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S, . Thxs examlna(tzon oE sdc ql work @’re Swledge

about early attachment proposes fa (n thodolyy for* ldenti-

- E:.catxon of the ma]o: con:nbutors to core kmwledge, and

suggests the use of an epistemxc lnventory and, sxtenqed

. thearmts‘ wo:k was examined usil

Co’nveréely, Gaiﬁield's't’echn’ique coul

forwardly applied. using com theoris:s'

. Jiwider
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“SINTRODUCTION o
- I

-In, a unanimous decision, the court
ruled that "bonding" between the chilg”
and his. agoptive parents overrode
» anyright of the biological parent to
Ay custody . e _— .

” \It is the first Supreme-Court of

ICanada decision to' use the .concept of
:bgnding " and other psychological-
evidence to deény custody«s..
(Lipdvenko, 1985)

'_1973, Hluchy. 1933,\ HcCall,» 1930, 1983

"' identified as. adrly:ag 1974 as. o




'Hearthy attachment has been assocla;ed with sans‘faction !

")

in la:er emotional . reiauonsmps (Bowlby, 1979 2952) and "

. with cognu:lve ang .é%cun Softpetence in childhosd (Ains—’

worth\)._jz, Easta\rb:qoks & Lamb, -1979; Sroufe & Waters, r .

- 1977). msru&tmn or severe deprxvatwn of this emotlonal

bopd has beaa assuc’xated with such d"iverse and debnuat- i ¢
‘jxng, pr:oblems ts_;e_gant failure bo thrima (Fralberg, 1930, : =
‘ Klaus & Kennell, 1676), chilghood dwarﬂsm (Gardngr,. . -

. 19731/ aunsm (Robson™ 1970), retardation (Ains- . et

% ‘worth, 1962), adult depr ssxon, socicpathy and suicide [

(Eowl'by, 1968/1979)* Sofne: authors suggest that early

d Eai_lures in attachment ma cox‘trxbute o ‘child ‘abusel and

maltreatment (Bolton, 1983; Harl}, 1971; Kennell‘,

Jerauld, Wolte, Cheé‘l r, Kreg@r, HcAIpine, stez’fa, &
' RN
‘Klaus, 1974). °

Acrnss the helpmg professlons, psy:hologists,
‘ f)sycbiatrlsts, rlurses, physicians and'social ‘workdrs KEVE B M
tocused t eir attentxon on both "risk" su;uar.{cmé,

contexts 1nvolvmg slgnlhcant separation of carej:uker and

I

ant, and alsc on popdlatxons "at fisk" ‘becausa of

appasent stress upbn the caretakar *in ad]ustin§ to the

parental relatxonsh:p. samples (by nd msans au intlusive) -
‘V . of work/addressmg separanon of irEant andzcarer_aka:
: lnclude Klaur';rﬁ\Kennell‘s (1982) invesr_ig-ationu Ln:o -

_'routi.ne pérmatal mother—inlant sepnrabion -an'd 1solatton

'5 of InEants Hin. intensive care/premature nurseries; ’tai- d




Eant. Rubartspn s film

‘seriously i1l ‘infants

& Kepnell;' 1982; Kopelman, = ' -

1978), ) and mothers’




. -~ . L v . will
_custody and access decisions, and day care concerns. In.

health care settings, ;'n awareness of attachment concepts

could be ﬁelﬁu)f for s:_x:i'a} vorl?er§ in providing care to

parents. and children coping‘ with separation re§ulting from
— . ¢+ _illness and hospitalization 'or in deAling- with' crises
"T . arising. in_the perinatal “petiod- | zn”.umnary, a full

stnnding ot’ the matenal abour. earl.y aitectiunal

be usaEul Eot,\mth sochl work general iéu and




PROBLEM SFATEMENT "R s N

As the numbeér of artitles and publications
< . addressing early attachment has grown, so too has critical
. comment about this body of work. The validity of research

.methods has been quastxonsd by- chess and Thomas (1981),

Lamb tlsaz) 3

Hetbett, and( sluckin (19830,

i Prospective studxes ‘have osten not rep.llcateﬂ earlier

. 3 top‘ic' ‘and vlrtually simultaneous publ;catxon of widely

divergent vxewpom:s can leave motivated, uterate sSocial

. : 3 work practuione:s with a sense of urgency. concetn, and

5 _coneumn. w o T

o Y ‘what practlr.mners need -in order to better cope

with J:his predlcament. are some tools Eor managmg the

un\«leudy and contzadxctory ln:erature about early attach—

lnen'h.

The Exrst raquuement is a, méchanxsm which would

ondense 'tﬁe vo].ume of mar.erxax by dxstlllmg out the most

B siqni Acant contrlbutxons underlylng the literature. Next

na or cor}tr!ibu.twns. a toor-’which “Could accomnodath

y perspectlves ‘and which wuu).d éocus on

'The sm:lal scie'ncé Citatlon Index cluster of publications
° on _the topic of " "Infant Attachment Behavior" includes 140
‘arEdcles: published in- 1974. alone (Garﬁeld, 1977). . over
the - next . few years this topig grouping ' further expanded
nt:o 4 'aeparate :highly accive clusters (lSI, .personal
‘communicat ior Dec. l984.) :

O




A

authors...’ * - “ it

' , .
ST [
issues of importance to social work practitiopers. _ This

sﬁudy proposes ,the'use of 1) a'methodology for identifying
prin’iary theorists who are the major. contr ibutor's to social A
work core knowledge about early attachment and”2) an -

ep:stenm: inventory and axial model for analysls of tne

foundation’assumptignls»und_erlyi’ng the work ‘6f these

. Tne purpose of this study. i

i\rly ntfectlonal bond

.. the deMneaHon ‘cf Lhose early attachment publxc;’r_xons

whlch can. be demonstrably 11nkarI thhs social work. Next,’

from this subset of attachment material, authors. whose

work represents imporr_ant con:rlbu:iors to the kpowledge

" base will be Ldent)fxed as prxmary theorxs‘ts. Thlrdl_y. an

e_pxsl:em\c mventory will be used to develop an.‘axial mod.e\‘

fcz r.he ccmparison and analys\.s of the work of the'se .

primary, theordsts. Further elaboratwn and dlscussxon DE
ways that these d‘lEferapt conce_ptual_und_erpinnxnge might
beax o Socidl work p’racticé will complete this prelimin-
ary worke In itself this’ i'n\}esti§ation rép‘rgaentg an
introductory study, however it provides the groundwork for

assaulting the larger question of how the soch_:l»uc:k

. prote‘ssio’n, actuall.y: l;\tilizes the wealth and é:omp_l‘exity of

this literature base. in couceptuallzinq the pyactlce

issues surroundmg ‘early emotio‘u'nl bonds_




Lo -~ - Given the widespread intérest in early attach~

ment expgeased Hithxn public and scxentiﬂc domalns, and

given the relevance of the attachment knovl sdge base to

ha‘lping in ‘general, and to Social work practice in

particul T, the fuxther sr.udy of the psofesszon's usé. of

=t 8 the voluminous and conttadxctary early attachmsnt literh-




[, ical, and the

CONCEPT-UAL’ FRAMEHORK v 7 <

‘The lnvastiga\:ien'oi prirauy theo:nstu in
,seeking tn understand the pmfesskcn s -osr. funda-en:al'
aesunpt.xons about early at.tachment grows from “the conun-
sus wh:hin Bochl work nhat a_major portion of the knov-

ledqe base usad in practlce or&ginates uithin other

. social wo\'k' unigua, agglied-derwed

et seiefly; ‘unigque kno!ledg is, nas§oauy a:hao:e--,

11y technigal aspects/
of services, progralns, regglations, and pnl ic)as, as well.
as specific -dnformation’ §bout snc&al worlw cllent popula-
wEions. gglxed-derived kno\dedg fuses concepts bo\irouad
Erol sonetimes diverqnnt mtelllctual traditions{ with

thCtlca experhnco d/xractcd Loward Actually h&lpxag

troubled people: This qer.;gpr yi_glds practice 1
grow £rom the .\_:)queul_on's> experience 'u_dti'u the p_ai-‘ teular. R
i and uréént‘ i)rohlsms encount‘e’rsd"l‘rr“‘pnciics. £ -o'm‘. the .
values undarlying soclal . work,” . “What ) n wa’h‘(:s. Ec; . e
(Albers & HcConnull, 1984. p. 31), and from l:he .

‘many. core tnecﬂes on 1nt.ervention- ¥ Al




huv‘nan behav iof 'a'nd“e);‘perien'c’e. | This 'px.-"imary type, of
knowledgs,,ls generauy developed within Lhe social scaence
diacxplines “in bhe pursuit oE a mcre comple:.e under-
: standing c\f’ human behavxour and, as such. lnay o: may not -

address, gsrateqdes 2 14 1Metvenmon-- ln r.hei

J Alburs»and Mccannell 419847 advise that an'
understanding oE coxe knowledge is an essential Eirst step
xn understandinq professional kncwledge ~(the com‘ainatinn'

. of core, applied—derxveﬂ and unxque knowledge)

suggest Lail

T and heuyis:lc devxce ir thxs pursuic. La'lly g elegant.'

12) of study ('vg early ar.t.achmenb)\

F&ndamen tally Lully

>y
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ate ‘and graphic yiew OF the entire terrain of epistemos

logical Perspectives® (Lally, 1981, p. 6).  This map

utilizes a horizontal  axis which separates those scien—

o n 5 B tific communities who' focus upon “mar (the subjgct) as the

key . unit’ oc'smcxoxogi‘cax anslysis and those who'ses = ' el

vsumechmg “other. than man "as the key unit" (Lally,’

p. 6).. Thls axis aceommod r.he conventiona‘lf

\.tallsm (ylu ss/becoming orienta~

s Sl tion) and consequantxausm, and . 3) a focus on subjective

experience (meanlng') and a focus on ccntenl‘. (outcame

predlctxon) - - \

- The vertical axis dlst:ngmshes "betwaen thosa_

Oferspectxves whosa adherems' Ezime interest lle! in ’

pursuing knowlgdge a‘anut the existing soclal reality_‘, S

;3 Analysl.s of the Is') ard, on ‘the utner hancl, thuse

perspeatives whose adherents prime r:eason for - studyinq.
and wrn:mg about snclety is to expose its fundamental

Elaw as_.a prelude to hav1nq it inged Eundamentally

. for che ougm ‘ta Be'l ™ (‘L_uy; 1981, pi6=73. ' i-

} e Analys

'Again Lally s work has been axtended by Albers, Hu‘r‘ley',' ‘



¢ L~ . .
Foa © . of his wording. They feel the “hgalysis for the Is

further assumes an“.observable, overt, readily accessible’

rea‘llty‘, f"v‘ihat you see is what you get” ‘view of the

human condition. At the omposite pole, emphasis on
.

efforts to expose a fundamental flaw as a prelude to

change impl ies a cover t of htdden real ity which is

a‘*reality whxch requues change.- . *

u see ain t neoessatﬂy what you"

E peoblens ‘arise; .-

e»buxlt in ur_\_de_rscorln ‘a fu-nqa'msn'tal.
' —-f:_ompl_ement;a: ty hetween man and His environment.
- . o s ThEv juxta‘pcsi_r.i‘on of " Lally's axes . prodaces ‘four .
S .Eu‘ndamén,taiii(bdiscinct paradigns o " Losse-knit scientific. -
- communities . (in Kuhn s sense)" (Lauy, 1981, 'p- i"):
‘éo‘si’:‘,iv’ism, struct_ural Det rmmtsm, Emancipationism,
:In:e:ac;}léni‘smz‘ ‘Bach parad igm.’ ac'commudate_s\.nurqerous

ass'umpt‘ior‘:s ab‘o\lt 'reality and

Indivxdual \:haorists are 1oca:ed . *

N spauauy wlthin the quadrant field by plottxng theu-

posltxon telative to the it Strength o agrBEment with




FIGURE 1 . : *

© . LALLY'S AXIAL MODEL WITH EXIENS IONS

"ANALYSIS OF THE IS"
observable/(Jvert/Readily Accessible Realuy
hat you sée is what you get"
- Complem‘entar ity Presumed
v A

POSITIVISH -

'++++v

A FERE L

! n
Content Focus

Psychoaralys is

. Subjective - Focus. oy

- Mexning . + OuthJme Predichon i
+
*

EMANCI PATION ISM 4 | .STRUCTURAL. DETERMINISH
+ 3
‘Existentialism + - Marxism
: : * Feminism

2.
+
+

"AJALYSIS oF THE oUGHT. TO BE"

overt . Reality o2
\t hécessarily what you get"
Conflict’ ‘Presumed

~ -"What you see '
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the degi’ee OF slmilarity between their perspectives.
(The closer ‘the match of phxlosophical assumptmns, she
closer the theorists appear ‘on the’ quadrant map) . Thls
occurs vertically ‘and horizantally bechuse esch quadrant -
shares some £ amental ‘assumpcions wir.h neighbouring
&d;acent quadranl:s. However, across d:aqonally opposu:e

quadrants, no baslc assumpt.lons are shared. - ThereEote the

_most

es oCCut ‘betvet theorxsts occupying

hhe' ymbolic "'qpposite corne s"- of t'e ax:.a!. .diago ls

qua’dzan-t’s represent’ Lally's work ‘as extended by ‘the.
ongoing wor)c of Alhe:s, Hurley, and McConhell, and Albers

and Aurley (1985). ; ) T ; 0

POS ITIVISM

Lally's Positivism' quadrant espouses the *

ani:ologic’alv assértion that."social. reality éxists out e

there indgpendant of‘a human kiiower" 'nd maxnly emphasizes

- "causal explananon and cumulanve theory bui.‘ldmg

(Lguy, 1981, p. 8). These Eundamental )assumpuonx a;zé.

the result of the ‘conjuiction of dsteminl.sm 5. "objece" Foa

i pole ‘on ‘the horlz’gntal axxs, wicn the observable

‘mentarity of !:he upper "Is® pole aon the Vettical axis.



e % 14
exchange theories, plot within this quadrant. Positivist
theorists fundamentally look to observablf data in their
attempts to undéPstand humanity. .

Within this quadrant, man is viewed as a "tabula
rasa,™ sh,aggd by external events and/oz internal chemis-
try. So?g];)zation occurs largely through non-conscious

learnxug, and is impressed upon individuals by the

. & 2 % \
external environment.  Here the relative importance of the

1ndividual is small wr;en c‘cnnpar'gd with the significan;:e of

- ‘lhe communltyu as.a wholev. If “human- problems’ exist, they

. are the result of" ex‘bosure to 1nappruptiate external or

environ‘msntal evsnns. Helpv for prqblems og:curs‘ wl i
€ --

ext*ernak ¢hanges provide appropriite environmen

S . . B
" Therefore, din.the helping process, the technical dimen-

sions Gf intervention happen fundamentally "to" clients on
nehalf of socxety, {e.g., drug therapy, selective rein-
forcement of Bppl‘cprlate behavior, provision of "concrete"
se:vxces) E

At a:policy level, the foregeling assumbtitl)ns
pted1spose helpe:s ;Qrking from the Positiivist perspectxve
to define problemgln terms of observable difﬁerences
théH cause * some type of disruption to the ‘social collec-
tgv_e. The 'converse, healthy or appropriate social
functioning, is defined by default, ‘sinply as "no observ-
dble 'préb—lem"‘ (e-g., the. "negauva" test of the tradi-

‘tional. medical model) . . o .




1s

Within the domain of public programs, the amount

of resout‘ceu available from the social collective is

lntl.macely Mnked with both the normative and utilitarian

conl:exts ot the definition of problems. As well, avail-

able ruourcu dffect decisions about wher intervention

begins and’ terminates and vhat extent nelp_ers' t;ine atra
a){e:gy is committed to intervention.

Safequuds Eor clients wh:hin the Positivist'

pnrad ‘ign occur whhin the cm:exr. of protaction Ercm poor

- acience, L nnd seek, a.ssurances ‘of effaﬂ:(veness such as

adequ' te -sampung, aignificance in Eindinqs,_qnd repllc-

L y of" relul. ta.. Research ulthin this, parachgm ‘focuses
on cauualn:y, and ueeka at_an apxstemq—l‘ogical level, a
better undal!tandh‘lg of external influences and their
effects yupon mankind. At anh‘Lervenl:icn level, research
in the Positivist tradition investigates better ways to
utilize .the enviroy}uént to‘:infl}‘xenc‘e, humans in-order to

e
ultimately control human problems. - - -

STRUCTURAL _DETERMINISM 2

share’ the/:luivhhs‘ assumption Jf dswzminism E:mn the

‘hqri‘zonbal axia, but reject the dupposition that social

“reality is pbsqrvable. As well, these Structural Deéter-

nfnrirst's do not .elwdgejei.r ?osil:l?ist neighbors ¢ béliei

‘.‘ ln_‘a tu,ndamontpj, ‘c'nmp).enaﬁtavrity between man and e'nv'h"'on-




ment. From the vertical axis, the lower }ighr_ theorists
.- view reality as underlying su_uc'nure, ana seek to under-
i stand’ inherent hidden conflict. AlBers and nurx‘ey (1985) . —

look to Harx 's " homo aamnatus and Freud's "homu duplex” \

v : as tepranentatxve of this paradigm's wvaew of mank ind;
humanity caught within “the inevitable confliats’ of gocial
i or personality structure. - . -
2 . Theorists such as ;azx and Freud, ‘as well as *

orlhodox feminist writers, map within, this gaadrant,”.and

; y “Eo‘nce\)tualize socialization 'as an #anconscious process of . = &
{ -~  suression of human‘ity's E_undam‘enral nature by thé s =
2 sxternal envxr:onment. Within ohis -paradiqn} hunan i
“ difficultles ate.seen as inherent problgms, and  exist *

Tessen £1ally because oF this "lnevn‘.able conlsi,an‘ of

indiv ¥dual nature and the social environment which .occirs

© .. at 3 cotert level. Help: for these omniprdsent human . .
problems‘requires tnsight. - Although this insight fannot

elinifiaté conflict, it does eliminate the hidden aspect of

, confll ict, and makes possible’z better marfagement or

imation Of balance between oppositional components

of tHe utderlying structure, Theor ists hete sﬁ?ges:‘ thagy
the . individual and the social collective should approxi- . [
mately' balance each other in)imporr.unc";rgx’t in keep‘ng
with” the "Object"-ive view of humanity, hcknoul;dge the —

B P e . .
Jinevitably greater slg,n;ﬁlcance of the sotial environment.

