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M &

S, BEERAVEIBIC R W TERR Lic X S I, BEIL,
FOEBEIIHOR LD, FHECE S OERI LS
RTV 5. ABFgEClE, Sroufe & Waters OFET S
organizational construct &\ 5#Ex Fx LB, WHid,
BEVEEOABHLERETHOTIERL, TELDED
HTWBE ORI EH TR LT, ZTOHORILX
W & e B B e CEE(LS B 78I organization & LT
EBZTWA. KPR TLEEY 78 O organization
ELTELZS.

¥, aVET VARDWTHIFHICE K DEHEN L
BCW5. AP TI, BE LEEKGC organization O
BoOEHILTaveEF vARELLTTL. D%h,
FELAHORERRT LK, HHVRLOHID E
CHWIETED L 5 f78) % organize L, mobilize 3
B EFaAVETFVAREEZDLITTHS. TDXS
Bl srok, BHELE, FE b A safety, security,
survivival %185 B CAEL LD TH Db, BHEIX
FXRa VTV AD subset & RieTE EMNFREE 7L
5. COXIREELIVET VAOKBBYEET BB
7 & L, Matas, Arend and Sroufe OFFFERBHITFHN 5.
B 51312~187 AR %N R & T HPROF T, HEET
4% SR 5 effectively support (attachment relationship)
v ET v AD 1 OORETHHBRETEEERLL,
FORERE L THEROYEY), HEREREERRL R T
ZEERWELTWS.

Dk, FELavET Yy ADMIC positive g

EHEETBOTHIE, FEOWBCHET 2R
FrioBEEEa v ETF vAORERRTERETED
DBAG OB L, MR, positive IeBIRMEES .

Fhik, KBTI, TE BB LTBRT S
FEOAMER LPTFHE 27 vV AORKELRT
Bith, BEOHMERL 2T VAORE BEOY
BcB5T 2 BFBIGRE 2 v €T Y ADRBLHET S
BTG HEOBESC L THLMEL LY ETH D
DThHD. SENE, FHEOBRNERLOBEICOVTH
&5,

(EET2VWT)

BEOBENERLMET D D T, Ainsworth 5 ®
strange situation DFEEHAVS. Zhid, Ainsworth
L Witing BEZ LA 3D TH 5. 1FREILTD
A b U AORETIRY (strange situation) Kk &, 1%
EA, FOX SRR TIEADLDOTHS. 1Y
B2 strange situation CRTRIGDY, BRI LTE
DX 5 HEEXHR LTV ErRRET 5FEND LS
T3, SEC &> THD
COWE, WHTHEI A, BRLOECHH, £O®
OFER L DEL% 42 D D OFHIE LB THER
XhTWwb. ChbOBEIR, AT EL2HTEER
BECHERT D b O THEIh TV 5.

FEHOTETTRCEG SR, HEOTHIKOWT
7BMEEEN LI hD. FREDOBRCESTHRIE,
A (Avoidant baby), B (Secure baby), C (Ambvalent
baby) @ 3group KHAMIHD. AlL22D sub-
group 7%, Bicit4-2>D subgroup 2%, CIIX22>D
subgroup W& Fhb.

Waters |%, strange situation DD LEH DO

strange situation (I,
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T, R—xtBo127 Ak L 187 ARO SR O—3
EERT5. TOMR, 514F4BHD LD, WHA
THE U group THEIZ R, TD48%H304D b D,
subgroup “TH[F U group i/ Ehic. £ L T4845
B O18ED S DI, HIFES i subgroup R - Ty
7o b DDA B BT 2 B0 OLKEETHE TH » 7
Ev 5. TR S strange situation 1T ki3 B 5
DECEERE AT EH ERL TS, 7 Blehar
b2 ¥ & 3 YR OTENETEO—33, 0.88~0.98& 3
WERELT DI EHRLT V5.

IR BT BREEEMO—HE D\ T ik, Waters
1A :91%, B:94%, C:85% &, R {EEMOE
ZEHRLTWA, ¥ Sroufe & Waters |3, 124 A
W) 2P EEMO—FER A, B, C wo\w192%
subgroup ZoVT84%, 184 BT, A, B,C 23838%,
subgroup (3812 Ch -7 L& LTV 5.

Ainsworth 5|3 strange situation * f\T{T/ebh
7B OPGELHBL, LhbOWRE>ED 5 D)y
LT, strange situation DGR D THEF LT
5.

D FEIPFRCH LIBT3 EEOENERY
HEREREHE L, £TEREOMHREAR L 5 LT 5.

2) BEDHDLVCIETHEMREMIER AL, i
TETH HZRBLOMDOITE & DR EZR X 5 LT 58
ge.

3D BEDHDLCIETRIRYBUAR L AL, His
BRTH DAFIOTE & DRAGRER L 5 & T BB,

4) strange situation TOXHRIEDITE)E BD BT
TOTEE T 205

5) strange situation O 4¥F
SR,

TR, ThbOWTFROPIER I\ TH strange
situation DEFREITRE N TS & LT, strange situa-
tion NEEOEL WET S HELLTELLLDOTH
BT EREHLTN 2.

