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How multiple significant others relate one’s attachment?:

For clinical use of attachment network

Miyuki HARAGUCHLI, Steve K. LEE, Yurika MATSUBA, Hotaru ITANO,
Minako IWASAKI, and Nario IHARA (Waseda University)

For decades, the Attachment Theory proposed by John Bowlby has been one of the mainstream developmental theories

covering the lifespan. Researchers of this theory have focused on the relationships between children and their caregivers,

although Bowlby also assumed the role of the interaction with peers on in his original theory. This article reviewed the

research on attachment relationships in multiple significant others, called “attachment network”, to highlight the research

issues in this domain. Additionally, the author discussed recent research on attachment network by comparing polytropic

models of attachment over the monotropyc models according to the traditional view. The review implied that people

recognize some significant others including their peers as attachment figures after middle childhood era. In conclusion, it

is important to accumulate the domestic research of attachment network and the research for clinical practice.

Key words: attachment, attachment network, polytropic models of attachment, multiple attachment

Waseda Journal of Clinical Psychology
2019, Vol. 19, No. 1, pp. 101 - 108

John Bowlby 1%, %52 RILAKE#E, BEE LEENL
ThiRx R HRETES T T &b 725 OWf%E & RFEERD
WHREZITT, TH v F Ay NEERB L, ko
Wrzess [REAENFETR OF% (maternal deprivation) ] @
WRPOIEFE 2722 8bHoTh, TH v F AL N
i, M oFEL LEREE, IS TEROBR
ThabERMRSNDLI L bH W (EE 2005, L
L Bowlby (1979) &, [ 2ThoERF T L&
He b L9110, EEESEHERLE L TEL TV,

Ty vF Ay e, EEWIC, [fERIRIICEE
L, 20 THL, BNSRCARZREDRT T4 T
THENDSE S - & X102, FFEOME DT %8 L
TEBIN L AOKA (felt security) % I8 - #EHEL
L9 &gt (B - &g 2005)] OZETHB,
DFNT Iy F AL M, B LIEEN R
(affectional bond) R EZEEF 21T T <, { »o2K
(attach) Z & CHOLDOEHZILCHE L)LY

TOHEEERF > TWwd, T v F AL MFRIZ, BF
FIZRSN Db TR oo, FLUEHIZBWTIX
BHEEDPERLLT IV F ALY MRTH L D%
W,

CDXH, THFAY MR EDEBOTTE
EN, EEOBICHAWLENL A X —<%, HYT —
F* 7 - £5)V (internal working model : TWM) & [
Fo ZOHKIL, MFEIIETE*ZITANTINDETH
59, FRESIZIANTY S 2 BMMED D 5 A
Th»r9H, LwHhH L ACICHT 2 BN RIERET
HbHo & 512 Ainsworth, Blenher, Walter & Wall (1978)
i, EEHOMFICEAEE R L, IWM I A [0)#R
B 725, C7 v NV v NN AID T L ATRIE
ENTWDH, IEETIE, DERFHEZEDT4D0D/
= UHHESNT WD, LT WP c7 s v T
AV MR EDHTIERE L2 IWM D38 — 278,
o ABERICSBEH SN b EnwbhlTwa
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(Bowlby, 1969), Z 9 L7z#mEHR% b L12, 4H
3T, BEZLOMER (FICEETFBER) ASTWM 2%
13T, HEAE - BRI - RO SE, My
Lo, TOBRORKARLEBNLOMGL EIZD
W, ZIKICELMIIENER I N TwA (eg Allen &
Hauser,1996; Music, 2011) .

