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IMPERIOUS LOVE
(More power and more love. However, children have their own formula about it: less power, more love and freedom. Unfortunately, this is only applicable to grandchildren.)


Well, what is going on in our everyday life? It seems to me, the notion of “imperious love” is only applicable to parents, particularly, to the mother, who considers her child to be a part of her own body. When a part of the body (an arm, a leg, fingers, etc.) stops carrying out the instructions of the brain, there appears a quite natural discomfort in the organism and all other actions have to be commensurated with the consideration of this physical and psychological defect. 

 In this context, “power” and “love” are a whole unity. The so-called love generates on the ground of mother love as far back as a baby’s conception. Nobody has yet managed to separate them without infringing their bearer’s interests. History, including that of medicine, keeps silent about this. 

In my view, the reason of all this is foregoing love that assumes its marrow through the responsibility of preservation, defense and child’s bringing-up, and the power of love, specifically, imperious love becomes a part of the mother’s nature. 

The mother’s duality of the kind causes pain and suffering to her, as to a woman, later. It becomes impossible to control all parts of the ‘body’ (for convenience) in full and with balance for different reasons and in various forms. In such a situation, the mother has to confine herself to one part of the whole, i.e. love. However, this is never enough for the mother. The situation of the kind inevitably leads to the sense of loneliness, loss of something precious and the mother can fall into depression.

Parents’ dependence (in respect of love) on their children, however they are, good or not very good, always limits their chances of maneuver, restricts their personal space and “closes” the circle. In the total, figuratively, in the absence of a better and optimal variant, they are plunged in themselves hoping to analyze everything on their own without asking advice of anything.

I do not know how much effective the variant is. But I suppose that, having lost their leading positions in the family, the parents aspire to save what can defense the imperious love and their personal parental space.

Sometimes, the children consider their parents’ behavior and reaction to be a concealed (or obvious) hint of rupture of relations, etc. Their imagination is copious. As a matter of fact, this is not so. Changed interrelations between parents and children just require some time for adaptation and habit to new realities, for realizing and understanding the change of relations or just estimation of a new situation and forced conciliation with it. This is also necessary for putting in order one’s feelings and getting used to new, unprecedented senses.  


I think the parents should take such a new state very quietly, without any conditions and excesses, or obvious reproaches for seemingly deliberate worsening of the parents’ relations with their children. 

All we know that parents, by their nature, cannot hide behind “the Great Wall of China” or “a barbed wire”, or erect an insurmountable bastion between them and the children. They would like to define their place under new conditions as exact as possible, thinking that new changes have altered “the rules of the game” and interrelations do not meet the needs of their life (including elements of imperious love), their place in the system of widened family space. 

Wrong understanding of the parents’ wishes by the children exacerbates the situation and sets at bay the participants of the family drama. Therefore, under appeared circumstances, it is necessary to find another, more acceptable variant of mutually advantageous relations in family. The new rules should be established collectively, i.e. with common efforts of the parents and children, ant not be defined by one of the parts. In case the rules are agreed on, the both sides are obliged to accept and carry them out.

It is an open secret that the situation of the kind always coincides with the start of a new family that requires more attention and care. However, how the parents will psychologically adapt to such changes, how they can recover themselves and, figuratively, understand what has been lost as well as what has become “new” in parents/children interrelations under new circumstances often sink into oblivion. 


I am talking about the reality of our life. I think this “psychological market” will not lay down its universal rules on its own. A family uproar will appear from this. In such a mess, new, not sane interrelations and conflicting rules are established in haste and develop in an ascending way, even worsening. There are no concessions; an obvious hostility of one side towards the other one dominates. There is even a concealed struggle for “the best place” in a family “round dance”. Everybody suffers without exception, and all this is due to misunderstanding of the essence of a necessary psychological change of policy. This requires, at the minimum, time, patience and prudence in everything. However, few people can do that. Respect to and care of parents is often considered to be a virtue, a praiseworthy feature of a person. Does not this mean that what must be normal becomes exclusive? Otherwise, we would not notice it!

The mother’s imperious love is an innate feeling. This is a perpetual law of life rotation affirmed by Nature, a supreme power. Principally, it is impossible to acquire such kind of love for no special reason. Not for love or money, not by force can a person capture it. In most cases, children take this kind of mother love normally, like a self-evident sense. They believe instinctively that the mother has a right of such love and nearly always forgive her efforts of practicing imperious love, being offended and forgiving and becoming the same people for a while. 

Talking to many parents, one can often hear that children grow up, start their families, and acquire autonomy and sometimes full independence. At that, they often turn parental power into a certain “décor” that has a negative effect on the interrelations with those entered the parents’ “personal zone”. In most cases, the relations are an open struggle for the return of power, or its seizure though, in fact, there is no imperiousness in real life. It is inside the mother, her distinctive feature.

The relation of a son-in-law or a daughter-in-law to a mother-in-law is well known. However, few people know and naturally, not a quarrel participant takes into consideration the fact that the mother’s actions are spontaneous, instinctive and her imperiousness is out of control and self-control. The matter is that, subconsciously, the mother cannot divide her imperious love into two parts and reject one of them. Though it would be much simpler and right, for in this case family relations would be much better, warmer and there would not be a discomfort between parents and children.  


