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ABSTRACT

THE RELATIONSHIP AMONG
ATTACHMENT STYLE, AFFECT REGULATION, PSYCHOLOGICAL
DISTRESS
AND

MENTAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE RELATIONAL WORLD

Ruganci, Ruhsar Neslihan
PhD., Department of Psychology

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Tulin Geng6z

February 2008, 271 pages

In this study interpersonal world of the individual was tried to be
conceived with its cognitive and affective domain. Two Studies were
carried out. In the first study, adaptation of the Difficulty of Emotion
Regulation Scale (DERS) developed by Gratz & Roemer (2004), into
Turkish was carried out. Additionally, the relation of secure (Ss),
dismissing (Ds), preoccupied (Ps), fearful (Fs) and mixed insecure
attachment styles with emotion regulation, and the mediator role of the
emotion regulation in the association between each attachment style

and psychological distress were analyzed, the results of which were
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also expected to serve for the strength of the validity of Turkish version .
As a result of Study |, Turkish version of DERS was established with
considerable reliability regarding alpha coefficient, test-retest and split-
half reliabilities. Aapproximately similar factor structure with the original
version indicating Construct Validity , as an indication of Concurrent
Validity DERS and its subscales displayed significant relation with
psychological symptoms, and DERS differentiated high and low distress
level regarding Criterion Validity. Additionally, Ss were displayed
significantly better emotion regulation in general compared to three
insecure categories (i.e., except Ds but including Ps, Fs, Mixed
insecures), and Ss significantly differed from total insecures in terms of
every strategy of emotion regulation as well . Furthermore,
psychological distress and Ss, Ps, Fs, (but not Ds) relationship were
mediated by emotion regulation. These results were providing
additional support for the validity of the Turkish version of DERS. In the
second study, possible Clinical and Control Group differences were
investigated through comparing the secure, insecure attachment styles
of the participants in relation to emotion regulation, psychological
distress and their personal construct system regarding the internal
representation of self and significant others. Again, mediation of
emotion regulation in the association between attachment style and
psychological distress were examined both in Clinical and Control
Group. Results revealed that Clinical Group had more difficulty to
regulate their emotions, except awareness skill and had more

psychological distress compared to Control Group. The strength of Ss
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was displayed with better emotion regulation and less psychological
distress even in Clinical Group compared to insecure attachment styles.
Effective emotion regulation, as a mediator was associated to low level
of psychological distress for Ss, while problem in emotion regulation as
a mediator was associated to high level of psychological distress for
insecure attachment style both in Clinical and Control Group.
Additionally, Ss seemed to integrate the ‘positives’ and ‘negatives’ into
‘self and ‘others’ rather than splitting and have better cognitive
complexity or multi-dimensional view besides more infegrated system
compared to insecure attachment styles. Results were discussed
considering the promising efficiency of instruments that can be used in
Clinical Psychology research and considering the implications regarding

the prevention and intervention in Clinical practice.

Key Words: emotion regulation, attachment style, psychological

distress, repertory grid test
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BAGLANMA BiCiMi, DUYGU REGULASYONU, PSIKOLOJIK
RAHATSIZLIK
VE

ILISKISEL DUNYANIN ZIHINSEL YAPILANMASI ARASINDAKI ILISKI

Ruganci, Ruhsar Neslihan
Doktora, Psikoloji Bolimu

Tez Danismani: Dog. Dr. Tulin Geng6z

Subat 2008, 271 sayfa

Bu calismada, bireyin kigilerarasi diinyasi, bu dinyanin biligsel
ve duygulanim dizeyindeki yansimalariyla degerlendiriimeye
calisiimistir. Bu baglamda iki ayri calisma yapilmistir. ilk ¢alismada:
Duygu Regiilasyon Zorlugu Olgedi (DERS) nin Tiirkge
standardizasyonu gergeklestiriimis ve bu Turkge versiyonla Duygu
Reglilasyonu becerisi ile, Glivenli Baglanma, Kayitsiz Baglanma,
Kaygili Baglanma, Korkulu Baglanma ve Karsik Glivensiz Baglanma
arasindaki iligki calisiimigtir. Ayrica, Baglanma Bigimi ve Psikolojik
Sorun arasindaki iliskide Duygu Regtilasyonun Araci (Mediator) rolu
arastinimistir.  Calisma 1’in sonuglarina gére, DERS’in Turkge

versiyonu, testin butlininun alfa degeri, test-tekrar test korelayonu ve iki
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yarim givenirligi agisindan dikkate deger bir guvenirlik gostermistir.
DERS, yapi gegerligine isaret eden yaklasik orijinalinin ayni faktor
yapisiyla, es zaman gecerlige isaret eden dOlgegin geneli ve alt
Olceklerin pskilojik belirtilerle anlamli iligki gostermesiyle ve &l¢dit
gecerlige isaret eden yuksek ve dusuk psikolojik belirtiye sahip
gruplarin duygu regulasyonunu anlamli bigimde ayird etmesiyle dikkate
deger gecerlige sahip oldugu tespit edilmigtir. Ayrica, Glvenli
Baglanmaya sahip oldugunu belirten grubun, diger 3 guvensiz
baglanma grubundan (kayitsiz haricindeki Takintili, Korkulu, Karma
gruplar) anlamh bicimde duygularini daha iyi reglle edebildigi ve
guvenlilerin toplam bir grup olarak glvensizlerden her bir duygu
regulasyon stratejisinde anlamli olarak farkhlastigi gézlenmistir. Ek
olarak, Psikolojik Sorun ve Guvenli, Takintili, Korkulu Baglanma
arasindaki iliskiye Duygu Regulasyonun aracilik ettigi tespit edilmistir.
Bu sonuglar da DERS’in Turkge versionunun gegerligine ek olarak
destek vermektedir. Calisma 2’de ise: Klinik ve Kontrol Grup arasindaki
Duygu Reglilasyon Becerisi ve Psikolojik Sorun diizeyi farkliliklari,
ayrica ‘kendilik’ ve ‘6teki’nin zihinsel temsilleri olarak Kigsisel Yapi
Sistemlerindeki farkliliklar incelenmistir. Benzer bigimde, Baglanma
Bicimi ve Psikolojik Sorun arasindaki iliskide Duygu Regulasyonunun
Araci roli hem Kontrol Grubunda, hem de Klinik Grupta arastiriimistir.
Calisma 2'nin sonuglari, Kinik Grubun, farkindalik becerisi disinda
Kontrol Grubuna kiyasla duygu reglilasyon becerilerinde anlamli
bigimde zorluk ve daha fazla Psikolojik Sorun yasadigini géstermistir.

Guvenli baglanmanin gucu, Klinik Gruptaki Guvenli Baglananlarin bile
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guvensiz baglananlara kiyasla daha iyi Duygu Regulasyonu ve daha az
Psikolojik Sorun gostermesiyle tespit edilmistir. Gerek Kontrol ve
gerekse Klinik Grupta, Etkili Duygu Regulasyonu, Guvenli Baglanmanin
dusuk Psikolojik Sorunla eslesmesine aracilik ederken, Duygu
Regtlasyonu Sorunu Glvensiz Baglanmanin yiksek dizeyde Psikolojik
Sorunla Eslesmesine aracilik etmistir. Ayrica, Guvenli Baglananlarin
Guvensiz Baglananlara kiyasla, ‘olumluluk’ ve ‘olomsuzluk’lari, gerek
‘kendilik’ gerekse ‘Oteki’ iginde buttinleyebildigi, daha bditiinleyici bir
bilissel sistemin yanisira, daha fazla bilissel ¢ok yoénliiliige sahip oldugu
bulunmustur. Sonuglar, dlgim araclarinin Klinik Psikoloji
arastirmalarinda kullanilabilecek yeterlilikte olmasi, onleyici ve
mudahaleye dayali Klinik Stratejilerdeki dogurgulari agisindan

tartisilmistir.

Anahtar Sézcukler: Duygu Regulasyonu, Baglanma Bigimi, Psikolojik

Raasizlik, Repertory Grid Testi
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION

In this study three domains, namely affect, cognitive model of one’s
relational world and relational pattern, indicating psychological status of
an individual were considered as integrated agents. Specifically, the
association among emotion regulation, attachment style of an individual
and, one’s personal construct of relational world were analyzed.
Emotion regulation and attachment styles were suggested to be the
developmentally established patterns, which had a reflection in
individual’s mental world. These interconnected three domains were
assumed to determine the psychological health of the individual in

his/her later life.

I.1.Developmental Perspective: Interconnectedness of Attachment
Quality and Affect Regulation

Until recently, many theories viewed adaptive development of an
individual as a fact depending on a healthy separation-individuation
process from significant other. Newborn was thought to experience
her/himself as a part of the significant other, and her/his emerging
autonomy is perceived as a result of her/his separation and formation of
her/his own self unit (Mahler, Pine & Bergmen,1975 cited in Pine, 1990;

Johnson, 1991, 1994; Masterson & Klein, 1989; Young, 1990;).



On the other hand, this definition or conceptualization of healthy, modern
individual have been critisized by some developmental theories; and
recent longitudinal, observational research has given evidence that
newborn is already separated from the significant other at the time of birth
and baby has an inborn capacity to attach and also to enjoy its own
autonomous equipment and, autonomous self emerges and grows from
attachment rather than separation (Bebee & Lachmann, 2002; Bowlby,
1988, 1989; Linehan, 1993; Stern, 1985; Sumer, 2004; Tolpin, 1980).
Bowlby (1979, 1989) constructed his attachment theory on the assumption
that healthy development is based upon the quality of the relationship or

attachment established between the care-giver and the infant.

After investigating the behavior pattern of monkey’s and human hunter
and gatherers, Bowlby (1989) suggested a similar attachment
behavioral system for human, which is based on individual’s genetic
programming such as feeding and reproduction. Baby innately seeks
proximity to caregiver, proximity maintenance and caregiver’s
consistent attuned interventions towards the satisfaction of the baby’s
needs are easily processed by the baby as calming and secure. On the
other hand, anxious interventions of caregiver is experienced as over-
stimulation which results with anxiety and, similarly, indifference of
caregiver is experienced as under-stimulation on the baby’s side. Both

interventions are essence of the aftachment insecurity, instead



familiarity, consistent emotional availability, responsiveness, reliability of

the caregiver results with the development of attachment security.

1.1.1. Importance of First Year: From Affective Interplay to
Mentalization.

Psychoanalytic infant research and other developmental psychology
research have contributed to Bowlby’s (1989) basic assumptions
related to the attachment theory. The infant research enlightened the
intersubjective or mutual aspects of the attachment process between
infant and the significant other, which is the basis of the later

socialization and psychological health.

Affect states of the significant other are conveyed to the infant through
facial and vocal expressions (Beebe and Lachman, 2002; Fonagy,
Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Meltzoff cited in Beebe & Lachmann,
2001; Shore, 2001; Threvarten, 1989; Tronik, 2002). Empirical research
indicated that, after 42 minutes of birth, baby exerts a capacity to imitate
the close model (Meltzoff cited in Beebe, Rustin, Sorter & Knoblauch ,
2003) and register the equivalence between ‘self’ and ‘other’ (see also
Meltzoff, 2007). Primary affective states which are more biological in
nature are transmitted as some basic emotions such as enjoyment,
anger, fear, sadness, disgust and surprise by way of facial and vocal
expressions. Similarly, each expression of infant influences mother and

mirrored by the mother in turn. This interaction is experienced both by
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infant and mother physically, emotionally and implicitly. Basis of
reflecting each other is the capacity to detect that ‘you are like me’ and
reproduce a behaviour that transfers ‘I'm like you’. This behavioral
similarity is detected by the infant trough interpersonal contingencies.
Infant can detect a behavior as contingent when it appears immediate
after his/her own action. Therefore, each one’s following behavior can

be predicted from other’s action.

Moreover, baby is assumed to be born with emotional brain (Damasio,
1998; LeDoux, 1996) or shared mind which is sensitive to the affective
states and inner process of the significant other (Aron, 1996, Balint,
1992, Merltzoff, 1985, Trevarthen, 1998 cited in Beebe, Rustin, Sorter &
Knoblauch , 2003; Bolwby, 1989, Mitchell, 2000; Stern, 1985; Strolow,
Atwood & Branchaft, 1994). Mother and infant interactively influence
each other’s affective state since birth of the child. Infant senses the
state of the significant other before even without symbolic verbal codes
during presymbolic period (Habermas 1979; Traverthen 1998 cited in
Beebe, Rustin, Sorter & Knoblauch , 2003). Repetition of such
experiences is registered by the baby as timing, form, intensity, rhythm
and gains a meaning as a pattern. Empirical research (Beebe &
Lachman, 2001) shows that approximately after 3 months infant
develops expectation regarding the pattern of interaction. A change in
the pattern leads a mutual change in the state of baby or the mother.

This causes an optimal rupture that can be repaired by the attempts of
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the both partners. Recurrent ruptures and their repairment are also
registered by the baby as patterns. These also enhance the mental
processes of the infant and facilitate the secure attachment. Therefore,
this mutual regulation of affective communication between baby and the
mother are continuously attunes each others’ inner state. In this period,
infant mind works according to a teleological model which is based on
the predicted behaviors of the other. This interpersonal coordination of
inner states or implicit dialogic communication is the primary organizing
theme of preverbal interaction or preverbal intersubjectivity based on
teleological model of mind and the origin of later mentalization or
reflective function which means the child’s ability to differentiate inner

and outer reality.

Approximately beginning six months, this affective communication or
affect attunement is gradually turns into representational mapping of the
child. Through appropriate mirroring of the parent, biologically
experienced physiological arousal of the infant turns into an experience
of an affect and this process is mapped by the child with higher order
representation and thus s/he becomes to know that s/he is feeling.
Hence, the mother’s representation of infant’s affect becomes a
representation of child as a self-state. Recurrent self experience in this
way comes together. Through this elaboration of the inner world on
organized self-experiences ‘self’ emerges (Beebe & Lachmann, 2001;

Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Fonagy & Target, 1997; Kohut,
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1977; Siegel, 1996). At the same time, through cognitive mapping child
begins to act according to higher order processes and interprets,
understands the affective state of the caregiver. All this interactive
process or attachment process has some neurobiological component as
every development: These interactive minds were found to be the
function of the right hemisphere of the brain and thus self emergence is

related to the growth of the right brain (Shore, 1996; Shore, 2001a).

Near the end of the first year baby gradually passes from automatic
perceptual mode to cognitive mode, in other words, teleological model
of mind transforms into mentalization model. Mentalization or reflective
function includes understanding, reasoning, attributing about the
experienced states of him/herself and the significant other. Child
becomes aware of inner state and also interprets and understands
other’s beliefs, affect, intentions, patterns, plans (Fonagy, Gergely,
Jurist & Target, 2002; Fonagy & Target, 1997; Fonagy, 1999; Meltzoff
cited in Beebe & Lachmann, 2001). Fonagy (1997) considers the
reflective function “to be the mental function which organizes the
experience of one’s own and others’ behaviors in terms of mental state
constructs” (p. 680). Therefore secondary representations of the
primary affective states are expected to develop. Secondary
representations are the outcomes of the learning process which
establish connections among emotional expression, situation and

behavior. Child is capable of making predictions about the consequent
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behavior when s/he attributes a certain emotional state to her/himself or
the other. Again, only through effective mirroring of the child’s emotional
state by the significant other, child can develop the secondary
representations of the primary affect elaborated on contextual cues.
Symbolic representation of mental state might be considered as a
prerequisite for a sense of self-identity (Fonagy, 1999). Thus,
mentalization means the enhancement of true self and the social reality
and, on the contrary, destructions to the development of mentalization
process also injures the self development (Kohut, 1966, 1971;
Winnicott, 1965; Wolf, 1988) and social development or attachment
quality of the individual (Gergely, 2003). Here, right hemisphere growth
of the brain continues and with the secondary symbolic processes left
hemisphere begins to grow. Left hemisphere growth depends on the
accomplishment of right hemisphere related to attachment. Any
deterioration in the interactive process also injures the right hemisphere
development and the personality development of the child (Shore,
1996; Shore, 2001a; Shore, 2001b). Therefore, development of
‘mentalization’, ‘secure attachment’, ‘right hemisphere development’

and ‘personality or self-development’ are integrated processes.

Briefly, Bowlby’s assumptions were proven several times by the
empirical data. Thus, it was confirmed that, the primary attachment
strategies or proximity seeking in the earliest phases of the

development, if accomplished as the self regulation of the infant by the

-7 -



help of the attachment figure through co-regulation or interactive
regulation, secure attachment is established between caregiver and the
child. In a way, Attachment can be defined as the mutual regulation of
emotion (Schore, 2001). This facilitates the self-regulation through
internalizing the effective interventions of the attachment figure and
development of mentalization, which is the basis of the social behavior
(Fonagy, 1999; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Gergely, 2003;
Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003). In other words, the common view of
the theorists, regardless of what their theoretical approach is, is that the
implicit process of the earliest year turns into an unconscious organizing
principles or attachment patterns of the infant on the relational realm for

later life.

1.1.2. From Early Attachment Quality or Interactive Regulation to
Individual Difference of Attachment Experience

Affect Regulation involves self-regulation and interactive regulation as
it was mentioned before (see Chp. 1.1.1.) and development of true self.
Mentalization or Reflective Function or Secure Attachment helps one to
coordinate self related process such as understanding and regulating
the inner states, and interactive processes at an equilibrium. This
balance emerges from the mid-range coordination of self and interactive
regulation between infant-caregiver relationship which creates ‘secure
attachment’ (Beebe & Lachmann, 2001; Beebe, Rustin, Sorter &

Knoblauch , 2003).



Secure attachment helps to regulate the affect of an infant and it is a
background of a secure attachment style (Ss), in turn affect regulation is
associated to self-integrity and self-confidence is accepted as an
evidence of psychological health throughout life (Bowlby, 1988;

Fonagy, 1999"; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002).

On the other hand, if the attachment figure fails to attune the internal
state of an infant as a result of ineffective strategies that was mentioned
before, instead of primary attachment strategy or proximity seeking,
child develops secondary attachment strategies. These are the
defenses for the inappropriate interaction with the caregiver as a result
of insecure attachment (Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003; Shaver &
Mikulincer, 2002). People having insecure attachment styles are found

to be under-regulating or over-regulating their emotions.

Proximity seeking which does not end with closeness and love, but
instead punishment such as unavailability, rejection, inattention, non-
contingent response or anger of attachment figure, results with
continues exposure of distress or arousal. Proximity to attachment
figure becomes threatening. Child becomes afraid of punishment which
intensifies the distress and in order to minimize the punishment s/he
become self-reliant and avoid attachment figure without expression of

neediness and vulnerability (Jellema, 2002; Fraley & Shaver, 1997;
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Fraley, Garner & Shaver, 2000; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002, Mikulincer,
Shaver & Pereg, 2003). Bolwby (1979, 1985) also emphasized
compulsive self-reliance features of avoidant type. In terms of
deactivating strategies of affect regulation, they found to be over-
regulating their affect (Fonagy, 1999'; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist, Target,
2002), through inhibiting awareness, suppressing negative emotions
(Fraley & Shaver, 1997), which results in non-expression of emotion
and unhealthy experience of it. This avoidant type is also called having
dismissing attachment style (Ds) (Batholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Main,

2000).

