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ABSTRACT

NUCLEAR FAMILY EMOTIONAL PROCESSES AND MARITAL
SATISFACTION: THE MEDIATOR ROLES OF INTERRELATIONAL AND
SELF-DEVELOPMENTAL ORIENTATIONS

Mustafa Alperen Kursuncu
Ph.D., Department of Educational Sciences

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Zeynep Hatipoglu Siimer

July 2020, 191 pages

The primary purpose of the current study was to examine the mediating role of self-
construals (interrelational and self-developmental orientations) in the relationship
between nuclear family emotional processes (i.e., symptoms in spouses, focus on the
child, marital conflict, emotional cutoff) and marital satisfaction. The current sample
composed of married individuals; six hundred and eighteen participants completed the
measures of Family Genogram Interview (FGI), Relationship Assessment Scale
(RAS), Balanced Integration Differentiation Scale, and Demographic Information
Form. A pilot study was conducted (n = 402) to adapt the Family Genogram Interview
into Turkish, and the results revealed that FGI has adequate psychometric
characteristics in a Turkish sample. Results of the SEM analysis with the
Bootstrapping sampling method revealed that nuclear family emotional processes and
self-construals variables explained 84% of the variance in marital satisfaction. Among

the variables, emotional contact (marital conflict + emotional cutoff) was the strongest

iv



predictor of marital satisfaction. Regarding the result of indirect effects, the
interrelational orientation partially mediated the relationship between emotional
contact, symptom in the spouse, and marital satisfaction. Furthermore, self-
developmental orientation fully mediated the relationship between the focus on child
and marital satisfaction—the findings of the current study were delineated in light of

the relevant literature.

Keywords: marital satisfaction, self-construal, nuclear family emotional processes,

differentiation of self



0z

CEKIRDEK AILEDE DUYGUSAL SURECLER VE EVLILIK DOYUMU: ILiSKI
VE OZ-GELISIMSEL YONELIMLERIN ARACI ROLU

Mustafa Alperen Kursuncu
Doktora., Egitim Bilimleri Boliimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Dog¢. Dr. Zeynep Hatipoglu Stimer

Temmuz 2020, 191 sayfa

Calismanin amaci, evliliklerinin farkli asamalarinda olan bireylerin evlilik doyumlari
ile ¢ekirdek ailelerindeki duygusal stiregler (esler arasi semptomlar, ¢cocuk odaklilik,
evlilik catismasi ve duygusal kopma) arasindaki iliskinin benlik kurgularinin (iliskisel
ve 0z-gelisim yonelim) aract rolii ile arastirilmasidir. 618 katilimci, Aile Dizimi
Goriisme Formu, Iliski Degerlendirme Olgegi, Dengeli Biitiinlesme-Ayrisma Olgegi
ve Kisisel Bilgi Formunu doldurmuslardir. Aile Dizimi Goriisme Formunun Tiirkgeye
uyarlanmasi amaciyla bir pilot ¢alisma (n = 402) gerceklestirilmis olup bulgular
6l¢egin psikometrik 6zelliklerinin Tiirk 6rneklemi i¢in uygun oldugunu gostermistir.
YEM analizi sonuglari, ailede duygusal stireclerin ve benlik kurgularinin, evlilik
doyumunun % 84’iinii agikladigini ortaya koymustur. Degiskenler arasinda, duygusal
temas arayisi (evlilik catismasi + duygusal kopma), evlilik doyumunu agiklayan en
giiclii degiskendir. Dolayl1 etkiler incelendiginde ise, iliskisel yonelimin duygusal
temas arayist, ¢ocuk odaklilik ile evlilik doyumu arasindaki iliskiye kismen aracilik

ettigi goriilmiistiir. Ayrica, 6z-gelisimsel yonelimin gocuk odaklilik ve evlilik doyumu
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arasindaki iliskide tam aracilik rolii oldugu bulunmustur. Calisma bulgular ilgili

alanyazin 1s181nda tartisilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: evlilik doyumu, benlik kurgulari, ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal

stirecler, benlik ayrimlagsmasi
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

“In all cultures, the family imprints its members with selfhood.
Human experience of identity has two elements;

a sense of belonging and a sense of being separate.

The laboratory in which these ingredients are mixed

and dispensed is the family, the matrix of identity.”

-Salvador Minuchin, Families & Family Therapy (1974, p. 47)

1.1 Background to the Study

In human life, intimacy in (committed) relationships maintained the individuals’
motivation to stay in contact with others. This motivation is universally rooted in
individuals’ natural needs to be in a relationship with others. The need originated in
the bodily interaction between mother and unborn offspring (fetus) that will further
become a model to all later intimate relationships (Buber, 1970). Thus, even if
individuals left their families and established new romantic relationships, they might
still tend to perpetuate “influential aspects of the relationship process that existed in
the original family” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988, p. 167). Nevertheless, the most paradoxical
concept in such close relationships, ‘intimacy’ bears many underlying dilemmas and
demands. One of the distinct conflicts was the inherent contradiction between being
emotionally free and self-determined with significant others while maintaining joint

lives of emotions, philosophy, rituals, memories, places, and materials (Minuchin,
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1974; Williamson, 1991). The family was a specific context that individuals
experienced such dilemmas and demands to some degree that presented in all families.
Besides, the family could become an emotionally compelling context that overall
symptoms (i.e., pathological, social, behavioral) were rooted in this emotional climate
(Kerr & Bowen, 1988), owing to the paradoxical intimacy. Thus, the family's
emotional process were the main concern in this thesis- to focus on the context of

marital satisfaction.

As an “emotional unit” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988, p.6), the family governed its members’
complex interactions, behaviors, affections, decisions and how to reacted to others’
expectations and needs. For instance, chronic anxiety was defined as one of the two
driven forces (with differentiation of the self) that formed family members’
interactions in that emotional unit. The lower the self-differentiation (DoS) in the
family unit, the level of chronic anxiety made stressful situations (i.e., crisis, conflicts)
more unbearable (Kerr & Bowen, 1988). Marriages explained the situation best, when
spouses felt more anxious in stressful periods, ironically, a tendency for more
togetherness brought a greater need for separateness with itself. This was an indicator
of the conflictual relationship atmosphere in marriages “like an exhausting, draining,
and strangely invigorating roller coaster ride” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988, p. 187). At the
cost of binding chronic anxiety, the relationship inevitably became less tolerant for
spouses to be what they are and more emotionally reactive to get others to change. In
highly conflictual marriages, spouses focused on what is wrong with one another. The
unique reality that does not change in such a relationship was disequilibrium between
individuality and togetherness, whereas patterns of conflicts eventually change
(Bowen, 1978). It would not be a mistake to assume that the emotional force of chronic
anxiety resulted in conflictual relationship patterns that affected the satisfaction levels
of couples about their marriage. The conflict-related issues (i.e., conflict styles,
interaction patterns to resolve a high-conflict) were the well-defined topics to marital
satisfaction in the literature. The research mostly focused on the conflict resolution and
management styles of the couples (Greeff & De Bruyne, 2000; Kurdek, 1995; Madden

& Janoff-Bulman, 1981). Marital conflict resolution patterns impacted a vital role in



marital satisfaction, depending on whether these patterns were functional or not
(Gottman & Krokoff, 1989).

Marital satisfaction was however broadly defined from several perspectives, and
specific components indicated “an individual ‘s overall subjective evaluation of the
nature of his or her marriage, including the degree to which the person ‘s needs,
expectations, and desires are being met in the marriage” (Gelles, 1995, p. 232). In
addition to marital conflict, many contributing factors to satisfying marriages have
been highlighted and reviewed by researchers such as communication, expression of
affection, empathy, sexual satisfaction, doing things together, stress, neuroticism,
childbirth, intimacy, depression, and spousal similarity (Hyun & Shin, 2012; Kenny &
Alonso, 2012). The effects of marriage have also been mentioned as critical on the
psychological and physical health of adults (Choi & Marks, 2008; Whisman, 2007),
where marital conflict caused a higher level of depression and functional impairment.
Spouses’ negative behaviors were related to greater physical health impairment
(Bookwala, 2005). Unhappy marriages, in the long term, produced a damaging impact
on overall well-being. Additionally, unhappy marriages were more detrimental in
comparison to divorced or remarried marital status since dysfunctional marriages
produced a low level of happiness (Hawkins & Booth, 2005). On the other hand, the
impact or benefits of happy marriages on several indicators such as life satisfaction
(Proulx, Helms, & Buehler, 2007), and well-being (Glenn & Weaver, 1981) have also
been cited in empirical studies. These findings inspired researcher that investigating
marital satisfaction levels of spouses, as the dependent variable, could enable in-depth
knowledge about the emotional forces in nuclear families through relationship

mechanisms (dysfunctional) and emotional dysregulations.

Gender was another distinct variable that scholars have regularly noted in marital
satisfaction. Notwithstanding, the findings on marital satisfaction were contradictory.
Especially considering the meta-analysis studies, for instance, gender differences were
found very small, indicating that men were more satisfied than women; however, the
significant results were due to the inclusion of clinical samples (Jackson, Miller, Oka

& Henry, 2014). There were no gender differences in terms of the emotional benefits
3



of marriage, whereas wives and husbands reacted with different emotional problems
to marital transitions (Simon, 2002). In another perspective, however, husbands in a
marriage gained enormous favor of benefits and marital satisfaction in comparison to

women (Fowers, 1991).

On the other hand, in terms of spousal interaction patterns in marital conflict, wives
reacted with the conflict engagement, whereas husbands used withdrawal (Kurdek,
1995). Health-related findings in marital satisfaction revealed that when both spouses
were satisfied equivalently with their marriages, both wives’ and husbands’ health
levels were equivalent as well. However, when unhappy marriages were observed,
wives reported a higher level of physical and mental health problems (Levenson,
Carstensen & Gottman, 1993). Additionally, when husbands have assumed a
traditional gender role attitude, they reported decreasing in their marital satisfaction
over time. In the present study, marital satisfaction was examined through the nuclear
family emotional systems (NFEP), and in the light of literature, the researcher
conducted a multi-group analysis to clarify the role of gender in the hypothesized

model- that was presented in the following pages.

The theoretical framework of the current study based on the Bowenian Family System
Theory (BFST). The approach -instead of defining what the satisfied marriage was,
mainly focused on underlying mechanisms that dysfunctional families and marriages
produced symptoms. Bowen (1978) considered the conflicts as the emotional
processes and the obstacles to healthy, functional, and satisfying relationships in the
family context. Barriers to healthy, pleasing, and functional marriages were also

considered as a result of these emotional processes, in other saying, symptoms.

According to Bowen (1978), a satisfying marriage depended on two significant factors;
spouses’ levels of self-differentiation developed in their families of origin and spouses’
lifestyle patterns. Marriage was a critical point for most couples because they
committed themselves to each other permanently. However, emotional fusion became
more intense with marriage and during the developmental crisis (i.e., childbirth) as if

the spouses maintained a lower level of self-differentiation. With this, one of the
4



spouses (more differentiated) becomes more dominant, decision-maker, and fewer
complaints. On the other hand, one (less differentiated) might assume a more adaptive
and less functioning and pushed another to be more dominant and functioning position.
Bowen (1978) defined the second (less differentiated) as “borrowing and trading of
self in a close relationship” (p. 377). If both spouses acted to get a dominant position,
the process resulted in conflicts, or when both become adaptive decision-making
problems/symptoms have emerged. As these patterns indicated more emotional fusion
in the marriage, the following emotion revealed in the relationship as (chronic) anxiety.
Therefore, Bowen (1978) defined four universal mechanisms that spouses involved in
dealing with the anxiety; symptoms in spouses, focus on the child, marital conflict,
and emotional cutoff. The current study included all these components to the proposed
model regarding the predictive role of nuclear family emotional systems (NFEP). As
the reasons will be described in the following method chapter, however, these
components were renamed under a different factor structure: symptoms in spouses (Ss-
significance), symptoms in spouses (ss-occurrence), focus on the child and emotional

contact (emotional cutoff + marital conflict).

DosS is the skeleton concept of Bowen's (1978) 'Intergenerational Family Systems
Theory (IFST). The present-day configuration of the DoS consists of two dimensions:
intrapsychic and interpersonal levels (Jankowski & Hooper, 2012; Skowron, Holmes,
& Sabatelli, 2003; Titelman, 2015): Intrapsychic level refers to self-efficacy and an
ability to distinguish the individual's feelings and cognitive processes. The
interpersonal level refers to an ability that individuals take his or her own decisions,

maintains an position while keeping intimacy in close relationships. DoS also
reflects a capacity for emotional self-regulation in significant relationships with others.
In sum, indicators of the DoS are twofold: the first one is maintaining autonomy and
intimacy in significant relationships (interpersonal), and the second one is the ability

to keep a balance between cognitive and emotional functioning (intrapsychic).

Furthermore, the Bowenian concepts still remain popular in the relevant literature and
attract researchers’ interest, provide strong explanations for the psychological

functioning, adjustment, and relationship problems. For instance, very recent studies
5



have examined the DoS (and other Bowenian concepts) from the perspective of a wide
variety of variables such as leisure time balance in romantic relationships, anxiety
problems, adjustment to college life, and intimate partner violence (Lampis,
Cataudella, Speziale & Elat, 2020; Moon & Kim, 2020; Stapley & Murdock, 2020;
Walsh, Slesnick & Wong, 2020). Although the Bowenian approach has been
structurally based on a theoretical tradition, it is still up-to-date and is thought to

provide a strong infrastructure for the current study.

In a decade review of marriage in the new millennium, Fincham and Beach (2010)
emphasized the critical role of context -overarching theme in marital research- in
investigating marital issues of outcomes, impacts, and strength of marriage.
Accordingly, the self, which was defined in the family system, provided an essential
framework for researchers in consideration of the context in marital research.
Considerable scholarly attention in the examination of the contributors to marital
satisfaction has been devoted to investigating self-related topics like differentiation of
self (DoS). When partners in a marital context feel a great immaturity, which was fed
by lack of a well-defined self (Klever, 2009), it could produce symptomatic indicators
of criticism, emotional or physical withdrawal, attempts to change the partner, as
examples of antecedents of marital dissatisfaction. Thus, DoS played a crucial role in
long-term -healthy- intimate close relationships and marriages (Bowen, 1978; Kerr &
Bowen, 1988; Titelman, 1998).

As indicated above, the term ‘intimacy’ included a paradoxical meaning in close and
significant relationships (Williamson, 1991). The marriage/relationship itself involved
a psychological meaning and two people’s commitment to a lifetime together, whereas
intimacy still challenges. Because, through childhood’s painful experiences (i.e.,
abandonment), conscious and unconscious fears have been shaping the adult’s
approaches to the current intimate relationships (Ehrlich, 2014). Conversely, a healthy
and functional, stable love relationship provided individuals to establish the
separation-individuation process and “a sense of self-independent of the family of
origin” (Ehrlich, 2014, p.4).



A marriage might have been compensating three psychological functions: "A

counterpoint to difficult childhood experience," "separation from the family of origin,"
and "each partner with important self-object” (Ehrlich, 2014, p.3). However, in a
marital conflict, these processes could also be manifested in reverse. For instance,
acquired individuality from the family of origin might have gone into the dissolution
process during a nodal event (i.e., crisis, conflicts, birth, child-rearing). Reason for
dissolution of individuality or self-differentiation (DoS)- mostly related to the
identification of the self within the marriage context. The fused (or pseudo-self) which
had been defined by marriage could be destroyed, and the loss of self become the
leading source of dysfunctionality, stress, and even pathology (Haber, 1990). On the
other hand, DoS was one of the underlying factors related to marital adjustment, which

has been received little attention (Peleg, 2008) from psychological researchers.

The antithesis of the DoS seemed to be pseudo-self (Kerr & Bowen, 1988) where
rooted in one's family-of-origin. Under emotional stress, individuals potentially used
to learn (in family-of-origin), how to act in a particular manner and embrace typical
roles to maintain the emotional equilibrium of family (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen,
1988). The main effect of pseudo-self in a dyadic relationship was, spouses were
unwittingly deprived himself/herself to maintain relationship stability or demanding
on their spouses to change (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988). The imbalance of
these emotional forces in family relationships had the potential to produce
psychopathology (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988). The anxiety and tension were
more intense in the relationship that partners act more emotionally reactive. One of the
critical indicators of a healthy relationship was maintaining self-regulation in the face
of anxious and stressful times. However, in the case that individuals developed chronic
anxiety, the relationship was more influenced and resulted in emotional, physical, and
behavioral dysfunctioning (Papero, 2014). Individuals with low-level DoS were more
prone to experience problems (i.e., conflicts, distress) in their marital relationships

(Boszormenyi-Nagy & Spark, 1973).

Related to DoS, nuclear family emotional process (NFEP) was another salient concept

in Bowen's (1978) theory referring to maladaptive coping ways in an emotional
7



context. DoS levels of each spouse played a significant role in a family's level of
functioning (Klever, 2001). Depending on the DoS levels, tension, or stress decrease,
increase, or prolonged. In the case of increase or prolonged tension, these four
relationship patterns (they are 'symptoms' meanwhile) of NFEP were mostly activated.
NFEP relationship patterns originally consisted of (a) marital conflict, (b) emotional
cutoff, (c) symptom in spouses, and (d) focus on the child (Bowen, 1978; Kerr &
Bowen, 1988). Marital conflict referred to the increase in family tension and anxiety
among spouses which appeared with symptomatic indications of trying to control each
other or focusing on what was wrong with the other, criticism, or sarcasm. Emotional
cut-off referred to the intensity of the intimacy in the relationship that has become
excessively or insufficiently close and appeared with symptomatic indications of
physical, emotional avoidance, and withdrawal that leads to the stabilization of
relations by reducing anxiety. Symptoms in spouses were related to the harmony in the
relationship, one spouse has gone more subordinated to decrease marital tension at the
cost of sacrificing his/her individuality. As a result, the anxiety level of a subordinate
spouse increases, emotional pressure on mental health, and social dysfunctionality
might have been developed. Focus on the child indicated the circulation of tension in
the family; parents projected their anxieties on children. The excessive focus of parents
on the functioning of the child produces more vulnerability to have social, mental, and
even physical symptoms in the child (Kerr & Bowen, 1988). Regarding the literature
and theoretical explanations, using a family systems approach as a guiding framework
was appropriate (for the current study) for understanding the factors that affect marital

satisfaction.

The dissolved individuality -as indicated above- was mostly related to the
identification of self within the marriage context (Haber, 1990). Hence, the focus on
the ‘self” provided a broad background to marital issues. In addition to the contribution
of basic human orientations of individuation and togetherness processes, self-
construals might have been inevitably considered as a salient variable to be examined
in intimate relationships, which has been generally neglected by the researchers. Based
on the dictionary means of ‘construe,” the term of “self-construal referred to how

individuals define and make meaning of the self” (Cross, Hardin & Gercek-Swing,
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2011, p.143). Psychological researchers have tried to elaborate on the definitions of
different self-types, but Markus and Kitayama’s (1991) prominent self-view of
independent and interdependent self-construals reached a broad audience. Even though
Markus and Kitayama (1991) have noticed that there may be other possible self-
construals, their definition of self-construal was mostly understood as individuals’

self-view regarding how they relate to others.

How self-construal shape interpersonal behavior? Cross et al. (2011) assumed that
though there was no specific description of Markus and Kitayama, many obvious
applications regarding social interactions could be observed. For instance, European-
American cultures referred to independent cultural views, while its members seek
more independence and autonomy; Asian cultures referred to interdependent cultural
views, and members seek more group harmony and maintain connectedness (Markus
& Kitayama, 1991).

What if the question above be asked again in a more detailed manner: how self-
construal influences romantic relationships? In response, the recent study of Day and
Impett (2018) could illustrate the concept in a romantic relationship context. The
authors mentioned that self-construals were significant variables to be considered.
Despite the high costs of altruism, highly interdependent individuals were more prone
to sacrifice in a romantic relationship and even felt more satisfied and authentic. In
two separate studies, Sinclair and Fehr (2005) investigated the active versus passive
handling strategies in a romantic relationship dissatisfaction through self-construal
types. In two separate studies, independent self-construal was related to an active and
constructive voicing of dissatisfaction with the intent of improving the relationship. In
contrast, interdependent self-construal was related to passive and an attitude of the
loyalty of optimistically waiting for conditions to improve. In the literature, similar
findings based on the relationship between self-construal and marital issues could be
expandable in the direction of a significant interaction. Therefore, the researcher
assumed that investigating the relationship between NFEP and marital satisfaction
through self-construals (mediator variables) invigorated the hypothesized model. More

precisely, alongside NFEP variables (symptoms in spouses-significance, symptoms in
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spouses-occurrence, focus on the child, emotional contact), two things had an impact
on marital satisfaction in terms of reflecting the self-construals: interrelational and

self-developmental orientations.

In Turkish literature, Imamoglu’s Balanced Integration and Differentiation (BID)
Model was one of the major approaches to explaining the -above-mentioned- self-
construal types. The model had a similar emphasis on Bowen’s DoS concept since
both referred to an inherent need in humans to be related to others while differentiated
(without being emotionally withdrawn), and these both processes should be achieved
simultaneously (Bowen, 1978; imamoglu, 1998). Furthermore, imamoglu (1998)
extended this balanced and integrated differentiation from familial context to the
societal background concerning the self-realization of individuals without a normative
pattern of social expectations. The BID model suggested two main self-orientation
dimensions of interrelational and self-development regarding the self-construal

concept (mediators).

In sum, close inspection of the available literature on marital satisfaction has indicated
that the contribution of basic human orientations of relatedness and individuation is
notable. Marriage constitutes one primary type of close relationship; relatedness and
individuation processes together have the potential to shape individuals’ basic pattern
of psychological functioning in a marriage. These basic human orientations of
relatedness and individuation theoretically best correspond to self-differentiation.
However, such an assumption (between marital satisfaction and DoS) is much more
complicated than it appears since these orientations (or DoS) are shaped within the
cultural context. Thus, the researcher assumed that DoS studies could best be
understood through how individuals define themselves (i.e., self-construals) in a
particular cultural context. At first glance, both variables (DoS and marriage) are
formed continuously and changed their structures in different cultural practices. The
only way of examining these variables to get the best cultural-sensitive results in the
current study seems to use self-construals (as instruments) that reflect Turkish
participants’ cultural structure. Therefore, the researcher preferred to define the

associations between these variables, in a structural model (see Figure 1) that was
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proposed in the light of family systems and self-construals. Consequently, the present
study aimed to investigate the model that describes the relationship between variables
of NFEP (ss-significance, ss-occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact),
and self-construal types (interrelational and self-developmental orientations) in
explanation of marital satisfaction. A balanced, integrated differentiation model and
intergenerational family system theory were used as background theoretical

approaches to the current research.

1.2 Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was examining the model that previously discussed.
Specifically, the current study aimed to examine the mediating role of self-construals
(interrelational and self-developmental orientations) in the relationship between
nuclear family emotional processes (i.e., symptoms in spouses, focus on the child,
marital conflict, emotional cutoff) and marital satisfaction. It was expected that
inclusion of the self-construal variables (mediators) to the model would consolidate
the relationships between the NFEP variables and the marital satisfaction. Figure 1
illustrated the conceptual structure of the hypothesized model, and the followings were

the research questions configured for the model.

1.3 Research Questions

RQ1. Is Family Genogram Interview (FGI) valid and reliable measure to use in Turkish

culture?

RQ2. How do married individuals’ self-reported nuclear family emotional process (ss-
significance, ss-occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact), interrelational,
self-developmental orientations scores relate to marital satisfaction?

Below-mentioned research questions were designed based on the proposed model (see

Figure 1)
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RQ2.1. How do self-reported nuclear family emotional processes (ss-significance, ss-

occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact) relate to marital satisfaction?

Interrelational
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Self-developmental

Figure 1.1 The conceptual diagram of the hypothesized model

RQ2.2. How do interrelational and self-developmental orientations relate to marital

satisfaction?

RQ2.3. How does interrelational orientation relate to self-developmental orientation?
RQ2.4. How do interrelational and self-developmental orientations indirectly relate to
the potential effects of self-reported nuclear family emotional processes (ss-
significance, ss-occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact) on marital

satisfaction?

RQ3. Do the hypothesized relationships in the model differ concerning gender?
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1.4 Hypotheses

In light of the research questions, the following hypotheses were involved:

Hypothesis 1. FGI is a valid and reliable measure to use in Turkish culture.

1.4.1 Hypotheses for the Direct Effects in the Model

Hypothesis 2. A statistically significant amount of variance in marital satisfaction is
explained by the NFEP and self-construal variables among married individuals.

Regarding hypothesis 2, the following sub-hypotheses are formed to investigate the

direct paths in Figure 1.

Hypothesis 2.1. There will be a significant positive relationship between symptoms in
spouses-significance and interrelational orientation (Path A). In other words, married
individuals who involve more in physical, emotional, social, and working life

dysfunctionality will have more interrelational orientation.

Hypothesis 2.2. There will be a significant positive relationship between symptoms in
spouses-occurrence and interrelational orientation (Path B). In other words, married
individuals who involve more dysfunctionality in medical and pathological situations

will have more interrelational self-orientation.

Hypothesis 2.3. There will be a significant positive relationship between the focus on
the child and interrelational orientation (Path C). In other words, married individuals
who involve more in overprotection, psychological dependence in the parent-child
relationship, and conflicts in child-rearing practices will have more interrelational self-

orientation.
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Hypothesis 2.4. There will be a significant negative relationship between emotional
contact (marital conflict+emotional contact) and interrelational orientation (Path D).
In other words, married individuals who involve more in emotional dysregulations will

have less interrelational self-orientation.

Hypothesis 2.5. There will be a significant negative relationship between symptoms in
spouses-significance and self-developmental orientation (Path E). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in physical, emotional, social, and working life

dysfunctionality will have a less self-developmental orientation.

Hypothesis 2.6. There will be a significant negative relationship between symptoms in
spouses-occurrence and self-developmental orientation (Path F). In other words,
married individuals who involve more dysfunctionality in medical and pathological

situations will have a less self-developmental orientation.

Hypothesis 2.7. There will be a significant negative relationship between the focus on
the child and self-developmental orientation (Path G). In other words, married
individuals who involve more in overprotection, psychological dependence in the
parent-child relationship, and conflicts in child-rearing practices will have a less self-

developmental orientation.

Hypothesis 2.8. There will be a significant negative relationship between emotional
contact (marital conflict+emotional contact) and self-developmental orientation (Path
H). In other words, married individuals who involve more in emotional dysregulations

will have a less self-developmental orientation.

Hypothesis 2.9. There will be a significant negative relationship between symptoms in
spouses-significance and marital satisfaction (Path K). In other words, married
individuals who involve more in physical, emotional, social, and working life

dysfunctionality will have less marital satisfaction.
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Hypothesis 2.10. There will be a significant negative relationship between symptoms
in spouses-occurrence and marital satisfaction (Path L). In other words, married
individuals who involve more dysfunctionality in medical and pathological situations

will have less marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 2.11. There will be a significant negative relationship between the focus
on the child and marital satisfaction (Path M). In other words, married individuals who
involve more in overprotection, psychological dependence in the parent-child

relationship, and conflicts in child-rearing practices will have less marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 2.12. There will be a significant negative relationship between emotional
contact (marital conflict+emotional contact) and marital satisfaction (Path N). In other
words, married individuals who involve more in emotional dysregulations will have

less marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 2.13. There will be a significant positive relationship between
interrelational self-orientation and marital satisfaction (Path P). In other words,
married individuals who have more interrelational self-orientation will have a lower

level of marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 2.14. There will be a significant positive relationship between self-
developmental orientation and marital satisfaction (Path R). In other words, married
individuals who have more self-developmental orientation will have a higher level of

marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 2.15. There will be a significant positive relationship between
interrelational and self-developmental orientation (Path S). In other words, these
constructs are complementary, married individuals who reported a higher

interrelational orientation feel higher self-growth and self-intrigue as well.
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1.4.2 Hypotheses for the Indirect Effects in the Model

Hypothesis 3. The relationship between NFEP variables (ss-significance, ss-
occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact) and marital satisfaction will be

mediated through interrelational and self-developmental orientations.

Regarding hypothesis 3, eight sub-hypotheses were presented:

Hypothesis 3.1. The relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path A+Path P). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in ss-significance will have more interrelational

orientation, which in turn, increases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.2. The relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path E+Path R). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in ss-significance will have less self-

developmental orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.3. The relationship between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path B+Path P). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in ss-occurrence will have more interrelational

orientation, which in turn, increases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.4. The relationship between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path F+Path R). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in ss-occurrence will have less self-

developmental orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.5. The relationship between the focus on the child and marital satisfaction

will be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path C+Path P). In other words,
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married individuals who involve more in focus on the child will have more

interrelational orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.6. The relationship between the focus on child and marital satisfaction
will be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path G+Path R). In other
words, married individuals who involve more in focus on the child will have less self-

developmental orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.7. The relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction
will be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path D+Path P). In other words,
married individuals who involve more in emotional contact will have more

interrelational orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 3.8. The relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction
will be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path H+Path R). In other
words, married individuals who involve more in emotional contact will have less self-

developmental orientation, which in turn, decreases their marital satisfaction.

Hypothesis 4. The inclusion of the self-developmental orientation (mediator) to the
paths that previously examined the indirect effect of interrelational orientation
(mediator) on the relationship between NFEP variables and marital satisfaction change

the direction of the association.

Regarding hypothesis 4, four sub-hypotheses were presented:

Hypothesis 4.1. Self-developmental orientation resulted from interrelational
orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship between ss-

significance and marital satisfaction (Path A+Path S+Path R).

Hypothesis 4.2. Self-developmental orientation resulted from interrelational
orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship between ss-

occurrence and marital satisfaction (Path B+Path S+Path R).
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Hypothesis 4.3. Self-developmental orientation resulted from interrelational
orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship between the focus on
the child and marital satisfaction (Path C+Path S+Path R).

Hypothesis 4.4. Self-developmental orientation resulted from interrelational
orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship between emotional
contact and marital satisfaction (Path D+Path S+Path R).

1.5 Significance of the Study

The current study aimed to understand marital satisfaction from the perspectives of
NFEP variables and self-construal types in a proposed model. This study was mainly
not aiming to examine the applicability of Bowen's concepts to Turkish culture.
However, associations among both approaches' variables and their contribution to the
variance in the examination of the marital satisfaction might indirectly provide more
valuable insight to understand NFEP concepts within the Turkish culture. In this
respect, the researcher assumed that the current study was not only valuable for marital
satisfaction literature. Moreover, Turkish practitioners from the field of psychological
counseling could benefit from the findings especially those who work with families
and married individuals—considering that most participants were in a period where
they in the life cycle of families with children (Carter & McGoldrick, 1999) vulnerable
to experience emotional intensity producing symptoms in the family members'
functionality (Bowen, 1978). Therefore, families that successfully maintained this
period with a higher self-differentiation experience more likely fewer discrepancies in
the functioning of family members. The emotional process that was essential for
healthy familial relationships and the degree of the effect of these emotional
functioning processes on satisfying marriage could be revealed in this study. Thereby,
the present study was significant because it examined the relationships between NFEP
variables and satisfying marriages (in a structural model) during one of the high-

pressure family life cycle period for the participants.
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Furthermore, the most remarkable part of the study was the inclusion of the self-
construals to the NFEP variables in the examination of satisfying marital relationships.
In substance, Bowen's theory assumed that marriage brings two spouses together as
"architects" of their family "emotional atmosphere"” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988, p.225) that
children joined the family as a second generation. However, with internal (self-
differentiation level) and external (expected/unexpected pressures) factors, this
atmosphere begins to produce some level of chronic anxiety which binding
mechanisms (i.e. dysfunctioning of spouses, children, conflicts, emotional
dysregulations) were take in place. The amount of chronic anxiety circulating in the
family system and how family members responded to this emotional intensity with
differentiation determined each child's degree of emotional separation (emotional
autonomy or differentiation) from the family. Kerr and Bowen (1988) ascribed great
importance to this formulation, in which the family evaluation was theoretically a well-
defined process. In addition to this evaluation process, defining architects' (spouses)
self-construals that what kind of orientations were related to those symptoms could
also be revealed in this study. Such a determination could provide additional
information for researchers and practitioners who effort in the formulation of problems
related to family dysfunctioning patterns. Thus, the present study was critical because
it tried to understand the NFEP variables in the light of spouses' self-construal

orientations to satisfying marriages.

Bowen's concepts reflected the western individualistic cultural background, whereas
Imamoglu's Model mirrored Turkey's both individualistic and collectivist
characteristics. DoS and self-construals presented great theoretical conjunctions, as
they were not identical and had salient distinctions. Bowen (1978) claimed that his
concepts, especially DoS had a universal nature, but Erdem and Safi (2018) assumed
that "DosS evolves differently in family models of independence, interdependence, and
psychological interdependence as a function of different self-construals™ (p. 478). A
healthy differentiation process was more probably achievable if the cultural factors on
both societal and family levels were considered. DoS was a variant and dynamic factor
that shaped by cultural norms and demands, including the value of children and child-

rearing practices in which self-construal suited "a reflection of DoS" (Erdem & Safi,
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2018, p.479) in this context. From this perspective, a direct investigation of NFEP
(when DoS is low in the family system) through the lenses of the self-construal
definition of BID in a proposed model could provide additional evidence to the
literature regarding cultural orientations of Bowen's concepts. The determinants of
chronic anxiety were the focus of Bowenian therapy and concomitantly emerged
within the family of origin and culture. A considerable discordance between cultural
norms and family emotional atmosphere could produce higher chronic anxiety (Erdem
& Safi, 2018). Thus, studying the family of origin concepts, which rooted in the
emotional processes, becomes more critical considering the self-construals, as cultural

elements.

This current study proposed two determinants in the nuclear family emotional
atmosphere: being aware of the symptoms in an ongoing marital relationship and
improve self-differentiation levels of spouses by defining the barriers to achieve it.
The researchers assumed that it was precious to determine married individuals' coping
mechanisms with chronic anxiety that existed in all relationships to some degree. Thus,
it could be possible to formulate and take preventive actions for the dysfunctional
relationship patterns among Turkish married individuals. In this respect, the outcomes
of the current study might contribute to the practitioners and policymakers in designing
or developing new intervention programs for couples/partners regarding the NFEP
variables. For instance, the Ministry of Family and Social Policies (MoFSP) conducted
supervision training for employees of mental health practitioners to improve the skills
of the family, couple, and divorce counseling. Suggestions based on the unique
outcomes obtained in this study would provide implications to make these programs

more efficient by targeting specific aspects of family-of-origin variables and NFEP.

As indicated before, gender differences were another contributing factor in
understanding marital satisfaction that scholars have frequently noted. In other words,
the contributing factors to marital satisfaction were examined to clarify if there was a
gender difference in the hypothesized model. Therefore, an advanced statistical
analysis -multi-group analysis was conducted to investigate the gender differences in

the hypothesized model. Besides increasing statistical power, multi-group analysis
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mainly refined the gender difference on the proposed model that contributed to the
significance of the study. Lastly, the current study aimed (the first attempt) to adapt
the NFEP measures into Turkish by examining the psychometric properties of the
Family Genogram Interview (FGI). FGI provided a standardized genogram interview
protocol for researchers who would like to investigate the NFEP and for practitioners

to understand and measure the concept in their non-clinical practice with couples.

1.6 Definition of the Terms

Marital Satisfaction is concomitant maintenance of a long term intimacy and
individuality in a marriage that is originated in DoS (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen,
1988).

Symptoms in Spouse refers to a mechanism of “dominant-subordinate or over-
functioning-under-functioning reciprocity” to stabilize the anxiety in a dyadic
relationship “to the point that one person’s functioning is so impaired that symptoms

develop” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988; p.172).

Focus on Child refers to the inclusion of the children -is usually a least differentiated
family member- in a conflictual dyadic relationship as a third party. The
tension/anxiety between spouse is reduced with the involvement of children where the
process make children more vulnerable to internalize or act out the tension/anxiety
(Kerr & Bowen, 1988).