AR TLT LB EFIH L TR LT 5 EED
BRER®WETHAREL LT, T strange situation
AW,

aveF vARNET HDHD Bell and Pairs 7 &
b, WER - HERRFREY WET S o0 HOME
(Home Observation for Measarement of the Emviron-

mset), RIEOEFTITHLIEET 5 Alnsworth FERE

DRERRR LS &F

IRy

2WT, RELLTOZSMER X UEERE W
BRICIfE Lico T, SEIRLIKRT S

(&)

AP TR, 2¥ OGOV TR 5.

1. HOME Tllbh 2 My « H & & T
EANRE LI BE R LU T 5 2 & & DR
W 2ED L 5 IeBIRAMEE S B,

5, BESTED LR O AHIERMOE I,
FEROT Ed~D23hdo ) fTH) (subscale 5) & K& 7x
Bi#E b2 THHS. Fh, FELOEREIEL LD
A&, WEHERRGE RS S0 TEBEHIL, FLB
DITE R EEHHT 5 X 5 Ry « JEN 7R Lod o
THRREBILNTHDH S (subscale 2). X HIC, FES:
DBIICHEBIL, TEI~OEHEYN - SENP2bYH
U (subscale 1) %5 ¥ <RBITHTHA Y. LLTER,
BENAFLELDE DY XA EL A ®BIENTE
YRR, TELRALOMCREYHY T2 &n
TEDTHHH. EBI, HPEBTFE S OEEEM %
YN Bl T & HEES) (subscale 3, 4, 6) & DHF I,
FELIYITBH TN LTCHERLKBTHTHAS.

DX 5 BIFEAMRE S B e biE, BEFEOEMWER
%74 A,B,C ¢ HOME o a0 [Hiciy, 2¥DX

5 R DMEE S R B,

subscal 1: B > C > A
2:B > C > A
3:B > C > A
4:B > A > C
5:B > C > A
6:B > A > C

ZhbOEHE, Ainsworth HOPEEALE L Hhte
LOTHB. MEoHid, 10~1247 AR oM gD thc
FETO RBEOTEBIEDOHE & strange situation T
DOF &b DRIGE ORI DWT, OE¥D X 5 %Y
Rk LTuwa.

BEDBHINITFES ORI, - & bIEHITE
T, BEEDEL, BRI e b Ay
FEREHOTERRWELTWA. ¥, ARSER
RETELOREI, BRCRAHEIKLTELORE
Iod, FHBHT RBREWNEL, EEH2EHLT
HHTENEL, FEDTHUTHMN 2D A0
A%, BEESOBHE LTI, TETHRET RIS
DEVENTIRWCERRWEIRTWA. CROER
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IR BT BBEOHRE 2 VT V AIRDWT

hiF L b8, A, BROEIhLFESORE
IR FELOWFNS £ v 0D, HELR
BT, FESTER L v~ CEEE, IR
Iz BEEHL, BESEHIhTFESORBID D,
REWAE L, T - 5TH - BHLTH2HEL D
5.

2, HEULLEEYHECH LB LTWA DL
FE5THWEDD 2 VT VADRERIL, BEENE
BHENETHAH. FoTaveFrvAOHEL L TH
\+% Bell and Pairs 7 & PSR, 2D L 5B
FEMEESND.

Bell A% : B- A>C

Novel object D#EHE<Bell DEEHE : A>B>C

Novel object Dz >Bell O#EFK : B>ASC

= D, Rubenstein DFERIEIESWTRE S hic
LOCHD. Wi, BEATFELRFRTHLORS &,
F- 4 o Bell #FE#FT 5 &, b, novel object I
FRTBIL O LA, BB ERRT C E RV
LT\ %. Connell iz Habituation 7 & + D& & L& &
DORIEIC DN, KELEEBEXY R LTS T LI,
B¢ habituation ;R3O LT, ARSEINDT
Y, BERAIERETHHITRE S habituation p3
B EERRNE LTV, ¥k, CEAEIRDLTE
L3, TRCTEMEHHT, &L THROE
DRERTHINEREL LD EXRVE LTS,

3. E@1CTRLI K, FELHEELLEELE
et UOBRT 3 iy, BRBEDISRTFLED
b b, KERBRELOTHHH ZENEL

b5, FOTRBORERE L OMIE, 2E¥OLD
KRBGEIEEIRDBTHH .

REE 1. Sensitivity: B > C > A
2. Acceptance: B > C > A
3. Cooperation: B > C > A
4. Accessibility:B > C > A

Zh B OB, Ainsworth bR ESWTEL
LREDDTHS. Tihbdb, BEAEIhILTELD
BEE, MEHBEIhATFELORBIIE T EL D
communication = signal EWVEILERL>TW5S. A
CHFShIT & bOBIIL, T bICH L TEER
Wil e - TH Y, ALCROBShicT Ed ORI,
F At LTRBOlifEY s LT 2EESES Y, F
Y4 DFT 5 communication % signal X L CTEEBIL
ThHBHZEERVELTS.

W A%

Wi - KEADL2y ARUKLEXORBETHS. 7
3, BEMIBIHC S LD CEMT 5.

Fig 0 AT BB, KETORTOTEH
£ L OERE CORT OTHBIEK X » TAFT 5.