In seeking. this bal helping £ ionals fundanen-




] 3

. 4 Helpers operating. from .the structural decemm-
ist paradigm tend to conceptuallze problems at two

qi'fferent»levels. often, to Lhe helpen these troubles

repr;:,:nent s.ymp'toms of imbalances 'in ‘the covert-'(undetlvy—

Level. oE the social or personalnty structu’\'e. In

nes thesta,- the

,-underlylng st:uctural prbble s

functioning, as sen fmm this qu

personalxty or sucial order -are 'nearlx_ balanced. _' PR -

. e i 4 . Interventxcn "begins when the Structural Deter—

minist helper: ccnhfm_s r.hax; ‘the “sur fade 1evel "problem" .

3 i'ndicar.es an"underlyi’n‘g"imb;alahc‘ and xdeally :emxnatesj

'only vhen the helper recogm s, th 13 some appraximatlon of

In keepmq vm.h the tensts of

£ N &= :‘b:éjnce has been achxeved. ,‘

the ‘vertical "ought" ax,{ }:hé‘ oal oE effecting change is.

'_;vxr'llmary,ﬁr'xa theretoge helpers' K 1 {:ted to mterven-

it:‘loq of forts




oy o protecting clients from practitioners who do nocﬁplly
understand the hidden reality ef the underlymg Structure,
and - therefore gmpha‘:alze extended apprent;ceshxps‘and‘
cafefu} ev}al{zation of helper conimi‘tr.nert and :Jnd'eéstanding.

7 In tems’of researdhy structural’ Determinists _seek both a

more complets episr_emologxcal understandmg oE :he l:overt

BMANCIPATIONISH o

Ulamatrxcally uppcsed~m Posu:wism, Ties.

¥ Lally s Emancxpanonism guadrant, home. of the exxstehual-

ists. Here theorists share thh the structural Determin

i = ists ;both the cqmm)tment to cﬁange, ‘and bhe view us
reality as covert conflict (implied’by the j'ouqm;" pole of -

ihé-\ﬁrtical axisF., Howsver, thése lower left ‘thinkers - -

have: rejected -the  presepts "of deserninisn Fac the morer,

./subjective, ' free will; process-focused orientation 6f the’

opposxte pole on the’ horizontal axi§. ' This conjunction of

axes |suggests thar. manc1pat10nxsts behe\fe’?Qt qg_ly "what -

Y you seé ain't necasg@tnly what ynu qet, " but

hat‘ ”iE you .

can see ivs-.‘, it :reaily ‘doesn't matter. fehin' thiy

quadrant observable social reuut.y is conceptualized as:,

mystlficatiqn, and true (mdxvtdual) reality ‘exists only

through demystificat on:or rejection of r.he external world . ' ]

'(l;ally, .19E;J). To ‘understand mankind, emanuip‘étienigts




look to the individual's struggle in becoming, conceptua-

Lizing humans as "homo laborans.”- Socialization, for

= these thearxsts, means the depression of the ir@xv:dual‘
. uzonsc.ousness[ and loss of authenticity\. Here™ the -
uidivxdual is all important, ahd sociecy is msign:flcanc. ' =
x e 2 Given. Ehe Eazegoing assumpuons, problems are &3 :

lnhezent within the Bmanc)pation)st view of r.he ‘human

congition Theorists, Here. suggest that theionly hope (7) . -

"Eor 'deal.(;xg wa‘.’th these ’1mp11c1t p?ablems ‘lies -with

1ndividuul recognxtxon of the misleadlng and mslgm c;unt L

nature oE externally xmposed Ealse realn:ies, and wich

Apt_arsonal ommltment. to the struggle tq recapture indwid -
i g ¥ u:u guthentic:ty- In this quadrant help for "human’ .
.+ problems comes from within the individual, and is viewed By

d.:\. ras a personal journey in consciousness, a fundamehtally o ~'

so)p ventirre. Here the ind).vidual helps . hy‘elf, ot .6n

behalf of scclety, but purely (authentﬂbally) on behalf of
- 3
himself. K 3 # N g-.g :

o 6 o Ulthxn r.he Structutal Dete;rpmxst quadrant,

helping professionals ,grounded within the Emancxpatxonisr_

paradigm, \__riew problems at two‘l@v_els_. of s_tratiflcatxon..~
L At the sur;ace level, much of humhnity op‘e‘ra‘tes s'mootﬁly

¢ wuhsn the falsehoad of social stru:tu:e, sacnhcing, o
consciousness and- a'uthentxcity, unawaire of any alternaA 5 ¥

“ Elve. Emancipationist helpers would - sugqest tha\: appma-

% ching thase’ "chserful robots™ (Hills, 1959 P 171) with
. '
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‘specific intervention would be inapprcpriate(, would merely

impose yet.another e;(_:efnal ‘raaiit'y upon them.. . Perhaps
existential d{scuur;/e_s, often persohal accounts, fiction
or plays, might at some point touch these automatic s
humans, but proselytizing or counsciousness- raising is not
the ‘fundamental goal oF .sudh works. Existential writing

s fundamen:auy a petsonal statement of ‘one's own

sbrqules,' and espouses’ the_«premxse that ‘individuals - e G

should ‘not be ae;ermined by any external soci.al pressure, k

even that oE an Bmanclpatxon st. ¢

" How then do professiol ls provxde help from this

/ parvg gm? It is at the second 1eve1 of problem dehmnon -
‘ that professionals bécome involved. . At this problem "
level, individuals experi'encing a "boundary cris‘is'

express a self-defined sénsé of alienation. .ft is these

‘individuals (who themselves have glimpsed their own losh

of ?lf and who are\experi,encing the  acute distress. of

ink}al conscwusness), “who, are the apprupnate cllents v

" for Emanclpantxonlst help. Thus clxgnt problems are -
ultimately self- deﬁned, and the responsibility for'
TniElabing and térainaring inzs‘r»}entian rests solely with

the ciién;. Within this paradlgm'"healr.h" is a process of

seek.lng full consc[ousnes- and of commxr_ment to the” '«

str\lggle for. authem:u:ity.- - Health can therefo:g‘ only _ho

pcocess, and 1n shémng portmns of the journey, the
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: herapist’ can be.of. help to the client and is himself
Dxpressing hie petsondl view of intervention as an
S authentic, conscious commitment:to both his own and his -
client'v.s‘ authanti;:il;y. ) L& o
Within Emancipationism, safeguards for clients .
-grow from the :herapist 8 vxguance in the malntenance oE ¥

his own consclousness and- authenticxty

©In axtending e !

' t‘heir understanding at-an epis‘ ological 1evel., Emanczpa-—

1 : 1uonis:s saek to better express xndxv;dual sub)ectwe< -

consci s throuqh‘ i rse. - At-the lével of inter- °

.. vention these ;heonsts seek improved vxgilance against K

mystihcation of the helper. As such the sttuggle‘ of the
_individual is mirrored and” focused in the professional’s

extepsion of self within the hélping role:

- . INTERACTIONISM . . . ; i

The reémaining Lally guadrant, Interactionism, is_. - L
EorpEd by .thé conjunction of the "Is" pole of the vertical |

axis *and' the "Subject" pole of the horizontal axis.
Theorists here 'B_t}are.che free’ will/process focus of ‘the .

e . [Emancipationists, but reject their lcwer right neighbq"rs‘- R

1y espouse the Positiv(st s view of. an observabl , complimen-

tary realgty. For theorists such as Mead, ,Cool_ey and
Roge_i.—s. who share this p4a:adigm,‘ social reality\is

: produce‘d and con_tinually eémerging, and. the human condlti‘én

i
|

assumption of a reality of covert confli.ct- They .instead . ' J’
!




"given the horizonta! orlentation at' the "Subject" pole,

are compazad. Unlika below xn Bmancipatxonxsm, human

A - ) &

- . = W s
is:under‘sr_ood dt the level of shared meaning. Here

mankind is "homo communitas” and socialization is viewed

as ;.he express‘ioh of individual' nature within the context

of -the ‘nurturing’ 'soc-ial environment. (e.g., The individ- § =~
\fal_sesks a sense of belongi;:g and. social intergctipn
provides security.) Within this guadrant the indivjdual L

and the social collective are both important.. However,

r.he aigniﬂcance of the’ indwidual is inavitably greate:-'

whenever ;hs needs oi tha

ndivtdual und the'. collective

,difficultles are not inherent wn.hln this quadrant." If’

problems are present, they are concepnuauzed as the
result of inadequate opportunities for _conple,me,ntury

interaction, which has-prevented the individual's nature '

from fully emerging. This is the quadrant of growth or —
actualization models, and here human troubles are seen as . TN
emminently solvab Prom this bérspective, all people F

can benefit and becomé more, fully human if given opportun- .-
ities to allow full self expression. Therefore, profes-
sionals using this orientation conceptualize their =~ = =~

intervention as facilitation, wurklr;g .with clients in .

order to benefit. both the individual and the social

collective. w LI

. Here for intervention purposes problems are
basically defined as anL'selE-percglvéd .l‘huitutlon in the ..
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x . 5, ;
e . v becoming process," (Albers and Hurley, 1985). ‘Health,
'conv'e'rselvyv, is conceptualized as. a process of mutual’

becoming and actualiZation; an ongoing synergy witholt any

‘cleafly defingd endpoint. - Within this.perspective thexe
exiats, noverene /el indaeton between “therapy" and. growtH-
‘pl%oduc ing @l{tezaction i?r facil itat‘i've' edupation, an’d
self-help and .sﬁot’_t-tem qrf)w_lgh or. enhahf?emen; experiences

are petfectly validdys "Infervention begins b.men‘ the. c],i.em‘:v

,an interactlve' p:ocess and’’

helper

engages: with Ehe'

terminaces whsn the cl ent di engages

T . halp:mg process ‘are’ mu\:ually detetmlned withl,n the,

partner_shi_p E cngnt and helpe:, and are based‘ in pa:teon

"the. time énd energy each wishes. to share. Proﬁesswnals
J attempt to safeguard clients _by ensurmg the authenticn:y

of their own, contribution to Ehe’ interaction._

/ » To . further - thej underst_andxng of " the "human
el c&i’cion.' ’Interactiq ists seek better me thods Eor

& ve « anaLysxs of ‘the maanings paople “dharél ‘fna terms of

e intervb,ntwn. they seek better ways to both facilitate

individual'express-iqh and to allow meaning to 'eme'ige.'

THE META DEBATE

.» Of  course the Ec:going eplstemological capsules

dc not adeq,uately address l:he camplexity and depth of

5 e 1ndividual schoo}s of thought within each pakadxgm, but‘

§ :epte#an: an, attempt to summarize the basic .issues of-,




agreement within the “loose knit scientific communities

(in Kuhn's sense)” (Lally, 1981, p.,7) Implicit in-each

quadrant. . Lally himself is quick to dckrowledge that;, of < ¢

‘necessity ). any attempt to map all di:the‘major epi'sie‘mo-

“speci ncau

—cuntrasts m pe rspecuves actoss quadram: borders wnu

'elucldace some of. ‘these 1ssues. .

“Theorists within each quadrant view algbrnative

B ¥ parad1gms thh serious concezn. d!&!eir atguments across

borders illustrate the most basie. conElicts mhe;ent '. -

betwgen the dxfferent perspectxves. ,Such contrasts are : - .
»most prpnounced across the dlagonal quadrants (Lally,

1981), but heated debate alsa vokleys‘acress vertlcal and

horizontal boundanes.

-Interactionists share 'an objective viéew of

reallty ‘with. the Posltlvxsl:s‘ however object stfongly to

T the control component underlying much of - 1n»tervent{on

sugges;ed by the .Positivist camg. They emphasize thn_t

such concrol may .be dettmenbal r.o both thé fn‘d,tvid_ual and




society because-it stifles mutual becoming. In discus-

sioms with Emancipationists, Interactionists, share the

assumption of the subjectivé. lity of the individual,

byt argue that theif' lowersdeft neighBoes miss the obvious

reality of the mutual benefits of hukan relationships
The most fundamental..schikm. occurs, h‘oiver,

ists emph\é'nze

that’ lower r:ght theorists fail’ to acknowledge I:he

across, the diagonal boundaries. Interac:x

-importance., of the indwidual and -his inhete\nr_ capaoity to’

. sxpress himself through opportunlties for’ n\utual growth.

They: further protes\t ‘that." the Struetual De:er-mlnlsts, i
|4

.vseeking v"h:dden flaws, actuaily create corflict and
pzoblems where they do not and. would not -&therwise exxst.
l-‘or Interactionlsts, yftervant;on from the. Structural
Determinist. perspective is not simply ineffective, it may

well make ‘things worse. (

Structural Determinist Objections to-Alternative
Paradigmé: . ' ;AN b ’
; The Structural Dete:minists counter thase ¥,
‘arguments sgpnacicauy_, and contend that -the I‘nterarc_tmn.-v

fsts -nave"an idealistic aéd'sup‘ééficiax’ "Pollyanna” ,view '
of reality that erodes social crder through n\lspl ced

smphasis qni- the mdtvxdual. Tre lower right theorists‘ 3

conce:ns with preservatb;n of the necessary and appro-

-priute social order are’ voiced as' well, in obJectxons to’

\ the, mpncxpaganists' uo:ld-vvlew. They argue ‘from their .




deterministic ("Object"] orientat,ifln. ‘that the Emancipa-
tfonists fail to recognize that the basic survival and
development of the individual- (as well as any "selfr
Knowledge") is p;‘ed;::.ated wgon soeraLdeaee. |

The Structural Determxmsts share their deter-
ministic view oE man with the Posxnvxsts, but see

theonsts from upper right-as fundamentally meEEective in

promutlng any real change in the status_quo. To the ..

Stkuctural Dete;‘mmlst:s, Posx&iv ts de‘a

h symptoms

'reality, wul never mpact— upon underlying sr.ru tural

tlaws to improve the human cund.ltion.

Fosxp1v1s:s' opjectmns to Alterna_mv,e Paradigms:

Positivists, ‘hgwgvel:, respohd chat' the work ,of
the Structural Determ‘inists‘,i‘s ”mystieai mumbo ju;bo,'"
sinply a‘waste of time; ‘Because the causdl factors within
the Structural Determinists’ world are not readily
observable, Positividt~theorists view their. lower, right’
neighbors as’ engpgmg in "poor. science.

In Lookmg at’ their horizortal neighbors

share an observable tealn:y), the Positivists see little —A-/
evidence of'ess'e:ﬂ:ial accountab‘uity in the Interactionist
p“a:adigm. “Mubual becoming," Positivists contdhd f‘klous .
~for hctle accurate predxction, and -drains group resou:ces i
thtough overemphasis on the-individual. . ]

The most en:renchad rift again,. hawever,"occurs
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acrdss the diagonal paradigms. In looking to the Emanci-’
‘pationists, who espouse Aeither. determinism nor an
observablé reality, "Positivist‘s borrow the words, if not
the copcept, of the Exlstentulls:s in saying this is

“absurd.". The Posu:ivxst:s contend that the real, causal

world is far too powerful for the teénets of Emancipation-
xsm to be "even a possuaility. % As such, the lower 1 .fh % .
opposltwn camp promotes ideas that are’"so 1;1d i\}bgas . ) .

to be un xmpgrtant o

tionist. b ections to

i x S * 0n the other hand, the occuparks of ‘that lower. - |’

left theomtical communxt_y woul o less from'. - .

the Positivists. \manmpanunists view Pos)t.lvlsm as the’
. problem, .not in anvaay'th_e soluuon. They argue tﬁat
" Positivists are:so’ superncxal in then: understandmg of. . “
,the human condu:ian, that the. ul\portan: aspects of mankxnd y ‘-’.
o . and hls world do not even :eglster. ‘They further contend

‘that Positivist attempt’s“‘to control peuple and their . .
problems r;esull: ‘only ‘in further dehumanization oE the

sub;ecttve individual . s

n Emancipatxonist.s Jare no\; quite so hard on the .
interad:xgnx_sts. who at least,undérstgnd the centrﬁali\ty of
the individual ‘and the.significance of free will in’
"becomi‘ng“ u'ewiertﬂel‘éss, Emancipat:oniscs see their

vve:ticul nexghbots as: deluded by the superﬁcxa“ty of

‘hh_eir

cbse;v)ﬂblg world." lee‘ the ,Structural Determin-
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ists, Emancipationists label Interactionists as hopelessly

"Pollyanna” in their emphasis on "togetherness.” Mutual--
. 3

:vity is an assumed impossibility from the Emancipationist
perspective. .

This is not to say that Emancipationists do not
object to the assumptions of Structural Determinism. On
the contrary, ancipationists find their lower right
neighbors' emphasls on "social order" (und their failure
to recognize the . imporl:ance and ‘freedom of the authentic
mdindual) extreme.l.y oh)acnonable. Dsspite their ghared’

emphasxs on covert conflict, Emancipationists c

ceptualﬁ
ize. strucr.u:al Dete:minis:s as hving “missed the theore-

tical boar..