Marital Conflict refers to a dissatisfied and conflictual dyadic relationship, Kerr and
Bowen (1988) explain with a metaphor of a scary roller coaster experience,

nevertheless “people threaten never to buy another ticket, but they usually do” (p.187).

Emotional Cutoff refers to the low DoS level when husband and wife experience

anxiety/tension/emotional intensity; they usually act out with a physical and/or

21



emotional withdraw to overcome, but the situation becomes worsened with the risk of
being isolated (Kerr & Bowen, 1988).

Interrelational Orientation refers to the maintenance of being attached to significant
others while not feeling disconnected and indicates the frame of reference whom

approval in social and familial relationships becomes significant (imamoglu, 1998).

Self-developmental Orientation refers to one’s self-growth and self-intrigue, where the

frame of reference is one’s self-potential (Imamoglu, 1998).

22



CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW

This chapter included three main sections. In the first section, definitions and some of
the contemporary approaches to marital satisfaction were summarized. Later, Bowen’s
Nuclear Family Emotional Processes components (Symptoms in Spouse, Focus on
Child, Marital Conflict and Emotional Cut-off) and the DoS were presented in light of
the relevant literature. Two distinct examples of self-construals: Imamoglu’s
interrelational and self-developmental approach were also introduced. Afterward, in
the second section, marital satisfaction and its relation to the NFEP/DoS and self-
construals concepts were discussed and represented. In the final section, a summary of

the literature review presented.

2.1 Marital Satisfaction

The definitions of marriage and marital satisfaction were legions. Some definitions
have emphasized the function of social unity in marriage such as “a legally recognized
union between a man and woman in which they are united sexually, cooperate
economically, and may give birth to, adopt, or rear children” (Strong, DeVault &
Cohen, 2005; p. 7). From a more functional/social perspective, marriage was defined
as a social unit rather than an intimate romantic relationship: “Marriage is what lovers
do when they want to bring their love out of the merely private, internal realm of
emotion and make it a social fact, something visible to and acknowledged by
everybody from parents to bank clerks” (Waite & Gallagher, 2000; p.187).
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Nevertheless, view of people on marriage has eventually evolved from a “must-
fulfilled obligation” to “more voluntary in nature and symbolizes the couple’s love and
desire to be together” (Li & Fung, 2011; p. 246), and marital satisfaction has
considered as a salient, influential factor in this context (Sternberg & Hojjat, 1997).
On the other hand, a growing number of people refused and opted the cohabitation,
singlehood, childlessness instead of traditional marriages (Weiten, Dunn & Hammer,
2014), but for most people, marriage still maintains priority. Despite significant
changes in traditional marriage models, most people still preferred to get married,
albeit in a period of their lives. In understanding marriage preferences, results of the
Relationships Indicators Survey in Australia has provided a good example. The survey
indicated that individuals’ reasons for getting married on top were love,
companionship, lifelong commitment, children’s future/security, religious, and family
pressure, respectively. On the other hand, most of the reasons for not getting married
on top were previous noxious experience, avoidance of commitment, and strong

commitment does not a need in marriage (Healey, 2016).

Similarly, which factors contributed to marital satisfaction was attracted by
researchers’ intense attention. For instance, five factors that contributed to marital
satisfaction. Communication, expression of affection, empathy, sexual satisfaction,
and doing things together (Hyun & Shin, 2012). Notwithstanding, the most challenging
aspect of marriage-related (i.e., marital satisfaction, marital quality) variables for the
researchers were the complexity and multidimensionality of the topic. Several
variables have been considered as predictors of marital satisfaction in previous
empirical studies, such as problem-solving skills, personality, background, social
attitudes, sexual attitudes, sexual behavior, self-disclosure, attachment, caregiving,
cost-infliction, agreement, understanding, realization, and feeling understood (Allen
& Thompson, 1984; Eysenck & Wakefield, 1981; Faulkner, Davey & Davey, 2005;
Feeney, 1996; Hendrick, 1981; Johnson et al., 2005; Shackelford & Buss, 2000).

With close inspection of the related literature, it seemed possible to categorize the
studies under three main headings to marital satisfaction: the first one was personal

variables such as personality characteristics, physical, mental health, and demographic
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variables. The second one was interrelational variables such as conflict resolution,
communication patterns, spouse support, division of responsibilities, and labor. The
third heading was contextual variables of childbirth, religion, culture, situational, and
developmental crisis (Berscheid & Regan, 2005; Regan, 2011). Regarding
demographic and contextual variables, for instance, the first married individuals
reported higher marital satisfaction than remarried couples (Jose & Alfons, 2007;
Rogers & Amato, 1997). Including gender, Jose and Alfons (2007) conducted a study
to examine the relationship between several demographic variables and marital
satisfaction. Findings emphasized in line with the well-known assumption that men
reported higher marital satisfaction than women. Similar results have been revealed in
the literature (Gagnon, Hersen, Kabacoff, & Van Hasselt, 1999; Ng, Loy, Gudmunson
& Cheong, 2009) as well. Education level was also another significant variable on
marital adjustment as both groups of first-marriages and remarriages indicated lower
marital adjustment problems as the educational level increased (Jose & Alfons, 2007).
The positive relationship between educational level and marital satisfaction was
another finding that when spouses hold a science profession and graduation (doctoral
degree rather than a bachelor degree), they reported higher marital adjustment
(Fistloglu, 1992).

The number of children, on the other hand, influenced the wives’ marital satisfaction
and sexual adjustment scores negatively. Marital satisfaction was the lowest in the
middle period of marriage compared to the early and late marriage period also
confirmed in one study (Jose & Alfons, 2007). However, findings in the number of
children can be contradictory. For instance, contrary to previous findings on the
relationship between the number of children and marital satisfaction, Onyishi,
Sorokowski, Sorokowska and Pipitone (2012) indicated a significant positive
relationship between two variables, whereas the number of children was not a strong
predictor of marital satisfaction. Regarding gender, wives’ life satisfaction level was a
more reliable predictor of marital satisfaction, in which a positive relationship exists
when it was compared to husbands’ satisfaction levels (Freudiger, 1983). In terms of
gender, additionally, it seemed that both spouses’ marital satisfaction tended to

increase after the children leave home. However, before this transitional stage, wives
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experienced less marital satisfaction and higher negative feelings than husbands about
their marital relationship during the childrearing phase (Rollins & Feldman, 1970).
Interpersonal and personality factors were commonly studied in identifying which
variables most important to marital satisfaction. For instance, Patrick, Sells, Giordano,
and Tollerud (2007) integrated intimacy and differentiation in addition to several
demographic variables (i.e., length of the marriage, children, age, income). One of the
remarkable findings of the study showed that intimacy and satisfaction grouped on
factor analysis, Patrick et al. (2007) concluded that spouses perceived intimacy as
synonymous with satisfaction; a supported intimacy and spousal support were the
strong predictors of marital satisfaction. In terms of personality, individuals reported
higher level satisfaction with their marriages as their spouses having personal traits of
agreeableness, open-mindedness, and emotional stability more (Botwin, Buss &
Shackelford, 1997). It seemed that conflict resolution strategies have an essential place
in marriages. These strategies in the early periods (during the 1st year of marriage)
potentially became habituated in the late period of marriage (Schneewind & Gerhard,
2002).

Marital satisfaction was also highly related to the degree that culturally specified
norms and expectations were fulfilled besides individual expectations. Moreover,
these norms and expectations might vary among societies, primarily exhibiting self-
related values of individualistic and collectivist cultures were both hold similarities
and differences to marital satisfaction. Findings in predicting marital satisfaction in a
Chinese sample revealed similarities with previous Western research on the
personality dimension. The cultural differences were mainly appeared in the wives’
and husbands’ value dimension due to cultural context. It was suggested that this
difference based on China’s collectivistic context in which love was solely not the
predictor of spouses’ feelings about their marriages; opinions and feelings of others
(i.e., extended family, relatives, friends) especially the approval of son or daughter-in-
law maintained a key role in prospective spouses’ feelings on marriage (Luo et al.,
2008). On the other hand, Lucas et al. (2008) presented the invariance of love (as
components of marital satisfaction) and partnership across different cultures (US, UK,

Turkey, and China). The results revealed that “evolutionary explanations of marital
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satisfaction are at least plausible according to spousal invariance, a lack of full cultural
invariance in the present study also suggests that marital satisfaction criteria may be
determined by culture” (p. 118). Another cross-cultural difference in determinants of
marital satisfaction could be observed in childrearing practices. It seemed that the
number of children was considered as a source of stress in some cultures, while in
others, it was not. A cross-cultural study in three countries (US, Britain, and Turkey)
with more than two thousand couples -a path model showed that as the number of
children increased, the US and British couples reported less marital satisfaction while
this decline among Turkish couples was minimal and statistically not significant
(Wendorf, Lucas, Imamoglu, Weisfeld & Weisfeld, 2011).

Marital satisfaction has been studied from different theoretical perspectives in various
contexts and communities to explain what makes the difference between a satisfied
and dissatisfied marriage. For that purpose, an ongoing global effort among
researchers is still in progress. In one of the contemporary approaches, the four key
elements of the dynamic goal theory of marital satisfaction were introduced. The first
element assumed that individuals have multiple goals to be accomplished in their
marriages. The goals were illustrated such as companionship goals (i.e., married
individuals’ seeking in belonging and relatedness), personal growth goals (i.e., married
individuals’ desire to realize their self-potential), and instrumental goals (sharing tasks
and responsibilities in marriage). Second, the precedence of these goals progressively
was changed across adulthood. That is, for instance, the importance of companionship
goals (belonging and relatedness) increased in late adulthood rather than in early
adulthood (Li & Fung, 2011).

On the other hand, the importance of instrumental goals was most prior in middle
adulthood rather than early and late adulthood. The third assumed that each marital
goals have no equally impacted on marital satisfaction, as some of them gained more
importance/priority during a certain period of marriage. For instance, regarding the
severity of multiple marital goals, the middle adulthood period was the most
demanding one, Li and Fung (2011) claimed that this might be the main reason in

understanding why marital satisfaction levels were lower in middle adulthood in
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comparison to early and late adulthood. The fourth was defined as “other factors can
also affect marital satisfaction by either changing the priority of different marital goals
or by facilitating the achievement of the prioritized marital goals” (Li & Fung, 2011;
p. 247). These influential factors were categorized into two categories; at the micro-
level such as age, childbirth, stressors, transitions in life. At the macro-level such as
historical and cultural (i.e., beliefs about marriage) factors where they eventually and
dynamically changed and affected the priority of marital goals. Lastly, there were also
some other well-defined factors in the achievement of marital goals, such as

communication patterns, problem-solving strategies, and attribution.

Gottman's method was one of the well-known contemporary approaches and often
attracted intense attention to marital satisfaction. Gottman and Silver (2015) assumed
several risk factors of a harsh start-up in discussions, the four horsemen (criticism,
contempt, defensiveness and stonewalling), flooding with  emotional
intensity/withdrawal, body language, and failed repair attempts. Furthermore, they
suggested seven principles for making marriage more satisfied. These seven principles
were (1) enhancing the love map of the marriage (i.e., being intimately acquainted with
spouses such as preferences, desires, and interests), (2) nurturing fondness and
admiration, against contempts, (3) turning toward each other against getting away (i.e.,
connection, attention, chatting), (4) letting spouses influence each other (i.e., learning
from each other, considering the spouse’s point of view), (5) handling solvable
problems, (6) overcoming gridlock (i.e., efforting and persisting on solving problems),

and (7) creating sharing meaning (i.e., perspectives on the values, goals, self-realize).

Wallerstein and Blakeslee (1995) included the first psychological task of a good
marriage, as the separation from the family of origin without being estrangement and
emotional cutoff. The second task was building togetherness and creating autonomy,
which converged with the construct of DoS. In line with the explanations in the
introduction part, the current study focused on the variables of interrelational and self-
developmental orientations, which have been given the primary attention in
investigating the relationship between nuclear family emotional systems and marital

satisfaction. Therefore, each study variable regarding marital satisfaction was
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delineated based on the review of available research. First, how the DoS and nuclear
emotional family system have been conceptualized was explained in detail. Secondly,
the self-construal perspective of imamoglu’s BID Model that the current study was
grounded on explained along with the referral to interrelational and self-developmental
orientations. Thirdly, a literature review on the associations between DoS, nuclear
family emotional process (symptoms in the spouse, focus on the child, marital conflict,
and emotional cutoff) and marital satisfaction in the light of several studies’ findings

was described.

In sum, though preferences evolve currently, marriage still maintains its importance to
many individuals. The research described many underlying factors in getting and
avoiding marriage preferences emphasizing personal, interpersonal, and contextual
factors. Variables related to child-rearing practices and self-construal were mainly in
the focus of contextual factors. DoS and individuation were also among suggested

psychological tasks for a good marriage proposed by modern approaches.

2.2 Bowen’s Nuclear Family Emotional Process (NFEP)

Intergenerational Family Systems Theory (Bowen, 1978) was a well-known approach
in the field of family therapy with Bowen's great emphasis on family of origin issues.
In the Bowenian approach, the family was defined "as an emotional unit" (Kerr &
Bowen, 1988, p.6). The approach was mainly based on eight constructs. These were
'differentiation of self', 'nuclear family emotional process', 'triangles’, ‘family
projection process’, 'multigenerational transmission process', ‘emotional cutoff’,
'sibling position' and 'societal emotional process'. However, differentiation of self
(DoS) was the umbrella term, it functioned as an indicator for other concepts, as
emotional processes were regulated by it. For instance, greater the DoS; triangles,
emotional cutoff, emotional fusion, marital conflicts, symptoms in spouses less likely
were experienced in the family context. The focus on the therapeutic process mainly

aimed to increase family members' DoS levels.
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DoS emerged as a result of two primary biological life forces of separateness and
togetherness. This struggle remained in social, familial, and intimate relationships
(interrelationship), and meanwhile, in cognitive, emotional, and behavioral
(intrapsychic) dimensions in daily functioning. However, the most threatening factor
in this struggle and equilibrium was periods of anxiety. The anxiety mostly emerged
with nodal events (i.e., crisis, marriage, death, separations), dysfunctional patterns
(i.e., triangles, emotional cutoff, fusion) in relationships become more visible and
disturb the equilibrium in the family system (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988). To
DoS, two underlying traits of intrapsychic and interpsychic were assigned (Bowen,
1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988): intrapsychic referred to the ability to differentiate
cognitions and thoughts to be guided by one's own decision. The most salient
characteristic of well-differentiated one was equally high-functioning on both logical
and emotional levels. High-functioning was the case, especially during the
stressful/crises in which individuals maintained their intimate relationships without
compromising on personal autonomy. In poorly differentiated patterns, however,
emotional reactivity immediately appeared, logical reasoning and emotions tended to
be fused, and individuals felt obliged to share emotional involvement excessively
toward stressful conditions. Hence, DoS dimensions of emotional reactivity and I-

position involved in intrapsychic traits (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988).

On the other hand, interpersonal traits referred to the ability to maintain harmony
between intimacy in relationships while remaining individuated. Individuals with
greater DoS can take an I-position even they were pressured by others to do otherwise.
Nevertheless, the individuated sense of self was not an obstacle to maintain intimate
relationships. Otherwise, fusion and emotional cutoff were involved in interpersonal
traits (Bowen, 1978; Kerr & Bowen, 1988). The most important predictors of DoS
were levels of emotional reactivity, 'I' position, emotional cutoff, and fusion (Kerr &
Bowen, 1988; Skowron & Schmidth, 2003). Emotional reactivity referred to
individuals' internalized reactions given to the intense pressure of one's significant
relationships with others. On the other hand, 'I' position implied a capability of
individuals that they can utterly think, feel or act for themselves, as an indicator of the

high DoS level (Bowen, 1978). Emotional cutoff referred to the emotional distance
30



and withdrawal, while fusion produced unclear boundaries with people of similar
emotional patterns as an indicator of the low level of DoS (Kerr & Bowen, 1988). One
of the eight concepts in the Bowenian approach was the nuclear family emotional
process (NFEP) based on a presumptive perspective that symptoms or clinical
problems emerge with a chronic or heightened family stressor(s). Depending on how
family members reacted to the stressor(s), the anxiety becomes handled, otherwise, the
four (dysfunctional) mechanisms in the family system were uncovered. These
characteristic patterns mask the problems and tension; they function as a response to
binding the anxiety within the family system. However, if the tension was not handled
and tended to increase, particular family member(s) become solely focused and absorb
the anxiety in the system while the other family members struggle less. These
dysfunctional patterns which underlie the problems in the family included four

relationship mechanisms (Kerr & Bowen, 1988):

(@) With a low-of level DoS, psychological, physical, and/or social symptoms in a
spouse(s) were triggered as a result of poor emotional functioning (i.e., chronic
anxiety, conflicts, emotional distance, emotionally isolated). Thus, in a dyadic
relationship, spouses become vulnerable to develop symptoms (i.e., psychological,
social, physical, or daily functioning). These can take forms of acute or chronic
symptoms to the short or long-term disturbances in the family system. When spouses
failed to maintain an autonomous/independent self in their dyadic relationship, they
mainly become dependent on one another where the relationship pattern becomes an
obstacle for making spouses’ own decisions, being in harmony and tolerating
differences, as an indicator of interpersonal fusion (Skowron & Schmitt, 2003).
However, such a pattern usually ends with one partner's over-functioning (i.e.,
psychological, social, physical) whereas another spouse takes an under-functioning
position. This new maladaptive functioning might benefit the relationship -as

symptoms bind the chronic anxiety.

(b) focus on the child was the typical example of another anxiety binding mechanism;
focusing on a third part stabilize the chronic anxiety within the family system. The

children (least undifferentiated family member) becomes more vulnerable to develop
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symptoms -as dysfunctional patterns mainly were taken forms of overprotection,
psychological dependence in the parent-child relationship, inhibiting the child(ren)
from developing a sense of his/her autonomy, and conflicts in child-rearing practices
between parents. Once anxiety binding role of children evolved to the keeping the
dyadic relationship stable (overtime), family triangulation patterns (i.e., holding
mediator, coalition, scapegoating) might have been also emerged (Bell, Bell, &
Nakata, 2001).

(c) marital conflict referred to the low DoS level and greater need for togetherness in
the relationship over individuation needs. An intense emotional reactivity was
initiated, which leads to chronic marital conflict, however, it does not mean that well-
differentiated couples will not have conflict problems. They will probably be more
able to react with less emotional reactivity to their conflicts, less extended, unresolved,
and greater emotional stability without attacking or criticizing one another. As in the
previous mechanisms, marital conflict was also a maladaptive functioning of binding

the anxiety within a dyadic relationship.

(d) emotional cutoff also referred to as the low DoS, spouse(s) experienced difficulty
handling anxiety/emotional intensity in their marriage and preferred a physical and/or
emotional withdraw. The purpose was mainly avoiding potential conflicts (emotional
intensity) in marital problems. As a behavioral manifestation of low-level DoS,
emotional cutoff might have been related to the unresolved family of origin

attachments that repeated itself within new/prospective intimate relationships.

In sum, one of the most distinct constructs in the Bowenian approach was NFEP
variables referring to low-level DoS in the family system. The NFEP variables were
defined as chronic anxiety binding mechanisms resulted in the dysfunctionality of
family members. This tension that characterized by chronic anxiety was originated in
symptoms in spouses, overprotection, and psychological dependence in the parent-
child relationship, inhibiting the child(ren) from developing a sense of his/her
autonomy, conflicts in child-rearing practices between parents, and unresolved

conflicts or emotional distance between spouses.
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2.3 Self-Construals

The self was an abstract and obscure construct to realize (understand) for a great many.
An inductive topology of self-related concepts (e.g., self-esteem, self-image, self-
awareness, self-perception) eventually represented cumulative aspects of the
construct. The reciprocal relationship between self and culture offered a distinctive
emerging concept of self-construal in this crucial area of psychology. In their well-
known delicate categorization (individualism-collectivism-IC; Markus & Kitayama,
1991) of the self, two aspects of the self -universal and divergent- were worth
mentioning. The universal aspect of the self referred to an inner and private experience
of emotions and thoughts which were not shared with others. On the contrary,
divergent aspects referred to “the exact content and structure of the inner self may
differ considerably by culture” (p.226). This was the distinction between self and
other/inner attributes of an individual, and a sense of social belonging. More
specifically, separateness and togetherness implied characteristics of the self in
different cultures; Markus and Kitayama (1991) preferred to entitle as ‘individualism

and collectivism.’

Main differences between independent (similar definitions; e.g., egocentric,
individualist, autonomous, idiocentric) and interdependent (e.g., socio-centric,
collectivist, holistic, relational) self-construals were assigned to some specific cultural
features (Markus & Kitayama, 1991). Independent self-construal described individuals
more in Western culture and defined a separateness from social context. This does not
mean that individuals with independent self-construal socially were not minded.
Moreover, the reference point of social awareness was the “inner core of self” (p.226)
rather than the social appraisal. The boundaries between self and others were more
strict and non-permeable. Emotions, thoughts, and abilities were primary resources
that referred to internal and private experiences, as a reference point. Tasks were being
considered individually, manifesting the self, achieving internal attributes, and own
goals. The reflected appraisal was preferred for the self-evaluations, and the self-

esteem stemmed from expressing the self and self-acceptance of internal attributes
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(Markus & Kitayama, 1991). On the other hand, interdependent self-construal
described more individuals in non-Western cultures and defined a togetherness within
the social context. Statutes, roles, and relationships were primary resources that
referred to external and public experiences, as a reference point. Tasks were considered
as being belonged to the social context and contributing the others’ goals. The
boundaries between self and others were more flexible and permeable. Self was
defined within the context of relationship characteristics with others, and the self-
esteem stemmed from adapting the self to the social context and restraining the self in

favor of social harmony (Markus & Kitayama, 1991).

Despite Markus and Kitayama’s (1991) enormous influence on research, the
occurrence of contradictory views did not take long. The main reference point of
objections was the dual manner structure of the I-C. This dualistic perspective assumed
the individualistic and group orientations with two different ends of a single construct
(Triandis, 1988). Social/economic  conditions were changing; family
dynamics/cultures also changing around the world. Hence, the adaptability of this
dualistic thinking to different cultural heritages (Chung & Gale, 2009) became likely
questionable. Both orientations could be compatible in one (Imamoglu, 1987;
Kagitgibast & Berry, 1989; Sinha & Tripathi, 1994) and a “categorize cultures as if
they exist in uniformity” (Erdem & Safi, 2018, p. 474) was misleading conception.
Instead, it might be more appropriate thinking that the features of both self-construals
could exist along with a particular cultural domain. Chung and Gale (2009) assumed,
“that is, a family in an individualistic culture may encourage its members to develop
autonomy to a greater extent while also supporting the achievement of relatedness to
a lesser extent. In contrast, a typical family in a collectivistic culture may function

oppositely” (p. 20).

However, a very similar perspective was already theorized by Kagit¢ibasi (1996) in
Family Change Theory (FCT). In her approach, Kagitgibasi (1996) introduced the
relatedness and autonomy concepts as two basic needs of human beings, underlie the
self-construe in the cultural context. Kagit¢ibasi’s (1982a, 1982b) perspective was

mainly based on the Value of Children (VoC) studies and proposed different self-
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construal types regarding different family functioning models. VoC studies indicated
for parents to have different child-rearing practices. These preferences, however, were
taken in their forms depending on families’ cultural context and socioeconomic status.
The children who were raised in families that hold instrumental (potential caregivers
with parents’ aging) and economic utility (especially in underdeveloped or developing
countries), interdependent values were promoted, especially in rural areas and
socioeconomically low-income families. On the other hand, the children who were
raised in families that hold psychological utility (especially in developed countries),
despite children’s increasing economic cost, independent values such as autonomy and
individualism were promoted, especially in urban areas and socioeconomically high-
income families. Nevertheless, the point was that the changing characteristics of
socioeconomic conditions were also creating a shift in child-rearing practices and self-
construal types in some countries — such as Turkey, with both independent and
interdependent characteristics (Kagit¢ibast & Ataca, 2005).

Afterward, Kagitgibasi (2007) defined several self-construal types/family models that
each corresponded to a specific cultural context: (1) The autonomous-separate self
referred to a family context and child-rearing practices, in which engendered a high-
level autonomy and low-level relatedness were promoted. On the contrary, (2)
heteronomous-related self referred to a family context and child-rearing practices,
which engendered a high level of relatedness/obedience and low-level
independence/autonomy was promoted. However, (3) autonomous-related self was a
synthesis of previous ones, and Kagitgibasi (2007) assumed that it was the most
psychologically healthy option in the approach. In this type of self, children
experienced both psychological needs of separateness and togetherness in balance with
significant others. Interestingly, in this type of self-construal, the intergenerational

hierarchy was not considered as a threat to children’s autonomous-related self.

From a similar perspective to FCT, Imamoglu (1987) constituted a Balanced
Differentiation and Integration Model (BDIM). The approach mainly emphasized, “the
natural order involves a balanced system resulting from the interdependent integration

of differentiated components” (Imamoglu, 2003, p. 371). It referred to the equilibrium
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between natural tendencies (e.g., differentiation and integrative-interrelational
orientation), and this balance was essential for optimal self-development. The point of
origin for developing the model was that the unbalanced emphasis of societies on I-C
was put on one or the other (imamoglu, 2003), for instance, in the majority of Western
societies, individuation sounded as if the construct merely requires separateness. On
the other hand, in non-Western countries, integration was considered and valued over
differentiation. The two-ends of needs (differentiation and integration) were not
opposite, but distinct poles that were the core assumption of the model. Furthermore,
differentiation referred to the intrapersonal dimension that indicated individuals’
predispositions to realize their self-development, potency, and functionality (i.e.,
psychologically, socially, daily life). Two ends of the differentiation -in a continuum
were individuation and normative patterning. Normative patterning was “becoming
patterned by extrinsic referents, such as normative expectations and social control”
(Imamoglu & Karakitapoglu-Aygiin, 2004, p.280). Integration orientation, on the
other hand, referred to the interpersonal dimension where emphasized individuals’
predispositions to be connected and related to others. Two ends of the integration in a
continuum were relatedness and separateness (Imamoglu & Karakitapoglu-Aygiin,
2004). Based on the intrapersonal differentiation and interpersonal integration,
Imamoglu (2003) configured four types of family context and related self-construal
types for the development of the BID Model:

(1) In differentiative family contexts (separated-individuation), the family members
were promoted to higher personal autonomy and differentiation. Nevertheless,
interrelational problems might have emerged as the integrative needs were ignored to
a great extent. Therefore, individuals might also be felt disappointed (i.e., distant
affectivity to the family members) in their endeavor toward individuation.

(2) In integrative family context (related patterning), differentiative needs were
considered as a risk to the group harmony, and integration (cognitively, emotionally,
behaviorally) robustly emphasized over differentiative needs of family members.
Individuals in this context might have developed an external locus of control as they

experience conditional love, respect, and support from parents. Although integrative
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needs seemed to be satisfied with a pseudo-harmony in relationships, lack of internal
control locus prompted the individuals to seek social approval, orientation in
maintaining group/social harmony. Thus, as one’s differentiative needs genuinely

become not resolved, integrative and relational dissatisfactions might emerge.

(3) An unbalanced family context (separated patterning) was defined as the worst type
of family model and self-orientation to psychological functioning. The main
characteristic of the context was suitable for the meeting of neither differentiative nor
integrative needs, therefore, individuals in this context might “...tend to be emotionally
detached but cognitively bonded or patterned; hence, they might be expected to be
characterized by both negative affectivity and stereotyped thinking” (Imamoglu, 2003,
p. 375).

(4) Balanced family context (related-individuated) was described as the most
functional type of family model and self-orientation, as “...they tend to individuate not
from others but with others” (p. 375). Both differentiative and integrative needs of
family members were satisfied by less restrictive authoritarian control; parents
provided unconditional love, respect, and support, in turn, children had an excellent
opportunity to develop an internal locus of control, constituted secure attachments and

satisfaction in their relationships.

In the development of the Balanced Integrated Differentiation Scale (BIDS), the model
revealed two-superordinate factors: (1) Self-developmental orientation referred to
one’s self-growth and self-intrigue without a normative frame of reference. On the
contrary, (2) Interrelational Orientation referred to the normative frame of reference

whose approval in social and familial relationships becomes vital (imamoglu, 1998).

The BID model suggested an equilibrium in the family context through secure
attachment and individuation. When both differentiative and integrative needs were
satisfied, well-being and psychological functioning were the most anticipated variables
to be associated (Imamoglu, 2003). Indeed, the well being and psychological

functioning (Aygiin-Karakitapoglu, 2002; Beydogan, 2008; Giiler-Edwards, 2008;
37



Imamoglu & Beydogan, 2011; imamoglu & Selcuk, 2018; Kantas, 2013; Yenigeri,
2013) concerning the BID model have been repetitively studied in the literature. The
results have consistently revealed the role of self-construals in explanation of well-
being in several life domains. For instance, imamoglu and Beydogan (2011) reported
a study with 383 public and private sector employees to investigate the relationship
between employees’ self-construal types, basic need satisfaction at work, and well
being in general. Results mainly proved the predictor role of self-construal on
employees’ well-being directly. Moreover, self-construal also predicted the well-being
indirectly through the mediation of need satisfaction and perceived supportiveness.
Yenigeri (2013) also indicated the relationship between self-construal types of BID
model and psychological (PWB) and subjective well-being (SWB) with 737 Turkish
adults. Concerning the first aim of the study, results demonstrated that interrelational
orientation predicted both PWB and SWB, whereas self-developmental orientation
predicted only PWB, directly.

In sum, the concept of self-construal was a product of the reciprocal relationship
between self and culture. The definition of individualism and collectivism
particularized characteristics of the self in different cultures. Moreover, independent
self-construal portrayed individuals more in Western culture, which does not mean
socially being not minded; their reference point was more internal and private
experiences. On the other hand, interdependent self-construal characterized non-
Western culture and emphasized togetherness within the social context. Kagitgibasi
(1996) and Imamoglu (1998) developed self-construal approaches based on Turkish
culture. In her Family Change Theory (FCT), Kagit¢ibasi (1996) defined three self-
construal types within the family context: The autonomous-separate self,
heteronomous-related self, and autonomous-related self. Furthermore, Imamoglu
(1998) constituted four self-construal types in her Balanced Integrated Differentiation
Model: separated-individuation, related patterning, separated patterning, and related-

individuated.
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2.4 Differentiation of Self and Self-Construal

The Bowenian constructs have been commonly studied across several cultures (i.e.,
Spain, Italy, South Korea, China, Japan, Philippines, Turkey) to validate the Bowenian
approach. However, no-validation findings were mainly attributed to psychometric
characteristics of the Differentiation of Self-Inventory (Skowron & Friedlander, 1998);
or incompatible of research methodology. Furtherly, Erdem and Safi (2018) criticized
that there should be another underlying perspective like some culture-specific issues
in explaining inconsistent findings on constructs in the direction that the Bowenian

approach proposed initially.

In a comparison of Bowenian approach and Kagit¢ibasi’s Family Change Theory
(FCT), Erdem and Safi (2018) discussed that connectedness and separateness
dimensions were common premises for both approaches. On the other hand, there was
a distinct difference between the ways that Kerr and Bowen (1988) defined the
separateness to DoS; and the way that being autonomous was conceptualized in FCT.
The perspective of Kerr and Bowen (1988) assumed that in the cultures where
togetherness/dependency/compliance was emphasized over separateness, individuals

required to sacrifice their individuality in favor of maintaining togetherness.

However, Kagit¢ibasi (2007) refused this default unidimensionality of the self within
the context of categorized cultures since there should be other intersecting and more
complex parameters (i.e., parenting styles, childrearing practices, the value of children,
family practices, socioeconomic background) to be considered in the definition of self.
Furthermore, Kagit¢ibasi (2007) assumed that in cultures where togetherness was
emphasized over separateness, individuals were not solely required to sacrifice their
sense of self in favor of collectivistic norms. In line with FCT, for instance, the
intergenerational hierarchy was not considered as a threat to autonomy. Because
togetherness and separateness might have not been solid and strictly separated

constructs even in the psychologically interdependent cultures.

39



Hence, why Bowenian assumptions were empirically well-understood in US urban
samples (White, middle-class, non-Hispanic) that autonomous-separate self-construal
highly promoted becomes more clarified. Inconsistent findings in application of these
concepts to other cultures (African-American and Asian samples) were mostly
produced in “those cultures are characterized by a family model of psychological
interdependence with autonomous-related self-construals such that loyalty to one’s
family-of-origin refers to high relatedness only. In other words, those individuals have
high agency (acting with one’s willing without being emotionally pressured) and high

relatedness, but that agency refers to autonomy rather than separateness” (Erdem &
Safi, 2018; p. 477).

Imamoglu (2003) defined differentiation and integration as basic psychological human
needs. The difference between differentiation and individualism was “on one’s
uniqueness and reliance on internal referents” without being isolated. On the other
hand, the integration part referred to “being related with others and valuing
affectionate ties with family and significant others” without being emotionally fused
or group obedience (Imamoglu & Karakitapoglu-Aygiin, 2004; p. 280). One of the
most salient assumptions of the BID model was that interrelational and self-
developmental orientations were distinct (uncorrelated), but complementary
constructs (Imamoglu, 1998, 2003; Imamoglu & Karakitapoglu-Aygiin, 2004;

Imamoglu & Imamoglu, 2007); has also been examined in the current study.

The research, based on the relationship between Bowenian constructs and self-
construal was limited, and solely involved the unidimensional bipolarity
conceptualization of dependent and interdependent self-construals. In one of the few
exceptional studies, Ross and Murdock (2014) reported the moderator role of self-
construals in the relationship between DoS and well-being in a US young adult sample.
Results revealed that higher-level DoS associated with a higher level of independent
and less interdependent self-construal. In brief, Kagit¢ibasi (2005) refused a strict
distinction that neither togetherness nor separateness was superior over another.
Individuals in interdependent cultures were not solely sacrificing their sense of self in

favor of collectivistic norms. The research also indicated that togetherness and
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separateness were not strictly differentiated constructs, and even individuals in more
individualistic cultures were not solely insensitive to collectivistic norms. In her
definition of self-construal, Imamoglu (1998) indicated that though interrelational and
self-developmental orientations were distinct, they eventually complementary

constructs as well.

2.5. Marital Satisfaction and its Relations to Nuclear Family Emotional Process,
Differentiation of Self and Self Construals

The relationship between marital satisfaction, NFEP variables and self-construals have
empirically and theoretically been investigated in the literature. The available research
in each following section presented study variables’ contributing roles in
understanding marital satisfaction. Nevertheless, the current study was aimed to
investigate marital satisfaction; studies focused on the romantic relationship samples

(i.e., dating, engaged) were also described to study variables.

On the other hand, specific research based on the NFEP constructs was so limited in
the literature. Besides, these constructs strictly referred to the undifferentiated
relationship patterns in the family system, and for instance, focus on child theoretically
converged with the family triangulation concept. DoS was also defined as one of the
main influencing factors on marital functioning, along with anxiety, triangulation, and

multigenerational family transmission (Klever, 1998).

Thus, the researchers preferred to focus on the DoS, fusion, emotional cutoff mainly,
and family triangulation since these concepts provided a more broad perspective in the
light of literature to be reviewed. However, some other variables (i.e., self-
concealment, emotional withdrawal) in literature were found theoretically related to

NFEP variables, which also delineated consecutively.
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2.5.1. Nuclear Family Emotional Process (Differentiation of Self)

Family of origin variables (i.e., DoS) -were not given due consideration to understand
marital satisfaction, as these variables have more explanatory power than most
variables in counseling practice (Peleg, 2008). For instance, Lampis, Cataudella,
Busonera and Skowron (2017) reported the codependency in close relationships (i.e.,
married, cohabiting, stable relationship without marriage or cohabiting) within a
nonclinical sample of 318 participants. To explain codependent behaviors, results of
the study indicated that DoS dimensions (fusion, emotional reactivity, I-position,
emotional cutoff) were more critical than dyadic adjustment dimensions (affective

expression, dyadic satisfaction, cohesion, consensus).