D KE

¥ 2 BRI B A R ESH % 1T\, 2 ¥ ORIEE & JifT
5.

a) Caldwell 5z X 5 HOME Q@4 BT, K&
DYEHY « HEAMESIIC OV CRIET B

b) Rubenstein 1=k % Bell and Pairs 5 X b % H\»
T, F&dOERTER X O novel object X35 R

(Adapted from Ainsworth et al. 1974. p. 34)

FIG. 1.

SKETCH OF THE PHYsICAL ARRANGEMENTS OF THE STRANGE SITUATION.
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B BILEERET S, chidzave s vAORELL
TERT5.

¢) Ainsworth SEERERK X b BHEOBETHH %
T5.

& BRI X b FERET OV THET 5.

2. SEheE

EEREHOHTIE, Fig 1RELTHD. EREHK
RFEDOHEAFRTHEAL LT, K REOE
B, AN, E=XT w0, AW, HrHhx, E—n,
FIAF s BOBM2TE (KEHS), FLLBOK
FHRAZEIR TV, BROTHROF L OKT
& stranger HOMFHRHABEIRTWS. BEAOKT
DR GHEEDETH 5.

FHADHTFIR, <2, 27 15 —%BLT VIR 3=
THRET 5.

EEBHEIL, TABLE 1 REIH B X 5Kk 8 2D
episode 225 XN TV 5. episode H3ETric Lt
> T, FELABBTFHHICE b 78 5 REEEDTITL X
S ICBHEER A LS h T 5.

Episode 1.  SEBAZNFLIC OV CRECETT 58

1
13

IFY

HTHD. RFECKHTLTH S > Axid BT, 7
BT oEBRFHRrB e =R ELTHD. 0B
HE, FREHRTS & & DRBEENLRRE~OHBE)
OB E LTER &R 5.

Episode 2. BFR—f#ERECAETS. F&b
WEADE 2B, BRITTEOHTITE, FHCi
WHEER Ty, C OREROBENL, B ES O
EELTWT, FEBRHUTBELHE > TWhign &
S5 EETEDIRMBER ELBIE, BEILTFLIIE
RENB LY ECERIFHT SERTEX R T
W5, ’

Episode 3. BTICL - CTL<WHNETH 2HEVLH:
A5 stranger & UCAZETS. AZE 141, stranger I%
BERICEE UL»T, IBRAZE 241, stranger 3 F &
BDOLIEDE, LAY, EARELHTREY
LisMWBF ES &%, stranger D AZEIR L T 4
CHFESDRE Y, FEH stranger LFE LT
HEFEDLRT LR L TEDBOERS & &b,
stranger BFEH EBBHIET, FELI0OEESY
BB &ML 5 LT 2ENE S - THEM S

TABLE 1

SuMMARY OF STRANGE SITUATION PROCEDURE

Behaviour highlighted

Episodes Participants Duration .
be episode

1 Mother, baby, 30 sec (Introductory)

experimenter approx.

2 Mother, baby 3 min Exploration of strange
environment with mother
present

3 Stranger, 3 min Response to stranger

mother, baby with mother present

4 Stranger, baby 3 min* Response to separation
with stranger present

5 Mother, baby Variable Response to reunion
with the mother

6 Baby 3 min* Response to separation
when left alone

7 Stranger, baby 3 min* Response to continuing
separation, and to stranger
after being left alone

8 Mother, baby Variable Response to second

reunion with mother

* Episode was curtailed if the baby was highly distressed.

from Ainsworth et al. 1971 p. 20
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IR 1 A BEDOHRE 2 v €T Y ARDWT

TS,

Episode 4. FEix-y 7 2B FOLEE, TX5
HFFEBRGSrRIEVE 3 CBETS. BENRE
LTWBE, F&H1T stranger & & HGBTT. BE
23y 7 RBVCGRET SERE, BEABOR-> TS
B ERTFERREShRBIELDS.

Episode 5. REIIF7ONMLLKRELFET2 » 3[
FEHOLBERATHrOAETS. AZTHE F7
BT, ADDE:ZATHLOMAYBIEE > ThHAZE
5. F7ONTFELDLAHLTRSDOL, BHIE-
THRiZ T EIRABED EEDIC, b L stranger
BFELEL - LT BHERIE, [TFELETRE
ALTHBEARECE L. | LW ARbIFRT W 5.
Zhid, FELHBRCES LR, BEBRRIGHET
X5 L5 EDRETHERTV54DTHS. AER,
F7DEZATEBIEEBDIR, BEMDLTFEEADH
T EHEIL, FELDRER ELL DD ER
T,

LB HA, T OBROEHRDOTEICIIM R Tkt
Mz bR Twisv. FESHBRL 7o L ORERBIH N
i, FETETSHISR, BHCTFEDEETH LA
FINTWS. LaL, dLFELRAHLORERRL
Tuwignie by, BRREAORTIRY, MY
fyE% & 5. stranger (FER & ANEL HIGRET 5.

AODEZALTE, “SA47 EFESRERNT
THhHRBETS. chik, FEBRI-TR, TLE~D
Fnk - BILAERS, RBORECLINENLOLHS
DT, FEEhF B L TRECRELHECT LM
LRLERTRINDSDTHD. BEHIEE LI,
FLHE—ATERECKEI LS.

Episode 7. F7 DN RELFET?2
« 3ETFELOLFRFY, AETDH. AHNDELZAT
YO BIEE D, TE 8 stranger IZ ED X 5K
a0 ERS. b L, FELIREh> THEHE
ik, Kol dhhELTTFELDAHEHDD IS
BEarts.