L L, RO E A SRV S DBEFE
EOBBICEENRETOENRTWS, 72298
HoThH, TORNAERIIEFTE, &) bR
ESINTITVR v, HRPMLE, Zxr)7Zninos
MOFRERB 1 Lo, WHEE - HEROBE, -
FAXA ME, BRI ANEBROBAILA > T\ b, &
Erm L TR, KA, BN, #HE, FEERE B
SVIIEHETH Do 728 21, EHBEICBT) 54HEE
BISISR LT, TR L Y b RESNCTHE Y RE
BRHEEDTE v F AL FOEN L) BET L LN
) #Hit b 5 (Howes & Spieker, 2016), F 7= 4EHf
BV, B FERERESEDL 2 LN ORI
EHEXRLCTATAFIVTH D ERIET SHHFE (Allen
& Tan, 2016) L& 5.

ETAT, FIRMEMIZDbo T NERALR
EO, BRFERIEEDL TS v T A Y MRS
BRTHDTH S D Allen & Tan (2016) 12X 5 &,
Z P LZADPDBRRICBN TR ZRKD 7 & X2
LT NBE, TIYF AL IR ERD TV,
Thbt LEETCHWSETHEETSIA 74X H
X, TH Y F AL MRREDFETDE 2R T HIE
W WIRT I T A MR EREIETH L S
EHHEEREINDL, Lo T, TH v F AL b E
FTHIIHzo>T, BEEEUINE OMRL GO LN
VETHDHEEZ LS,

EPo L Z A, Bowlby (1979) HEH D, BEHE &
DEBORE LD o 72bF Tl ve hFE
(peer) L DBEERLHEL, EEOT ¥ v F A ¥ bt
RaeFFOoZ L EHBICAN TV, TOBEBOT 5 v
FAYIMHREOZ L%, HAZIHYELLDOTHD
LEBEZTC, TIVFALDL Ay NT—=7 LR
(Doherty & Feeney, 2004)

LAL, BEOTY vF Ay MRS EEE L7
DVATOND Lo THb HIFEL, Hi—3hizi
RATREINT VD LTV RV, I TERBETI, 7
FOFAYE A bT—2, HLVIIEEFE TS
GEEMBE R T Y v F AL MR E LRI T
bo TOBS, THIFALE - Ay M=% EDLZ
LHETHL, B/ POE—LE) fO¥—n2o%
WL, M5, S50, T¥YFALN - % b
7 =7 2T A BN L B BT 1T, WigEEE
EEHOIZT LI ERHE T 5,

TEAYFARN XYy NT—=0%ESZ2DHE

A 79 F A2y bT—=21E, KR&ELH
T o0 S 5w S Tw b (Riges &
Gottlieb, 2009),

— 1%, Bowlby (1969) <° Ainsworth et al. (1978)
WRBESN DML RHTHL, [EF/ boE—]
DL TH D, TOIMYTIE, HERDSEGH 7
5 v F A NkF5 (primary attachment figure) 72SfEAE
LTBY, ZITHEEENLT Y v F Ay NEROY
WIWM Z2 R L, ZDH%oME & OBRMEE EAT
5ELTWD, =, BEHLEOMRTALERT
FoFAY IR ERTWZELTY, Z0OHD
= N F— L DOPRICE > TRENLZT Z v F AL B
WZEALT 5, [HERZE (earned security) | DFFAE
DI ENT VD, TH v F AL NOFE—IFRITH,
T5Z LT, IWMOEREDPRIZESNT V525 TWM
DEFIZOVTHR—DORRIIHE SN TR, £/ b
DY —OWEIZBNT, 799 FAYL - 2y FT—
7%, [P LT TV (Figure 1.) ] TS
Do EIBW T 5 v F A v PSR e OBRIZB W TH
DT 5 vF Ay NESXIER SN, Ehiilio A
BRICEALTW 22T, 2y T — 22 REIC
Mt cwndEEZLNTWD (HE, 2017),
Klohnen, Weller, Luo, & Choe (2005) (2 XX, O—
WM LAV ERR L NV 2 L) v T
T rORNEN S, RNLAT Y FNXBEOTD
KEVWIZE, O—MBELNVOT S v F A2 MHH
MR 2 5.2, FERLRVICBIT LT
FyF A MEENTHIGT 2 AROEICHET S &
b,