Rather than summarizing the predictive power of the Bowenian approach on marital
satisfaction, in line with the discussion in the previous section (See, 4.2. Differentiation
of self and self-construal), the literature has been delineated as the research within the
US- European (most were Caucasian) and non-US-European samples. The aim was to
link empirical review of the Bowenian approach in understanding marital satisfaction
from cross-cultural lenses. Such a categorization was a consistent attempt with
Bowen’s (1978) assumption of the universal applicability of DoS (Kerr & Bowen,
1988); however, it became a question of debate along with cultural issues, and cross-
cultural studies revealed inconsistent results (Baer, Prince, & Velez, 2004; Chung &
Gale, 2006; Skowron & Fiendler, 1998; Tuason & Friedlander, 2000). Thus, it was
expected that the relationship between marital satisfaction and DoS from the

perspective of Bowen’s theory brings out contradictory findings.

Bowenian research on marital satisfaction with the US and European samples (more
separateness prompted). In line with theoretical assumptions of DoS, Gubbins, Perosa,
and Bartle-Haring (2010) proposed the relationship between Bowenian constructs
(emotional reactivity, triangulation) and Gottman’s (1999) model of marital interaction
(emotional flooding) with 338 married individuals. Bowen’s concepts seemed to work

with other models in explaining marital satisfaction. The most distinct finding on two
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separate (for wives and husbands) canonical correlation analysis showed that both
spouses’ level of DoS from their family of origins predicted the degree of emotional
floodings in their conflicts and arguments and marital satisfaction levels. Moreover,
the total amount of variance accounted for each gender was almost equal (51% for men
and 53% for women).

In the examination of the relationship between DoS and marital satisfaction, Skowron
(2000) also conducted a study with both spouses in a 39 heterosexual married couples
sample. Results indicated that couples with low levels of DoS (much more reactive,
cutoff, and fused) reported less marital satisfaction, and higher levels of DoS produced
the greatest levels of marital satisfaction, as expected. In the interest of explanatory
power, the results of the study produced a substantial variance of 74 % in husband and
61 % of the variance in wife marital adjustment scores. Bohlander (1999) assumed the
relationship between DoS, perceived need fulfillment (Interactional-Emotional and
Sexual Needs), and well-being within the context of marital satisfaction based on self-
reports of 95 married men from the US. The results of the multiple regression analysis
indicated that all three predictors explained the 27% of the total variance in well-being,
which DoS was one of the strongest predictors in the model indicated that positive

mental health was related to higher perceived need fulfillment and DoS.

Notwithstanding, some previous research revealed contrary findings. For instance,
Lampis, Busonera, Cataudella, Tommasi, and Skowron (2017) evidenced the
psychometric properties of the Differentiation of Self Inventory-Revised (DSI-R) in
Italian context with 671 participants age 19-69 years. However, after a series of EFA
and CFA, they concluded that the Italian version of DSI-R was a psychometrically
sound measure of DoS; nevertheless, the poorest functioning items have belonged to
the fusion dimension (5 items). This detail in the study was consistent with the
assertion of Erdem and Safi (2018) that the most questionable construct of the
Bowenian approach was the fusion in cross-cultural research. In a similar vein, it was
argued that whereas Italian culture considered with more individualistic
characteristics, a family of origin bonds currently maintained its importance, including

strong emotional and physical ties (Hank, 2007; Luciano et al., 2012).
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When studying Bowen’s concepts in a particular population, the question of ‘What
aspects of the theory applicable?” was probably the most important and delicate
question to be answered. Rodriguez-Gonzalez, Skowron, Cagigal de Gregorio and San
Roque (2016) showed the relationship between DoS, marital satisfaction, and mate
selection in a Spanish sample with 118 heterosexual couples. However, analyses
indicated different results; a higher level of DoS and similarity in couples’ DoS levels
predicted higher marital adjustment, whereas no link was observed between DoS and

mate selection.

Furthermore, even in the lands where Bowen’s theory was born, studies produced
contrary findings to the relationship between DoS and marital issues. For instance,
Timm and Keiley (2011) assumed a path analysis to understand a model among
variables of DoS, adult attachment, sexual communication, sexual satisfaction, and
marital satisfaction. Results indicated that despite the significant correlation between
sexual communication, DoS had no direct effect neither on marital nor sexual
satisfaction within 205 nonclinical married individuals in the midwest part of the US.
Regarding the full model in the study, DoS and attachment together explain 25% of
the variance in sexual communication. Similarly, Patrick, Sells, Giordano, and
Tollerud (2007) also reported the role of DoS and intimacy in explaining the variance
on marital satisfaction with 124 heterosexual married couples. Factor and multiple
regression analyses showed that there was no (significant) relationship between DoS
and marital satisfaction despite variables of supported intimacy and spousal support

strongly predicts marital satisfaction.

Some researchers also preferred to investigate how couples’ family of origin
experiences and couples’ DoS levels -emerged in the context of extended families (i.e.,
parents, siblings) affected their current romantic relationship quality. For instance,
Holman and Busby (2011) described this assumption with a large sample of couples
(N = 1,839) in a structural model path analysis. Findings mainly supported the
hypothesis -as mentioned above- that Bowenian constructs might provide an
applicative understanding of marital quality as DoS patterns transmitted along with

generations.
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Research on non-US and European samples (more togetherness prompted). Although
they studied in Spain; Rodriguez-Gonzalez, Skowron, Cagigal de Gregorio and San
Roque (2016) reported that their sample of 118 heterosexual married couples reflected
the collectivist part of the Spanish culture. In line with the correlation analyses, they
concluded that their findings were consistent with US samples, significant
relationships between DoS, relationship health, and satisfaction found, but the couples’
mate selection with same-level DoS assumption revealed no support. A supporting
study with a similar conclusion came from Israel. Peleg (2008) disclosed the
relationship between DoS and marital satisfaction with 121 Israeli married men and
women. Hierarchical regression analysis suggested a positive correlation between DoS

and marital satisfaction.

On the other hand, Lohan and Gupta (2016) studied with 52 Indian couples to examine
the relationship between DoS and marital adjustment. Even though results indicated a
significant relationship (r= .33, p< .05) between DoS and marital adjustment, DoS
dimensions explained only 16.9% variance in marital adjustment. The authors
discussed the cultural inherent of Indian society and attributed the results of low
variance to the cultural factors. However, it looks like the topic was so culture-sensitive
as above-mentioned since DoS studies not in only individualistic cultures varied,
collectivistic cultural backgrounds have similarly produced inconsistent results as

well.

Javadi, Abadi, Lashgari, and Ahangrkani (2015) conducted a study to examine the
relationship between emotional intelligence, DoS, and marital satisfaction in a sample
of 170 married Iranian women samples. Results of the multiple regression analysis
indicated that including DoS dimensions and emotional intelligence, the total model
explained 70% of the variance in marital satisfaction. In line with the accordance of
Bowenian constructs in collectivistic cultures, Yousefi et al. (2009) also investigated
the structural relationship between DoS, mental health, and well-being in 1024,
heterosexual married couples. Based on the structural modeling, couples who reported
a higher level of DoS experienced higher marital satisfaction and well-being as well.

However, this finding was remarkable since Iranian culture preferably emphasizes the
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togetherness and dependence over the independence of individuals. Regarding how
Bowenian concepts were manifested to marital issues (i.e., satisfaction, quality,
conflict) in the context of Turkish culture; as it holds both individualistic and
collectivistic characteristics (Kagit¢ibasi, 2005), the available empirical evidence has
been limited. One of the few studies, Kalkan (2018) reported the relationship between
marital relationship quality, DoS, and authenticity in relations with 603 married
individuals in the age range of 18-63 years. The results of hierarchical regression
analysis indicated that the dimension of emotional cutoff was a more reliable predictor
of marital satisfaction among other DoS dimensions, whereas emotional reactivity and
fusion produced nonsignificance. Polat and Ilhan (2018) also reported a study in an
examination of the relationship between DoS, dyadic adjustment, and several
psychological symptoms (stress, depression, anxiety) in a Turkish sample (n= 362).
The series of multiple regression analyses indicated that emotional cutoff was the most
strong predictor of dyadic adjustment and stress, depression, anxiety in the context of
dyadic adjustment. Ulu-Yalginkaya (2019) conducted a study to explore the
relationships between perceived stress, intra-dyadic stress, and life and dyadic
satisfaction through DoS variables (I position, emotional reactivity, fusion, and
emotional cutoff) in a Turkish sample of married individuals (n= 825). Results
indicated that among all DoS variables, ‘I position” was the strongest predictor of life

and dyadic satisfaction.

One of the variables of the current study was marital conflict. It seemed that Bowenian
Therapy might have been an effective method to reduce the marital conflict in
collectivist cultures. Yektatalab, Seddigh Oskouee, and Sodani (2017) described a
randomized controlled trial with 42 Iranian couples and significant differences were
found between intervention and control groups. The Bowenian approach was

considered a practical therapeutic approach to reduce conflicts in marital relationships.

Indirect variables regarding Bowenian concepts. The examination of some other
indirect variables (to the DoS and NFEP dimensions) in the marital context might
provide valuable information anywise. For instance, the self-concealment converged

with emotional cutoff since both hold common points in practice and theoretical
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meaning. The term referred to individuals’ tendency to keep away some uncomfortable
personal thoughts, emotions, and information from others’ awareness, which
potentially were considered as stressful and painful (Larson & Chastain, 1990). Uysal,
Lin, Knee, and Bush (2012) investigated the self-concealment in a romantic
relationship context from the perspective of autonomy, competence, and relatedness;
as needs fulfillment in close relationships. The findings of the two separate studies, the
cross-sectional data indicated a significant negative relationship between self-
concealment and relationship well-being and this relationship was mediated by need
fulfillment in their relationships which similar research was found in the literature that
supported the evidence (Patrick, Knee, Canevello, & Lonsbary, 2007). In a similar
perspective, Uysal, Lin, and Bush (2012) showed the reciprocal cycle of self-
concealment in a romantic relationship context within two separate studies. The
findings of the multilevel analysis indicated a reciprocal cycle in the relationship
context. The self-concealment increased the probability of more self-concealment
amongst partners, which in turn decreased the relationship trust in each other, and the

relationship well-being became worsened.

Regarding spouses’ chronic pains (Symptoms in the spouses), Uysal, Ascigil, and
Turunc (2017) explained the relationship between spousal autonomy support, need
satisfaction, and well-being longitudinally with 102 married individuals who suffered
from chronic pain. Spousal autonomy referred to understanding others’ decisions with
minimal pressure and giving the chance to make choices on the options (Deci & Ryan,
2002). The results of structural path analysis supported the hypothesis that spousal
autonomy improved the spouses’ need fulfillment and their well-being (regardless of

pain intensity) in the marital context.

According to Kerr and Bowen (1988), subordinated behavior to maintain a dyadic
relationship (stable) was one of the main reasons for symptoms development in
spouses and marital conflict, which both were examined in the current study. Hiinler
and Gengoz (2003) also outlined the role of problem-solving abilities and the effects
of submissive behaviors amongst spouses on marital satisfaction with 92 married

couples. The results of hierarchical regression analysis indicated that; as submissive
47



acts increased, perceived problem-solving abilities decreased, and spouses’ marital
satisfaction levels also decreased. Lastly, as to indicate before, focus on the child
dimension in NFEP involves being overprotective, excessively focus, and conflicts on
children and converged with family triangulation. Although the focus was not on
marital satisfaction, a qualitative study provided some insightful evidence to be
considered. Sagkal and Tirniikli (2017) delineated their study with 40 children
(M=12.80, SD=.16) through semi-structured interviews. The results of the content
analysis supported some NFEP constructs in the context that one of the central conflict
reasons amongst Turkish spouses was children-related topics. The children-focused
conflicts between the spouses affected the children-parent relationships, and finally,
spouses tended to project the conflicts in their dyadic relationship onto children that
theoretically associated with family triangulation. Akar (2019) also depicted the
associations between attachment anxiety and DoS with 173 married individuals. The
findings of the study mainly indicated that DoS and attachment anxiety had a
significant indirect effect between the family of origin functioning and relationship

quality.

2.5.2. Self-Construals

Since cultural issues play an essential role in the understanding of marriages from the
DoS and individuation perspective, the variable of self-construal could also make a
significant contribution to the topic. However, the amount and scope of previous
studies were very limited in investigating the associations between self-construals and
satisfaction in relationships. As indicated before, Kagitcibast’s (2005) and imamoglu’s
(2003) self-construal models entirely reflected on the Turkish cultural domains. The
perspective on marital satisfaction from these perspectives could be expanded to other
self-construal types, such as independent and interdependent orientations.
Interrelational  orientation in  the BID model converged with an
interdependent/collectivist approach, whereas self-developmental orientation holds

commonalities in an independent/individualistic manner.
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Giindogdu (2007) represented a study to examine the role of imamoglu’s Balanced
Integration and Differentiation model on marital quality (the composition of marital
satisfaction and dyadic adjustment) with 292 couples. Structural model results
indicated that among BID dimensions, only interrelational orientation was a positive
direct significant predictor of marital quality, nevertheless, self-developmental
orientation only produced an indirect effect on marital quality. The author concluded
that such a finding was possibly expected as interrelational and self-developmental
orientations were distinct and complementary orientations, and one (participant) can

produce low or high scores on both.

Celenk, Van de Vijver and Goodwin (2011) replicated the relationship satisfaction in
a cross-cultural study (British adults N= 150, Turkish adults N= 170) from three
theoretical perspectives of attachment, gender roles and Kagitgibast’s (2005) model of
related/autonomous self-construals. The structural path analysis indicated that
autonomous/related self mediated the relationship between culture and relationship
satisfaction along with avoidance, relatedness, and masculinity. Rather than agency
dimension, the interpersonal distance dimension was more critical in understanding
the relationship satisfaction in both groups, whereas the combination of these
construals (autonomous/relatedness) produced a weak statistical effect. In comparison
to both groups, Turkish individuals reported a lower level of autonomy and

relationship satisfaction than British individuals, as hypothesized.

2.6 Summary of the Literature Review

In the last few decades, the research has been focused on marital satisfaction to get a
better understanding of the marital problems on married individuals’ experiences.
Therefore, determinants in understanding the factors affecting marital satisfaction
became one of the leading research engagements in counseling psychology, and a
growing number of approaches have presented their theoretical perspectives in
solution-seeking for the systemic problems in families. Among these, the Bowenian

approach, which emphasized the importance of emotional processes in the family
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system, appeared as one of the salient theoretical backgrounds in understanding marital
satisfaction. Specifically, the Bowenian approach explained marital satisfaction from
several lenses: DoS, triangulations, and nuclear family emotional processes
(symptoms in spouses, focus on the child, marital conflict, and emotional cut off).
However, it seemed that DoS was often at the center of research on focusing on marital
satisfaction due to its significant effects on marital issues. There might be other
variables that facilitate the relationship between NFEP and marital satisfaction; these
additional variables (i.e., DoS, self-concealment, family triangulation) including self-

construals were reviewed in detail.

Empirical findings indicated that emotional cut off was a salient and robust predictor
of marital satisfaction among Bowenian constructs. Although there was evidence of a
direct association between DoS and marital satisfaction/quality, studies investigating
the mediating role of self-construals were very sparsely and limited both in national
and international studies. Hence, examining the associations among the current study
variables in the hypothesized model and identifying the unique contributions of the
factors were critical for understanding the satisfaction phenomenon in the marriages.
The examination of the Bowenian constructs -especially DoS- along with cross-
cultural factors was vital and contribute to the topics in marital issues. While the
ongoing discussion on the general applicability of the Bowenian constructs to other
cultures (i.e., collectivist, emotionally interdependent) still keeps its importance, it
appears that marital-related topics (i.e., mate selection, marital satisfaction) will not be
free from this leading debates. For instance, various research supported the assumption
that (Bartle-Haring, 1993; Lim & Jennings, 1996; Rovers et al., 2007; Tuason &
Friedlander, 2000) individuals tended to select their mates with similar DoS level;
nevertheless, some other studies claimed the opposite (Rodriguez-Gonzalez et al.,
2016; Skowron, 2000).

Similarly, the relationship between DoS and marital satisfaction revealed contrary
findings due to cultural differences. It was expected that research in the US strongly
supported the significant relationship between DoS and satisfied marriages, but even

in the lands where Bowen’s theory was born, studies yielded contrary findings.
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Interestingly, despite the research that mainly produced findings in opposite to
Bowenian assumptions, there was also a significant number of studies that supported
the applicability of these constructs to collectivist or emotionally interdependent
cultures on marital satisfaction. In sum, further studies, which might lead to the point
out the consistency at clarifying the relationship between DoS and marital satisfaction

needed.
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CHAPTER 3

METHOD

This chapter presented the methodological issues of the current study in the following
order: Overall design of the study, characteristics of the participants of the main and
pilot studies, and data collection instruments were briefly described. Afterward,
psychometric properties of the questionnaires, data collection procedures for the pilot
and main studies were explained. Lastly, the description of variables, data analysis
methods, and the limitations of the study were introduced.

3.1 Overall Design of the Study

The purpose of the current study was to investigate the relationships among nuclear
family emotional processes (NFEP; symptoms in the spouse, focus on the child,
marital conflict and emotional-cutoff), self-construals (interrelational and
developmental orientations), and their effects on marital satisfaction in a sample of
married individuals with children. The correlational design best reflects overall design
of the current study which aims to investigate relationships between several variables
as “the degree to which two or more quantitative variables are related, and it does so
by using a correlation coefficient” (Fraenkel, Wallen, & Hyun, 2012, p. 331).
However, these studies may require additional sophisticated correlational techniques
(e.g., structural equation modeling) to examine the associations between predictor and
outcome variables, as in the current study. Family Genogram Interview, Balanced
Integration-Differentiation Scale, Relationship Assessment Scale, and the

demographic information form were employed in the current study. Furthermore,
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analyses included Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) in the investigation of the
mediator roles of interrelational and developmental orientations on the relationship

between NFEP variables and marital satisfaction.

3.2 Participants and Sampling

The data of the main study were gathered from voluntary married individuals with
child(ren). Purposive sampling, which is a non-random sampling method, was used in
the current study. The main participation criteria were being (or used to being) a part
of two-parents, heterosexual nuclear families with at least one child without
considering the number of marriages that participants reported. However, the
child(ren) should have been born in their current marriages. This criterion referred to
the Carter and McGoldrick’s (1999) life cycle stage of ‘families with young children’
had an additional background to the Bowen theory. The NFEP constructs and
anxiety/stress have been more intensified in heterosexual, married couples with the
young offsprings’ joining the family (Kerr & Bowen, 1988). With these sample
selection criteria, in the development of the original FGI, Platt and Skowron (2013)
aimed to maximize variance among three constructs of Focus on a Child (FC),
Symptoms in Spouse (SS), and Marital Conflict (MC). Platt and Skowron’s (2013)
study included only the mothers, and the researcher (in the current study) considered
this criterion as a limitation by ignoring male individuals’ self-reports of nuclear
family experiences. For that reason, the sample selection criterion to participate in the
study was applied as being married women or men from a heterosexual family with at
least one child. In data gathering, only the online survey method was followed. The
main reason was to increase reliability and validity outcomes in general. It was
expected that self-reported marital and familial experiences and associated cognitions

of participants were best reflected when they reported anonymously.

The data were only collected via an online survey. Using an online survey link, 647
married individuals living in different cities in Turkey participated in the study. The

dataset of the main study was detected, 29 cases who did not meet the inclusion criteria
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of having children in the current marriage were omitted, and the total sample size
comprised of 618 cases. Most of the participants were living in Ordu (19.6%), Denizli
(16%), Ankara (13.3%), Istanbul (7.3%), izmir (6.0%), Van (3.6%), Antalya (2.8%),
Gaziantep (2.3%), Kayseri (2.3%), Konya (2.1%) and the rest were from several other
cities (e.g., Kocaeli, Adana, Sakarya, Adana, Bursa, Mersin, and Giresun). The sample
of the main study comprised of married individuals (407 females, 65.9% and 211
males, 34.1%). The mean age for the overall main study was 37.90 years (SD = 7.27),
ranging from 23 to 69 years. However, the percentage of the above 50 years was
0.06%. One individual did not report the age. The mean age for the women was 36.50
years (SD = 6.42) and men 40.62 years (SD = 8.02). The sample in the main study
represented a highly educated profile. Majority of the participants reported a
graduation from a vocational higher education (n= 60, 9.7%), university (n = 297,
48.1%), or master/Ph.D degrees (n = 115, 18.6%). The demographic characteristics of
the main study participants were presented in Table 3.1.

The marital relationship characteristics of the participants were also presented in Table
3.2. In terms of marriage lengths, most of the participants reported a duration of 6 to
10 (n = 199, 32.2%), 11 to 15 (n = 156, 25.2%) and 16+ years (n = 150, 24.3%).
Participants reported that the majority of them were in their first marriage (n = 586,
94.8%). Twenty-two (3.6%) participants reported that this was their second marriage,
and four (0.6%) participants’ spouses were in their second marriage. However, they
did not have the child(ren) from their previous marriages. Most of the participants
reported that they have two children (n = 281, 45.5%), and one child (n = 242, 39.2%).
Only 15.4% of participants reported that they had 3 to 4 or more than four children.
The age of the firstborn was ranged from less than one year to 44 years (n = 397) with
the mean age of 9.90 (SD = 7.83).

3.3. Data Collection Procedure

Two separate data collection process was conducted for the current study. The first

was for the pilot and latter for the main study. In both studies, the data were gathered
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in 2019, consecutively, following the same procedure. As mentioned before, the main

participation criteria in both studies were being a part of two-parent, heterosexual

-I;ae?r:z;;phic Characteristics of the Participants of the Main Study (N = 618)
Variables f %
Gender

Female 407 65.9
Male 211 34.1

Education Level

Primary School 11 1.8
Secondary School 33 5.3
High School 101 16.3
Vocational Higher Education 60 9.7
Bachelor 297 48.1
Graduate 115 18.6
Missing 1 0.2

Marital Status

Married 604 97.7
Divorced 13 2.1
Widowed 1 0.2
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Table 3.2

Relationship Characteristics of the Participants of the Main Study (N = 618)

Variables f %

Number of marriages

First marriage (both of us) 586 94.8
Mine first, my spouse’s second or more 22 3.6
My spouse’s first, mine second or more 4 0.6
Second or more marriages (both of us) 6 1.0
Marital length (first marriages)

Less than one year 3 0.5
1to 5 years 94 15.2
6 to 10 years 199 32.2
11 to 15 years 156 25.2
16 + years 150 24.3
Missing 16 2.6
Number of children

1 242 39.2
2 281 45.4
3 77 125
4+ 18 2.9
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nuclear families with at least one child without considering the number of marriages
that participants reported. However, the child(ren) should have been born in their
current marriages. Participation was based on voluntariness, and no identifying
information (name/surname, email address, phone number) was required. First of all,
ethical permission was granted from the Middle East Technical University (METU)
Human Subjects Ethics Committee (see Appendix A) to conduct the study.

Secondly, researcher expected that self-reporting through online assessment could
encourage prospective participants to participate in the study who preferred online
methods rather than the paper-pencil survey. Thirdly, the researcher expected to reach
married individuals who could not be touched in person. On the first page of the online
survey form, participants were provided an informed consent form and were asked to
declare their voluntariness. A ‘google form’ was designed by the researcher and
announced in social media accounts (Facebook, WhatsApp) via a link of the study and
an image (poster) that explained the purpose and participation criteria of the study.
However, during the main study, only individuals were invited to study those who did

not participate in the pilot study.

3.4 Data Collection Instruments

In the present study, a survey package comprised of demographic information form
(Appendix B), Family Genogram Interview (Appendix C), Relationship Assessment
Scale (Appendix D), and Balanced Integration-Differentiation Scale (Appendix E),
was administered to gather information about the demographic, familial and marital
relationship characteristics of the participants. Moreover, a pilot study was conducted
to adapt the Family Genogram Interview (FGI) to Turkish as well as to examine overall
instruments' psychometric properties. Hence, the following sections presented the
procedures of the translation and adaptation of the FGI, participants’ characteristics of
the pilot study, validity, and reliability of the Turkish FGI, confirmatory factor
analyses (CFA), criterion and discriminant validity of the Turkish FGI.
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3.4.1 Family Genogram Interview Scale (FGI)

The scale was originally developed by Platt and Skowron (2013) to have a standardized
75 minutes genogram interview in the assessment of emotional processes in families.
In line with this purpose, the authors used both family evaluation diagram (Kerr &
Bowen, 1988) and the traditional genogram format (McGoldrick, Gerson, & Petry,
2008). More specifically, FGI contained 84 qualitative and 68 quantitative items to
evaluate four NFEP variables of symptoms in the spouses (SS), focus on the child
(FC), marital conflict (MC), and emotional cutoff (EC) to assess the indicators of the
DosS levels in a family system. The scale was initially developed with two versions:
Nuclear Family (NF) and Family of Origin (FO). In the original study, Platt and
Skowron (2013) used only closed-ended Likert type questions to examine the
psychometric properties of the scale. Afterward, they combined subscales of the SS,
FC, and MC from the nuclear family version, and EC from the family of origin version.
The FC was excluded due to low reliability (Cronbach’s o= 0.51), and the final version
comprised of SS (12 items, o =.81), EC (11 items, a.=.82) and MC (6 items, o = .86).
Theoretically, the MC and EC dimensions focused on the dyadic relationship, while
SS and FC were the dimensions that a chronic marital tension diverted to other
members in a family (Jozefczyk, 2017).

Symptoms in the Spouses referred to the items that assess physical, social, and
psychological dysfunctionality and symptom development of spouse(s). FGI-SS was
comprised of items to measure both spouses’ physical, emotional, and social
functionality. Some of the item examples indicated: “How would you rate your

emotional health?”,“How would you rate your partner or spouse’s emotional health?”

Focus on the Child referred to the involvement of the child(ren) in a marital dyad to
reduce the tension since the pattern becomes an opportunity for couples to project the
anxiety that arouses in the relationship. Some of the item examples indicated: “How

much would you say your relationship with your children affects your marriage?”” and
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“How often do you have conflict about doing the fair share of the work in raising the

children?”

Marital Conflicts were the indicators of chronic anxiety in the marital dyad. As a result
of low DoS (a need for togetherness and individuality), emotional reactivity becomes
more salient, and spouses concentrated on what was wrong with the other. Some of the
item examples indicated: “How much /often do you and your partner-spouse have
disagreement or conflict?” and “How often do you feel the conflict gets resolved in a

way that is mutually satisfying?”’

Emotional Cutoff also referred to anxiety and undifferentiation, and one becomes
emotionally or physically isolated with significant others. In a marital dyad, spouse(s)
might have preferred to become withdrawn in handling the anxiety or emotional
intensity in the relationship (Kerr & Bowen, 1988; Titelman, 1998). Some of the item
examples indicated: “How often do you feel you avoid talking about problems you and
your partner-spouse are having?” and “How often do you feel like not talking about
your feelings and thoughts with your partner-spouse?” In the original study of FGI;
neither exploratory factor analyses (EFA) nor confirmatory factor analyses (CFA)

were conducted to examine the factorial structure of the scale.

The FGI was recently adapted to Polish by Jozefczyk (2017) with 300 married women
participants. Three different models were tested throughout the study. The first model
was confirmed via a CFA based on the EFA structure. Howbeit, findings of the EFA
had revealed a four-factor structure: SS split into two dimensions (SS-occurrence;
physical, emotional, social functioning and SS-significance; effects and encountered
difficulties). The FC remained; EC and MC formed under a single factor.

The second tested model (with CFA) was based on the recommended original factor
structure of the scale: SS, FC, MC, and EC. The third model, however, composed of 8
parceled items based on the correlations of error residues between these items. Results
revealed that among the three tested models, model 3 and model 2 had much better fit

indices. In the EFA, the author kept several items instead of excluding; with the intent
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of maintaining theoretical assumptions of the scale despite these items had low
standardized /3 coefficient values. Thus, two items of FC were not omitted and kept on
the scale as they provided the respondents to assess their spouses’ attitudes to their
child(ren) (Jozefczyk, 2017). Cronbach alpha coefficients were found as mediocre (a
=.7810.91). Jozefczyk (2017) assumed that splitting the SS into two dimensions (SS-
Occurrence and SS-Significance) made the subscale stronger in the assessment of the
symptoms between spouses. Besides, the EC and MC were theoretically two distinct
constructs since both focus on emotional processes in a marital dyad. However, a high
intercorrelation between these constructs (r = .75, p <0.01) were found in the Polish
version. Jozefczyk (2017) pointed out a two-tailed continuum line; marital conflicts
functioned as a pursuit of emotional contact needs between spouses even if these
conflicts were taken dysfunctional forms of resolution (i.e., getting out a hand, raising
voices, yelling, shouting) in one tail. On the other end, the dissatisfaction of these
emotional needs might lead to a feeling of emotional distance that functioned as an

avoidance preference between spouses.

In the current study, before conducting the pilot study analysis, the researcher found
Platt and Skowron’s (2013) suggestions reasonable. They mentioned that FGI was an
initial step to assess the emotional processes in families and needs improvement and
further examination regarding its psychometric properties. The entire factor structure
was not verified initially, and the FC dimension was removed due to low reliability
despite its significant theoretical position. On the other hand, in the Polish version, the
same dimension produced a sufficient Cronbach alpha (o = .78) score. Moreover, in
the Polish adaptation study, model 3 (parceled items of correlations of error residues)

resulted in better fit indices as error residues were parceled.

Jozefczyk’s (2017) explanation was also convincing to keep the items (with low
standardized B coefficient values) in the scale instead of omitting them on behalf of
maintaining the theoretical background of the scale. Therefore, when the researchers
were taken all of these explanations into account, the item parceling method was
emerged as a better option than item-level analysis in CFA and following SEM

analysis. The method was widely suggested by structural equation modeling (SEM)
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researchers; it provides better normality and model fit indices (Bandalos, 2002; Nasser
& Takahashi, 2003), and reliability with a less crowded data set (Kline, 2011). The
researchers expected that the increased correlated error will be possibly become more
manageable (Floyd & Widaman, 1995).

The first step in the parceling procedure was deciding on the dimensionality
(unidimensional or multidimensional) of the items to be parceled should have been
priorly considered and examined via exploratory factor analysis (Little, Cunningham,
Shahar & Widaman, 2002), if the unidimensionality is not well-known. The main
reason for such a prescreen was determining the appropriate techniques to be figured
out the parcels. The unidimensionality of the dimensions was pre-described from
existing validation studies (i.e., the Polish version), nevertheless, the researcher
conducted EFA. The principal component analysis was employed as the extraction
method, and the eigenvalue greater than one criterion was considered to determine
unidimensionality for the FGI dimensions. The EFA results indicated that all
dimensions were unidimensional. The researchers formed three parcels for each
dimension as Little et al. (2002) recommended as a minimum. On the other hand, the
number of items per parcels varied relying on the item numbers of the dimensions (two
to five items per parcel), and parcels were created by a random assignment technique
(Little at al., 2002), based on mean values from the highest to lowest, each item was

assigned to parcels.

The researcher chose to examine the psychometric properties of the FGI within two
models. The first (was conducted with item parceling method), reflected the
Jozefczyk’s (2017) model, which was emerged in EFA, as she confirmed this factor
structure in her study. As indicated before, this model consisted of a four-factor
structure: SS-occurrence (6 items), SS-significance (6 items), Focus on the Child (8
items), and Emotional Contact (Marital Conflict + Emotional Cutoff; 13 items). In this
model, Jozefczyk (2017) preferred to label this newly emerged combination factors of
MC+EC; as ‘marital relationship’. Similarly, the EFA results indicated that EC and
MC were factors that emerged in the unique dimension, and also revealed a high

intercorrelation (r = 0.72, p <0.01), in the current study. However, since these factors
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reflected a dysfunctional mechanism of emotional contact between spouses, the
researchers named the dimensions as emotional contact (EC; EC + MC). The second
model based on item-level (without item parceling); attempting to compare item-
parceling and item-level findings of the pilot study. This model consisted of a five-
factor structure: SS-occurrence (6 items), SS-significance (6 items), Focus on the
Child (8 items), Marital Conflict (7 items), and Emotional Cutoff (6 items). As in the
original scale, only closed-ended Likert type items were used in the current pilot study.
The FGI comprised of 33 items where the researchers extracted from the manual that
was obtained from the FGI’s corresponded author. The lowest score for FC was 8, and
for MC 7. The lowest scores for both SS-Significance and SS-Occurrence, and EC
were 6. On the other hand, the highest scores possible for SS-Significance and SS-

Occurrence and EC were 30. The highest score for FC was 40, and the MC was 35.

3.4.1.1 Translation and Adaptation Process of Turkish FGI

Firstly, permission to adapt and modify the scale to Turkish was obtained from the
corresponding author of the FGI. In line with the effective adaptation process, the
following steps were applied: forward translation, consistency (i.e., conceptualization,
meaning) in items by using content validity index, expert opinions in English and
Turkish, and cognitive interviewing. The FGI was first translated into Turkish by three
graduate students (psychological counseling and guidance) who are experts in both
English and Turkish. Then, a lecturer with a Ph.D. in the department of English
language and literature controlled the translations and gave feedback in terms of
consistency. Next, the researcher and thesis superviser reviewed and picked out the
best-fitted translation options.

After that, both Turkish and English versions of the items were sent to ten experts

(with MSc and Ph.D. degrees in psychological counseling and guidance) who were

experts in both English and Turkish to evaluate the consistency of the two versions.

Experts were asked to evaluate the consistency in a four-point continuum (1 = not

relevant, 2 = somewhat relevant, 3 = quite relevant, 4 = highly relevant) on versions,
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based on the Davis’s (1992) scaling suggestion. After the evaluation process
completed, the content validity index (S-CV1) was computed for the scale. The number
of experts’ rates (either 3 or 4) were divided by the number of experts (ten experts),
and .80 or higher accepted for S-CVI (Davis, 1992). In the current study, S-CVI ranged
from .90 to 1.00. Afterward, a Turkish language teacher with an MSc degree ensured
the grammar, fluency, punctuation, and incomprehensibility of the Turkish version of
the items. In the last step, a cognitive interview process was followed by eight
individuals who met the participating criteria. These participants gave feedback on the
Turkish version of the FGI, where few problems in wording, fluency were reported.
The Turkish FGI was finalized after these wording problems were corrected, and a few
dichotomous items were transformed into Likert-type with corresponded author’s

permission.

3.4.1.2 Sample Characteristics of the Pilot Study (FGI)

The sample of the pilot study consisted of 402 married individuals in total and included
301 females (74.9%), and 101 males (25.1%). Similar to the main study, the data were
collected through an online survey. The mean age for the overall pilot study was 37.28
years (SD = 6.77), ranging from 23 to 65 years. Fifteen individuals (3.7%) did not
report their ages. The pilot sample represented a highly educated profile. Majority of
the participants reported a graduation from a college (n= 41, 10.2%), university (n =
209, 52%), or master/Ph.D degrees (n = 91, 22.6%). The demographic characteristics

of the pilot study participants were presented in Table 3.3.

The marital relationship characteristics of the participants were also presented in Table
3.4. In terms of length of the marriage, most of the participants reported a duration of
6 to 10 (n = 147, 37.1%), 11 to 15 (n = 87, 21.9%) and 16+ years (n = 85, 21.4%).
Participants reported that the majority of them were in their first marriage (n = 389,
96.8%). Seven (1.7%) participants reported that this was their second marriage. Most
of the participants reported one child (n = 192, 47.8%), and two children (n = 169,
42%). Only 10.2% of participants reported 3 to 4 or more than 4 children. The age of
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the firstborn was ranged from less than 1 year to 39 years (n = 397) with the mean age

0f 9.12 (SD = 7.58).

