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. s‘For the last ‘three years, I have been engaged i resea’rcﬁ ained at-’
»

deacribing the nafture of the infant social world My initial fdcus vas .

on fanily-infant relations, although my students and I have siw:e turned; -

v N

- our at’tentiqn to extrafamilial -drelationships as we,l.l

A

’ {}hfant relationships were qualitatively similar .or diffenent. v
L '

fgtﬁers, and an’ unfgmiliar investigator’ were thempared. 'l'he resul

When I embarked on this program of research, “we. were creating a wave
of research and theorizing conceming the mthér-mf;nt relationship. In

the eyes of c_ontemporary psyéholbgists, nothing existed in the infant 8

i /I .- . . i
world save its mother. As a result, the fir% study was a home—ﬁased

' longitudinal investigation of the developmeat of infant-mother and infant-
father attachments (Lamb,‘1976b, 1977c, 1877d). This project ‘had two

i . f R B '
jor goals: to'determine whethér young infants developed equivalent oo
N

iattachments to both parents and wvhether the mother—infant and father-"

4

To address the fifst question, we recorded the occurrence of a

variety of behaviors which ShOl}ld according to attachnent theorfsts, be
directed to éttachment figures more often- than to non-attachent figures,

The frequencies with vhich these behaviors we directed to mothers,

were quite: clear cut, Between 7 and 24 months of agey the infant:s
.

show.erd preferences for both parents qver the visitor on the attachment

behavior measures. More import%ntly, they dhowed no p{eference for

L)

.
L

ol

|
either parént over the other between 7 and 13 months of age. From 15

.o . . - - 0

“ -~
months, they showed signi}icant' and consistent preferénces for their

* \ N ' . . 5

fathers. R . . -
. These data illustrate quite convi‘ncingly that infanté devedep attach-~
- .
-ments to both theit parents’, a1though the data concernfng preferenc.es

deserve further coment. Aingworth has stated——and I agree with her.--




ferred. ° 7

(like.reék-a;boo o pat-a—caﬁe)'or'else involved'brief toy.stimulation. :
: - 4

T ) . . N -
= - ) N O P N ‘ '

- J , - - \

( K . t - N, '

thlt true preferences among attachment figures are unlikely to be revealed

‘in stress—free settings such as those sampled by my home obeexvation pro-

-cednre.) Under stress, however babies should reduce the amoun* of inter—'

\

" action with subsidiary attachment figures, and focus thetlr behavior more

nsrrowly upon primary attachment figur(s. In etressful laboratory situa-

tions at both 12 and 18 nonth§ in fact, we found that tnfants oyerwhelm-

*

ingly turned to their mothers when’they had the choice (Lemby 1976a, 19768).

¢ i

When they did not bave the choioe, they organized their bEhavior identi—

* cally around whichever parent vas with them. This confirned that the

- ' -~

infants’ were sttached to both parents although mothers were cleerly .pre-

..
‘ )

The~fact that babies are attached to ?ath parents nay be relatively \
uninportant 1f .one relationship is redundant. The implicit assumption
of those who urge that attention be focused on the fa;her-infant relaF
‘tionship is that the father-child and mother~child relationships are’
qualitatively different--thaf they involve different types of¥:xperiences
and hence ‘have different impbicatio;s for the child's personality develop- .
ment. (ef. Lawb, l976c). To test this assumption, we focused on two im-
portant interactional contexts—-those centered around holding the in-.

fant, and those involving parent—fhfant play." Analysis of the home ob—

' dervation trﬁnscripts revealed that fathers and mothers indeed provided
: , . I : N4 > .

very different types of experiences for their infants, Mothers ‘held
. - v . »e. .

" their infants primarily to initiate dome caretaking activity or to . -

restrain them. When théy §1a§Ap; it was typically a conventionaf~§eme

' 4

Fathers,’ by qpntrastig typically picked up their babies to play with them,.

: and ple;ed physically stimurating o{ unp?&dictable games. Not surprisingly,

the babies responded more positively td play and phyaical contaét with
) .

]
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~

4 .,
LaREIR, s

B
LY P
VLR TR




their fdthersw . . . . .
s R , . : S, i
These.data are important, for thay indicate that mothers and’ fathers

s

." . ' represent different types of experiences for their infants. If _one assumes .

4 r that different types Qf experiences are associated with.different out~
) '

comes, then iy.seems likely that the mother-infant and father-infant re- ‘

—

' lationships may have independent and differentlable implications for the : /;//
; ¢ ‘. - . I ) ) o /]
‘ course of personality devel%pment. You will note, furthermore, .that the ’ "
Vs : R o - ’ * ., » . t ya"
" types of ‘experiences the parents represent are related tojthe sex-roles . ‘ .
» ‘ N . N B

they assyme. This suggests that the differences bhetween the mother~-

* ‘:.infant and father-infant relationships msIr§§‘3§gf§tallj important.in B 4
.« - %he‘development'of sex roles.” Some'other evidencetsupports this.» First,
h . . we found that the fathers were twice as active{in interaction with their .
sons as with their ‘daughters duriné the second year. Further, they were

‘twice as active in interaction with their sons as wgre the mothfrs, who -
E . 7 '

! did not differentiate between sons énd'danghters in‘ﬁpie'way( Although .
.' l* the'timiné was inconsistent, makinq empirical‘verififatioﬂ difficult, ‘
" ﬂ the'observers also reported a temporary withdrawal of fathers from thelr
fdaughters during the second vear (ianb, 1977e). R | _‘ j
. ) . . The net impact of the fathers' sex-differentiating beha or was to ‘ ‘
1*< e 1ncrease their relative sali;nce in the eyes of their sons, and the re- ’ “' 9
f . . Yative salience of their wives in the eyes. of their ﬁauﬁhters. In other
' 6‘ uords, the fathers behavior served to focus the children pj-espedially )
- & S

. the boys —-attention on the same sex, parent. Thty were apparently

successful in this endeavor. Analyses revealed nhat by 24 months 90! ': 4
' of the boys interacted preferentially with their fathera while the1 ‘ .

