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[Abstract] Based on the illustration of the particularity of accessing school-age children’ s attachment, current article

paid particular attention to attachment measures for school—age children. To sum up, there were four categories: observation
method, which was mainly based on laboratory and daily behavior observation; projective method, which accessed or project-
ed children’ s attachment with the help of doll playing or picture; representation method, including scale and interview
methods, which mainly accessed children’s attachment by language; the last one was “assessing attachment in school—-age
children”, an effective clinic tool integrated a variety of means, which could distinguish insecurity children from all chil-
dren successfully. We should choose suitable attachment measure according to children’s age and our study purpose, not
just convenience. Current article analyzed reliability and validity of attachment measure, from factors influencing attach-
ment measurement(attachment figures, attachment behavior, children, examiner, coding and classification) and other factors
(attachment and personality, development of attachment), and also proposed suggestions for accessing school-age children’
s attachment.
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