Additionally, inconsistent, unpredictable parental style or parental style
of emotional enmeshment, or differential tolerance with particular
expressions of affect, compulsive care-giving, intrusion and interference
with the child’s authentic exploration emphasizes the child that s/he is
helpless, separation is traumatic and s/he is vulnerable in threatening
world. In this situation, the child exhibits resistance on the proximity
through compulsive reliance on the attachment figure and they rely on
others for affect regulation (Bowlby, 1987; Fonagy, 1999'; Shaver &
Mikulincer, 2002; Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003). This
anxious/resistant type is also called having preoccupied attachment

style (Ps) (Batholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Main, 2000).
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As a summary, affect regulation strategies of an individual are
developmentally established procedures (Beebe, Knoblauch, Rustin &
Sorter, 2003; Beebe, Sorter, Rustin & Knoblauch, 2003; Ruganci,
2003; Stern, 1985, 2004; Tronick, 2002) during early attachment period
through interactive regulation between infant and care giver, which later
dominate how individual regulates his/her emotions when s/he
experiences distress (Beebe, Rustin, Sorter & Knoblauch, 2003;
Linehan, 1993; Main, 2001). In other words, how the mood states of
an infant, from minor arousal to a major mood states, are ’contained’ or
treated by the care giver is identified by a child and internalized as a
coping strategy of overcoming distress (Fonagy, 1999', Fonagy,
Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Sloman, Attkinson, Milligan & Liotti,
2002). This exchange provides infant a unique source of awareness of
internal states and controlling of emotion. This process is accepted as a

precursor of psychological health in later life.

I.2.From Attachment Experience to Attachment Styles Throughout
life

Bowlby (1979, 1987) suggested that dynamics of the early relationship
are internalized by an infant as a cognitive component of an attachment
as it was mention on the previous sections. This internalized
hypothetical structure of the infant’s relational world is called internal
working models. Individual develops a pattern of attachment as a

product of internal working models. Internal working models have two
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components, namely, ‘self and ‘others’ which are experienced
interconnected and complementary to each other. Bowlby (1987) also
assumed that attachment is a lifelong process and internal working
models that were established during early childhood would function
during adulthood without much change. Moreover, parental attachment
is transferred into parental behavior and is intergenerationally

transmitted to child from parents.

Ainsworth et. al. (1978) tested the basic assumptions of the Bowlby’s
Attachment Theory (see also Bowlby, 1989, pp. 333-349) through
Strange Situation experiments, in which, 12-18 months old children
were systematically observed under the conditions where they
separated from the significant other, left with a stranger alone and they
reunion with their mother at home and in the laboratory. As a result of
this process, they classified children as having one of the three
attachment styles which were, (1) secure, (2) anxious/ambivalent or
anxious/resistant (3) avoidant. Parent’s of avoidant children were found
to be consistently deflected or angrier, less tolerant of their infants’
expression of vulnerability and neediness or more rejecting, less
expressive of positive emotion than the other parents. Parents of the
anxious children were observed to be inconsistently responsive to their
infant’s needs as being intrusive, overprotective and interfering to their
infant’s autonomous exploration, rather they were more sensitive to

their own needs and attend their infant accordingly. On the contrary,
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parents of secure children were more available, responsive and

sensitive to the needs of their infant than the other parents.

Main and her collogues (2000) analyzed the ratings of the multiple
observers related to Strange Situation videotapes. They scored the
infant on 7 point scales for proximity-seeking, proximity-avoiding,
contact-maintaining, contact-resistance and took picture drawings about
their family from the children when their parents were absent. They
confirmed the Strange Situation results of the Ainsworth et. al.’s. that,
Secure infants were observed to respond openly and emotionally in
crisis situation and situation resulted with happy ending regaining the
attention of mother by crying. Sometimes they even created a risky
situation to experience the overcoming and finding a happy ending.
They drew detailed, well-defined pictures in which central figures in the
family were in moderate size and ordinarily with calm, pleasant facial
expressions. They exerted flexible attention changing the focus relevant
to the situation. Avoidant infants responded to strange situation
procedures in monotonous way, indifferent to separation without any
mood swings as if nothing was happened. They actively ignored their
parents after reunion and expressed no anger and distress. Their family
drawings were consisted of figures flying in the air, widely separated,
little differentiated and having stereotyped smiles. Their attentional shift
was maintained by focusing on toys or other inanimate aspect of the

environment. Ambivalent/Resistant infants instead, fixed their attention
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upon the parents and could not wander around for exploration and they
continued to cry, and eventually they could not calm dawn after reunion
with the parents. They pictured their family with either very large figures
placed at the center or very small figures placed at the corner,
especially soft aspects of the body were drawn large. Hence, the
insecure infants exhibited an organized pattern and adaptive strategies
to their own care-giving environment. These were additional findings to
Strange Situation Paradigm. This interpretation of organized attachment
patterns was, in a way, a presumption of the anomalous, unclassified,
disorganized responses, the disorganized attachment style of child and
adults which was initially observed during Ainsworth’s Strange Situation
Procedure (Hesse & Main, 2000). Main, George and Kaplan (cited in
Main, 2000) developed a semi-structured interview for the adults,
aiming to collect unconscious data as well about the states of mind
corresponding to attachment styles. They conducted an interview to
identify the ‘states of mind’ of the children’s parents in the Strange
Situation Procedure which was introduced as Adult Attachment
Interview (AAl) and later they tested the reliability and validity of the
protocol on larger samples. Three State of Mind categories had been
emerged: (1) Secure/Autonomous type valued attachment and
responded in coherent, objective way either s/he evaluated the early
experience favorable or unfavorable; (2) Dismissing Type responded
with describing repeated incidents or poor memory, gave positive

descriptions about parents contradicting with the specific incidents and
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reported that negative experiences had no or little effect on them; (3)
Preoccupied Type reported angry, confused and passive or fearful
experiences with the descriptions full of vague phrases, long but
containing irrelevant responses. Studies confirmed that there was a %
75 match between the parent’s and child’s attachment styles: Generally
speaking, secure children had Secure/Autonomous parents, avoidant
children had dismissing parents, and resistant/ambivalent children had
preoccupied parents (George & Solomon, 1996, and Hesse, 1999 cited
in Fraley & Shaver, 2000). Moreover, parent’s attachment style rated in
Strange Situation classifications was found to predict the attachment
style of their children in later measurements for many times (IJzendorn,

1995 cited in Levy, Blatt & Shaver, 1998).

Studies examining the stability of the early attachment behaviour later in
the child’s life have shown that various studies carried out in the range
after 2 years to after 6 years, early attachment behavior of those
infants were found to persist or determine their social interaction
(Arend, Gove & Sroufe, 1979, Connell, 1976, Main, 1973, Main &
Townsend, 1982, Main & Weston, 1981, Matas, Arend & Sroufe, 1978,
Waters, 1978, Waters, Wipmann & Sroufe, 1979 cited in Bowlby, 1989)
Similarly, longitudinal studies that monitors the children till adolescence
and early adult years (Amanti, Ljzendoorn, Speranza & Tambelli, 2000;
Elicker, Englund, & Sroufe, 1992; Grossmann & Grossmann, 1991,

Hamilton’s 2000, Waters, Merrick, Albersheim, & Treboux, 1995 cited in
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Levy, Blatt & Shaver, 1998; Waters, Hamilton and Weinfield, 2000)
found predictable results regarding personality, social behavior and
attachment style from early attachment patterns. Specifically, 16 years
of longitudinal research found % 77 stability of attachment, 20 years
longitudinal research found % 70 stability for individuals who did not
experience any traumatic, major life events, where % 50 stability was
found for individuals who lost their parents or experienced parental
divorce.. Thus, the results confirmed that the attachment style is
generally stable over time if individual is not exposed to a major life
change. This was contradicting the assumptions that due to the
improvement of the metacognitive ability through physical, affective and
cognitive developmental process by age, internal working models can

be revised (Flavell, 1979).

Hazan & Shaver (1987) also tested Bolwlby’s assumption of life long
stability of attachment style through adapting Ainsworth et. al.’s three
category model (i.e, secure, anxious-ambivalent, avoidant) to romantic
relationships and developed a self-report procedure to classify adults.
They found that the affective, cognitive, and behavioral processes that
were experienced especially in intimate relationships were consistent
with the attachment theory. Adults reporting to be Avoidant and
Resistant were also reported more negative experiences, and beliefs
about love, shorter period of romantic relationships, less favourable

interactions with the parents in early life than secure adults.
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Batholomew & Horowitz (1991) experimented with Bowlby’s
assumption of internalized working models of self and others in relation
to attachment styles and developed their four category model also
referring to Main et.al’s categorization of preoccupied and dismissing
type mentioned before in this section. They suggested that if a person
has internalized a positive self model and other model, s/he is
comfortable and autonomous in his/her close relationships, so has a
secure attachment style; If a person has internalized a positive self
model, but a negative other model, s/he avoids from and is
counterdependent to close relationships, so has a dismissing
attachment style; If one has internalized a negative self model, but a
positive other model, s/he is dependent to and anxiously preoccupied
with the close relationships, so has a preoccupied attachment style; If
one has a negative self and other models, s/he fears and avoids from
close relationships, so has a fearful attachment style. They confirmed
their theoretical model with two consequent studies through multi-
dimensional scaling, such as taking attachment style (both with
interview and self-report), self-concept, interpersonal qualities,
sociability measures from participants, their families and their friends.
This was the initial attempt to assess the attachment representations

which were associated to individual differences of attachment style.
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Brennan, Clark and Shaver (1998) criticized the previous study of
Hazan and Shaver (1987) for not clearly examining the essential feature
of the three attachment prototypes (i.e., avoidant, anxious-ambivalent
and secure) discriminant analysis results. They interpreted this result as
indicating two dimensions being avoidant and anxiety rather than three
categories. Referring to Main et.al.’s emphasis on additional category of
attachment which was dismissing, and Bartholomew (1990), Horowitz
(1991) findings about four category model, they proposed a two
dimensional model that provided four attachment category on the
quadratic space. Individual's attachment style would have been
identified from the point s/he has been placed on the graph. They
explored the whole attachment literature and created a pole of 482
items from all the self-report measures of attachment that were
assumed to assess 60 attachment related constructs or subscales.
Those subscales were clustered into two independent factors such as
avoidance and anxiety and examined the relation of these with a brief
scale, measuring avoidance and anxiety dimensions. Scale was
reduced to 18 items, which were having highest absolute value
correlation with the two factors. Results were supported their
assumption that, four attachment categories could be assessed from
the pattern of the individual regarding his/her anxiety and avoidance
levels. Specifically, there existed four clusters corresponding to
Bartholomew and Horowitz’s (1990,1991) four category model. In other

words, those who reported low anxiety and low avoidance were
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clustered as having secure attachment style; while subjects who
reported low anxiety and high avoidance were clustered as having
dismissing attachment style; those who reported high anxiety and low
avoidance as preoccupied attachment style; and those who reported
high anxiety and high avoidance were clustered as having fearful
attachment style. Therefore, they both confirmed the Ainsworth et. Al.’s
(1978) distinction among secure, avoidant and anxious-ambivalent
attachment styles using discriminant functions similar to them and four

category model of Bartholomew and Horowitz at the same time.

In summary, Bowlby’s assumptions mentioned before in this section
were empirically tested and generally proven through attachment
research. In other words, parent’s attachment style generally a major
determinant of the quality of early attachment; There are individual
differences related to the internalized patterns of relationship depending
on one’s attachment history and this early interaction predicts later

attachment styles of an individual.

1.3. Psychological Health, Attachment Style and Affect Regulation
Recent studies have proven the assumed association between
psychological health and attachment styles. Early attachment history or
attachment style in general was found to be associated to current
psychological health or psychopathology, such as emotional

adjustment, psychological distress, depression and anxiety,
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interpersonal problems, Post Traumatic Stress Symptoms, Personality
Disorders (Batholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Bowlby, 1985; Declercq &
Willemsen, 2006; Fonagy, 2001; Liotti, 1999; Mikulincer, 2006; Ritz,
FitzGerald, Wiley & Gibbs, 1995; Page, 2001; Pielage, Gerlsma,
Schaap, 2000; Wei, Mallinckrodt, Larson & Zakalik, 2005) or insecure
attachment style as a risk factor both in psychological and even in
physiological health (Maunder & Hunter, 2001). During lifelong
developmental process attachment style of an individual might be
exposed to transmission in a negative or positive way through
interaction of the organism and environmental factors (Shore, 2001a).
Even when the individuals gained secure attachment through correcting
the experience of childhood later in his/her life, they were found to have
less competence and more psychopathology during their adolescence
than the adolescents who had early history of secure attachment. On
the contrary, adolescents who had insecure attachment history were
found to be least competent regarding competency skills for overall
adaptation and highest in psychopathology compared to adolescents
who had secure attachment style (Sroufe, Carlson, Levy & England,

1998).

Researchers tried to identify the mediating or moderating factors that
were contributors of attachment style and psychopathology association.
Stressful life events, self-efficacy, self-disclosure, perceived social

support, perceived coping skills, maladaptive perfectionism, social
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competency (Mallinckrodt & Wei, 2005, Wei, Heppner & Mallinckrodt,
2003; Wei, Heppner, Russell & Young, 2005, Wei, Mallinckrodt, Russell
& Abraham, 2004, Wei, Russell & Zakalik, 2005) and cumulative
unsupportive care after the period of attachment in infancy (Sroufe,
Carlson, Levy & England, 1998) were found to mediate the attachment
style and psychological distress. Additionally, affect regulation
strategies, which were interconnectedly established during early
development as mentioned before (see Chp. I.1.2) were examined by
Wei and his colleagues and they were found as important mediating
factors between attachment and psychological distress relationship
(Wei, Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003; Wei, Vogal, Ku & Zakalik, 2005).
Moreover, as an independent factor, healthy emotion regulation is
accepted as a potentially unifying function of an individual’s
psychological and even physiological health (John & Gross, 2004) or on
the contrary, emotion regulation problem is accepted as a possible sign
of diverse psychological symptoms, personality disorders and
maladaptive behavior (APA, 1994; Linehan, 1993; Gratz & Roemer,

2004).

As it was mentioned in the Chp. 1.1.2, positive interaction with
attachment figures maintains proximity of the child to the caregiver and
results in protection, support and relief of distress. This is the base of
secure attachment in which it is learned that distress is manageable

and is transferred into later adult life as healthy emotion regulation.
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Healthy, adaptive regulation involves modulating the experience of
affect rather than eliminating certain uncomfortable emotions (Gratz &
Roemer, 2004). This modulation of arousal involves ability to inhibit
inappropriate, impulsive behavior related to urge of emotion or in other
words, ability of calming or soothing oneself when experiencing intense

emotions.

Individual having secure attachment style (Ss) was found to develop
security based scripts, these are, during a stressful situation her /his
proximity to the parents results with supportive interventions that reduce
the distress. This interaction is repeated and Ss learns that distress is
manageable and external obstacles can be overcome (Mikulincer,
2006). Thus, individual is able to calm his/her arousal as an
internalized function of ‘self’, without repressing or defending against
the negative affect. Therefore, Ss was found actively engaging in
security based affect regulation strategies such as awareness and
acknowledgment of distress, instrumental problem solving, support
seeking which elicits positive reaction from others (Mikulincer, 2006;
Waters, Rodriguez & Ridgeway, 1998). Besides the acknowledgement
of negative emotions, they found to exhibit an access to their painful
memories without emotional overwhelming (Mikulincer & Orbach,

1995), they interpreted stressful events in less threatening terms and
carry optimistic expectations to cope with distress compared to insecure

individuals, moreover, they found not to rely on defensive distortions of
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experienced affect, self-perception and relational attribution in stress

situations (Pereg & Mikulincer, 2004; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002).

Avoidant individuals were found to use deactivating affect regulation
strategies such as inhibiting the experience of affect and they actively
distance themselves from the source of distress (Dozier & Kobak, 1992;
Kobak & Sceery, 1988; Mallinckrodt, 2000; Mikulincer, Shaver &
Pereg; 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002). This over-regulating style
was found to result in lowest accessibility to the autobiographical
memories of sadness and anxiety compared to Ss and other insecure
types (Mikluncer & Orbach, 1995) and their memories are not
consistent such as a loving father, in important instances not available
at home. They are usually described as avoidant or defendant against
affect relying more on cognitive information rather than emotional
pattern. Especially negative affect is alien to them. This Avoidant type
or Dismissing attachment style who were insecurely attached to their
significant others, were found to devalue them or detach themselves
from them by minimizing their importance (Jellema, 2000, Vogel &
Mallinckrodt, 2005), in turn minimizing their frustration. They were even
found to suppress the positive emotions as well as negative emotions

(Gross & John, 2003).

Anxious individuals or preoccupied attachment style (Ps) were found to

use hyperactivating strategies of affect requlation, when they
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experience stress, they ruminate on their negative feelings and this
emotion focused coping, increases the anxiety or distress rather than
relieves it. They found to be excessively sensitive to the signs of
separation and preoccupied with the attachment figures as their fear of
separation increases their anxiety which becomes unbearable for them.
In other words, they under-regulate their emotions, hold on to others or
make them stay and attend themselves by display of intense emotions
(Jellema, 2000, 2002; Kobak & Sceery, 1988; Mallinckrodt, 2000;
Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002); On the
contrary to Ds who rely on isolated cognitive information, they found to
rely on “affective logic” and when they feel negative emotion they
associate the situation with other times that they had experienced
similar affect, rather than monitoring the actual sequence of the events;
They lack some strategies to manage or modulate their affect, rather

they depend on others to comfort them.

Additionally, those having fearful attachment style perceive significant
others as a source of trauma or threat. Although they feel anxious
under stressful situations and need others, they fear to be close to them
(Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991). Therefore they try to regulate their
emotions through avoiding others, but this does not help to overcome

their anxiety.
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The deactivating and hyperactivating affect regulation strategies, that
have some role to defend individual in a short term, were found to be
associated to negative mood, depression and anxiety, loneliness and
interpersonal problems in the long term (Wei, Vogel, Ku & Zakalik,,
2005; Wei, Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003). Moreover, the different
defensive affect requlation strategies were found to be a mediating
factor in insecure attachment and psychological distress as a combined
factor (Wei, Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003). At the same time, It was
proven that for anxious attachment style, hyperactivating strategies or
emotional reactivity was a mediator, while for avoidant style emotional
cut off was a mediator that predicts psychological distress (Wei, Vogal,

Ku & Zakalik, 2005).

1.4. Internal Representation of the Individual’s Relational World as

a Result of Attachment Experience

Internal working model, which is a product of early attachment relationship
between caregiver and the child, is a relational mental construct of self
and other (Bowlby, 1987). This was found to be a determinant of the later
interpersonal relationships especially of the closed relations (Batholomew
& Horowitz, 1991; Hazan & Shaver, 1987). As it was expected, people
having different attachment styles were found to have different mental
models. Internal working models were found to effect the evaluation of the
‘self and ‘others’ and organize their social behaviour (Bartholomew, 1990;

Batholomew & Horowitz, 1991). That is, Ss and Ds have positive self
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model, where Fs and Ps have negative self model. Ss and Ps have

positive others model, where Ds and Fs have negative others model.