;ae?r:z;rlzphic Characteristics of the Participants of the Pilot Study (N = 402)
Variables f %
Gender
Female 301 74.9
Male 101 25.1
Education Level
Primary School 3 0.7
Secondary School 5 1.3
High School 53 13.2
Vocational Higher Education 41 10.2
Bachelor 209 52
Graduate 91 22.6
Marital Status
Married 394 98
Divorced 6 1.5
Widowed 2 0.5
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3.4.1.3 Preliminary Analysis of the Pilot Data

The data of the pilot study were gathered from voluntary married individuals with
child(ren). As indicated before, the participation criteria were being a part of two-
parents, heterosexual nuclear families with at least one child without considering the
number of marriages that participants reported. However, the child(ren) should have
been born in their current marriages. In data gathering, only the online survey method
was preferred, and only entries with all questions answered were accepted. Using an
online survey link, 402 married individuals living in different cities in Turkey
participated in the study. Before examining the psychometric characteristics of the
Turkish FGI, the pilot data were primarily screened to ensure the accuracy of the data
entry; no incorrect entry was found. Afterward, assumptions of the confirmatory factor
analyses (CFA) were checked before the analysis. Assumptions of missing values and
sample size, univariate and multivariate normality and outliers, linearity, and

multicollinearity (Kline, 2011; Ullman, 2013) were examined.

3.4.1.4 Confirmatory Factor Analysis Procedure

After all the assumptions were examined, a series of CFAs were conducted to test the
factorial structure of Turkish FGI via AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012) and JASP Team
(2019). In the assessment of the factorial structure of Turkish FGI, the selected fit
indices from three categories (incremental, absolute, and parsimony-adjusted) (Kline,
2011) were reported. These fit indices were the group of incremental fit indices:
Bentler Comparative Fit Index (CFI) and the Non-Normed-Fit Index (NNFI, also
known as the Tucker-Lewis index, TLI). The group of absolute fit indices was
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) and the Satorra-Bentler Scaled
Chi-Square (Satorra-Bentler y2), Satorra-Bentler y2/degrees of freedom (df) ratio. The
group of parsimony-adjusted fit indices was Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation (RMSEA) (Hooper, Coughlan, & Mullen, 2008; Hu & Bentler, 1999;
Kline, 2011) with the confidence intervals (CI) (MacCallum, Browne, & Sugawara,
1996). The fit indices with cutoff-values were presented in Table 3.5.
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Table 3.4
Relationship Characteristics of the Participants of the Pilot Study (N = 402)

Variables f %

Number of marriages

First marriage (both of us) 389 96.8
Mine first, my spouse’s second or more 7 1.7
My spouse’s first, mine second or more 4 1.0
Second or more marriages (both of us) 2 0.5

Marital length (first marriages)

Less than one year 1 0.3
11to 5 years 77 19.3
6 to 10 years 147 37.1
11 to 15 years 87 21.9
16 + years 85 21.4

Number of children

1 192 47.8
2 169 42.0
3 35 8.7
4+ 6 1.5
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3.4.1.5 Confirmatory Factor Analyses of the Turkish FGI (Model 1)

Assumptions were examined via SPSS 22 (IBM Corp., 2013), and CFA’s were
conducted via AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012) and JASP Team (2019). The amount of
missingness, and whether the missing data pattern is ignorable (missing completely at
random, MCAR) or non-ignorable (not missing at random, NMAR) was controlled.
The missingness was less than 1%; Little’s MCAR test was non-significant y2 = 169
(df = 2; p =.92), and the data was accepted as MCAR. As the amount of missingness
was less than 5% in data and produced the MCAR, the expectation-maximization (EM)
algorithm was applied (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013). The sample size (n = 402) was
suited -as suggested by about 200 cases to obtain enough power to conduct CFA
(Hoelter, 1983; Kline, 2011). Subsequently, univariate normality assumptions were
controlled by using statistical indices of skewness and kurtosis based on Kline’s (2011)
the suggestion that values greater than three were considered non-normal. Both the
skewness (highest value was .95) and kurtosis (highest value was 1.67) values were
found lower than 3, where the distribution could be defined as normal. Mardia’s (1985)
coefficient with multivariate kurtosis was applied to test the multivariate normality
assumption. Mardia’s coefficient (217.29, p <.01) revealed that the multivariate

normality assumption was not met.

However, critical ratio values smaller than 5.00 also indicate normal distribution and
multivariate normality (Bentler, 2005). When critical ratio values were examined in
AMOS output, it was observed that only SS2-P1 parcel (consist of item12) exceeded
the 5.00 with 6.70. In case, the researchers preferred to use (in the assessment of model
fit) the Bollen-Stine Bootstrapping method instead of Maximum Likelihood (ML)
(Arbuckle & Wothke, 1999). Afterward, univariate outliers were examined based on
the standardized z scores exceeding the 3.29 (p <.001, two-tailed test) as (Tabachnick
& Fidell, 2013) suggested. Six of 12 parcels were not met the assumption of univariate
outliers; however, not severely produced exceeding values of 3.29 (p <.001, two-tailed
test), it ranged between 3.33 and 4.36. Regarding the multivariate outliers,
Mahalanobis distances were figured out, and 1 case was found indicating multivariate

outliers as the critical value was 18.47 for df = 4, p <.001 (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013).
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However, researchers preferred to keep the outliers in the data rather than excluding
them as Tabachnick and Fidell (2013) asserted that “Mahalanobis distance can either
“mask” a real outlier or “swamp” a normal case” (p. 108). Hence, two different datasets
(with and without outliers) were formed to use in CFA. The multicollinearity
assumption was checked with tolerance values (should be more than .20), and variance
influence factor (VIF; should be less than 4) as based on Menard’s (2002) suggestions.
The correlations (should be less than .90) between dimensions were also examined
(Field, 2009). Multicollinearity assumption was met as correlations among the FGI
(Model 1) dimensions were not higher than .46 (between SS-Occurrence and
Emotional Contact), the highest VIF value was 1.48, and tolerance values were all
higher than .20 (ranged from .66 to .78). Linearity assumption was also examined
through bivariate scatter plots, and no violation was observed. After the assumption
checking process, a CFA was run to investigate the four-factor structure of the FGI
(Model 1), including datasets with and without outliers. However, the results of the
dataset with outliers (N = 402) were only presented below since the data produced a

better model-fit than the dataset without outliers.

CFA results of Model 1 indicated an acceptable model fit. Chi-Square fit statistic was
significant 2 (48, N =402) = 172.35, p = .00 and the normed chi-square value (y*df-
ratio = 3.59) was higher than the suggested (Schumacker & Lomax, 2004) value of 5.
CFI = .95 was higher than the recommended value of CFI > .90 (Schumacker &
Lomax, 2010). NNFI = .93 was also produced a model-fit of NNFI>.93 (Byrne, 1994).
SRMR produced .06, and it was accepted (Brown & Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler,
1999). RMSEA = .08 was also an indicator of a mediocre fit (MacCallum et al., 1996).
The fit indices results indicated that the model provided a mediocre factor structure,

as in the Polish version.

3.4.1.6 Confirmatory Factor Analyses of the Turkish FGI (Model 2)

Model 2 aimed to examine the factor-structure of FGI at item-level. The assumption
checking was completed, and CFA was conducted for the second time (Model 2). Both
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the skewness (highest value was 1.05) and kurtosis (highest value was 2.92) values
were found lower than three where the distribution -except item 12- could be defined
as normal. However, item 12 (Have there been any social difficulties in the nuclear
family such as alcohol, drugs, legal problems, etc. in the past or present?) revealed the
highest skewness (5.34) and kurtosis values. As the item was open to outliers, the
researchers considered the exceeding skewness-kurtosis values due to the item’s
content that examines unusual situations for most participants. Five items have not met
the assumption of univariate outliers; however, not severely produced exceeding
values of 3.29 (p <.001, two-tailed test). It ranged between 3.67 and 4.90. However,
item 12 was severely produced, exceeding values with 9.46 due to the potential reasons

described above.

The Mardia kurtosis statistic (1435.06, p <.01) revealed that the multivariate normality
assumption was not met. In case, the researchers preferred to use (in the assessment of
model fit) the Bollen-Stine Bootstrapping method instead of Maximum Likelihood
(ML) (Arbuckle & Wothke, 1999). Multicollinearity assumption was met as
correlations among dimensions were not higher than .72 (between MC and EC
dimensions), the highest VIF value was 2.37, and tolerance values were all higher than
.20 (ranged from .42 to .77). For the linearity assumption, no violation was also
observed. Mahalanobis distances have appeared with 2 cases as the critical value was
20.52 for df = 5, p <.001 (Tabachnick and Fidell, 2013). Before carrying out the CFA,
the researchers preferred to pair off the spouses’ items within the SS (items 142, 3+4,
5+6, 8+9) and FC (items 19+20) dimensions to control the correlations of error
residues between these items. After the assumption checking process, a CFA was run
to investigate the five-factor structure of the FGI (Model 3), including datasets with
outliers (n = 402). The results were presented below. Few modifications were
implemented by removing items 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, 20, 27, 33 due to low factor
loadings, and drawing two error covariances, new values of Model 2 indicated
acceptable model fit. Chi-Square fit statistic was significant ¥> (177, N = 402) =
411.99, p = .00 and the normed chi-square value (y*/df-ratio = 2.33) was lower than
the suggested (Schumacker & Lomax, 2004) value of 5. CFI = .95 was higher than the

recommended value of CFI > .90 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2010). NNFI = .94 was also
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Table 3.5

Fit Indices and Acceptable Cutoff-Values

Model fit indices

x2/df-ratio

Suggested cutoff values

y2/df <3 (Kline, 1998; Ullman, 2001).

y2/df <5 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2004).

SRMR

SRMR <.08 (Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999).

SRMR close to .09 (or .10) with a cut-off value close to .95
for NNFI (or CFI) (Hu & Bentler, 1999).

SRMR < .08 with CFI above .92 when N > 250 and 12 <m
< 30 (Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010).

NNFI

NNFI > .93 (Byrne, 1994).

NNFI > .95 (Hu & Bentler, 1999).

CFlI

CFI > .90 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2010).
CFI1> .93 (Byrne, 1994).

CFI> .95 (Hu & Bentler, 1999).

RMSEA

Close fit: RMSEA < .05 ; Mediocre fit: .05 < RMSEA < .10
; Poor fit: RMSEA > .10 (Browne & Cudeck, 1993).

Mediocre fit: .08 < RMSEA < .10 (MacCallum et al., 1996).
Good fit: RMSEA < .06 (Hu & Bentler, 1999).

Close fit: .05 < RMSEA <.08 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2010).

Note. m = number of variables and N = sample size

produced a model-fit of NNFI > .93 (Byrne, 1994). Since SRMR produced .06, it was
acceptable (Brown & Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999). RMSEA = .06 was also an

indicator of a mediocre fit (MacCallum et al., 1996).
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The removed items have mainly belonged to the FC dimension, which was initially the
weakest factor of the FGI. However, it was worth mentioning that removed items due
to the low standardized regression weights were mainly related to the attitudes of the
spouses to be too focused on children (items 15 and 16) and overprotective (items 19
and 20).

Table 3.6
Model Fit Indices in CFA models
y?/df-ratio CFlI NNFI SRMR RMSEA
Model 1 3.59 .95 .93 .06 .08
Model 2 2.33 .95 .94 .06 .06

3.4.1.7 Reliability Evidence

For the internal consistency of the subscales of the FGI, Cronbach’s alpha and
McDonald’s Omega coefficients were computed in both pilot and main studies. As
presented in Table 3.7, results demonstrated an adequate to strong coefficients except
for the FC dimension. In the original study (Platt & Skowron, 2013), the FC dimension
was not produced by adequate reliability evidence. In the current study, the FC
produced relatively mediocre evidence considering McDonald’s Omega coefficients.
The same dimension had revealed adequate reliability evidence in the Polish version;
the researchers preferred to keep and reexamine its reliability evidence either in the
main data. However, results demonstrated better coefficients (adequate to strong

coefficients) in the main study in comparison to the pilot study.

3.4.1.8 Convergent Validity

In line with obtaining additional evidence for the validity of the FGI during the pilot

study, correlational analyses were conducted to validate associations between FGI
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dimensions and Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-11 (AAQ-II) in the assessment
of experiential avoidance, Negative Self Subscale of Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI)
and Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale (MCSD). Therefore, firstly, as they
were playing a part for further validity evidence for FGI, these instruments briefly
described. The results of the correlational analysis between FGI and instruments were

reported.
Table 3.7
Reliability Evidence of FGI in Models
Cronbach alpha Omega
Pilot Main Pilot Main
SS-Significance 81 .84 .83 .84
Model 1 SS-Occurrence 71 74 73 74
Focus on Child .69 71 .70 74
Emotional Contact .94 .93 .94 .94
SS-Significance .80 81
SS-Occurrence 74 74
Model 2 Focus on Child 12 .76
Marital Conflict .92 .92
Emotional Cutoff .85 .86

3.4.1.9 Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-11 (AAQ-I11)

The scale was originally developed by Bond et al., (2011) to assess the psychological
inflexibility and adapted to Turkish by Yavuz et al., (2016). Turkish version of the
measure comprised of 7 items with 7-point Likert type scale. Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient was found .84 and supported with .85 test-retest reliability. Higher scores
referred to a higher level of experiential avoidance (EA); therefore, less psychological
flexibility. The correlation between the total scores of FGI dimensions and experiential

avoidance total score were examined, and a positive correlation was expected.
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3.4.1.10 Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI; Negative Self Subscale)

The scale was originally developed by Derogatis (1992) and adapted to Turkish by
(Sahin & Durak, 1994) consists of 53 items with a 5-point Likert type scale. EFA
results indicated the five-factor structure of anxiety, depression, somatization, negative
self, and hostility. In the current study, only the ‘negative self” subscale was used to
assess participants’ negative self-levels. Higher scores referred to a higher level of
negative self-level. The correlation between the total scores of FGI dimensions and
negative self subscale total score were examined, and a positive correlation was

expected.

3.4.1.11 Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale (MCSDS)

The scale was originally developed by Crowne and Marlowe (1960) in assessing social
desirability. The short version of the scale was adapted in Turkish by Ural and
Ozbirecikli (2006). This short-form comprised of 7 items with 6-point Likert type scale
(1-strongly disagree to 6-strongly agree) and revealed the Cronbach alpha .78. Higher
scores referred to a higher level of social desirability. MCSDS was performed to
examine discriminant validity evidence for the FGI. The correlation between the total
scores of FGI dimensions and MCDS total score were examined, and no significant

correlation was expected.

3.4.1.12 Results of Correlation Analyses

As presented in Table 3.8; emotional contact (r = .44, p <.01), ss-occurrence (r = .42,
p <.01), and focus on child (r = .27, p <.01) were positively correlated with experiential
avoidance. It means that as the participants’ level of emotional contact (marital conflict
+ emotional cutoff), effects of encountered symptoms, and projection of marital
problems on children increase, psychological inflexibility increases as well. Similarly,
emotional contact (r = .32, p <.01), ss-occurrence (r = .36, p <.01), and focus on child
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(r = .23, p <.01) were positively correlated with negative-self. Contrary to

expectations, ss-significance was negatively correlated with experiential avoidance (r

=-.32, p <.01) and negative self (r =-.29, p <.01). In terms of social desirability,

emotional contact (r =-.04) and focus on the child (r =-.04) were not significantly

correlated with MCDS total score, as expected. However, ss-symptoms (r = .16, p

<.01) were positively and ss-occurrence (r =-.11, p <.05) negatively correlated with

MCDS total score. Hence, it can be assumed that FGI is relatively free from social

desirability.

Table 3.8
Convergent Validity of the FGI

Ex.Av. N. Self Soc. Des.
SS-S -.32** -.29%* 16%*
Model 1 SS-0 A1** 36** -11*
FC 27** 23%* -.04
EC A44** 32** -.04
SS-S -.32*%* -.20%* 16**
SS-O0 A2** 37** -.10
Model 2
FC 28** 20%* .00
MC 40** 29%* -.06
EC A40** 30** -.02

*p <.05, **p <.01
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3.4.2 Balanced Integration-Differentiation Scale (BIDS)

The scale was originally developed by imamoglu (1998, 2003). The BIDS consists of
29 items that were rated with 5 points Likert type scale range from 1-not at all to 5-
very. The BIDS assessed the balanced integration and differentiation levels of
individuals. The first dimension of the scale was an interrelational orientation, which
included 16 items. Higher scores in this dimension referred to higher relatedness
levels. In other words, individuals were more prone to feelings of interrelatedness to

their family and others.

The second dimension of the scale was a self-developmental orientation that consisted
of 13 items. Higher scores in this dimension referred to higher individuation levels,
which indicated individuals’ propensity to actualize their unique potentials/self-
development. By using median scores -as the cutting point in these two main factors;
the scale can be split into four self-types with the combination of high and low-end
points on each dimension: separated-patterned, separated-individuated, related-
patterned, and related-individuated. In a sample of university students, Cronbach’s
alpha values of the scale varied between .91 for the interrelationship orientation
dimension, .74 for self-developmental orientation dimension and .83 for the whole
scale (Imamoglu, 1998). In one of few studies where the BIDS was used in a married
sample (292 couples), Giindogdu (2007) found Cronbach’s alpha scores .84 for the
interrelational, .70 for self-developmental orientation subscales, and .79 for the total
scale. In the current study, Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s Omega scores for the
scale were examined in the main study. The Cronbach’s alpha value was .73, and
McDonald’s Omega score found .74 for the self-developmental orientation. Moreover,
interrelational orientation produced .86 for both Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s
Omega. In the current study, the scale was used in the main study to assess participants’
self-construal types/orientations. For the whole Cronbach’s alpha produced .77, and

McDonald’s Omega was .78.
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3.4.3 Relationship Assessment Scale (RAS)

The scale was originally developed on the Marital Assessment Questionnaire (MAQ)
by Hendrick (1981) to assess marital satisfaction, and later the focus extended to all
kinds of romantic relationships (Hendrick, 1988). In the extended version, the author
replaced the word ‘mate’ with ‘partner’ and the word ‘marriage’ with ‘relationship and
examined the psychometric properties. The scale is a 5-point Likert type and consists
of 7 items with two reverse coded items of 4 and 7. The scores of the RAS vary from
7 to 35. Higher scores indicate higher relationship satisfaction. The RAS has a one-
factor solution, with 57% of the variance, and the internal consistency coefficient was
found .86 in the second part of Hendrick’s (1988) study. In the adaptation study to
Turkish (Curun, 2001), the one-factor solution of the original study was repeated with
52% of the variance, and the internal consistency coefficient was found .86. In the
current study, the scale was used in the main study to assess participants’ marital
satisfaction levels. In the current study, Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s Omega
scores for the scale were examined in the main study. The scale produced .93 for both

Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s Omega.

3.4.4 Demographic Information Form

Participants’ demographic and marital relationship characteristics, a demographic
information form was developed by the researchers. This form was applied in both
studies (pilot and main) and comprised of demographic (e.g., gender, age, marital
status, education level) and marital information (e.g., former marriage/s, marital
length, number of children, the ages of children, whether children born in their current

marriage) questions.

76



3.5 Description of Variables

3.5.1 Exogenous Variables

Nuclear Family Emotional Processes: In the current study, nuclear family emotional
processes of ss-symptoms, ss-occurrence, focus on the child, and emotional contact
(marital conflict+ emotional cutoff) were selected as exogenous variables. Self-
reported use of nuclear family emotional processes was measured through the total
scores of the ss-symptoms, ss-occurrence, focus on the child and emotional contact
subscales of the FGI-NF.

3.5.2 Mediator Variables

Interrelationship Orientation: Total scores of interrelationship orientation subscale in
the Balanced Integration-Differentiation Scale (BIDS) was used to assess married

individuals’ perceptions of being attached to their own family and higher relatedness.
Self-developmental Orientation: Total scores of self-developmental orientation

subscale in the Balanced Integration-Differentiation Scale (BIDS) were used to assess

married individuals’ perceptions of keeping a tendency to realize their potentials.

3.5.3 Endogenous Variable

Marital Satisfaction: Total scores of Relationship Assessment Scale (RAS) was used

to assess married individuals’ perceptions of their marital satisfaction levels.
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3.6 Data Analyses

The purpose of the present study was to examine a model that investigates the
relationships between NFEP variables, self-construals (interrelationship and self-
developmental orientations) and their impact on marital satisfaction. Hence, Structural
Equation Modeling (SEM) was conducted to test the hypothesized model to investigate
the mediator roles of interrelational and developmental orientations on the relationship
between NFEP variables and marital satisfaction. Before SEM analyses were
conducted, the assumptions were checked, descriptive statistics and bivariate
correlations were examined via SPSS 22 (IBM Corp., 2013). The measurement and
structural models were conducted via AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012).

3.7 Limitations of the Study

Several limitations in the current study were mentioned since the results should be
carefully considered in light of these limitations. The cross-sectional design was a
limitation to the current study. The conclusions on the relationships between NFEP
and marital satisfaction could become more weakened if the changes in individuals'
experiences and perceptions were not considered on the predictor variables. These
variables (i.e. NFEP, satisfaction) were dynamic and unstable constructs to be changed
over time that cross-sectional studies might fail to address these facts at any one point
in time. Hence, inferences about causality between these variables cannot be possible.
On the other hand, longitudinal designs could provide to see temporal relationships

among these variables to predict and conclude about marital satisfaction.

The self-report structure of the instruments in the current study was also a limitation
in the measurement method. The results might have not been pictured by the married
individuals’ accurate perceptions, traits, and behaviors in their nuclear family
experiences. Notwithstanding, an accurate assessment of DoS (and related constructs)

was much more possible with cross-generational interviews to widen the individuals’
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historical data (Kerr, 1981). The FGI was developed precisely for this purpose to
provide particular information about the one’s nuclear and family of origin's emotional
processes quantitatively and qualitatively. However, the researcher had to focus on
only participants’ nuclear family emotional processes quantitatively due to the
psychometric properties of the FGI-family of origin version that not verified in the
current study. Thus, the current study was mainly built on retrospective self-report
data. Additionally, the current study aimed to examine the nuclear family emotional
processes in a marital dyad; however, only one spouse of a dyad was participated in,
and their spouses’ perceptions were not assessed. Finally, since the non-random
sampling was applied, sample characteristics of the demographic variables were not
equally represented. The distribution of gender ratio was generally unbalanced as male
participants’ reluctance to participate in such self-report studies as the researcher
observed during the data collection procedure. In addition to the gender ratio, the
participants have also presented commonalities in many characteristics (i.e., high-
educated middle-class profile). The marriage characteristics were also similar in terms
of marriage duration and the number of children. The findings might have revealed
different patterns with different sample selections, and the generalizability of the
results should have taken into consideration in the conclusion of the current results.
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CHAPTER 4

RESULTS

In this chapter, the results of the main study were presented under two sections. The
first section included preliminary analyses (i.e., data screening, assumption checks,
descriptive statistics, bivariate correlations) based on model 2. Regarding SEM
assumptions; missing data, sample size, influential outliers, linearity,
homoscedasticity, and normality were examined. Descriptive statistics and bivariate
correlations were also presented within the scope of gender. In the second section,
primary analyses including findings of the measurement and structural models were

consecutively presented.

4.1 Preliminary Analyses

Before assumption checking, minimum and maximum values in the frequency table
were detected for each item. Moreover, the dataset was screened in terms of misentries
and ensured that there were no false or unusual values. Next, reverse items in the RAS
and the BIDS were recoded by using SPSS 22 (IBM Corp., 2013). The item parcels
were formed based on the Model 2 (SS-S, SS-O, FC, and EN), and processed (as
described in the pilot study) for further analysis with these parcels. The EFA results
indicated that all the dimensions were unidimensional in the main study. The
researchers formed three to four parcels for each dimension as Little et al. (2002)
recommended three as a minimum. The parcels consisted of minimum the two items
and were created by a random assignment technique (Little at al., 2002), based on

mean values from the highest to lowest, each item was assigned to parcels.
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4.1.1. Assumptions of SEM

To examine the assumptions, the researchers checked the pre-SEM analysis of missing
data, sample size, univariate/multivariate normality, influential outliers,

homoscedasticity, linearity, and multicollinearity, respectively.

4.1.1.1. Missing Data and Sample Size

The data for the main study was not manually entered as it was an online survey and
downloaded from google forms. Besides, responding to all items in the survey was
mandatory; otherwise, responses were not saved in the online repository unless
answered thoroughly. Therefore, there was no missingness in the main data.
Concerning sample size (comprised of 618 participants), the researchers considered
that the dataset was sufficient to conduct SEM, based on N>200 criteria (Kline, 2011).
There were some other available approaches to define the minimum sample size. For
instance, to assess the power of the model for SEM, different fit indices of RMSEA
and AGFI were suggested by Kim (2005) and MacCallum, Browne and Sugawara
(1996). The power level and alpha level were chosen as .80 and .05, respectively. With
degrees of freedom (as 232), the estimated sample size for given power (.80) was 103
based on Kim’s (2005) and 135 on McCallum et al.’s (1996) suggestions, in which the

current sample size (618) was above the minimum required.

4.1.1.2. Normality

Univariate normality was assessed through skewness and kurtosis values with the
cutoff values of £3 (Kline, 2011). Both the skewness (highest value was -1.09) and
kurtosis (highest value was 1.88) values were found lower than 3; the distribution
could be defined as normal. However, multivariate normality was not met since the

Mardia kurtosis statistic (693.61, p < .01) was significant; indicated non-normal
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patterns for all study variables. The researchers decided to continue with Maximum
Likelihood Estimation (MLE) in AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012), as it was robust to

nonnormality to test measurement and structural models.

4.1.1.3. Influential Outliers

To specify univariate outliers, standardized z scores were examined. Few items have
not met the assumption of univariate outliers; however, they were not severely
produced, exceeding values of 3.29 (p < .001, two-tailed test)(Tabachnick & Fidell,
2013). They ranged between 3.32 and 4.62. Despite several univariate outliers, the
researchers decided to keep them (19 of cases) in the data as Tabachnick and Fidell
(2013) indicated that few univariate outliers could potentially exist in large samples.
Potential outliers were found in the sub-constructs of the FGI (SS-S, SS-O) and

constructs of self-construal (interrelational and self-developmental).

Mahalanobis distances (observations farthest from the centroid) were detected in the
evaluation of multivariate outliers -via AMOS 21; and 15 cases exceeded the critical
value of 2 (231) = 883.699, (p <.001). Afterward, rather than omitting the cases, the
researchers preferred to repeat the analyses with and without the multivariate outliers.
However, omitting multivariate outliers produced new outliers and no difference
observed in terms of the model fit indices. Hence, the researcher decided to proceed

with multivariate outliers.

4.1.1.4. Linearity and Homoscedasticity

Further evidence for multivariate normality was assessed with linearity (the straight-
line relationship between variables) and homoscedasticity (similar amount of variance
between dependent and independent variables) (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013). Partial
regression plots/bivariate scatterplots were conducted through regression analyses and

examined visually in SPSS 22. No violation was observed since the visual inspection
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indicated that variances among variables were homogeneously partitioned, and

bivariate scatterplots formed in linear associations.

4.1.1.5. Multicollinearity

Multicollinearity assumption was met as intercorrelations among study variables were
not higher than the cutoff value of .90 (r =.84 max.) (Kline, 2011). Besides, the highest
VIF value was 1.84, far below the standard cutoff value 5. Tolerance values were all
higher than .20 and ranged from .54 to .93. In sum, no violation was observed.

4.2 Descriptive Statistics

Descriptive statistics (means and standard deviations) were examined among the study
variables on gender, as it was presented in Table 4.1. It can be interpreted that the
sample reported higher level of interrelational orientation (M = 63.72, SD = 10.41),
self-developmental orientation (M = 45.66, SD = 7.61), marital satisfaction (M =
37.19, SD =9.93) and emotional contact (M = 30.82, SD = 10.68) compared to possible
range scores. The highest gender mean differences were in interrelational (female M =
64.80, SD = 10.78; male M = 61.64, SD = 9.35), and self-developmental orientations
(female M = 46.99, SD = 7.56; male M = 43.08, SD = 7.02).

Marital satisfaction (female M = 36.51, SD = 10.18; male M = 38.48, SD =9.30), and
emotional contact (female M = 31.28, SD = 10.92; male M = 29.94, SD = 10.18) were
produced higher gender mean differences. That is women in the current study reported
higher interrelational, self-developmental orientations, emotional contact and less
marital satisfaction. Any possible effect of gender on marital satisfaction (endogenous
variable) was investigated through an independent sample t-test. The results revealed
that gender was a significant variable for marital satisfaction [t (616) = 1,045, p<.05].
More specifically, as indicated above, male participants reported a significantly higher

level of marital satisfaction than female participants.
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Table 4.1
Means and Standard Deviations for the Study Variables

Total Female Male
(n=618) (n=407) (n=211)

Range
M SD M SD M SD

Variables

SS-significance 2277 321 2256 321 2318 320 10-30
SS-occurrence 1235 328 1256 341 1194 298 6-26
Focus on child 2134 517 2151 525 2101 500 8-36
Emotional contact  30.82 10.68 31.28 10.92 29.94 10.18 13-65
Interrelational 63.72 1041 6480 10.78 61.64 9.35 24-80
Self-developmental 4566 7.61 46.99 756 43.08 7.02 28-65

Marital satisfaction ~ 37.19 9.93 36.51 10.18 3848 9.30 9-49

4.3 Bivariate Correlations among Study Variables

Bivariate correlations among study variables were examined for both men and women
separately through Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients, as it was
presented in Table 4.2. The results were interpreted based on the Cohen’s guideline
(Cohen, 1988): The correlations between .10 to .29 (small/weak), .30 to .49
(medium/moderate) and .50 to 1.00 (large/strong) are respectively considered.
Inspection of correlation matrix indicated that the majority of the correlations among
variables were significant except one between marital satisfaction and self-
developmental orientation for both female (r =-.01, p>.05) and male (r =-.09, p>.05).
However, it seems that marital satisfaction was not only the variable that had no
significant relationship with self-developmental orientation. The self-developmental
orientation neither produced significant correlations with NFEP variables for both
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genders. On the contrary, interrelational orientation had a significant correlation with
all variables in the study ranged between the small (r =-.15, p<.05) and medium (r =
51, p<.01) correlations. Interestingly, the relationship between the interrelational and
self-developmental orientations was only significant on the females (r = .22, p<.01).
The interrelational orientation also had a significant correlation with marital
satisfaction for both females (r = .51, p<.01), and males (r = .48, p<.01). On the other
hand, the variable of marital satisfaction produced significant correlations with the rest
of the variables in the study. The strongest (negative) correlation of marital satisfaction

was with the emotional contact for females (r =-.83, p<.01), and males (r =-.85, p<.01).

Secondly, the variable of marital satisfaction had a strong correlation with symptoms
in spouses-significance for females (r = .55, p<.01) for females (r = .51, p<.01). The
variable of marital satisfaction produced a significant negative correlation with
symptoms in spouses-occurrence for females (r =-.49, p<.01) and males (r =-.47,
p<.01) where the variable indicates the impact of symptoms on daily functioning and
a marital relationship. Finally, the relationship between the focus on child and SS-
significance variable was only significant on females (r = -.25, p<.01), where the
symptoms on daily functioning and marital relationship increase for married women

as they more focus on their children.

4.4 Model Testing

4.4.1. Measurement Invariance

The purpose of the examination of the measurement invariance was to investigate the
potential gender differences in the hypothesized model (RQ3. Do the hypothesized
relationships in the model differ concerning gender?). Four-phase common models
were respectively implemented, as suggested by Milfont and Fischer (2010) in the
software program of the JASP Team (2019). These were configural (the basic

structural model is the same across groups), metric (factor loadings is the same across
85



the groups), scalar (intercepts of items is the same across the groups) and error variance
invariance (measurement error for each item across the groups are constrained to be
equal). However, researcher broadly preferred not to examine the last step (Putnick &
Bornstein, 2016) as the residuals were not parts of the latent factor(s) in a model, and
invariance in this step (item residuals) based on the latent mean differences
(Vandenberg & Lance, 2000). As the researcher concerned the invariance of factor
measurement and variance-covariance structures; they merely decided not to consider

the step 4 (error variance invariance) in the examination of measurement invariance.

Table 4.2
Correlation Matrix of the Study Variables

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Variables

1.SS- - -51** .25 -50** 41** .06 H55**
Significance

2.SS- -40*%* - 37**  B1**  -33** .02 - 49**
Occurrence

3.Focus on -.07 A4** - 35**  -23** 01 35**
Child

4.Emotional -46** Bh**  41** - -51** 01 -.85**
Contact

5.Interrelational .34** -23** -15% -45** . 22*%*  B1**
Orientation

6.Self- .06 -.01 .03 -.00 13 - -.01
Developmental

7.Marital S1** - 47%* - 31** - 83** 48** -09 -
Satisfaction

Note. ** p<0.01; * p<0.05 level (two-tailed). Intercorrelations for female participants
(N =407) are presented above the diagonal, and intercorrelations for male participants

(N =211) are presented below the diagonal
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Among goodness of the fit statistics, changes in chi-square (Ay?/df-ratio), alternative
fit indices (AAFI), including the Tucker-Lewis Index (ATLI), Comparative Fit Indexes
(ACFI), Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (ARMSEA), and information-
theoretic indices of Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) were reported. Individually,
the differences in CFI and TLI were considered between -0.01 and 0.01 (Cheung &
Rensvold, 2002). However, for the change in AIC, there is no rule of thumb. The model
with the lowest AIC value indicates the best option between model complexity and
model fit (Van de Schoot, Lugtig & Hox, 2012).

As a result, the changes in TLI and CFI scores were produced smaller changes than
.01, which means that the measurement invariance across groups (women/men) was
satisfied. Changes in RMSEA and y?/df-ratio were also minimal among configural,
metric, and scalar model comparisons. AIC's lowest value pointed to the metric model,
whereas the BIC value produced the lowest value to the scalar model, as it was
presented in Table 4.3. Taking into account all fit indices, the model did not vary
regarding gender. Thus, a single-sample structural model testing can be applied to

hypothesized structural models.

4.4.2. Measurement Model

In addition to measurement invariance, the measurement model was examined to
ascertain the relationships between the latent and observed variables before conducting
SEM (Schumacker & Lomax, 2010). In line with the research questions, the
relationships among the latent variables of NFEP, self-construals (interrelational and
self-developmental), and marital satisfaction were investigated in the AMOS 21
(Arbuckle, 2012). Results of the CFA for this model showed a sufficient fit y> (231) =
883.699, p=.00; y? /df-ratio = 3.83, CFI =.93, NNFI =.92, SRMR = .05, and RMSEA
= .068 (90% CI = .062, .073). All the standardized estimates were significant and
ranged between .13 and 95, and all t values for each indicator were greater than 1.96.

Squared multiple correlations, standardized and unstandardized regression weights
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were presented in Table 4.4. Figure 4.1 was also presented the measurement model

with standardized estimates and latent factor correlations.