In this sense, children bear some responsibility as well. They ought to minimize the parents’ power, if necessary, by counter care, attention and respect. They ought to act so that mother and father themselves are able to get used to new circumstances, i.e. to a gradual lessening of the field of their imperiousness at the expense of increased love and care on their children’s part, without tension. The birth of a grandchild, a new object of love, could play a significant positive role in the changed situation, too. 


Unfortunately, in this situation the relict of mother imperiousness is present as well, of course, but from the viewpoint of a grandmother’s relation to grandchildren when she believes that she has a right of their bringing-up. However, this form of the ‘‘grand’ mother’s’ imperiousness is often stopped by children, even in a rough way by saying “you spoil them allowing to do what is prohibited!” This variant of the children’s reaction to the grandmother’s attempt to take her grandchildren under her wing is well known. 

Children fail to understand one important thing: this form of a grandmother’s treatment to her grandchildren is a certain subconscious attempt to compensate the loss of imperiousness over her own children. The mother has got a new object of more love, more freedom, but less imperiousness. It is strange that this correspond completely to the position of the children – the parents when they were small. Therefore, it is said that “there are nothing dearer and more precious than a grandchild in the world!” 


That is why I think the core of these often vague feelings is still within the mother’s imperious love towards her children and grandchildren. A mother not experiencing imperiousness preserves love towards her children till the end of her life, overcoming all abortive attempts of her children to split into two the very feeling mixed with imperiousness. For the same reason, the mother’s imperious love is manifested in her relation towards her grandchildren.

I remember one event in my own village. My father, he was 60 then, had flu and was in bed with a fever. My grandfather, he was under 80, was pacing up and down the room nervously and worrying about his son. To the question of the neighbor of the same age “What’s happened?” he replied “My child is ill, he has a fever”. The “child” is his 60-year-old son! The child remains a child for his parents till the end of life. 

One can often hear from old fathers “I have to call children, I have questions to ask them!”, though the children have their own children and grandchildren. 

This is the simplest and natural way the nature of parents’ imperious love is manifested in life and everlasting rotation of human existence.

Parental imperiousness has more chances for vertical development till the time children start their own families. After families have been started, autonomy appears that inevitably widens at the expense of a husband or a wife. In the system of governing such a large family, parents only keep symbolic functions of an adviser, an assistant with a deliberative vote when serious problems are to be solved.

However, this is not the end… The conditionally called “center” is often deprived of its rights, even of a deliberative vote, and it is made go out the autonomy limits. This is the worst variant that is practiced more and more nowadays. These are the reality of life affecting a family. In a result, traditional families abandon centuries-old rites and their places remain empty. It is significant that the new formed, I would say, unnatural vacuum has no new content, no new simplified form of imperious love in its initial understanding. It means that the level of responsibility of all family members is descending naturally and objectively; a new stage of estrangement, a real break off of existing relations is beginning.

Everything takes place under a moral and psychological pressure and, in fact, the break off is very painful, since the “wound” does not heal for a long time, or may bleed continuously. It often becomes a reason of fast growing old, high stress and a feeling of parents’ uselessness to their children and society as a whole. In the total, each parent’s personal space lessens dramatically and gradually disappears. Man becomes vulnerable in all respects. Unfortunately, there are a lot of such old men in geriatric homes. They are deprived of their personal space and in a common “pocket” of interrelations without individuality and personal defense. A bed and a bedside table are at public cost as well. When they talk about life, some of them even doubt that life does exist. Many of them consider the end of life to be a reward, as God’s mercy sent down to get rid of suffering and shame. 

Children, having obtained autonomy and being busy with organizing their personal life, feel relieved and breathe in “air of freedom”. However, such air and freedom are illusory. This is for the first time. Later, the ghost of past years and interrelations in the parents’ home and the thought that they have not done what ought to have been done become an obsession till the end of their life. What is past being returned turns into a weight sitting heavy on their hearts. 

 Moreover, paradoxical as it may sound, the children gained an opportunity of breathing in “freedom air” understand the illusory nature and needlessness of that “freedom” later on. For when they become parents they experience similar imperious love to their children until autonomy of the children who started their own families appears. This may continue from generation to generation unless human race, family and family-related things exist.

Sometimes it seems to me that the most expensive and magnificent monuments and gravestone decorations, with some exception, are a sign of the children’s tardy attention and love towards their parents who passed away. This is not very comforting. Neither living nor dead people need all these, factually otherworldly, “amenities”. Ceremonials of the kind are entourage, the indication of virtual and pharisaical ”sufferings” about those departed to the world above. 

One must do everything possible, necessary and important in one’s lifetime! It is not difficult I think. Understanding, patience, attention and care are all in short what every child must manifest towards his parents, first of all to his mother! Every member of a family must receive what is by right and give what he/she is able to. There is mutual understanding in families of the kind. Our ancestors dreamt of such families and they were and they are! This gives a faint hope of preserving a family as a source of warmth, mutual assistance and good relations in our society. Everybody needs this without exception. 
