack food.
Mothers nearly always served children their portions at
mealtimes. However, in determining mealtime portion
sizes, some mothers involved children in deciding how
large portions should be, while others relied on their
knowledge of how much food their children usually ate.
In this regard the mothers were responsive to their chil-
dren in determining portion sizes [42], but we have no
information on whether these were age-appropriate por-
tions. It was not a theme in our study, as in some others,
that mothers prepared special or alternate meals to suit
children’s food preferences [20,29,31].
We suspect that a latent aspiration reflected in

mothers’ answers to questions about their feeding prac-
tices is the desire to build positive relationships with
their children. In other qualitative studies of feeding
practices in low-income mothers, the idea of building a
positive relationship with children through feeding is
often reflected in mothers trying to make children happy
through food, regardless of whether this conflicted with
the rules and limitations mothers wanted to establish
[29,30]. Instead, our findings indicated that mothers
wanted to build positive relationships with their children
around food by being responsive to children while still
establishing limits and structure, which are aspirations
consistent with obesity prevention.
There is an emerging literature on maternal feeding

styles and childhood obesity [43,44] that is based on a typ-
ology of four general parenting styles that arise from two
dimensions of parenting, responsiveness and demanding-
ness [32]. It was not our purpose to characterize feeding
styles using this typology, and feeding was not observed.
However, mothers in our study might be best character-
ized as aspiring to an authoritative feeding style in that
they were generally responsive around mealtime portions
and wanted to set limits (making demands). The fact that
mothers were not always able to set limits due to context-
ual challenges supports the lack of consistency seen be-
tween reported and observed feeding styles [45]. In
general, mothers in our study were invested in feeding.
They did not appear to have a feeding style that was neg-
lectful, uninvolved, or disengaged [46], but such a style
would be less likely in those who volunteered for a study
on perceptions about feeding their children.

Challenges in achieving aspirations
A prior study showed that WIC health professionals felt
mothers often had difficulty setting limits with their chil-
dren in the feeding relationship [19], and this was also
noted by low-income mothers in another study [29]. Our
study reveals why low-income mothers say they aspire to
set limits and the contextual factors that make limit set-
ting hard to do. We and others have previously noted the
influence of other adult family members in the mother-
child feeding relationship, especially the mothers of young
mothers [21,30,37,47,48]. In this study, we found that
when mothers’ agenda to limit sweets and snacks was
undermined by other adult family members in the home,
mothers felt guilty about interfering and saying “no” be-
cause they did not want to harm the relationship between
their child and the other adult. Sweets and snacks were a
source of conflict in a three-way relationship between
child, mother, and another adult family member in the
home. Mothers felt frustrated by the way their preschool-
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aged children cleverly manipulated or nagged them and
other adults to obtain sweets and snacks.
Mothers shared painful childhood memories about

being told “no”. In one study that asked low-income
mothers about their childhood experiences, mothers
described their own parents as being either too strict or
neglectful in their feeding practices [29]. In another
study, low-income, Latina mothers connected the idea of
gratifying children with food and good parenting [30].
Similarly, our mothers implied that in saying “no” they
were failing to show love because this is how they
experienced hearing “no” as a child. Mothers were then
left with internal conflict about if and how to say “no”
without making the child feel unloved. This could ex-
plain why mothers may not effectively set limits around
feeding even though they aspire to do so.

Study limitations
The convenience sample of 32 mothers who participated
in the study was not necessarily representative of the
low-income mothers in Philadelphia, or in other US cit-
ies, who met our inclusion criteria. All but one of the
mothers, for example, identified themselves as black or
African American. Mothers who volunteered to partici-
pate may also have devoted more time and energy to
feeding their children than other low-income mothers.
Although there were not any direct references to food

insecurity in our focus groups, mothers’ painful child-
hood memories of hearing “no” and the difficulty of say-
ing “no” to their children may have stemmed from
mothers’ material deprivation, including food insecurity,
during childhood. Mothers may not have felt comfort-
able disclosing food insecurity during the focus groups,
and we did not specifically ask probing questions about
it during the groups. Other qualitative studies have sug-
gested that present or past food insecurity may affect
how mothers feed their children [30,49]. Aside from
food insecurity, our study may have missed other social
or economic challenges faced by low-income mothers in
feeding their children. For example, because the focus
groups were held in the daytime during the work week,
mothers with full-time jobs or school responsibilities
during those hours were under-represented, and we may
have missed themes related to how time pressures influ-
ence feeding children.
We did not collect weight or height data on children, but