Bowlby (1987) had also emphasized that affect regulation strategies which
leads to defensive appraisal of ‘self’ and ‘others’ were registered into the
internal working models. Supporting this assumption, hyperactivating and
deactivating strategies were found to exert bias in their appraisal of ‘self’
and ‘others’, especially in the threatening situations (Mikulincer, 1998;
Mikulincer M, Orbach |, lavnieli D., 1998). In stress situation, Avoidant
individuals depending on their deactivating strategies increased their
positive self evaluation and perceiving others different from themselves,
while anxious individuals depending on their hyperactivating strategies,
strengthen their perception of weak self in order to get support from others
and unrealistically perceive themselves close to others. On the contrary,
Ss’ positive perception of ‘self’ and ‘others’ were stable and did not change
even in the threatening situation. Mikulincer, Gillath and Shaver (cited in
Shaver & Mikulincer, 2003) examined the activation of other’s
representation in the presence of threatening stimuli. Ss is not constantly
involve with attachment figures, rather their system activates in threat
situation for using positive attachment themes in order to reduce distress.
On the contrary, anxious individuals whether in the threat situation or not
they preoccupied with attachment figures and even elevate the distress or
turn it into chronic one by hyper focusing on the separation and rejection.

Attachment related threat, separation was found even significantly
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deactivate the avoidant individual’'s mental representation, but when
different threats did not have such implication of either activating or
deactivating their mental representation. Thus, their attachment themes
seemed preconsciously to be activated, but they consciously and
immediately inhibit them when separation was the issue. Therefore, they
can maintain proximity at a level without allowing any possibility of
rejection situation. This results also show (1) the circular feeding of the
system, such as people having different attachment styles reacting in a
way to feed their mental representations or internal working models; (2)
Self and other representations are interactive or relational in nature.
Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) had already examined this mutually
confirming and complementing nature of the mental models in secure and
insecure attachment styles while establishing four category model (i.e, Ss,
Ds, Ps, Fs). They tried to capture the interpersonal problems of the each
style on an interpersonal space of interpersonal theory. Interpersonal
theory had been elaborated onto Robert Carson’s interpersonal approach,
which was in the line of Sullivan’s (1959 cited in Ansel & Pincus, 2004)
‘self-system’ conceptualization and theory assumes that (1) what is
mutually reinforcing is maintained by both sides of the interaction, (2)
people have a plan of interaction for a certain ‘other’ and when the plan is
not accomplished distress arises, people try to avoid distress for futher
interactions (3) people act in congruence with their perception of ‘self and
‘other’ in order to maintain equilibrium. Kiesler (1983) based his approach

upon these assumptions and tested the complementarity and
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dimensionality of personality on Guttman’s (1957, cited in Wiggins,
Trapnell, Phillips, 1988) interpersonal circle or circumplex, which is a two
dimesional Euclidian space. Any combination of personality construct
scores on these two dimensional space creates a circular continuum on
which individuals can be placed (see also Ansell & Pincus, 2004).
Interpersonal correspondence tended to be represented on the affiliation
(also termed warmth, love, communion) axis, such as friendliness was
found to invite friendliness, where hostility invited hostility; On the other
hand, interpersonal reciprocity tended to be represented on the power (i.e,
dominans, assertiveness, control, agency) axis, such as dominance were
found to invite submission, where submission invited dominance.
Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) by integrating the interpersonal theory
into their study, they found that Ps settled on the ‘Warm-Dominant’
quadrant, also emphasizing their over expressiveness; Ps’ view of their
‘negative self was accompanied by negative criticism about themselves
as a response to the rejected, cold style of the ‘others’ which maintains
their positive view of ‘others’. On the other hand, Ds’ view of ‘negative
others’ was accompanied by cold, rejecting style and maintains their self-
esteem. Fs’ ‘negative self’ perception was found to be accompanied by
‘introversion’ and ‘subassertion’, and Fs settled slightly negative side of
the ‘Cold-Warmth’ dimension. Ss were found not having extreme profile of
interpersonal style settling on positive part near the crossing point, origin

of the axis.
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Shaver & Brennan (1992) found association between Five Factor Model of
Personality (McCrae & Costa, 1989) and adult attachment styles. They
proposed that two interpersonal dimensions of circumplex were similar,
namely, ‘Agreeableness’ dimension of the model was similar to ‘Affiliation’
dimension of circumplex, and ‘Extraversion’ dimension of the model was
similar to ‘Dominance’ dimension of the circumplex. Adult attachment style
was considerably better predictor of relationship outcome than Five Factor
Model of Personality (see also, Noftle & Shaver, 2006). They found that,
insecure attachment was associated to ‘Hostile-Submissiveness’, where

Ss was associated to ‘Dominant-Friendliness’.

Gallo, Smith and Ruiz (2003) examined the association among early
relationship memory with mother, father and between parents, current
attachment styles, personality traits and social behaviour through
capturing avoidance-anxiety dimensions on interpersonal circumplex. In
terms of attachment location on circumplex space, Avoidance and Anxiety
related to the hostile-submissive interpersonal style. In terms of the
association of each pole of the construct dimensions (i.e., friendliness-
hostility, dominance-submissiveness) with attachment dimensions and
other variables, higher Ss (i.e. less anxious, less avoidant) was associated
to high ‘Friendliness’ and high ‘Dominance’ and lower ‘Neuroticism’,
memories of more friendly interactions with parents: Females with Ss
reported greater autonomous reactions towards mother, greater allowance

of ‘Autonomy’ and less ‘Submissiveness’ of father, and both females and
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males with Ss reported more ‘Affiliation’ of both father and mother toward
themselves, and between parents, and more positive current interpersonal
functioning with higher levels of perceived social support, less actions of
hostility/impatience, insensitivity, interference from others compared to
insecure attachment; While, higher Fs (more anxious, more avoidant) was
associated to more negative social relationships and less allowance of
‘Autonomy’ by both mothers and fathers, more ‘Hostile’ interactions
between mothers and fathers compared to other attachment styles, males
with Fs reported their mothers as more controlling and their fathers as
‘Submissive’; While high Ps (more anxious, less avoidant) associated to
greater ‘Friendliness’, ‘Neuroticism’ and ‘Conscientiousness’, males with
Ps reported greater enmeshment with their mothers, but less ‘Affiliation’ of
mothers; High Ds was more related to less ‘Conscientiousness’ and
‘Openness’ . Study confirmed the Bartholomew and Horowitz (1991; see
also Bartholomew, 1990) assumption that Avoidance is more interpersonal
in nature, thus more related to working model of others, while Anxiety is

more related to working model of self.

Levy, Blatt & Shaver (1998) examined the content of the parental
representation, and the quality of it in terms of consistency among
attributed constructs, complexity through analyzing the integration of good
and bad aspects on the same parent, the articulation level through
analyzing the length of description and conceptual level, and differentiation

of self and parents. They confirmed that “individuation is facilitated by
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attachment rather than detachment. Representations of parents as
supportive and nurturing are related not to dependence but to capacity for
individuation” (p. 417), thus also associated to higher self-esteem and
perceived self-confidence. In detail, Ss’ ‘other model (parents) were
found to be more ‘Benevolent’, less ‘Punitive’ and less ‘Ambivalent’,
compared to Avoidant and Anxious people. Regarding the content, Ss’
descriptions were found to be more articulated, more elaborated on
conceptual level and more differentiated than the descriptions of insecure

participants.

Therefore, these studies have shown that (1) the model of self and
other are associated to attachment style or different attachment styles
have different models of self and others and perceived parenting style;
(2) the model of self and others were mutually confirming and
complementary in structure; (2) people act in the line of this hypothesis
and responded by others accordingly, and thus, attachment style is
related to current social functioning. (3) Confirmatory dynamics and
complementary nature of the mental model supports the maintenance
of the self patterns as personality traits which confirms the interpersonal

theory of personality.
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I.5. Personal Construct As an Internal Representation of the
Individual’s Relational World

As previously mentioned in description of working models and of the
interpersonal theory, mental representations or hypothetical constructs
about the relationships, being mostly preconscious, helps to interpret
the world individual lives in and organize the actions or reactions of the
individual accordingly. Similarly, Kelly (1991/1955) sees people as
personally constructing hypothesis regarding the world s/he lives in. In
his Personal Construct Psychology he views every individual as a
scientist who processes the world s/he lives in depending on one’s
previous experiences. Personal Construct Theory was a pioneer to
establish a theory of personality and psychotherapy based on a formal
model of the organization of human knowledge and a historical
forerunner of the contemporary psychologies as a constructivist theory

(Mahoney, 1988).

According to Kelly’s Personal Construct Theory (Kelly, 1991/1955;
Sheer & Catina, 1996) people construe their own ‘reality’, and
continuously validate, invalidate and modify accordingly, which
interpersonal theory supposes in the realm of relationships. ‘Constructs’
are representative of events in our imagination. Emotions and
cognitions are linked to each other in constructs and they are not simply
names, attitudes, concepts or opinions. This was termed as

construction corollary. ‘Elements’ are the objects of individual’'s thinking
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that can represent every field of individual’s life from person to an
abstract fact. Personal constructs are bipolar in nature that they allow
two similar elements contrasting a third element at the opposite pool.
People are accepted to organize their knowledge regarding a certain
construct according to this polarization, and as a scientist they
anticipate and interpret the role of elements in relation to themselves.
For example, construction of the ‘good’ for an element can not have an
existence without ‘bad’ element. This was termed as dichotomy
corollary. Here Kelly can be assumed as indirectly emphasizing the
complementarity and reciprocity principles of interpersonal theory
mentioned before, while directly emphasizing the dichotomy principle of
building knowledge. Constructs are hierarchically organized. There are
superordinate, core and peripheral constructs varying according to their
importance to the individual. This was termed the organization corollary.
Psychologically speaking the most central constructs represent
person’s identity and involve significant others (i.e. elements) in
people’s life and the nature of the role relationship one has with them.
There exist also some peripheral constructs in this hypothetical
network. The person assigns himself to a construct or ‘choosing’ a
construct pole. This was termed the choice corollary. Constructs are
significant characteristics of an individual, and there are some
similarities among different individuals construing the same element.
These are termed as respectively the individual corollary and the

commonality corollary. There are also differences among individuals
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construing the certain realm. Therefore, everyone is in need of

construing the other’s constructions in terms of the sociality corollary.

Every construct is more specific to a certain realm and has a limitation
in terms of its applicability, however, when those different construct
systems about various realms processed together, they might contradict
with each other. These were termed as respectively the range corollary
and the fragmentation corollary. This limited range of the construct also
limits the processing of the new information or learning, thus limits the
changing or readaptation of the construct. The capability of the
construct to incorporate the new events is termed the modulation
corollary. In fact the constructs are expected to change in relation to

experience and this was termed as the experience corollary.

Kelly had an interest in multidimensional geometry and took Euclid’s
elements as a model to his theory. Kelly established a term
psychological space which describes a region in which one may place
and classify the ‘elements’ of one’s experiences under some
‘constructs’. Kelly’s (1991/1955) Repertory Grid Technique (RGT) is an
instrument that conveys people’s Personal Construct System which was
directly driven from his Personal Construct Theory. RGT was
developed in order to elicit a repertoire of constructs regarding elements
and their structure in relation to each other. In other words it is a tool to

analyze the geometry of psychological space of an individual. RGT is

_34 -



highly subjective, constructivist instrument in the sense that it captures
idiosyncratic world of the individual to whom it is administered. On the
other hand, it provides quantitative analysis of the individual data as
well, thus, nomothetic analysis for comparison of individuals, groups,

and repeated administrations are also attainable.

As a summary, Kelly’s Theory of Personal Construct is tried to capture
every realm of the relational, social world of an individual as an internal
pattern. In this sense theory has very similar assumptions to
Interpersonal Theory. Personal Construction of an individual can be
represented and analyzed by RGT which provides deeper analysis of

an individual’s unique construction as well as collective data.

I.6. Personal Construction and Psychological Health Association
Measured by Repertory Grid Test

RGT results driven from Clinical Practice were used as a tool to
understand the characteristics of cognitive structure and object
relational world of the patients (Ryle, 1997; Fransella & Baninster, 1977;
Feixas & Alvarez, 2007). Additionally, it is used to evaluate the therapy
process and efficiency of the treatment through repetitive
administrations evaluating the change in deeper structures. Certain
associations were found with the results of the specific RGT analysis

and the psychological problems.
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Even Cognitive Theorists accepted that ‘working models’ behind the
attachment style, or with various different conceptualizations such as
‘core structures’, ‘core belief’, ‘core schemata’ or ‘fundamental
paradigm’ are assumed to change with the effective intervention of the
therapy (Beck, 1976; Mahoney, 1980; Perris, 2000; Ryle, 1997; Safran
& Segal; Young, 1990). This kind of change was assumed to precede
beginning with top levels of cognition to the bottom levels of cognition
which involves deeper, unconscious processes (Perris, 2000). Deeper
level comprises the core structures into which more intense affect is
interwoven. This core structures organizes the tacit or implicit
knowledge about ‘self’ and ‘others’ that enable one to generate
predictions as core constructs put forth by Kelly (1991/1955; Perris,
200). Kelly (1991/1955) described the core construct as the most
comprehensive construct in the organization corollary (see Chp. I. 5.)
that is more resistant to change. Therefore, although there is a
resistance to incorporate the concept of ‘unconscious’ into cognitive
therapy, cognitive therapists as psychoanalytic therapists acknowledge
that there is a cognitive processes which are out of awareness or
unconscious (Clark, 1995; Bara, 1985 cited in Perris, 2000).
Nevertheless, their unconscious conceptualization is more similar to
Kelly’s core constructs (Perris, 2000). In therapy, organizing conscious
elements of individual’s organism may facilitate treatment but actual
change involves the reorganization of unconscious structure which

requires different techniques to identify the knowledge at this level of an
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individual. RGT was used as an instrument to identify the individual’s
core constructs about the ‘self’ and ‘others’ on a relational realm and
identifying the change in deeper structures in a therapy process.
Therefore, RGT configurations can be assumed as the schematic

expressions of working models concerning attachment theory.

As a result of RGT, if every element shows the same pattern on every
construct this finding is considered a sign of cognitive simplicity and
indicates a cognitive constriction on the individual’s side. Where
cognitive simplicity is generally associated with some psychological
pathology, cognitive complexity is associated to higher adaptation
capacity and flexibility, since complexity associates with the
multidimensional view to process events (Bieri, 1955, Adams-Weber,
1969, Wilkons et. Al., 1972, Lowler & Cohran, 1981, Emerson, 1982
cited in Karaman, 1990, Feixas & Alvarez, 2007). Bieri (1955, cited in
Fransella & Baninster, 1977) developed an index calculating the
differentiation capacity or cognitive complexity of the personal
construction. Fransella & Baninster (1977) added another perspective
to the cognitive complexity with the term intensity based on the Kelly’s
conception of ‘tight’ and ‘loose’ construct, former leading fixed
predictions while later leading variety of predictions. They assumed that
excessive ‘tightness’ of the system leads constriction and limited
perspective of an individual, while excessive ‘looseness’ prevents the

prediction capacity of an individual. Intensity indicates the integrity of

-37-



the system. Studies confirmed that disintegrity or excessive ‘looseness’
is no more associated with flexibility but rather associated to a severe
pathology, for example schizophrenia (Beninster & Fransella, 1977).
Adams and Webber claimed that cognitive complexity both involves
differentiation and integration. Based on this assumption and the
extreme examples of integration and differentiation, associations were
observed with the psychological problems (Feixas & Alvarez, 2007).
That is, if a person’s construction has high differentiation and
integration, this indicates cognitive complexity, dimensionality while
assigning meaning, good predictive capacity and psychological health.
This approach seems very congruent with the mentalization ability or
well developed reflective function which is the capacity to understand
the interpersonal reality and make predictions accordingly as a result of
secure attachment with the early attachment figure (Levy, Blatt &
Shaver, 1998; see also Chp I. 1.). If low differentiation and high
integration is the case, this person is supposed to have cognitive
simplicity, restricted dimensions of understanding and predicting.
Characteristics of this person are associated to neurotic disorders,
especially with obsessive compulsive type. This person can have
cognitive simplicity besides functioning well. If high differentiation and
low integration is the case, this person might generate several
meanings that are not organized to constitute a meaningful whole. This
profile is associated to thought disorder, especially with schizophrenia.

Lastly, if the construction of the subject has low differentiation and low
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integration, this case is suggested to be the indicator of fragmentation
that the person has different restricted views without any sensible unity,
but indicating splitting. This profile is associated to some problems in
personality organization or one’s being in a period of developmental

transition prior to a more integrated accomplishment.

Another RGT result which implies the content of the personal
construction is Psychological Distance Analysis. Relative position of
elements to each other on a certain construct is calculated in terms of
Euclidian distance measures. The greater the distance between
elements on a certain construct is an indicator of the splitting the
elements along a certain characteristic. Lack of distance between
elements, in other words, integrity of two elements under the same
construct is implying an element’s enmeshment with each other on the
cognitive realm of the person and also indicates cognitive constriction
(Ashworth et. al, 1982, 1985, cited in Karaman, 1990; Feixas & Alvarez,
2007). Similarly, lack of closeness across all elements as a general
pattern is proposed to be associated with psychopathology. Individual
him/herself and parent’s relationship represented by Euclidian
distances, in other words, RGT configuration of elements with related
constructs were assumed to be the representations of object relations in
psychoanalytic sense or interpersonal configuration of an individual in

general. Especially, distance between ‘self and ‘ideal self was found to
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be associated with self-esteem, higher distance indicating lower self-

esteem.

Kelly (1991/1955) assumes that the psychological symptoms of an
individual might become a part of his/her identity and resist to change.
The negative pole of the construct is termed as a symptomatic pole. If
the ‘self’ is construed at the symptomatic pole of a construct change
might be desirable regarding this construct. However, the position of
this symptomatic construct might linked to some central construct that
the change is not desirable (implication line among constructs). Thus,
the changing of symptomatic construct in this case involves
considerable threat for the individual. This condition signifies a dilemma
in individual’s implication line RGT also identifies the Dilemmatic
Constructs, those which either pole is undesirable. Several research
results indicated that (Feixas & Saul 2003, 2004, Feixas & Alvarez,
2007) although having dilemmas is a natural fact in some degree, the
clinical group had considerably higher number of dilemmas than the
non-clinical group implying psychological distress and resistance to
change in treatment associated with some implicative dilemmas,
nevertheless therapy proved to be an effective intervention to reduce
the number of the dilemmas as well. Thus, if the cognitive structure is
integrated, the dilemmas might be accepted as a part of the organized
system, but if the cognitive structure is not integrated, this might be

accepted as an indication of disorganized system.
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As a summary, RGT examines the structure and the content of the
mental construction and RGT results can be used as an indication of
one’s psychological profile and as an indicator of more deeper

structures which are not at one’s awareness.

1.7. Aims of Study | and Study II:

Hypothesized Relationships Among Affect Regulation, Attachment
Style, and Personal Construct of the Relational World

All the previous explanations driven from the literature emphasized the
association among psychological health, affect requlation, attachment
style and mental construction of individual’s interpersonal world.
Regarding the emphasized literature, the general aims of the study
were to show that the (1) overall psychological distress is related to the
problems in emotion regulation, (2) Secure attachment is a protective
factor that is associated to less psychological distress and less
problems in emotion regulation compared to insecure attachment, (3)
Effective emotion regulation is an explanatory factor mediating the
attachment security and psychological wellbeing association, or
Problems in emotion regulation is an explanatory factor mediating the
attachment insecurity and psychological distress association, (4)
Although the participants taking Clinical help are having more
psychological distress and more difficulty to regulate their emotions

compared to Control participants, attachment security is still a protective
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factor even in Clinical group which is associated to low psychological
distress and less difficulty to regulate emotions compared to insecure
participants, (5) ‘Self and ‘others’ model contributing to the difference
between Secure participants in the clinical group and control group, or
insecure participants in the clinical group and control group could be
interpreted through qualitative analysis of their personal construction of
their interpersonal world.

a. Aims of Study |

1. Considering that there was no instrument measuring the
regulation of negative affect in Turkish, the original version of
DERS was aimed to be adapted to a Turkish sample as a reliable
and valid instrument.