In summary theghori%ontal warguments between the

quadrants. grow from different orientations on the nsult
3 >

ject"/"Object" (free Will/determinism) axis, and focus on

the importance of the individual in relation to the social
’

. collective. In ‘terms of intervéntion, the argument from

the right-side on is for account-

abihty and, protecnon of the social order or collective

interest. Ftom the quadrants “on the )lett,‘ theorists’
expre‘s‘s .distress about tue cgntroi compc;‘rlant inhaéant ~Mn.
the deteﬁinists‘ intervention. These "sub;ect“ quadrants
view ~control as aehu?nizmg and detrxmental to grwt.h.
Bor_h left and right ‘s fuhdamental threatls to mankind in

r_he ;‘ihtervention strategles -of the opposite side.
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The vertical debate is the result of differencés

on the"Is"/“Ought" axis. Differences here focus on the
dichotomy between 1) thé upper quadrants' _assumptions of
complemgnearity between mankind and the social ‘énviron-
ment, and 2) the lower paradigms' view.of mankind as
eaught within a social realdity of covert conflict: a
reality in need ot"fundamein:al _change. -ri?g intervention
issue here isveffevtivéness, whether “real" changes will
occur. Theorists, ogcupying lower quadrants view t.hen:

upper nexghbots as deluded by ‘the superf:clal, and

zhsretore as inetfectwe 1n~chaﬂg‘ing ‘the underlying';

X ‘ptoblems in. the human co tion. Theon,sr.‘. from above see

their 1ower nexghbors as unable to: reccgntze the obvious
 reality of. the ob&eryaxﬂe world; and,wastlng their time on
"mystical bunk." ’

s Diagonally these concerns overlap, and orthodox
theorists ‘in opposxte ‘corners view each other thh'
:ewenched suspicxon._ For detérminists, belxef in another
perspecnve s "meffecnveness“ can di!f_fuse v;he ".threa-
-tenlng" componenr_ oE hhac par‘adigm- Thi§ is the casei'for

:quitivists, ‘vwho wiew. the Emancipationists as simply

- ™impossibly ‘ridiculous.” The situation is similar, for the

Stiuetural Decémi"nists who see Intsractionlsts-as» "simply

-wasting cheir :ime"_)(and all too often wasmng the

B rasources of tha coll{ctxve). s o

HOwever, f.mn\ the "Subject" pola, when diagon--




"

ally t;pposite .t.heori'sts are seen as both dealirfg in the
wrong reality and prioritizing control, the “threatening*
component escalates rapidly to "dangerous." . The Stwzuc-
tural Determinists are seen by the Interactionists as
"creating conflict,” deprivingﬂ’individuals of opportun-

ities for growth through mutuality, and simply "making

-things worge" in situations where problems axist.

Likewise, the" Emancxpatwmsbs view Poslnvists as part

\and parcel of”the real problem for mankind., They ,see
upper right‘ theorists! - eEEorts to mp\:ove or control
problems as - promotmg Eurt’her dfhuman\zanon of' mdw;d-
uals. < Both determinlst quadrahcs, in the eyes eE the
opposu:e corner theozists, represent dangerous views whu:h
-pmmote ‘the ‘création of che “wrong” reality.

By providing a-‘structure for mapping these

- conflicting views and grouping like-minded’ theor{sts,
Lally'has developed a powertul tool tor undersfanding and’

analyzing the broad spectrum of epistemologies underlying

the helping professions.’ As. a heuriftic conceptual

d{vice, this model can be helpful in .organizing the wide

range of core knowledge, the founaation for ptufessional'

?mowledge .in social work, and can be useful in analysis of
a txghtly Eocused toplc area. -

pec‘i‘fically in ‘terms |o£ this study, Lally's
\axxal model provxdés the structure for development of an

epis].emxc map showmg socials work' care knowledge in the




focused topic area of early attachment. As a tool Eor 5
analys}s, the extended Lally quadﬁrant map will be used to.

‘g examme and describe the work of pzxmary theorisns who

[P
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METHODQLOGY ° .

> . : . B %
The present study examining the social work

professlon S core knowledge m the area of early atfeu-

. twnal bonds involves three stages of mvestlgatmn. The

irst dehneaces those eaply atta;:hmem. pub) xcar.lons which

974 1984. The second sr_aqé 1solates major con:nbutors

: Eraquently cxted in 'the spmal work l\terature xdentxﬂed'

L;::a.ge 1: FLnally, the third stage mvoxv_ps nhe'

lopmsn: of an epistemic map Of the conceptual Eounda- T

tions of theh cgre "knowledge about ea:jly atcaqhmgnt, by ‘way

£ an epis;emic invéntory of selecr_‘ed works by the primary-’

theorists. - A dxscussion follows elaboratlng ways® these

conceptua./ Eoundatxons might aEtecr_ soo\al worls pracélce‘

noE t‘he&q

. ’ these stages. eouows. e R .

A bt1eE descrlpt

'txon_al\zatmn of each of
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. STAGE 1: DELINEATION OF ‘AN EARLY ATTACHMENT LITERATURE

BASE WHICH, IS DEMONSTRABLY LINKED WITH SOCIAL
v o7 WORK :

The identification of a topic specific litera-

ture base which is clearly associated with social work ., i
*'presents no small challenge. BeEa‘usé. much of l:h'e .materjal
used * m socxal work ptactice origmar_es An other dxscxp-‘

,unes or professLons. n. is dszxcult to set clear. hmxts

cion the fxe].d of knbwledge-_ ’rhe range cf Dutslde lizera—-

tur whxch pcten;lally Centrlbutas to sacxal workers

understanding’ of- early attachment i( linited ohly by the °

productivity and" cre.atxvnt,y of- authors 1n psycmatty, ’

«psychology,' sociology. n\edxcine, and nursing The sheer
‘vclume of poss(bxlines is unvueldy, and r.here is' no
'rsudily accessible data 'base ,uhjc—h catalogues t‘hose
"classic works from cther d:scxphres" which. qonstxtute

the core knowledge m tms or otber topic 4reas.

Even the ddentification cE material written by’

social wo‘rkre'rs_rabouc early attachmént is(dif-flc'ul‘t’._
‘Social werkers oEter publish in concert with .other
pr\:fessxonals in non—-soclal work arenas. Under suz:h‘
condnmns their professional ldentu:y as sucial workers
is »diEﬁ)gult .to crgck. some” sécial work authors also
identify themselves by Eheif pdsition within an agénoy’
(d:g!; birector, child Guidance ’cu'nsc‘) rather than by

their ptofessionul tralning in - sacia!. work . "'Thesé factors:

| make r.ne Locanon of mauerial pubushed by soglal workers
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about' specific topics a challeiging' thsk.

. Because of Ehese‘difficul‘ties, “th’e broad _field
OE potentially significant, work and the elusive
xdentity of social work authors, the following irbltrary
boundarles were unpos& in operationally de(inmg r_ernm in
Stage 1 of this study.

It was simply beyond the scope “of r_his study. tc

address -all Of. the relevant forms of . w:itcen matertal

(bonks, thsses, dissertations, conierence, pro,z:eedmgs, 3

pamphlets, and periodical

social worker's in understanding attachment.- Therefore the.’

"literature base" was.defined. for the purposes of this

'study as periodical material. - In part this definition was

based on the assumption that pe:iod‘ical literature,

fundamentally repl icates the ideas presented inr, other

publicatibn.fprmats_. Per i;ﬂicals also provide a’-Pmaq
férum for new: formulat’icns and therefore serve as a
sensitive indek for trends in p'rofessional thoujh:‘.
undoubtedly the exclusxon of non-| pe:lodlcal puhlxcutions
has resulted in, the. e{mxnation of much relevant materfal,
however this detinition has reduced the field.of potential

literature to a representative, .current, and reasonably

»manaaeahle subset. ' o :

’ An‘ ohjactive -definition of a cl&ar} assoclatlon
br link, between per:mdlcal artlc}es and r.he uoclal work

profession has been deri.ved from two xndependent sources'

articles) which are used by~
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/1) the Institute for Scientific Information (I.S.I.),

= publishers of Social Sciences

By National Association of Social Workers (N.A.S.W.),

publishers of Social Work Research and Abstracts-

=y Wlthln ‘the Soclal Sciences Clta:xon Index a

tctal of 25 Snglxsh lanquage Jnumals were 1dentifled 1n
_the 1984 subject cacegory of "Socxal work" (Appendix 1).

Pm.' r.he purpnse} of this scudy I. E I. s cLa si

7 thssa Journals was regarded as’ suffu:ie t to dentify any

e b 3 "
i artic].,a lncluded in these designated Journals s “-d?mon-

strably linked with ‘social work." : g

. N
N.A.S.W.'s publication of an abstract within

Social Work and Abstracts was considered suffi-

-cient to-demonstrate a'tangible and objective connection
betwsen the periodical article and social work, even when

articles were not wntten by sccxal workers and/or were

not publlshed in socxal work Jo\.lrnals- Incluslon of
.-

abstracts o( articles published by other professlonals
presume_s the endorsement of the N.A.S.W. e‘ditgrigl board,’

. and ihdicates‘ apec-ifically that the arttcie "lends itself

.. ) The prautice of includxng non- soclal work

journals within the social work literature base is ‘not

‘of Reference Sources in Social Work , An Annotated Biblio:

to 1|nproving soclal work practice" (N A5 W, l96§ Pe 2). .

uni-que. For examp).e, the "Social wWork . Joutnals" appendix )

itation Index, and 2) the e

a

A
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graphy (Conrad, 1982) includes sich. diverse publipa_t‘i‘&ts

as The Harvard Busigess: Review, tew England Journal . of

Medicine; and The American Psychofogist.

In order to accommodate the different formats of
. the two indices, the operational .criteria for identifica-
“tion of “early 'attachment articles differed somewhat

be:ween socxal scxences Citation rndex and Social workr

Research and- Absl:racts. The soclal work journals
Research and.Abstragts

Social s::xences Cu:ation Index uere seam:hed by cnmputer
;.Eor ghe presence of the terms attachment or. bond’ in the
t:tles oE.attxc)es published between 1972 and 1984. ‘l‘ms
search wavs,.imtxally completed using the Bibliographic

Retrieval System (B.R.S.) data base, and was then supple-

hented by the use of the DIALOG data base in the casé ofl.-
- specific journals- whose "social work" qbéihgrgas’poten‘-»

£1a11¥ equivocal in the B.R.S. systen (see Appendix ‘1),
"l‘he resultlng unduplxcated .zeﬁérence list. was ;'.hen‘

screened in- order. to elxmmace thnse titlas which. mcur-

'porated key - words 1n clearly 1napproprxa:e ‘contexts'

(e.g.. value attachmsn:, bonded Tabor): or in contexts»
other tham cafetakar-:h:ld :elatinnshsps (e.g., sibling ‘/

bonds, attachment _m self). " mitles af ‘thesis abstrac:s

and book reviews ‘were also eliminated’ because of thelr

—non-periodical fofmat. aft n . wmp

In a manual search.of Social Work Reseirch..and, ~.

Abstracts, (1965-1984) the broader subject ‘index’ made




Ato identxfy abstracts Eor furthe

:Soclal Work Resaarch
" I'ished beweem 197

'stq'dy.:
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possible a wider scope in-tracking potential articles, and’

accommodated a more focused empha'sis on early ‘relatgon—
ships. ' Fiom the subject 1ndex. key words ("attachment";

"bond"; "father™ + "xnfant'

"nednate"/" newborn "; "infant"

+ "caretaker ; fathe:"/'mothar"/'parent"~ “maternal” +

f"chud"/"xnfan:"- "matemal" + 'deprivatlon"/"separaticn

“mother® + “1n£ant'/"neonate"/"newborn ) as weu as,

re'lated cancepts (e.g anacln:u: depresslon ) were used

'eval\)atlon. F:oll\ ‘these

selected abstracts,‘ only :hose usxng r.he terms "attuch-
ment" ‘or. “bond" -in”-the bext of the abstract or’ in the'
subject .index heading, were  cdnéidered ‘to identify

references as "early attachment" matérial.. Again refer-—

ences to non-pé:iodjcal_vma.r.erial, and those using tyhé

:erms "attachment“ or "bon1" in contexts other tha'n

affeanonal relatlonshxps between caretaker and chxld were
re:e‘ ted from Eurtner conslqgtahzén. . l‘

For both souia'

Sciences. Citation~Index and

and 1984 weré ‘selected for ‘use in this

"The Eo agomg methodology represenr_s hhe process

Eor ldentlflcal: jon- of - a suhsec oE early aztacnmenr_

'periodical Hterature publxshed betwéen 1974 and 1984, an

demons:rably 11nked with social work Eor r_he purpcses of

il Staga 1 oE thls study;. " The- total undupuca:ed articles
T

nd. Abstracts, only: articles pub—.
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from the respective conjoint key word computer search and

manual search strategies for the Social Scienc

.Index and Social Work Research and Abstracts are listed in:

the findings. (See Tables~1 and 2.)




¢« % 5 .\
b_' : n = 39
o ¥
- STAGE 2: IDENTIF ICATION OF PRIMARY THEORISTS, THE MAJOR

CONTRIBUTORS TO SOCIAL WORK CORE . KNOWLEDGE ABOUT m
EARLY ATTACHMENT

Ccre Knowledge, the theo:et.tcal foundation of

social: work pzacuce, is generally borrowed by the:profes-

sion from .the social science discipliheg.‘ n the assump-

tion ‘that core knowledge in a specific gopic area repli-

r In seek1ng the p:xmary Sark which undertiiestast
sheci£10fiLy fqentified topis ares,, this study has . .
inver'ted r.he p:ocesa used by Garfield in® iden!:_rifying the
Sooial ScLences Citation Index clusters (Garf'vield 1977, .
1981)-.  Garfield's " procedure groups. ,aruclés" into related . H

g;aaﬁ, and :pecialt’ies us ing.an algorithmic - téchn ique ‘which
:i,qenl:ifies topic areas ‘vi._a :fbo-cigqfién analysi sr"o‘f _most
"cited ! voiks. | The clistering process {s initiated by the
1dsntx£ication Of .most: Erequently cited ‘works ‘which . are

then. used ho classuy cx :ing papers into 'spactfxc research " .

topic ateas ’I‘h!.s study, on -the ’ ‘other'hand; beqins wlth —r

an ldent!fxed cu:rent copic area (early attachment) and -

b. :hon by on:at!(:n analysxs lden:lfles the’ most cxted wotks,

ths work of prlmary bhéorists.

pbkatxonally all authors c“:ed in refe:ence s
/
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lists (bibliographies) of }.he‘identi fied period ical
arucles (Stage . 1) were consxdered contrlbut\rg theornsts.
On the assumptions that l) not all contrlbutl g Lheorxsts

were primary, and that, g-ivem—the vanety of issues

collaterally considered in the articles, 2) not all cited- -

authors necessar ily addressed, attachment issues at all in
their” publicatlons, a working defin‘ir_'ion ‘'of "pr:imaiy
heori't"r was requized. Spe;:i'ﬁcany, pnmary theorists
were defined as. authors whose - work as | Eirst authox.- was

cn:ed i a mmunum oﬁ 20! (4/19) of the early attachmant

Stlge 1. Thxs selactive deflh't\nn
vas designed to isolate authors whose work made reonm—

bution to an arbitrary but substantial number .of the Staje

ER Y artlcles, whxle e).xminar.ing baoth those authors who

'
tundamentally assuted the ‘thinking of others (sec“a:y

or.et. al. authors) and :hgse whose writing exclusively

addressed collateral is’sues (e.g., child anuse,'fos:ering,
teenage parents). All aul:hors whose cxtatxons mec :his

min imum crxteuon for primary theorist were assumed to

. ‘provxde core knowledga, the epx:s_temo,l.ogxeal foundations.

tor the: early

work .. ’ )

The 19 arucles ident{fied in Stage 1 yxelded a

contrihuted Erpmio (Fahlbemq, V.) to” 90 (Sugarman, M.)

ttachment iveriture linked with soctal :

" total of 594 cited references- . Indwtdu‘al articles

| dited refererces to this total. Articlés from sgcial work .
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journals averaged 19.75 citations per article and contri-

< _buted a total of 158 citations. Articles from allied

of 436 cited references.

These citations included 361 first authors,
hovever 277 were. cited only onde, and 304 were cited in
only. 1 of the 19 “ar¢icles. | Thirty-six first authors were

«cited din unly 2 'ar:icles, 11 ‘ih oﬁly 3 ar:iéles, and' -10
S

; (Seerab;ez)”" : : ! 'j

3 . ;
"'The distillation of primary theorists el iminated
351 first authors whose work *did not contribute to ‘the

_minimum of 208- of the Stage 1 articles, as well as

nugierous’ secondary or "et. al." authors. - Several elimin-

ated Eutﬁors were often cited as‘seccndary contributors
a’:\.é-émly ocbaslonauy as . first authors (e.g., A. [Freud;
“whose" wark was’ c;bed only ‘once’ without her co-author
- i aurlmgham listéd as fxrs,,'. author). Although such
v slqn{ficant, hut largely 5econdaty, authar's may be under-
r_eprelrsentafi. }n the final group’ of ! px‘x.mary theorists, bhe
V_act‘ual cbn-trlbupion o‘E the ‘b}ip;ry théorists is qre.atéf
= than identified. _The; work of _a number Of the - £inal 10

theorists, (specifigally Ainsworth, ‘Béll, Bowlby,- Kenmell,

‘Klaus, and Rheingold) feverberates through. thé total cited

! Feference list in’ se¢ondary and et.. al"

journals averaged 39.64 cliitations and contributed a total -

- quqlifxed a5 ptimary theokists clted in a. lﬁinimum‘ of 4 of |

author positions




fi, o .
® ,20 works dealt with infant, behavior, infant-catretaker

as well as in positions of primary authorship.

p; broad spectrum of work addressing collateral
subject matter was also eliminated in culling 10 primary
theorists. A sample of the i{ssuss aédri‘assed by some of
the excluded authots included epistemological clarifica-
tton (Kur{n p‘arédigms), medical management (obstetric

risks, Y iln..childbi_rcﬁ,- hospital practices, brehst

Eeéding apd;n;onatal ‘éamplicaticns), child abu‘sa, adoles~
* cent”issues, the death of a parent, atloption: and’ foster=
" ing.. . " . , :

. Although some'qf the contributlons of primary
theorists did not a_ppe‘als to ex‘clusi'v‘el’y address early
attachient; Eor éxample Bowlby's: Forty-Four Juvenile

Thieves: Their Characters and Home. Life (1944), Brazel-

ton's Neonatal . Behavioral Agsessment Scale (1973),: S. .