the distribution of BMI among the mothers was compar-
able to that of US black women this age [50]. Our study
was not designed to compare differences among mothers’
perceptions about feeding according to their weight or the
weight of their children. A larger study with an alternative
design would be required to identify such differences. The
validity of our findings is supported by achieving data satur-
ation across seven focus groups, using three independent
coders, and achieving consensus about themes among five
authors with varying disciplinary perspectives. Nonetheless,
the perceptions and behaviors mothers reported do not
allow us to make inferences about their actual behaviors at
home [45].
Implications for obesity prevention interventions
The healthy feeding practices mothers discussed—setting
limits, providing structure, and being responsive—were
motivated by parenting aspirations other than obesity pre-
vention. Obesity prevention interventions that target the
household feeding of low-income preschool-aged children
might benefit from focusing on these aspirations. The
mothers did not discuss these aspirations in the context of
weight or obesity.
Facilitated discussion might be a mechanism to allow

mothers to discuss their aspirations in feeding and to
help each other identify and address the contextual chal-
lenges they face in achieving these aspirations. Research
in the Massachusetts WIC program suggests that
mothers enjoyed sharing and learning from each other
through facilitated group discussion [22]. Video, which
has been used successfully in other parenting interven-
tions [51,52], may serve as a catalyst for facilitated dis-
cussion and help standardize such interventions.
Evoking and affirming mothers’ aspirations and the

positive emotions that accompany them may lead to
more sustained changes in household behaviors be-
cause mothers are likely to be most motivated by those
goals and related values that matter to them [53,54]. If
mothers identify their own agendas in feeding that are
consistent with obesity prevention, though not neces-
sarily motivated by it, mothers may be more able to
overcome challenges in achieving those agendas.
Limit setting around sweets and snacks was a central

challenge noted by mothers in achieving their feeding
aspirations. Nagging children, unsupportive adults,
and painful childhood memories all made it hard for
mothers to say “no.” To address these challenges it
may be helpful to draw on some of the positive aspira-
tions of mothers. Interventions might try to empower
mothers to set their agendas for feeding and to think of
them as household policies and routines. These pol-
icies, when developed to achieve mothers’ own healthy
agendas for raising children rather than someone else’s
agenda, can help prevent children from nagging for
sweets or snacks or being undermined by other adults.
It can also help mothers enforce their policies and deal
with the uncomfortable feelings that may occur when
there is resistance to these policies from children or
other household adults.
Mothers’ aspirations could be the basis for presenting

suggestions about how to change children’s snacking
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patterns. For example, even if mothers do not or cannot
keep sweets or snacks out of the home, mothers can
plan snacks, much in the way they already plan meals,
so that the time, place, and type of snack offered is pro-
actively established by the mother and the snack is not
given as a reaction to the child’s request. A routine for
snacks might attract mothers because it fits within the
context of teaching a life lesson about the need for
structure. Mothers may also have to say “no” less often
because the children expect, accept, and respect the
structure. If mothers reduce nagging because they have
proactively imposed a routine around snack time, then
they might be more able to think of saying “no” as loving
and teaching their children rather than depriving or
neglecting them. In addition, if mothers plan snacks,
they can more easily offer children a controlled choice—
a choice between options that are all acceptable to the
mother. In this way, mothers still maintain their power
and authority but share it with children by offering a
choice. Mothers have the opportunity to feel gratified
because they are attuned and responsive to their chil-
dren rather than feeling frustrated or guilty because they
have given in to a nagging request for junk food. Plan-
ning snacks as part of the daily routine and using con-
trolled choice would extend the aspirations of teaching
structure and being responsive in feeding from meal-
times to snack time, where it appears that children had
more power than mothers wanted them to have.
There are several controlled evaluations of obesity pre-

vention interventions that involve some focus on diet
and target preschool-aged children and their parents
[5,6]. Although some of these studies focus on specific
parent feeding strategies, only one [55] places a heavy
emphasis on topics in general parenting (e.g., general
parenting styles, building bonds with children, and
establishing routines). However, none of these studies at-
tempt to identify and focus on mothers’ larger agendas
and aspirations in parenting and linking them to rele-
vant obesity prevention strategies, like planning snacks.
The mothers in our focus groups appeared more able