L) —DlE, THYFAY MR EH—DODLD, B
HWVIIHERN DD EIEAR ST, HEOT S v T 2
MRS ERNICHED [RY bo— ] ofETH 5,
COMEIZBWT, Levitt (2005) (2X Y, IWM 134
EERBLCEET LI ENRMEIN TV D, IWM
TYyFAYMNARICBUAHCEMEDERRTH
D, BUIEH B 2HEF~NOHFEKTH S ML
Bowlby & [6 U7275, IWM 258D 7 % v F A ¥ bxf
BIZE o TR ENTHALT 2 L EZ L HIZBWTE
BN D, miE (2016) 2L, KUY b E—0l
BIZBUATS vy F AL - 2y NT=2I1220TH
— DRI EZRENT VR VDLED, FHEHHRRAL
BTV E RN APATHIHERILE TV D 2 DDMRE ST
W5, RAHRELE VTR, BHEoME L OBGR
DEDIE - ESNLIETTFEDDFEI ML & S
NCTWb, M, FIATIRELE TV TlE, HE
DABE & ORBROZFNEN S MBI DR ENELEE T
ELPEERTHEINT NS,

K POV —o@EIcBITsREWLBHL LT
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Figure 1 7% v F X v bEZLOBEIHMEEE TNV (Collins & Read, 1994;: Crowell et al, FEER 2017).

1%, Lewis & Takahashi (2005 =45 EEER 2007) HSHRNE L
AT SEATHIFERRILE T IVICHI A Y — 2 v b - Ry ]\
7 — 7 BT 5N b, Lewis & Takahashi (2005
ERGESER 2007) 12X AU, KDY PO —oflE e R
OWREL, TV F AL MG E L CRELE 2 HEE
HWLOo2h, W7 & v F X v NEREZEDHBOA
H L ORI RET 5 L) RBEEI 2% 2 % i
ELZzwv, Z2ofbl), OBEFHE D GOHEEOBH
RO R Y P =2 3L EETHLI L, @
2y NI =7 OEEPEELEL TH S0 555
BRI BWT, BEERIZTIE, OFOKEAED
FTATANRYOPTANEDLL Z L bl TWh,
TEYFALN Ry NT=212BF5 2004
ERBALIZD, Wk TE v F XY MFETIR, T
Ty FRAY NRRPE—THLHLENH, £/ hoE—
L =N NVACE NVE %/ NV I I N = R F e oy
LLTC, #BEH, KA, HlikEie s A TDONHE
FIRDNIEDIE IS SN TE 2 EDZEIT LN THB
D, R)raE—0HATEI NI METEL I LI
FIE2% 5 (Levitt, 2008), 2 DO BV 2 B4 2 &
T b E—OHEIZIERTRY) baE—TlE, t v
N7 =27 IZRBINTH Y, FRIZZOE* ANEZ
720, FFNIR L CIWMAEELZDVT A2 L
T, IATANRY M) S F S FRBIE LT
W ASER SN DTIE R WA EE 2 5, Bowlby
(1969) &, 7% vF A FOWEIZBWT, HER
KRS ET5, HHVIEHFL LD 3 2E00
EVETHIRAFT AT Y A GEL22E2H0Ho
720 XIRICIG U TR L IWM Z{EH L7220, F 720
ISR BE A ANV T2 L0OR) hud—o
B b, Bowlby DEFEX #HRET AL DT WESE
ZbN5b,

TEAYFAN -2y M7= OWRER

ZITE, THIYTFAYN XY NI =Z D0
T, B/ ha—, Ry hOE—=FNENOHEOHE
SHZ BT B BEZEE)IA 2 /T %

E/ MRE-OHETH L, BEGHBILET VI
HEOVI Ay T =7 OBEIR O R ENTHEY
(e.g. Buist, Dekovic, Meeus & van Aken, 2004; Rosenthal
& Kobak, 2010), Z 1 % Hl%E 3 5 728 @ Attachment
Network Questionnaire (ANQ)  BH% & LT\ 4% (Trink
& Bartholomew, 1997) ,