Episode 8. &B#iY, F7DHA»bARERFETTFLD
DAFHIEN, AEL, ARDLZATHLYBLILES.
Episode 5. & FIHCTF & b DRI AL THBR S S
FH5TERFIRTVS.

Episode 8 KT, KB L stranger 2N —FEICE
BRECAEL, FEIBTNTHE LRBILsET
BREE LY, Frhinbbb. chidt, FELO
TREBEYHET R LEDIR, FEL0ORE~DHEKY
FEH I LT B BT 5.

EEhORHORRL, ERENR~T Y7 T DB
BB fok\wT, L stranger KWHIL®D. F,
EEAE L ORE LB, BErb~Y 7 17 —%

stranger 3,

Episode 6. RHBUIFO-y 7 2HTORELT, BLTEREORRER S L ER TS, B L
TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF STRANGE SITUATION CLASSIEICATIONS
CrassiricaTioN CriTERIA (from Reunion Episodes 5 and 8)*
Contact
Proximity = Main- Proximity  Contact
CLASSIFICATION DESCRIPTOR Seeking taining Avoiding Resisting Crying
A (2 subgroups). “ Avoidant” Low Low High Low Low (preseparation), high
or low (separation), low
(reunion)
B (4 subgronps). *Secure” High High Low Low Low (preseparation), high
(if distressed) or low (separation), low
(reunion)
C (2 subgroups). “ Ambivalent” High High Low High Occasionally (presepara-
(often pre- tion), high (separation),
separation) moderate to high (re-

union)

* Typical of the group as a whole ; subgroups differ in nonreunion episodes and to some extent in reunion
behavior. See Ainsworth et al. (1978) for detailed classification instructions.
from Waters 1978. p. 487.
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FHEAMAEE & b fe &L, W2 T b SRR M o Sk
BHBVEFIHETELENTELEELTHD. L,
EDFHAN B XD X 3 i LARIR S T,

ERE T, VIR #RERET &Ly, F&
L OTEFEELRTR Y. S, BWBFolrEie
EOBTFOBEEYETHS Episode 5. L 81tk 5
FELOFWOWT, 7EREFFEERTe 5. PFRERR
ST, secure baby (B%Eg3),
(A XEF), ambivalent baby (C £32%) & HET 5
(TABLE 2 £},

FEERRLEIDTFELDFTHISEDLDTHB.

1) Proximity Seeking (PS)

Zhit, BREOBGNEMERI>ELT, FE
LOHFHBIICIRWET B LT, BlEMeESs 5
ETHFHOEE < IER IOV CHEET 5.

2) Contact Maintaining (CM)

B L DH AT B R R L X 5 & T2 BIY T X
NBLTIOME « EBEORESWTRBZ DT, B
KO BB > L LEFEL Y TREAZ D &
THHCRONG, W&, ¢Fh, LnkDEEOf
oW TCEEET 5.

3) Proximity and Interaction Avoiding (PA)

RO N ORELANNT B E, BROFHLTFE
% & D interaction b &5 L LThENBWPEITK
MUT, BHerlds, Bivehd, boviEES
FELOHTHDL EFESED, 5 LAAEITKS
ELT, BT B EDBRYEL 5 LT 5THDMH
X [FEM T SR oW TS T 5.

4) Contact Resisting (CR)

Z UL At PS, CM DM DfTEIIC DT H B d D
Th5. BAMCE, BRATF L R L 5&T5
LEDFEPLRD, BV » & LBk THE
XD, D, hA LSRRIy, Eti i, &
B O HFEMEER T2 TH -, o

avoidant baby

R OREERAAIFE LT B ERB LM RIEEThS.

5) Distance Interation (DI)
FELDIHNBIEELADT D, BETH, HiEY 5T
5, bDHELETIREDFTAI X - C, # & OfF inter-
action b & 5 &5, TOREBMOWTIEET 5.
A,B,C ©% group DITEIFHMII>EDLE D THB.
A (Avoidant baby)
BAZLUTREERCH LT, FLELOHMEHY

IFY

%5, TELDHH LRI RBO & & HI3< 7s
E, wbwn DLPS el Eh a7z s A LR
DOENBECTFELTHD. TN - LR D,
RV s ) L% XA THARD bR, BER
FoZ L, BECRTREA LT, @5 & offh
L &5 & T HTEARD bhisb. IHEAGRE L
—ATEREFCIEERTHIFEA LR & ]
DIHINNTe & LT %, stranger 23 AT B &R LT
LW LR, HEOFEDHMETEL DL LD,
EEH O DT D Z D group DIFHTH 5.
AR, BEPLAN LT, IKESNBFEL L
SIS EX BFELTHSB. D group 1%, Ay, A
@ subgroup A bHic o T 5,

B (Secure baby)

BAZ LRI LT, FEH0H»LRIED
W, BT - #Efl - interaction &b & 5 & T HITHINEHE
CEDLID., FRABRICE - & Shicth TORKE
NEBLEITVIDBRTREAIRB &, Pch, L
MEDNWH LT, RBEREOEMARFHRL L > & T517
BrFEECRDOND. L stranger ORFNT, 5E
LS TT stranger BEETHZ ET, FEHD
REAMBIMT B LG EA LRV AR, P&
EEGD A ) AN YBIEFRIZ-E D LTWBH LW 5 IS
EG AFEYHTHD. D group L By, Be, Bs, By D
subgroup M H7c - T 5.