to impose structure and practice responsive feeding
during mealtimes than during snack times. Although it
was not a major theme, it was spontaneously suggested
by some mothers that mealtimes were also an oppor-
tunity to bond with children and establish positive
relationships with them. Because there is some evi-
dence that eating family meals may protect against
obesity in preschool-aged children [56], future research
should attempt to further understand mothers’ aspira-
tions about family meals.
It is not surprising that mothers in our study felt a

tension about being responsive while also setting lim-
its, because there is a controversy in the literature
about how best to apply these approaches in feeding
[39-41] and in overall parenting [57]. Much of the con-
troversy appears to stem from how control is defined
and when and how exerting control can be healthy or
unhealthy for children’s development. As noted by
Gronlick and Pomerantz, “Parents cannot allow chil-
dren to go unrestricted, even while fostering their initi-
ation and considering their input” [57] (p 166). Our
research suggests that obesity prevention interventions
that focus on limiting children’s portions and their in-
take of solid fats and/or added sugars must help par-
ents use control in a way that is healthy and that
allows children to become independent and capable
eaters who can control their own food intake to main-
tain a healthy weight. To do this, mothers may need to
realize that they have power over children’s eating and
how to use that power along with kindness and warmth
so that it is seen by both mothers and children as love.
If mothers experienced the power of limit setting and
structure in their own childhood without parental
warmth, then this type of parenting could have felt
mean or even abusive. This might explain why mothers
felt uncomfortable settings limits with their own chil-
dren and confused or angry when their own parents
did not set limits or provide structure in feeding
grandchildren. Interventions with mothers to address
limit setting in their children’s eating might benefit
from exploring how mothers experienced limit setting
as children.
Control does not mean that mothers need to be harsh,

intrusive, or domineering. Instead, control can be the appli-
cation of structure to help children become capable [57].
Structure is characterized by expectations and rules that are
understandable to the child and experienced as part of a
routine. This type of control does not need to ignore chil-
dren’s preferences. Applied to eating, this may mean help-
ing mothers provide a structure about when and where
children eat. Doing so gives children a sense of safety and
predictability which they can experience as maternal love
and wisdom. In the case of certain foods, such as snacks
and sweets, it may also be necessary for mothers to place
structure on what and how much children eat by constrain-
ing the food choices they provide and the amount of food
served.
In conclusion, our qualitative inquiry with low-income

mothers about feeding their preschool-aged children eli-
cited aspirations about feeding that mothers did not neces-
sarily link to their children’s weight, but which might
motivate mothers to make sustained change in feeding
behaviors that could, nonetheless, help prevent obesity in
their children.

Abbreviations
BMI: Body-mass-index; SNAP: Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program;
WIC: Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and
Children; USDA: United States Department of Agriculture.



Herman et al. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity 2012, 9:132 Page 12 of 13
http://www.ijbnpa.org/content/9/1/132
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
AH recruited participants; observed all focus groups; coded data; developed
the final themes; analyzed the questionnaire data; wrote the initial draft of
the manuscript; and coordinated revisions to the manuscript. KM recruited
participants; observed the focus groups; coded data; and developed the final
themes. GW helped develop the interview guide, the questionnaire, and the
recruitment plan; recruited participants; facilitated the focus groups;
managed the focus group data; coded data; and developed the final
themes. JF obtained funding for the study; assisted with the design and
development of the interview guide, recruitment screener, and
questionnaire; and observed the focus groups. RW designed the study and
supervised the subject recruitment, data collection, data analysis and writing
of the manuscript; observed the focus groups; developed the final themes;
and helped obtained funding. All authors have read, approved, and provided
critical revisions to the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by funding from the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, National Institute of Food and Agriculture (2011-68001-30148).
Cayce Hughes, MPH made suggestions about our data analysis plan and
provided feedback on an earlier version of this manuscript. Charlie Slaughter,
MPH, RD made suggestions about the potential application of our findings
to obesity prevention interventions and provided feedback on an earlier
version of this manuscript. Yasmeen Bruton led the participant recruitment,
assisted with developing the questionnaire, and managed the questionnaire
data. We would also like to thank the mothers who so graciously and openly
shared their stories.