72 & 21X Doherty & Feeney (2004) (&, A DT % »
FAYD ARy FT=2IZDNWT, T v F AL bt
RELTHEIToAEORENE ROETA 74XV
WAy T =7 I RIFTHEERE Lz T8 v T R
YIMRRELTIE, N—= M F=b LBETFHR,
WRNT, B, K, x5 72w, KA, FELDIHE
ThHolze 72720, HEOMREZET LN L EH
RLIZZH P 0bET, —ANDOARFITLED Lo
Too ZNENDT F v F A ¥ MRRIZKD BHEFEDUF
LT, 8= FF— G, a0,
IEEEEOMER, THEAZE V) 4D0DTE v T AL
BERE ST RN CT RO D DITK L, FRIEIIT LR
DARRD DA D 5720 TA T ANV ML D
2oV TiE, AV b, Filln, REEOFEE Vo7
% DEER LD &, WOPDOERIHMUAGEDLE - T
Wiro 72l zIE, mBEBELT Y vF AL PRRICD
WTC, BT/ M =PV WBEIIKATH
D, FRTTEIFRHEWIRIZE > TR, &x97
WTdH o720 Allen & Tan (2016) DHIR b FE 2 5 &,
FNHR LTI BEAN G R0 B DO MERR L SR 70 W i
MiZd %,

fis, R ~u -0 IS CIgtIE F 72407
<, — M 7ZRMERELEE > T v, M2
FEHPE LT, PRSI EE 2 v 72 Antonucci
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(1986) 12k B a v R4 - £57)V (Figure 2.) 7°H 5,
T VRS L, EEEEERL, X5 ETOY R

b Ay M= 2HLBEL TN, IYRAT
i, AWM E—M : 2020 %wA, 1
HE—HETEZVWIKI 2L, E=H: F—, F
EELICOBE AW ERYW A AZRALTH S
Vo B, WROBIHIBRIZ 2R\,

AU~ a ¥ -0 T, Levitt (2005) A3 >R A -
TFNVERWC, WEH2SHFEROA Y hT =212
OVWTCOBITHELIToTWAH, FEZMWICRL L, B
HHEIC R Y N T =2 - A N—D ANEDE 2 AR
TP SO R — P DI L 720 FHEMIEKAD
TFR— IR LT ERR LTze AV N—E LTHET
SNE5IL, PR EL <, KNTRHE, 59
720, HALEE, B, KANTH o7z, BEMW)SFE
WOBATIIHT T, REXZBTHEEVEDLL WY
DD, KANZBITLEENPMEZTwb, 512, ¥
A= b2 B35 LIS & OB E L 74
FR=FZHDPSETHWDINTIERL, ZHOIR—
FMEZF S TWLTELN L) HEIS L T2 &%
SmE o,

Doherty & Feeney (2004), Levitt (2005) & & 12,
BOBLIZTH v T XY NEGOBMEDH % bIF Tk
MENCE STy FTLMEIEDLL V) 2k
ERLTWS, LaL, B8, /S— M F—2WL T
LY R—TF 1 7ThxHE LTHEITF SN ABEWIFED S
Nb, HROBPEL Y HHR— bt OEAEIC RS

Figure 2 2 ¥ KA - &7 (Antonnucci, 1986)

% & o Levitt (2005) ORI, 1) bo¥—0FE#
X {FELTWD, —J7T, Doherty & Feeney (2004)
TIEEAEDAN—ADT 5 v F X M ROBZET
Tw/zZeix, R)ro— iz vds2HETH
D, RO D .