Table 4.3

Measurement invariance (N=618)
y/df- CFlI  TLI RMSEA AIC BIC A A
ratio (90% CI) CFl  TLI

242 935 .920 0.068 56361.0 57188.8

S
3 [.064- .071]
=
(@]
(@]
239 933 .922  0.067 56356.3 57082.3 .002 -.002
2 [.064-. 070]
5
=
242 928 .920  0.068 56378.4 57002.6 .005 .002
5 [.064-.071]
8
(9p]

4.4.3. Structural Model

Via Structural Equation Modeling (SEM), the direct and indirect relationships among
the study variables were examined. The structural model was tested by using AMOS
21 with Maximum Likelihood estimation. The researcher were bootstrapping rather
than Satorra-Bentler scaling-corrected test statistic to adjust the inflated chi-square
statistic; as Bootstrapping produces better results (Fouladi, 1998; Nevitt & Hancock,
1998). The researcher preferred previously used model fit indices (y? /df-ratio, CFl,
NNFI, SRMR, and RMSEA) to interpret the results of the structural model. The
hypothesized model examined the direct and indirect associations of the latent
variables of NFEP variables, interrelational, and self-developmental orientations in

explaining marital satisfaction. The direct associations between the symptoms in
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Figure 4.1 Measurement model with standardized estimates and latent factor

correlations.

spouse-significance, symptoms in spouse-occurrence, focus on child and emotional
contact (exogenous variables), and marital satisfaction (endogenous variable) were
tested. Secondly, the direct associations between self-construals of interrelational and
self-developmental orientations (mediator variables) and marital satisfaction

(endogenous variable) were tested.
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Table 4.4
Standardized Regression Weights (SRW) and Squared Multiple Correlations (SMC)
for the Measurement Model

SMC SRW
SS_Symptoms
SS1 p1 .85 92
SS1 p2 .88 94
SS1 p3 32 56
SS_Occurrence
SS2 p1 44 66
SS2_p2 .56 .75
SS2_p3 .68 .83
Focus on Child
FC_p1 02 13
FC p2 48 69
FC_p3 .89 .94
Emotional Contact
EN_p1l .85 92
EN_p2 77 .88
EN_p3 70 84
EN_p4 83 91
interrelational
ir pl .60 .78
ir_p2 a7 .88
ir_ p3 54 74
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Table 4.4 (continued)

SMC SRW

ir_p4 .50 .70
self-developmental

sd_pl .58 .76
sd_p2 44 .66
sd_p3 22 A7
sd_p4 46 .68
marital satisfaction

ras_pl 91 .95
ras_p2 81 .90
ras_p3 .76 .87

The direct effect of interrelational, on self-developmental orientation, was also tested.
Moreover, the indirect relationships between the symptoms in spouse-significance,
symptoms in spouse-occurrence, focus on the child and emotional contact (exogenous
variables), and marital satisfaction (endogenous variable) were tested via the indirect
roles of interrelational and self-developmental orientations. Results of the structural
model revealed mediocre fit, ¥ (232) = 884.92, p = .00; y2 /df-ratio = 3.81, CFI = .93,
NNFI = .92, SRMR = .05, and RMSEA = .068 (90% CI = .063, .073) that all of the
factor loadings were significant and ranged between .13 and .95. The latent variables
were presented in Figure 4.2 for the hypothesized model. The structural model
indicated that seven paths out of 15 direct paths -from the exogenous variables (ss-
significance, ss-occurrence, focus on child and emotional contact) to mediators
(interrelational and self-developmental orientations), from the exogenous variables to
the endogenous variable (marital satisfaction), from the mediators to endogenous

variable and between mediators- were found statistically significant.
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Figure 4.2 Tested model with standardized estimates, significant paths

The significant direct paths were firstly from exogenous variables (ss-significance and
emotional contact) to the mediators (interrelational orientation) (2 paths). Secondly,
direct effects were from exogenous variables (ss-significance and emotional contact)
to the endogenous variable (marital satisfaction) (2 paths). Thirdly, direct effects were
from both mediators to the endogenous variable (2 paths). Finally, the direct effect was
from interrelational to self-developmental orientation (1 path); as presented in Figure
4.2 with values of the standardized parameter estimates. Besides, the squared multiple
correlation coefficients (R?) were examined to investigate the variance that was
explained by the latent variables in the structural model. NFEP variables (ss-
significance, ss-occurrence, focus on child and emotional contact) explained that 1%
of the variance in self-developmental orientation and 30% of the variance in
interrelational orientation. Overall, NFEP variables and self-construals of
interrelational and self-developmental orientations explained 84% of the variance in
marital satisfaction, as presented in Table 4.5.
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Table 4.5
Squared Multiple Correlations for the Hypothesized Structural Model

R?
Self-developmental orientation (mediator) .01
Interrelational orientation (mediator) .30
Marital satisfaction (endogenous variable) .84

4.4.3.1. Direct Effects for the Structural Model

The relationships between the exogenous variables (ss-significance, ss-occurrence,
focus on child and emotional contact) and mediators (interrelational and self-
developmental orientations) were presented in more detail. Only, ss-significance (8 =
.15, p <.01), and emotional contact (8 =-.45, p <.01) had significant direct paths on the
interrelational orientation. In contrast to hypothesized structural model, the direct paths
of symptoms in spouses-occurrence (4 = .05, p> .05), and focus on child (5 =-.05, p>
.05) to interrelational orientation were not significant. Moreover, self-developmental
orientation was interestingly produced no significant direct paths with none of the
exogenous variables of ss-significance (f =-.05, p> .05), ss -occurrence (5 =-.06, p>
.05), focus on child (5 = .12, p> .05) and emotional contact (5 = .16, p> .05).

Furthermore, the direct effect of the mediator variable of interrelational orientation on
the another mediator variable of self-developmental orientation was significant (5 =
.36, p <.01). The self-developmental orientation (# =-.08, p <.01) had negative and
interrelational orientation (# = .09, p <.01) had positive significant direct paths on
marital satisfaction. The direct paths between exogenous variables ss-significance (5
= .11, p <.01), emotional contact (# =-.83, p <.01) and marital satisfaction were
significant. However, the direct paths between the ss-occurrence (5 = .04, p> .05),
focus on child (8 = .01, p> .05) and marital satisfaction were not significant.
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4.4.3.2. Total Indirect Effects for the Structural Model

The total indirect effects of the NFEP variables of focus on the child (5 =-.01, p <.05)
and emotional contact (5 =-.04, p> .05) were found significant on marital satisfaction
through the interrelational and self-developmental orientations. Overall, interrelational
and self-developmental orientations indirectly affected the relationships between the
focus on the child, emotional contact, and marital satisfaction. However, the total
indirect effects of ss-significance (p = .01, p>.05) and ss-occurrence (= .01, p>.05)
were not significant on marital satisfaction through the interrelational or self-

developmental orientations.

4.4.3.3. Specific Indirect Effects for the Structural Model

Only four indirect paths out of 12 were found significant in the model. The indirect
effects of the ss-significance (4 = .08, p <.05) and emotional contact (5 =-.07, p <.01)
were significant on marital satisfaction through the interrelational orientation. Overall,
interrelational orientation indirectly affected the relationships between ss-significance,
emotional contact, and marital satisfaction. The rest indirect effects of the exogenous
variables of ss-occurrence (5 = .02, p> .05) and focus on child (8 =-.01, p> .05) were

not significant in explaining marital satisfaction through the interrelational orientation.

Interestingly, whereas self-developmental orientation produced no significant results
with none of the exogenous variables in the direct effects, the indirect effects of the
focus on the child (8 =-.02, p<.05) were significant on marital satisfaction through the
self-developmental orientation. The rest indirect effects of the exogenous variables of
ss-occurrence (5 = .02, p>.05), focus on child (5 =-.01, p> .05) and emotional contact
(6 =-.02, p>.05) were found non-significant in explaining marital satisfaction through
the self-developmental orientation. Finally, the relationship between emotional contact
and marital satisfaction was found significant and positive through the indirect roles

(together) of interrelational and self-developmental orientations (5 = .02, p <.05).
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In sum, the indirect effects of exogenous variables on marital satisfaction were
presented in two pathways: (1) through the interrelational orientation and (2) through
the interrelational and self-developmental orientation; as all direct, indirect, and total
effects were described below in Table 4.6. It can be concluded that the direct effects

seemed to be stronger than the indirect effects.

Table 4.6

Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects of the Hypothesized Structural Model
Direct Effects p
Symptoms in spouse-significance—interrelation orientation 15%*
Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—interrelation orientation .05
Focus on child—interrelation orientation -.05
Emotional contact—interrelation orientation - 45**
Symptoms in spouse-significance—self-developmental orientation -.05
Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—self-developmental orientation -.06
Focus on child—self-developmental orientation A2
Emotional contact—self-developmental orientation .16
Symptoms in spouse-significance—marital satisfaction A1**
Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—marital satisfaction .04
Focus on child—marital satisfaction .01
Emotional contact—marital satisfaction -.83**
Self-developmental orientation—marital satisfaction -.08**
Interrelation orientation—marital satisfaction .09**
Interrelation orientation—self-developmental orientation 36**
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Table 4.6 (continued)

Specific Indirect Effects /]
Symptoms in spouse-significance—interrelation orientation—marital .08*
satisfaction

Symptoms in spouse-significance—self-developmental .02
orientation—marital satisfaction

Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—interrelation orientation—marital .02
satisfaction

Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—self-developmental .02
orientation—marital satisfaction

Focus on child—interrelation orientation—marital satisfaction -.01
Focus on child—self-developmental orientation—marital satisfaction -.02*
Emotional contact—interrelation orientation—marital satisfaction -.07**
Emotional contact—self-developmental orientation—marital -.02
satisfaction

Symptoms in spouse-significance—interrelation orientation—self- -.02
developmental orientation—marital satisfaction

Symptoms in  spouse-occurrence—interrelation  orientation—self- -.01
developmental orientation—marital satisfaction

Focus on child—interrelation  orientation—self-developmental .00
orientation—marital satisfaction

Emotional  contact—interrelation  orientation—self-developmental .02*
orientation—marital satisfaction

Total Indirect Effects /]
Symptoms in spouse-significance—marital satisfaction .01
Symptoms in spouse-occurrence—marital satisfaction .01
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Table 4.6 (continued)

Total Indirect Effects /]
Focus on child—marital satisfaction -.01*
Emotional contact—marital satisfaction -.04*

Note. * p <.05. ** p <.01

4.4.3.4 Hypothesis Testing

Hypotheses delineated in the introduction chapter were presented in the following

results:

Hypothesis 1. FGI is a valid and reliable measure to use in Turkish culture. This

hypothesis was confirmed.

Hypothesis for the Direct Effects

Hypothesis 2. A statistically significant amount of variance in marital satisfaction is

explained by the NFEP and self-construal variables among married individuals.

Regarding hypothesis 2, the following sub-hypotheses were formed to investigate the

direct paths in Figure 1.

Hypothesis 2.1. (SS-Significance to Interrelational Orientation). There will be a
significant positive relationship between ss-significance and interrelational self-
orientation (Path A). The hypothesis was confirmed, § = .15, p <.05, [CI .05, .24].

Hypothesis 2.2. (SS-Occurrence to Interrelational Orientation). There will be a
significant positive relationship between ss-occurrence and interrelational self-

orientation (Path B). This hypothesis was rejected, g = .05, p>.05, [CI-.07, .17].
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Hypothesis 2.3. (Focus on the Child to Interrelational Orientation). There will be a
significant positive relationship between the focus on child and interrelational self-
orientation (Path C). This hypothesis was rejected, g =-.05, p>.05, [CI-.15, .06].

Hypothesis 2.4. (Emotional Contact to Interrelational Orientation). There will be a
significant  negative  relationship  between emotional contact (marital
conflict+emotional contact) and interrelational self-orientation (Path D). The
hypothesis was confirmed, S =-.45, p <.05, [CI-.55,-.36].

Hypothesis 2.5. (SS-Significance to Self-Developmental Orientation). There will be a
significant negative relationship between ss-significance and self-developmental
orientation (Path E). This hypothesis was rejected, g =-.05, p>.05, [CI-.16, .07].

Hypothesis 2.6. (SS-Occurrence to Self-Developmental Orientation). There will be a
significant negative relationship between ss-occurrence and self-developmental
orientation (Path F). This hypothesis was rejected, g =-.06, p>.05, [CI-.21, .10].

Hypothesis 2.7. (Focus on the Child to Self-Developmental Orientation). There will be
a significant negative relationship between the focus on the child and self-
developmental orientation (Path G). This hypothesis was rejected, g = .12, p>.05, [CI
.01, .26].

Hypothesis 2.8. (Emotional Contact to Self-Developmental Orientation). There will be
a significant negative relationship between emotional contact (marital
conflict+emotional contact) and self-developmental orientation (Path H). This
hypothesis was rejected, g = .16, p>.05, [CI-.00, .28].

Hypothesis 2.9. (SS-Significance to Marital Satisfaction). There will be a significant
negative relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction (Path K). The
relationship was significant, but the hypothesis was rejected as the relationship was
positive, = .11, p <.05, [CI .06, .17].
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Hypothesis 2.10. (SS-Occurrence to Marital Satisfaction). There will be a significant
negative relationship between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction (Path L). This
hypothesis was rejected, g = .04, p>.05, [CI-.03, .10].

Hypothesis 2.11. (Focus on the Child to Marital Satisfaction). There will be a
significant negative relationship between the focus on child and marital satisfaction
(Path M). This hypothesis was rejected, g = .01, p>.05, [CI-.05, .07].

Hypothesis 2.12. (Emotional Contact to Marital Satisfaction). There will be a
significant  negative  relationship  between emotional contact (marital
conflict+emotional contact) and marital satisfaction (Path N). The hypothesis was
confirmed, g =-.83, p <.05, [CI-.89,-.75].

Hypothesis 2.13. (Interrelational Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). There will be a
significant positive relationship between interrelational self-orientation and marital
satisfaction (Path P). The hypothesis was confirmed, g =.09, p <.05, [C] .03, .15].

Hypothesis 2.14. (Self-Developmental Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). There will
be a significant positive relationship between self-developmental orientation and
marital satisfaction (see Path R). The relationship was significant, but the hypothesis

was rejected as the relationship was negative, g =-.08, p <.05, [CI-.13,-.03].

Hypothesis 2.15. (Interrelational Orientation to Self-Developmental Orientation).
There will be a significant positive relationship between interrelational and self-
developmental orientation (see Path S). The hypothesis was confirmed, £ = .36, p <.05,
[CI .25, .47].

Hypothesis for the Indirect Effects

Hypothesis 3. The relationship between NFEP variables (ss-significance, ss-
occurrence, marital conflict, emotional contact) and marital satisfaction will be

mediated through interrelational and self-developmental orientations.
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Regarding hypothesis 3, eight sub-hypotheses were presented:

Hypothesis 3.1. (SS-Significance to Interrelational Orientation to Marital Satisfaction).
The relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction will be mediated
through interrelational orientation (Path A+Path P). The hypothesis was confirmed.
The indirect effect of ss-significance on marital satisfaction via interrelational

orientation was significant and mediation was partial, = .08, p <.05, [CI .01, .17].

Hypothesis 3.2. (SS-Significance to Self-Developmental Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction will be
mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path E+Path R). This hypothesis
was rejected, g = .02, p>.05, [CI-.02, .10].

Hypothesis 3.3. (SS-Occurrence to Interrelational Orientation to Marital Satisfaction).
The relationship between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction will be mediated
through interrelational orientation (Path B+Path P). This hypothesis was rejected, S =
.02, p>.05, [CI-.02, .07].

Hypothesis 3.4. (SS-Occurrence to Self-Developmental Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction will be
mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path F+Path R). This hypothesis
was rejected, g = .02, p>.05, [CI-.02, .09].

Hypothesis 3.5. (Focus on the Child to Interrelational Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between the focus on the child and marital satisfaction
will be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path C+Path P). This hypothesis
was rejected, g =-.01, p>.05, [CI-.04, .01].

Hypothesis 3.6. (Focus on the Child to Self-Developmental Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between the focus on the child and marital satisfaction
will be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path G+Path R). The

hypothesis was confirmed. The indirect effect of the focus on the child on marital
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satisfaction via self-developmental orientation was significant and mediation was full,
B =-.02, p <.05, [CI-.07,-.00].

Hypothesis 3.7. (Emotional Contact to Interrelational Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through interrelational orientation (Path D+Path P). The hypothesis was
confirmed. The indirect effect of the emotional contact on marital satisfaction via
interrelational orientation was significant and mediation was partial, g =-.07, p <.05,
[CI-.14,-.02].

Hypothesis 3.8. (Emotional Contact to Self-Developmental Orientation to Marital
Satisfaction). The relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction will
be mediated through self-developmental orientation (Path H+Path R). This hypothesis
was rejected, g =-.02, p>.05, [CI-.05, .00].

Hypothesis 4. The inclusion of the self-developmental orientation (mediator) to the
paths that previously examined the indirect effect of interrelational orientation
(mediator) on the relationship between NFEP variables and marital satisfaction change

the direction in a positive way.

Regarding hypothesis 4, four sub-hypotheses were presented:

Hypothesis 4.1. (SS-Significance to Interrelational Orientation to Self-Developmental
Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). Self-developmental orientation resulted from
interrelational orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship
between ss-significance and marital satisfaction (Path A+Path S+Path R). This
hypothesis was rejected, g =-.02, p>.05, [CI-.05, .00].

Hypothesis 4.2. (SS-Occurrence to Interrelational Orientation to Self-Developmental
Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). Self-developmental orientation resulted from

interrelational orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship
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between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction (Path B+Path S+Path R). This
hypothesis was rejected, g =-.01, p>.05, [CI-.02, .01].

Hypothesis 4.3. (Focus on the Child to Interrelational Orientation to Self-
Developmental Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). Self-developmental orientation
resulted from interrelational orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the
relationship between the focus on the child and marital satisfaction (Path C+Path
S+Path R). This hypothesis was rejected, # = .00, p>.05, [CI-.00, .01].

Hypothesis 4.4. (Emotional Contact to Interrelational Orientation to Self-
Developmental Orientation to Marital Satisfaction). Self-developmental orientation
resulted from interrelational orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the
relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction (Path D+Path S+Path
R). The hypothesis was confirmed. The indirect effect of the emotional contact on
marital satisfaction via self-developmental orientation resulted from interrelational

orientation was significant and mediation was partial, g = .02, p <.05, [CI .01, .04].

4.5. Summary of the Results

Results of the descriptive analyses revealed that the participants reported a high level
of interrelational orientation, marital satisfaction, and a moderate level of emotional
contact -compared to possible range scores. Bivariate correlations among the study
variables were majorly significant. In contrary to expectations, the self-developmental
orientation produced no significant correlation coefficients with none of the NFEP
variables in the model. The gender difference on marital satisfaction was found
significant. Furthermore, a multi-group structural equation modeling was performed
to examine the gender difference in the model. The results revealed that the
hypothesized model supported the measurement invariance, and the structural model
analyses were conducted within a single sample. Moreover, the measurement model
results revealed mediocre fit to the data. The examination of the hypothesized model

via the SEM was conducted, and findings revealed that the self-developmental
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orientation has appeared as a full mediator (focus on the child to self-developmental
orientation to marital satisfaction) in the model. The interrelational orientation
partially mediated the relationships between ss-occurrence, emotional contact and
marital satisfaction in the model. Among the variables in the model, emotional contact
was the strongest predictor of marital satisfaction. Interrelational orientation partially
mediates the relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction. The
overall hypothesized model explained 84% of the variance in marital satisfaction
scores. However, many of the other correlations in the current study regarding indirect
effects were of marginal significance (p <.05). Thus, they should be interpreted with

extreme caution.
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CHAPTER 5

DISCUSSION AND IMPLICATIONS

This final chapter presents three main sections: The first section includes the
discussion on the current results (i.e., direct, specific indirect effects) in light of the
literature. In the second section; implications for practice, theory, and research were

presented. In the final section, recommendations for future studies were discussed.

5.1. Discussion of the Findings

The current study mainly aimed to investigate how married individuals' NFEP
experiences and self-construals related to their marital satisfaction levels. Therefore,
structural equation model analyses were performed to examine the model and the

findings discussed in the following sections.

5.1.1 Is Family Genogram Interview (FGI) Valid and Reliable Measure to Use
in Turkish Culture? (RQ1)

The Family Genogram Interview (FGI) was developed by Platt and Skowron (2013)
and adapted to Turkish. Results of the pilot and main study revealed that FGI was a
valid and reliable measure to use in Turkish culture. However, pilot study results
indicated that the factor structure of the scale was different from the original and very

similar to the Polish version of the FGI. The researcher conducted two different models
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to examine the best-fitting factor structure, as delineated before (see 3.4.14).
According to findings, the subscale of emotional contact (emotional cutoff+marital
conflict) produced greater factor loadings and reliability scores among all subscales.
Moreover, the researcher concluded that EC and MC dimensions reflect better under
the unique dimension (emotional contact); as MC and EC dimensions revealed a high
intercorrelation (with .72) in the current study. Results indicated that Turkish
participants might have perceived the EC and MC dimensions in a continuum line -
similar to Polish participants- where these two constructs have been semantically
sounded identical. Both constructs were theoretically distinct, in the pursuit of
emotional contact. However, participants might have been used to seek arguments and
conflicts in their marriages, and emotional-cutoff functioned as a dysfunctional
mechanism (giving-up on the relationship) to their close relationship (Jozefczyk,
2017).

As indicated before, the most questionable/weakest dimension of the scale was the FC.
In model 2 (item-level), excluded items due to the low standardized regression weights
were mainly related to the attitudes of the spouses to be too focused on children (items
15 and 16) and overprotective (items 19 and 20). One possible explanation of this
structure of FC can be related to the cultural background and worldviews of the
participants. Regarding childrearing practices, participants might not have been
perceived these (excluded) items symptomatic or dysfunctional as expected.
Remaining items were mostly indicated children-related topics that become a conflict
reason in the marital relationship. Notwithstanding, remaining conflict-related items
would also be a reason for the moderate correlation of .53 between FC and MC -in the
pilot study. This new structure of FC was also consistent with the literature.
Kagitgibas1 (1982a, 1982b) assumed that -in comparison to late childhood and
adolescence- Turkish parents’ child-rearing practices reflect more overprotective
attitudes in early childhood. However, these protective attitudes evolve into more
authoritarian practices during late childhood and adolescence. It seems that Turkish
parents prefer more parental control than other cultures, such as the US (Kagitgibas,

2007; Taylor & Oskay, 1995), as cross-cultural studies indicate.
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An unexpected finding was noted in convergent validity analyses of the Turkish FGI.
The direction of the relationship between ss-significance, experiential avoidance (EA),
and negative self was unexpected. The reason might be based on the theoretical
background of the scales. As indicated before, first (ss- significance) refers to the
observed symptomology in a daily functioning and marital dyad. Another (ss-
occurrence) indicates the impact of these symptoms on daily functioning and a marital
relationship. Hayes, Wilson, Gifford, Follette and Strosahl (1996) assumed that EA is
a natural part of human functioning and a typical pattern in psychopathology. It reflects
a phenomenon that individuals are generally avoid getting exposed to undesired
private experiences such as memories, thoughts, emotions, bodily sensations, and
attempt to control the events that elicit these undesired private experiences. The worst
thing in this pattern is that the immediate effect of EA is generally perceived positively
by avoiders. Whereas a short term relief is misleading, in a vicious cycle, the problem
becomes more resistant to change (Hayes, et al., 2004). SS-occurrence, however,
might promise that individuals have already been exposed reluctantly to those
unwilling private experiences despite their control efforts (i.e., frequency, context,
occurrence). This exposition might have resulted in a decrease in their psychological
flexibility. Herein, during the ss-symptoms process, individuals might still use these
avoidance strategies as much as possible even in their daily lives or dyadic
relationships; they can maintain with pseudo-psychological flexibility. More
specifically, ss-significance might be pointing out the short-term relief with avoidant
patterns in physical, emotional, and social, as reported by the current sample.
Therefore, a negative relationship between experiential avoidance and ss-significance

becomes more predictable.

A similar pattern can also be valid for negative self; as EA and negative self were
referential evaluations that both hold a functional relation (Hayes, et al., 2004). Almost
all items in the negative-self subscale of BSI compromise negative self-referential
evaluations, and both scales (EA and negative self) produced a strong correlation in
the current study as well. In terms of social desirability, emotional contact and focus
on the child were not significantly correlated with MCDS total score, as expected.

However, ss-significance positively and ss-occurrence negatively correlated with
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MCDS total score. Hence, it can be assumed that FGI is relatively free from social

desirability.

5.1.2 Discussion of the Direct Effects

Based on the research questions and hypotheses, the direct effects between NFEP
variables and marital satisfaction were initially discussed. Before moving on the
discussion of direct effects, the relationship between differentiation of self (DoS) and
marital satisfaction was delineated, whereas the DoS was not included in the study
directly. As was indicated before, the DoS is an 'umbrella construct’ of Bowen's
approach, and all patterns in NFEP mainly refer to undifferentiated relationship
patterns in the familial context that clinical problems or symptoms were developed
with prolonged family tension. Thus, examining the current findings in light of the
DoS-related literature can be additionally helpful. The DoS and marital satisfaction
indicated a lasting positive relationship (Ferreira, Narciso, Novo & Pereira, 2014;
Haber, 1984; Mohammadi, Alibakhshi & Sedighi, 2019; Peleg, 2008; Rodriguez-
Gonzalez, Skowron, Cagigal de Gregorio & San Roque, 2016; Yousefi et al., 2009). It
means that well-differentiated married individuals experienced an authentic emotional
intimacy rather than pseudo-intimacy without sacrificing their basic self (Bowen,
1978).

Overall, emotional contact (emotional cutoff+marital conflict) was the strongest
predictor of marital satisfaction/adjustment both in the present study and in the
literature (Kalkan, 2018; Peleg, 2008; Polat & Ilhan, 2018; Rodriguez-Gonzélez,
Lampis, Murdock, Schweer-Collins & Lyons, 2020; Skowron, 2000). As the research
on marital satisfaction revealed similar results in the literature, the current finding
(emotional contact as the strongest predictor) on marital satisfaction was not
surprising. According to the results, NFEP variables, interrelational, and self-
developmental orientations explained 84% of the variance in marital satisfaction.

Based on the predictive power of the variables, it can be concluded that there was still
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an unidentified portion to explaining marital satisfaction. Nevertheless, these specific
results cannot be directly referred to the literature since no study was conducted with
these variables in a model. Considering theoretically, however, if chronic anxiety
(Bowen, 1978) was included in the current study, the predictive power of the variables
would probably increase. Because -as indicated before- all of the NFEP variables were
defined as anxiety binding mechanisms in the family system (Bowen, 1978). Polat and
IThan's (2018) study might provide a better understanding of this conclusion, as it was
conducted in the same cultural context (to the current study). In this study, the authors
investigated the predictive power of DoS on dyadic adjustment, depression, anxiety,
and stress among married individuals. Hence, results indicated that emotional cutoff

was the most robust sub variable in explaining anxiety, stress, and depression.

The ss-significance and marital satisfaction (RQ.2.1). The variables of ss-significance
and ss-occurrence were utilized separately in the current study, whereas they initially
reflected the converging constructs. As indicated before, the construct of symptoms in
spouses (SS) was theoretically considered as a consequence of the efforts to
compensate for the anxiety produced by undifferentiated relationship patterns in a
dyadic relationship (Kerr & Bowen, 1988). In the current study, the SS subscale was
used with two smaller versions of SS-significance and SS-occurrence, as in the Polish
version. Such use of the subscale produced much better model fit results in the CFA.
The ss-significance (indicates self-reported assessment of physical, emotional, social,
and working life functionality of participants and their spouses) and ss-occurrence
(indicates effects of the physical/medical, emotional, and social functionality of
participants, spouses, and their children) were theoretically associated and mutually
reinforcing. More clearly, while ss-significance included a general emphasis on
functionality, ss-occurrence had a strong emphasis on medical and pathological
situations wherein five of six questions assessed the effect of these symptoms (i.e.,

medical, pathological) on the nuclear family members' functionality.

The findings of the current study concerning SS dimensions (significance and
occurrence) were contradictory with each other. The ss-significance had a significant

direct effect (positively) on marital satisfaction as well as the interrelational orientation
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(mediator) in the SEM analyses. On the other hand, the ss-occurrence had no
significant direct effect on neither marital satisfaction nor both mediators. The results
suggested that when observed symptoms on functionality increased on spouses,

marital satisfaction increased as well.

The finding was theoretically expected, considering the literature and Bowen's
approach. As assumed by Kerr and Bowen (1988), such processes (significance and
occurrence) of SS reflect a fused pattern in a dyadic relationship where both spouses
were equally undifferentiated and maintained to preserve the harmony at the cost of
putting a partner in more dependent, dysfunctional, vulnerable or over-functioning
position. One's chronicle subordination and over-functioning (to tolerate of other
spouse's dysfunctionality), in turn, might develop physical, emotional, and social
symptoms. From the analytic perspective, Kerr and Bowen (1988) defined the process
as the reciprocal side of each spouse's transference' (p. 170). Both spouses tried to
maintain marital harmony, but one has subordination invariably due to keeping the
interaction stable lasted to the point he/she can tolerate anxiety within the relationship.
This pattern was indicated by other pioneers of the family therapy field as well. For
instance, Haley (2017) regarded the function of symptoms in a dyadic relationship was
to ignore marital problems. The situation might also characterize such a fused
relationship pattern with ‘pseudo-self' (Bowen, 1976). The term was developed
initially in the family of origin, and gradually generalized to intimate relationships
where spouses prefer to sacrifice their personalities in their intimate relationships or
demand on the other partner to change (Bowen, 1978). Likewise, 'pseudo-intimacy'
(Orlofsky, Marcia & Lesser, 1973) indicated a failure in committing herself/himself to
the relationship in depth. In a pseudo-intimacy, spouses preferred to stay in the
marriage for various reasons, although senses of the authentic and confiding
relationship were lacking (Waring, 2016). The lack of intimacy in a marital
relationship was a perpetuating factor in patients with chronic physical symptoms of
obscure etiology, though they perceive relationships satisfied and free of conflict
(Waring, 1983). Spouses might be feeling a pseudo-intimacy where physical, social,
and daily functioning symptoms indicated severe emotional illness, namely a coping

manner in their marriages with confronted problems.
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The couples experience many relational problems during their marriages; however, it
seemed that the main point was their acting preferences to overcome these problems.
Thus, such a positive relationship between ss-significance and marital satisfaction
becomes more apparent when the function of symptoms in a dyadic relationship was
well-understood. Flor, Turk and Scholz (1987) compared the chronic pain patients,
their spouses, and a control sample to investigate the effects of chronic illness on
marital relationships and the spouses' functioning. Results indicated that there was a
positive relationship between marital adjustment and overall pain levels. Furthermore,
these patients reported more pain symptoms of higher levels of depressive moods. The
findings were considered that pain symptoms became a coping manner for patients and

spouses (in their dyadic relationship) against the problems.

The emotional contact and marital satisfaction (RQ.2.1). Emotional contact
(emotional cutoff + marital conflict) was the strongest predictor of marital satisfaction
in the current study, which was worth comparing with previous findings. Emotional
contact was significantly and negatively related to marital satisfaction. That is to say;
married individuals reported higher marital satisfaction when they experienced less
engagement in the dysfunctional pattern of emotional contact. This finding mainly
addressed similarities with the previous studies in which emotional contact (emotional
cutoff + marital conflict) was a significant predictor of marital satisfaction. For
instance, Peleg (2008) found a negative relationship between emotional cutoff and
marital satisfaction among 121 Israeli men and women at various stages of their
marriages. Similarly, married individuals with less emotional reactivity and emotional
cutoff expectedly reported a higher level of DoS and experienced a greater relationship
satisfaction (Skowron & Friedlander, 1998).

When considering the literature from different theoretical perspectives such as
microanalytic observation of behavior research on marital satisfaction, findings also
indirectly supported the relationship between emotional contact and marital
satisfaction. For instance, Gottman and Krokoff (1989) found that conflict patterns of
defensiveness, stubbornness, and withdrawal -theoretically converge with the

emotional cutoff and marital conflict- were longitudinally dysfunctional patterns on
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relationship satisfaction (particularly on the part of husbands). In an extreme form (in
the light of current findings), it was possible to speculate that spouses might have been
habitually avoiding the conflicts (and resolutions) in their relationships. Nevertheless,
these (dysfunctional) patterns of conflict gradually evolved into emotional cutoff.
From the Bowenian perspective, emotional contact similarly reflected two ends of a
continuum in the pursuit of intimacy where the chronic anxiety intensively feeds both
sides of the conflict and emotional distance. Therefore, in the pursuit of emotional
contact, marital conflict and emotional cutoff became distinct and complementary
constructs. Spouses should have been efforting on underlying relational conflicts -
specific to their relationships- rather than avoiding. Otherwise, they were at risk of a

decrease in their marital satisfaction.

The nonsignificance between FC and marital satisfaction (RQ,2.1). The researcher
concluded that there might be two explanations for this result. The first was the
measurement effect. The various items of FC failed to capture the concept as a whole
(in the original study) since it was one of the most challenging concepts in Bowen's
theory to be defined operationally and measured (Platt & Skowron, 2013). The FC was
the only mechanism that refers to the involvement of a third person in the marital
relationship. The FC items were initially being developed to point out three
problematic mechanisms: being overprotective and too focused on children, and
children-related topics resulted in marital conflicts. However, current CFA results in
item-level (Model 2) indicated that only the items in ‘children-related topics resulted
in marital conflicts' dimension alone produced the substantial factor loadings in the

current study.

Similarly, items in ‘child-related topics resulted in marital conflicts' dimension alone
produced higher reliability scores for FC in model 2 (o =.76) than model 1 (o =.70). It
was clear that the inclusion of the other two mechanisms (being overprotective and too
focused) decreased the reliability score. Moreover, though there was no direct effect
between FC (8 items) and marital satisfaction in SEM analysis, the bivariate
correlation was also significant (r =-.31). Interestingly, when the researcher

reexamined the bivariate correlation between FC (model 2-marital conflict-related
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items) and marital satisfaction, the relationship was higher (r =-.46). Taken together,
it was clear that the FC best reflects itself with marital conflict-related items in the
current sample. In other words, participants in the current study were not proponed to
perceive their attitudes (i.e., being overprotective or too focused) as dysfunctional
mechanisms. The researcher kept all items of the FC in the current study regarding
theoretical maintenance, as in the Polish version. Furthermore, reexamining the direct
effect between FC and marital satisfaction with only including marital conflict-related
items and Platt and Skowron's (2013) suggestions of several modifications (i.e., an
increasing number of items) might produce a significant direct effect than it was

forecasted for the current study.

Secondly, one can conclude that the cultural background and the worldview of the
participants in the current study that produced these results. The reason of why the FC
best reflects itself with marital-related items might be hidden in the culture-sensitive
topics such as childrearing practices. For instance, the family was primarily
conceptualized as a child-centered system in today's Turkey. Thus, most of the
relationship patterns, both in marriages and families, were experienced within the
children-based social relationships (Prime Ministry General Directorate of Family and
Social Research [BASAGM], 2010). Depending on the differences in social and
cultural circumstances, childrearing practices may vary in several cultural
backgrounds. The values and perceptions attributed to the child can also vary
significantly between different social groups within the same society (Yavuz &
Giillipinar, 2019). Complex and culture-sensitive concepts such as FC might need
further cultural explanations in understanding the relationship between childrearing
practices and marital satisfaction. Hence, rather than investigating a direct effect
between child-related topics and marital issues, an indirect examination through
several mediator variables can contribute to findings. Married individuals' self-
definition within a cultural background and family/marital context (self-construals)
can be more useful in this manner. In sum, FC may have more than a direct effect on

marital satisfaction.
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The nonsignificance between ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction (RQ,2.1). As was
indicated before, ss-significance and ss-occurrence were initially converging
constructs. However, separating them into the two smaller subscales (as in the Polish
version) produced much better fit results in the pilot and main studies. The ss-
significance emphasized dysfunctionality, and ss-occurrence was an indicator of
medical and pathological situations. However, the finding of the current study
concerning ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction was not consistent with the study's

hypothesis (Hypothesis 1.10) and literature.

The researcher concluded that the primary explanation for the nonsignificant direct
effect was specific to this sample that might be related to the characteristics of the
sample. Both dimensions (significance-occurrence) contained the same number of
items (6 each), and the minimum and maximum scores (6 to 30) were identical.
However, the means of the sample for ss-occurrence were reduced almost by half
comparing with ss-significance. The mean score of the men for ss-significance was
23.18. Women also reported a similar mean score for ss-significance was 22.56. On
the other hand, the mean score of the women for the ss-occurrence was 12.56. Men
also reported a similar mean score for ss-significance was 11.94. It was concluded that
the sample represented a higher ss-significance than ss-occurrence. More clearly, the
married individuals in the current study reported less medical and pathological

situations on spouse dysfunctionality.