- C (Ambivalent baby)

D group WABTELIE, FAZELTELEHEK
ESENEW S TEERTY, B0 THEBAIIT
DE, ML LS ETATHERED bRV, BEOK
PHFELDHESE, EERL D ETDL—BM
LRI, BEOFCELBLTWAEFRD -TH B,
BRRCH Lo 218 8, Hich bIBROM X 2wl
ETH2DL S efTEERRTENS X5, BRI L
“C ambivalent 7ofTE)A RT DA, T D group DI
Th5. SR, FEHCH L TUERTTW5, &
STWBEWIHIGEEL B EEDIL, WOFTLRE
RET, FHRIKPUSFELEWIHG RS2 T E
HTH5DH. =D group L C;, Co D subgroup HH 70
ST 5,

SRR BEEEC T, 5 LREARTR
TR 2ROV THR LR, HHO—%E

W T Rz, A, B, C O—FEI1194%, subgroup ®
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IR 31T B BEOWKE 2V ETF YV ARDNWT

—HKEI89%TH . ®w R
TABLE 3
STRANGE SITUATION CLASSIFICATIONS (N=39)
Subcategories Number Major Classification Regrouping

Ay 1 7

Aq 6 12
B 5

B. 8 25

Bs 6 14
B. 6

G 2 . 13
Ce 5

TABLE 4 1. AB,C OHIERE

DISTRIBUTION BY SAMPIE OF IMFANTS AMONG

STRANGE-SITUATION SUBGROUPS

Samples

Total
subgroup 1 2 3 4 N %
A 4 3 2 3 12 11
A, 2 2 5 1 10 9
Ap? 0 0 0 1 1 1
B, 1 3 1 5 10 9
B: 3 4 4 0 11 10
Bs 9 14 8 14 45 42
By 0 3 1 0 4 4
C, 2 2 1 1 6 6
C: 2 2 1 2 7 7
Totals 23 33 23 27 106

2This indicates Group A, but unclassified as to sub-

group.
from Ainsworth et al. 1978. p. 236

TABLE 5

STRANGE SITUATION CrassiFicaTioNs (N=50)

Subgroup N %
A 4 8
4 6 12
B, 3 6
Bs 9 18
B, 11 22
By 7 14
G 4 8
G 6 12

from Waters 1978. p. 490

strange situation %1% A,B,C % X U subgroup
DB DL THicds TABLE 3 Th%. 414
2 0O, FEHORBIEEC D RGHR Fbs
HETHhB. TABLE 4 3, Ainsworth, Bell, Main
DR BT HEHBHFERL LI V- vV 2A L RRL,
TABLE 5 11 Waters DfEROLHBHAE R LU~ ¢
VEAAER LTS,

ekt LT avoidant ZeBIRAEE L TWAFE D
ik, ABFgECIr18%, Ainsworth 5 Ci1320%, Watrs ©
1220 % ChH 5. BREK LT RE LREFEETM LT
WA LD, AL TI246%, Ainsworth 5 TI1366%,
Waters Ti260% TH 5. B LT ambivalent 73
FHEEHLTND b0, AR T1218%, Ains
worth B Ci313%, Waters Ti320%ThH 5. \WTho
ks vTd, A B C OWMERNTER T L 5 el
FERLTWS. L Liadh, DE LEBERPRL
T B HDIDWT, *O subgroup OHIEEERS R 78
ARIEBIIER X b T D s e ERER LTS, fRiE,
LD EE L BEELHRCH LT L Tw 5 2 LR
7 Bz, Bs OHBIRAKEERARBDBID. Tihb
B, AP TIL, B2:21%, Bs:15%, #36%TH D,
Ainsworth 5 T3, Be:10%, Ba:42%, i52%TH b,
Waters Ci, B::18%, Bs:22%, 540%Th%. Xk
e cofE & Ainsworth b O & ORlIKK &
BERPBDLND.

TABLE 3 ©F5#® regrouping % Connell @ 4 ¥§
EERSWTEAELL S DDHEEYR LTS, i,
468D BT K% & LT, Ainsworth & OH¥EIEHE
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KEE IFY

HSBTHE UL #, 4 subgroup oWT cluster  WFho group DEBELE L, 2oL LAY T

analysis % 1T\, subgroup By Z/EiEh b b D, L, £<FBERXRWEEhisy.

fis> subgroup DB D X H b group A LEALL L7 TH) 3. BEOHEMERLIGETCR

BT ERR VR LTS, ¥ subgroup By &> a2 v F v AORIE E L CHWi Bell and Pairs &

WTh, THIIE group C EHHEKRZ O LR A MEAR, FLIHHRCH L TR LTW2EE5D

LEefTBamT o 2 RUVWIELTWS, £ & T, VAR LD ERRDZTHAH S LIEEZhich, TABLE

group A L subgroup B: % [F— group & L, group C 7 ®K/RENB LS, group MIIKIIAZEEIR XA

& subgroup Bs % [[{—® group WA LA, BE 7.