BERICE T HHREM

FTOENZBNWT, T¥9F AN Ay NT—=2D
WES 24T - 720 D1E A 7%, CiNii ICB#k S N5 A
&L, BER3IWTH o720 T2FORRIT,
WHEHICTh Y, BATHRE LRI ZT 5N
Nnolz,

FOWMT, B/ b E—|2ESLTYYFAU D -
v NI =27 &P oWGEE LT, AR - I (2014)
BETOND, INFACEETZRIZ, T v F AV
Mty M= ORBEHLNIT LI EE, Z0
BENEDRET ¥ v F A v MERRE R LTV B
AR L7z TORE, TH v F AL PRRE LTS
FTOENLOEIRFZFICREEST, OB, KN, &z
A ENLREEHTH o2 bk, THvF A MR
BRI LTVLDIEE2RHRETTH72Z LHIRS
N7ze F72, FERLEDBICON, FEEE 1R E
L CHEITLE G WAL D DI, EARE I HRET
B HEHE 2 Tz,

—J, R b AE—=THiLY =¥ty FT—
7 MEIC KD (WFge (SRH - Bf%, 2015) <Ti, ML
CIRHEHIZ WG E L, FELDY =YL £ b



S - EHOBBEME LT S v F 22 MIED L) IHEET D H 105

T =27 ONFIZOWTEF 23R, MEICALPAELD
LR RE L7, TOfR, BESEH IILEIEFE
DEFHHAE—RRLELTELZTELTY, BTFORR
L= L o dze FM L - B (2014) Lok
W E LT, ANFAEICBWTHEDAL R, KR
E) AT F AL IMHRELTHREL TS L
i ERDLIZONHBET Y v F AL POE—FR
ELTHET2EDRAT B Z EEIT SN,

20D b5 N2 b OTIE R WD, B
T OREEDP—H L TBVIGE, BTFOT75yF Ay
b ASZANPA—FHTHLOIL, FLHITLDT
yyF Ay MEREE R T RBDA O FEME L OB
foadEd 2L, T, FHHEOBHRTI T Vel
Th, MOBEBEMEBFIZL>TT & v F A2 MGk T
JESNTVLWREENEZ bND, Fice Ty vF 2
Y IMRBROERE ) Bl SR L L, RER - R
75 v F AL MAERDED» S L ERLIEATL
TWETLH 2 (Allen & Tan, 2016) . FASEIZ
BWTh, BhENTIvF AL MRELEDH D
EDTRENTZEEZ BN D,

BEER CHARILBIDHBOT & v F A ¥ M SRR
TEYYFALE Ay FT =7 o R e
e LT, #LZMEN DN, 2y NT—7
FHELIHANREL TWARWIENEZBND,

HARIZBITLHEY — Vi, HEOEZAHAY -y
Vo Aty P =7 BRI 2 EEIC L 2 b DDA
THbo HiE (2010) &, V=¥ -ky bT—7
DORTHHIC, [EELME L HFBN Rz Lzw
W) ERETE S L AR 2 FEEOL v b
=2 DY, FLb, RAERENENGE L2
Y= NVERE L, TELDOEFEDOLY NT—2D
W, #Bx2 RCHEMIIEZ, #ICEOREEFO
KB D 0% WD [AxEEEEMRT X~ (Picture
Affective Relationships Test: PART: #f_F - =48, 2000) ]
MER ENT V5, M, RAOHETIZHOHRERX
DEMETH B, [ZIHFEOBEBRA T — I (Affective
Relationships Scale: ARS: Takahashi & Sakamoto, 2000) |
AER SN T 5,

T/ PRE—-OBETIE, 2223 ETHRROM
SEY = IVOREN RSNz T v F AL MRS
WTRY V= FThsbHTHSEKX D H MK,
Experience in Close Relationship (ECR : Brennan, Crark,
& Shaver, 1998) % #fi5e L7 R ETa& %, Experience in
Close Relationships Relationship-Structure (ECR-RS:
Fraley, Helternan, Vicary, & Brumbaugh, 2011) @ ¥} &R
B (dif - A k- A, 2016) ASERE S 417z, ECR-
RS T, LORRIZEDT Y vF A b AF AN
FEAL VWD eV, TFyF X FOEANG
HEMEST 22N TEL, S5 HAM ECRRS %