. majority of the cHildren preferring their mothers were gipls (Lamb 1977e). B

Ve ; t}‘a The facfs a) that parents_ behave in sex-stereotyped fas?ion

-

~ ‘ . '3 Al -

o SR o " Co -
e : . . . .
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| .
.« . b) that fathers act j7 a way t Cncreases the relative
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S C e ) salience of the same-fex parent in"the infant's eyes and .
; LN . ) .
. ~ . rd v

- " , ) ~c) that infahte do. in fdct focus-attention on the same-sex *
parent

~ - [}
v

all suggest that early father-infant iﬁteractions may greatly factlitate

.

‘)

gender role acquisiq,ion. T
\‘- ¢ £ « ’ \ . )
, * Hotherg and fathers, then, may play sighificant and differentiable.

- N r'olee in the psyohosocial development of their children, Whatever the

- 4

. difference, however; both relationships involve adults whose explicit
- respor{aibility it 1is to‘sc;cialize their children. Siblings may. represent

important relationships of an entirely different type, yet their role A ,
relat! erent &7 :

. N ’ .-
s

- . has been ignored almost completely.- - ) -

- -
. .

Thys far, we have conducted four studies of sibling-infant interac— \
" tion (Lamb, 1977a, 1(977f 1977g, 19782). These "have dnvolved 12, is

. * and 21 month old infants iuteracting with siblings who were 20«40 months
. .
o‘ldar than them' All observations have been made in standardized lahora—

o, - ‘tory ‘gettings in which infants-have access to their pagents as well as
. 2 -~ . e v g
: ' to theit -siblings. : o
The findings have beep revealing. Mrst, there is very little direct °

f .

i / . interaction between siblings in the novel 1aboratory setting., Both infantsg

’ »

'and preschoolers interact more with their parents t*an with their siblings.
However, when we examine the tzpes of interaction, we find some interea't- . N

' ; . ing asymmetries in the patterns of interaction. The crlder childr’o ot
. [ ’ .- . .
direct much of their behavior to\:ard Infant siblings, When they do acknow-

. j\

ledge nh!! others, they are most likely to vocalize or to proffet toys.

J . The infants by cﬁptrast, appear to be inordiqate]g fnterested in their

¢

. . siblings activitf?es They monitor them and bheir acttvity and take}bﬂ——/

L 4
’ P

JPrimary respoisibility for m}intai:ning proximity. Infantﬁatch their * *

s

.’ - sibi_iﬁgg' acts rather tha.nfthe siblings themselves, whereas the reverse

e




is true of the older children. Further¢ the infants gre far more likel:i'
/, -

than the older chil.dren both to tdke over toys recently abandoned by the

her and- to imitate the ‘others® behavior. . o

These ;aqs alI suggest that sihlings play an importanmt role 'in!
- fact itating mastery over the inanimate environment Peers appear 6 o §
play a gimilar role (cf R:benstein & Howes, 1976)3 although ve find : ‘
that inXants interact mainly with thei\: fiblings when they are able to

‘ choose amkzng siblings, s‘iblings' peers, and peers (Lamb 1977g)

v

Clearly, parents and siblings appear to ihfluence véry different
aspects of development during infancy. Some other-data are relevant also.
Usually, the entrance of a third person reducés the amount of inter-

action between the members of ‘a_dyad (Lamb, 1978b). HdWever, the entrance

of a sibling dogs not affect the leveéls of parent’:—inﬁant interaction - °
. . - . -’

.
.
N

like the entrance of a parent does (‘I.“.amb, l977a5. Similarly, the en-‘

trance of‘a pavent reduces the emount o'f ‘parent—infant, interaction but

has no effect .on the.‘amount 'of sibliné-infant 'interagtion ‘(Lamb l978a) .
These data provide confirmatory--albeit Circumstantial—-ividence -that parents
and children indeed represent different ipterectional systems. . ‘
. Using all traditional criteria, one would have to conclude from our

data and those gathered in rur?l Kenya by Carolyn\ Edwards O.?Awarda ' ."
Whiting, 1976) that infants are not attached to.their preschool-aged ‘ ,-' J *
siblings. This does not mean, however, that siblings are pnimportant.’
’fbey may Mbe unimportant as attachment o‘bjecrts, as. sources of security, ‘
and as caretakers, yet theﬁy may stlll exert ; rather in'portJat impact o'n*'

the infants' development. More generally, the data we have gathered

- . v
-

concerning both' parent-infant and sib.ling-infant /relationships underscore
the need for theorists to go beyond the simplistic notion that the ‘most

. important task in research on infant social relations 1is to idern:ifyv= the ]

»

) ‘
.
. )
. [
. . .
'
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h ﬁtant‘a' ‘attachmen.t,figurés'.- Equally apparent is the need to ,acknowledg!a,
- Y 2! ’ ' ’ ' ot :
* in both theory and research, the complexity-and multidimensionality of

the infant socldl world (Lamb, 1977b). = .
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