(a) For Reliability of the DERS, Internal Consistency of the total
DERS and its subscales, Test-Retest Reliability of the total DERS
and its subscales, Split Half Reliability of the DERS were aimed to
be examined.

(b) Construct Validity was aimed to be examined through Factor
Analysis

(c) Concurrent Validity was aimed to be examined through analyzing
the association between DERS, its subscales and Psychological
Symptoms.

(d) Criterion validity was aimed to be examined through comparing
the DERS scores of high psychological symptoms group with low

psychological symptoms group.
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2.

Association between Emotion Regulation measured by DERS
with Psychological Distress and Attachment Style was aimed to
be confirmed on 3 relationship models as an additional evidence
for the Construct Validity of the DERS. (1) Specifically, people
having Secure Attachment Style were expected to engage in
healthy emotion regulation in general and, (2) at the same time,
they were expected to be healthier on the factors of emotion
regulation measured by DERS compared to people having
insecure attachment styles. (3) Mediator role of Emotion
Regulation (as measured by DERS) between the Attachment
Style and Psychological Distress Relationship was aimed to be
confirmed in a Turkish sample. Specifically, Difficulty of Emotion
Regulation was expected to be a major contributor between Ds,
Ps, Fs and psychological distress association, or on the contrary,
Healthy Emotion Regulation was expected to be a major
contributor between Secure Attachment Style and Psychological

Health association.

b. Aims of Study Il

1.

The effects of participants’ Clinical Status on Psychological
Distress and Emotion Regulation were aimed to be examined.
Specifically, Clinical Status was expected to have main effect on
Emotion regulation and Psychological Distress. Hence, Clinical

Group was expected to have more difficulty of emotion

_43 -



regulation and more psychological distress than the Control
Group.

. The effects of different Attachment Styles of participants on
Emotion Regulation and Psychological Distress were aimed to
be examined. Attachment and Clinical Status interaction effect
either on Emotion Regulation or Psychological Distress were not
expected. Specifically, participants reporting to have insecure
attachment styles were expected to have more Difficulty of
Emotion Regulation and have more Psychological Distress
compared to participants reporting to have Secure Attachment
Style, regardless of Clinical Status.

. For both Clinical Group and Control Group, Emotion Regulation
was expected to mediate the association between Attachment
Style and Psychological Distress relationship. Specifically,
Difficulty of Emotion Regulation was expected to be a major
contributor in insecure attachment styles and psychological
distress association or Healthy Emotion Regulation was
expected to be a major contributor in Secure Attachment Style
and Psychological Health association for both groups.

. the Mental Construction of the Relational/interpersonal world
Grids of the participants were aimed to be subjected to
qualitative comparison within the Clinical and within the Control
Group. At the same time, qualitative Grid comparisons of the

participants having the same attachment style from different
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Clinical Status were aimed to be conducted. The aim of these
comparisons was to identify the possible construction patterns
that might differ a group of Ss who seek clinical help (Ss in
Clinical Group) from a group of Ss who did not seek such help
(Ss in Control Group). Similarly, possible construction patterns
ere aimed to be identified that could differ a group of individuals
having Ds, Ps, Fs, Mixed Insecure Style that did not need to
seek clinical help (insecures in Control Group) from a group of
individuals having Ds, Ps, Fs, Mixed Insecure Style that seek
clinical help (insecures in Clinical Group). Primarily, congruent
results with the previous studies based on Bartholomew &
Horowitz (1991) classification of working models due to 4
category results were expected to be reflected on Grid
configurations. But additional and more detailed findings would
be sought since the grids were representing the relational
mental configurations and additional ‘object relations’ such as
‘self’ in relation with sibling, close friend, authority figure and
‘ideal self which were not examined in the previously mentioned
studies (Bartholomew & Horowitz ,1991; Gallo, Smith, Ruiz,

2003; Levy, Blatt & Shaver, 1998; Shaver & Brennan, 1992).

1.8. Implications of the Study
With the growing research on attachment style, its influence on

developmental and clinical psychology has become apparent. Both
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attachment style and emotion regulation are two maijor factors that can
contribute to the knowledge of etiological background in clinical
practice. There are a few empirical studies examining the association
between the attachment style and emotion regulation of adults, even
fewer studies on the mediator role of the emotion regulation (see Chp.
1.3.). To the best knowledge of the author, this study is going to be the
first attempt to understand how different attachment styles differ on
broader emotion regulation approach from awareness to strategy
building in a Turkish sample. The results may contribute to the universal
and cultural aspects of the issue. Therefore, this would provide a major
source for the clinician for adjusting the focus of his/her treatment.
Besides attachment style and emotion regulation, reflection of
individual’s interpersonal world as a personal construct would also give
a deeper understanding of his/her psychological dynamics. This would
be the first attempt to comprehend the personal construct system in
relation to attachment style. Since attachment style, emotion
regulation, mental construction of individual’s interpersonal world are
considered as three important factors having associations with clinical
problems, each of them is expected to change throughout the effective
therapeutic intervention (Beebe & Lachman, 2002; Fonagy, 19992;
Fonagy, 19993; Jellema, 2000, 2002; Mallinckrodt, 2000; Perris, 2000;
Ryle, 1997). Therefore, taking repeated measures from these three
domains will provide us with an integrative and wider picture of

transformation of client, and this information is expected to be an
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important tool in clinical practice, as well as in psychotherapy process

research.

Moreover, in literature, the association between attachment style and
emotion regulation was examined through instruments which measure
hyperactivating and deactivating strategies that were related to insecure
attachment styles (Kobak & Sceery, 1988; Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg,
2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002; Wei, Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003);
or through measures of reappraisal that involves antecedent focused
cognitive strategies and suppression that involves response focused,
behavioural strategies aiming at inhibition of affect either being negative
or positive (Gross & John, 2003). In this study, the new instrument
which was supposed to measure the modulation of negative affect as
an actual regulation strategy rather than inhibition or elimination of it
(Gratz & Roemer, 2004), was adapted in a Turkish sample. This would
provide the comparison of attachment styles (secure vs insecure) on
the basis of global emotion regulation ability (Difficulty of Emotion
Regulation) and at the same time on the sub-factors (awareness,
clarity, acceptance, goal directedness, impulse control and strategy
building) of the global factor. Furthermore, this instrument would be the

first instrument to measure emotion regulation in Turkish.

_47 -



CHAPTERIII
STUDY |

Psychometric Properties of the Difficulty of Emotion Regulation Scale
in a Turkish Sample and, Examining the Association among
Psychological Distress, Emotion Regulation and Attachment Style as

an Additional Evidence for the Construct Validity

Healthy emotion regulation requires modulating the experience of
affect rather than suppressing or eliminating certain uncomfortable
emotions. Attachment theory and the followers pointed out and
empirically tested that emotion regulation strategies and attachment
style of an individual are early established procedures through the
attachment relationship between child and caregiver (Bowlby, 1979;
Jellema, 2002; Fraley & Shaver, 1997; Fraley, Garner & Shaver, 2000;
Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002, Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003). The
modulation of arousal involves security based strategies (Shaver &
Mikulincer, 2002). These strategies calm or sooth oneself when
experiencing intense emotions through inhibiting inappropriate,
ineffective impulsive acts that elevate the salient negative experience
(Gratz & Roemer, 2004). Security based strategies were associated
with Secure Attachment (Ss): That is, proximity seeking behavior of the
infant is maintained by the caregiver with supportive, attuned, effective
response; repetition of this interaction provides the child with self-

confidence, and with confidence to others, even in distressful situations;

- 48 -



and thus, Ss is established. Child learns that coping with stressful

situations and negative affect is manageable.

On the other hand, baby develops secondary attachment strategies as
a defence to unsuccessful interventions of the attachment figure while
dealing with the arousal of the baby (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002).
Attachment insecurity is associated with either suppression of the
thoughts and memories that activate negative affect (deactivating
strategies) or ruminative and passive emotion focused strategies that
increase the distress and reinforce one’s internalization that s/he is not
able to overcome without others (hyperactivating strategies) (Dozier &
Kobak, 1992; Kobak & Sceery, 1988; Mallinckrodt, 2000; Mikulincer,
et. Al,, 2003). Additionally, as it was mentioned in the aetiology of
emotion regulation (see, Chp.l.1), it is considered to be associated with
psychological and even physiological health. Emotion regulation
components, from awareness to expression have been found to be
negatively associated with different types of psychological symptoms or

disorders (Gratz & Roemer, 2004; APA, 1994; John & Gross, 2004).

Moreover, researchers found evidence that attachment style and
psychological distress relationship is mediated by emotion regulation
(Wei, Vogel, Ku & Zakalik,, 2005; Wei, Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003).
In other words, there is an association between attachment style,

emotion regulation and psychological distress. Additionally, emotion
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regulation is the mediator or an important explanatory mechanism

through which attachment associates with psychological health.

Despite its clinical significance, the role of emotion regulation in
psychological or psychiatric problems of adults is not adequately
studied and scales used for research are not comprehensive enough to
cover all aspects of affect regulation or dysregulation (Gratz & Roemer,
2004). In this respect, adaptive emotion regulation or secure based
strategies involve awareness of emotional state, altering the intensity or
duration of emotion and behaving appropriately to the goals through
inhibiting impulsive behavior when experiencing negative affect.
Corresponding to this explanation of affect regulation, Gratz and
Roemer (2004) conceptualized emotion regulation as involving the

following four dimensions :

(1) Awareness and understanding of emotion; (2)
Acceptance of emotion; (3) Ability to control impulsive
behaviors and behave in accordance with desired
goals when experiencing negative affect (4) Ability to
use situationally appropriate emotion regulation
strategies, flexibly to modulate emotional responses as
desired in order to meet individual goals and
situational demands (p. 42).

They developed the Difficulty of Emotion Regulation Scale (DERS) as
an instrument to measure those aspects of emotion regulation. DERS
seemed to be a reliable and valid instrument on the population they

studied (see Chp. Il.1.a.).
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This study aimed (1) to establish the Turkish adaptation of the DERS as
a reliable and valid instrument, which would be the first attempt to
provide a scale measuring emotion regulation in Turkey and, as a part
of the criterion validity, but also for an additional information about the
psychological health and emotion regulation, to examine the relation of
the adapted DERS and its subcales with psychological distress; (2) to
examine the relation of the adapted DERS with 4 category of
attachment style and, to examine the mediator role of the DERS (i.e.,
emotion regulation) between 4 different attachment style categories and
psychological distress, for additional evidences regarding the validity of

the Turkish version of DERS.
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METHOD OF THE STUDY |

1.1 Participants

Difficulty of Emotion Regulation Scale (DERS), Relationship
Questionnaire (RQ) and Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI) were
administered to 338 students, 207 of whom were females, and 122
were males (9 did not report their sex) from three different universities,
namely Bilkent University, Middle East Technical University (METU)
and Hacettepe University. Table 1 shows the participant’'s majors. The
age of the participants ranged from 19 to 31 with a mean age of 22.6
(SD= 1.80). Participants lived longest period of their lives at 75 different
cities and settlements in Turkey (see App. |).

TABLE I. Participant’s Departments

DEPARTMENTS Frequency
Economics 12
International Relations 19
Political Science 6
Management 15
Industrial Engineering 24
Electrical Engineering 19
Computer Engineering 20
Accounting 2
Law 3
Molecular Biology and Genetics 2
Translation (2 years education) 1
Bank and Finance 1
Tourism and Hotel Management 29
Psychology 69
Science Teaching 1
Philosophy 1
Psychology and Biology 1
Preschool Teaching 5
Sociology 67
Turkish Folk Science 21
Geology Engineering 1
English Teaching 3
English Literature 12
French Literature 3
Class Teaching 1
Missing 2
Total 338

1

W
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I1.2. Instruments

11.2.1. Difficulty of Emotion Regulation (DERS): The DERS has been
developed by Gratz & Roemer (2004) including 6 subscales, namely (1)
lack of awareness of emotional responses (AWARENESS) (2) lack of
clarity of emotional responses (CLARITY) (3) nonacceptance of
emotional responses (NONACCEPTANCE) (4) limited access to
effective strategies (STRATEGIES) 5. difficulties in controlling impulses
when experiencing negative affect (IMPULSE) 6. difficulties in engaging
goal directed behaviour when experiencing negative affect (GOALS)
(see App. Il for the original version of DERS). The subscales cover
major dimensions of affect regulation from awareness to expression as
emphasized earlier. The scale is composed of 36 items which are rated
on a Likert type scale, from 1 (almost never) to 5 (almost always). As a
reliability score, Cronbach Alpha was found as .93 for total scale
implying high internal consistency and alpha coefficients were ranging
from .80 to .89 for each subscale implying adequate internal
consistency. Test retest reliability (see I1.3. for time interval) was found
as .88 (p < .01, N=21). Correlation of the DERS with different clinically
related constructs have shown differential pattern of associations
amongst different subscales of DERS indicating clinical relevance of the

scale (Gratz & Roemer, 2004).

a. Turkish form of the DERS: Following the translation of DERS into

Turkish, three bilingual professionals from psychology field and one
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bilingual person from a different field translated original scale (36

items) back into English (see App. Il for the backtranslations).

Back translation was compared to the original scale regarding the

semantic content of the items :

1.

If one of the backtranslation was approximately similar to the
original version of DERS, this item was kept as in the initial Turkish
form.

If none of the backtranslation could approximate the meaning of the
original item, and the alternative Turkish translation was apparently
needed, the initial Turkish form and the alternative form was written
together in order to make further decision.

If none of the backtranslation could approximate to the original
item, but the initial Turkish translation still appears to be the best
alternative, one of the backtranslaters was asked to translate these
items from original DERS into Turkish in order to do double check.
if backtranslater’s translation was approximately similar to the initial
Turkish item, the item was kept in its initial Turkish form.
if her translation suggested a different alternative, initial Turkish
item and this alternative suggestion were written together for further
evaluation
The items that were kept in their initial Turkish form and those with
their alternative form were reevaluated and the final decision was

given with the thesis supervisor.
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7. The final form of the Turkish version of the DERS was set (see App.

IV for Turkish version of DERS).

11.2.2. Relationship Questionnaire (RQ) : The RQ has been adapted
by Bartholomew and Horowitz (1991) into 4 paragraphs in order to test
the four category model of the Attachment Style (e.i., Secure, Fearful,
Preoccupied, Dismissing). Simer and Gungoér (1999) have adapted
the RQ into Turkish through 2 studies (see App. V. for the Turkish
Version of RQ). The results of the two Turkish studies indicated that,
correlations among attachment styles were consistent with the
assumptions of the 4 category model (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991),
except Dismissing (Ds) and Preoccupied Attachment Styles (Ps) that
exert almost no relation where negative correlation was expected.
Analyses well discriminated the Secure (Ss) from Insecure styles but
Fearful style (Fs) wasn’t clearly discriminated from Ds and Ps. That was
discussed by Sumer & Gungor (1999) as due to Fs ‘self model
similarity to Ps and ‘other’ similarity to Ds, they also assigned that these
findings were consistent with some other studies (e.g. Cozerelli et.al,
1998, Scharfe & Bartholomew, 1994 cited in Sumer & Gungor, 1999).
Test retest reliabilities were acceptable, ranging from .54 to .72.
Regarding concurrent validity, attachment styles measured by RQ and
Relationship Scales Questionnaire which was another instrument to

measure attachment styles (Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994) were
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congruent with the original study (the correlations were in the range of

47 for Ds to .61 for Ss).

RQ measures 4 categories of attachment via 4 different paragraphs.
Each attachment style is explained in one brief paragraph and each
paragraph is rated by the subject according to its relevance to him/her
on a 7-point rating scale. Following all ratings, participants are asked to
put a check next to the paragraph which they think to represent their

own attachment style.

11.2.3 Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI) : The BSl is the brief form of
SCL-90 which was adapted by L. R. Derogatis (1992) composing of 53
items. BSI was adapted into Turkish by Sahin & Durak (1994) (see
App. VI for Turkish version of BSI). Each item is evaluated by the
participants on a 5 point (0 to 4) Likert type scale. As a result of its
construct validity analysis 5 factors have emerged, which are, anxiety,
depression, negative self, somatization, and hostility. They were found
to have significant correlations with some clinically relevant constructs.
Chronbach Alpha of the subscales ranged from .55 to .86, and for the
Global scale ranged from .96 to .95 in three different studies indicating

considerable internal consistency ($Sahin and Durak, 1994).
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I1.3. Procedure

The tests were randomly ordered for every participant before the
administration in order to control for the possible sequence effect. The
cover page of the tests included the brief explanation of the study and
contact information about the researcher. Administrations were carried
out by the researcher or by the instructor of the University with similar

instructions.

59 of the participants were readministred the DERS in order to analyze

the test—retest reliability of the scale. Between the first and second

administration the time interval ranged from 20 to 33 days.
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CHAPTERIII

RESULTS OF THE STUDY I

ll.1. Reliability and Validity Analysis of Turkish Version of the
DERS

Construct validity of the DERS was analyzed in order to compare the
factor structure with the original version. Concurrent validity and
criterion validity of the DERS were analyzed in order to examine its
associations with psychological distress and also to examine its
potential to differentiate the psychologically distressed participants from

non-distressed participants, respectively.

In order to establish the reliability of the DERS its internal consistency,

test-retest reliability and split half reliability coefficients were analyzed.

As for the psychometric characteristics of DERS, initially its factor structure
was analyzed (i.e., construct validity) which was followed by reliability and

other validity studies.

lll.1.1. Factor Structure of the DERS

In order to examine the factor structure of the DERS, factor analysis
using principle axis factoring method of extraction with promax oblique
rotation was used as in the original version of the scale (Gratz &

Roemer, 2004). As a result of the factor analysis, 7 factors have
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emerged with eigenvalues above 1. According to the scree-plot and
item distribution, 6 factor structure was preferred as in the original
version of the study. With the exactly similar names assigned by Gratz
& Roemer (2004), these factors were, 1. Difficulties engaging in goal
directed behavior (GOAL), 2. Limited Access to emotion regulation
strategies (STRATEGY), 3. Nonacceptance of emotional responses
(NONACCEPTANCE), 4. Impulse control difficulties (IMPULSE), 5.
Lack of emotional clarity (CLARITY), 6. Lack of emotional awareness
(AWARENESS) (p. 48). The explained total variance for these 6 factors
was 62,4%. The items that had loadings of .30 or more were accepted
under that factor; and if an item had a loading of over .30 under more
than one factor, item’s original factor placement was also considered.
Results revealed approximately similar factor pattern with the original
version, only 2 items loaded on different factors compared to the
original DERS version (see Table 2): One of which (item 3) had a
loading of .28 under IMPULSE which has been its original factor and
.49 on CLARITY Factor. Considering the content and original factor
loading, this item was decided to be kept under the IMPULSE Factor
even though it had a loading under .30 under this factor. Moreover, with
the addition of item 3 to the IMPULSE Factor, the alpha coefficient of
this factor did not change (.90); and as for the CLARITY Factor, by the
exclusion of this item alpha coefficient of this factor remained almost the
same (changed .83 to .82). Thus, these findings also supported the

decision of keeping item 3 under the IMPULSE Factor. The other item,
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item 10, had loading of -.49 on STRATEGY Factor even after the
reversion, and had .27 loading on AWARENESS Factor which was its
original factor at the original study. In fact, content of the item in both
English and Turkish version of DERS seemed more related to
‘acceptance of the emotion’ rather than ‘awareness’, and any semantic
association between item 10 and STRATEGY Factor could not be
interpreted. Moreover item 10 decreased the alpha coefficient from .75
to .70 when included into AWARENESS Factor and from .89 to 85
when included into STRATEGY Factor. Item 10 was excluded from the
DERS considering the results of the reliability analysis as well (see
1.2.). Thus, in spite of the item 10, Turkish version of the DERS

seemed to have good construct validity (see Discussion section).
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lll.1.2. Reliability of the DERS

In order to examine the internal consistency of the DERS and its
factors, Cronbach Alpha coefficients were computed. The Turkish
version of the DERS was found to have a Cronbach Alpha coefficient of
.93, which was considerably good and similar to the internal
consistency of the original version of the scale. Item 10 had a very low
correlation (r = . 06) with the total scale. Considering that item 10 had
approximately no relation with the total DERS and it had a factor
loading problem as mentioned in the previous section (see 1.1.), item
10 was excluded from the scale and further analyses were conducted
with the remaining 35 items. The Cronbach alpha of the DERS with the
exclusion of this item was found to be .94. The item total correlation
ranged between .18 to .71, and 32 of the items had item total

correlations above .35.