Freud's An Outline Of Psychoanalysis (1940/1969}, the
2 g g

predominanrt thémes were .clearly E:'gvnter'e.d on early

affectional relationships and in:eraction‘s.‘ Thirty=four
. of the 70, citéd works by primary theorists utilized the -
term "attachiment® or "bond" (or .an ‘equivalent :descr iptor

_for affectijonal relationship) in the.title. An additional’

interaction, mdternal deprivation or ‘separation, and
;h’é ?rjema&nlng 16 ci'tedv references,

PRNand ,}11 5 of 5. Freud's cited

. parental beﬁavio‘l\‘\(_
includevd- 8 by' oW,

\ L ;
contributions.’. Thd majority of these 'titlés addressed
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.btoader‘» psychoanalytic subject areas which were not
exclusive ‘to attachment; but which might ehsily encompass

early iniant—carataker relat ionships.
o

v In summary, the nearly 600 references cited in °
——the 19 _articles identxfed in. stage 1 Q-(emed 10 primary
theorlsts, whose work .as first author contributed to_ a
n{lnimc‘.m_ of 208 of the early attacmant art,icles clearly
l\h y""!‘al ,yo:lu This diatulation process

a hosr. of. seco ? y authe:; nnd a wealth of

associated

‘sl’im inatei

i material addtessinq issue . ©0 1al:eral to ear’ly a fecuonal

Ztela.tiq‘nship “The work of hhese pr mar' heo:lsts is £

presumed to r epz

nt socxal work..core knowjedge in“the

spectfic mpxc "drea of early attachment.
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DEVBLOPMENT Of AN EP!STEHIC MAP OF SELBCTED CORE\
KNOWLE DGE

An essential s:ep in beginning to understand *
/ professional knaowledge in the area of early attachment is
a8 an examination of ‘the core knowl.edge used" by social work
in this topic area. Lally*s extended axial model provides

# - ¢ . » 1
- the structure. for these injtial efforts to “analyze' core

knowledge., efforts to descr ibe’a

compare the work .of the

primary theorists identi€ied in stage 2 of this study.
R4

The development of suwch a map requires an épi-stemic‘
E 9, _' : mven:ory of theu’nsts underlying. assunptions. and 2g‘akes
possible . the discussion’ and elaboration’ of how’ these
¥ conceptual foundations might relate to practice issues in
- social work. . =

Because it ‘was far beyond the nscope of this

tudy to review the core knowledge base in its entirety,
uall of the Tited work wr itten by the 10 authors identi-
‘ fied in Stage 2 of this study), xSelectiod of works by
each author were chosen Efor con;ide‘zjaflon. The limited
- number of  works gtili\i‘;! in Stage_} of this study repre-

sentstherefore a convenience sample of materiil chosen on

‘the basis. of both the availability of material and the

. clarity of that material in representing the conceptlial'
foundations of the authof's . ’

The Most. often _cited work of. each aur.hor (Sely

Table 4.) was included in the sample, as were all works by

.' _auk:vpors with' smaller numbers of pubucu}:ions (Bell and




statement of Eounda:lon assumptlons. The material

v"stag"e 3. of -this

‘fings: af :hese duthe rs,uxt#ifﬁhe- 4 'scienr.ifxc communi= T

“5% tlss- * This: axial model oE the theorists Eounda:lon

assump ons L‘apresents che end pxoduct of an eplstemxc

couelated quad:ant

were _d.asx@ed to

para;!'gn\s, and fucus son issuns Of;




inventory made possible the-comparison of ;hev conceptual

assumptions of attachment theorjsts with« the orthodox

theoretical Ppsitions held in each guadrant. Such a°

comparison was helpful .in spelling out: the .apisl:enolog‘h:al

s d
tensions within individual authors® poaitinns nnd in

locaung thelr quk on r.he Lally -xss. In terms of eurly

aﬁfecuonal :elationship!, thes questions remam focusned

In summary ~the’ epistemxc inventory ccmducted

q Staqe 3 of this study involves the examxnanorx “of r.he

g Aconceptual Eoundaf:ons undezlying selected works of the

ex tandsd

. which artlculata the dxstmctmns beqvean‘

paradigns of the Lauy nodel ) 'rhe culnlnatﬁon of I:hu

1nventory is tepuunted by the nupplnq oE th

l.ogical work of pruu:y r.heonsts on t.

‘quadrant, map: ‘(See quure 2,)
R



‘FINDINGS '

.

STAGE 1z ’ THE SOCIAL WORK EARLY ATTACHMENT LITERATURE BASE

In the first s:age of this study, a total of 19

. urdupl icated articles were identified by searching the two‘

-indepsndent sources

The Social Sciences Cxtation Index

social wo:k -Journals) and soc al wotk‘ eseurch and,

Abstracts, for. 197

’ Tables 1 and 2.) of the total artlcles, 8 were published

=" in-social work journals, and.L¥ were published.in journals

of allied professions (predommantly The American Journal
of orthogsxchiatrx_ '
o of the 15 articles 1dent1fled in Socxal Work - y

Reseatch and Abstracts. 5 ‘were t‘:ategorized under the

heading "Flelds ‘of. Servicet * Family -antl.Child weliare," 2

under "Servlce Hechods-' Reseatch,” and the .remaining 8

unclar "Related Flelds of Knowledge: Psychology .ande/Dc(all
" Psychology." S '

hree of the 19 artxcles are of Canadxan origin.
Car:er (1976) Erom tha University oE Totonto;. Argles
(1900) frcm V:lle Harw Sucxal Servica .Centré, Honcreal.

* -and mrd (1981) from the.. Children s md somety, Sudbury,

Ontariu. N ‘l‘he average year of" puhlica:ion of -the 19 .

r.icles is 1979 (medxan—lsao).



. Table 1 . X

EARLY ATTACHMENT ARTICLES IDENTIFIED FROM SOCTAL WORK =

JOURNALS OF SOCIAL SCIENCES CITATION INDEX 1974-1984

. Year ____ Title/Publication Data Author

AT Ee - -1978* Doy t Of Sr A Kezur, D.
S - . ‘Smith College Studies in Social Work, 48 (3), 3
b 1832208, g 5 %

197 -Di Dbetween-attactmenit and - sable. | R
e dependency in theory and practice. ' Social ’ :
. Casewotk: ..Joutnal of mnw Soc_T_al vmx,

S 60(3), }38—14 7 i 1

k5 " 1980 ° At¥achment and chila- abiise Bntlsh Juur:nal Azgles, P.
+ :of Social Wk, 10 (1), 3342, -

5 " 1981 - parental bonding ‘in older child adoptxons. wWard, M. - Y
" N ‘Child wWelfare, 60 (1), 24~34. . i ‘

“1982¢ ) for  Hess, P. .
pez‘manem:y pl ing. casemrk Journal
OE Contemporary sucial lb:k, 63 M), 46-53. .

S 1982  Father-to-newborn attachment behavior in . -Miller, B.C. X
©-  relation to prehatal classes and presence & Bowen, S.L. * s
N . at delivery. Family Relar.laﬁ, 31 (1), 7L-7B. . . R .

*Also mentxﬁbd in manual search of Social Hork Research and
=7, Absnraccs. -




Table 2 t

g EARLY ATTACHMENT ARTICLES @m‘n‘mb er L o )

SWIAI. wog RE‘SFA@ AND ABS‘IRACIS 1974 1984

Year TLue/Publ ication Data

Author .

1974 - Ths
Y SEI‘Dlgical 'lletln, 81 “), 207-2].7.

_1974 mqmssnent. ’me neubom s unpact upon r_he
hial

tute. of ulemouersabsenceandme s
infant's- respinse to brief separaticns

De'vslwx_)tﬂ' & ogy. Ve 48—4’34

rnal infant

: 1978 'Inﬁapt nurr.m:ance and early leamng .M ths
. -and real icie

1974 D of i
. collge Sr.ud s if social E
197 The rola of same. pirthvrela:sd
. . . father attachment. Merican’.ﬂ:umal og
d J&Eﬂ!&&ﬂ' 9. (2),. 330-33
e 19807 aatescent Mothers, and, their Anfinisy, | g
b ) Psyc ogical’ factors in early athachnent
TR & teraction:  Awerican Journal o!
: _.ﬂ_ﬁmc_hh_trx 507(3) , 454-468.

malwnuure of "bond Eomation, as
-abuse:

. 88 (3).'—1§3-208

acauseof"'

Joumal of ) ﬁzﬁd.

Corter, C.M. '

: : i
o] ) E e ‘American Journal of Or| iatry,
Lo T Be g 47 (3), 407421, _—-MM_ =

Chlld ?klfare, 57 - (3), 165-173.

iables in . <

neglect, and mal.treament., metican Y Vaughn, B. ;
Ort 51 1] .

Cohen, L.J« '

* Greénbérg, M:
* & Morris, N -

Sugarman, M.
" Aaronson, M.
-Kezur; D. '

Betetson G.H,
Mehl; LB &
Leiderman; .

Wise, . 550 .
Grossman, FiKs., - i

B;elar\d, ‘B &




1982 Attachment and loss: Retrospect and prospect.

pec
Amet ican Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 54 (2),
664-678. i S

1982 lnfant bonding: Hystxque and reality.

.= Pge%rxcan Journal of ortmhiagx, 52 (2)
. 213-222. - - %

hout aiter: birth. Amerigah’ Joumal -of O:tho—
chiatry, 53 (1);92-99. -

1982“ Parent-child attachment concept—cruclal for
permanency planmng. Social Casework: Journal
“of Contenpar aiy Sooial Work, §3 (1), 46-53; -

1983 Matema.\ ‘en_face" onenlauon dur:ing ‘the first

Bowlby, J.

€hess, S. &
Thomas, A.

Hess, P.




;- - -STAGE 2: PRIMARY THEORISTS, THE MAJOR CONTRIBUTORS TO
- _ - 'SOCIAL WORK CORE' KNOWLEDGE ABOUT EARLY ATTACH- ‘

: MENT o . .

In the second stage of this study, a to.r.._al of 10 3

s . primary theorists were identified from the cxted reference

lists of the arucles notsa :Bage 1. The 'work of r.hese

"authors spans 68 years and ‘represents major contnhutxons g o

to, ‘core knomedge Eor ‘spcial work in r.he topxc area K

enrly ac:achment between 1974 and 19&4 (See Tab!e 3. )

‘_bs 1dent1 ied ,epresent‘

ted authors, yet theu."

A sllghtly

publ. _ca:mns uera cited 120 times, accqunt)ng 82

over 208 of the 594 total uited references Erom the, Stage_ﬁ‘

'l arncles. The ‘max imum number of &itations-as “first

aqtho:'was 38 oting 18, publicatic‘ns, by Bowlby in 13 of

the 19 articles.. The minimum number 6f. £irst author

citations for' primary theorists was 4, noting 2 articles

'-'re'specc'ively by Bell . and Rabs’on. . ‘The x'nean"r{u ber “of

tl :155 citing each author was 6.3

'rimary theoretx—’ I

ciansvwere ciced an average of 12 txmes each, and ccntn- L

buted an avemgs n£7 publications Bowlby s, 1969 book ki ]



P
- = ’ § : 52 :
sl Table 3 : ’ - ; 3 < . ’ J
* PRIMARY' ‘mmus’xs Eﬂ(_) ARE MAJOR CQ‘WRIBUIOIS TO_SOCIAL WORK
& : CORE KNCWIE!X}E M EARLY A'ITACFMM
Total Pu.bllcations Publication . \ '
.Citation: Cited - ¢ Per i *
' s :1940-1981
.« " T 5 3 =
21 9 .~ 1970-1976

inswor th M. *1962-1982 "

Igennell, Je +1972-1981

'memgol ms 1961-1973. "

Braze].mr),- T.B 5. 19611976

: £ 7 ‘1958-1974
; : P
4 s 1914-1949
9. Be;vl, S.M. 15 T4 \_,1970—1972' .
0. Robson, Ke .4 | -4 R T Y L
Y . 63 <30 = 1914-1982 o
o '(mea;:)/. (Mean). - (Méan) - (Mean) . - .. L
€ L) 2y - e (1966) .
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MOST CITED PUBLICATIONS .BY ‘PRIMARY THEORISTS

Author ~Title/Publication ~ Year No. Articles
= ~ Data & Citing

Ainsworth, Object relations, dependency . 1969 E 4
M.DS. alﬂ'ﬂl‘.twinant: A theoretical -

review of the infant-mother

relationship. ~Child Development,

40, 9694025 g :

1972 3

KemeLL. ik,

‘and. Psychiatry, 8, 13-

]'1
LIS puicatos ¢ L an ' B e
. cited once. )’ t@n w? b Y
A’ﬁ:ecuoh‘«'ai responses in 1959 2
the infant mopkey. Science, * .
130, 421-432,° 2 e
3 publ.icat:xms ‘cited tvuce.) = =
w76, 7
w 5 &
169 2
« F . p
of .&f l‘.o-sys oonl:ac: 1967 I ]

The rol
‘in ‘matérnal infant attachment.-

Journal of. Child Psycholdy . * - K
25: e I
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references were printed. This represents approximately
57% of the t&étal cited work by the 10 authors. .'rhe
carliest work was S. Freud's "On Narcissism: An Introduc-
tion" (1914),. apd the most recent was Ainsworth's "Attach- !
ment: Retrospect and pmspec;:" (1982). E e
) None o(_ the ten p_rima,ry_thegrl#s identified ‘in’ this
atudy were social workers, byt rather 'haned £rom me‘djc{ne
(Brazelton, Kennell, and Klaus = all pedlatr cians)» trom

psychnat:y (Bowlby, S. Freud’

_and Ronson), and” from,

represem: :he most cxted authors in che socxal work'

laterabure on early atl:achment, and- for the purposes of

this study are assumed ‘to.be primary theorists, the major

contributors to core knowledge 'in social work in ‘this

topic area.




STAGE 3: THE EPISTEMIC MAP ‘OF SSL‘WTSD CORE KNOWLEDGE"
Figure 2 represents the 10 primary theorists'
quadrant-specuic responses as found .in selec_t_:\ed works and
evaluated Gsing the Albers and Hurley (1985) epistemic
inventorys All the theorists' responses are distributed.

across 3 Quadrarts: Structural Determinism, Positivism,

Emancipationi‘st parudfgm. The —greuteat numbe: of’cmbined-

Eitm and ten:atlve responses (112 % 10 = 122) were found

Ln tha Posn:ivist quad:ant, and a].l 10 theonsts poswed

‘at leasl: ten:ative answers to. some .qms;dons in this parr

" digm. 4 Seven Ehaoriscs additxonally/l’esponded t.o some
questions in the Interacr_lonist paradlqm with 39 firm®

’ :asponses and .8 tentatlve resgonses, 47 total. The Struc-

tural oetemmist quadrant was utilized by only 3 theor—

ists, 2 extensively and 1 Eor only a sanle tentat‘lve i

res’ponse. _The 28 total responses in the lower right

quadrant included 26 firK;esponaes 7:1 2 tentative

« responses. ~ Zy &
3 Each theorist answered or at least’ espoused :ﬁe
cantatxvs val idir.y of z‘esponses in more than one; quadrant,‘

even- if ln answer to. only a single question. Ine\’i:ab&y

these responses mapped 4n -adjacent guadrants and never '

..crossed to . the epl‘.stemolloqical diagonally dpposite

qu:adr‘int_'._. '.ln doing +so, each’ th'eor.iis'f. ‘maintained a

" Eqnsjste t orlent_atiarv' with either the observable reality

and Interactionism. - No responses .are found in the ~
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* Klaus @ (1-4,5:7,6%8, 100 + Freud = . . (212,442
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FIGURE 2
MAP OF PRIMARY THEORISTS' EPISTEMIC INVENTORY-RESPONSES

"ANALYSIS OF THE IS® 33
Observable Reality: cOmpnmennanty Presuned . i

. . 4
INEERACTIONISM |, . | + . POSITIVISM

Bell 7 T (4:2) * Ainsworth (1- 4,5:?,6- 12 14-17)
Brazelton(l 11, 12 25 13 17) "+ Bell (1-4,5:2,6-12, 14 17)
Harlcw . (6:2 7—8) + Bowlby(l-s 10:2, ll 12-13:2, 14 l7)
Kenne;l (1 4 5:?, 6"8 10) + Brazelton ' (1 3 G 1, 14)
U]
).
Robson . (1-4,9:2, 10) +Harlew . . (1-20,24-17)

Kennell il—\Z 14-17)

<
R
Y
2

Rheingold

Klaus'* (1 12, 14- 17)

Robson (l 4 6,9,11-12, 14) !

Rheingold(1-4,6-7:?,10,14:?,;15,17)

"SUBJECT" ""omecr"“ "
Hearhng++v+++++¢» ;r&>r+~&+++oetermminxsm ¢
Autdnomy- - © Causality
i . . *
EMANCIP!\TYI‘ONIS!‘I STRUCTURAL DETERMINISM
Ainsworth (8:7) ey

Bowlby (1-4,5:2,6-10,13,15)/
Freud (1-10,12°15,17)

+4+4++++++-++++¢++++‘++‘++«++

“ANALYSIS OF THE OUGHT TO- BE"
. Covert Reality: Conflict Presumed
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("1Is") axis (Interactionisl‘n—’?ositivism) or th; determinism
("Object”™) axis (Positivism-Structural De‘teminism).

k Bowlby, the theorist who was most fully repre-
sent;d in two camps, (Structural Determinism: 11 firm
resp&nséu and 1 tentative responsé, ar;d Po‘iklvism: 14
firm responses and 3 tentative .rasponsas) was ‘also the
only theorist to a.pgak to each issue guestioned. "l'he most
Erequent&y non-redPunsivg to guestions were Rhsinéold and“v ’
Rabsori; .each Htéh‘T \.manswered . questions. s

thors exnlbu:ed consistent. respoﬂses to.