EO

& # fi ECR (Brenning, Soenens, Braet, & Bosmans,

2011) & &2, HAIZBIT 2 A ECR-RS DER
(R - Kb - Bk, 2019) 23 &7z TNHDOR
i, BRERNRT Y v F AL - AT ANV EIE
FTLIELEMELTBY, F-20%E R, CH
KN, BAREZFIFT T 5,
Ehut—, Ry rol¥—RiE iz, HEY—
WORFED 2 ENzZ &6, HRIZBWTL TS v
FRAY b Ay NI =7 OBEDPHEATH EEZ L
N5,

TEYFALN 2y M= &1%5T 2HANE

TEYIFALE A2y N T—=0 b 525200
HEHALTE L, INFETORMTEEZEE 2T
BRICBIFATY Y FALN - 2y VT =7 DEFR
BN

NV S D—BE LD b )P LEELT Y v T
AV NERET A EEZDDH Bowlby 12 L %€/
FOE—DOWHETH D I LRI, REER
TYvF A IPIERENS ) A7 HFITONTHAI
WA F A LN > TETW5DH, 728 21E, Riges &
Gottlieb (2009) X, <)LtV — b X ¥ b REHEOHE
RS, BEHOWSERICH ) EoEFTEOXEN
HEIERKEDT, RIEDE, V=% - FR—=FD
AL, BEREDIN O & BB DAL E R
TEYYFAY NIRRT L)AZNTTHLZ L RN
LML TWh, 29 LY AZHTIE, —/RTbE
FEORETH S L) Ry o by, AT tss
2R HER TG, BRI OZEL %R &~ 7 0 OB H
LLEEEZITTCVWALIL2MEATB AV,

MEDBLEZZ TEDTT I v F ALY EED
ZbhE, T FALN Ry NT=ZIZDWTHTEE
FEHENDL L) TELDIZIE, HEZIZLY
AND == ZADZEALR, B Tniz=— X522
ol bFEZ oD, BEREALRLILE X OBzt
W, FIEEREIZ S 2 30 ETEIL L2 (EE, 2006)
FOH, INFTOEMNERIEOD ) Hxaiits
L7ZHETRAIGLEN VW E 4L, EEo=—
A EMENLBEFEREL TCVWDEZELH D (EHF
2015), =L C, #MENCIERTHAER, TETCIEH
FAHENEERY = v b - BR— D% EhME
I NTWA (Pasada & Trumbell, 2017),

HAWEREOTGHET Y v F AL POMEEE R D
&L LRI SEBEINCT L 2 THIT A RER, L
BHROHITOL ETFETRITHIREL DY, YR
WMoBEBFBOHWFREFHICES 2V LD H D
(Howes & Spieker, 2016) o /NEFIIZBWT D, fRiEE
MFARNRKD B == 3L TBY, Flo¥kbiz
¥ TR, LHEASTHOZEL RIS TS
CCEREREA, 2015), S 5121, FEE L REIT - S
B - FRASEE L, HIECHATOFETCOHEFES N
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o i (2016) 1%, FE L REFTOE I HEHE L
TWARIENLIDVEF LW ExBE 22T, A
DN IHERET A2 a0 H 5 Z LA ERL TV d, R
JETAHRELTCWBETHRE, REHE L OBREDH
THHIBEEN DY, LY DIFRERBICEEN W
FEbIZE o T, REINDEFEZODPND ) H0E
DR L, BOMSBIGORELE %2 W REND 5
Lk x5,

AR D S EBOBEEES b S LIZON
T, WM OBE»LAL L, BBICCH, RELR
EWRRG D00 FET50EbH Y, Bk biE
HBHEEOMTRELT Yy F AL - NG =222
DIFLTENEZOLND, 72, THVF AL -
y— DAL, TOEFELOMGRE LRSI
OOMIGEIETH L Z L LI/ IN TS (Srouf,
Egland, Carlson & Collins, 2005), Zhx¥F 2 % &,
HFIZLoTT I v F AL -G =D D %
ZhHEVH) T LY, HETA ZR ETOMISERIET
R LR ESND, D0, BADFD—
MHRERELTOT I v F AL b - 85— & i
DOMFN KT B85 — VZFEFELLZELHY 9
HEWwz b,