The subscales of the DERS revealed considerably high internal
consistency with alpha coefficients ranging from .75 to .90, which
ranged from .80 to .89 for the original version. More specifically, alpha
coefficients of the Turkish version were as follows: It was .82 for
CLARITY, .90 for GOAL, .90 for IMPULSE, .83 for NONACCEPTANCE,

.89 for STRATEGY, .75 for AWARENESS.
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Split-half reliability was also computed for the whole scale. The scale was
randomly splitted into two parts. The Guttman split-half reliability for the
DERS was .95, where the Cronbach alpha coefficient

for the first part composed of items 18, was .86 and it was .89 for the

second part which was consisted of 17 items.

The test-retest reliability of the DERS was found as .83 (p< .01, N=59)
which is good but slightly lower than the original version (alpha = .88, p
<.01 N= 21). The test-retest reliability coefficients of the DERS
subscales also seemed to be adequate (.85 for STRATEGY, .72 for
AWARENESS, .69 for CLARITY, .68 for IMPULSE, .72 for GOAL, .60

for NONACCEPTANCE).

ll.1.3. Concurrent Validity of the DERS

In order to examine the concurrent validity of the DERS and its
subscales, correlations between the DERS total, its subscales and the
BSI total and its subscales were examined. Prior to the concurrent
validity analysis, reliability of the BSI and its subscales were checked
for the present study. Results revealed that, alpha coefficient (.96) for
the Global scale were similar to the findings of Sahin & Durak (1994)
and subscale alpha coefficients were higher than their findings, which
were .86 for ANXIETY, .89 for DEPRESSION, .87 for NEGATIVE SELF,

.76 for SOMATIZATION, . 77 for HOSTILITY subscales.
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Consistent with the expectations there were high positive correlations
between the total scores of DERS and the BSI (r = .62, p <.001) and
between the subscales of the DERS and the BSI ranging from r = .37 to
r=.58 (ps < .001); except for the AWARENESS subscale which
exhibited lower positive correlation (r = .18, p <.01) (see Table 3).
Similarly, total DERS score exhibited good positive correlations with
ANXIETY, DEPRESSION, NEGATIVE SELF, HOSTILITY subscales of
the BSI, correlations ranging fromr = .58 to r = .54 (ps <.001), and
moderate positive correlation with SOMATIZATION (r = .35, p <.001).
Additionally SOMATIZATION subscale of the BSI seemed to exhibit
lowest positive correlations with the subscales of DERS as well, ranging
fromr=.15(p <.01)tor =.29 (p <.001). However the other subscales
of the BSI exhibited moderate to strong positive correlations with the
DERS subscales ranging fromr = .32 tor = .53 (ps < .001); except for
the AWARENESS subscale of the DERS which had low positive
correlations with the all BSI subscales ranging fromr=.11 (p <.05)tor
=.16 (p <.01). These associations indicate the association between

difficulties in emotion regulation and psychological distress.
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TABLE 3. Correlations Between Total and Subscale measures of DERS and

BSI
Scales BSI DERS STRATEGY IMPULSE AWARENESS
GOAL NON- CLARITY
ACCEPTANCE

BSI 1.000 .62*** .43*** 58*** 48% 54 27 .18*
DERS .62*** 1.000 .69*** .88*** 2% .84%** .B3*** 447

Subscales of BSI
ANXIETY 94%** BgF* 43 52*** 46%** 52*** 33 A1
DEPRESSION Q2% BArR* 38R 53*** .38*** A0%** N R A3*
NEGATIVE SELF  .90*** .57***  39*** 52%** 46% AT .38*** .16**
SOMATIZATION 78 35 26%* 29%** 27 27%** 22%** 15%*
HOSTILITY 8% BE*x 33 A49*** 46%** 50*** 32%** .16**

*p<.05; *p<.01; **p<.001

lll.1.4. Criterion Validity of the DERS
Prior to the criterion validity analysis, participants profile related to
Psychological Distress and Difficulty of Emotion Regulation were
examined. The mean scores and standard deviations, ranges for the BSI
and its subscales are given on Table 4, and the mean score, standard

deviations, ranges for the DERS and its subscales are given on Table 5.

Table 4. Descriptive Statistics about BSI and its subscales

N Nof Min. Max. Scale Mean SD
items Max.
BSI 287 53 2 161 212 48.86 32.92
Subscales of BSI
ANXIETY
320 13 0 38 52 11.10 8.48
DEPRESION 326 12 0 41 48 14.41 9.91
NEGATIVE SELF 321 12 0 42 48 10.06 8.55
SOMATIZATION 325 9 0 22 36 5.75 5.20
HOSTILITY 317 7 0 25 28 8.29 5.57
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Table 5. Descriptive Statistics about DERS and its subscales

N Nof Min. Max. Scale Mean SD
items Max.

DERS 324 35 40 143 175 78.83 19.89
Subscales of DERS
GOAL 331 5 5 25 25 16.24 4.74
STRATEGY 330 8 8 37 40 17.30 6.43
NONACCEPTANCE 332 6 6 27 30 10.55 411
IMPULSE 332 6 6 30 30 12.55 5.25
CLARITY 336 5 5 24 25 10.70 3.29
AWARENESS 333 5 5 23 25 11.53 3.42

In order to examine the criterion validity of the DERS, two extreme
groups were generated on the basis of the participants’ BSI scores. The
BSI scores with the highest and lowest 30" percentile were grouped as
‘high psychological distress’ and ‘low psychological distress’ categories
respectively. In the ‘high Psychological distress’ group, there were 87
participants, who had a mean BSI score of 90.87 (SD = 23.23) and for
this group the BSI scores ranged from 60 to 161. In the ‘low
psychological distress’ group there were 90 participants, who had a
mean BSI score of 16.72 (SD = 6.99) and for this group the BSI scores
ranged from 2 to 28. As a criterion validity, the DERS scores were
expected to be significantly different for these groups with high vs. low
psychological distress. To observe the significant differences between
these groups on their DERS measures, a one way ANCOVA was
conducted by taking Gender as the covariate factor. Thus, Gender
effect was controlled on global DERS scores of both high and low

distress groups.

- 69 -



The analysis did not reveal a significant effect of Gender as covariate F
(1,167) = .5, ns), while indicated a significant group main effect, F (1,
170) = 121.3, p < .001. Consistent with the expectations, the
participants with high psychological distress reported more difficulty in
emotion regulation (M= 95.62, SD= 1.90) than those with low

psychological distress (M= 66.65, SD= 1.82).

Additionally, as part of the criterion validity again, DERS subscales
were expected to be significantly different for these groups with high
and low psychological distress. In order to examine differences between
groups, a 2 (Group: high vs. low psychological distress) x 6 (Subscales
of DERS: AWARENESS, CLARITY, STRATEGY, GOAL, IMPULSE,
NONACCEPTANCE) MANCOVA was conducted by taking Gender as
the Covariate for examining its effect on DERS factors. MANOVA
revealed a significant group main effect for the measures of DERS
(multivariate F(6,162) = .20.99, p< .001) after controlling the effect of
Gender. That is, in general, DERS subscales differentiated between
the groups with high vs. low psychological distress. Univariate
analyses, with Bonferroni corrections confirmed this group main effect
for each subscale of DERS (see Table 6). Mean differences revealed
that the participants having high psychological distress reported more
difficulty on every factor of emotion regulation as compared to those

participants having low psychological distress.
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Table 6. Univariate Effects of Low vs. High Distress Group on DERS Subscales

and Mean differences

DERS subscales  Low High TOTAL  df Mean F
Psychological Psychological Mean Square
Distress Distress
GOAL 13.79 18.91 16.35 1,167 1115.40 56.86%x
STRATEGY 13.64 22.27 17.96 1,167  3149.42 99,29
NONACCEPTANCE 8.95 12.96 10.95 1,167 684.30 42.98%*
IMPULSE 10.15 16.59 13.37 1,167 1761.66 73.36%x
CLARITY 9.27 12.41 10.84 1,167 417.58 45.58%*x*
AWARENESS 10.87 12.47 11.67 1,167 108.73 9.18%

*p < .01; *+ p <.001

lll.2. Examining the Association among Psychological Distress,
Emotion Regulation and Attachment Styles as an Additional
Evidence for Construct Validity

In Chp. |, expected relationship among psychological health,
attachment style and emotion regulation were emphasized. These
findings were confirmed on a Turkish sample with the Turkish version of
DERS, RQ and BSI, indicating the strength of DERS’ Construct Validity
on the basis of three different relationship models among attachment
style, emotion regulation and psychological health: (1) Participants
reported to have Ss, Ds, Ps, Fs and Mixed Insecure Attachment Style
(see Chp. 111.2.1.) in RQ scale were compared in terms of their emotion
regulation skills measured by total DERS scores (high scores indicating
more difficulty in emotion regulation). (2) Additionally, after grouping
Attachment Style into two categories, (i.e., Insecure and Secure)
differential effect of Insecure vs Secure categories on DERS Factor
scores, namely NONACCEPTANCE, AWARENESS, STRATEGY,
GOAL, CLARITY, IMPULSE scores were examined. (3) Moreover, in

order to examine the mediator role of the Emotion Regulation in
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Attachment Style and Psychological Distress relationship two
Regression Analyses were carried out. In the first Regression Analysis,
Ss, Ds, Ps, Fs and DERS were examined as predictors of
Psychological Distress measured by BSI. Here the entrance of DERS
into the regression equation was expected to weaken the association
between the attachment styles and Psychological Distress in the
second step. In the second Regression Analysis, Ss, Ds, Ps and Fs
were examined as predictors of DERS for an additional evidence of the

mediator role of the DERS.

lll..2.1. Determination of the Attachment Styles of the Participants
RQ results revealed that among 338 participants, 41 participants did not
complete RQ thus were treated as missing data, 142 participants rated
themselves highest on the secure category and consistently they put a
check next to the secure categorization indicating that they perceived
themselves as having secure attachment style, 22 of the participants
rated themselves highest on the dismissing category and consistently
they put a check next to the dismissing category, 33 participants rated
themselves highest on the preoccupied category and consistently
again put a check next to the preoccupied category. Similarly 37
participants mentioned themselves as fearful through both rating
highest and checking next to the fearful category. Though for these 234
participants the ratings and endorsed categorizations were consistent,

for the rest of the participants some inconsistencies were observed.
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Regarding the inconsistencies, 46 participants rated themselves highest
on one of the insecure categories (i.e., preoccupied, fearful, or
dismissing categories), however they put a check next to the insecure
category that was different than the category on which they had rated
themselves highest. Though these two assessments were inconsistent
with each other, for these 46 participants they were consistently
indicating the insecure attachment style, hence these participants were
called as mixed insecure style (see Discussion Section for more
explanation). Finally, for the remaining 17 participants the situation was
more complicated. Although, they rated themselves highest on the
secure category, they put a check next to the insecure categories, or

vice versa. Those participants were eliminated from further analyses.

lll.2.2. Examining the Attachment Styles and DERS Relationship
The amount of difficulty on emotion regulation was expected to be
different for people having different attachment styles namely, Ss and
Ds, Ps, Fs, Mixed Insecure Type. In order to analyze the possible
attachment style differences on emotion regulation, Oneway ANOVA
was conducted with 5 different categories of attachment styles (i.e., Ss,

Ds, Ps, Fs and Mixed Insecure Type).

The analysis revealed significant main effect of attachment style, F (4,
264) = 11.05, p < .001. Posthoc analysis conducted with Tukey’s HSD

at .05 alpha level indicated that, Ss have significantly less difficulty on
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emotion regulation (M= 71.68) than people having Ps (M= 89.97), Fs
(M= 82.92), and mixed insecure style (M= 88.73). On the other hand
participants having Ds (M= 77.09, N=22) were found to have no
significant difference on their emotion regulation skills compared to
people having either Ss or other insecure styles (i.e., Ps, Fs, and mixed
insecure group). Similarly, emotion regulation skills of Ps, Fs, and
Mixed Insecure group did not differ from each other significantly (see
Table 7).

Table 7. Mean Differences of DERS according to Attachment Styles
SECURE DISMISSING PREOCCUPIED FEARFUL MIXED

N=135 N=22 N=32 N=36 INSECURE
N=44
71.68a 77.09ab 89.97b 82.92b 88.73b

Note: The mean scores that do not share the same letter subscript on the same

raw are significantly different from each other at .05 alpha level of Tukey.

Parallel to the above assumption regarding the possible differences on
difficulties of emotion regulation for those having different types of
attachment styles, DERS subscales were also expected to be differed
on the basis of attachment styles. For this analysis to avoid complexity,
attachment styles were considered under two categories as Secure and
Insecure. Those participants having Ss were again called as Secure
group, whereas the participants who were categorized in one of the
insecure categories (i.e., Ds, PS, Fs and mixed insecure style) were
called as the insecure group. As a result of this grouping we ended up

with 135 Secure participants and 134 Insecure participants. In order to
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analyze the assumed relation, 2 (Group: Secure vs. Insecure) x 6
(Subscales of DERS: AWARENESS, CLARITY, STRATEGY, GOAL,
IMPULSE, NONACCEPTANCE) MANOVA was conducted. MANOVA
revealed significant main effect of Group. That is, in general the scores
of DERS subscales differentiated between the groups having secure vs.
insecure attachment styles (Multivariate F (6,262) = 6.95 p < .001,
Wilks’ A = .86). Univariate analyses confirmed this group main effect
for all subscales of DERS by using a Bonferroni adjusted alpha level of
.01, except for the AWARENESS subscale (see Table 8). Mean
differences revealed that the participants having insecure attachment
styles reported more difficulty on all factors of emotion regulation,
except being aware of their feelings, as compared to those participants

having secure attachment style.

Tablo 8. Means and SDs of Attachment Styles on DERS factors

DERS Subscales SECURE INSECURE TOTALMultivariate Wilks’A=.86 Univariate

F(6,262)=6.95* F(1,267)
GOAL 15.88 17.31 16.32 11.926*
(41) (41) (.30)
STRATEGY 15.11 19.34 17.22 30.593%
(.54) (.54) (.38)
NONACCEPTANCE 9.46 11.46 10.46 17 472"
(.34) (.34) (.24)
IMPULSE 10.07 13.75 12.41 18.350*
(.44) (44) (31)
CLARITY 9.72 11.69 10.70 26.183*
(.27) (.27) (.19)
AWARENESS 10.99 12.00 10.50 5.664,ns
(.30) (.30) (.21)

*p <.001.

~75 -



111.2.3. Examining Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation between
Attachment Styles and Psychological Distress

In order to examine the proposed mediator role of the emotion
regulation, two regression analysis were conducted. In the first
regression analysis psychological distress was the dependent variable.
In order to examine the mediator effect of emotion regulation, four
ratings of participants on attachment styles namely Ss, Ds, Ps and Fs
(Mixed Insecure Style which was determined as the fifth insecure
attachment style category was not examined, since attachment styles
were not included into this analysis as categorical variables) were
entered into the analysis as continuous variables in the first step and
emotion regulation entered into the analysis in the second step. The
second regression analysis conducted to provide further support for the
mediator role of the emotion regulation. Here, DERS was the
dependent variable and four Attachment Styles as predictor variables

entered into the analysis in one step.

According to the results of the first regression analysis (see Table 9.A),
Ss (B=-.13,1(274) = -2.0, p < .05) was negatively associated with
psychological distress, whereas, Ps (B = .30, t (274) = 5.18, p <.001),
and Fs (B =.19, 1 (274) = 3.02, p < .01) revealed positive associations
with psychological distress. On the contrary, Ds did not reveal a
significant association with psychological distress (B = .07, t (274) =

1.29, ns). Attachment styles explained 24 % of the variance (F (4, 270)
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=21.17, p <.001). Thus, except Ds, attachment styles were found to
be significantly associated with psychological distress. In the second
step with the entrance of the emotion regulation, explained variance
increased to 43 % (F change (1, 269) = 89.23, p <.001). Emotion
regulation was found to be significantly associated with psychological
distress (B = .51, 1 (274) = 9.45, p < .001). Additionally, results of this
final step partially confirmed the mediating role of emotion regulation,
that is, after controlling the effect of DERS, the association of
attachment styles with psychological distress decreased except for Ds
[for Ss, B =-.02,1(274) = .38, ns; for Ps, B = .16, 1 (274) = 2.96, p <
.01); for Fs, B = .10, 1 (274) = 1.82, ns; for Ds, = .07, t (274) = 1.44,
ns] (Figure 1). The Sobel test revealed that Ss path was significantly
mediated by emotion regulation (Z = -3.42, p <.001), Ps path was
significantly mediated by emotion regulation (Z = 4.57, p <.001), Fs
path was significantly mediated by emotion regulation (Z = 2.86, p <
.01). Thus, all these analyses confirmed that psychological distress and
attachment styles relationship were partially mediated by emotion

regulation.

According to the results of the second regression analysis (see Table
9.B). Ss(B=-.21,1(319)=-3.66, p <.001), Ps (B =.28,1(319) = 5.24,
p<.001),Fs (B=.17,1(319) = 3.00, p < .01) revealed significant
association with emotion regulation. On the other hand, Ds (8 =-.03, t

(319) = .59, ns) did not reveal a significant association with emotion
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regulation. Attachment styles explained 26 % of the variance (F (4, 315)
= 27.22, p < .001). These findings confirmed the association of
attachment style, except for Ds, with emotion regulation, as evidence to

the mediator role of the emotion regulation.

The results indicated that Ps, Fs and lower level of Ss tended to
increase difficulties in emotion regulation, which then caused
psychological distress. Thus, the association between attachment styles
and psychological distress were maintained by the difficulties
experienced in emotion regulation. Furthermore, difficulties in emotion
regulation fully mediated the relationship of Ss and Fs with
psychological distress, and partially mediated the relationship of Ps with
psychological distress. That is, after controlling for difficulties of
emotion regulation, the association of Ss and Fs with psychological

distress disappeared, though it still remained significant for Ps.
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Table 9. Testing the Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation between Attachment

Styles and Psychological Distress Relation.