Received: 1 June 2012 Accepted: 7 November 2012
Published: 16 November 2012

References
1. Ogden CL, Carroll MD, Kit BK, Flegal KM: Prevalence of obesity and trends

in body mass index among US children and adolescents, 1999–2010.
JAMA 2012, 307:483–490.

2. Ogden CL, Flegal KM, Carroll MD, Johnson CL: Prevalence and trends in
overweight among US children and adolescents, 1999–2000. JAMA 2002,
288:1728–1732.

3. Barlow SE: Expert committee recommendations regarding the
prevention, assessment, and treatment of child and adolescent
overweight and obesity: summary report. Pediatrics 2007,
120(Suppl 4):S164–S192.

4. Committee on Obesity Prevention Policies for Young Children: Institute of
Medicine. In Early Childhood Obesity Prevention Policies. Edited by Birch LL,
Parker L, Burns A. Washington, DC: The National Academies Press; 2011.

5. Hesketh KD, Campbell KJ: Interventions to prevent obesity in 0–5 year
olds: an updated systematic review of the literature. Obesity 2010,
18(Suppl 1):S27–S35.

6. Waters E, de Silva-Sanigorski A, Hall BJ, Brown T, Campbell KJ, Gao Y,
Armstrong R, Prosser L, Summerbell CD: Interventions for preventing
obesity in children. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011, 12:CD001871.

7. Fisher JO, Kral TV: Super-size me: portion size effects on young children’s
eating. Physiol Behav 2008, 94:39–47.

8. Reedy J, Krebs-Smith SM: Dietary sources of energy, solid fats, and added
sugars among children and adolescents in the United States. J Am Diet
Assoc 2010, 110:1477–1484.

9. US Department of Health and Human Services: Healthy People. 2020.
http://www.healthypeople.gov/2020/default.aspx.

10. Rolls BJ, Engell D, Birch LL: Serving portion size influences 5-year-old
but not 3-year-old children’s food intakes. J Am Diet Assoc 2000,
100:232–234.

11. Orlet Fisher J, Rolls BJ, Birch LL: Children’s bite size and intake of an
entrée are greater with large portions than with age-appropriate or self-
selected portions. Am J Clin Nutr 2003, 77:1164–1170.

12. Fisher JO, Liu Y, Birch LL, Rolls BJ: Effects of portion size and energy density
on young children’s intake at a meal. Am J Clin Nutr 2007, 86:174–179.

13. Steenhuis I, Vermeer W: Portion size: review and framework for
interventions. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2009, 6:58.
14. Poti JM, Popkin BM: Trends in energy intake among US children by
eating location and food source, 1977–2006. J Am Diet Assoc 2011,
111:1156–1164.

15. Ogden CL, Lamb MM, Carroll MD, Flegal KM: Obesity and socioeconomic
status in children and adolescents: United States, 2005–2008. NCHS Data
Brief 2010, 51:1–8.

16. National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Diseases:
Proceedings from conference:From clinical trials to community: The science of
translating diabetes and obesity research. Bethesda Maryland: National
Institutes of Health, US Department of Health and Human Services; 2004.

17. Jain A, Sherman SN, Chamberlin LA, Carter Y, Powers SW, Whitaker RC: Why
don’t low-income mothers worry about their preschoolers being
overweight? Pediatrics 2001, 107:1138–1146.

18. Colchamiro R, DiTaranto L, Mueller M: Getting to the heart of the matter:
using emotion-based techniques to enhance VENA: 2007 WIC special project
grant final report. http://www.nal.usda.gov/wicworks/Sharing_Center/MA/
HeartoftheMatter/finalreport.pdf.

19. Chamberlin LA, Sherman SN, Jain A, Powers SW, Whitaker RC: The
challenge of preventing and treating obesity in low-income, preschool
children: perceptions of WIC health care professionals. Arch Pediatr
Adolesc Med 2002, 156:662–668.

20. Sherry B, McDivitt J, Birch LL, Cook FH, Sanders S, Prish JL, Francis LA,
Scanlon KS: Attitudes, practices, and concerns about child feeding and
child weight status among socioeconomically diverse white, Hispanic,
and African-American mothers. J Am Diet Assoc 2004, 104:215–221.

21. Hughes CC, Sherman SN, Whitaker RC: How low-income mothers with
overweight preschool children make sense of obesity. Qual Health Res
2010, 20:465–478.