The self-construal variables on marital satisfaction (RQ,2.2). Before moving on the
indirect effects, the discussion was extended by the direct effects of each mediator
variable (interrelational and self-developmental orientations) on marital satisfaction. It
should be reminded that in the BID model, interrelational orientation referred to the
familial relationships as the frame of reference, whereas the self-developmental
orientation indicated the self-growth and individuation (imamoglu, 1998). The current
results showed that married individuals were highly satisfied in their marriages when
they were highly interrelational oriented. On the other hand, married individuals
reported less marital satisfaction when they were realizing their potential more and felt

individuated.
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Nevertheless, the negative association between marital satisfaction and self-
developmental orientation was confiding since a positive relationship hypothesized.
The relationship between self-construals and marital satisfaction/adjustment neglected
by contemporary researchers in Turkey as the relationship retains its ambiguity.
Therefore, it was challenging to discuss the findings as it has been noticed that such
studies in Turkey were sparsely conducted and produced inconsistent results. For
instance, in one of the very few studies of the BID model concerning marriage in
Turkey, Giindogdu (2007) examined the marital quality which was the composition of
marital satisfaction and dyadic adjustment to several variables and the BID model.
Findings revealed that among both self-construal types, interrelational orientation
directly and positively predicted the marital quality, which was also consistent with
the findings of the current study.

Nevertheless, self-developmental orientation produced an indirect effect on marital
quality. Contrary to the current findings, there was no significant correlation between
self-construal types (interrelational and self-developmental orientations). Giindogdu
(2007) assumed that both self-construal types were distinct and complementary
constructs. Thus, an individual can hold low or high scores on both dimensions
concomitantly (Imamoglu, 1998, 2003; imamoglu & Karakitapoglu-Aygiin, 2004;
Imamoglu & imamoglu, 2007); however, these constructs were produced a significant

correlation in the current sample.

On the other hand, Kuscu (2019) found that there was no relationship between marital
adjustment and none of the self-construal types (i.e., autonomous, related,
autonomous-related). This finding was not consistent with Giindogdu’s (2007) above-
mentioned study. Furthermore, Aydogan and Ozbay's (2018) study was not intended
to examine the self-construals directly. The variable of the relational authenticity in
their study referred to many overlapping common points with a related-individuated
(balanced) self-type in the BID model. Similar to related-individuated (balanced) self,
relational authenticity does not require (in a relationship-based self) sacrifice of the
person's interests, wishes, and needs over prioritizing their partner's preferences. Their
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findings were confirmed that marital satisfaction, relational authenticity, and
satisfaction with sacrifice associated positively. In light of the literature, it can be
assumed that the interrelational (i.e., marriage, family) context plays a vital role in the
triangulated relationship between marital satisfaction, interrelational, and self-
developmental orientations. Based on the findings of the current study and literature,
it was possible to interpret that when married individuals in the current sample defined
themselves in a familial/relational context more, they became more satisfied with their
marriages. This conclusion was more meaningful when the current finding considered
that married individuals reported a higher level of interrelational orientation than self-
developmental orientation. However, it seemed that marital harmony was not anymore
maintained when spouses tend to act in a more individualized manner. Such a tendency
of self-development (more individuation) might be perceived as a risk for the

interrelational context in the family system.

Such a tendency towards self-development was theoretically expected to uncover
constructive relationship patterns and psychological needs in marriages. Conversely,
in cases where these conditions have not met, several destructive patterns (trying to
control each other or make dependent) might have been encountered in marriages. If
one of the two dimensions (fusion or individuation) used to hold priority, it was in the
direction that marriage satisfaction will be adversely affected (Yazici, 2019). It was
clear that in dissatisfied marriages spouses began to accuse each other being distant,
less reliable, more controlling, and dependent (Taycan & Kuruoglu, 2014); as their

attachment styles have appeared with more avoidance and anxiety.

The culture was a salient dimension, Hyun (2004) indicated a similar conclusion
within a Korean sample. Independent self-construal (holds common points with self-
developmental orientation) predicted marital satisfaction negatively, and the
interdependent self-construal explained it positively. It seemed that when
interrelational familial context became more dominant, a tendency toward more
individualization was not welcomed. Hsu (1981) indicated that westernized marriage
composition constructs (i.e., romantic love, mate selection) did not apply to Chinese

society since wishes/expectations of other people -mainly family members'- should be
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strictly taken into consideration in this cultural context. Thus, many individualistic
concepts (i.e., disregard of others' opinions) can be disruptive and dysfunctional in
such traditional societies. Furthermore, in collectivistic countries such as China,
emotional intimacy, and psychological well-being with the family of origin maintained
its priority over the relationship with a spouse (Hsu, 1985). In Turkish culture, the
interrelational factors have also been used to maintain its priority that intimacy was
generally balanced with authority that interconnectedness remained (Sunar, 2002).
Child-rearing was one of the domains that the effects of family-of-origin interventions
on marital problems were substantially perceived in Turkish families (Kizmaz &
Altug, 2019). Taken together, the findings of the relationship between marital
satisfaction and mediators indicated that the current sample reported higher
interrelational orientation than self-developmental orientation. Married individuals'
efforts to be more individuated were not welcomed in the current study, as Turkish
cultural values played a vital role in this result. This conclusion was also consistent
with the literature indicating that a negative relationship was found between
collectivist values (regarding marriage) and autonomous type. Married individuals'
(with autonomous type) characteristics indicated that they were less dependent on the
spouse and reported more individuality (Tekin Catal & Kalkan, 2019).

5.1.3 Discussion of the Indirect Effects

The indirect effects of interrelational (IR) and self-developmental (SD) orientations in
understanding the role of each NFEP variables on marital satisfaction were delineated.
In consideration of the indirect effects in the model, the researchers examined the
indirect effects through each mediator (e.g., interrelational or self-developmental
orientations) or via both mediators in series (e.g., interrelational and self-
developmental orientations). Herein, in series, refers to self-developmental orientation
resulted from interrelational orientation. The individual indirect effect of the
interrelational, self-developmental, and indirect effects of both orientations together

(which resulted from interrelational orientation) were significant in the relationship
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between NFEP variables except ss-occurrence and marital satisfaction. The significant
indirect effects were positive between marital satisfaction and the ss-significance while
negative between marital satisfaction and focus on child and emotional cutoff via
mediator variables. Furthermore, married individuals who seek the relationship
mechanism of emotional contact (emotional cutoff + marital conflict) tend to define
themselves in the context of familial relationships more. It seems that achievement in
the equilibrium (between interrelational and self-developmental) increased the self-
developmental orientation of married individuals who were more susceptible to realize
their self-potentials, and thus they experienced higher marital satisfaction. On the other
hand, the indirect effects through the interrelational orientation were not significant in
explaining the relations between ss-occurrence, focus on the child, and marital

satisfaction.

Self-developmental orientation between focus on the child and marital satisfaction.
(RQ.2.4). One of the remarkable results of the present study was on the significant
indirect effect of self-developmental orientation between the focus on the child (FC)
and marital satisfaction (full mediation). The FC included attitudes of being
‘overprotective', 'too focused on children’, and ‘child-related topics become the reasons
for conflicts'. However, these patterns theoretically converge on the family
triangulation concept that children involved in the conflicts. The relationship between
parenting attitudes and childhood problems were positively associated and stated in
the literature (Segrin, Woszidlo, Givertz & Montgomery, 2013; Segrin, Givertz,
Swaitkowski & Montgomery, 2015). The findings of the current study similarly
revealed that when the focus on child patterns were less experienced within the family
context, married individuals felt a higher sense of self that defines himself/herself more
satisfied in their marriages. Before moving on the discussion, it should be reminded
that the FC dimension has initially been the most problematic dimension of the FGI.
Therefore, the authors -in the original study- finally removed this dimension from the
scale due to low reliability. On the other hand, the dimension produced more stable
results in Polish and Turkish samples. Furthermore, items of 13 (How much would
you say your relationship with your children affects your marriage?), 17 (When you

and your spouse have conversations, how often is the discussion about the children?),
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and 18 (How often do you and your spouse have disagreements about the children?)
reflected the 'child-related topics. These items indicated the reasons for conflicts
between spouses and revealed the highest factor loadings than other ‘overprotective'
and 'too-focused' items on the scale. The difference regarding factor loadings among
conflict-related items and others (i.e., overparenting and too-focused) was greater
means that participants perceived the dimension (FC) more to marital issues (i.e.,
childrearing practices may cause marital conflict) rather than parenting attitudes (i.e.,
overparenting, being too focused). Therefore, this finding should be more
understandable in the context of the Turkish family structure and childrearing practices
of Turkish couples.

Sunar (2002) assumed that there were still some common factors among traditional
and modern urban middle-class Turkish families in three generations, whereas distinct
differences still exist. One of the most remarkable trends was the individualizing trend
in the family context that children were encouraged more to be independent while a
greater emphasis on the importance of the family over the individualism continued
(Sunar, 2002). This situation seemed contrary to findings indicating that urban Turkish
adolescents reported more emotional distance to their fathers than to their mothers.
They more likely preferred to communicate with mothers, more expected to be
respectful toward the authority figures (i.e., father, teachers, relatives) especially in the
expression of such disapproved feelings like anger (Giire, Ucanok, & Sayil, 2006;
Hortagsu, 1989; Sever, 1985; Sunar, 2002). Additionally, couples' disciplinary
practices were also transformed between rural-origin, traditional, and urbanized, well-
educated Turkish families. For instance, the most crucial characteristic that Turkish
mothers (in rural) desired to see in their children was obedience but more democratic
parental attitudes and less physical punishment observed in urban middle and upper
classes (Fisek, 1982; Kagitgibasi, Sunar & Bekman, 1988, 2001). All that aside, it can
be concluded that both rural and urban families were confused on childrearing
practices as traditional families presented conflicting discipline methods (Olson,
1982), and urban middle-class Turkish families had difficulties with well-established
boundaries and rules within the family (Sunar, 2002). Turkish parents tend to hold

more authoritarian parental attitudes during adolescence contrary to early childhood
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as they were much more protective towards their children in this period (Kagit¢ibas,
1982a, 1982b). This confounding, permeant personalistic discipline attitudes of
parents triggered more emotional interdependence than autonomy, and more
normative patterns with significant others' expectations/states clearly illustrated both
Turkish middle-class families in rural and urban consecutively (Sunar & Fisek, 2005).

Besides all, as contemporary Turkish families efforted to have less intergenerational
hierarchical boundaries with their children, they had difficulty to maintain proximity,
interconnectedness, autonomy, control, which in turn led to marital and familial
conflicts (Fisek & Scherler, 1996). In this context, the current results can be extended
to the ongoing efforts of the contemporary Turkish couples/parents (because the
current sample represents a highly educated profile) towards more individualized and
egalitarian trends over traditional parental attitudes on childrearing practices.
Nevertheless, such a childrearing practice was not free from the emotional
interdependence of fusion, which in turn made marriages more vulnerable through

parental conflicts (on child-related topics).

Emotional interdependence was also a threat to self-developmental orientation. There
was a barrier for Turkish contemporary parents to overcome. They attempted to
identify themselves in a more individualized manner (in childrearing), nevertheless,
they had grown up within an interrelational-oriented context. Thus, they had also
difficulty in how to succeed in the self-developmental orientation (in childrearing)
since "they do not have role models or prescriptions" (Sunar & Fisek, 2005; p.15) in
their past experiences. Howbeit, (in line with the literature) defining themselves in a
much more individualized familial context made contemporary Turkish
parents/couples more satisfied in their marriages. They probably felt themselves more
self-realized as a result of avoiding to focus on their children. In sum, it could finally
be concluded that participants (in the current sample) preferred to define themselves
within an interrelational-oriented context when their marriages (i.e., emotional contact,
symptoms in spouses) were considered. On the other hand, the same participants

preferred to emphasize more individualized patterns substantially involved in the self-
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realization of one's potential without social (or maybe extended families’) expectations

(as a reference point) when their children were concerned.

Interrelational orientation between ss-significance and marital satisfaction (RQ.2.4).
The direct effect of ss-significance on marital satisfaction (see, 5.1.1 Discussion of the
direct effects) was theoretically more consolidated with the involvement of
interrelational orientation to the path. The ss-significance involved a general emphasis
on the functionality of spouses reflected a fused dyadic relationship pattern with
dysfunctional approaches (i.e., constant subordination, dependence, less functionality
vs. over-functioning) of spouses. Additionally, "the reciprocal side of each spouse’s
transference” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988; p. 170) reminds someone that marriage was
vulnerable to dyadic conflicts. The congruence between these dysfunctional
mechanisms in a marital dyad becomes meaningful when the intercorrelation between
ss-significance and emotional contact (marital conflict + emotional cutoff) was

examined (r = -.50).

The direction of the (positive) relationship between ss-significance and marital
satisfaction (direct effect) was not changed when interrelational orientation used as a
mediator. Nevertheless, this indirect effect was marginally significant and should be
interpreted with extreme caution. The interrelational orientation had two additional
subordinated dimensions related to individuation. The first was a balanced
differentiation; the most healthy orientation, individuals maintained their integration
and differentiation simultaneously. On the other hand, related patterning indicated
differentiative needs that were a risk to the group togetherness, external locus of
control was more significant over internal control locus might cause pseudo-harmony
or pseudo-intimacy in relationships. The researcher was not able to examine the
mediator roles of these dimensions on marital satisfaction consecutively as the
measurement model failed to produce a sufficient model fit with BID's four self-types
classifications. When the mean differences of four self-types were investigated, it
could be concluded that the sample reported a higher level of related individuation and

separated individuation, which actively includes components of the DoS.
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On the other hand, as suggested by imamoglu (1998), when the means were used as
cutting points for the bidimensional structure (i.e., self-developmental, interrelational-
orientation), the sample demonstrated a trend toward both interrelatedness and
individuation. The interrelatedness dimension in the BID model referred to
relationship patterns in the familial context. That is to say, when spouses were
encountered with problems that preferred to exhibit symptom development (i.e.,
physical, emotional, social, and daily functioning) to overcome their relational
problems, interrelated familial/marital context increased the occurrence of this
dysfunctional mechanism. Interrelatedness referred to a familial/marital context where
not only the quality of the marital relationship was on focus, parent-child(ren)
relationship mechanisms were involved in the context as well. The research delineated
the role of interrelatedness in the familial/marital context broadly. Higher levels of
marital satisfaction and spouses who reported their marriage as supportive were more
able to meet their children's needs sensitively; otherwise, they became less attentive
towards children's needs (Easterbrooks & Emde, 1988). Herein, a positive parent-child
relationship was not sufficient to protect the child from the harmful effects of marital
conflicts (Erel & Burman, 1995). As previously mentioned, the FC was also a
significant contributor to the model. The sample exhibited a highly interrelational-
oriented background in the definition of the self that was a risk factor of symptom

development (in spouses) to be considered.

Interrelational orientation between emotional contact and marital satisfaction
(RQ.2.4). The direct effect of emotional contact on marital satisfaction (see, 5.1.1
Discussion of the direct effects) was also theoretically more consolidated with the
involvement of interrelational orientation to the path. The direction of the (negative)
relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction (direct effect) was not
changed when interrelational orientation used as a mediator. Put differently, when
spouses preferred to seek emotional contact, including marital conflicts and emotional
cutoff, or became emotionally distant to overcome their relational problems, they were
less likely to satisfy their marriages. Moreover, an interrelated marital context might
increase the occurrence of this dysfunctional mechanism. The results of the study

mainly revealed that the need for emotional contact and interrelational orientation were
121



the more reliable predictor of the participants' marital satisfaction. When the means of
NFEP variables were used, it can be concluded that the sample tended to be in seek of
emotional contact. The purpose (with emotional contact) was to bind the anxiety in a
dyadic relationship through marital conflicts (i.e., criticism, withdrawal, insulting,
sarcasm), at the same time, a struggle against being fused at the risk of intimacy (Kerr
& Bowen, 1988). Such a pattern strongly referred to the low-level DoS and seemingly
appeared more in the context of interrelatedness. This pattern was not a strange
structure for Turkish individuals as they were raised in the culture of relatedness and

emotionally interdependentness (Kagit¢ibasi, 1996).

The value of children is one of the distinct cultural practices that interrelatedness most
appeared in contemporary Turkish families. For instance, the raising girl preference
over boys had their origins in the old age security of mothers since they expected
prospective help and emotional support (Ataca & Sunar, 1999). Furthermore, personal
autonomy, which converges on individuals' boundaries were subordinated within the
Turkish family context (Fisek, 1982; Levi, 1994), and fused relationship patterns
considered as a norm for Turkish families (Sunar & Fisek, 2005). What else, the
difficulty in the integration of contemporary Turkish couples’ to more individuated
self with less intergenerational hierarchical boundaries may have been led to dyadic
conflicts (Fisek & Scherler, 1996), as indicated before.

When the findings of the current study were evaluated in the light of the literature on
the Turkish family transition, it could be concluded that participants' self-definition of
interrelational-oriented context became a risk factor for the development of
dysfunctional relationship patterns for couples. Emotional cutoff and marital conflict
were the risk factors to be seriously considered for contemporary Turkish well-
educated middle-class married individuals. They might be the generations caught
between the strive for less intergenerational hierarchical boundaries towards
individuation, and more emotional pressure of traditional practices of elders. Even
though they had no models or prescriptions (Sunar & Fisek, 2005), approaches (i.e.,
BID model, DoS) that emphasized the differentiation would be helpful. In sum, marital

conflict and emotional cutoff were the complementary poles in the emotional contact
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mechanism and manifested themselves in several cultural practices. All aside, it
appeared that the direction of the relationship was changed when the self-

developmental orientation included in the study.

The final lines were drawn: Inclusion of the self-developmental orientation to the
model (RQ.2.4). The inclusion of the self-developmental orientation (mediator) to the
path that previously examined the indirect effect of interrelational orientation
(mediator) on the relationship between emotional contact and marital satisfaction
positively changed the direction. More clearly, self-developmental orientation resulted
from interrelational orientation revealed a negative indirect effect on the relationship
between emotional contact and marital satisfaction. That is, when spouses preferred to
seek emotional contact, including marital conflicts and emotional cutoff, or became
emotionally distant to overcome their relational problems, they were less likely to be
satisfied with their marriages. Moreover, an interrelated marital context might increase
the occurrence of this dysfunctional mechanism. However, when married individuals
aimed to strive for self-realization to accomplish their potentials (requires more
individuation), there was a trend toward more satisfying marital relationships.
Typically, it can be expected that enhancing both self-construals made a
complementary role for participants to succeed in the DoS. As mentioned before, this
is consistent with the notion that individuation and relatedness were not opposite
constructs instead defined as balanced, distinct, and complementary (Imamoglu,
2003), which strongly corresponds to enhanced self-differentiation. As a support to
this notion, Imamoglu and Imamoglu (2007) indicated that "relationship-specific
attachment security was associated mainly with the relational self-orientation™ (p.
552); nevertheless, when the process was complemented with individuation (self-
developmental orientation), more attachment security was enhanced with the addition

of individuation.

Clear enough, when both mediators were synchronized, they functioned as a unique

variable seemingly reflected the DoS, and the relationship between emotional

processes and marital satisfaction became more apparent, as were repeatedly

evidenced in the literature (Gubbins, Perosa & Bartle-Haring, 2010; Peleg, 2008;
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Skowron, 2000). Nevertheless, the same mechanism in the current sample seemed to
work differently. Thus, the definition of the 'self' should be reconsidered from the
lenses of Turkish cultural practices. Individuals'- in the current sample- self-definitions
involved in the relatedness more, dissatisfaction in their marriages became visible.
However, when they used to define themselves in a more individuated manner, marital
conflicts (i.e., criticism, withdrawal, insulting, sarcasm) and emotionally withdrawn
have appeared as a struggle against being fused at the risk of intimacy (Kerr & Bowen,
1988). This pattern was an indicator of low-level DoS seemingly experienced more in
the context of interrelatedness strongly referred to the pseudo-self and pseudo-
intimacy (Orlofsky, Marcia & Lesser, 1973). Aforementioned, this was not a strange
structure for Turkish individuals as they were a part of the culture of relatedness and
emotionally interdependence (Kagitgibasi, 1996). Among highly-educated
contemporary Turkish individuals, there was a predominant trend to become more
individuated without a decrease in relatedness (imamoglu, 1987), and
intergenerational hierarchy was not considered as a threat to maintaining emotional

closeness (Kagitgibasi, 2007).

Although further evidence was needed, the existence of both individuated and
relatedness in the same context might carry a potential risk of pseudo-self in marital
relationships. That was the case when both spouses were with low-level DoS, which
inevitably resulted in a fused relationship with pseudo-self. Whenever the fusion
showed its face in the dyadic relationship, the anxiety follows, and spouses usually
preferred the emotional distance to avoid the anxiety. However, dynamics within this
newly emerged pattern "are determined by the way the spouses fight for, or share, the
ego strength available to them. One spouse usually functions with a dominant share of
the ego strength” (Kerr & Bowen, 1988; p. 125), and this was the point where the
marital conflicts began. Taken together, participants who mainly defined themselves
in the context of relatedness might have been perceived as their struggle in pursuit of
a more individuated self that resulted in a cultural and spousal pressure (to maintain
relatedness more stable). Thus, marital conflicts and emotional withdrawn emerged in
the experiences of the current sample more. Thus, this demand and struggle of more

individuation appeared with a pseudo-self, further a pseudo-individuation in their
124



relational context where the anxiety was ignored. However, this struggle has
seemingly belonged to women participants as all evidence was superimposed:
participants' mean differences in both self orientations were higher for women than

men, and the relationship between both orientations was significant for only women.

The unexpected results (RQ.2.4). The researcher concluded that the primary
explanation for the nonsignificant indirect effect was mostly specific to the self-
developmental orientation (mediator) that might be related to the characteristics of the
sample. The indirect effects through the self-developmental orientation were not
significant in explaining the relations between ss-significance, ss-occurrence,
emotional contact, and marital satisfaction. Comparing the mean scores for both
mediators indicated that the sample was characterized by a more interrelational
orientation than self-developmental. Furthermore, reliability analysis in the main study
also revealed that interrelational orientation had a much higher (.85) Cronbach Alpha
value than self-developmental orientation (.72). These reliability results were
consistent with the literature, for instance, Giindogdu (2007) found Cronbach's alpha
.84 for the interrelational, and .70 for self-developmental orientation in a married
sample. The reason for nonsignificant results for self-developmental orientation could
be related to the cultural background and worldviews of the participants. The self-
developmental orientation might not be perceived as desirable and necessary as

expected as it referred to a more individualistic pattern that was affected by culture.

Do the model differ concerning gender? (RQ.3). In terms of gender, despite a
significant difference was found via independent samples t-test analysis on marital
satisfaction, measurement invariance was provided on further SEM analysis (with
multigroup CFA). Thus, the current findings were discussed as a single sample model.
However, one should be reminded that the FGI (Platt & Skowron, 2013) was originally
developed and adapted to other cultures (Jozefczyk, 2017) with only married women
sample due to theoretical reasons. Bowen’s concepts such as DoS -umbrella construct-
seemed to be sensitive to gender differences, and the researchers have commonly
preferred to study for both gender perspectives. For instance, the researchers found

that the relationship between marital satisfaction and DoS differed by gender (Lim &
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Jennings, 1996; Peleg, 2008; Tremblay, Sabourin, Lessard & Normandin, 2002), and
gender was a distinct dimension to be considered. Therefore, including the males to
the current analyses should be considered as one of the strengths of the study and
consistent with the literature, the findings on the sample with distinctive characteristics
become instructive for further adaptation studies of the FGI into different cultures.

5.2 Implications for Theory and Research

Several theories and approaches in the literature have been used to conceptualize the
marital satisfaction and underlying factors that affecting it. The hypothesized structural
model of the current study was based on the NFEP and self-construals. The research
which has already been examined the applicability of the Bowenian approach in
Turkey within the context of marital relationships reflected several cultural values.
These studies contributed to literature in the examination of the cultural validity of
DoS in different socio-ethnic-cultural groups. However, the contemporary
perspectives in family research assumed that the cultural validity of such family-
oriented approaches (i.e., Bowen’s theory) was much more than noticeable group
differences (Erdem & Safi, 2018). From a broader perspective, contemporary family
researchers should reintegrate their research questions from “examining for whom
theoretical constructs are more or less culturally valid to understanding why theoretical
constructs are more or less valid” (Erdem & Safi, 2018, p. 480). In this vein, the
integration of concepts from cross-cultural psychology literature to cultural elements
of family research would be considerably more beneficial to produce a comprehensive
cultural framework (Erdem & Safi, 2018). Precisely, the current study was conducted
within this background for theoretical and empirical applications of Bowen’s Theory
from the lenses of a cross-cultural perspective. The cultural lenses here referred to
borrowing BID’s cross-cultural concepts that provide an opportunity to integrate
theory and research. Findings were remarkable, in this manner, supporting how NFEP
concepts function in a sample that was characterized by both individualistic and
collectivist self-construal orientations. Thus, as Bowenian constructs reflected a

western-individualized background, examining its concepts from the lenses of self-
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construal orientations (originally developed on Turkish cultural characteristics) to
marital satisfaction made this study as the first attempt (by the researcher’s knowledge)
to examine the current hypothesized model. In other words, the use of NFEP variables
from the perspective of self-construal orientations, the hypothesized model, provided
an integrated perspective on Imamoglu’s (1998) BID and Bowen’s (1978) approach to

a better understanding of the marital satisfaction in Turkish families.

Notwithstanding, the mediating roles of interrelational and self-developmental
orientations in the relationship between the NFEP and marital satisfaction revealed the
adaptability of integrating these approaches. The current study findings can be a
valuable source of the validation of the DoS, NFEP, and self-construal orientations in
understanding dysfunctional relationship mechanisms in Turkish married individuals.
The researcher assumed that integrating cross-cultural psychology perspectives can
still be valuable in cross-validation of the current results across diverse cultural groups

in Turkey to reveal whether NFEP variables operate in similar ways.

One of the most important implications of the current study was also that Family
Genogram Interview (Platt & Skowron, 2013) was adapted into Turkish. The FGI was
initially developed as a genogram interview protocol, which contained qualitative
items regarding the family emotional process as well as quantitative questions. Thus,
integrating both types of items could make the instrument very useful in the field of
family counseling in Turkey to assess the nuclear family emotional process variables.
Additionally, in the development study, Platt and Skowron (2013) excluded the FC
from the scale due to low reliability. Nevertheless, the Polish version (Jozefczyk,
2017) produced a more stable factorial structure and reliability. Although the FC
produced sufficient reliability scores in the current sample, the CFA findings revealed
that focusing on children was much more relevant to childrearing practices of parents,
which resulted in marital conflict. Thus, the FC dimension should be theoretically
reconsidered regarding the value of children and Turkish childrearing practices and
parental attitudes.
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The direct effects of NFEP variables on marital satisfaction supported several
assumptions of Bowen’s approach. The current study revealed that emotional contact
was the strongest predictor of marital satisfaction. Notably, the dimension of emotional
cutoff has appeared as the most salient variable in the research of Bowen’s approach
(Peleg, 2008; Skowron & Friedlander, 1998). In line with this literature, the findings
of the current study seemed to support the explanatory power of this remarkable
variable, which was part of both DoS and NFEP.

5.3 Implications for Practice

The findings provided some suggestions for practice as well. The current study
indicated insightful findings for practice regarding the predictors of marital
satisfaction, NFEP concepts, and marital satisfaction. Considering the results of the
current study, the hypothesized model may provide a useful background to
psychotherapists and counselors in the field of family counseling. Family therapists
and counselors may focus on such dysfunctional coping manners of symptoms in
spouses, focus on child and emotional contact in their professional practice. The FGI
was developed as a 75-minute family interview protocol with both quantitative and
qualitative questions to conceptualize the dysfunctional relationship mechanism in the
families. Although the qualitative dimension was not the scope of the current study,
the family therapists can use both dimensions concomitantly for the assessment and

therapeutic process planning.

Moreover, the FGI provided the family therapists and counselors with more
information about the spouses' symptoms, focus on child and emotional contact
(marital conflict+emotional cutoff) in the assessment of how these factors affect the
family functioning. However, splitting the SS dimension into two (significance and
occurrence) made the scale more functional in the assessment of observed and

pathological symptoms in spouses.
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The self-construal orientations and their interaction with the individuals' level of DoS
regarding marital satisfaction should also be considered. Thus, psychological
counselors and family therapists should have cultural awareness to the family's
emotional processes and self-construals. Providing psychological support may
enhance the DoS levels and self-construal (to related individuation) of married
individuals, those who developed related patterning (self-construal) but low level of
DoS (emotional cut off). Lastly, married individuals with high related patterning of
self-construal and low level of DoS (symptoms in spouses) were more likely to exhibit
functioning symptoms. Spouses in such a dyadic relationship might have burdened
each other with overmuch responsibility for the other's well-being, functionality, and
emotions. Working with these individuals to recognize their dysfunctional coping
mechanisms with stress and anxiety might have been supportive of the non-clinical
practice. Therefore, supporting these individuals to change their dysfunctional coping
mechanisms (family emotional processes) could increase their marital satisfaction
levels. Recently, family therapy and Bowenian concepts are increasingly attracting the
attention of researchers and practitioners in Turkey. However, examining these factors
as predictors (especially DoS) is not independent of Turkish society's cultural
structure. Practitioners and researchers should consider these cultural aspects, and
think over that correlational studies are not sufficient alone to reveal how these
structures, based on western culture, work in Turkish culture. More culture-sensitive
studies will be needed to understand the validity of these theoretical structures in
Turkish culture. Nevertheless, self-construal can provide a further conceptual
framework from social psychology that is not only an understanding of how family
counseling approaches work in Turkish culture but also the orientations (self-construal
types) that assume togetherness of both individualistic and collectivist characteristics

in the same context can become more questionable.

5.4 Recommendations for Future Studies

Like most studies, this current one has its recommendations for further research needed

to be clarified. The current study was the first attempt to adapt the FGI to Turkish and
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examined the psychometric properties within a sample of married individuals.
However, results revealed a different factor structure from its original one. The factor
structure of the FGI was more consistent with the Polish version (Jézefczyk, 2017)
than the original one and produced a much better model fit results. Contrary to the
original study, the FC dimension produced an acceptable Cronbach alpha score and
was kept in the current study despite its weak factor structure. However, modifying
the items in the FC with a concentration on ‘child-related conflicts’ or developing a
new scale would be beneficial for researchers. It would produce much better factor
loadings and reliability evidence than other themes (i.e., overparenting, too focused on
children), as it was verified in the proposed factor structure of the current study.

Along with the modified and culture-specific version of the FGI in the assessment of
family-of-origin experiences, researchers might have a chance to give a specific focus
on investigating the emotional processes in the family of origin in Turkey, in addition
to nuclear family experiences. Another option might be developing a new scale that
measures nuclear family emotional processes, considering the Turkish cultural
context. Such an attempt would be more beneficial about how nuclear family
emotional processes impact the marital satisfaction as “there are so many facets to the
concept of differentiation that it can be approached in numerous ways” (Kerr &

Bowen, 1988, p. 89).

In terms of the sample and generalizability of the findings, the sample in the current
study comprised of married participants from a variety of metropolis cities in Turkey
and substantially represented a highly-educated profile in which most data represented
contemporary Turkish families. This profile of participants might have resulted in
more contemporary viewpoints in marital interactions and more individuation in
nuclear family emotional processes, which reflected a shift to a more egalitarian
viewpoint. Hence, in future studies, researchers were recommended to conduct their
studies with more representative samples, including rural and a variety of socio-
economic and educational levels. Conclusions on unique self-reports of the married
individuals regarding nuclear family emotional processes was a limitation of the study.

Therefore, optional assessment techniques can be considered as these processes
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concern all family members ultimately. In future studies, researchers may prefer to
gather data from each member of the marital dyads and child(ren) in the family to

provide further understanding.

Ideally, longitudinal research instead of a cross-sectional study would provide much
more detailed information and empirically supported evidence to explore the changes
in family transition stages and associations between family emotional processes, self-
construals and marital satisfaction in the long run. Next, a more representative and
balanced sample in terms of gender, and marriage types of the participants can be
concerned in future research to investigate the effects of these demographic variables
on marital satisfaction. Furthermore, the model was not able to confirm the four self-
construal types (i.e., related individuation, related patterning, separated individuation,
separated patterning) in the representation of much detailed categorization of
Imamoglu’s (1998) approach which considered as a limitation in the current study.
Thus, reexamining these four-dimensional structures in future studies were strongly

recommended.
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B. DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FORM

KIiSISEL BILGi FORMU

Cinsiyetiniz: (1)Kadin (2)Erkek

Yasiniz:

Medeni Durumunuz: (DEvli (2)Bekar (3)Esimden bosandim (4)Esimi kaybettim
Egitim Durumunuz:

(Dilkogretim (2)Ortadgretim (3)Yiiksekokul (4)Universite (5)Yiiksek Lisans
Yasadiginiz sehir:

Esimin ve Benim:

(Dilk evliligimiz

(2)Benim ilk evliligim, esimin 2.(veya daha fazla) evliligi

(3)Esimin ilk evliligi, benim 2.(veya daha fazla) evliligim (4)ikimizin de 2.(veya
daha fazla) evlilikleri

Evliliginiz ne kadar siirdii/siirmektedir?

(D1 yildan az (2)1-5 yil aras1 (3)6-10 y1l aras1 (4)11-15 yil aras1 (5)16 ve daha fazla
yil

Kag¢ cocugunuz var?

(DCocugum yok (2)Tek ¢ocuk (3)2 gocuk (4)3 cocuk (5)4 veya daha fazla gocuk
En kiigiik/Tek ¢ocugunuz kag yasinda?...........c.cceeverneennnn.

En biiyiik cocugunuz kag yasinda?...........cccceoevviivennennnnnne

(Varsa) Cocugunuz/¢ocuklariniz ne zaman diinyaya geldiler?

(DEsimle su anki evliligimizde (2)Onceki evliligimde/evliliklerimde (3)Esimin

onceki evliliginde/evliliklerinde
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C. SAMPLE ITEMS OF THE FAMILY GENOGRAM INTERVIEW

Aile Dizimi Goriisme Formu Ornek Sorular

1.Asagidaki aile tiyelerinin fiziksel sagligin1 genel olarak nasil degerlendirirsiniz?
7.Cekirdek aileniz (kendiniz, esiniz veya ¢ocugunuz) duygusal saglik sorunlari
acisindan ne siklikta problem yasadi/yasamaktadir?
9.Cocugunuzla/Cocuklarinizla iligkilerinizin, evliliginizi ne kadar/siklikta
etkiledigini diislinliyorsunuz?

16.Siz ve esiniz ne siklikta anlagmazlik ya da ¢atisma yasarsiniz?