- Ainsworth and .

otnbla fnt th%xr nearly exclu&!vely Posltivist

otientation (15 firm Positivist responsgs each with:2

single tentative response .in an alternative quad:ant).
Freud too responded almost enciisly in a single par‘adigm,

Structu_ral‘l?e’teminisu‘ (15 firm responses with 2 tentative

responses in adjacent Positivism). Brazelton displayed
the largest number of Interactionist assumptions (16 firm / ‘
responses and 1 tontutive response), but naxntafned 6 firm 3

Positivist reaponsol as well. e & i .:'_
. In professional g:oupings, the psychologists (4)

represantad ‘the most clearly Pouitivist,stances wit.h 56
ol ,'gotal (firm and tentative) responses in that quadrant, 1 i
L E ! D
i tentative ral De inist - , and a total of

6 Interactionist. r . This 1 an average

total response profile of 14 Positivist, 1.5 'lnseraction-



s8 A

-

ist and .25 Strucr_ural Determinist responses for the

g psychologists _examined. &

The psychxatrxc triad of fFeud, Bowlby, and Robson

were the most responslve group in the Structural Der,ermin-

ist quadrant. This is clearly the result of— Freud and

~...."Bowlby's work, some of fhe earliest matenal to be -
. - -
- published by the primary theorists. As a whole the

psychiatrists provided 28 t3tal responses in Positivism;

/ © 27 in Sfructural Derte‘rn‘\inisni,rand 6 in Interactionism;

giving them, .as a group, a commitment to the widest
epxstemolggxcal territory and corresponquly the broadest

‘theoret ical disjunction., . Their * total profassxonal

response pronle,;ave:aged 9.3 Pos;thst, 9 Structural
Determinidt, and 2ginteractionist answers. : ’
The 'pé'dxa:pic’raﬁs as a group demonstrated the
I Interactionism with 34 total Interac-
tionist answers and “38 total Posir.wisr, answe:s, keeping
them excluslvely in_ che :en.—am oE the observable reahr_y.
Thexr average total response profue was 12.2 Pcsitwist E

and 11.1 Interactionist answers.

Particular questions el icited diffe:ent rates of

s
esponse from the theorists. Every theoust responded to

Questions 1-4 (about people and raality),, ,J(abou“t

: .
people's troubles), 10 (about health), and 14 (about

client safeguards) in some Eashioh. Question 13 dealing” : i

with r.he comnuzmen(: to helping was not addressed by 7 of
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the 10 theorists, but was Eirmly answered by Bowlby and

e Preud-in Structural Determinism, “arid by Brazelton in
In:araccionism. The xemaining qusstions wére not
' < addressed by 1 to 3 theorists: g c .

Only 4 of the ﬁa possmle ro:ponses to questions

ng' broad ", 1 as ot about people.ard

(:Ouegli ons ;l-’ﬁz. -15 and.l7) 5

ll), 13 "af 60 possfble responses (20‘) geglstered
answer” in tt&‘liarutute wa]uated- #

Y S Pnu:iviu s the: qﬂ’adzan: of rasponse for most

I‘.hQOl"lBt§ whan .ddnnslng those quesnions vith &he hlghest,

. 2 and 35 &iqht e£ the 10, theo:isu, pluq anothar mors



x5 in Positivism mustered only a: duery response. T
In symmary, the 10 theonsts ldantifled in Stage

2 responded to the questions in the epxs:emic mventony “in

= " every quadrant except Emancipationism. All-theorisby
res_ponded, at least :egar_wely i 'Po‘sit'ivjsln for at least’

2 quesnons, and the. qverwhelming ‘ma ority of total

COnstde:abl

esponses were Positxnst- variqt_i.on !".915; ',

a'dja,cqnt qua’draﬁ'!:'s,. but never

x}’e’s‘gixndéq"iﬁ diagonal

oppos:u:e quadrants- ’ -
Neatly alL theonsts respunded in Posltivism\tor

6 of the 7 n‘bst ansue.red quesucns, althoug,h _thqﬂ:

g g ._responses %0, thesg qu_est}on,s were not .iimi‘ted td vl:h,ls"_‘
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DISCUSHION . -« . :

STAGE 1: THE SOCIAL WORK EARLY ATTACHMENT LITERATURE BASE

Given the highly active status of social scierice

. research in this topic {Garfield, 1977‘)‘, the 19 articles .
identified in the initial stggé of this study represent'a‘
_ very small. number - of eirly attachment publications’ ovér a

- 10 yeqr‘petioq. In 1974 .alone, 140 at(‘.icles on l:his toplc

w_qfé 'pubﬂsbhsd and cluststed in

" articles on Vbereavemgnt,, and excee@ed publxshed research

“on clu’sﬁter»s : s_uch‘» as education), dépression, and prognosis
in sqhi—zopﬁreuiq, as well as inflation and une;nployment.
Among the articles under study, 1l were draw from

”Journals published under the aegis of allied professions,
ledving only 8 “articles published in specifically in

'social work: joutnals

the defined decade. social

,wurk is cleamy not at, t.he Eorefront of research

pul?lication addressﬂng aarly attachment. A rnum‘ber of

'n “this Elndln A %

speculations mblighl: explv

" material addressing fhis topic might be
pubushed in, otner fomats. 5 :

Clearly the decision to include only periodxcal -

" ma _‘rial in, Staqe L' of :this. study excluded a variaty of

val idv ,cqntpibutxona-publisnad by social workgrs in books,.

coriference . proceedings, journals: not -screened by the

e infant attachment‘ "

»




iy socxal uork realm (e.
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editorial board of Social Work Research-and Abstracts, and
even visual modalities such as £ilm or video. These
materidls were neglected because of methodological .
problens associated with the identification of material

produced by social workers who might not always list their

profession, who publish in concert with other
v

in Klaus &

professionals (e.g Natacha Josefowitz, M.S

Kennell, 1982), or who may publish 111 journals OSutside- the vy

Ga11 Peterson. M s.s.w. et. ;1.,

Citation Index and social wg,gk Rssea:ch and Abstracts; and

underscore the need for a clearinghouse for all sqch‘
work publications. Such a resource wo{xld allow practi-
tioners to track. and 1dentxfy more accurately the work

fellow professxonals, and would -more clearly hlghl:ght

the written concributlons of the proﬁession to social -
i

wnrkers and other pmﬁessionals.

For the purposés of:‘this study ti

material was d to be rep tive of the
of material by  social workers in . other Eo'rma'ts. - ‘Numor-

ically it is impossible tawow whethar ﬂthese Eindings nen

+in  Eact r:epresentatlve of all” these social work pubuca-

tions, or .whether wo;kers have:differentially’ chqsa&,ocher




publication formats in addressing early attachment. This ,
uncertainty is, nev‘ertheless equally present in each of the -
social sciences, and is therefore a ca;ngar:able problem for
each discipline catalogued in the’citation index.

Therefore the discrepancy between the wealth--of early

- — attachment pubueations‘ in the 'sobial. sciences as a uhole,

:nd the 8 arti:lea published ip socin wprk Journals

unaln i al.r.houqh it may £n purt be nn arnfac: of a

‘por.he:lcal. tendency Ea

so¢ial g‘orkeru to Publish ln

It u concaﬂvabla ‘that the. mial work . hr.er:a-

ture may addrau early »-aEfectional bonds ‘nder ‘some -
alternauve te:ninqloqy.,perhaps a cczm —mﬁ‘:qu& to U:a_ A .:‘
professicn or nore up«:i fic to the absence of an- emotional
tie - (e.g.,'naternal deprlvatxon)- ‘l‘hh might’ affect the

Elndingl of the kayword/ti:la search of the Social

'1 selacczovﬁ material E:qm Social

Hork Reuearch ang Abstrnc:s,‘

. a ac“tic

ere a bﬁoud range'o(

,epreision, mother and

'ric;é; Although mternal deprivation




frame of the study, they did not appear during the decade J

£ . examined. It therefore appears that this is an unlikely

explanation for the small number of articles .

£ . .- Another possible explananon' for the small

ﬂndings might be that the early attachment informatfiorn

was so well integrated into the material in relation. to

specific problem topics, that: the attachment {ssues were

no - longer demnnst:aule as r.opics in their own rtght.

Al:hough a raview of the tit’les of z;ic_les.from.socxal

K lnclusion af nzdclea I:hat a dressad attachlnant even as a.

subcategory within the matetial. » -

v s This potential conceal.ment cffearlx enotional

bonding through l‘nteqration, into ancr.n_ar :opic is “more

likely to.have occurred in'-the computerized search- for.

ideas could

‘keywords in article titles. There, comparabl

~.. mot’ be v;aluat'&d ’rhz.s strengthens the argument that.

¢ naterul may have: besn mlssed ftcm\ the Social Sclencss

% tAtion Indax poruon cf the nternure bau and may:in-

t explain the smau averlap (2 arucles) her.ween I:he 2
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cita:_&ons of a cluster of primary authors a_nd can thére-

& fore scteen-{n a variety of material which might not:

- ' utilize the terms attachment or bond in the title. It is
- however-reasonable to assume that the topic area is fairly
L;npresented by Garfield"s cluster title, and that. the vast’

_lg_ajoti.i:y of material deals explicitly with early emotional

bonds; and reflects :nh: in title information. . The LS.1.

o tnchnique might-also screen out appropriata material below =

. the' Comc: tation th..-unold.

9 % v, addressing early attav;w: between 1974 and 1984.
? - Y Perhaba social work “has been slow to in'corpoi:ate

——tha ma:qnal about early attachment into - published

perlcdical manuscripts: It is certainly possible that the

——
2, proEessmnul renlny of li.mu:ed and fallible :asour:ces

mlqh: make * i: e pecially tough r.o 1ncorpcrate the burgeon-

sequen: soclal work publtcatian. This ls especiauy

_raasonable gi.van the txaublesome naturg gE decisions

3y = Socnl. workers may in Eact l\ave‘ pubushed very little

- inmeédiate Yand thorny demands  Of work with . clients .1n the:
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young children ‘trom parents., .place children in mnunall.y

supervised foster homes, adv;se the JudSexal sysr_em‘

regarding the custody of ch\ld.ren and’ the access that N

" anxious parent have to tfiem, amd help to establish policy
about adoption and’ daycare in' the' face of increasing

demands for service.,

‘These potentxal dxfflcultxes would rot only

S explaln the small number of articles mentxfled, but would

exposure” to the ideas from’ -réxéced gields” and. Erom the .-

B R support of the teum in Eormulatlng mterven!’.xon decisions.

This would pppear to be a more secure base EK publxcatwn

in the early attachment arena.

In corclus)or\, gt appeats most’ 11kely ‘that

St S socxal Amrkers slmply did: not publish extensively -in the

a" ea’ of early attachmem: between- 1974 and- 198 A plaus-

ble axplanal‘.xon Eor this might ralar_e 0 the tremendous .

e volume of outs\de matsriql publ

i hed abou: r,his toblc. to‘

].mgs.- Al} r.hese




1mm!:d1ate practice decisions could well combine to make
publication §ifficult about early attachment. 1f any ;e’
of these explanations might be valid, a mechanism is
-needed for the organization a;-nd manégemen: of early

attachment material.. -~

4

Despite the small numbér of findings for Stage 1.
of .this study, the delineation OF this sample of early .
‘atcacnment material which ‘is ob]ec\:lvely connEsEed to ¥ .

. sochl work suggescs that l:he t.wcr strategxes combined here:

‘(l:he computer Search’ of sonial wotk Journals in SOCiaL

Science’d “citation, Tndek and tha manual search of
2giences tiration.Index

_Social ,
==

literééure .base :for. other topic areas of parficular .

ta pﬁ‘tlnonws. topic .areas such as-alcohol
treatment p:ograms, problem éieg’nancy codnéel ing, foster;
parent groups, or. student placements in health.

It ise possxble that - the matenax which wag

'written by mcial workers in tlus hterature base repre— -

"‘sen\ga what‘ Alpar‘s and HcConnell (1984) ‘term applied- #

Alchough futr_har xnvestﬁgauon ‘would

be. ':eq'uired to. evalua€é Whe thet this material £llfills the ' .

‘deﬂnitxon of applied-der ved "knowledge, the ,smaller

’number of citations used by au:hozs',In .soclaL wo;l_;.‘

Journals' might suggest tha: these artlcles 'r'_epre’se‘nvt;a' S

) Eusion . OE. actuaL practice experience and

;ogial Twork
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values with a selectiop of borrowed theoretical oe.

- . )
research materijal. An investigation of this potential
by applied-derived literature base would be possibLé only’
5 b - :
after an examination of the topic-related core knowledge,

and would be secondary to the study at.hand. ,
. .

STAGE 2; THE PRIMARY. THEORISTS

The list of 10 primary theorists -identified in

Stage 2 of this study was developed from the citation .

lists closing edch Of the 19 early attachment, articles

>_ identified in’Stage- 1, This process bf l'océtind major

con:ributo' s whose work underlxes currenr. materml

derived from Garfield's efforts in cn.atlon 1ndexxng.

.
Spgcxfxcally this developmeént St .a groupxng of prlfmary-

o theorists who have contributed to a specific topic -area’'is - ‘-

me thodologically the imle'rse of Ga:‘fiéld‘s algorithmic.

clustenng teehnlques (Garfield - 1977, 1981) which gengrate
'
research topu: areas’ by identifying current articles which-

L ¢ e B j).t?ﬁ qtuup vf major pubncatlons. This inverted -

.~ " process vas, more -broadly. focusea than Garfield's ‘methods

- ¢, by -both’ the, decision ‘to expand the citation concept from

specifu: mllestone pubhcations to the work (any work) of

a pazucular author. and l:he declsion to. evaluate a decads 3
of materxal. Although this more ‘ditfuse approach-«-
brcadened the base of avauuble matebial Eor St.age 3 of

' thxs study, it may have skewad Lhe/flndings by introducing‘ .
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a more his:oucal, rer.r:ospectxve bias.

= Nevgruheless, there is suffxcl.ent overlap in
prdcedures_to consider some of .Garfield's speculacmns‘
about the significance of the publication dates of Cited
material. He SuggestS that the “average year for cited
éubl ications presumably is one indication of how fast the

field is moving. Anoth’er*i‘nd»icat?t is how rapidly some of

. the ‘primordial' pa’pers disappear. from tﬁe cluster" (1981,

p.634). In the context of the inverted m&thédology of

this search, these dates and disappearances ﬁi'ght be‘map\
1

accurately considered ipdicato'rsbo.i how- current: the social:

iwork -attachment literature base. actually® is given‘.ihe

potential hiuorical b).as of the sampling technxque. gt "~ e

The uveruge year o! publtcation for the cited-'

nterlal by primary theorists is 1966, (med’xar L970).
Thi‘sf\tndicues a difference bf 10-137 years respectively
betueen the medlnn and avetage publ ication dates of
primary theo¥ ists materxal and the literature- base
articles 1denuﬂed in Stage 1. This diffsrence mlght

uel.l -lubstantiate r.he snspected nisf_orlcal bias of the

methodelégy. In zMs conr.ext,' Freud, (the vearlle!t -

uut[lo_r’, an author w:.th the mmlmum number of cir.inq

-<-articles, md an aul:hor Hlth a low number “of total

citations) uguy Hell be an example of a theonstvwhose

'pri_mord‘ial".'conn‘lbctiqns to the topic area are in the.

aring' from- current usage.
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This probable historical bias appears however.to
be tempered by the differential loading of more t‘:urrent
material. This is suggested by both the peak decade for
cited publications, 1969-19.78, which overlaps thd li.ce;:u— e “"
tite: i8S POELGA, ahd! by the: Vaby tecent pubLicatlons o€ -
the most cited tpeoéisgs. The injtidl publication picture

of primary theorists is therefore suggestive of the

mclusxcm of early historlcally significant citations"

nested in_ bibl xcgruhxes wxch a Mgher number of more

current})’tatlons. = ’ - :

The latrge percentage of total citations (20%) by.

clns very small number: oc contrijbutors (less than 3%) also -

mdu:ates that, thelr work " as a. qraup is _of more than

hxstorical impottance thhin the .social  work’ literature
base. thls,sugqes;s as well_ that the cxtat)on cuuntv
m_ethcqo].o‘gy(used in Sr_age‘ 2- was effgctive‘ in Jiden¥TEying’
key. contributors to the early attachment periodical )
literature in social work. o o ; PR

Additional evidence for the usefulness of- this

meﬁhodology is féund in the absénce of social workers
Aamong the lxst of’ prxmary theorists. This £inding would
be consistent™with the assumption that these authors aré’
co‘m:r‘ib‘utors'c Vcore knowladga, the type of ' knowledge
which ls usually generatad outsidd of the social uo:k o

<proEesalon. An examinatl.on of the content of the work oE

these authors (Stage 3) would be needed to more completely




»topic area of an:‘l.y attachment.. : e .‘ p -3

“'issués (Questions 17 8 ‘and 16) vand. poliay -and ethical

: s 2 .n
substantiate the assumed: relationship of these theorists
with core knowledge. ' .

5 =
STAGE 3: \THE EPISTEMIC MAP ;

The tindings from Stage 3 of this study speak
both to the methodological integrity of the process for
identiﬁiéati‘on of contributors to core knowledge, and to
the usefulness of the epistemic inventory in mapping the

assumptions of these primary theorists. Overall the

" findings "from“sr,a'ge 3 demonstrate the complexity and

enslons wlthm the spcxal work core knouledge in the

Easentlally these Exnd;ngs appear to reptesent 2

knowledge consxstent w1th A!bers and HcConneu's defxni-
-

tion (1984) of core knowledge for social work.  Not.only :

doés. this knowledge base originate outside of the social

wo:k profsssxon (Stage. 2), the overall conr_ent addresses

che ma]or eplstemological assumptions w}uch make up theory
and are assumed to underly appla’ed-derived knowledge. As

Albers and’ ncConnell predxcted thé core includes conflict-

'kng ~theo:et1ca1 o_rientatnqns, as evxden_ceq by r.he,orrsts

:éspcﬁ;eé in. 3 of 4 paradigns. . Also as predicted, major

- =
. issues in the larger. understanding of human behavior .are

most c‘:omple’_:elyv udﬂrqued (Questions 1-6, 15 and 17), and

_theorists are less responsive in.thejarea of intervention '
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i . concerns (Questions 9-)41. Specific strategies for
extracting peopli/s.m/m their troubles were minimally * -

addressed. . In every dimensiop, the work of these authors
correlates "Whth the definition of cofe knowledge. = .

. . . ( .
N Givens the high correlation between core know~—

il lodge and these Eindings, the vork of these theorists "
could be presumed to correspopd to the ma)or co-cited

[ publications used to develop Garfield's clustets. In ‘the

speclfu: literature base of social work )ournals and with
8

e : a broader focus on aut{o instead of’ publications,

Garfield's (1981) clustering technique could be applied to

o gener'dte -a ffeld of appueu-qer'i‘ved material. in. the topic

a:aa OF - early attachment whxch would be more complete than

wab possible in -Stage 1, of this study. !