22. Colchamiro R, Ghiringhelli K, Hause J: Touching hearts, touching minds:
using emotion-based messaging to promote healthful behavior in the
Massachusetts WIC program. J Nutr Educ Behav 2010, 42:S59–S65.

23. US Department of Agriculture, Food and Nutrition Service: About WIC.
http://www.fns.usda.gov/wic/aboutwic/.

24. US Department of Agriculture, Food and Nutrition Service: The basics: what
you need to know. www.fns.usda.gov/snap/outreach/pdfs/toolkit/2011/State/
Basics/basics.pdf.

25. Piernas C, Popkin BM: Trends in snacking among U.S. children. Health
Affair 2010, 29:398–404.

26. Bickel G, Nord M, Price C, Hamilton W, Cook J: Guide to Measuring
Household Food Security, Revised 2000. Alexandria, Virginia: US Department of
Agriculture, Food and Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis, Nutrition, and
Evaluation; 2000. http://www.ers.usda.gov/Briefing/FoodSecurity/.

27. Glaser BG, Strauss AL: The Discovery of Grounded Theory: Strategies for
Qualitative Research. New York: Aldine Publishing Co; 1967.

28. Crawford PB, Gosliner W, Anderson C, Strode P, Becerra-Jones Y, Samuels S,
Carroll AM, Ritchie LD: Counseling latina mothers of preschool children
about weight issues: suggestions for a new framework. J Am Diet Assoc
2004, 104:387–394.

29. Kalinowski A, Krause K, Berdejo C, Harrell K, Rosenblum K, Lumeng JC:
Beliefs about the role of parenting in feeding and childhood obesity
among mothers of lower socioeconomic status. J Nutr Educ Behav, in
press.

30. Kaufman L, Karpati A: Understanding the sociocultural roots of childhood
obesity: food practices among Latino families of Bushwick, Brooklyn. Soc
Sci Med 2007, 64:2177–2188.

31. White AH, Wilson JF, Burns A, Blum-Kemelor D, Singh A, Race PO, Soto V,
Lockett AF: Use of qualitative research to inform development of
nutrition messages for low-income mothers of preschool children. J Nutr
Educ Behav 2011, 43:19–27.

32. Hughes SO, Power TG, Orlet Fisher J, Mueller S, Nicklas TA: Revisiting a
neglected construct: parenting styles in a child-feeding context. Appetite
2005, 44:83–92.

33. Davison KK, Birch LL: Childhood overweight: a contextual model and
recommendations for future research. Obes Rev 2001, 2:159–171.

34. Davison KK, Lawson HA, Coatsworth JD: The family-centered action model
of intervention layout and implementation (FAMILI): the example of
childhood obesity. Health Promot Pract, in press.

35. Burt B, Pai S: Sugar consumption and caries risk: a systematic review.
J Dent Educ 2001, 65:1017–1023.

36. Wolraich ML, Wilson DB, White JW: The effect of sugar on behavior or
cognition in children. JAMA 1995, 274:1617–1621.

http://www.healthypeople.gov/2020/default.aspx
http://www.nal.usda.gov/wicworks/Sharing_Center/MA/HeartoftheMatter/finalreport.pdf
http://www.nal.usda.gov/wicworks/Sharing_Center/MA/HeartoftheMatter/finalreport.pdf
http://www.fns.usda.gov/wic/aboutwic/
http://www.fns.usda.gov/snap/outreach/pdfs/toolkit/2011/State/Basics/basics.pdf
http://www.fns.usda.gov/snap/outreach/pdfs/toolkit/2011/State/Basics/basics.pdf
http://www.ers.usda.gov/Briefing/FoodSecurity/


Herman et al. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity 2012, 9:132 Page 13 of 13
http://www.ijbnpa.org/content/9/1/132
37. Lindsay AC, Sussner KM, Greaney ML, Peterson KE: Latina mothers’ beliefs
and practices related to weight status, feeding, and the development of
child overweight. Public Health Nurs 2011, 28:107–118.

38. Croker H, Sweetman C, Cooke L: Mothers’ views on portion sizes for
children. J Hum Nutr Diet 2009, 22:437–443.

39. Eneli IU, Crum P, Tylka TL: One-size-does-not-fit-all: a case for further
research on the tenets of the trust model. Obesity 2009, 17:1478–1480.

