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In her study on attachment in Alrican-
American families, Jackson shows that a mul-
tiple caregiver arrangement is normative {or
African-American nfants. These infants not
only have experience with 2-5 caregivers, but
arc also regularly exposed to unfamiliar peo-
ple. Jackson raises the issuc of whether the
traditional concept of “‘monotropy’ ade-
quately describes attachment development in
the multiple caregiver situation, and she also
doubts the validity of the traditional measure
of attachment — the “strange situation’ proce-
dure ~ in cases ol infants who arc accustomed
to separations from their mothers and to [re-
quent encounters with strangers. The devel-
opment of attachment relationships in an
African-American multiple-carcgiver context
should be analyzed and understood on its own
terms (the ‘emic® approach), to avoid an cth-
nocentric ‘Euro-American’ perspective (the
‘etic” approach).

Jackson’s paper is stimulating in providing
an cthnographic account of daily life in AfTi-
can-Amecrican familics with infants. Her pa-
per is provocative in claiming that traditional
attachment concepts and measures fail to be

useful in the African-American context of

multiple carcgiving. Furthermore, she tries to
cmpirically validate her claim that monot-
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ropy is absent in her sample. An alternative
measure of dilferences in strength between
multiple attachments is used to avoid the
alleged ctic bias of the *strange situation® pro-
cedure. However, this alternative procedure
appeared to contain oo few stressful compo-
nents Lo activate the attachment behavioral
system in the majority of cases. Therefore,
conclusions about the absence of monotropy
in the Alrican-American group remained
cquivocal.

The relation between multiple-caregiver
arrangements and monotropy 1s complicated.
The presence of multiple carcgivers does not
necessarily imply the absence of a special
bond between infant and mother. On the con-
trary, the infant-mother attachment relation-
ship appears 1o be important cven when
mothers take care of their infants during only
a minor part of the day. In this respect. Mo-
relti and Tronick™s [1991] Efe study 1s illustra-
tive. especially because Jackson claborates on
this study and tends (o draw a quite different
conclusion, The Efe arc a semi-nomadic Afri-
can group usually considered a hunter-gath-
crer people, and thercfore representative of
what Bowlby [[984] called the “original cnvi-
ronment of evolutionary adaptedness” - the
environment in which the basic ‘need” of the
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infant’s attachment to a protecuve carcgiver
15 hypothesized to be established  Jackson
claims that the Efe study throws doubt on the
normative value of monotiopy or the exis
tence of onc salient relationship between m-
fant and an attachment figure Fte mfants are
rarsed m a multiple caregiver environment
from the very beginning and it 15 suggested
that they develop multiple attachments

[t 15 curtous to note that Moicll and Tro-
nick [19917, 1n onc of then most iecent papuss
on the Cfe (not cited by Jackson) are forced to
conclude that by the age of 12 months Efe
children develop piimary attachments to
their mothers m the context of experiencng
sensitive multiple caregiving duiing the first
yeat of life Although mfants are even nursed
by scveral different women  1-ycat-olds
clearly appear to piefer proximity to then
mothers 1 stressful situations Moielli and
Tronmck proposc that onc of the 1easons that a
special infant-mother bond continucs to exist
cven in the context of a multiple-categiver
arrangement may be the care at night During
the night, only the mothers care for then
nfants, and sleep s regulaly mtatupted by
cpisodes of nteraction exclusively between
mother and infant The mght of course may
be an especally stressful time durimg which
the infant needs a protective caregiver most

The crucial contitbution of the care at
night to the development of attachment in a
multiple-caregiver arrangement 15 also 1llus
trated 1n a recent study of home-based and
communadl kibbutzim in Istael [Sagi et al
preparation] In this study attachment classi-
fication distributions of infant-mother pairs
living 1in two types of Israclt kibbutzim were
comparcd In both the communal and the
home-based setting, infants ate cared for by
professional caregivers for about 9 h each day,
6 days per week All infants spend afternoon
hours at home with their patents Infants in
the home-based setting remain with thent par-

cnts dunmg the might whereas infants of the
communal group are retwined to the infants
housc whetre they stay under the 1esponsibility
ol a might watchwoman until the moining
Sagt ct al weie able (o show that apart from
the inlant sleeping atrangement both gioups
of mothcis and mfants were drawn fiom the
samge population The diffcience 1 care at
night however imfluenced the quality of -
fant-mother attachment diamatically Among
the home-based infants 80% weie found to be
sccutely attached to thenr mothers  versus
onlv 48% of the infants raised under the com-
munal sieeping conditions

The 1ecent Lic and Tsiacl data suggest that
if mothers take carc of their ifants at mght, a
spectdl nfant-mother attachment relation-
ship may develop whatever othet caicgivers
arc involved in taising the childien duning the
daytime  Neveitheless n a multiple-care-
givet arrangement infants may develop mul-
tple attachments as has been shown n sev-
cral studies on mother tather-mfant attach-
ment i Futopean and Ametican cultues
Mothers may remarn very mmpottant attach
ment figuies but other caregivers have been
shown to be pait of the infants attachment
nctworks as well In this sense the ssue of
monotiopy 1 a muluple-caregiver arrange
ment has alicady been settied because 1t 1s a
well-cstablished fact that infants develop a
network of attachment i1elationships  The
question of which attachment relationship in
the network 1s “stiongest’ cannot be answered
simply because attachment theory docs not
piovide critetia for stiength of attachment
only for quality of attachment 1clationships
The moic nteresting 1ssuc 1s how multiple
attachments are mentally represented 1¢ 1n-
tegrated mto an nternal working model of
attachment [van lJzendoorn et al, in press]
In the casc of the Israch kibbuts data for
cxample, we have shown that the concept of
attachment networks 1s moic power lul 1 pie
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dicting later socioemotional development
than is the traditional construct of smgle at-
tachments [van LJzendoorn et al., m press].

In the case of African-American familics,
infants cvidently develop multiple attach-
ments, and the intriguing question 1s whether
the quality of the infants” attachment network
is more decisive for later development than
the quality of the scparate infant-carcgiver
attachment  relationships.  Comparing  the
strength of infants” attachments to diffeient
caregivers scems less frut{ul. Childien’s pref-
crence for a specific attachment figure may
largely be determined by situational factors,
The quality of attachment, however, has been
shown to be tooted in a history of moie or
less sensitive interactions between infant and
aregiver, Furthermore, quality of attachment
has been shown to (paitly) determme mental
representations of sell and others. It would
thercfore be extremely mmportant 1o study
quahity ol attachment nctworks and their
mental representations under multiple-care-
giver conditions.

How should we study attachment in differ-
ent cultural scttings? Jackson rightly argucs
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for the complementarity of the emic and cuic
perspectives, If a certan paradigm has been
developed i a specific cultural setting, it is
useful to try to test the limits of that paradigm
in other culturat settings (the ctic approach); if
the paradigm 1s ¢learly not applicable in a cer-
tain cultural setting, alternatives have to bhe
developed in an enuic way. From philosophy
of science, numerous historical and theoreti-
cal reasons for severely and peraistently test-
ing the himits of a paradigm or 1escarch pro-
gram may be derived [van lizendoorn and
Taveeehio, 1987]. In the case of attachment
theory and 1ts major assessment measure —
the “strange situation” procedure — 11 has not
been shown empincally that they fail 1o be
valid in the African-American cultural set-
ting. The presence of multiple caregivers
docs. for example, not preclude the fruntful
use of attachiment concepts and measuics n
the Istach case. To assess the validity of
attachhment theory for Altican-American -
fant-caregiver 1efationships. we sttt need
mote carcfully conducted etie studies
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