The use of Garneld s non-inverted methodology

with any 2 authdrs on the list ot pnmary r.heoris

screen~in. the type of social work matenal which mlg_tu. -

have been concealed from mclusxon in this study, (artic-—

1és using other terms to identify attachment, or material

- incorporating attachment ideas in ‘relation to an identi-

fled problqm). . Such: & procgss .céuld even test the g
hypothesis _that- Fraudls contributmns to this topic area /
_are approaching historical status and ‘are baginnin‘g}tq_
vl“.bappedr from current cn:auon lists. * s
Thu ‘type Of procedure co.uld be genarauzsd to )

other topic ‘sreas within the somal_ uoﬂf‘ journal utera-
o SRR « e




welfare texts,’

" 6vén practitionar

it ;d"privad kncwleé'gs, and wculd be .an

Eormat Eor the analysis and comparison cE primary aubhors’ b5
The high level of

' 7
‘wczk in"a focusad topic az“ea.

respcnses ‘as .a whols,

- congruence between the. theonsts'

sugqests r.hut the

R Coa
! . i and the cuncept of coz’e know‘ledge,
apistemlc ventoty waa helpful in highligh:ing the
theorists"

2L lateeerence® and b iniiatitiss between
o & - assumpfions as well as' the tensions. and dyhamics within

eo’r’ists' stance. Lally's suqqestlon that the axlal

i C’/Im el provides a structure for an "1m|nediate and g:aphic

view of the entire terraln of epistemoloqlcal perspecﬂ 5

i ﬁveu\(Lan&, 1981, p.6) h demonatrated ln t:he nnalysis




‘~ tion- oE applled—derxved knowledge

th‘ése deviéé; cou’:fd by ipful in Eurther exanuna-

_nd its relacmnship to

© core knowledge in specxflcktopu: areas: The mveneory and

"map mxght be useful in assaulting the questxon oF “how ccre

krowlédge is adgpted, adapted. ana sxtrapol-ated in

conJunctlnn wir.h practxce expenence and ‘the valuas that

underlie the profession, in, actually assisting, c_lients

wi(:h !the ir pmbl ems.

"t “tetms ‘of conr.ent, tnes‘e ‘stage. 3 n

suggest that sccial ‘work care knowledge,ab_out early

attachment-origma:es in all'-quadrants except Emancipa—-.

tlomsm. ' Again this Eindmg is entxrely consistent with

the tenefs of the quadrant &b, “In Bmanc:.pationism, ‘the
quad;ant where mdi\(idual consciousness strugglas -against

the impositién .of social -ialsehoods, it would clearly be,

dxs‘mgt to espouse the slgnificanee of an aEEecr.Xve

interac nil band. Such a’ liaison would' be seer{ as a 5

thrat-to individual authenticlty, just another suspect’

external

@lement dF mystification from a probléematic
reality. m Bmancipauonism, the , truly human individual

"q‘oes it alone, whlle ‘in every other quadrant theonlsts ¢
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From l:he brthodox Sttuctu:al Determinist

i perspectlv / the mfant—catetaker relatlonshxp is the've~. = .07 X
,e hicle for the infant s first expenence of I:he clash of .

& the external pressu:es of‘ society.with his own instinctual

needs and desires. - This' prototypic. relationship (Freud
1940/1969, p.45) literally begins the civilizing process

of socializatiun. As much through what a'caretaker. cannot

do for the -infant, as. -through l:‘he ’satisfactions provided

LT o the Anfant, the baby begins. to debelop. ‘the personau:y

scruc:ures which he to manage the erlong mt

confl,\ct, «ss"the cor ct with which, humamty 1s oppres-

(Bowlby 1955/1979, p. 5‘ In this quadrant the

! sed.

emphnais u not on the affective, growing Xnteracnon

‘,betwean 1nEanc ‘and’ caretaker, but rather on the underlying

“*defect: of our mental apparatus”. {Freud. 1926/1959, p.155).
E’ven in the pa:enr_al aspect of the carecaker-ch}z‘a ralu-
- - tionship, it is, not the © immediately obvious atfective

comﬁo_npnt that matters. ‘but wthe "revuai'

. of (the

p_ar'ant‘a) ‘own narcissism® (‘Freud, 191471957, ,pp,sl)'_. The K

o i) best possible ‘outcéme here in Stuctural .Determinism’is for

. the'infant .to develop -(in.spite of his: phylogenetic

CE dé‘E‘ec’t),a “capacity. to regulate his'conflict of love and




0 of" interacrion ‘verified by .
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hate. and :hmuqh this, his” capacity to expe:ience in a

£ heaLthy way hxs anxnety and guilt' (Bowlby, 1959/1979,

p-3)< If the externa! e»vu—onnent hpous Erustrationu

V(Bmdby‘. 1958/1979, p.z'—;),

psychological illness c‘n_, follow. '

posxnvxsn~ : ¥ i
For -the Positivists, who larqely operate Erdm an
ethological perspective. the mtanc-caretaku relatlnnsh(p_

can be tranalar_ed into .« '_ u. sura Le, onents

npincu study. -n.eyl posit

underlymg species specitlc genecic pzoqramning, innate "~
response patterns in the infan? and mother (and solletl-ea
ot'heA:s), which sverva'btc} elicit maternal caretaking,
behavior, and maintain ;hg infant's’ proximity -to ghe
car®taker.  In “the environment ;:f_?vol‘ixnimarry
adaptedness; the;environment within which “the human

specias evolvsd, kthese aur.omatlcally trlqgered pattsml

would Eacu&cate ‘the protection of the ' ¢
g Jhe axtended “period’ of '

‘du

from: a: hostile environmen

intantile lmmaturitm \Here the en lronmonh is - :ha mujcr

: vuriable bor_h 1n terms' Of the Adaptat(on of tha speclea.

as. uau in r.he ahapmq at indlvidu\lu. 5 W




abilit

_system. Eventually the gifantis behavlor becomes outcome

_-directed or goal corrected, -and with increasing. infant

representatibnal model oE ‘selt and envxlonment &

compétence, ‘exploratory behavior begins with the
attachment figure as a secure- and accessible base.
Neuwlogic;lly theée pattems become organized as. a

From a

Posu;ivisb perspective a’secure at:achmen: is related to *
late,r.socira‘.l.;:o petence, behavlcr considered “self

:eliant‘,"Aand bett. \r language and cognitive performance.

Ea The 1ndxv}uuu1's expectations of ‘affectional

relal‘.xonshlps are shaped by his—or her early attachme

experiences,. and-persisc- ‘into ‘adul oéd/iffecting the

’/;y//é4ﬂ;snbkk

1 care," or. disruptions 1n early affectional bonds

of.. lcvs telacﬁhlps.‘, Inadequate-

rcan :herasore result in‘a variety of observable, measur—-

able problems: Ercm reduced intellectual Eunctioning. to

f dtfflcultles in- relatlonghips, churacter disorders, even

'vsnciop thic behavior. Ethologists squast the existenca

of ' a sansluve r criucal period for. attachmen-t when

environmental supports are prex‘uisltes for healthy

<L




‘
devefop-an: :o oceur« lf deprivation occurs’ thrnughout

zh[s phase. apprcpriate develop-ent nay veu be precludéd. :

ially

pro ose. that: mmediat'

and axt.nded physical co tact }
\:ctween paren:s ‘ana mfant is sutficum: (although

Iertalnly not always necessary) to bagln the: species

speclfxc sequance “of behaviors which hold paren:s (especi-

ally mothers) ' af

with this

protéss, such as hospital polfciés which

séparate infants from mothers, may.cause uridue"diﬁél'culty

in the elicitafion of appropriate maternal carétaking "

behaviot. -

From-‘the Interactionist perspective, most.
alearly -represented by some of Brazelton's work,. early
_attachment.’ ls an ln:erae:ive, conmunication of aEEeet

'whlch-unfolds batween the parent\ and ‘the 1nfan:. In

lnteractionlsm ths in[anr. 15 a cammunicar_iva, uniqus, and’.

power ful indivtduql pe:sona“ty €rom the vary Eizst, uho
achlvaly dontributea ‘to chxs emou\:nal r&lauo?ship.
‘nEanr. and, parenc uge a varlsty of, channels ‘(eye - to eye .
contact, .phyulaal contact, postural- .poslt*onln‘g,..

vocnu-zur.lon) to send and receive messages expreﬁllng
- T W e e : - ; - N

infants together ‘Envlrunmental lntet-‘ W




'd both ‘to pa:ticxpunts and ohservers. © Within this 7‘

( dev el’ops)

in which _each- particrpan: (1ea‘

“Klaus’ ¢ Kennis1d; 1982, by

vmec}luni\a{ for "socialization," for 1eafning about. hxmself,

*about- the\ people”who care “for him, “and about love-

B

Parents too\ parti ipate in the learning process, l.em:nmg

ubo\n: and logking nto/e,nniquer’f/dividual who is their g

chudfimﬁarlng the enJoymenl: of .13ving' a baby.
'Trouhles in this affective sys!:em ‘arise when the -

vxn;eracticn between mother and infant is out of— wnchrony

and cp'nmunlpat‘{on becomes pa_inful. Here. pgrents may need_

help. in'u‘nde:'scsnd.inb the‘ ‘strengths. 'of ‘the infant, in
~ translatmg the infant's massages, or in Eindinq a "chan—
'nel'.' (Brazelson.. 1975) for: communicatlon with even :a
J “damuged: baby < "‘ § L r e T g

Each paradigm, as demons::atsd above, provides a _j

dltfe:ent p(cture ‘of early emotlonal bonding betwaen

lnfant and caretaker: a dlestent mechanism for 'the
pmcess, ‘a dlEEerent Eunct_ion within socialization, a
dlEterant underatandlnq of" the rolp oE che ceretaker.,

Each quudrant, however, underacores ‘the hnponance of this ::

"relal:‘ionship'.’ F;om t:z\e dahem_iniat qundrun:s, theortsts 0
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= look,to outcome in terms of the health and Eunctioning BE

‘the infan‘é, measurablé in Positivﬁm in terms of observ-

s “. able. petformance in soci 1 .and cognxtxve contexts, d

s/tht;f‘rssue, and ‘the sub]ectwe*expel ience of

" each participant is significant.

Although each quad:ant provides a coherent

scheme for understandmg of early attachment, none of the,
pnimaty theonsts contained thexr exptessxon oE ideas to

only one quadrant.' Each tespondw Qt Ieast tentatlvaly 1n

©an ad acenc quadrant on some questxcns. w1th only ane
exceptmn (Ainsworth's tentative response btu Questian B),
‘thxs cverall momentum across bounda’les appears to flow
from lower right counter lockwise toward upper’ left.. This

“might reflacr_ the conce, tual pul"l of” Interactmnism in

explainitxg the. Eundamentally subjective, mtgractlon&l
.+ " .ekperience of attachrent, although this is difffcult to .-
. o quantify. -<The major episjte‘mo!og‘ic’al tra\l;'elets between
'.cjuadrént'e are Bowlby, Klaus' and Kennell, and‘araz‘eltor_:.

" These theorists are dxscuused below‘.’ - -

Althcugh Bowlby responds in both detarminist
:ea’mm, he does not. addtess these views simultunaously.

His writlnga suggest d quadrant shift, a.virtual departure




m Betemmism to Positivism ovef *ci-
hicle., Eor thia changeover was ethology and the i

vork of Kcnrad Lannz (cited in *Bovlby 1-957/1979 and

subuaquen t: work) wh in:

mcorporatas underlying “confl Act.mg

"hpulsas “and instincts 'ihhin tha bioloqicax perspec:ive

of_ anhul _sgudias

Bo\dby 8 earli-at work’ e,spouses ths

s A_ 'nsychuannl‘yt c

aetuc\:ute of -covert ':oniu_eg

hu poa;ulates an ethologtcal approach. '*rhis 'new apprbaz‘:‘h’,‘

.he, 1n1tia!1y views as compatihle wtth psychoanalysiu

(qu!by, 1957). but later’ he chreasi{ngly dxfferentiates

=" observable evidence and the effects of the environment in
o

yshuplng the specles and\r.ha individual. - His "resulting

(observ}le attach-eng.) phenonena

_and so to otfer an.

alternanve to the trad:tlonal metapsychology -of psycho-
Analysis s (Bo\llby, 1982, -5 568). <

Eowlby describes some of. his early ob]ectmns to

. strucr.ural De:emintmn when he suggests that psychodynanic

K Az ) 'daﬁnuions of lnutinct are _notoriously unsatisfacwry

and are apt to daqnnerate 1nv.o ths nuegoncal.. " and
: that, "exparhnenr.ul method is conepicuous by u:s absence”
YR (Bowlby, 1957/’1979 'p 26). He qaes on to say that "trum

i # " the l:ima Ly Eiru utudjed psychxatry . my intereats .have

& ( 'nakes to Mu psycholog(cal dev-lopngnl:' (Bouiby,

.but - by" 12;7 I

it Erom Structural Detemin:.sm as his focus shxf:s to

L L conceptual frlme wozk i.s designed to accomodate all tﬂole ¥

# D)
< = _' csnterod 4 the contribu:lon that a person s dhvlronment .




. child lErcm the mocne:.v l‘n’ these ingtances an observable ‘
A envlronmen:al eVem: appeareﬂ to have serious 111 effects

'on a; bhxld s personahty developmrent" (Bowlby, 1979,

ms efro:cs progressed he “deliberately set-out’ to’ develep A

., a conc/pr:ﬁal framework which Qould explain his* abserva-.

'epxstemic J.nvgntory is correlated mth his consc 0}_,

oriq'iyn,'l(laus and- Kennell, the tandem pedia\;ricxans who‘

propose. the 1mpozr.ance of early pcst- arr.um contac
) -the‘§mportance of "interlocking behaﬂoral, immunological’,

'ecstacy of -the birth experlence, tha signiflcunqe of

u . : d 82 e
1977/1979, p.126). These con‘siderations' were clearly a

part of +his dgcision to study the sdparation.df the young ;¥

. and pzéyennve measures m:ght be* eEEective. . -As

tions.of early attachment better than his Structura],
Determxmst cralning. Perhaps ms dxstlncuon of baing

the cheonst who was most complete in responding l:o l:he =

efﬁorr. in theory bu'udmg- -' . e ¥

Unlike B/bw].by who departs from ms quadrant

between parent and .infant, waffle between !'nteracticnlsm &

'and,‘\}zed.i'c_irie's home turf, Positivxsm. They both suggest

endccrinold‘gical, and physiological systems" (Klaus &

Kennell, !982, ﬂ 71),. and espouse the' potential beaucy and ’

expre551on oE teeungs ‘and commdr\icatlon between partners;
and ‘the 1mportanca oE sanding messages to' the Lnfant

(Kennell, et-al.n 1975).

. Thelr most clear- cur. departure Etom r.heir
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Positivist heritage, is found in their chapters dealing

with premature, mal-formed, and stillborn infants or

L : neonatal deal:h:' Il: i:s as though here, when no fully

utcome looks probable through _environmental

oy Kennell, 1982, p.284) -

"1932‘, p.287) of the

t ttii's point,. pemission

to ‘feel .and'to. shate sadnesb, openness and expression,

) “u;' mng and support m&ke up the all important prccess of

erstanding and helping. .In their instructions to
bhysxclans, who they antlclpate will have difficulty ‘in
pa_r;lcipabrng in this process, VKlaus and Kenngll (1982,'
p.291) 're\cogniz;-‘ the‘ir departure from. the traditional
medical model, ‘but rgérea,t again to. theif: Eundar;:ental
‘.g':m'mding (16 of 17 responses) in Positwism, citing
p Lindemann s.1944 dxscort.ed grief r actxons. .

N Anocher pedxatucian, B azelton, makes a mare
comprehensxve shift to Interiactxonxsm (16 of 17 responses
Interactionist). Brazelton does not retreat from Posn:w-
lsm when tl\e outcome is troublesome, but: rather in his

observatlon of’ the infant Emds such a soclally ccmpstent,

powerful. and unlque individual that the true affectxve
communicaticn of Interactiomsm can naturally proceed
hetween parent and baby. R § )

Bven hls behavio:ul assessment scale for

naonates (Brazell:on, 1984) is "1nl:ended as an assessmept
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of the infant in an int&ractional process, not a simplé
assessment of the baby alone. The infant is seen as an

active yparticipant in a dynamic situation" (Brazelton,

1984, 3 3). Y evaluati’ng the infant, ".. ~the examiner

not only becomes aware of the capacitxes oE the 1nfanc," N

'but throug.h Ls or her effo:ts, idenuhes with the :
¢ + g /

'-parents of: thl ’baby (Brazelton, 1994

He uses the 2

obse:vatxmf om his ent. o ‘, st ate €0

“the strength of the xnfant as a pntent mdxvidual"

" (Brazelton, in'Klaus & Kennell, 1982, p.98), and to 8pen a

o " . "channel" for parents of evep damaged babies. to begin to

communicate. : - i

Brazelton, halled as "a's cessor to Dr. Spock" :

(Finlayson,-p. Sikpublishes regularly in the popular: press

B (erazelton, 1977. & 1980) where he extends his role of

1nfant t:anslm pnrents across: North Amerlca. In

oS these' writings especially neraearly moves to- an Interac~

ticni_s; pe:specnve with suggestibns .to parents to

veo"relax and learn from ... child:eh‘(’.(i’inlaysbn, 1985,

p.54), to "do what makes you and your baby Eeel the best,

and will give you the nicest time together.,"".('Brazalton,v

1977, p. 155’)._ As opposed to Klaus and Ké;mell, who' Eind-

themselves coping with’ situations where' no answers? ‘
. gnn available’ from Positivism will produce a fully sati;-w
¢ . tactcry outcome, Brazelton Elnds himself with\too many

. Pogitivist cbserv_atiuns of competent infants to continue
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to see babies as-less than fully paxcicipaciﬂg,pfétsons,‘
ready to-be viewed from the full Interactionist quadrant-

As he complams of hxs training in the medical model

‘wanted to- undarstund human beiri » ‘and all we; were

learnxng about was diseuse," (Finlays: 0 1985 p 54). /

obearva 'onal data uhich 15 unexplained u\ the

0 origxﬂ'al o:ient(zion appears ‘to play 2

spacnﬂation about possxble reasons ‘For thsss theotisbs‘

mdvements intn adjacent parad1gms. Hhether the data takes'

“the Egm of problem situations with- no clea: solur_wns
(Klaus__ and Kennau)‘, ‘an lnappropriate fit between theory
and observu\:iod (Bowlby) , »o':/a wealth of vdata suggestive *
_of capacities which blossom over the epistemologxcal Eence‘ *
(Brazelton), impetus for the shxﬁ: seqms to occur when tne !
ouginal orientauon does not provxde arr adequate sense of
undersjjing of the observed real\ky.