40. Eneli IU, Crum PA, Tylka TL: The trust model: a different feeding paradigm
for managing childhood obesity. Obesity 2008, 16:2197–2204.

41. Kirschenbaum DS, Kelly KP: Five reasons to distrust the trust model.
Obesity 2009, 17:1107–1111.

42. Hurley KM, Cross MB, Hughes SO: A systematic review of responsive feeding
and child obesity in high-income countries. J Nutr 2011, 141:495–501.

43. Baumrind D: Current patterns of parental authority. Dev Psychol 1971, 4:1–103.
44. Maccoby E, Martin J: Socialization in the context of the family: parent–

child interaction. In Handbook of Child Psychology. Edited by Mussen PH.
New York: Wiley; 1983:1–101.

45. Sacco LM, Bentley ME, Carby-Shields K, Borja JB, Goldman BD: Assessment
of infant feeding styles among low-income African-American mothers:
comparing reported and observed behaviors. Appetite 2007, 49:131–140.

46. Pesch MH, Harrell KJ, Kaciroti N, Rosenblum KL, Lumeng JC: Maternal styles
of talking about child feeding across sociodemographic groups. J Am
Diet Assoc 2011, 111:1861–1867.

47. Bentley M, Gavin L, Black MM, Teti L: Infant feeding practices of low-
income, African-American, adolescent mothers: an ecological,
multigenerational perspective. Soc Sci Med 1999, 49:1085–1100.

48. Baughcum AE, Burklow KA, Deeks CM, Powers SW, Whitaker RC: Maternal
feeding practices and childhood obesity: a focus group study of low-income
mothers. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 1998, 152:1010–1014.

49. Lindsay AC, Sussner KM, Greaney ML, Peterson KE: Influence of social context
on eating, physical activity, and sedentary behaviors of Latina mothers and
their preschool-age children. Health Educ Behav 2009, 36:81–96.

50. Flegal KM, Carroll MD, Kit BK, Ogden CL: Prevalence of obesity and trends
in the distribution of body mass index among US adults, 1999–2010.
JAMA 2012, 307:491–497.

51. Circle of Security: http://www.circleofsecurity.net/.
52. Black MM, Teti LO: Promoting mealtime communication between

adolescent mothers and their infants through videotape. Pediatrics 1997,
99:432–437.

53. Alwin DF: Parental values, beliefs, and behavior: a review and promulga
for research into the new century. In Children at the Millennium: Where
Have We Come From, Where Are We Going?Volume 6. Edited by Hofferth SL,
Owens TJ. Oxford United Kingdom: Elsevier Science Ltd; 2001:97–139.

54. Beltran A, Hingle MD, Knesek J, O’Connor T, Baranowski J, Thompson D,
Baranowski T: Identifying and clarifying values and reason statements
that promote effective food parenting practices, using intensive
interviews. J Nutr Educ Behav 2011, 43:531–535.

55. Harvey-Berino J, Rourke J: Obesity prevention in preschool Native-
American children: a pilot study using home visiting. Obesity 2003,
11:606–611.

56. Anderson SE, Whitaker RC: Household routines and obesity in US
preschool-aged children. Pediatrics 2010, 125:420–428.

57. Grolnick WS, Pomerantz EM: Issues and challenges in studying parental
control: toward a new conceptualization. Child Dev Perspect 2009, 3:165–170.

doi:10.1186/1479-5868-9-132
Cite this article as: Herman et al.: A qualitative study of the aspirations
and challenges of low-income mothers in feeding their preschool-aged
children. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity
2012 9:132.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.circleofsecurity.net/

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Method
	Setting and investigators
	Participant recruitment
	Data collection
	Data analysis

	Results
	Aspirations that influence feeding practices (Table&nbsp;3)
	Preventing hyperactivity and tooth decay
	Teaching life lessons to children
	Being responsive to children

	Challenges in achieving aspirations (Table&nbsp;4)
	Being nagged by children for sweets and snacks
	Being undermined by other adults in the family
	Having bad memories from childhood makes it hard to say &ldquo;no&rdquor;


	Discussion
	Summary of key findings
	Aspirations that influence feeding practices
	Challenges in achieving aspirations
	Study limitations
	Implications for obesity prevention interventions

	Competing interests
	Authors&rsquor; contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