23.Esinizle yasadiginiz sorunlar hakkinda konusmaktan ka¢indiginizi ne siklikta

hissedersiniz?
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D. SAMPLE ITEMS FROM THE TURKISH VERSION OF RAS

Tliski Degerlendirme Olgegi (Evlilik Doyumu)

1. Genel olarak, evliliginizden ne kadar memnunsunuz?
2. Evliliginizde ne kadar problem var?

3. Evliliginiz sizin baslangictaki beklentilerinizi ne derece karsiliyor?
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E. SAMPLE ITEMS FROM THE BID

Dengeli Biitiinlesme Ayrisma Olcegi (Benlik Kurgulari)

1. Kendi kendime kaldigimda yapacak ilging seyler bulabilirim.

2. Insanlarla iliski kurmakta giicliik ¢ekiyorum.

3. Farkli olmaktansa, toplumla diisiinsel olarak kaynagmis olmay1 tercih
ederim.

4. Kendimi yakin ¢evremden duygusal olarak kopmus hissediyorum.
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F. INFORMED CONSENT FORM

GONULLU KATILIM FORMU

Cekirdek Ailede Duygusal Siiregler ve Evlilik Doyumu: Benlik Kurgularinin Araci
Rolii” baslikli bu calisma, Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi'nde Dog. Dr. Zeynep
Hatipoglu Siimer’in danismanliginda Aras. G6r. Mustafa Alperen Kursuncu tarafindan
yiirlitiilen bir ¢aligmadir. Calismanin amaci, g¢ekirdek ailelerde duygusal siiregler
olarak da tanimlanan 'duygusal kopma', 'evlilik ¢atismast', 'cocuk odaklilik' ve 'aile
tiyelerinin belirtileri' gibi yapilarin evlilik doyumu ile iligkisini benlik kurgular (iliski
yonelimi, gelisme yoOnelimi) aracilifiyla incelemektir. Calismaya katilim tamamen
goniilliiliik esasina dayanmaktadir ve sizden kimlik belirleyici higbir bilgi
istenmemektedir. Olcege vereceginiz cevaplar tamamiyle gizli tutulacak ve sadece
aragtirmacilar tarafindan degerlendirilecektir ve elde edilecek bilgiler bilimsel
yayimlarda ve ¢aligmalarda kullanilacaktir. Anket, genel olarak kisisel rahatsizlik
verecek sorular icermemektedir. Ancak, bazi sorular bazi kisilerce rahatsiz edici
olarak algilanabilir. Katilim sirasinda sorulardan ya da herhangi baska bir nedenden
otliri kendinizi rahatsiz hissederseniz cevaplama isini yarida birakabilirsiniz.
Sorularin dogru ya da yanlis cevaplar1 bulunmamaktadir. Sorulara ictenlikle yanit
vermeniz arastirmanin sonuglari agisindan 6énem tasimaktadir. Calismaya katiliminiz
i¢cin simdiden tesekkiir ederiz. Calisma hakkinda daha fazla bilgi almak i¢in arastirma
gorevlisi Mustafa Alperen KURSUNCU (E-posta:
mustafalperenkursuncu@hotmail.com) ile iletisim kurabilirsiniz. Bu c¢aligmaya
tamamen goniillii olarak katiliyorum ve istedigim zaman yarida kesip ¢ikabilecegimi
biliyorum. Verdigim bilgilerin bilimsel amagh yayimlarda kullanilmasmi kabul

ediyorum.

o Onayliyorum
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H. TURKISH SUMMARY/TURKCE OZET

1. GIRIS

Yakinlik, kisinin digerleriyle kurdugu iletisimin dogal motivasyonlarindan olup,
koklerini bu en dogal ve evrensel ihtiyagtan almaktadir. Bu ihtiyag, anne ile heniiz
dogmamig yavrusu (fetus) arasindaki bedensel etkilesimle baslayip, sonraki yakin
iligkileri i¢in de temel olusturmaktadir (Buber, 1970). Bireyler ailelerinden ayrilsa ve
yeni romantik iligkiler kursalar bile, koken ailelerin de var olan iligki siirecinin etkili
yonlerini siirdiirme egiliminde olurlar (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Bununla birlikte, bu
iligkilerdeki en paradoksal kavramlardan biri olarak “yakinlik”, altta yatan bir¢ok
ikilemi de beraberinde getirmektedir. Bu ikilemlerden biri de yasamda ortak duygulari,
felsefeyi, ritlielleri, hatiralari, mekanlar1 ve materyalleri paylasirken, duygusal olarak
ozgurliigii ve 6zerkligi siirdiirebilme arasindaki dogal ¢eliskidir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988;
Minuchin, 1974; Williamson, 1991). Aile, yakinlik paradoksundan kaynaklanan tim
belirtilerin (patolojik, sosyal, davranigsal vb.), yine ailenin duygusal ikliminde
deneyimlendigi zorlayici bir baglam haline gelebilmektedir. Bu ¢alisma, tam da bu
nedenle, aile iklimindeki duygusal stireclerin evlilik iligkileri baglaminda

incelenmesini amaglamaktadir.

Duygusal bir birim olarak aile, iiyelerinin karmasik etkilesimlerini, davranislarini,
duygularini, kararlarimi ve bagskalarimin beklentilerine ve ihtiyaglarina nasil tepki
vereceklerini yonlendirebilmektedir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Kronik anksiyete
(benligin ayrimlasmasiyla birlikte), aile {iyelerinin o duygusal birimde etkilesimlerini
belirleyen iki 6nemli giicten biri olarak tanmimlanmistir. Aile sisteminde; benlik
ayrimlagmasi (DoS) diizeyi ne kadar diisiik olursa, kronik kaygi diizeyi o kadar artacak
ve Ozellikle de stresli yasam olaylar1 (yani kriz, ¢atigmalar) karsisinda ailenin duygusal
iklimi etkiye ¢ok daha agik hale gelecektir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Bu durum,

catismall bir iligki ikliminin habercisi olur ve evlilikler de bu durumun en belirgin
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orneklerden biridir. Esler 0&zellikle stresli yasam donemlerinde daha kaygili
hissettiklerinde, ironik olarak, daha fazla yakinlik ihtiyacinin beraberinde getirdigi bir
uzaklagsma egilimi gosterebilmektedirler. Boylece, iliskide kroniklesmeye baslayan
kaygmin iistesinden gelebilme pahasina, eslerin birbirlerine ¢cok daha az tolerans
gosterdigi ve digerinin degigsmesini saglamak i¢in duygusal olarak daha reaktif
olduklar1 bir silire¢ ortaya cikabilmektedir. Boyle bir iliskide degismeyen essiz
gerceklik, bireysellik ve beraberlik arasindaki dengesizlik iken, esler siklikla
birbirlerinin yanliglarina odaklanmaktadirlar (Bowen, 1978). Bu noktada, kroniklesen
kayginin duygusal giicliniin, ¢iftlerin evlilikleri ile ilgili doyum diizeylerini etkileyen
catigmal1 iliski kaliplar1 ile sonug¢lanmaya basladigini varsaymak yanlis olmaz. Bu
nedenle, evlilik catigmalar ile ilgili konular alanyazinda siklikla evlilik doyumu ile
iligkilendirilmistir. Arastirmalar ¢cogunlukla ciftlerin catisma ¢ézme yaklagimlarina
odaklanmustir (Greeff ve De Bruyne, 2000; Kurdek, 1995; Madden ve Janoff-Bulman,
1981).

Evlilik doyumu, cesitli agilardan genis bir sekilde tanimlanmistir. Evliligin,
yetiskinlerin psikolojik ve fiziksel sagligi tizerinde de kritik bir etkisi oldugu (Choi ve
Marks, 2008; Whisman, 2007) evlilik ¢catismasinin daha yiiksek diizeyde depresyona
ve fonksiyonel bozukluga neden oldugu bilinmektedir. Ayrica, eslerin olumsuz
davraniglar1 saglik problemleriyle de iligkili goriinmektedir (Bookwala, 2005). Bu
bulgular 15181inda arastirmacilar, evlilik doyumunun bir degisken olarak, cekirdek
ailenin duygusal siirecleriyle iligkili islevsel olmayan etkilesim Oriintiilerinin
derinlemesine anlagilabilmesinde 6nemli bir baglam saglayabilecegini gormiislerdir.
Cinsiyet, arastirmacilarin evlilik doyumuyla iliskili olarak {izerinde siklikla durduklari
bir diger belirgin degiskendir. Bununla birlikte, cinsiyet ve evlilik doyumu ile ilgili
bulgular geliskilidir. Ozellikle meta-analiz ¢alismalar1 dikkate alindiginda, cinsiyet
farkliliklar1 nadiren bulunmustur. Bu ¢alismada ise evlilik doyumu, ¢ekirdek ailenin
duygusal sistemleri (NFEP) baglaminda incelenmis olup, alanyazin dogrultusunda
arastirmact tarafindan, One siiriilen modelin cinsiyet ac¢isindan farklilasip

farklilasmadig1 da ¢oklu-grup analizi yapilarak sinanmistir.
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Bu calismanin teorik ¢ergevelerinden biri de Bowen Aile Sistemi Teorisine (BFST)
dayanmaktadir. Bu yaklasim, tatmin edici evliligin ne oldugunu tanimlamaktan ¢ok,
islevsiz ailelerin ve evliliklerin yol agtigi diistiniilen belirtilerin altinda yatan
nedenlerine odaklanmaktadir. Bowen (1978), catismalari, duygusal siiregler ve aile
baglaminda saglikli, islevsel ve tatmin edici iliskilerin 6nilindeki engeller olarak
gormiistiir. Saglikli ve islevsel evliliklerin Oniindeki engeller de bu duygusal

stireclerin, diger bir deyisle belirtilerin bir sonucu olarak degerlendirilmektedir.

Evlilik doyumu ile iligkili degiskenlerin incelenmesinde, benlik ayrimlagmasi gibi
konular arastirmacilarin siklikla dikkatini cekmektedir. Ciftler evlilik baglaminda iyi
tanimlanmis bir benlige sahip olamadiginda ortaya c¢ikan elestiri, duygusal veya
fiziksel geri c¢ekilme ve birbirini degistirmeye caligma gibi davranig bigimleri,
evlilikten duyulan hosnutsuzlugun da nedenleri haline gelebilmektedir (Klever, 2009).
Bu nedenle benlik ayrimlagmasi, yakin iligkilerde hayati bir rol oynamaktadir (Bowen,
1978; Kerr ve Bowen, 1988; Titelman, 1998). Evlilik baglaminda tanimlanan igice
gecmis (sahte) bir benlik ise kendiligin kaybiyla birlikte islevsizlik, stres ve hatta
patolojinin kaynagi haline gelebilmektedir (Haber, 1990). Ote yandan, benlik
ayrimlagmasi, psikoloji alanindaki arastirmacilardan c¢ok az ilgi goren ve evlilik

uyumu ile iliskili olabilecek temel faktorlerden biridir (Peleg, 2008).

Benlik ayrimlagmasinin gostergeleri iki yonliidiir: birincisi, 6nemli iligkilerde
ozerkligi ve samimiyeti koruma, ikincisi ise biligsel ve duygusal islevsellik arasinda
bir denge saglama yetenegidir (Bowen, 1978). Bununla birlikte, benlik
ayrimlagsmasinin antitezi olarak da soz edilebilecek sahte-benligin (Kerr ve Bowen,
1988) olusumu koken ailede baslamaktadir. Sahte-benligin iliskilerdeki asil etkisi,
iliskinin stirdiiriilmesi pahasina eslerin (farkinda olmaksizin), birbirlerine iliskin
talepleri veya birbirlerini degistirme gabalariyla kendiliklerini feda etmeye baslamalari
ile gergeklesmektedir (Bowen, 1978; Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Bu duygusal sistem,
bireysellik ve beraberligin iki karsit yasam giicli olarak devam ettigi bir denge arayisini
temsil etmektedir ve aile iliskilerindeki dengesizliginin bir sonucu olarak psikopatoloji
tiretme potansiyeli bulunmaktadir (Bowen, 1978; Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Bununla

birlikte, bireylerin duygusal, fiziksel ve davranigsal isleyisini etkileyen kronik kaygi
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gelistirmeleri durumunda; iliski de bu durumdan etkilenebilecek bir baglam haline
doniismektedir (Papero, 2014). Bu nedenle, diisiik diizeyli benlik ayrismasina sahip
bireyler, evlilik iliskilerinde sorunlar yasamaya daha egilimlidirler (Boszormenyi-
Nagy ve Spark, 1973).

Benlik ayrimlagmasiyla iliskili olarak, ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siiregler, Bowen’in
(1978) yaklasiminda goze c¢arpan bir diger kavramdir ve ailenin duygusal
baglamindaki uyumsuz bas etme yollarina atifta bulunur. Bu iliski kaliplar1 (a) evlilik
catismasi, (b) duygusal kopma, (c) esler arasi belirtiler ve (d) g¢ocuk odakliliktir
(Bowen, 1978; Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Eviilik ¢atismasi, birbirlerini kontrol etmeye
calismanin semptomatik belirtileriyle ortaya cikan veya Otekinde neyin yanlis
olduguna, elestiriye veya alaycilifa odaklanan esler arasinda gerginlik ve kaygi
diizeyinde artis ile ortaya c¢ikmaktadir. Duygusal kopma, iliskideki yakinligin
yogunlugunun asir1 veya yetersiz bir sekilde ortaya ¢gikmasi ve buna bagl olarak ortaya
cikan kaygiyr azaltmak i¢in fiziksel, duygusal kaginma ve ¢ekilmenin semptomatik
belirtileriyle ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Esler arasi belirtiler, iliskideki uyum ile iligkilidir.
Bir es, bireyselligini/benligini feda etme pahasina, evlilik gerilimini azaltmak i¢in,
daha alttan alic1 bir yaklasim gelistirmistir. Bu durumda, bireyselligini feda eden esin
kaygi diizeyi artar; fiziksel, sosyal, zihinsel ve giinliik isleyis belirtileri agisindan daha
kirtlgan bir hale gelir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Cocuk odakiilik, ebeveynlerin
kaygilarinin bir veya daha fazla ¢ocuga yansitilmasiyla, ailedeki gerginligin aile
sistemindeki dolagimin1 ifade eder. Ebeveynlerin c¢ocuk(lar) iizerinde asir1
odaklanmasi, ¢ocugun sosyal, zihinsel ve hatta fiziksel belirtiler i¢cin daha kirilgan
olmasma yol agabilir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Yukarida deginilen alanyazin ve
kavramsal aciklamalar dogrultusunda, benligin iligkilerde nasil tanimlandigina

odaklanmak, evlilikle ilgili konularda daha genis bir bakis agis1 saglayabilmektedir.

Benlik kurgular1 da yakin iligkilerin incelenmesinde arastirmacilar tarafindan
genellikle g6z ardi edilen degiskenlerden biridir. Benlik kurgusu, “bireylerin benligi
nasil tanmimlayip anlamlandirdiklarini ifade eder” (Cross, Hardin ve Gercek-Swing,
2011, s.143). Arastirmacilar, ailede duygusal siirecler ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki

iliskinin benlik kurgular1 (arabulucu degiskenler) araciligiyla arastirilmasinin ise bu
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baglamda daha spesifik bulgular saglayacagini belirtmislerdir. imamoglu’nun Dengeli
Biitiinlesme ve Farklilasma (BID) Modeli (Imamoglu, 1998 & 2003), Tiirk kiiltiiriinde
benlik kurgularini agiklayan baslica yaklasimlardan biridir. Model, Bowen’in benlik
ayrimlagmast kavramina bir vurgu yapmaktadir. Her iki yaklasim da insanlarda
benligin ayrimlagma ihtiyacina (duygusal olarak geri ¢ekilmeden) ve es zamanli olarak
baskalariyla iliskili olma konusundaki dogal ve dengeli bir ihtiyaca vurgu yapmaktadir
(Bowen, 1978; imamoglu, 1998). Bu model, benlik kurgusu kavramimi aciklamada
iliskililik ve 6z-gelisimsel olmak iizere iki ana ydnelimi dnermektedir (Imamoglu,
1998). Evlilik, baglam olarak énemli bir yakin iliski tiiriinii olusturmaktadir. iliskililik
ve bireysellesme yonelimleri, bireylerin temel psikolojik isleyis Oriintiisiinii
sekillendirme potansiyeline sahiptir. Cekirdek ailede duygusal siiregler bu psikolojik
isleve atifta bulundugundan, bu ¢alisma, evlilik doyumu, cekirdek ailede duygusal
stirecler ve benlik kurgulari arasindaki iliskiyi inceleyerek alanyazina katki saglamay1

amaclamistir.

1.2 Arastirmanin Amaci

Bu ¢alisma, ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siiregler (esler aras1 belirtiler, cocuk odaklilik,
evlilik ¢atismasi ve duygusal kopma), benlik kurgular1 (iliskisellik ve 6z-gelisimsel
yonelimler) ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki iligkiyi tanmimlayan bir modelin
arastirilmasini amaclamaktadir. Aragtirmanin arka planini olusturan teorik yaklasimlar
olarak dengeli biitiinlesme farklilasma modeli ve Bowen’1n kusaklar arasi aile sistemi
kuramui tercih edilmistir.

1.3 Arastirma Sorulari

Model i¢in 6n goriilen arastirma sorular1 sunlardir:

Aragtirma Sorusu 1. Aile Dizimi G6riisme Formu Tiirk kiiltiirii agisindan gegerli ve

giivenilir bir 6lgme aract midir?

171



Arastirma Sorusu 2. Evli bireylerin ¢ekirdek ailelerinde duygusal siiregler (esler arasi
belirtiler, cocuk odaklilik, evlilik ¢atismasi ve duygusal kopma) iliskisel, 6z-gelisimsel

yonelimler ve evlilik doyumlari arasinda nasil bir iligki vardir?

Arastirma Sorusu 2.1. Cekirdek ailede duygusal siiregler (esler arasi belirtiler, cocuk
odaklilik, evlilik ¢atismasi ve duygusal kopma) ve evlilik doyumu arasinda nasil bir

iliski vardir?

Arastirma Sorusu 2.2. iliskisel, 6z-gelisimsel yonelimler ile evlilik doyumu arasinda

nasil bir iligki vardir?

Arastirma Sorusu 2.3. Iliskisel ve dz-gelisimsel yonelimler arasinda nasil bir iliski

vardir?

Aragtirma Sorusu 2.4. liskisel ve 6z-gelisimsel yonelimler, gekirdek ailenin duygusal
stiregleri (esler aras1 belirtiler, cocuk odaklilik, evlilik ¢atismasi ve duygusal kopma)

ile evlilik doyumu arasindaki iliskiyi dolayli olarak nasil etkilemektedir?

Arastirma Sorusu 3. Varsayilan arastirma modeli cinsiyet acisindan farklilagmakta

mudir?

1.4 Arastirmanin Onemi

Bu calisma temel olarak Bowen yaklasimi kavramlarmin Tirk kiiltiiriine
uygulanabilirligini incelemeyi amag¢lamamaktadir. Bununla birlikte, Bowen ve
Imamoglu yaklasimlarinin degiskenleri arasindaki benzerligin ve evlilik doyumuna
etkisinin incelenmesinin Tirk kiltiiri baglaminda ¢ekirdek ailenin duygusal
stireclerinin anlasilmas1 agisindan degerli bilgiler saglayabilecegi diigiiniilmektedir.
Bu calismanin katilimcilart (¢ocuklu ebeveynler) aile gelisim dongiileri agisindan
distintildiigiinde, yukarida sozii edilen belirtileri yasamaya agik bir donemdedir
(Bowen, 1978). Bu nedenle, aileler ve evli bireylerle ¢alisan Tiirk psikolojik danigma

alanindaki uygulayicilar i¢in caligmanin saglayacagi verilerin 6nemli oldugu
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diisiiniilmektedir. Yiiksek diizeyde bir benlik ayrimlagmasi ile bu donemi basarili bir
sekilde tamamlamais ailelerde, aile liyelerinin islevsellik agisindan daha az tutarsizliklar
yasamasi beklenmektedir. Bu nedenle, ¢ocuklu ailelerde, aile tiyelerinin islevsellik
diizeylerinde diisiis ile sonuglanan siiregleri incelemek c¢ok daha fazla Onem
kazanmaktadir. Saglikli aile iligkileri i¢in gerekli olan duygusal siire¢lerin ve bunlarin
evlilik doyumu {izerindeki etkisinin ne derecede 6nemli oldugu, bu ¢alismanin ortaya

koymaya calistig1 amaglarindandir.

Her ne kadar benzerlikler tasisalar da benlik ayrimlagmasi ve benlik kurgulart yap1
olarak belirgin farkliliklar tasimaktadir. Bowen (1978), kavramlarinin, 6zellikle de
benlik ayrimlagmasinin, evrensel bir nitelige sahip oldugunu iddia etse de Erdem ve
Safi (2018) bu kavramin farkli kiiltiirel modellerde farkli 6z-yapilarin bir fonksiyonu
olarak, farkli sekillerde gelistigini belirtmektedir. Hem toplumsal hem de aile
diizeylerindeki kiiltiirel faktorler goz oniine alindiginda, saglikli bir ayrimlagma stireci
daha olas1 goriinmektedir. Benlik ayrimlagmasi, gocugun degeri ya da ¢ocuk yetistirme
uygulamalar1 gibi kiiltiirel normlar1 da icine alan ve yine bu normlar tarafindan
sekillendirilen degisken ve dinamik bir siirecin, yani benlik yonelimlerini bir yoniiyle

yansimasi olarak da tanimlanabilir (Erdem ve Safi, 2018).

Dolayisiyla, bu ¢aligmada smanan modelde Imamoglu’nun benlik kurgulari
perspektifinden ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siireclerin arastirilmasinin, Bowen yaklasimi
kavramlarimin kiiltiirel uyumluluklarna iliskin alanyazina da katki saglayabilecegi de
diistiniilmektedir. Buna ek olarak, mevcut alanyazinda da yukarida belirtilen yapilar
arasindaki iliskiler yoluyla evlilik doyumunu arastiran ¢calismalar agisindan bir bosluk
vardir ve bu ¢alismanin konuya yeni bir bakis agis1 getirmesi amaglanmaktadir. Bu
calismanin sonuglarinin, koken aile degiskenleri ile ailede duygusal siirecler temel
alinarak miidahale programlar1 tasarlanmasinda veya gelistirilmesinde alan
uzmanlarina ve politika yapicilara katki saglayabilecegi de diisiiniilmektedir. Ornegin,
Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanligi (ASPB), aile, ¢ift ve bosanma danismanliginin
temel becerilerini gelistirmek amaciyla ruh sagligi uzmanlarina cesitli egitimler
vermektedir. Bu caligmada ve ilgili alanyazinda elde edilen sonuglara dayanan

oOneriler, bu tiir programlarin daha etkili hale getirilmesine yardimei olabilir. Diger
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yandan bu c¢alisma, ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siiregleri 6lgmek amaciyla gelistirilen
Aile Dizimi Goriisme Formunu (FGI) Tiirk¢eye uyarlayan ve psikometrik 6zelliklerini
inceleyen ilk ¢alismadir. Ilgili dlgek, klinik dis1 uygulamalarda ¢ekirdek aile siirecini
anlamak ve degerlendirmek isteyen alan uzmanlari ve bu siiregleri arastirmak isteyen
arastirmacilar icin standartlastirilmis bir genogram goriisme protokolii saglamaktadir.
Son olarak, varsayilan modeldeki cinsiyet farkliliklarini arastirmak i¢in gelismis bir
istatistiksel analiz yontemi olan ¢oklu grup analizi kullanilmistir. Bu tercihin,
caligmanin istatistiksel giiclinii artirmasinin yani sira, cinsiyet etkisi yoniiyle de
calisma sonuglarini daha rafine bir hale getirerek, alanyazina katkida bulunacagi

distiniilmektedir.

2. Yontem

2.1 Arastirmanin Deseni

Bu arastirmanin deseni, iliskisel arastirma deseni olarak belirlenmistir. liskisel
arastirma deseni, iki veya daha fazla degisken arasindaki iliskileri herhangi bir
manipiilasyona gerek duymadan aragtirmak olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Fraenkel,
Wallen ve Huyn, 2012). Ayrica arastirmada kullanilan analizler, ¢ekirdek ailenin
duygusal siireglerine iliskin degiskenler ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki iliskide,
iliskisellik ve 6z-gelisimsel yonelimlerin araci roliiniin aragtirilmasi amaciyla Yapisal

Esitlik Modellemesini (SEM) de igermektedir.

2.2 Orneklem

Ana caligmanin verileri, evli ve ¢ocuklu goniillii katilimcilardan elde edilmistir.
Katilim kriterleri, katilimecilarin bildirdigi evlilik sayis1 dikkate alinmaksizin,
katilimcilarin heteroseksiiel ¢ekirdek bir ailenin pargast olmasi, en az bir ¢ocuk sahibi
olmast ve c¢ocugun(larin) simdiki evlilikte diinyaya gelmis olmasi1 olarak
belirlenmistir. Bu kriterler, Carter ve McGoldrick’in kiigiik ¢ocuklu aileler- yasam
dongiisii asamalar1 ve Bowen’1n teorisiyle de uyumludur. Bowen’in yaklagimina gore

kaygyi/stres ve ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siiregler (esler arasi belirtiler, gocuk odaklilik,
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evlilik ¢atigmasi, duygusal kopma), heterosekstiel ve evli ciftlerde cocuklarin aileye
katilmasiyla daha yogun yasanmaktadir (Kerr ve Bowen, 1988). Bu 6rneklem kriterleri
Platt ve Skowron’un (2013), arastirmasindaki katilimci kriterleri ile de uyumludur.
Veriler yalnizca ¢evrimigi anket yoluyla toplanmis olup, bu yolla degerlendirmenin
mevcut caligmanin kapsamini genisletmesi ve ¢ok daha kabul edilebilir gecerlik-
giivenirlik degerlerine ulasmasi amaglanmistir. Cevrimigi anket baglantisini
kullanarak Tiirkiye'nin farkli sehirlerinde yasayan 647 evli birey calismaya katilmistir.
Katilim kriterlerini karsilamayan 29 katilimci veri seti disinda birakildiginda, toplam
orneklem biiyiikligii 618 olarak gerceklesmistir. Katilimcilarin g¢ogunlukla Ordu
(%19,6), Denizli (%16), Ankara (%13,3), Istanbul (%7,3), Izmir (%6,0), Van (%3.6),
Antalya (%2,8), Gaziantep (%2,3), Kayseri (%2,3), Konya (%2,1) ve geri kalan diger
baz1 sehirlerden (6r. Kocaeli, Adana, Sakarya, Adana, Bursa, Mersin, Giresun vb.)
oldugu gozlenmistir. Ana ¢aligmanin 6rneklemini 407 kadin (%65,9) ve 211 erkek,
(%34,1) olusturmustur. Ana ¢alismadaki 6rneklemin oldukea egitimli bir profili temsil
ettigi gorlilmektedir. Katilimcilarin biiyiik bir cogunlugu mesleki yiiksek 6grenim (n
=60, %9,7), liniversite (n = 297, %48,1) veya yliksek lisans / doktora derecelerine (n
=115, %18,6) sahiptir.

2.3 Veri Toplama Siireci

Bu tez caligsmasi i¢in (pilot ve ana ¢alisma olmak iizere) iki ayr1 veri toplama siireci
yiiriitiilmiistir. Her iki calismada da veriler ayn1 yontemler kullanilarak 2019 yili
icinde 6nce pilot ¢aligma verileri olacak sekilde sirayla toplanmistir. Her iki ¢alismada
da ana katilim kriterleri, katilimcilarin bildirdigi evlilik sayis1 dikkate alinmaksizin, en
az bir ¢ocuklu ve evli olmaktir. Bununla birlikte, ¢cocuk(lar), katilimcilarin su anki
evliliklerinden diinyaya gelmis olmalidir. Katilim goniilliilik esasina dayanmaktadir
(¢evrimici anket formunun ilk sayfasinda bilgilendirilmis bir onay formu yer
almaktadir) ve katilimcilardan hicbir tanimlayici bilgi (ad/soyadi, e-posta adresi,
telefon numarasi1) talep edilmemistir. Veri toplama siireci, Orta Dogu Teknik
Universitesi (ODTU) Uygulamali Etik Arastirma Merkezi’nden gerekli izin alindiktan

sonra baslamistir.
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Arastirmacilar, cesitli nedenlerle yalnizca ¢evrimici degerlendirme araglarini (Google
form) kullanarak veri toplamiglardir. Bu yolla ¢alismaya katilimin, kagit kalem yoluyla
katilima kiyasla ¢ok daha yaygin olacagini1 ve calismaya katilmak isteyip de mesafe
nedeniyle katilamayan ya da yazili form araciligiyla calismaya katilmay: tercih

etmeyen goniilliilere de daha kolay ulasilabilecegi diigtiniilmiistiir.

2.4 Veri Toplama Araglari

Bu calismada, Aile Dizimi Gériisme Formu, Dengeli Biitiinlesme-Ayrisma Olgegi,
Mliski Degerlendirme Olgegi ve demografik bilgi formundan olusan bir anket paketi

uygulanmustir.

Aile Dizimi Gériisme Formu

Olgek, ailelerde duygusal siireglerin degerlendirilmesi amaciyla, 75 dakikalik
standardize bir goriisme formu olarak Platt ve Skowron (2013) tarafindan
gelistirilmistir. Bu ama¢ dogrultusunda yazarlar hem aile degerlendirme diyagramin
(Kerr ve Bowen, 1988) hem de geleneksel aile dizimi formatin1 (McGoldrick, Gerson
ve Petry, 2008) kullanmislardir. Olgek, temelde 84 nitel ve 68 nicel maddeden
olugsmustur. Bununla birlikte, Platt ve Skowron (2013) olcegin psikometrik
ozelliklerini degerlendirmek icin yaptiklar1 caligmalarinda sadece nicel maddeleri
kullanmislardir. Olgegin nihai bi¢imi ¢ekirdek aile versiyonundan esler aras1 belirtiler,
cocuk odaklilik, evlilik ¢atigmalar1 ve koken aile versiyonundan da duygusal kopma
boyutlart dahil edilerek olusturulmustur. Bununla birlikte, cocuk odaklilik boyutu
diisiik gilivenirlik degeri nedeniyle (Cronbach’s a = .51) calismadan cikarilmistir.
Olgegin son hali, esler aras1 belirtiler (12 madde, o.= .81), duygusal kopma (11 madde,
a = .82) evlilik ¢atismasi (6 madde, a = .86) boyutlarindan olugsmustur. Kuramsal
arast belirtiler ve cocuk odaklilik evlilik igindeki stresin diger aile iiyelerine
projeksiyonu ile tanimlanmaktadir (Jozefczyk, 2017). Olgek, yakin zamanda
Jozefczyk (2017) tarafindan 300 evli kadin katilimci ile Lehgeye uyarlanmistir.

Caligsmada ii¢ farkli model, dogrulayici faktor analizleri (DFA) yoluyla test edilmistir
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ve bulgular dort faktorlii bir yap1 ortaya koymustur. Esler arasi belirtiler iki boyuta
ayrilmistir (es-onem, fiziksel, duygusal, sosyal islevsellik ve es-yoguniuk; etkiler ve
karsilagilan zorluklar). Cocuk odaklilik tek bir faktorde yer alirken, duygusal kopma
ve evlilik catismasi birlikte tek bir faktor altinda birlesmistir. Cronbach alfa degerleri
boyutlar i¢in .78 ile 91. arasinda degiskenlik gostermistir. Jozefczyk (2017) esler arasi
belirtileri iki boyuta (es-6nem ve es-yogunluk) bélmenin, esler arasindaki belirtilerin
degerlendirilmesinde 6lgegi daha giiclii hale getirdigini varsaymistir. Buna ek olarak,
duygusal kopma ve evlilik ¢atismasi kuramsal olarak Bowen yaklasiminin iki farkl
yapisidir; ¢ilinki, her ikisi de evlilikteki duygusal siireclere odaklanmaktadir. Bununla
birlikte, 6l¢egin Lehge versiyonunda bu yapilar arasinda yiiksek bir kargilikli iliski de
(r =.75, p <0.01) bulunmustur. Jozefczyk (2017) duygusal temas arayis1 pesinde iki
kutuplu bir siireklilik ¢izgisine dikkat gekmektedir. Evlilik ¢atigmalari, bir ugta islevsiz
catisma formlarini (ses ylikselmesi, siddet vb.) temsil ederken, ¢ekirdek ailedeki
duygusal siireglerden duyulan hosnutsuzluk, duygusal mesafe hissine yol acabilmekte
ve esler arasinda bir kaginma tercihi olarak islev gorebilmektedir. Sonug olarak, bu tez
calismasinda arastirmaci, iki ayrt modelin psikometrik 6zelliklerini madde parselleme
yontemiyle incelemeyi se¢mistir. [lk model, Jozefczyk'in (2017) ¢alismasi sonucunda
ortaya ¢ikan model 2 temel alinarak faktor yapisini test etmektir. Jozefczyk (2017),
acimlayict faktor analizi sonucunda elde ettigi Model 2'de evlilik catigmasi ve
duygusal kopmanin birlesimi ile ortaya ¢ikan yeni faktorii 'evlilik iligkisi' olarak
adlandirmay tercih etse de bu faktorler esler arasindaki duygusal temasin islevsiz bir
mekanizmasini  yansittigindan, bu g¢alismada arastirmacilar boyutlar1 esler arasi
belirtiler-onem, esler arasi belirtiler-yogunluk, cocuk odaklilik ve duygusal temas
(evlilik catismasi + duygusal kopma) olarak adlandirmay: tercih etmistir. Orijinal
calismada oldugu gibi, mevcut calismada da sadece kapali uglu Likert tipi sorular
kullanilmistir. Son olarak, arastirmacilar, madde diizeyinde bes faktorlii yapiyr (es-
onem; 6 madde, es-yogunluk; 6 madde, ¢cocuk odaklilik; 8 madde, evlilik doyumu; 7
madde ve duygusal kopma; 6 madde) incelemek igin ikinci bir modeli de denemistir.
Uyarlama ¢alismasi sonucunda, 6l¢gegin Tiirkiye'deki evli bireyler i¢in ¢ekirdek ailede
duygusal siireclerin Ol¢limiinde gecerli ve giivenilir bir arag oldugu sonucuna
varilmigtir. Bununla birlikte, test edilen modeller i¢inde en iyi uyum degerleri model

I’in (es-0nem, es-yogunluk, ¢ocuk odaklilik ve duygusal kopma) test edilmesiyle
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ortaya ¢ikmustir. Olgekten ¢ocuk odaklilik boyutu igin aliabilecek en diisiik puan 8
ve evlilik ¢atismasi i¢in 7°dir. Her iki esler arasi belirtiler (6nem ve yogunluk)
boyutundan alinabilecek en diisiik puan ise 6’dir. Diger taraftan esler arasi belirtiler
(6nem ve yogunluk) ve duygusal kopma boyutlar1 i¢in miimkiin olan en yiiksek puan

30'dur. Cocuk odaklilik i¢in en yiiksek puan 40 ve evlilik ¢atigmasi igin de 35'dir.