R UTHRE LEEERER L T2 3D EZ 5 Tl L2 L, Bell # 2 biek\~Th Pairs 52 b\

LDEOERNL D PHCIED LHEMHLT%. ABIFE Th, group C LU regroup 3 KNI hBH DD

Tl3, Ainsworth L ONHILER X 538 % group A, #Eid, D group WHELL T, »7x b {EVHAEE

B,C %L, Connell O5¥EIC X % % D% regroup 1 BB,

(group A & subroup B: %#&1irp), TEOHMEELBHOZEEE

group Bs, Bs %4 1s), regroup 3 (subgroup B, group TABLE 8 wRIhd X3k, RE1

C #4541 LFERTH. Insensitivity), R 2 (Acceptance-Rejection), RE 3
2. BEOHMERLEFTRE (Cooperation-Intefrerence) 1Z{% group [HIc 1T 574
E3 1T, FKECKT W - MEOBRR, B35 CrAEERRD LR, L L, RE 4 (Acessibi-

DO, BT OBENHEDBEEE S THAH I & lity-Ignoring and Neglecting) i3 .regroup [ &%

regroup 2 (Sub- 4.
(Sensitivity-

MEEZnt. LmnlL TABLE 6 REhB LI, MR B. Student-Newman-Keuls 5 & + DEER T2,
TABLE 6
ATtTtaceMENT CLassiFicaTION aND HOME Scores (N=39)
gc?}-\fE Attachment Classification Regrouping
Subscal A Grmép X c Probability 1 Gro;p X 3 Probability
1 . 11 10. 8 10.7 .59 .56 10.9 10. 8 10.7 .28 .76
2 6.6 6.1 6.6 .32 .73 6.3 6.1 6.4 .08 .93
3 5.6 5.6 5.4 .11 .90 5.5 5.6 5.5 .03 .98
4 8.8 8.5 8.7 .56 .57 8.8 8.4 8.6 .86 .43
5 5.7 5.8 5.7 .03 .97 5.7 5.9 5.6 1.1 .35
6 3.7 3.4 2.7 .99 .38 3.7 3.6 2.7 2.2 .12
Total 41. 4 40.1 40.0 .38 .68 40.9 40.4 39.7 .35 .70
TABLE 7
ATTACHMENT CLASSIFICATION, BELK AND Paris Scores (N=39)
Test Attachment Group Mean F Probability Regroup Mean F Probability
A B C 1 2 3
Bell 455 463 406 .43 .65 482 478 396 1.6 .23
Pairs 390 328 308 1.3 .28 353 341 313 .49 .62
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TABLE 8
ATTACHMENT CLASSIFICATION MEAN AINsWORTH SCALE Scores (N=39)
Scale Attachment Group X ‘ F l Probability Regroup X F Probability
A B C 1 2 3
1 8.7 8.1 8.1 .43 . 65 8.3 8.6 7.7 1.0 .37
2 9.0 8.4 8.4 .65 .53 8.7 8.8 8.0 1.7 .20
3 7.8 7.4 7.8 .33 .72 7.5 7.6 7.6 .02 .98
4 8.7 8.2 7.6 1.7 .20 8.5 8.6 7.5 4.2 . 02%
TABLE 9
SuBGroUP MEANs ON ScALEs OF MATERNAL BEHAVIOR IN THE FOURTH QUARTER (SAMPLE 1)
Strange-Situation Subgroups
Maternal Behavior B3 B,/B: C, C, A, A,
Sensitivity-insensitivity 7.36 4.50 2.50 2.25 2.50 2.75
Acceptance-rejection 8.00 6.75 5.50 5.25 4.25 3.50
Cooperation-interference 7.66 6.50 4. 00 4.50 5.50 2.63
Accessibility-ignoring 7.39 4.88 4.50 2.50 2.25 4.63
Mean Scores 7.60 5. 66 4.13 3.65 3.63 3.38
form Ainsworth et al. 1978. p. 237
TABLE 10 @ group 185 % Ainsworth HORER L » L WE A%
DemoGrAPHIC ITEMS AND ATTACHMENT CLASSIFICATION RLTW5D, i, A, C DBEENEL - TW5.
(N=39 5. mEomMmER LFERR
Regroup X group ICEBZENR VI EhiHH% TABLE 10
1 2 3 F CRLTHSB. ZhbDHEEL, regroup 1Tt TDXL
Number of siblings .33 .43 .85 3. 5% ERR SR DTHS.
Peer experience 3.5 4.5 4.9 6. 7¥* & x5 KEWHuE oW, Student-Newman-Keulo 5 =

*p< 055 ¥+ p< 01

regroup 1 & 2 ORICITABEZERI AL hit\vs. 2% b,
ZDFERIT regroup 3 K HEHIKBFEL Y HORE
13, flid group DEFICHE LTFE 05 OEFE 2
N ERTAERAIE L, RO ES H & 0Bk
DFENTWBEEARD B EERLTH 5.
TABLE 9 I, Ainsworth 50DFEREDTH L. $XT
DRECEWT, HELLEEXHR LTS3 LH
BLTWisWb DL ORICHHERERAR LTS, £
LTEELLEBELYHR LW AT ELOBEIIV-TH
DRETIEVEBELRLTWS. ABETE, Wih

F& Lick B, regroupl & 2 DRI AEREITAD
bhiges. 2FE D, OfFERIX, regroup 3 WHEI R
LFEDE, fBD group KAHAFEIRBFEL LD %
KDEFH5RVEDHTWB I ERFLTLA.