FAEOBEELRMEE LCUE, JEREORIMAZT
bibe ZIUIEG, HEREA~O AR EBEE LI
ThBY, FLEFEVEB TRV L H D, IF
[7HLVAMNREEANAATTY 227+ (Bucharest Early
Intervention Project; BEIP; Nelson, Fox & Zeanah, 2014) |
DALY, LB SN RO RS, WO
LB OIEIC T T HBEOERN S DPYO TREE
27 o720 BEIP TIE, WHICHE- THEES N, M
TELT b ZiEEN L BBEEIEIIT T
ANZEATo 720 HEWIGEIC L At EFT 72 25, B
BAEEREOT D, 2k, HE), RMOMODE»-
el eI N, BEEERETCE2/22LT
RN ENDCOTRNPT L DFEEIIFETH S
CEERRBLTCNS, LALAEDS, Kk s 15
RIAEZITTBLT, 20O TFEL LA 7L
7 MNIREEIZdH - 72 (Nelson et al, 2014) = & 1ZEET
NEHETHY, MHEEFLYDEHABFTOHFVPRVE
FEam O 2 b DT\,

COZENS, FEHREDBRIZKRS T, Zhuzb
LEBH L OB THMI 2 ASMBThb NI, HER%H
FEORIEDHE D L2 B,

SHOBEEEL

KETIE, BHOT S v F AL MR T T v F A
Vb Ay M= T AR L TS, 2
NHE%E525F/ bub—LR) ra¥—ofHa%z
WKL C&E e WINOMHIZBWTY, BERHLL
e, 759 F AL MARDVPEEEDPSKARLBANLRE

GHRERRICER L TnwDE ZE, T2 R— MNEglT
LRMEMANIEVERRLZE, L LADS,
RBADE DO FNERIEIN B ENZH B Z & DS H
W2 otze F2, HRIZBUIAT Y v F AL - 2y
P =2 WEDL % EHERTREKRSA L P TH S,
7Y yFAY MIBESRISEEENDL NSV LR
5, WtEEZZEL CRPEIZBITL2HAHZEL LT
WS EDHETHDL EEZLN, 5 HOMEL
2insd,
FLARRTIE, BEOT I v F AL MRHRRLT S v
FRAUD Ay NI =7l E0b L B ERE A &
ML B2 =% 7o T&7, LoL, EER~NOILH
D L, AW R A LTS & & b1, BR
B COEBMEPIRE S NG LHEFIRFEIE S T4
IV MIESTDT I v F A bRELDAREND
PATBY, TLTEL, BERIELD D OAGHRILE
BToHsbI e, EOMRICBVWTHILHETHS L&
2 BN Do F 724, N ALK BT B
(Accelerated Experiencial Dynamic Psychotherapy:AEDP:
Fosha, 2000) 7% &, 74 vF X v MEEREA L 720
MFHESAFIET Do FEEROBEILTIE, [ZOED
W71 75 A (Circle of Security Program; COS 7' 11 7
Fa) ]l RTS8 v F AL MEMATOS
TALHBED B L, 2017) & SIS
T4 L, SIRRER A 35\ TR & o #ED
FENDo HIZRRBHMMELEDPTIET TR, 7
T FAYNOWREEFRESTI IA Y NI bbb
CED, FoLAEBEIIBVWTOARTHDLEEZ LN
B0 L7zW3o T, BRHIH TOMAZEA LTS Z
L, = —OBRICEE ST, BHEOEEMFELDOT
g F AL MHARIZOWTHMEN§ 5 2 & &R,
TYyFRAY MIROGHRDOELEL T b,
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