Predictors in F t for v/in df Beta Model
set Change set (B) R?
for set Predictors Chan
ge
A.
Regression 1
DV: Psychological
Distress
l. Attachment 21.17*** 14,270 .24
Styles:
Ss -2.00* 270 -13
Ds 1.29 270 .07
Ps 5.18*** 270 .30
Fs 3.02* 270 19
Il. Emotion 89.23* 1,269 .19
Regulation: !
DERS 9.45%** 1269 .51
Ss -0.38 1269 -.02
Ds 1.44 1269 .07
Ps 2.96* 1269 .16
Fs 1.82 1269 10
B.
Regression2 DERS
DV:
l. Attachment 27.22%** 4,315 .26
Styles
Ss -3.66*** 1315 -.21
Ds 0.59 1315 .03
Ps 5.24** 1315 .28
Fs 3.00** 1315 A7

#*E p<.001; **p<.01; p*<.05
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Reduced Model Full Model
E (4, 269) = 40.32, p < .001 E (5, 270)=21.17, p < .001
R2= 43 R2= .24

Note, Summary for the path model of the relationship between Four Attachment
Style Categories (Ss, Ds, Ps, Fs), Emotion Regulation and Psychological Distress,
including Beta-weights (B), F values, and R¥s for the model before Emotion
Regulation was included (Reduced Model) and after the inclusion of Emotion
Regulation as a mediator (Full Model); B and p values for the each Attachment
Style and Psychological Distress which are above the path the coefficients before
the mediator entered into the equation, the coefficients below the path represent

the coefficients after the mediator entered into the equation.
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CHAPTER IV

DISCUSSION OF THE STUDY |

The first aim of Study | consisted of establishing the validity and the
reliability of the Turkish version of DERS was actualized. Turkish
version of DERS was found to have good psychometric properties.
Turkish version had approximately similar factor structure with the
original version, indicating its construct validity. As it can be seen on
Table 2, 6 factors accounted for 62.39 % of the total variance which
was slightly more than the variance accounted for by the original 6
factor version (i.e., 55.68 %). Only one item was found to have different
pattern when compared to the original factor structure: The meaning of
this item, either in English or in Turkish, was interpreted as “accepting
the experience of negative emotion” (“When I'm upset | acknowledge
my emotions”), although, it has been loaded under the AWARENESS
factor in the original study. Moreover, internal consistency analysis
indicated that it was a weak item and this item was excluded from the
Turkish version of DERS; Other 35 items had similar pattern of factor
loadings compared to the original study, in other words they loaded

under the same factors that they had loaded in the original study.

Turkish version of DERS and its subscales were found to be internally
consistent confirming the original study (Gratz & Roemer, 2004). Since,

Gratz and Roemer carried out test-retest reliability analysis on very
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limited size (i.e., n = 21), they suggested to examine test-retest
reliability analysis with greater sample size for further research. The
test-retest reliability coefficients of the Turkish versions which were
conducted on a larger sample (i.e., n = 59) were good for the total
DERS, STRATEGY, GOAL, AWARENESS subscales, and moderate
for CLARITY, NONACCEPTANCE, IMPULSE subscales of the DERS.
Moreover, split half reliability coefficients of DERS which were analyzed

only on the Turkish sample were considerably high.

Considering the concurrent validity of DERS, this study revealed that
psychological distress and affect regulation were found to be
significantly associated, which verifies the assumption that affect
regulation is a unifying function of diverse psychological distress (see
the Introduction section). The DERS was strongly and positively
correlated with BSI and its subscales, except for the Somatization
subscale of BSI which had a moderate and positive correlation with
DERS. Moreover, the Somatization subscale of BSI had low and
positive correlation with all subscales of DERS. The DERS subscales,
BSI and its subscales, other than Somatization were moderately and
positively correlated with each other except for AWARENESS subscale

of DERS which had low correlation with BSI and its subscales.

As for the criterion validity of DERS, it was found that the groups

having high vs low psychological distress were successfully
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differentiated on the basis of DERS and its subscales. In other words,
those participants having high psychological distress had significantly
more difficulty to regulate their emotions in general and specifically had
more difficulty of emotional awareness, to identify and to accept the
negative emotions they experience, to develop any strategy in order to
overcome their negative emotions, to continue goal directed behavior
while experiencing negative emotions and they become more impulsive
when they experienced negative emotions, compared to those having
low psychological distress. Thus, regarding the low correlation of
AWARENESS subscale with BSI and its subscales it can be said that
AWARENESS factor has an association with BSI or psychological
distress, but this relation is weaker than the relation between other

DERS subscales and BSI.

Before discussing the results related to the second aim of Study I,
some measurement issues should be highlighted regarding RQ. Since
RQ is a categorical measure in nature, responses of the participants
may be more problematic due to their self-insight and their honesty
compared to the dimensional measures of Attachment Style (Hazan &
Shaver, 1990; Brennan, Clark & Shaver, 1998) and AAI which is
claimed to measure the unconscious aspects of the attachment
relationship (Main, 2000). Empirical data have given some evidence
that self-report and interview measures (AAl) moderately correlate,

self-report measures are also strong indicators of attachment style and
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AAl's power to measure unconscious aspects is a mythology because
of the defensive strategies of participants during an interview
(Bartholomew & Shaver, 1998 cited in Bartholomew & Moretti, 2002;
Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994). Nevertheless, dimensional measures
are found to be more precise than typological/categorical measures
since true typology is discussible and it is claimed to be a certain region
on two dimensional space (Brennan Clark & Shaver, 1998; Fraley &
Waller, 1998 cited in Shaver& Fraley, 2007 online). RQ on which
participants rate themselves with 7 point scale according to the degree
of their closeness to the pattern described in 4 paragraphs and also
assigned themselves to more representing paragraph or category of
attachment and, Relationship Scale Questionnaire (RSQ) (Griffin &
Bartholomew, 1994) on which participants rated themselves with 7
point scale for each of the 30 items and later assigned to 4 category by
researcher (see, also Chp. ll1.2.2.) were studied on Turkish population
and results based on dimensional analysis rather than categorical data
were found to be more valid (Simer & Gungoér, 1999). Additionally,
RSQ was found to have more power to discriminate the 4 category (Ss,
Ds, Ps and Fs) compared to RQ. However, RSQ and the dimensional
attachment measures such as Experiences in Close Relationships
(ECR) developed by Brennan, Clark & Shaver (1998, see also Chp.
I.2.), and ECR-revised by Fraley, Waller and Brennan (2000) were
designed to measure the attachment behavior in romantic relationship

and emphasize this in almost every item composing the scale. Since
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the aim of the Study | (and Study Il) was to measure the attachment
behavior of individuals in relation to ‘other’ in general, RQ was used in
Study | (and in Study Il) since it was the only attachment scale to
measure the attachment in broader sense. Furthermore, both
categorical and dimensional data driven from RQ were analyzed
through MANOVA for testing the association between attachment style
and DERS, and regression analyses for testing the mediator role of
DERS between Attachment Style and Psychological Distress
respectively. Both analyses indicated the similar results regarding

attachment style which was also confirming the validity of the RQ.

As for the second aim of Study | regarding first relationship model,
results regarding DERS and RQ relation provided strong evidence
about the association between emotion regulation and attachment style
which were mentioned as developmentally relevant factors in the
introduction section. Initially, considering the distribution of attachment
styles in the current sample, the proportion of Ss in the sample were 51
% or insecures were 49 %. This proportion of attachment styles in a
sample were congruent with the several studies carried out with North
American samples (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Cozerelli, Sumer &
Major, 1998; Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994 cited in Sumer & Gungor,
1999). Therefore the normativity hypothesis that the secure attachment
should be the highest rated category among attachment styles (Schmitt

et. al., 2004) was confirmed in this sample. Research based on the
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attachment style and affect regulation relationship mostly included the
hyperactivating and the deactivating strategies of preoccupied
attachment and dismissing attachment respectively (Mikulincer, Shaver
& Pereg; 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002). This Study analyzed the
emotion regulation as a global factor comprehending modulating affect
rather than cutting of the emotion or intensifying it. Therefore, Study |
provided an original finding that supports the discrimination of secure
and insecure attachment styles on emotion regulation and additional
evidence for the construct validty of the DERS scale. Moreover, a fifth
insecure attachment style category was identified in this study and this
category exhibited a similar pattern as Fs and Ps. First of all, Mixed
Insecure Attachment Style, which was determined as the fifth category
as a result of RQ analysis, needs some interpretation. Since the
sample was mostly composed of late adolescents, Mixed Insecure
Attachment Style group might have had an identity problem which led
them to experience difficulty to identify themselves with one attachment
category on RQ. Another, interpretation could be that, Mixed Insecure
Attachment Style group might have unresolved\disorganized
attachment styles as suggested by Main et.al. (2000) or mixed anxious-
avoidant type as Crittenden (1988, cited in Brennan, Clark & Shaver,
1998) identified which was an indication of ambivalent experiences and
confused internalization as a working model as a result of abusive
care-giving (Dutton, Saunders, Starzomski & Batholomew, 1994;

Patrick, Hobson, Castle, Howard & Mauhan, 1994). In this Study,
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participants having Mixed Insecure Attachment Style were found to
have similar pattern with participants having other insecure styles such
as Ps and Fs through reporting significantly more difficulty of emotional
regulation than Ss. These findings also provided evidence that the
Insecure Attachment Style was associated with affect dysregulation as
mentioned in the introduction section. On the other hand, Ds did not
differ on emotion regulation from Ss and from participants having other
insecure styles. Ds were found to have some difficulty of emotion
regulation but not so intensive to differentiate them from Ss. This result
was consistent with other studies, including studies on Turkish sample
(Barholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Bylsma, Cozzarelli & Sumer, 1997;
Cozzarelli, Sumer & Major, 1998; Dozier & Lee, 1995; Sumer &
Gungor, 1999). Therefore researchers suggested that Ds exhibiting
closer pattern to Secure participants compared to other insecure
participants could be influenced by the similar self model of Ss and Ds.
Therefore, Ds might be in between the Ss and other Insecure groups in

terms of emotion regulation.

As for testing the second aim of Study | regarding the second
relationship model, DERS factors were subjected to analysis with all
insecure participants in one group and secure partcicipants in other
group. This merged data provided additional and more detailed findings
concerning emotional regulation and attachment style association.

Insecure participants had more difficulty on focusing on their feelings, to
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identify what they experience, to accept their negative emotions, to
develop any strategy to overcome the negative emotion, to continue
their goal under negative feeling and to stay in control, than secure
participants. This finding also strengthened the construct validity of the

Turkish verion of DERS.

Furthermore, the second aim of Study | regarding the third relationship
model was also almost accomplished strengthening the validity as well. In
other words, mediation analyses indicated that participants having Ps and
Fs were found to experience high level of distress while Ss were
experiencing low level of distress. Furthermore, Ps’ and Fs’ difficulty of
emotion regulation were found to be a mediating factor for high level of
psychological distress, while Ss’ effective emotion regulation were found
to be a mediating factor for low level of psychological distress. On the
other hand, Ds did not associate with high levels of psychological distress
and so that their emotion regulation skills did not emerge as a mediator for
those factors. The reason of this finding might be similar ‘self model of Ds

to Ss which was discussed before in this section.

Therefore the results indicating pyschometric properties of the Turkish
version of DERS and the results confirming the relationship models
emphasized in the literature displayed that DERS is a reliable and valid

instrument measuring emotion regulation in Turkish.
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CHAPTER V
STUDY I
Comparison of Clinical versus Control Group on Association
among Psychological Distress, Emotion Regulation, Attachment

Style, and Mental Construction of their Relational World

Bowlby (1979, 1989) established his attachment theory on the
assumption that healthy development is based upon the quality of the
relationship or attachment established between the care-giver and the
infant. Care-giver’s availability as a response to the baby’s need of
proximity is easily processed by the baby as calming and secure in
arousal situations. As a consequence of the recurrent mutual
interactions, proximity is maintained and self autonomy grows out from
this secure attachment. On the other hand, anxious, inconsistent
interventions result with over-stimulation and indifference of care-giver
results under-stimulation on the baby’s side. Early interactive regulation
between infant and care giver is internalized by the child and this
internalized pattern later dominates how individual regulates his/her
emotions through coping strategies when s/he experiences distress
and, thus, this process is accepted as a precursor of psychological
health for later life (Beebe, Knoblauch, Rustin & Sorter, 2003; Beebe,
Sorter, Rustin & Knoblauch, 2003; Bowlby, 1988; Fonagy, 19997

Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Linehan, 1993; Main, 2001,
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Ruganci, 2003; Sloman, Attkinson, Milligan & Liotti, 2002; Stern, 2004;

Tronick, 2002).

Ainsworth et. al. (1978) tested the basic assumptions of Bowlby’s
Attachment Theory through “Strange Situation” experiments, in which, 12-
18 months old children were systematically observed under the conditions
where they were separated from the significant other, left with a stranger
alone and they reunited with their mother. As a result of this process, they
classified children as having one of the three attachment styles which

were, (1) secure, (2) anxious/ambivalent or anxious/resistant (3) avoidant.

Bowlby assumed that dynamics of this early relationship are internalized
by an infant as a cognitive component of attachment. This internalized
hypothetical structure of the infant’s relational world is called internal
working model. Individual develops a pattern of attachment as a product
of internal working model. Internal working models have two components,
such as self and others which are experienced as interconnected and

complementary to each other.

Batholomew & Horowitz (1991) experimented the Bowlby’s (1987)
assumption of self and other attachment models in relation to attachment
styles and developed their four category model. They suggested that (1) if
a person has internalized a positive self model and other model, s/he is

comfortable and autonomous in his/her close relationships, so has a
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secure attachment style; (2) If a person has internalized a positive self
model, but a negative other model, s/he avoids from and is
counterdependent to close relationships, so has a dismissing attachment
style; (3) If one has internalized a negative self model, but a positive other
model, s/he is dependent to and anxiously preoccupied with the close
relationships, so has a preoccupied attachment style; (4) If one has a
negative self and other models, s/he fears and avoids from close

relationships, so has a fearful attachment style.

Individual differences regarding attachment that were proven through
empirical research were also proven to be associated to the affect
regulation and psychological health, confirming the attachment theory.
This assumption is also in the line with recent findings showing that
healthy emotion regulation is accepted as a potentially unifying function of
individual's psychological health, or on the contrary, problem in emotion
regulation is accepted as a possible sign of diverse psychological distress,
personality disorders and/or maladaptive behaviour (Gratz & Roemer,
2004). Secure attachment helps to regulate the affect of an infant and it is
a background of a secure attachment style (Ss) as an evidence of
psychological health (Bowlby, 1989; Fonagy, 1999'; Fonagy, Gergely,
Jurist & Target, 2002). Confirming the assumptions Ss were found to use
security based affect regulation strategies such as awareness,
acknowledgment of distress, problem focused coping and support seeking

(Mikulincer, 2006; Waters, Rodriguez & Ridgeway, 1998).
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People having insecure attachment styles are found to be either under-
regulating or over-regulating their emotions. People who have Dismissing
attachment style (Ds) or avoidant type are insecurely attached to their
significant others and devalue them by minimizing their importance
(Jellema, 2000). Bowlby (1979, 1985) also emphasized compulsive care
giving rather than taking and compulsive self-reliance features of avoidant
type. They found to be over-regulating their affect or using deactivating
strategies (Dozier & Kobak, 1992; Fonagy, 1999'; Fonagy, Gergely,
Jurist, Target, 2002, Vogel & Mallinckrodt, 2005) such as eliminating or
suppressing negative affect through inhibiting awareness and detach
themselves from the others rather than getting support. They rely more on
cognitive information rather than emotional experience. Especially
negative affect is alien to those having Ds. Having Ds is developmentally
correlated by maternal insensitivity, interference, ignoring, or rejection of

the child (Jellema, 2002).

On the other hand, those having insecure preoccupied attachment style
(Ps) or anxious/resistant type were found to rely on “affective logic”.
Therefore they tend to use hyperactivating strategies such as engaging in
emotional focused coping through ruminating and increasing the anxiety to
unbearable levels for themselves (Dozier & Kobak, 1992; Kobak &
Sceery, 1988; Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg, 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer,

2002). They depend on others to comfort them, since they lack effective
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coping strategies. In other words, those having Ps under-regulate their
emotions (Fonagy, 1999"). Ps are developmentally associated with the
inconsistent, unpredictable parental style or parental style of emotional
enmeshment, or differential tolerance with particular expressions of affect.
They hold on to others or make them focus themselves by expression of
intense emotions (Jellema, 2000, 2002). Additionally, those having fearful
attachment style try to regulate their emotions through avoiding others as
they perceive them as a source of pain and threat, but this does not help
to overcome their anxiety, since they similarly lack effective coping

strategies (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991).

Like Secure based script, the deactivating and hyperactivating affect
regulation strategies were found to be associated to psychological distress
such as negative mood, depression and anxiety, loneliness and
interpersonal problems (Wei, Vogel, Ku & Zakalik,, 2005; Wei, Heppner, &
Mallinckrodt, 2003). As expected, attachment style is also found to be
associated to current psychological health or psychopathology, such as
emotional adjustment, psychological distress, depression and anxiety,
interpersonal problems, Post Traumatic Stress Distresss (Batholomew &
Horowitz, 1991; Declercq & Willemsen, 2006; Mikulincer, 2006; Ritz,
FitzGerald, Wiley & Gibbs, 1995; Pielage, Gerlsma, Schaap, 2000; Wei,

Mallinckrodt, Larson & Zakalik, 2005).
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Briefly, attachment style and affect regulation are interconnected
developmental features of human life which are also associated with
psychological health. Furthermore, emotion regulation was found to be
a mediator or an important contributor of attachment style and
psychological health relationship (Wei, Vogel, Ku & Zakalik,, 2005; Wei,
Heppner, & Mallinckrodt, 2003). Study 1, also provided an empirical
support about the association of Ss, Ps and Fs with more global
emotion modulation disability and the association of these factors with
the psychological health in a Turkish sample as well. Specifically, Ps
and Fs had more difficulty of regulating their emotion compared to Ss.
Ds was found to have some difficulty of emotion regulation but not so
intensive to differentiate them from Ss, consistent with the other studies,
including studies on Turkish sample (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991;
Sumer & Gungor, 1999); Furthermore, high psychological distress
associated to more difficulty to regulate the emotions in general and to
the sub-factors such as more difficulty of emotional awareness, to
identify and to accept the experience of negative emotions, to develop
any strategy in order to overcome the negative emotions, to continue
goal directed behavior while experiencing negative emotions and
become more impulsive when negative emotions experienced
compared to those having low psychological distress; Moreover, Ps,
Fs and lower level of Ss were found to be associated with more
difficulties in emotion regulation, which then caused psychological

distress. Thus, the association between attachment styles and
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psychological distress were maintained by the difficulties experienced in

emotion regulation.

Bowlby (1985, 1988) had also emphasized that affect regulation
strategies which lead to defensive appraisal of self and others were
registered into the internal working models. Supporting this assumption
(Dozier & Kobak, 1992; Kobak & Sceery, 1988; Mallinckrodt, 2000;
Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg; 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002), under
stress avoidant individuals enhanced their positive self evaluation and
perceived others different from themselves as they depend on their
deactivating strategies, their attachment themes seemed
preconsciously activated, but they consciously and immediately inhibit
them when separation was the issue; while anxious individuals increase
the devaluation of their self in order to get support from others and
exaggerated their closeness to others, whether in the threat situation or
not they preoccupied with attachment figures, hyper focusing on the
separation and rejection as a result of their hyperactivating strategies;
on the contrary, it was found that Ss positive perception of self and
others did not increase or decrease in relation to the threatening
situation, they did not constantly involve with the attachment figures,
rather their system activated in threat situation for using positive
attachment themes as a source to reduce distress (Mikulincer, 2006;

Mikulincer & Orbach, 1995; Waters, Rodriguez & Ridgeway, 1998).
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Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) had already examined this mutually
confirming and complementing nature of the mental models in secure
and insecure attachment styles through integrating the interpersonal
theory into their study. They found that Ps settled on the warm-
dominant quadrant, also emphasizing their over expressiveness; Ps’
view of their negative self was accompanied by blaming themselves as
a response to the rejected, cold style of the others and this maintains
their positive view of others. On the other hand, Ds’ view of negative
others was accompanied by cold, rejecting style and maintains their
self-esteem. Fs’ negative self perception was found to be accompanied
by introversion and subassertion, and they settled slightly negative side
of the cold-warmth dimension. Ss were found not having extreme
profile of interpersonal style settling on positive part near the crossing

point, origin of the axis.

