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receptivity to socialization — I nterim
progress report. Annual Report 1981-
1982,Researcﬁ & Clinical Center for
ChildDevelopment, Faculty of Educat-
ion, Hokkaido University, 5,25-49,1983

Miyake, K., Chen,S.J.,& Campos, J.J.

TABLE 1

Infant temperament. mother’ s mode of in-
teraction,and attachment in Japan:An
interim report. Monographs of the Soc-
iety for Research in Child Developne-
nt,(Serial No. 209)50,Nos.1-2,276-297,
1985,

Number Percwtageof Attachment Classi:fica(iou

Attachment . Cohort 1 Cohort 2 Cohort 142
Classification . N=29) ¢ (N=30) (N =59)
A 0 0 v
B .18 (72%) 22 (75,9%) 40 (74.1%)
c 7 (28%) 7 (24:1%) CM25.9%)
Psuedo-C 4 1 5
Note—Numbers in parenthesis are the p of Be C classilications in thetotal subjects who are

clearly classified.

TABLE 2

Infant Proness to Show Crying to Nipple Removaland Attachment Classification

Future . Cohort_1 Cohort 2 Cohort 142
Attachment N N ) . .. .
Classification Crier Non-Cnet Criet Non-Crier Crier Non-Criey
B 6 5 5 6 11
c 7 1 5 0 12 1
TABLE 3

{nfant Disposition togdsd Fearfulress in Lab at 7.5 Months and Autachment Classification

Futire . Cohort 1 _Cohort 2 . Lohort _1+2
Attachment Fearful Non-Fearful Fearful | Non-Feerful Fearful  Non-Fearful
Classification Infants Infants Infants  Infants’ Infunts  Infants
B 2 5 6 l_() 8 - 5
c ' § - 6 1 12 2
TABLE 4

Maternal Intrnsiveness in Lab at 7.5 Months and Attachiment Classification

Futre Cohort 1~ - _Cohort " 2 ., _Cohurt 1+2
Attachment Intrusive Non-Intrusive Intrusive Non-Intrusive lntrusive  Non-Intrusive
Classification  mothers  mothers mothers mothers mothers mothers
B 4 6 6 10 10 16
C o6 2 - 4: 3 10 5
TABLE §

Maternal Intrusiveness X Infant Fearfulness and Attachment Classification

¥ r

._Q.,l'-_q_.LlLﬂ I3 Cohort _2 Lohort L+2
i‘::;uhn ent Intrusive Mothers Intrusive’ Maothers Intrusive Moathers
: chmen Fearful Non-Fearful Fearful Non-Fearful Fearful Non-Fearful
Classification  [nfants Infants Infants  Infants Infants  Infamts
B 0 4 1 5 1 9
C 5 1 3 0 8 1
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FIGURE 1. Consistency of Approach To Unfamiliar
Objects Through the T hr_ec situations
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FIGURE 2. Consistency of Approach To Unfamiliar
Objects Through the Three situations
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