It is posslble that particu‘ar theorists have a’ iyl

predisposition to a particular epistemology, which may not

mesh. with the orientd¥fon .of their .t.rnnmg. Bp_vlby and "1 K
ézazaltoq's expressions of Erustratlén ;bput "t_heit . -
training quad_rqnt'could ‘support such a hypoi‘:hesl.s'. Ge . '
Hur).ey" & A. Huriéy‘(wo.ri: in pr’ogress)"ﬁypothesise that i
aﬁ::h eplstamologle{al pr,;edispoair.lona amonq therapistsv

5 m!qht relate 'to peraonuuty variables. X i -4 ¥

;: is aluo posaibla r.ha; patr.lcular problams rluy’
nor. be.as auuy addrassed \uthln ana pandlqm a¥ anothot. - /
- ; . -— .
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Klaus and Kennell's suggestions specific  to sitlﬁations( 3o
g . when infant outcome is in ]eopardy, miqht be. an éxample of v

an eplstemologxcal shlft under the p:essu:e of urgent ..

troubles; a shift to‘a adrant whxch ‘serves to match the

¢ problem more Q?‘mfor'rz

I

been reared, m a prn(ess ona

# which contmues to expl.

and reality. v, e

Freud- toc respunds nea

e 3
A owlby euggests nhat

9 quadrant, SEructural Detérmmxsm.
E’reud's conslstently 1ower~nght conceptuahzahmns were
¢ : the—artxfact of the less developed status of’ g(ienoes in

s Freud's time.

"Thus the .world oE sclence u/l ich we l_ive'l' Sy g
<

1s.radica11y dlfferent from the’ world Freu lived L" at g 3

‘.~ thé& turn of the dehtury, and the icancepl:s availaple ‘to us , SHa

-imﬁ,e@surably better suited to oug‘ problems than wéere the\'

4 .
very respricted ones available in hﬂis;d‘ay." (Bbwlby«"

. 1982, p.673). Although. Freud wrbshed 6 elaborate:a truly .
sclentiflc 'ba&: or wbmlogical model* for personality, u

took Bowlby s

rk to rea_lly eEEec;ivsly :rgverse. the___-'
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‘
boundary tc yosn:wism. %

T 7 ' 1tlis ‘interesting to noca\:ha: none of thesé.

\four theokists whose responses are focuSed in a singje

quadrant are psactitioners with infants and their care-

,taker\s. Harlow, Aipsyorth and Bell all are universlty

related people lnvolved in reséarch (and' not even neces-

‘ sarily resvsarch wlth humans, as Ha:low 's' clasgic monkey

axperlments testxfy).- Preud. although a practlcing\?

therapxst, was not much nvolved in sor:ihg out ongomg

»trcubles between mother &and infant. . % : 5 2 ‘

-
Thls apparenr_ corzelatlon mfght be construed to

mean that epxstamclogically, consistency_is easier Ear

researéhqrs within a scientific disc;plxne, than it is for

. practitioners (such as Bowlby and the 3 pedlatriclans).

Conversely it may be harder to be epxstemologlcally
congruent when involved in ongomg work with peap].e.) This
may speak to the importance of\a vamety qfisomatimes’
conflicting epistemological .{ppru ches’ for practitioners,
and fn the ‘training~of social work professionalsy, would
highlight the importance of coyrse work (sucn'as "Hun'an
Behav:or 1n the Social Environment ) which &urveys the
‘b_road and contradictory théoretical l-.urf explaining tr!e
hu_man exl.:erien'ce. I ca i B ’ = 2

| 1o theonsts remain, Robson and Rheingold, who

straddle r.he Interactionist/?ogicivxst bcundary. Perhaps

-as an artifact o& their large proportion of silent,
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respdnses . these theorists seem less clearly defined.
Perhaps a broader sampling of their work could yield

¢ e expanded, respSnses wl:do'h'would clarify their positions..

on the whole, these findings would predict that

i soclal work pracnftion\ers would find r.ms core knowledge

base troublesome in direct applicatien to practice.’ ‘K’h}(

h ma]or observatxons underly this pp:edlctmn. Cow
4N N Pirst, three oE the four’ epmstemoluglcal

. corimu ,txes sugges{ chat the early aEEectxonal relat]
shiﬁ is hngnly slgmfxcant to 1ater appr rlate function-

ing and health. \ While .there is agreement on the impor-

( tance- of early amotlonal bonds between i
Sl ;

- taker across 3‘quad:an’:s,fbhg agregnent. KEtyeen paradigms
:

"stops he!e. Each paradxgm goes on to suggest a dxfferent .

- vision of attachment, a dxfferent mechanxsm for the

process, .4 digfer‘enc‘ function in gocialxzing the mfanr_,
B and ‘a different understanding of the'vrale. of r:h'e caré-

G R T e I '
S . \' e This.situati_o‘n is-not prél{leinati‘t: as lqné as ‘the
e attachménc betweer; infant and caretaker .gppears to be

lbecome involved when ‘some’ type of trouble anses. In the

~ : Eace of peoples' problems, this’ gzhree way split between

emphasizing the importance of attachmént while sugges;iﬁg

3 distlpct"and contradictory pictures of what. matters in

t and care=- '

gomg well. Social work practit{oneis, hﬁwexier, g‘ene;ral‘ly'

T Y p‘a:adlgmg turns up the pressure for intervention by
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the early relationship. . .
"Second, the preponderance of CongeRE 1 the
POSTELVINE Barsaign. dh: LoriE Of boty (obal ‘epistenclogs
ical responses. and-total theorists, shuggests chat Ehe
majority of' afsumptions about attachment grow from a
quadcant ‘which neither matches well with the cohcept of
affactlonal ralatmnsmps nor, more meortantly, matches
" eir buth the valugs that social work espouses in' address-
mg 1ntervention yith chents. This. represeni&\s a funda~,
.mental -mxsmatch between what .. soclal work wants for

clients; autonomy and self-de;emlngtlon, respect for- the

unigueness of each individual ;(Canadian Associationt of
‘Sokial Workers, 1983), and . the epxstemglog,lcal toots’ of
the bulk of the core knowledge on attachment.

! This mismatch might be ofset in Sart by Looking
carefully at policy and\ethlcal considerations. This.
howeve‘, 1s specifically the area whlch“\s least addressed
by “the theo:ists as a whole. ' The xmportance of' these

issues 'to pr

e is ‘uhderscored by the higher rate of

response in the area of ‘po‘licy ‘and ethics by the pi‘acti- W
tioner-theorists who actually work -with’ chi?dren and
caretaker’s (Bow!.by and all three pedlatricians)‘ To-
social w'orkers, whose values grow from an Interactmnist
perspectlve, tne greatet« silence of core :heorists on

ethics.and policy issues ge\xgzally, and. the silence of

Posxtlvlsts on r.he issue of commitment to helping clients,
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could bé.irreconcilable in the "by -default® budget-sheet

analysis in times of um‘i:ed resources.

Thltd, although the preponderance of Paositivist
>

core knowledge does not masch well with sbcxal work

values, it dces ma‘t\ch well with what social workers hope

for, in practice; effécti\/e, predictable, demonstrable.’

intervention. - If core knowledqe only incluqed a’ broader

Intervéntive text -in-, . th~area oE attachment,‘

his .ali 1gn—

méﬂ& of Positivism. and kncxal work expectaﬂlfns Eor
practice would make for a comfoztablg Eit.

Emdmgs of tl study, however:, it is evident- that as a,

group, theor:Lsts are increasmgly sxlent as—questions turn

td mte:ﬁentmn, and even more quiet in relation to poncy

and ethlcal \issues which. bear on the types of bpecxflc 5

decisions wluqh must be made by soclal workers in ‘imple-

mer\ting ntervehtxon ¢

Coupled vn.l:h thls anxeasmg sllence is an
oscillétion-in.the agreemenl: between’ theorzsts responges,

to intervention, 'poucy, and ethical guestions: “In

response to questlons about what more - needs to be under-'

stood abouc intervention, how programs should ‘be, mltxar_ed
«and teminated in the publlc domain, and what‘ should be
the s?ieguards for clxants. theorlsts respcnded

-
Positivism }‘to 6 txmes more often than’ ln ar\y other

paradigm. Yet in a;ddressing the actual character oFf

.intervention and the issue of commit;ment to xntervention,




theonsts zespbnded more Ereque’htly in ogei’qua’drant's.

Amsworch (1978)_ perhaps best . E:e'hard
reality of the' paucity of clear vcu‘t inte:‘-ve;nticn guide-
lines ‘when she suggests "thss’e are important questions
(about intetvention) with profound implications. for those
chatged Hlth the “care, of infants without families.
Unfortunatély t?:re are ‘nofirm answets yet, Hagesa (nndl

practlcal decxslons must be made in advance of x:lear

. guldelxnes Erom research" (p 43). —Clearly this represents

no small ‘dilemma for sycml “workers.

Thérefcre, Eor practitioners actxvely mvolvéd

thh clxents, Lthe core krowledge in early attachment

sxmply does not say, all. that xs needed “to operationalize

th\cretlcql assumptmns in actual lnterventmn. Given 'thé .

key silences, the contradmmons, in. perspective

mismatch vuch soc)al work values, and the sensa of urgency
derived’ from the importance of the attachment processin 3
of 4 major 9plstemolog1cal orientations, it wil ':b
- esp\éhia'lly imp&'tant for Eur'th'e: investidaticﬂ to be'gin to

consider the applled —derived knowledge base about early

attachment, and, to exan\me the: ways social workers addréss o

d1fhcu1t po u:y and ethical decisions under the pressu:e

of actual practice demands. e
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CONCLUSIONS:._ S : BN
.

. "
STAGE 1: THE ‘SOCIAL WORK EARLY ATTACHMENT LITERATURE BASE

Voo o6 . -
The  findings, of Stage 1 of this study, suggest

that the combined keyword seart‘:histrateqies used to .

‘social Sciences Citation Index, and frcm social ‘work

lssearch and Abst:acts-, can be effectlve in 1denti£ying a

»'con]oint stra[teg,les may ‘be. useful in’ applxcation tu a

varlety of topic areas salient « to sccial work. and theur

bution of the indices 'in acéessmg

simpliclty in mplementatwﬂ"monstrates l:h tremendous
rofess onal

" sqcial work literabute "_The.subdet’ oE identified articles

ent . social work articles from The

opic specific soclal work l)tetature ‘base: " The59

. 'strates tha

publiahﬁd in socinl rqu Journals (8

[

pub.\xshed 1n social work Journals may co:r ," Y hat

Albers and HcCcnnell (1964) conceptualuer}as applled-

derived knowledge,’ howeve:, :hxs vuu requi:e Eurther

:esea:ch and evaluatxon-

‘periodical mateﬂal algour. early attachment in the social

sciencas as a whole, the relatwely small ‘number. of total‘

tticl.es (l9), and the even smauer pumber of az‘c?les

‘} cercainly,

An }:he;

mon—- . '




that early attachment xssufs' were ln;egratad mto social

work material to suCh an extent that the t plC itself was
;- : f

. [ z
no:-lénger demonstrab. Logically these Eindings’ seem

X anormamon xntn the %ocial work literature and\mgnt be

:elated to difficulties :in’ 1n5eg:a:1ng early ai:achment
h

material with r,he urgent déiands of ' racl:xce. T

Qf material publl_shed abqut‘early attachmept, ‘the conlra-

digtory nature of the attachment ‘literature, and/or ‘the

“ suggestlon that thls topic is a’ research or theozatlcal

I
B xssue belongmg to related- dlscxplmas, are alU specula-

txons/hu;h might underlie the pauc_xty oE socxal_ wcrk

bii

= > ng—with—this topi
—_— %rns would underscore the need % a’.mechanism of

o . - « e ey
coping with early attachment mateni'al. s
- ’D:uzse small l1terature findings are also partly

the result of 'the excluf)e utlllzatwn of per)cdical

‘ '\contrxbutxons of so:lal ‘workers ln other publieatxan

F.e . . lof an* ob]ectwe mechamsm for ‘obtaining, in:ormation about

Gl these_(non—pear}cdma.l materials and ‘speaks ‘to the nead for

a clearinghouse for social woi‘l&?rs to catalogue their

published work .in 11 formats. ' b b B

T ¥ 93
ey P v
profession—speeific r_er'mfgolo . although it is possible
)

most suggestive of a %all percolation of early. attachment

volume

If valid these

mater1a1 for- this study, a dec&sion whmh neglected valid

formats The exclusion was largely imposed by Wwe k




~ v their number. Their" c1ted work is s‘gqestu‘e of some

s B v
STAGE 2:. THE PRIMARY\THEORISTS

- The inversioh of Garfield's (1981) " clustering

tedhnique (with”author fod as—yielded -a series of 10 .

«, authors whose significance il theygocial work early

attachment literature citation lists is substantial beyond

hlstorxcal mechodo?cglcal mas, but is for the mésty patt

reasonably\cu:rent/u\atenal- The finding that all 10(

theorists',\professlonal onentatlons wezje outside' of

-sopiaf work .is consistent ‘with the assumption .that ‘these

authors are contributors to core knowledfe .

'STAGE 3: THE EPISTEMIC MAP " -

(1985) epistemic inventory was ‘used to examine the’work of .

"the cheozisns'kdentiﬁed in stage 2 of this Study. The

Eindings sugges: thar, the work of these prunary theorists

is consistent w:.th the Albets & Mccennell (1984) defim-

1on oE core knowledge~for soclal work; a knowledge base,

uhlch tiqinates in social science dlsclpllnes outside
soaial work, addresses confllcting theoretical understand—
ings nf human experlence, and ofEers, little prsscnptiva
st;ategy for interven(an. « These findlngs speak to: the
lncegruy nf the methodology for 1dent1€xcamon of maJcr

ccntrxbutors to ‘core knowledq ‘

The Lally map as extended by Albers and Trlég';,

. Garfield s clustering -techniques could be us:aJ‘

N




in conjunction with the‘ {'ége 2 list oE primary theorists
\:'o generate a broader El\eld of socxal work literature
suggestive of. applxed d!\'wed knowledge abour./early

. : attacnme'm\x/ The met!{odology could be used to generate
,

salxent topics for 0! 131 work practiticners, arﬁ could be

v s .
= adaptgﬂ to  access a ‘)ariety of literature bases..

ness of the epxstemc[ mventory 1n plotting core l:heor—

15!:

_undenlying as; umpt_xons on.an axial mode!..

' heur1s:w and .analytic oolsv could be effectivé devices

|
for the examxn\)cnfof\core knowledge ‘in other topic
. - areas, or in evaluatxng »how core .theories are adapted and

-extrapolated for practlce in the applied- derwed knowledge

base. . N J

The theorists studied address early attaqhmen;
"from évery quadrant except Emanc)patxonlsm, kwhsre tha
A ) validxty flathnshxps is, quéstioned:

. " fairly consistently responded in only one quadrant . were

npcf.involved in practical intervention with #Efants and

carétake:s-' This- might' syggest that a variety of con-

flicting approaches may be helpful in practice, and

3 2
unferscores I:he importance of exposure to varied theore-
ti’cal orientations in the tra)nmg ‘cfﬁc-xal work practi—

"t ,ioners.

The .Stage BHEmqus alse speak to the useful- -
x a

These

Theorists who v

Examination of ‘the prgctitioner—theorists who

coré and upplled de:ived knowledge bases for a Tuiber of
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shifted frolu one anradlgm .to another suggests that the
failure of the quadrant of c\rigm tq,explain obse:vatmnal
data was often behind their departure to a new epistemo-
logical- :e:':i:o:y. This may be the result of either the
theorist's predisposition, or of a better match of
particuiar problems with specxfic paradxgms. )
The analysis of" the .Stage ‘3 findings would
predict tRat soéial wo:\kers would find ‘thxs core knowledge

base about early/attachmentv troublesome in 1mplementation.
R v

The 3 'paraéigms each emphasize the fxmportance of early'
attachment * for healthy dsvelopment, yet posit conflicung

what this involvés. The’ preponderance of

Positivist assumptions are aligned with the:profession's
expectai:iuns o’f practice im terms of effective, demon-
strable intervention,: yét are in conflict with so¢ial work
values. »Theorls‘ts as ‘a group become inc:easingly silent=
and' inconsistent in addressmg actual, strategies for

helping, particularly in the area of- those ethlcal and

'
‘policy considern:i.ons which might offset the mismatgh of

values and knowledge. Careful exﬁmination of the apgligd- '

&

derived knowledge about early attachment is necessary to

evaluate the p:ofaésidn's extrapolation/of/\mis trouble-
some. core knowledge base in the facé of the urgent demaﬁds_

of p;acupé. This ‘sftsdy/ lays thé, groundwork for Eufther. :

‘research’ into thegimplementation 6f social work knowledge

in practice. g -
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‘Question LiSE

APPENDIX 2 )
Epistemic Inventory @

fmn Albers, D.A. & Hurley, A.L. (1985). On_ the importance of being
jan. scient: oW1 i

A heuristio- for o
Unpub,
of Social Work, St. John's, dewfoundland.

N\,

1. What is the underlying premise about reality?

\Where is reality found?

|2. What' is’ the orienting feature of reality?
~"" What do we lock at to understand man?

3. Whit is -the fundamntal view of man?
" What is most. important about man“
4. What is.the process of soc).alizal:lon'»‘ i
Hw does man get the way he xs? (primary motivation)

5. What is the ideal relationship between the individual & sociehy? ¥
How does the individual stack up relative to society?

6. wWhat'is problematic for man? ¥ . \

What gets man in trouwble?

7. What is requu:ed for positive change to occur? 7
'Hm can mén‘get out of trowle? -

8. WHit'is the character of intekvention? (technical dinensions)
How does the helper relate to the client to effect change?