Fio, RELBESEBICOWTE group Rl AEE
BRDBENRDB. TR, KELBESEBRICELTOF
DL S RFBEETR->T 5.

5 BEALEARELES

4 ¢ VBRICHEIRE &S

3 1EME 1 EREEES

2 0 17 ACHERE L ES

1 RELESERIB LA LRV E L

Student-Newman-Kauls &2 F (5B X % &, re-
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group 2 & 3 OEIIIAEEZRD bR, DED,
T OFERIL, regroup 1 KA A F X Lk fh 0
group DF FHIHB LT, KELHSHEH DT
EHRLTWS.

24
B L]

EBFECHSE L 1 IR, B LTEDL )
e BE YT LTWB 1y B84, Ainsworth His X

O Waters DFER &IEFIBL LIHAAR WL EhS.

L L7shih, subgroup DB OWTHB E, B
TR LDV RE - TS, DEh, TOERIT, %
RERDOPEDF R E LT BHEBRIEFD b O DFFpE
FRLTWA LD EEBbRS. Ainsworth & D4 ¥HHLHE
CHSNTC, group (LER{TIE»> &L, DX 5k

subgroup kI HERIIEEENTLE 55, Connell

DI IS TROBEIL, ZOX 5 nERE

IR LD 22 ENTEDLLIDEELZDND. £
DEHC, Connell DHFIKE LB REL 2D L
z2 L5,

EREOHENERLEETRE

MR R E S Wi BIENY, ATFE Clie TR
hTwicw. REDERE T,
and Verbal Responsivity of Morhen),

subscale 1 (Emotional
subscale 2
(Avoidance of Restriction and Punishment), subscale
5 (Materual Involvement with Child) Df§ &4, %
group [ CEREZRTTHA D EEXL bR, Lil,
TABLE 6 KRENDH X5, \WTFhdD subscale DfE
AHLEL, group MIRIABEALEIR NI A THigL.

Zhit, iREX LT HOME DRER, FELH»F
Bt UTRE LIcEB LR T 5 1 b BRI RESE
Beik, £ EBRRERTHRER TV EEL B
EIDTHD D b

iz, HOME DFEE ORI, 5250 55ED
B, Ny P OFE NEPERE OBIR, REEkiE
KHERTT» Th bR Y, FLIREZLRS
SREEFICHEN - BRI OFHC>W TR BHEA
RELEERTVD. ChBOEBI, BDFLLFLD
PR L OB 2 BE OH Lk, EEEY e BE S
LIl W THHH T ERELDRD. L LA b,
ZDREDHRITL subscale 1 & 5D X5 Wb &
LFOBEFIEOVWTHRARELE TR T V5.

Ainsworth (2%%E LIcEE DM E Ainsworth FRE

Y

RETHLh2BHOBETEEY, FECHVEEDSH
BIEEWMLTEY, AMETTHMCRLAZLS
iz, HOME }l Ainsworth ZEEREORICIFERS
DR RWi2& T Wb, 4ie, Subscale 2, 5, 6
(Opportuities for Variety in DailyStimulation) (%,
Ainsworth FEERED TR TORE & OMICHE oA
BRWEIRTHS., TOLS I EnbEL BB,
WX, HOME & F3FOERIE & O BB Bk
BEE2RD. ©bhdrbbF, WiFho group DD
BB AERL, group MOEXR A LN TERDI -
EHEALLTHDOZ ENEL DR S.

BB, HOME 3 SES OfE\ % DIz BB e
RETHB, Thllsto SES 0Dt s » ULRE
ELTOBHERZE LIRS ERBH LTS5, K
P esd gl LTwWb 300 SES 3izizh @45, &
group FRIRERILRBWIZE sk - RER, BHEHH
T2 X5 HOME 2D 3 DR ORE L LTDEH
BHEZ DR DI L BDTHH 5 b

HDHEL T I, Coldwell 5 4¥EHET % X 5, HOME
R FRCEEYTERT 5 Db F « v ADFE
ZOWTRDEDTH» T, BEOERPVTHES LD
T BDTHH 5 b

CRODEMIBL T, T TRHEIRELDE
ATEI. A RERERHG L TTichh S H5E0oHh
T, oI REMBLEBELRS.

BEOHEMZERLILET LR

TABLE7 R ohs X5, WEIEOMIIIHET
CHABEREZERRVWIEIR T, Lvl, FELE
Bt LR T 2EBE0EMERC LY, EEESR
nick s nBfRERSbh3. Tihbb, BRITHOWE
FeEDERERHED Bell 7 2 DB EIL, ALBRIV
regroup 1 L 2 2MARILTEK Y, ThbofEEbir, Ck
X OF regroup 3 WHE L TEWEHAERLTWS, &
L, CIFIV regroup 3 WHEIhDFEL b
HIRFPICHR LT ambiatent FEXHEHE LTS D
i, o group KHEXRDFEL LD, EWEE
TEE R TAACSH D ExRYE LTV 5. Connell 13,
ambivatent 7o FEA I OF LS, K HEMOLHER
TEERE VDI, 3 LVIRIGE U TR G
, TORLBERDH LRI~ DERTE 206 LT
LES#HRETHD EEHLT\5. F7: Rubenstein {3,
FELOBERTHHO HRS OEREI,

maternal atten-
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tiueness (PIHEARH B LER VLT3, DE D,