Gallo, Smith & Ruiz (2003) also examined the interpersonal dynamics of
attachment on an Interpersonal circumplex space. They found that higher
Ss (i.e. less anxious, less avoidant) was associated to high friendliness
and high dominance and lower neuroticism, memories of more friendly
interactions with parents; Ss reported more affiliation from both father and
mother toward themselves, and more positive current interpersonal
functioning such as higher levels of perceived social support, less actions
of hostility/impatience, insensitivity, interference from others compared to

insecure attachment, and positive interactions between parents; While,
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higher Fs (more anxious, more avoidant) was associated to more negative
social relationships, more hostile interactions between mothers and
fathers compared to other attachment styles, males with Fs reported
mothers as more controlling and fathers as more submissive; While high
Ps (more anxious, less avoidant) associated to greater friendliness,
neuroticism and conscientiousness, males with Ps reported greater
enmeshment with their mother, but less affiliation from mothers; High Ds

was more related to less conscientiousness and openness .

Therefore interpersonal nature of working models, complementarity and
reciprocity of ‘self and ‘other’ models and different attachment styles
having different ‘self’ and ‘other’ models were confirmed by the studies.
Those studies in a way confirmed the interpretation done by Main et. al.’s
after Strange Situation Experiment findings for several times. That was,
preoccupied (anxious), dismissing (avoidant) individuals had problems in
attachment behavior but still had an organized pattern while individual's
having disorganized attachment had inconsistent behaviors that were out
of a certain pattern. Those insecure attachment styles like secure

attachment style were consistent with their mental models.

Kelly’s (1991/1955) Theory of Personal Construct is tried to capture
every realm of the relational, social world of an individual as an internal
pattern or working models. Personal Construction of an individual can

be represented and analyzed by Repertory Grid Test (RGT) which
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provides deeper analysis of an individual's unique construction as well
as collective data (Ryle, 1997; Fransella & Baninster, 1977; Feixas &
Alvarez, 2007). The core structures are core constructs of the personal
construction that organize the tacit or implicit knowledge about ‘self and
‘others’. Those deeper structures enable one to generate predictions
as Kelly put forth (1991/1955; Perris, 200). Kelly (1991/1955) described
the core construct as the most comprehensive construct in the
organization corollary (see Chp. |. 5.) that is more resistant to change.
RGT was used as an instrument to identify the individual’s core
constructs about the ‘self and ‘others’ on a relational realm and to
identify the change in deeper structures in a therapy process.
Therefore, RGT configurations can be assumed as the schematic

expressions of working models concerning attachment theory.

In the Study Il, the relationship between emotion regulation and
attachment style; emotion regulation and psychological distress;
attachment and psychological distress were investigated again, but this
time comparing two groups, namely Clinical and Control Groups. Mediator
role of emotion regulation between attachment style and psychological
distress was examined for these two different groups. Additionally, mental
construction of interpersonal world of the five different insecure style (Ds,

Ps, Fs, Mixed Insecures) and Ss were compared.
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Moreover, in order to evaluate the relational representation of ‘self and
‘other’ models, common RGT configurations of the participants in each
attachment style group and clinical status (clinical vs control group) were
subjected to content analysis that was supported with the quantitative
results of the RGT analyses that were capable of reflecting the personal
construction of interpersonal world (Kelly, 1991/1955). Additionally, each
attachment style groups were compared into itself as clinical group versus
control group through qualitative analysis of common RGT configurations
and those analyses were supported with additional cognitive structure
analyses of the RGT that have some implication of problems about

cognitive functioning.
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METHOD OF THE STUDY Il

V.1. Participants

V.1.1. Clinical Group

92 individuals who were at least lycee graduate participated into the
Study Il consisting the Clinical Group and 45 of these participants
applied to University Psychological Treatment Center, 11 of them
applied to private psychological or psychiatric treatment centers, 31 of
them applied to psychiatry departments of the hospitals, 5 of them
taking psychiatric or psychological treatment who were known by the
researcher but did not want to mention their help source. Participants
were tried to be chosen being either at the beginning of their treatment
or being in the first month of the treatment process. Diagnosis of the
participants in the Clinical Group can be seen on Table 10 (see V.3. for
giving Diagnosis). They were 41 Males and 50 Females (one did not
mention his/her sex) having age range of 17 to 46 (M = 27, SD = 7.3),
born in 44 Different settlements and lived most of their time in 32

Different settlements both in Turkey and abroad.
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TABLE 10. Diagnosis Of The Clinical Group From Different Help Source And Attachment

Style

ATTACHMENT
STYLE

HELP SOURCE

N

DIAGNOSIS

BILKENT UNIVERSITY SECURE

STUDENT DEVELOPMENT AND COUNSELING CENTER

DISMISSING
PREOCCUPIED

FEARFUL

MIXED INSECURE

ANKARA MEDICAL HOSPITAL
ADOLESCENCE CLINIC

SECURE
PREOCCUPIED
FEARFUL
MIXED INSECURE

GAZI UNIVERSITY MEDICAL HOSPITAL
PSYCHIATYRY CLINIC

SECURE

PREOCCUPIED

FEARFUL

MIXED INSECURE

PRIVATE CENTER SECURE

PREOCCUPIED
FEARFUL
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ADAPTATION PROBLEM
AND ADD

DEPRESSION

PROBLEM IN
HETEROSEXUAL
RELATIONS

ANXIETY DISORDER

ADD

OCD

IDENTITY CONFUSION
PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION

PANIC DISORDER

BIPOLAR DISORDER TYPE 2
DEPRESSION

IDENTITY CONFUSION
SELF-ESTEEM PROBLEM
ADAPTATION
PROBLEM/ADD
DEPRESSION AND ANXIETY
DEPRESSION
SELF-ESTEEM PROBLEM
IDENTITY CONFUSION
INTERPERSONAL
PROBLEMS

SCHIZOID PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION AND
SUCIDE ATTEMPT

ADD

PERFORMANS ANXIETY
SELF-ESTEEM

IDENTITY CONFUSION
PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION AND SELF-
ESTEEM

SUBSTANCE ABUSE

DEPRESSION

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION
DEPRESSION

IDENTITY CONFUSION
DEPRESSION

ANOREXIA

PANIC DISORDER
SOMATIZATION DISORDER
DEPRESSION

ADAPTATION PROBLEM
OCD

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION
DEPRESSION

OCD

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION
DEPRESSION

NARSISTIC PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION

SOCIAL FOBIA

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION



HELP SOURCE

BASKENT UNIVERSITY MEDICAL HOSPITAL
PSYCHIATRY CLINIC

PRIVATE CENTER

METU UYAREM

MADALYON PRIVATE
PSYCHIATRY CLINIC

ATATURK EDUCATION HOSPITAL
PSYCHIATRY CLINIC
MISSING

TOTAL

ATTACHMENT
STYLE

SECURE

FEARFUL

SECURE

MIXED INSECURE

SECURE

SECURE

PREOCCUPIED

EXCLUDED *

[0« ] o) JESENENEN

92

DIAGNOSIS

DEPRESSION WITH SOCIAL
PHOBIA

PROBLEM IN PERSONALITY
ORGANIZATION

SOCIAL ANXIETY
PROBLEM IN
INTERPERSONAL
RELATIONS

DEPRESSION WITH PANIC
DISORDER

ADAPTATION PROBLEM

DEPRESSION AND ANXIETY
OCD AND DEPRESSION

DEPRESSION
ACUT STRES DISORDER

' cases who identified themselves both secure and insecure on the RQ.

V.1.2. Control Group

As a comparison group, 93 participants who were at least lycee

graduate and who were tried to be matched with the Clinical Group

participants according to the number of individuals belonging to different

gender group and belonging to 3 different age categories (see Table

11). For this group the age range was between 18 and 46 (M = 27, SD

= 7.2), and there were 44 males and 48 females (one did not mention

his/her sex). Participants who were taking psychological or psychiatric

help during administration were excluded from the Control Group.
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Table 11. Gender and Age Profiles of The Clinical Group and Control Group

Status Gender Age Levels Total
(17-4) (25-34) (35-46)

Clinical Male 16 15 9 41*

Female 26 17 6 49*

Missing 1 2 3

Total 42 32 15 92

Control Male 16 17 11 44

Female 26 18 4 48

Missing 1 1

Total 42 35 15 93

*age level of one male and female did not known, therefore could not be placed on the table

V.2. Instruments

V.2.1. RQ, BSI, DERS:

The RQ and BSI scales which were described in the Study |, were
used. Turkish version of DERS which was standardized in the Initial

Study was included in the second study as well.

V.2.2. Repertory Grid Test (RGT)
RGT which was developed by Kelly (1991) as mentioned in the
Introduction section, was used to analyze the personal construct system

of the participants.

When the participant centered approach is carried out RGT is usually
administered through interviewing the participants. Number of elements
and constructs generated by the persons may differ from individual to
individual and context to context. Other alternative of RGT
administration is investigator centered approach which was used in this

study. This approach provides the researcher for making comparisons
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on individual or group basis. Therefore, in order to make comparisons
among groups, investigator centered approach was used in which the

constructs and elements were chosen by the researcher,

a. Generation of the Constructs and Elements

7 voluntary participants, 4 female and 3 male having age range of
18-43, were interviewed through the Classical Grid Generation version
developed by Kelly (1991) (see App. VII). On this phase, they did 22
different comparisons, each time comparing three given elements (i.e.,
person) in their lives. On each comparison, they generated the best
construct which describes the similarity of the two persons in their life,
but at the same time discriminated them from the third person in their
life. The discriminated third person could be described by the opposite
of this construct. Thus, each generated construct had its opposite
which could be placed two opposite pools of one dimension. In this way,
every participant generated 22 constructs each having opposite
constructs on their opposite pool.

A list was set consisting of 132 constructs from all generated
constructs (see App. VIII). If generated constructs for both poles were
repeated by different participants this constructs were excluded from
the list, but included into the list if one construct pool differed.

Three Academicians, one from Clinical Psychology field, and two
from Developmental Psychology field selected the constructs, after

considering the comprehensiveness of the constructs based on the
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4.

dynamics of the attachment theory and the following criteria that Kelly
(1991) emphasized in his original work:
a) fertility: variety of constructs to generate hypothesis (e.g., IQ
is not good in this sense)
b) propositionality: independence of constructs that allows a
different proposition
c) dichotomy: clarity of the opposite pools
d) permeability: applicability range to different ‘elements’
e) definability: concreteness to operationalize
f) temporality: not being situation specific
g) sociability: ability to define ‘elements’ in role relationship with
each other
Three different lists were set after the evaluation of the three
academicians, specifically, (1) constructs rated by three of the
academicians formed List 1, (2) constructs rated by two of the
academicians formed List 2 and (3) constructs rated by one of the
academicians formed List 3. Additionally, in each list all construct
dimensions were grouped according to their semantic closeness.
Three academicians and the researcher gathered in order to finalize
a Consensus List from these three lists.
a) Initially, only one of the constructs from each group having
semantic closeness (mentioned at item 4) were chosen and put

into the consensus list from List 1, List 2 and List 3.
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b)

Consensus List of constructs was finalized with 32 items (see
App. IX for Consensus List).

A qualitative analysis was carried out in order to identify the
interpersonal pattern of the items on the Consensus List. They
were tried to be placed on a relational sphere provided by Gallo,
Smith and Ruiz (2003), namely The Interpersonal Circumplex.
Horizontal axis was representing hostility versus friendliness and
vertical axis was representing dominance vs. submissiveness.

(see App. X)

6. Final Iltem selection procedure for constructs of RGT:

a)

In order to compare the factor structure of the items with the
results of the qualitative analysis, Consensus List was
transformed into a 32 item Likert type scale (see App. Xl) and
administered to 103 participants, 73 female, 20 male
undergraduate students from Psychology and Sociology
Departments of a university (10 did not mention their sex).

Two Factor solution was successively differentiated the
Dominance vs. Submissive and the Hostility vs. Friendliness
interpersonal dimensions, except 3 items which had item loadings
of less than .30 under both factors (i.e., not preoccupied-
preoccupied, responsible-irresponsible, consistent-inconsistent
(see App. Xl for Factor Structure of Generated Constructs).

Results were considerably consistent with the qualitative

analysis, only ingenuous-arrogant has loaded onto friendliness
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7.

vs. hostility rather than dominance vs. submissiveness dimension,
and flexible-strict and jealous-not jealous have loaded onto
dominance vs. submissiveness dimension rather than friendliness
vs. hostility.

h) 7 from dominance vs. submissiveness and 6 from friendliness
vs. hostility dimensions, totally 13 items were selected as
constructs of RGT. Kelly’s (1992) criteria of fertility,
propositionality, dichotomy, permeability, definability, temporality:
sociability mentioned at item 3 were reconsidered while selecting
the 13 items.

Elements were generated by the researcher considering the
significant environment of an individual which has the possibility to
contribute to the formation of one’s attachment style and to the possible
contemporary attachment context.

RGT profile was established (see App. Xlll) on which participants
were expected to rate the elements under each bipolar constructs (such
as supportive-indifferent) on a 7 point scale, 1 representing the extreme
negative pole (indifferent) where 7 representing the extreme positive

pole (supportive).

V.3. Procedure
Researcher had informed the administrators about the administration of
the scales, especially about RGT application. For Clinical Group

administrator was either the researcher or the Clinician. Diagnostic
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information was taken from these Clinicians. They were asked to give
diagnosis considering DSM-IV categories, if the participant’s problems
could not be diagnosed, they were asked to mention the complaints of
the participant. For Control Group administrator was either the
researcher or a key person from public or private offices (e.g., primary
school, veterinary hospital, publishing company, university, hospital,
private project office personals and university students from Ankara and

Istanbul).

Scales were either administered to the Clinical Sample in the treatment
center or they filled out the scales outside the centers/clinics and
returned to the administrator, similarly the Control Group members filled
out the scales either in the office or returned them back to the
administrator after they filled out outside the office. Before the
administration they were briefly informed about the study and if they
accepted to contribute to the study, detailed information about RGT

were given.
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CHAPTER VI

RESULTS OF THE STUDY I

VIL.1. Investigation of Attachment Style and Clinical Status
Differences on Emotion Regulation Skills

Attachment style was taken into analysis as an independent variable
with two levels, namely Ss vs Insecure Attachment Style (INSSs) as
measured by RQ. Clinical Status was another independent variable
with two levels, namely Clinical vs Control Group. Emotion Regulation
as a dependent variable was measured by DERS, higher scores
indicating more difficulty to regulate emotion. Significant difference in
DERS depending on Ss vs INSs, Clinical Group vs Control Group and
interaction effect of independent variables on DERS level were

examined.

Different skills of emotion regulation (i.e., DERS subscales) have been
expected to differ for different groups of samples (i.e., clinical versus
control) and for different types of attachments (i.e., secure versus
insecure). Since the number of participants in each attachment style
category for the two samples was not sufficient enough to run the
comparative analysis (Table 12) attachment styles were considered

under two categories as Secure and Insecure. Those participants
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having Ss were again called the Secure group, whereas the participants
who were categorized in one of the insecure categories (i.e., Ds, PS, Fs
and mixed insecure style) constituted the Insecure group as in the first

study (see Results Section of the First Study).

Table 12. Attachment Style Profiles of the Participants

Attachment Styles
Secure Dismissing Preoccupied Fearful Mixed Excluded® Total
Insecure

CLINICAL 27 3 21 21 12 8 92

GROUP (% 32) (% 4) (% 25) (% 25) (% 14)
CONTROL 47 8 12 7 4 15 93

GROUP (% 60) (% 10) (% 15) (% 10) (%5)
Total 74 11 33 28 16 23 185

'participants rating themselves as being both insecure and secure

In order to analyze the expected group differences and attachment style
differences on DERS subscales 2 (Attachment Styles: Secure vs.
Insecure) x 2 (Group: Clinical vs. control samples) between subjects
MANOVA with 6 subscales of DERS (i.e., AWARENESS, CLARITY,
STRATEGY, GOAL, IMPULSE, NONACCEPTANCE) was conducted.
MANOVA revealed significant main effect of Attachment Styles. That is
the scores of DERS subscales differentiated between the groups having
secure vs. insecure attachment styles (Multivariate F (6,149) =4.3 p <
.001; Wilks’ A = .85). Univariate analyses confirmed this group main
effect, by using a Bonferroni adjusted alpha level of .01, for each
subscale of DERS except for the AWARENESS subscale (see Table

13). As can be seen from Table 13, mean differences revealed that the
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participants having insecure attachment styles reported more difficulty
on all factors of emotion regulation except for AWARENESS factor as

compared to those participants having secure attachment style.

Another main effect which was revealed by MANOVA was the main
effect of the Group; thus emotion regulation skills of the participants
from the clinical versus control group have revealed significant
differences (Multivariate F (6,143) = 6.16, p <.001; Wilks’ A = .80). By
using a Bonferroni adjusted alpha level of .01, univariate analyses
confirmed this group main effect for all subscales of DERS, except for
the AWARENESS subscale (see Table 13). Mean differences revealed
that clinical group reported more difficulty on emotion regulation skills,
except for awareness skills as compared to the control group. There
was no significant interaction effect, in other words, clinical status of the
participants did not interact with the attachment styles in terms of

emotion regulation abilities.
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VI.2. Investigation of Attachment Style and Clinical Status on
Psychological Distress

Attachment style was taken into analysis as an independent variable
with two levels, namely Ss vs Insecure Attachment Style (INSs)
measured by RQ. Similarly, Clinical Status of participants was another
independent variables having two levels, namely Clinical Group vs
Control Group. Psychological Distress as a dependent variable was
measured by BSI, higher scores indicating more psychological distress.
Significant difference in psychological distress depending on Ss vs
INSs, Clinical Group vs Control Group and interaction effect between

these independent variables were examined.

Psychological Distress Level (i.e., BSI) has been expected to be different
for different groups of samples (i.e., clinical versus control) and for
different types of attachments (i.e., secure versus insecure, see also Chp.
[11.3.1. for the categorization). In order to analyze the group differences
and attachment style differences on BSI, 2 (Attachment Styles: Secure vs.
Insecure) x 2 (Group: Clinical vs. control samples) between subjects
design ANOVA was conducted. ANOVA revealed significant main effect of
Group (see Table 14). That is the scores of BSI differed between the
control group vs. clinical group (F (1,156) = 6.11 p < .05, Eta?= .04).

Mean differences revealed that the Clinical Group (M = 63.12) reported
more psychological distress as compared to the Control Group (M =

48.70).
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ANOVA also revealed a significant main effect of Attachment Style (see
Table 14). That is the scores of BSI differentiated between the
participants having Secure Attachment Style vs. the participants having
Insecure Attachment Style (F (1,156) = 16.74, p < .001, Eta?= .10).
Mean scores showed that those with Insecure Attachment Style (M =
43.97) reported more psychological distress than those with secure
attachment style (M = 67.85). There was no significant interaction
effect, in other words, attachment style of participants did not interact
with the clinical status of the participants in terms of psychological

distress level.