9. What age the policy and ethical issues related to intervention?

What's messy in the helping business?

a) 1. . How are problems defined?
2. How is_health '(proper social Eunotxomng) defmed’-‘

b) 1. How is intervention initiated?, R
2. Hou is intervention terminated? public programs

c) 1. «Is there an upper limit to the commitment to intervention?
. How far does the helper go?
2. what are the safeguards Eor clients?
What is hands of£2— ) ,

10. What‘needs to be’ doné - to farther our understandmg of man?
What do we still need to know?, -
a) Broad epistemological level

b’(‘ ional level L i ‘\\

Ished manuscript, Memorial University of Newfoundland, School




: » L
& 5 : s
A . 109 e
E 11. (Heta question): What is the core debate? ¢
pd . What heat does the-paradign catch from the others?
"y,

% -
How does the paradigm defend itself from the foregoing assault?
How does the paradigm cover its ass?
2
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Quadrant-Specific Responses: Positivism .

1. What is the underlying premise about reality?
hhere’ is reality found? -

Realxty exists out Lhere.

What is theforienting feature of reality?

2
What dogwe loock at to understand man?w .

Data.
3. What xs the fundamental view of man?
What is most important about man?

Tabula Rasa (nurtu:e'my)
4. what is the process of mcxauzation”

low does man get the way he is?~ (primary motivation) -

¥ mpmssxon/“[earning" (non-conscious) .«

. Indxvxmal_\\ -
" Society .

6. is problematic for man?
at~gets man in trouble? .

What is the ideal relationship ‘between the individual and society?
How does the individual stack up relative to society?

- If problems exist they are caused by inappropriate nurture.

. ]
7. What is required for positive change to occur?
How can man get out of trouble?

. Appropriate nurture.

8, What is the of interx

. How does the helper zelal:e to the clxg\t to effect chanqe’

E T_b (to the’ individual for society).

s




9. What are the policy and ethical issues relafed to intervention?
What's messy in the helping business? -

a)

T.7 tiow are problems defined?

Observable differences (normative camponent) which are

, disrptive to the collective

Budget sheet.

How. is health (proper social functioning) defil

(utilitarian component).

7 -

By default: "No Observable Problem" (negatjve test).

b) 1. How is intervention inifiated in public programs?
2. How is intervention teminated in public programs?
At the discretion of the collective after budget sheet is
reviewed. (Linked ‘to problem definition). Clear end—
points. - P i
.€) 1. . Is there an upper limit t:o the ncmnltmenr. to intervent jon?
How far does the helper go?
B Answered by budget (baianoe) sheet of collectve: (avail—

able resources/disruption relative to other problems).

2. What are the safeguards for clients?
What is hands of £2

Bad science.

quadrant on the basis of individual rights).

(Other answers i

fram outside the

10. what needs to be done to further our understanding of man?
What” do we/sun need to know?

—Ep;stemlogxcal Answer:
- %

ervention Answer:

Causality:

Better under§tanding of the environ—

ment and it eE[ects

Better
control man) .

The arrow.

ys to use the environment (to

What's important about the arrow and the balloon?
1
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(Meta Question): What is the core debate?
What heat does the:paradign catch from the others?

From Exaricipationism: 'This is the problem not the solution. -
(shares nothing) 1)  Superficial. What's important does not
even register. (covert/conflict axis)
' 2)  Dehumanizing. (free will axis)

. From Interactionism ‘ 1)  Control is détrimental to the growth of
(shares cbservable . . the individual and socm:y. (free will
reality) axis) S

From Structural Detemminism: 1) Superficial: synpr.ans only..
(shares deteminism) (covert/conflict axis) . .
- 2) Maintains status quos ineffective.
" (covert/conflict axis).

How does the paradigm defernd” itself from the foregomg assaylt?
Hou does the paradigm cover its ass?

> ‘See 1-10 above.
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Quadrant-Specific Respnses: Structyral Determinisn :
. 3 .
1. Wwhat is the underlying premise about reality? L
. Where is reality found?
. . ) Reality is'thg underlying structure . .
B " : : L
2. What is the orienting feature of reality? -
& What.do we look & to understand man? # N -
Hidden contlict. - N
3. wWhat is the fundamental view of man? : ' ¥,
' J . What is most important about man? { x &
Freud: Ham DuplesMarx: ‘Damniatus. -
- d plex/Ma : tiogio .
4. What is the process-of socialization? * o B
- ow does man get the way' he is? (primary motivation) . @ 4

Suppression of nature by mrture, 5 (

L\ ‘ . : o . G

~ 5. What is the ideal relationship between the individual and society? -
.- ~ ' How does the individual stack up relative to society? ¥
. ’ Individual'49s - t o
. 5 - . §
Soclety 51% »
. 6. What.is problematic for man2 R4
wnat gets mari ih trouble?’ .

5 Problems do exist because of the inévitable collision between nrture

and nature at a covert level. <

'\ What isf zequlred for positive:change to' oceur?
How can man get out of trouble? ..

mmugh nurture to achieve insight.- nsight causes a ghange in'the
” , underlying structure.  (Conflict remains ~ inevitable, r; a “better
tp appmximatmn of balance of conflict is possible.)

8. What is the character of intervention? (l:eahmcal dhrensh(ns)
- . How, does the helper rglate to the client to effect change?

- ‘'For (for the individual for society) . 3
S m e y
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)" Level lems are usually identifted by the, collective
< ‘on the basis of a potentially disruptive,
. surface-level difficulty, and represent...

¢ ! Level II: Imbalarices in the ‘Social or personality strue--

,s - ture. «
St *Y 5. How s health (proper socal functioning) defined?
. .
¥ g ' Wr}en the underlying pergonality ot somal structure is
L " nearly balanced .
{ o /' B), 1. Hou is, interyetion initiated 'in public programs? . < ..
. - s @ 2. How is integzntkm temmated in public programs? vl
s AR B PR N i3 .
= v WEL Intervention is- 1muated when r_he Helper confil t the' . .0
‘ - ] - sutface level "problem”: is ‘indicative .of -an. alance
S . . within the: underlymg stzuctu:e, and temminates when the

“ helper that an” on of a balance has 1
: beeén established.” gy s J !

. “c) 1. Is there an.upper limit to the comi tment r.o mteﬁentxon?
. How far does the helper ‘go? . 3 -

L E: . o The helper is camutted kil (in his opinicn) balance 1?
. achieved. . i
%

3 - .
/ 2. -What'are the safeguards Eor chents? R < N
« o > What is hands oEf? - . PR

%
h ! Halper not to pracuce without Eirst havmg a Eu].l .

o : : undexstanding of the underlylng structure.  (Papa. ‘better’

i, . . ++damn well know besl:.) § el
10. “What needs to be done to, further our understanding of man? . s

What do we still needtok ) . g

-E:pistemlogical Arwaer. ‘Better understandmg of the cuvert sr.ructuze
(conflict implied . .

-mtezve‘nkion Answer:  Better ways to promote i'nsight/rsisg "
i : :. consciousness’ (covert). P 5
I e

What's important: about ‘the abrow and ‘the “balloon?

Bangl * Causality: :The inherent eakness in,the balleon.
1 R 2 DT




1.

3 - 12.

" (shares

. N .
” ) s . 3
(Meta Question): What-Ts the core débate? L
What heat. does the paradigm catch'from the others? - “ v
pr .8
From Interactionism: This 1.5 dangetuusl - LS
(shares nothing) 1) 'Creates conflict where it does not and wdu].d i *
. not otherwise' exist. (aberservabla reauty
axis) . & »s g o
e *2)  slights the individual who is of _prime
* mportance. ‘(free vnll axls)
From Brancipationism: 1) . Fails zecognize the primacy of irdivida- H
" (shares covert/ . ual ms mportanee and power‘ (ftee wxll 3
conflict) * axxs) ) 3 . 8
k e +2) *, Emphasis on. control oE the: individual ‘is : )
problanatxc. (Eree mu axis) P
From Positivism 1) o change i
S ir ) t “Bad Sei " " Mystical

How does the paradxgn defend itself Emm the foregoing assault?
How does the paradign oover its ass? -

See. 1-10 above 3

‘Bullshit.," A waste' of time.,

o
(Gbservable -
reality ax;s) G
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N § Quadrant-Specific Responses: E)nanci@tionisn . s p
: 1. What is the underlying premise about reallty" ]
Wheré is reality found?

Q
Individual reality exists through demystification.

. 23, What is the orienting feature of reality? %
What dor we look at to undersr.and man? . . e T T

" : ’ R

0 lndlvxdual stz’uggle.‘ v w f

. 3. What is the fundamental- view of man?
‘ 3 tnat. is most mpoz‘tant about man?

Humo !.ahotans (naturg only).

v . E:

the process of socidlization? = .
‘does man'get the. way he is? 4pnmafy mo:ivatxon) s .

of ‘man®s. consol : icity. * o P

.. 5. wWhat is'the ideal realtionship bstween the individual and soclety?
T .t . How does the indwndual stack up relatiye to soclety

2w ; : /Socxety :

Individual

- 6. What is problematic for”man? Ty

i o What gets man in trouble? o
L Problems do exxst because man loses hxs nal./re thraugh the mystxfx-
: - cation of qurtire. . .

7. 'What’ is required for postive changs to beeur? - ' o« a8 * &

; ' How can: man get out cE trouble? P » [
. Tt . - With-fecognition of ‘the mysnfu;atmn and engagement: dnf the sr.ruggle
. ~ <70 . _to recapture individual nature. B ' :

.8, What,is the (bechhical dimensi 2 e
ch does H\e helper relate to the t:lxent to effect change?

oo e maividual goes it alone: (fok e, for me). 5 g




9.

10.

. b) 1. Haw.

v of mere, physi.cal presenee

. .3
What' are the policy and ethical issues related to intervention?

wWhat's messy in the helping business?

a) 1. How are problems defined?
fevel I: "Cheefful robots" have lost their nature (no inter-

. . vention)..

Level II: Self-defined.sense of alienation (boundary cnms).

2. Jbli is health (proper soclal functlmh!;) defined? %
Indivirhla]. who is fully

and to. the:
for authenticn:y tin the pmceaa of reqaming individual
‘nature). . .

i 3 % "in public prog " g
2. is_intervention teminated in public g

'Ihis is enlhraly r.he responsil;uity of, er client, - T SFha

c). 1. Is thare an upper h.mxt l‘.o the mmimnr. to mterventlcn?“'
“How far does the helpergc? P

Coaf o o

. There. are ‘no lhnits as- long as t.herapist authentlclty is not E

w‘ . compromised.

2. what are the safeguards Eor clients?
What is hands Off? e s

« . Therapist must view helping as authentic expression oE commit-
ment to client- autrantlcit_y.

what needs to be done to futher our understanding of man?
-What do we still need to khow?

-Episzel_olagical Answers Better expmon of individual- nature via
. .. discourse. . .

~Intervention Answer: Better vigilence vs. helper _iny_stiﬂcatlon.

Wl

. subjective, experience of the 1nd1ku=1. ‘and 1s mdupendent

" what m;tr.e:s about the ba!..l.oon and arrow, exlets ‘only in the' ‘_ p
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(Meta w:im). hat is the core debac;! Fad
heat does the paradigm catch from others? -
From Positivism: This is absurd! 4 & . 5
{shares nothing) 1) "Mystical Crap": So ridiculous as tobe =
. unimportant. °(observable reality axis) .
2) ~The'world is too powerful for. this to
-even bé a possibility. (determinism
axis) | - ' Yy
'(-‘tunstmcr.urd].mtammsn -1) . Failure to recognize that man cannot
(sham eoveﬁ7mﬂ ct) . develop and survive (much less know
.. himself) without social order. ’(datap—
© minism axis) @
2) Destroys social. order. (w‘mdn is essen-'
i tial). (determinism axls)
From Integactionism: .- - Missinq the obviws :ealir.y, the mutual. |
_{shares' free w. benefit. of man's :elatiorships (obsarv—
¢ eentrahty of the lndi‘(idual) L able real.xty axis) -

How, does the- paradign defend itself £rom: the Eo:egomg assault? T
- How does the pundign cover its.ass? . 3

> >

1-10 above.




Where is reahty found?

Réality{lpxnduced and connnually emerging.

What is the dkienting feature of raalu:y?
do we look at to understand man?

Shated meaning.

What is the fundamental view oE man?
. What is most important about man?

Hcmo cunnumtas {(nature and nurture are czxrplunenta:y).

what' is-the, process of socialization? .
" How doés man get the way he is? *(primary motivation)

‘E:xpressidn of. nature, through nurtute (belongmg/secunty)a

> "What is'the ideal realtionship:between the individudl and Sociéty?.

How does the * mdwidual stack up relar_we to society

Soclety 49% -
What is problematic for man?
What' gets man in trouble? . e
- If problems exist they ate caused by i nurture

19

‘which prevents nature | Emn fully emezgmq.

what is requued for- positive change to occur?
How’ t out of tmubl

. to emerge mrough, adequaeg npfture.

What is the of int ( i ions)
Hod does the helper relate tc me chent to effect change?

~ (with individual for: the mdwxdual and soclety).
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; . . \
v 9. What are the policy and ethical issues related to intervention? L
. What's messy in the helping business?
a) 1. How are-problems defined? .
_/— Problems are any .SeLf pemssved limitation in the beccnung
o rocess.
. “ ° e
2. “How is health (proper social functiofiing) cefined?,} . ~
Health is ‘dofined in ‘terms of mutual’ growth,. acthalization,
synergy. . Theré'is no clearlv defined endpomt in the
- process of mutual becxxlung. .
- b) 1. How ‘{s"intervention initiated in pubhc pmgrams? «
3 . ‘2. How is 1ntervention tefminated in public pzograms? Lo
. . Incervem:.xon begms~ when clieént’ engages ‘and ends' whé y
5 client disengages Emn the process. 'No clear delineation’
B "between therapy, Anteraction,” and education, ther ore
= “conserit issues are particularly fuzzy.
“e) 1.uIs there an pper’ limit. to the Commitment. to interventlon?
o How far does r_he helper go?
% Upper limit is determined at a partnershlp level “based on
® . internal resourges avaxlahle (time, " energy, other commit—
menr.s to rel ) for both and chent. »
2. L

“What are the safequids £6r cliénts? -
what l.s hands, o

mym"ng }hat mutually feels good goes in- the process Of
. Helper must not be dishonest or cover-up true.
Eeeungs. " (Quadrant of facilitation, not. intrusion;
punishment or’threat.) -t

10. ma: needs to be done to further our um!erstandlng of, man? .
\ T What do we stxllneedtoknabf? P s L3

-Epmtemlagmul Answer: Better ways to analyse the meanings people

share. -

-Inr.ervention Answar: Bétter ways to facilitate, to fully-allow .

meaning to smerge:

hhat‘s mpcrtam: about the arrow and-the balloon? . .

° .‘Meaningx Both ‘arrow- and balloon odme together creating a

new phenanenon (a joyous sound). o 5




1.

{Meta Question):

From Structural Determinism:

.

N

What is the core debate?

What heat does the paradigm catch fram the omers?

(shares nothing)

From Positiviem:

(shares observable world)

From ‘Bmanci, tl.onisn'
gsha:es free w:

centralil:y of individuul)

How dues the paradigm defend xtself frun the !oregoing assault?.

A waste of time.
Superficial.’ (covert/conflict axis)
Pollyanna. (covert/conflict axjs)

1
2)
3)

1)

e

1)

2

Erodes social order.  (determinism axis)

No accountability:

(deteminlsn axis)

Daluded by the mpsrhclal-
(covert/conflict axis)

121

Pcuyanna emphasis on "togethsmess"

which 'is an.impossibility.
(wvett/conﬁliet axis)

Hw does the wadign cover its ass?

& _See 1-10 above.,
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‘Addendum

)

122

For r,he purposes of this study, the questions-in the Epistemic Inventory
follows:

were renmnbered/

Epistemic

Inventory (1985) y

Questions 1=8 cesiecercnssereccans

This
Study

Question 9Al +ieveeseiiensesisaa. Question
Question 9A2 ..eeeesieenenoasssss Question

Question 9Bl « Question
Question 982 . Question
Question - 9C1 . Question
QUESELON 8C2 wevuuesseerssssassss Question

QueStion 10A sesessiessecssescesss Question
© Question 10B sessssecssesiieaans m;

Question

(Overall: Balloon Metaphor)

Question
Question *

10

1
12

tion

Question

estions 1-8

2
10

S
12

17

(not utilized)
(not utilized)
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1, : .-being the

copyright holder of the material described’below: - :

Epistemic Inventory taken fram Albers, D.A. & Hurle
A.L. (1985)." On the Ettam}e of bei@ iani(orla
. F A_heuristic for organizii scientific_knowledge
e R . social work. Unpublished manuscript, Memori

University of Newfoundland, School of Social Work, Si
John's, wamnﬂland

o R

do "hereby permit the inclusion of .the described material in the

BE=ETS

. thesis/report entitled; - o . % c .

0 J A

The Use of an Extended Axial -Model for Examining
Social Work Core Knowledge about Early Attachment

written by __ Audrey rand Hurley .  and submitted in partial )
fulfillment of ‘the requirements for the degree of Master of '
Social Work at Memofial University of Newfoundland.

I further permit the National Library of Canada to
microfiln this thesis, including the material to which I retain

. " copyright, and to lend or sell copies of the film.

DATE: B2.2d.®D%




APPENDIX 3

I, i . being the

copyright holder’of the material described below:

.Epistemic lnvenm taken from Albers, D.A. & Hurley,
A.L. (1985). r_he rtance of  beil anitorial:
"A_heuristic ro scientific knowledge in
~ social work. Un ubltshsd manuscript, Memobrial

L University of Newfoundland, School Of Social ok, St.
John's, e

do hereby permit .the inclusion of ‘the described material in the

. *. thesis/report entitled: ® ;i

The Use of an. Extended 'Axial Model for Examining
Social Work Core Knowledge about Early Attachment

\

written' by __. Audrey Land Hurley and submitted in.partial
| fulfillment of the requirements for the “Wegree of Master of '
social Work at Memoridl“Uhiversity of Newfoundland.

I further permit the Natidnal Library of Canada to -
microfilm this thesis, including the material to which I retain
o 3 .

copyright, and to lend or sell copies of the film.
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