Dengeli Biitiinlesme-Ayrisma Olgegi

Olgek, Imamoglu (1998, 2003) tarafindan, bireylerin dengeli biitiinlesme ve ayrisma
diizeylerini degerlendirmek amaciyla, 29 maddeden olusan 5°1i Likert tipi bir dlgek
olarak gelistirilmistir. Olgegin ilk boyutu, 16 maddeden olusan iliskisellik yonelimidir.
Bu boyuttan alinabilecek en diisiikk puan 16 ve en yiiksek puan ise 80’dir. Bu boyuttaki
yiiksek puanlar daha yiiksek bir iliskililik diizeyini ifade eder. Olgegin ikinci boyutu,
13 maddeden olusan 6z-gelisimsel yonelimdir. Bu boyuttan alinabilecek en diisiik
puan 13 ve en yiiksek puan ise 65°dir. Bu boyuttaki yiiksek puanlar, bireylerin 6z
potansiyellerini ve kendilerini gerceklestirme egilimini gosteren, daha yiiksek bir
bireysellesme diizeyini ifade eder. Bu iki ana faktorde kesme noktasi olarak medyan
puanlar kullanilarak 6lcek, her bir boyuttaki yiiksek ve diisiik u¢ noktalarin birlesimi
ile dort alt olgege ayrilabilir: Kopuk-kaliplasmis (dengesiz), kopuk-kendilesmis
(ayrisik), iliskili-kaliplasmis (biitiinlesik) ve iliskili-kendilesmis (dengeli). Universite
ogrencilerinden olusan bir 6rneklemde, 6l¢egin Cronbach alfa degerleri iliskisellik
yonelimi boyutu i¢in .91, 6z-gelisimsel yonelimi boyutu i¢in .74 ve tiim 6lgek i¢in .83
olarak bulunmustur (Imamoglu, 1998). Giindogdu (2007) ise evli bireylerden olusan
bir drneklemde iligkisellik i¢in Cronbach alfa degerlerini .84, 6z-gelisimsel yonelimi
icin .70 ve tiim olcek i¢in .79 olarak bulmustur. Ana calisma kapsaminda 6lgek,
katilimeilarin  benlik kurgularmi degerlendirme amaciyla kullanilmustir. Olgegin
timinin Cronbach alfa degeri .77, McDonalds Omega degeri ise .78 olarak

bulunmustur.
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Iliski Degerlendirme Olgegi

Olgek, iliski/evlilik memnuniyetini degerlendirmek amaciyla, Hendrick (1981)
tarafindan Evlilik Degerlendirme Anketi (MAQ) olarak gelistirilmis ve sonrasinda
romantik iligkiler i¢in de uygulanabilir olmasi amaciyla yeniden diizenlenmistir
(Hendrick, 1988). Olgegin odaginin romantik iliskiler olarak genisletildigi bu
versiyonda, ‘es’ kelimesi ‘partner’ ve ‘evlilik’ kelimesi de ‘iliski’ olarak degistirilerek
dlgegin psikometrik dzellikleri incelenmistir. Olgek 5'i Likert tipindedir ve ikisi ters
kodlanan (4. ve 7. maddeler) toplamda 7 maddeden olusmaktadir. Olgekten alinan
puanlar 7 ile 35 arasinda degismektedir. Yiiksek puanlar daha fazla iligki
memnuniyetini gdstermektedir. Olgek tek faktorlii bir yapiya sahiptir ve bu tek faktor
varyansin %57'sini agiklamaktadir. Olgegin i¢ tutarlilik katsayist Hendrick’in (1988)
calismasinda .86 olarak bulunmustur. Tiirk¢eye uyarlama ¢alismasinda (Curun, 2001)
da tek faktorlii yapt %52 varyans ile tekrarlanmis ve i¢ tutarlilik katsayisi yine .86
olarak bulunmustur. Mevcut calismada bu 6lgek, ana calismadaki katilimcilarin evlilik
doyum diizeylerini degerlendirmek icin kullanilmistir. Olgek igin hem Cronbach alfa
degeri hem de McDonalds Omega degeri .93 olarak bulunmustur.

Kisisel Bilgi Formu

Bu form arastirmaci tarafindan gelistirilerek hem pilot hem de ana calismada
uygulanmistir. Form, katilimcilarin demografik (cinsiyet, yas, medeni durum, egitim
diizeyi) ve iliski bilgilerini (6rnegin evlilik sayisi, uzunlugu, ¢cocuk sayisi, cocuklarin
yaslar1, ¢ocuklarin su anki evliliklerinde dogup dogmadiklari) iceren sorulardan

olusmustur.

2.4 Calismanin Simirhliklar:

Bu c¢alismada katilimcilari belirlemek igin kolay ulasilabilir 6rnekleme yontemi
kullanildigindan ¢aligsma bulgulariin genellenebilirligi sinirlilik tasimaktadir. Bunun
yaninda, iligkisel bir ¢alisma olmasindan dolayi degiskenler arasinda neden sonug

iligkisi elde edilememektedir. Ayrica, kesitsel bir ¢aligma olmasi, yine degiskenler
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arasindaki nedensellige iliskin ¢ikarimlart miimkiin kilmamaktadir. Bu ¢alismadaki
Olceklerin yapisinin 0z bildirime dayali olmasi da bir baska siirliliktir. Ayrica,
bireylerin gekirdek aile duygusal siireglerine iliskin deneyimlerini daha derinlemesine
anlayabilmek i¢in katilimcilarin eslerinden ve koken aile {iiyelerinden (benlik
ayrimlagsmasinin bi¢cimlendigi baglam olmasi nedeniyle) veri toplanamamis olmasi da
bir diger sinirliliktir. Son olarak, katilimcilar arasindaki cinsiyet (genellikle erkek
katilimcilarin ¢alisgmaya katilma konusundaki isteksizlikleri nedeniyle) ve egitim
diizeyi (yiiksek egitimli) dagilimindaki dengesizlik de sonuglarin genellenebilirligi

acisindan siirlilik olarak degerlendirilmektedir.

2.4 Veri Analizi

Arastirmada ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siirecler, benlik kurgular1 ve evlilik doyumu
arasindaki iliskilerin belirlenebilmesi amaciyla olusturulan kuramsal modelin Yapisal
Esitlik Modellemesi (YEM) ile analizi AMOS 21 (Arbuckle, 2012) ve JASP Team
(2019) programlari kullanilarak, oncesinde de gerekli varsayimlarin kontrolii

saglanarak test edilmistir.

3. Bulgular

Betimsel analiz sonuglari, 6rneklemin 6z-gelisimsel yonelime gore daha yiiksek
diizeyde iliskisellik yonelimi tagidigini gostermistir. Calisma degiskenleri arasindaki
iki degiskenli korelasyonlar biiyiik Ol¢lide anlamli sonuglar ortaya koymustur.
Bununla birlikte, beklentilerin aksine, 0z-gelisimsel yonelim modeldeki higbir
degiskenle anlamli bir korelasyon iiretememistir. Cinsiyetin evlilik doyumu tizerindeki
etkisi onemli bir faktor olarak degerlendirilmis ve cinsiyet farkliliginin incelenmesine
yonelik ¢oklu-grup dogrulayici faktor analizi uygulanmigtir. Sonuglar cinsiyete gore
modelin Ol¢lim degismezliginin saglandigm1 (A CFI ve A TLI <.01) ortaya
koydugundan onerilen yapisal modelin test edilmesine tek gruplu yapisal model testi

ile devam edilmesine karar verilmistir.
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Dogrudan etkiler incelendiginde, sadece es-6nem (f = .15, p <.01) ve duygusal temas
(B =-. 45, p <.01) degiskenlerinin iliskisellik yonelimi (araci degisken) iizerinde
dogrudan etkisi istatiksel olarak anlamli bulunmustur. Es-yogunluk (5 = .05, p> .05)
ve ¢ocuk odaklilik (# =-. 05, p> .05) degiskenlerinin iliskisellik yonelimi tizerinde
dogrudan etkisi istatiksel olarak anlamli degildir. Bununla birlikte, 6z-gelisimsel
yonelim (aract degisken) tizerinde higbir degiskenin etkisi istatiksel olarak anlamli
bulunmamustir: es-énem (S =-. 05, p> .05), es -yogunluk (# =-. 06, p> .05), ¢cocuk
odaklilik (8 = .12, p> .05) ve duygusal temas (8 = .16, p> .05). Iliskisellik yonelimi
aract degiskeninin, 6z-gelisimsel yonelim (aract degisken) degiskenine dogrudan
etkisi de istatiksel olarak anlamli bulunmustur (f = .36, p <.01). Aract degiskenlerin
evlilik doyumu iizerindeki dogrudan etkileri de istatiksel olarak anlamli olup,
iliskisellik yonelimi i¢in negatif (# =-. 08, p <.01) ve 6z-gelisimsel yonelim igin de
pozitif (8 = .09, p <.01) bir etki bulunmustur. I¢sel degiskenlerden es-6nem (5 = .11,
p <.01) ve duygusal temas (5 =-. 83, p <.01) degiskenlerinin evlilik doyumu iizerindeki
dogrudan etkileri istatistiksel olarak anlamlidir. Bununla birlikte, es-yogunluk (5 = .04,
p> .05) ve ¢ocuga odaklanma (f = .01, p> .05) degiskenlerinin evlilik doyumu

tizerindeki dogrudan etkileri istatistiksel olarak anlamlidir

Dolayl etkiler incelendiginde, es-6nem (5 = .08, p <.05) ve duygusal temas (8 =-. 07,
p <.01) degiskenlerinin iligkisellik yonelimi aracililigiyla evlilik doyumu tizerindeki
dolayli etkileri istatistiksel olarak anlamli olarak bulunmustur. Es-yogunluk (4 = .02,
p> .05) ve ¢ocuk odaklilik (5 =-. 01, p> .05) degiskenlerinin iliskisellik yonelimi
aracililigryla evlilik doyumu tizerindeki dolayli etkileri ise istatistiksel olarak anlamli
degildir. ilging bir sekilde, istatistiksel olarak hicbir degisken iizerinde anlamli
dogrudan etkisi bulunmamasina ragmen, ¢ocuk odakliik (f =-. 02, p <.05)
degiskeninin 6z-gelisimsel yonelim aracililigiyla evlilik doyumu {izerindeki dolayl
etkisi istatistiksel olarak anlamli bulunmustur. Es-yogunluk (8 = .02, p> .05), ¢cocuk
odaklilik (8 =-. 01, p> .05) ve duygusal temas (5 =-. 02, p> .05) degiskenlerinin 6z-
gelisimsel yonelim aracililigiyla evlilik doyumu {izerindeki dolayli etkileri ise
istatistiksel olarak anlamli degildir. Son olarak, duygusal temas ve evlilik doyumu
arasindaki iliski, iliskisellik ve 6z-gelisimsel yonelimlerin dolayli araciligiyla (birlikte)

istatistiksel olarak anlamli ve pozitif bulunmustur (f = .02, p <.05). Coklu korelasyon
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katsayilari, ¢ekirdek aile duygusal siire¢ degiskenlerinin ve benlik kurgularinin, evlilik

doyumundaki varyansin %84'inii agikladigini ortaya koymustur.

4. Tartisma

4.1 Dogrudan Etkilerin Tartisiimasi

Es-6nem ve es-yogunluk, her ne kadar kuramsal olarak ortiisen yapilar olsa da bu
calisma kapsaminda (Polonya versiyonu temel alindiginda) ayr1 degiskenler olarak
kullanilmistir. Bununla birlikte, esler arasi1 belirtilerden sadece es-6neminin, evlilik
doyumu ve iligkisel yonelime (arac1) dogrudan etkisi bulunmustur. Ote yandan, es-
yogunlugun ne evlilik doyumuna ne de iliskisel yonelime dogrudan ve anlamli bir
etkisi olmamistir. Eslerde islevsellik ile ilgili belirtiler arttiginda (es-onemi), evlilik
doyumunun da arttig1 goriilmiistiir. Bu bulgularin, Kerr ve Bowen (1988) tarafindan
da ifade edildigi gibi, her iki esin de esit derecede farklilasmamis oldugunun ve bir
esin daha bagimli ve islevsiz hale gelmesi pahasina uyumu korumaya devam etmeye
calismasinin bir sonucu olabilecegi diisliniilmiistiir. Dolayisiyla bu bulgu esler
arasinda i¢ ice gegmis ikili bir iligki Oriintiisiine isaret ediyor olabilir. Eglerden birinin
alttan alic1 pozisyonu/kendinden feragati veya ¢ok daha fazla sorumluluk (iligkideki
dengenin siirdiiriilebilmesi amaciyla daha fazla caba gosteren taraf olmak) aliyor
olmasi iligkide fiziksel, duygusal ve sosyal belirtiler gelismesine neden olabilmektedir;
¢iinkii kaygi ancak bir noktaya kadar bu yolla tolere edilebilmektedir (Kerr ve Bowen,
1988).

Boyle bir oriintii, bir yandan da evlilik problemlerini gérmezden gelmek anlamina
gelmektedir (Haley, 2017). Bu ig ice gegmis iliski bigimi, eslerdeki belirtilerle iligkili
olarak 'sahte benlik' kavrami (Bowen, 1976) ile agiklanabilir. Koken ailedeki
deneyimler sonucunda gelistirilen sahte benlik, iliskilerde eslerin kendilerinden
feragat etmeyi tercih etmeye baslamalar1 veya diger esin degismesi talebiyle yakin

iliskilere genellestirilir (Bowen, 1978).
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Benzer bir sekilde, 'sahte yakinlik' (Orlofsky, Marcia ve Lesser, 1973), bireyin
kendisini iligskiye derinlemesine adamadaki basarisizligi anlamina gelmektedir. Sahte-
yakinlik i¢indeki esler, otantik ve gercek bir iliski duygusuna sahip olmamalarina
ragmen, cesitli nedenlerle evliliklerini siirdiirmeyi tercih edebilirler (Waring, 2016).
Bu sahte yakinligi, 6rnegin, eslerin biyolojik nedenleri olmamasina ragmen fiziksel
yakinmalarimin (semptomlar) oldugu ve bir yandan da iliskilerini tatmin edici ya da
catismadan bagimsiz olarak algiladiklari iliskiler baglaminda degerlendirmek de
miimkiindiir. Bir bakima esler, fiziksel, sosyal ve giinliik isleyislerine iliskin belirtileri,
yasadiklar1 ciddi duygusal giigliiklerle ve evliliklerinde karsilagtiklart problemlerle
basa ¢ikma yontemi (sahte bir yakinlik hissiyle) olarak goriiyor olabilirler (Waring,
1983). Ciftler evlilikleri sirasinda iliskilerine dair sorunlar yagsamaktadirlar, ancak asil
mesele sorunlarin iistesinden gelmek icin kullandiklari bas etme yontemleri gibi
goriinmektedir. Ornegin, 6fke ve ¢atisma birgok gii¢ miicadelesinin kaynagidir ve bu
sorunlarla bas etmeyi (0zellikle yeni evliliklerde) ertelemek yerine yilizlesmek
gerekmektedir (Gottman, 1995). Dolayisiyla, yakin iliskilerde belirtilerin (fiziksel,
duygusal, sosyal vb.) nedenleri daha iyi anlasildiginda, es-6nem ve evlilik doyumu
arasindaki pozitif iliski de anlamli bir hale gelmektedir. Ornegin, Flor, Turk ve Scholz
(1987) kronik agr1 hastalarini, eslerini ve bir kontrol grubunu karsilagtirmistir.
Calismanin amaci, kronik hastaligin evlilik doyumu tizerindeki etkilerini arastirmaktir.
Sonuglar, evlilik uyumu ile genel agr diizeyleri arasinda pozitif bir iligki oldugunu
gostermistir. Ayrica, bu hastalar daha yiiksek depresif duygu durum diizeylerinde daha
fazla agri bildirmistir. Bulgular, agri semptomlarmin hastalar ve esleri (ikili

iliskilerinde) igin sorunlariyla basa ¢ikma bi¢imi oldugu yoniinde degerlendirilmistir.

Bu c¢alismada, duygusal temas (duygusal kopma + evlilik c¢atigmasi), evlilik
doyumunun en gii¢lii yordayicisi olarak bulunmustur. Evli bireyler duygusal temasin
islevsiz Oriintlistine daha az maruz kaldiklarinda daha fazla evlilik doyumu rapor
etmislerdir. Bu bulgu, duygusal kopmanin evlilik doyumunun énemli bir yordayicisi
oldugunu gésteren dnceki ¢alismalarin bulgulariyla benzerdir. Ornegin, Peleg (2008)
evliliklerinin ¢esitli asamalarinda bulunan giftlerle yaptigi ¢alismasinda duygusal
kopma ve evlilik memnuniyeti arasinda negatif bir iliski bulmustur. Benzer sekilde,

daha az duygusal tepkisellik ve duygusal kopma yasayan evli bireyler daha ytiksek
183



benlik ayrimlasmasi bildirmisler ve daha fazla iliski doyumu yasamislardir (Skowron
ve Friedlander, 1998). Duygusal temas, kronik kayginin hem c¢atismayr hem de
duygusal mesafeyi yogun bir sekilde besledigi yakinlik arayisinin iki ucunu
yansitmaktadir. Bu nedenle, duygusal temas arayis1 olarak evlilik catigmasi ve
duygusal kopma, eslerin kendi iligkilerine 6zgii iliskisel sorunlarinin altinda yatan
sorunlar iizerinde ¢caba gOstermeleri gereken farkli yapilar haline gelir, aksi takdirde

evlilik doyumlarinda azalma riski vardir.

4.2 Dolayh Etkilerin Tartisiimasi

Calismanin dikkat ¢ekici sonucglardan biri, ¢ocuk odaklilik ve evlilik doyumu
arasindaki iligkinin 6z-gelisimsel yoOnelimin tam araciligiyla agiklanmasidir.
Calismanin bulgulari, eslerin daha az ¢ocuk odaklilik deneyimledikleri aile
baglamlarinda kendi 6z-gelisimsel potansiyellerini daha fazla gergeklestirdigini ve
daha fazla evlilik doyumu yasadiklarin1 gostermektedir. Cocuk odaklilik ‘asir
koruyuculuk’, ‘cocuklar iizerine ¢ok fazla odaklanma’ ve ‘cocuklarla ilgili konularin
esler arasinda ¢atisma sebebi olmasi’ gibi bilesenleri igerir. Bu siire¢ler kuramsal
olarak ¢ocuklarin aile iiggenlesmesindeki (cocuklarla ilgili konulara odaklanilarak
kronik evlilik ¢atigmalarmin goz ardi edilmesi) konumlariyla iliskilendirilebilir.
Calisma (Olcegin faktor yapisina iligkin) bulgular1 da ¢ocuk odaklilik boyutunun,
cocuklarla ilgili konularin evlilik c¢atismasina neden olmasiyla daha fazla
iliskilendirildigini gostermektedir. Bu nedenle, bu bulgu Tiirk aile yapisi ve ¢ocuk

yetistirme bi¢imleri agisindan tartisildiginda daha anlasilir olacaktir.

Cocuk yetistirme bigimleri s6z konusu oldugunda, ii¢ kusak geleneksel ve modern
(kentsel) orta smf Tirk aileleri arasinda hala bazi ortak faktorler oldugu
diistiniilmektedir. En gdze ¢arpan giincel egilimlerden biri; cocuklarin ¢ok daha fazla
bireysellik i¢in tesvik edilirken, ailenin bu bireysellikten daha 6nemli olduguna iligkin
vurgunun da devam ediyor olmasidir (Sunar, 2002). Ebeveynlerin disiplin
uygulamalar1 da kirsal, geleneksel ve kentlesmis 1yi egitimli Tirk aileleri arasinda
degiskenlik gostermektedir. Ornegin, kirsal kesimdeki Tiirk annelerin ¢ocuklarinda

gormek istedikleri en dnemli 6zellik itaatkarliktir. Bununla birlikte, kentsel orta ve tist
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siiflarda daha demokratik ebeveyn tutumlari ve daha az fiziksel cezalar goriilmektedir

(Fisek, 1982; Kagit¢ibasi, Sunar ve Bekman, 1988, 2001).

Geleneksel aileler daha fazla tutarsiz disiplin yontemleri kullanirken (Helling, 1996;
Olson, 1982), kentsel Tiirk ailelerinin de aile i¢inde iyi tanimlanmis sinirlar ve kurallar
koymakta zorlandiklar1 gériilmektedir (Sunar, 2002). Bu nedenle de Tiirk ailelerinin
cocuk yetistirme pratikleri agisindan kafa karisikliklar1 yasadiklar1 degerlendirilebilir.
Tirk ebeveynlerin bu kafa karistiric1 ve gegirgen disiplin tutumlari, aile iyeleri
arasinda daha fazla duygusal bagimlilik ortaya ¢ikarabilmektedir. Aile
bireylerinin/digerlerinin  beklentileri daha fazla normatif kaliplar haline
gelebilmektedir (Sunar ve Fisek, 2005). Kentli Tiirk ailelerinin ¢ocuklariyla daha az
kusaklar arasi hiyerarsik sinirlara sahip olma cabalari, yakinlik, baglilik, 6zerklik,
kontrol vb. siiregleri dengeli bir bigimde siirdiirmede giiglik g¢ekmeleri ile
neticelenebilmektedir. Bu dengesizlik ise siklikla evlilik/aile c¢atigsmalarina yol
acabilmektedir (Fisek ve Scherler, 1996).

Bu ¢aligma, kendilerini ¢ok daha bireyci bir aile baglaminda tanimlamanin ve gocuk
odaklhliktan kaginmanin bir sonucu olarak ebeveynlerin evliliklerinden de daha fazla
doyum sagladiklarimi ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Katilimcilarin (mevcut 6rneklemdeki)
evlilikleri (duygusal temas, eslerdeki belirtiler) s6z konusu oldugunda, iliskisellik

yonelimiyle (benlik kurgusu) kendiliklerini tanimlamayi tercih ettikleri goriilmektedir.

Ote yandan, aym1 katilimcilar, ¢ocuklartyla ilgili konular giindeme geldiginde sosyal
(veya koken ailelerin) beklentilerin (referans noktasi olarak) etkisi altinda kalmadan,
kisinin 6z-potansiyelini gerceklestirmesine yonelik daha bireyci kaliplar1 vurgulamay1
tercih etmektedirler. Duygusal bagimlilik, daha fazla bir bireyci yaklasimin ve 6z-
gelisimsel yonelimin Onilindeki engellerden biri olarak goriinmektedir. Kentli
ebeveynler kendilerini (cocuk yetistirmede) daha bireyci bir yonelimle tanimlamaya
caligsalar da bir¢ogunun iligkisellik yoneliminin egemen oldugu bir baglam i¢inde
biiytidiikleri varsayilabilir. Bu nedenle, oOnlerinde (ge¢mis deneyimlerinde)

gozlemleyebilecekleri herhangi rol modelleri olmadigindan (Sunar ve Fisek, 2005)
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daha bireyci bir yaklasimla (ebeveynliklerinde) ¢ocuk yetistirme konusunda

zorlandiklar diistiniilebilir.

Yine de (literatiire uygun olarak) kendilerini daha bireyci bir yonelimle tanimlayan
kentli Tiirk ebeveynlerinin daha fazla evlilik doyumu yasadiklar1 goriilmektedir.
Katilimcilar, ¢ocuk odakli tutumda azalmanin sonucu olarak, kendi potansiyellerini
daha fazla gerceklestirebileceklerinin de daha fazla farkina varmis olabilirler. Sonug
olarak, katilimcilar evliliklerinde (duygusal temas ve eslerdeki belirtiler) iliskisellik
yonelimiyle kendiliklerini tanimlamayi tercih ederken, ¢ocuklari s6z konusu
oldugunda sosyal beklentilerin 6tesine gecerek daha bireyci bir yonelimi vurgulamay1

tercih etmislerdir.

Bunun yaninda, es-6nemi ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki pozitif iliski iliskisellik
yoneliminin (benlik kurgusu) modele dahil edilmesi ile daha da pekismistir. Tliskisellik
yoneliminin araci etkisi, es-6nemi ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki (pozitif) iligskinin
yoniinli de degistirmemistir, yine de bu dolayli etki marjinal olarak anlamhdir ve
dikkatle yorumlanmasi gerekir. Buna gore, eslerin iligkileriyle ilgili sorunlarinin
istesinden gelmek igin gelistirdikleri belirtiler (fiziksel, duygusal, sosyal ve giinliik
isleyis) iliskisellik yoneliminin hakim oldugu aile/evlilik baglaminda daha belirgin bir
hale gelebilmektedir.

Duygusal temasin evlilik doyumu {izerindeki dogrudan etkisi de benzer bir sekilde
iligkisellik yoneliminin modele dahil olmasiyla pekismistir ve duygusal temas ile
evlilik doyumu (dogrudan etki) arasindaki (negatif) iliskinin yonii degismemistir.
Boyle bir oriintii, bu ¢alismada diisiik diizey bir benlik ayrismasimi giiglii bir sekilde
ifade etmektedir. Bu durum, iliskiselligin ve duygusal olarak birbirine bagimliligin 6n
plana ¢iktig1 bir kiiltiirde yetisen bireyler (katilimeilar) i¢in (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985, 1990,
1996) beklenmedik degildir. Cocugun degeri, iliskisellik yonelimi ile ilgili olarak,
kentli Tiirk ailelerindeki en belirgin kiiltiirel uygulamalardan biridir. Ornegin, kiz
cocuklarimin erkeklere gore daha fazla tercih edilmeye baslanmasinin nedeni, ileriye
doniik bir duygusal destek beklentisinden ve annelerin yasliliklar1 i¢in kizlarin

giivence olarak goriiyor olmalarindan kaynaklaniyor goériilmektedir (Ataca ve Sunar,
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1999). Ayrica, kisisel o6zerklik, Tiirk ailesi baglaminda daha az 6nemliyken (Fisek,
1982; Levi, 1994) i¢ ice gecmis iliski orilintiileri Tiirk aileleri i¢in bir norm olarak kabul
edilmektedir (Sunar ve Fisek, 2005). Kentli ebeveynlerin, nesiller arasi hiyerarsik
smirlarin daha az oldugu daha bireyci bir yonelime uyum saglamalarindaki zorluk,
daha once belirtildigi gibi, evlilik catismalarina da yol agabilmektedir (Fisek ve
Scherler, 1996). Bu ¢alismanin bulgulari, bu baglamda, duygusal kopma ve evlilik
catigmas1 gibi islevsiz Orlintiilerin, iyi egitimli, orta smif evli bireyler icin dikkate
alinmasi gereken risk faktorleri oldugunu ortaya koymustur. Bununla birlikte, 6z-
gelisimsel yonelimin (benlik kurgusu); duygusal temas ve evlilik doyumu arasindaki
iliskiyi iliskisellik yoneliminin (benlik kurgusu) araci roliiyle inceleyen yola (analize)
dahil edilmesiyle iligkinin yonii de (negatiften pozitife dogru) degismistir. Bu durum,
evli bireylerin kendi 6z potansiyellerini gergeklestirme ¢abasindayken (bireyci
yonelim) daha tatmin edici evlilik iligkilerine dogru bir egilim gosterdikleri anlamina

gelmektedir.

Kuramsal olarak, her iki benlik kurgusunun katilimcilarin yiiksek diizeyde benlik
ayrimlagsmasi ortaya koyabilmeleri i¢in tamamlayici bir rol oynamalar1 beklenebilir.
Bu durum, 6z-gelisimsel ve iliskisellik yonelimlerinin birlikte dengeli ve tamamlayici
yapilar olduklar1 fikriyle de tutarhdir (Imamoglu, 2003). Bununla birlikte, mevcut
orneklemdeki bu bulgu, (daha 6nce de deginildigi gibi) iliskilerde sahte-benlik (Kerr
& Bowen, 1988) ya da sahte-yakinlik (Orlofsky, Marcia & Lesser, 1973) oriintiilerine
isaret etmekte ve 'benlik' taniminin Tiirk kiiltliri merceginden yeniden ele alinmasin
gerekli kilmaktadir. Tiirkiye’de bireyler, iliskisel ve duygusal olarak birbirine bagiml
bir kiiltiiriin pargast olarak yetismektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985, 1990, 1996). Kentli
bireyler arasinda, yakin iliskilerin siirdiiriilmesiyle birlikte daha ¢ok bireysellesme
yoniinde de bir egilim bulunmaktadir (Imamoglu, 1987). Kusaklar arasi hiyerarsi,
duygusal yakinligin siirdiiriilmesi i¢in bir tehdit olarak goriilmemektedir (Kagit¢ibas,
2007). Daha ileri kanitlara ihtiya¢ duyulmasina ragmen, ayni baglamda hem
bireysellesme hem de iliskisellik yoneliminin varligi, evlilik iligkilerinde potansiyel

olarak sahte benlik riski tagiyabilir.
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Bu, her iki esin de diisiik benlik ayrimlagmasi sergiledikleri ve kaginilmaz olarak sahte
benlik ile i¢ ice ge¢mis bir iliskiye isaret etmektedir. I¢ ice gegme (fiizyon) iliskide
yliziinlii gostermeye basladiginda ise kaygi bu oOriintliyli takip etmekte ve esler
genellikle kaygiyr Onlemek i¢in aralarina duygusal bir mesafe koymay1 tercih

etmektedirler.

Sonu¢ olarak, kendilerini daha bireyci bir yonelimle tanimlamaya baslayan
katilimcilarin daha ¢ok evlilik ¢atismasi ve duygusal kopmaya neden olan kiiltiirel
etkenlere (duygusal baglilik, es baskist vb) maruz kalmalari da muhtemel
goriinmektedir. Boylece, daha fazla bireysellesme talebi, kayginin goz ardi edildigi,
iligkisellik baglaminda sahte bir bireysellesme egilimi ile sonuglanabilir. Tiim bulgular
birlikte ele alindiginda, bireyci yonelimin kadin katilimcilara (daha ¢ok) ait bir ¢aba
oldugu da soOylenebilir (katilimcilar arasinda her iki benlik kurgusu ortalamalar
kadinlarda erkeklerden daha yiiksekti ve her iki yonelim arasindaki iliski sadece

kadinlar i¢in 6nemliydi).

Adaptasyon galismalari (Pilot ve ana ¢alisma), Aile Dizimi Gorlisme Formunun (FGI)
Tirk kiiltiiri i¢cin gecerli ve giivenilir bir 6lgme aract oldugunu ortaya koymustur.
Bununla birlikte, pilot ¢alisma sonuglari 6l¢egin faktdr yapisinin orijinalinden farkl
oldugunu ve Polonya versiyonuyla benzer 6zellikler gosterdigini ortaya koymustur.
Bulgulara gore, duygusal temas (duygusal kopma + evlilik catigsmasi) alt 6lgegi, tiim
alt olgekler arasinda en yiiksek faktor yiiklerine ve giivenilirlik katsayisina sahip
boyuttur. Faktor analizleri, 6l¢egin Polonya versiyonunda oldugu gibi, evlilik
catismasi ve duygusal kopma alt 6l¢eklerinin, Tiirk 6rneklemi tarafindan da tek bir
boyut (duygusal temas) olarak algilandigini ortaya koymustur. Olgegin en zayif boyutu
olan ¢ocuk odaklilik alt 6l¢eginde diisiik faktor yiikleri nedeniyle disarida birakilan
(Model 2) maddelerin ‘asir1 koruyucu olma’ ve ‘gereginden fazla iistiine diisme’
tutumlariyla ilgili oldugu goriilmiistiir. Bu yapinin nedeni, katilimcilarin kiiltiirel arka
planlar1 ve diinya goriisleri ile ilgili olabilir. Cocuk yetistirme uygulamalari ile ilgili
olarak, katilimcilar bu maddeleri beklendigi gibi semptomatik veya islevsiz tutumlar

olarak algilamamis olabilirler.
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4.3 Gelecekteki Calismalar icin Oneriler

Tiirkiye'de Bowen yaklasimini evlilik baglaminda inceleyen arastirmalar siklikla
kiiltirel degiskenlere atifta bulunmuslardir. Bu c¢alismalar, o6zellikle benlik
ayrimlagsmasimin  farkli  sosyo-kiiltiirel — gruplardaki  kiiltirel — gecerliliginin
incelenmesinde alanyazina katkida bulunmustur. Bununla birlikte, aile odakli
yaklasimlarin  kiiltiirel gecerliliklerinin  anlagilmasinin  yalmizca (gesitli) grup
farkliliklarinin bilinmesinden daha fazlasini gerektirdigi yoniindedir. Daha genis bir
perspektif sunmasi adina, kiiltirel psikoloji kavramlarinin da arastirma sorularina
entegre edilmesi gerekliligi vurgulanmaktadir (Erdem ve Safi, 2018,). Bu ¢aligsma,
Bowen yaklagimi kavramlarindan ¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siiregleri kiiltiirel bir bakis
acisiyla ele almayr amaglamistir. Buradaki kiiltiirel mercekler, dengeli biitiinlesme
ayrismay1 ifade eden kiiltiirel yapilarin ¢aligmaya dahil edilmesi olarak ifade
edilmistir. Bulgular, cekirdek aile duygusal siireclerinin hem bireyci hem de
toplulukgu 6zelliklere sahip bir 6rneklemde nasil deneyimlendigini ortaya ¢ikarmasi
bakimindan dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu yoniiyle ¢alisma, bireyci bir yapiy1 yansitan ¢ekirdek
aile duygusal siireclerinin, Tiirk kiltlirii temel alinarak gelistirilmis olan benlik
kurgular1 perspektifinden bir model ¢ercevesinde incelendigi ilk ¢alismadir. Calisma
kapsaminda olusturulan model, Tiirk kiiltiiriinde cekirdek ailelerin sahip oldugu
sagliksiz iliski Orlintiilerinin anlagilmasinda uygulamaya doniik onemli bulgular

saglamistir.

Bu ¢alisma, Aile Dizimi Goriisme Formunu Tiirk¢eye uyarlamak ve evli bireylerdeki
psikometrik 6zellikleri incelemek i¢in yapilan ilk girisimdir. Bununla birlikte, sonuglar
orijinalinden farkli yeni bir faktor yapisinin ortaya koymustur. Bu faktor yapisi,
Olcegin Polonya versiyonuyla (Jozefczyk, 2017) daha tutarlidir ve daha iyi model
uyum sonuglari iiretmistir. Orijinal ¢alismanin aksine, cocuk odaklilik boyutu kabul
edilebilir bir giivenirlik puan1 ortaya ¢ikarmis ve zayif faktdr yapisina ragmen mevcut
calismada analizlere dahil edilmistir. Bununla birlikte, bu boyuttaki 6gelerin Tiirk
kiltiirii i¢in 'cocukla ilgili konulardaki evlilik catigmalari' {izerine yogunlasarak

yeniden diizenlenmesi veya yeni bir 6lgek gelistirilmesi onerilmektedir.
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Calismanin bulgulari, uygulamacilar ve alan uzmanlari i¢in de 6nemli bir nitelik
tasimaktadir. Bu baglamda, aile danismanlar1 uygulamalarinda, ¢ekirdek ailelerdeki
sagliksi1z etkilesim oriintiileri (esler arasi belirtiler, ¢ocuk odaklilik ve duygusal temas)
ve daniganlarinin benlik yonelimleri izerinde durarak yakin iliskilerin niteligine iliskin
degerlendirmeler yapabilirler. Bu amagcla, her ne kadar nitel yonii bu ¢alismaya dahil
edilmemis olsa da Aile Dizimi Gorisme Formu, ¢ekirdek ailelerdeki bu sagliksiz
etkilesim oriintilerinin iki boyutlu (nicel ve nitelik) olarak degerlendirilmesinde ve
terapotik siirecin planlanmasinda kullanilabilir. Olgegin, Tiirk kiiltiiriinde orijinalinden
farklilasan faktor yapisinin, psikometrik Ozelliklerinin test edilmesiyle birlikte

kullaniminin daha islevsel olmasi saglanmistir.

Gelecek calismalar ig¢in sunulabilecek en onemli Onerilerden biri, ¢ekirdek aile
duygusal siireglerinin degerlendirilmesinde arastirmacilarin, ¢ekirdek aileye ek olarak
Tiirkiye'deki koken aile duygusal siireglerini arastirmalaria dahil edebilecekleridir.
Bagka bir secenek de Tiirk kiiltiirel baglamin1 gz 6niinde bulundurarak ¢ekirdek aile
duygusal siireclerini 6lgen yeni bir Olcek gelistirmek olabilir. Boyle bir ¢abanin
¢ekirdek ailede duygusal siireclerin evlilik doyumunu nasil etkiledigi konusunda daha
derinlemesine bilgiler saglayacag diisiiniilmektedir. Bulgularin genellenebilirligi
acisindan, bu calismadaki 6rneklem, Tirkiye'deki ¢esitli metropol sehirlerinden evli
katilimcilardan olugsmakta ve ¢ogu veri giiniimiiz Tirk ailelerini temsil eden yiiksek
egitimli bir profili temsil etmektedir. Katilimcilarin bu profili, evlilik etkilesimlerinde
daha modern ve esitlik¢i bakis agilarina gegisi yansitan cekirdek aile duygusal
slireglerinde daha fazla bireysellesme ile sonuglanabilir. Bu nedenle, gelecekteki
calismalarda, arastirmacilarin ¢aligmalarini farkli sosyo-ekonomik ve egitim diizeyleri
de dahil olmak iizere daha temsili 6rneklemlerle yiiriitmeleri 6nerilmektedir. Ayrica,
gelecekteki galismalarda, arastirmacilar daha derinlemesine bulgular elde edebilmek

icin eslerin her ikisinden ve ¢ocuklardan da veri toplamayi tercih edebilirler.
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