TEDH U TRENLBELESESID Y, FLELED
RN % L, M OEEM communication D%\~
BEOFELR, BETEVERTHDL LRV EL
T 5B, TELIE
EHOMBE bbbk b ORETHD - &ik Ains-
worth HIC X - T WHLMEI TS, + 2 T, Ru-
benstein DERY, ERLCERETHERTTF L, B
BlLOMRCRE LICEEAYTER LTS LWz 5 E

EAAREL 10D, A CRBERENAD bRiLh -
feFhEd, 2@ Bell 72+ OfEFx, Connell %X
U'Rubenstein DFERICITIF—HTHIDE V2 X 5.

Bell 7 2 Mok W TRV S I, FHHRRC
SH4% BBk - BlLa & % Pairs 7 A4 BT HEDH
hn. Bell 7 A h OFER L DEVIL, ALBOENRKE
{, R BECDEINZNENS Z L THB. DED,
ARSDBENDFELTIbb, BE% avoid $5F
ELit, FEBIE ST familiyer 7ot v b Bk
DERCHIBLTH % novel object W Xf LT X h 5\ H
Bk« BLERRT. £ LT, D novel object iIZki-3% Bl
Bk e B3, D group OF ELFEEHE LTAE
HRBED b D.

Connell 1%, fl% avoide T2 F L bix, Fraricp
Be sk LKV habituation 7R L, AEEKEE LAF
EEHRLTWBFELR, FHLWBCS L TE
habituation #/RTCEEXRVWEKEL, ABEREzLH
OFERERLTWS. ¥, ik, B LT ambi-
valent e FEFEXYHR L THAFELIL, BEL-EEY
R LT F LIl LT, Faisfisg ok »
BICaTENE LTWB A, Zhid, ARERE biIE—%
THLOTHB EEbRS.

VTR LTh, MERHEHCEEcBRAR
WEEhh - BRE LT, 2¥DZEAELBRS.

¥, aveF vAOHEORENERME LS. Ru-
benstien {X 6 ~ 8 # J J2icou~C, Bell and Pairs 5 =

F OFUESIEECE NS EE RV LTG B, KB
FTHGE L2y AEDE L, wIFhbEvEad
AL, FALELTORFIEELIHDZR TS,

DEFR, HAUECKHRIINMEIEZEL D, KPI%
3, BECE DML ER L CGHE S ki —&
P YT 2 fc, RIEERIO R ORI RIIR S
BATE e, L LA s, WiREOBRIY, 4t

Z @ maternal attentiveness |3,

RBREHSEEL DL b, v LD Main, Mates &
Fo 0¥ Lieberman 25635 X 512, H5EMEBTh%y L
STBIRELTELZ D ENBITHED LEL BB,
OB LTI, SBROMBIHEOF THRE LT
FETHS.

DER, TFELEHOMERELORD. Tibb,
ARSEEINRITF ESIL, KYcBE%Y avoid LT
BFELTHENENSEETHS. Ainsworth 50
NEHRBECIREI D ADTENL, B84 avoid T34
R RERBbDTHBHEEL LR TWBN, AT
W& Lz 1 ¥ B0 strange situation & K1) % 8%
BETBRY, BEr avoid LTVWBEWS X hdip
LA, BEHPLTTRAEZLTWATFEL &V HIGRN
LExbhb. ZOFELED, BFHEORREES M A
Th, RYBILRAS DR, FESILHEDOETERE
BEBELT, BEIARVHEICE - TTF LR K- TH
{ZENRBRVWEEREBLTWD D EELBRLWT
HH50. BL, DX EHEREARY, FLiofic
WAL LT\ 57 5iE, strang sitution @ ¥ 5 78\t
FHEERIT, BALZETZ L RWTHAD L, Fi,
BREOBSGHE TS, BELEENTHENERC X
Bie &b, BEABAZELTRLT LMD 20T,
TR UEEE, FELEAFOEBEFHETCELOT
FiemAH 5. ZDIHSREBLZRTZOFELFEL, B
R L DR RBEEN DY~ EBT c IR LD TH
> T, TEANCIARDEIRAH-ERTTHS 5 25,
AENCIEBRABINERETFELETHSD. DX
S ILHEMIC R > e BTRIRE S5 F 40, AR
IR TV D LDIRRE LLEELHBR LTS DL
DERPAWHEC It ->7cbDEDELZDNRA. Ll
b, FHLWEEE LT, 124 Bl &\ 5 BEMICIE
FHCROCEICRIND SO L 5 e BE» D D HI,
FELDOMOEOREL ED X 5 BIHT % hTonT
EXTCHDLUBENSD. DAL TEHWHEDFT
B LT ELVWEEL TS,

EROHENERLBHRORTRE

TABLE 8 k 9 KRERTWHAMELERE Ains-
worth & DFERNL, JEEWCR > T\5. Ainsworth &
DFERTE, RELLEELZHWR LTS FESORHA
IR TORETHEVEEEZRLTVWB3OERLT, K
WEET, RE4USORETIE, WTFhoD group @
Babm, FEHCEM LERYRL, BEA0EVIE
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