Table 14. Comparison Statistics of Clinical Status and Attachment Style
on Psychological Distress (BSI)

Type lll Sum of  df Mean F
Squares Square
CLINICAL STATUS 764043 1 7640.43 6.11*
ATTACHMENT STYLE 20946.72 1 20946.72 16.74**
CLINICAL STATUS X 213.29 1 213.29 A7,ns.
ATTACHMENT STYLE
Error 195151.86 156 1250.97

* p<.05* p<.01
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VL.3. Investigating the Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation
between Attachment Style and Psychological Distress Relation.
VI1.3.1. Control Group

In order to test the mediator role of the emotion regulation in Control
Group, two regression analyses were conducted. In the first regression
analysis psychological distress level (BSI) was the dependent variable.
In order to examine the mediator effect of emotion regulation after
controlling the effect of Age in the first step (due to the wide age range
in the sample), attachment style was entered into the analysis in the
second step as a dichotomous variable (i.e., Ss vs INSs) and emotion
regulation entered into the analysis in the third step. The second
regression analysis conducted to provide further support for the
mediator role of the emotion regulation. Thus, emotion regulation
(DERS) was the dependent variable and after controlling for the effect
of Age in the first step, Attachment Style was entered into the analysis

as a predictor variable in the second step.

According to the results of the first regression analysis (see Table 15),
in the first step, Age explained 13 % of variance (F (1,75) = 11.19,p <
.001) and was found to be negatively associated with psychological
distress (B =-.36, t (75) = -3.35, p <.001), in other words younger
participants reported higher level of psychological distress. After

controlling the effect of age, in the second step Attachment style
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increased the explained variance to 17 % (Fchange (1, 74) =3.97,p <
.05) and revealed positive association with psychological distress. In
other words, participants reporting to have INSs had higher level of
psychological distress. At the last step, DERS revealed a significant
association with psychological distress (B = .63, 1 (73) = 6.77, p < .001)
and emotion regulation increased the explained to 49 % of the variance
(F (1,73)=45.76, p < .001). Thus, participants reported to have
difficulty in emotion regulation had higher levels of psychological
distress. Additionally, results of this final step confirmed the mediating
role of emotion regulation, that is, after controlling its effect, the
association of attachment style with psychological distress decreased
and was no more significant [ =-.04, t (73) = .45, ns]. The Sobel test
revealed that Attachment Style path was significantly mediated by

emotion regulation (Z = 2.45, p <.01).

According to the results of the second regression analysis (see Table
15). In the first step, Age revealed a significant association with
emotion regulation (B =-.35,t (75) =-3.2, p < .01) and explained 12 %
of the variance (F (1, 75) = 10.35, p < .01). In other words, younger
participants reported more difficulty in emotion regulation. After
controlling the effect of Age, Attachment Style was found to be
significantly associated with emotion regulation (B = .28, t (74) = 2.62, p
<.01) and increased the explained variance to 20 % (F change (1, 74)

= 6.84, p < .01).
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Results of these two regression analysis together with the Sobel test
confirmed that association of attachment style with psychological
distress is mediated by the emotion regulation in Control Group. In
other words, the results indicated that INSs tended to increase
difficulties of emotion regulation in non-clinical sample, which then
caused psychological distress in this group. Thus, the association
between attachment styles and psychological distress were maintained
by the difficulties experienced in emotion regulation. Furthermore,
difficulties in emotion regulation fully mediated the relationship INSs
with psychological distress in non-clinical sample. That is, after
controlling for difficulties of emotion regulation, the association of INSs

with psychological distress disappeared.

-118 -



Table 15. Testing the Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation between

Attachment Styles and Psychological Distress Relation in Control

Group.
Predictors in F Change t for v/in df Beta Model
set for set set (B) R®
Predictors Chang
e
Regression 1
DV: Psychological
Distress
l. Control 11.19** 1,75 A3
Variable:
Age -3.35%* 75 -.36
Il. Attachment 3.97*% 1,74 .04
Style:
Ss vs INSs 1.99*% 74 22
Il Emotion 45.76*** 1,73 .32
Regulation:
DERS 6.77*** 73 .63
Ss vs INSs 0.45 73 .04
Regression2
DV: DERS
l. Control 10.35** 1,75 A2
Variable:
Age -3.22** 75 -.35
Attachment 6.84** 1,74
Il. Style: .07
Ss vs INSs 2.62** 74 .28

#*Ep<.001; **p<.01;*p<.05
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Figure 2. Path Model for Mediation of DERS between Attachment Style and
Psychological Distress in Control Group with Beta-Weights

Emotion Regulation

B=.63
B=28 p <.001
p<.01
B=.22
P<.05
Attachment .
Style "| Psychological
Symptoms
B=.04
ns
Reduced Model Full Model
E (2,74)=7.80, p <.001 E (3,73) = 23.60, p < .001
Rz= 17 R?= .49

Note, Summary for the path model of the relationship between Attachment Style, Emotion

Regulation and Psychological Distress in Control Group, including Beta-weights (), F

values, and R?s for the model before Emotion Regulation was included (Reduced Model)

and after the inclusion of Emotion Regulation as a mediator (Full Model);  and p values

for the Attachment Style and Psychological Distress which are above the path represent

the values before the mediator has been entered into the equation, those which are

below the path represent the values after the mediator has been entered into the

equation.

- 120 -



VI1.3.2. Clinical Group

In order to test the mediator role of the emotion regulation in Clinical
Group, similar regression analyses were conducted. In the first
regression analysis psychological distress (BSI) was the dependent
variable. In order to examine the mediator effect of emotion regulation
after controlling the effect of Age in the first step, attachment style was
entered into the analysis as a dichotomous variable (i.e., Ss vs INSs) in
the second step and emotion regulation entered into the analysis in the
third step. The second regression analysis conducted to provide further
support for the mediator role of the emotion regulation. Thus, DERS
was the dependent variable and after controlling for the effect of Age in
the first step, Attachment Style was entered into the analysis as a

predictor variable in the second step.

According to the results of the first regression analysis (Table 16), in the
first step, Age of Clinical Group did not reveal significant association
with psychological distress (B = .02, t (78) = .14, ns), and had no
significant contribution to explained variance with 0 % (F (1,78) = .02,
ns). After controlling the effect of Age, in the second step Attachment
style increased the explained variance to 11 % (Fchange (1, 77) = 9.01,
p <.01) and revealed positive association with psychological distress
(B=.33,t1(77) = 3.00, p <.01). In other words, participants reporting to

have INSs had higher level of psychological distress. At the last step,
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DERS revealed a significant association with psychological distress (8 =
57,1 (76) = 5.79, p < .001) and emotion regulation increased the
explained variance to 38 % (F Change (1, 76) = 33.55, p <.001). Thus,
participants reported to have difficulty in emotion regulation had higher
levels of psychological distress. Additionally, results of this final step
confirmed the mediating role of emotion regulation, that is, after
controlling its effect, the association of attachment style with
psychological distress decreased and was no more significant [ = .11, t
(76) = 1.04, ns]. The Sobel test revealed that Attachment Style path

was significantly mediated by emotion regulation (Z = 3.13, p <.01).

According to the results of the second regression analysis (see Table
16). In the first step, Age did nt reveal a significant association with
emotion regulation (B =-.01,t (78) = -.11, ns) and had almost no
contribution to explained variance with 0 % (F (1, 78) = .01, ns). After
controlling the effect of Age, Attachment Style was found to be
significantly associated with emotion regulation (B = .40,t(77)=3.71, p
<.001) and increased the explained variance to 15 % (F change (1, 77)

= 13.76, p < .001).

Results of these two regression analysis together with the Sobel test
confirmed that the association of attachment style with psychological
distress was mediated by the emotion regulation in Clinical Group as

well. In other words, the results indicated that INSs tended to increase
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difficulties of emotion regulation in clinical sample, which then caused

psychological distress in this group. Thus, the association between

attachment styles and psychological distress were maintained by the

difficulties experienced in emotion regulation. Furthermore, difficulties in

emotion regulation fully mediated the relationship of INSs with

psychological distress in clinical sample. That is, after controlling for

difficulties of emotion regulation, the significant association of INSs with

psychological distress disappeared.

Table 16. Testing the Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation between Attachment Styles

and Psychological Distress Relation in Clinical Group.

Predictors in F tfor viin set df Beta Model
set Change Predictors (B) R?
for set Chang
e
Regression 1
DV: Psychological
Distress
l. Control .02,ns 1,78 0.0
Variable: 78
Age 14,ns .02
Il. Attachment 9.01* 1,77 A1
Style:
Ss vs INSs 3.00* 77 .33
. Emotion 33.55%* 1,76 27
Regulation:
DERS 5.79** 76 .57
Ss vs INSs 1.04,ns 76 1
Regression2
DV: DERS
l. Control .01,ns 1,78 0.0
Variable:
Age -.11,ns 78 -.01
Attachment 13.76** 1,77
Il. Style: 15
Ss vs INSs 3.71** 77 40

*¥* p<.001;*p<.01
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Figure 3. Path Model for Mediation of DERS between Attachment Style and
Psychological Distress in Clinical Group with Beta-Weights

Emotion Regulation
B=.57
B=.40 p <.001
p <.001
p=.33
P<.01
Attachment .
Style "| Psychological
Symptoms
B=.11
ns
Reduced Model Full Model
E(2,77)=4.52,p < .05 F (3,76) = 15.47, p < .001
R?= .11 R?=.38

Note, Summary for the path model of the relationship between Attachment Style, Emotion
Regulation and Psychological Distress in Clinical Group, including Beta-weights (8), E
values, and R?s for the model before Emotion Regulation was included (Reduced Model)
and after the inclusion of Emotion Regulation as a mediator (Full Model);  and p values
for the Attachment Style and Psychological Distress which are above the path represent
the values before the mediator has been entered into the equation, those which are
below the path represent the values after the mediator has been entered into the
equation.
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Figure 4. Schematic Expression of Overall Results
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*Awareness did not differentiate between Groups and between Attachment Styles
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V1.4. Results of the RGT Analysis

Participants who filled out RGT were classified according to their
Attachment Styles rated on RQ. 80 participants from the Clinical Group
and 64 participants from Control Group, total of 144 Participants
completed the whole RGT together with DERS, RQ and BSI, without
any missing value. 144 participants could also be identified to have one
of the Ds, Ps, Fs and Mixed Insecure Attachment Styles (see Table 17

for the profile of the control and the clinical groups).

Table 17. Attachment and Gender Profile’s of Clinical and Control Group Who
Filled out the RGT

GROUP INSECURE ATTACHMENT STYLE TOTAL
GENDER [SECUREDISMISSINGPREOCCUPIED FEARFUL MIXED INSECURE]
INSECURE] TOTAL
Clinical
Male 11 3 9 7 5
Female 13 - 12 13 7
Total 24 3 21 20 12 56 80
Control
Male 19 2 5 5 2
Female 17 4 5 2 2
Missing 1
Total 37 6 10 7 4 27 64
Total 61 9 31 27 16 83 144

In order to make comparisons between the participants having different
attachment styles from clinical and control groups, the personal
constructions about their significant environment were examined through
Slater Analysis by using Idiogrid Program (Grice, 2006). Initially each
participants RGT scores were loaded onto an individual grid. As each
individual grid contains the same elements and the same constructs in the

same order they could be matched. Since matchable grids were required
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for calculating the average grid of a certain group or category, thus,
Average Grid Analysis could be computed. Average Grid transforms all
individual grids into a single average grid of a group. While computing the
Average Grids, general degree of correlation between each grid with
average grid was calculated. The individual grid which correlated with
average grid below .20 was excluded from the analysis in order to clear
out the effect of less similar grids compared to the rest. Ten Average Grids
from these individual grids were generated by running Slater Analysis for
Multiple Grids. Specifically, Average Grid of 1) Ss, 2) Ds, 3) Ps, 4) Fs, 5)
Mixed Insecures in the Control Group, Average Grid of 6) Ss, 7) Ds, 8)

Ps, 9) Fs and 10) Mixed Insecures in the Clinical Group.

Each Average Grid was subjected to a Slater Analyses which were
represented on a graph (see Figures 4 to 14).

Since “Grids are not compared statistically and instead researchers
rely on descriptive statistics or Principle Component Graphs to highlight
the difference between grids” (personal communication Grice, 2005,
see App. XIV), Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis option of the
Idiogrid Program were used for supporting the content analysis of the
grids. Element and Construct loadings on two dimensional component
space that were driven from Principle Component function of Slater
Analyses (only two of the component which had the highest eigenvalue
and the accounted variance were transformed into two dimensional
graph) were used for identifying the mental construction of participants

personal space. Each component was assigned to a certain dimension
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regarding the loading of the elements under each of them (see Table
18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31). The way the elements were
situated on the graph of component space relative to each other and
relative to the constructs can be observed on the Figures 5 to 14. Two
other Salter Analyses options were also used as objective tools that
would support the interpretation of the graphs (see Table 18, 19, 21, 22,
24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31). These are, the Elements Direction Cosines
(Correlations), which is the correlation between element angles, in order
to identify the degree of similarity among the construction of two
elements, and Element Euclidian Distances as in the Pythagorean
Geometry, which indicates the closeness of the two elements to each
other in terms of their personal space. Additionally, Polarity Analyses
were carried out in order to calculate the proportions of construction of
element on the negative pole to its total construction on either pole of
affiliation and dominance dimensions. If above 50 % of the construction
were construed at the negative pole this was mentioned in the results
as an indication of the switching to negativity (see Table 18, 19, 21, 22,

24,25, 27, 28, 30, 31).

Furthermore, Cognitive Measures which provide an opportunity to
interpret the structure of the mental construction of each attachment
style were calculated through Summary Indices and Implicative
Dilemma Analyses options of the idiogrid program (Grice, 2003). Those

statistics were mostly used for the comparison of the grids of the
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different Attachment Styles (see Table 20, 23, 26, 29, 32). Through the
Summary Indices, Matching Score (Bieri Complexity), Intensity Analysis

were carried out. Specifically for Matching Score,

A ‘match’ constitutes an identical rating for a given element on two
constructs. For each pair of constructs the number of matches is
identified and the ‘total number of matches in grid’ is computed as
the sum of all matches. Results can range from 0 to the maximum
number of matches in the grid....A high matching score indicates
‘lower complexity’, and a low matching score indicates ‘grater
complexity’ (p. 36).
Low Matching Score or high Complexity gives information about the
more differentiated cognitive system. Intensity or a measure of tightness
or looseness of constructs is based on the Pearson Product Moment
Correlations among constructs. High intensity scores indicate the
tightness of the construction, while low intensity scores indicate the

looseness of the construction. The high intensity score gives

information about the more integrated cognitive structure.

RGT examines the Implicative Dilemma through identifying the
constructs that the ‘self’ and the ‘ideal self’ are construed at the
opposite poles. The dilemma emerges when the undesirable construct

correlates highly with some other desirable construct on the grid.

Another issue was considered specific to each attachment style in each
group. Bartholomew and Horowitz (1991) identified the working model
of ‘self’ and the ‘other’ as related to the four attachment category

described by 4 different paragraphs (see also Chp. 1.3.). The ‘self
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model was calculated through adding Ss and Ds scores on RQ and
subtracting this result from the added score of Ps and Fs, and ‘other’
model was calculated through adding Ds and Fs scores on RQ and
subtracting the result from added score of Ss and Ps (see also
Bartholomew, 1990; Schmitt et. al., 2004). In this study, 1 SD above
the ‘self model mean scores and 1 SD above the ‘other’ model mean
scores were established as high profiles, while 1 SD below the ‘self
model mean scores and 1 SD below the ‘other’ model mean scores
were established as low profiles, finally, ‘self’ and ‘other’ model scores
in mean range were established as average profiles. In order to provide
an additional information to feed each RGT profile of the each
attachment style from clinical and non-clinical sample, the working
model profiles of each participant in each attachment style category
from either clinical or control groups were investigated and reported on

the Table 20, 23, 26, 29, 32.
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VI1.4.1. Ss
a. Control Group
3 individual grids were eliminated from the group since they had low

correlation with the Average Grid.

Figure 5. Slater Analyses for Ss in Control Group
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Table 18. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ss in Control Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to Loadings on Loadings on
Euclidian Correlations be placed Dominance
Distance on the Submissivenes
negative pole S
self - - 0.46 0.22 -0.23
Ideal self 3.45 0.17 0.00 3.38 -0.68
mother 2.74 -0.30 0.38 -0.03 2.15
father 1.38 0.11 0.77 -0.39 -0.52
Sibling/relative 1.48 -0.11 0.92 -0.63 0.19
Close friend 1.58 -0.14 0.08 0.90 0.33
Romantic fig. 1.55 0.11 0.77 -0.37 0.71
Authority fig. 2.25 -0.05 0.62 -0.92 -1.54

Independent-Dependent and even tempered--disconcerted were
relatively central constructs regarding their vector lengths for Ss in the
Control Group and they describe their world more on dominance-
submissive dimension regarding 2 components appeared as a result of
Principle Component Analysis (see Figure, 5 and Table 18). They
seemed not to have exaggerated, splitted self and other models, except
mother and authority figure who were construed as having split
properties and placed on more extreme points, former placed on
friendliness pole, also close to submissiveness, and later construed as
considerably hostile, but having some dominant qualities as construed
62 % on negative pole. Romantic figure in their life and sibling/close
relative were more close to their mother in terms of submissiveness,
however they are very close to the mid-point of dominant-submissive

dimension, even former whose 77 % characteristics and later whose
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92 % characteristics were construed as being on negative side of the
dimension. Ss in the control group seemed to have positive ‘self’ model
on the mid-range whose 46 %characteristics were construed on
negative pole, however having dominant characteristics, but not at the
same degree of their ‘ideal self’ which was construed extremely
dominant. Their father was construed more hostile than their close
friend but not very distant from the close friend who was slightly on the
opposite side of the affiliation dimension and father was also construed
close to their ‘self who was slightly on the opposite side of the
dominance dimension. Briefly, they construe their close environment
not having extreme negative qualities rather everyone was construed
close to each other and their self, this might be an integration of positive
and negative aspects in their close environment. They are not very far
from their ‘ideal self’ especially being in moderate degree independent,
assertive and even-tempered, they construe themselves closer to their
father who was some degree authoritarian than his/her affectionate,

supportive but submissive mother (see also Table 18 ).
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)
b. Clinical Group

Figure 6 Slater Analyses for Ss in Clinical Group
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Table 19. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ss in Clinical Group
Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading Loading
Euclidian Correlations placed on the on On
Distance negative pole Dominant Submissiveness
Self 0.23 0.42 1.14
Ideal self 3.84 0.24 0.00 3.90 -0.33
mother 2.39 0.14 0.62 -0.81 1.48
father 2.67 -0.64 0.69 -0.40 -0.69
Sibling/relative 1.64 0.38 0.69 -1.01 0.85
Close friend 1.24 0.55 0.23 0.37 0.52
Romantic fig. 1.80 -0.22 0.77 -0.62 -0.05
Authority fig. 3.05 -0.73 0.54 0.59 -1.58
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The central constructs for Ss in Clinical Group were Supportive-
Indifferent and even tempered-disconcerted respectively and they
describe their personal world more with dominance-submissiveness
dimension (see Figure 6 and Table 19). Like Ss in the Control Group,
Participants having Ss in Clinical Group were construed their ‘self’ and
‘others’ without exaggerating, instead they perceive ‘self and ‘other’,
either having negative or positive characteristics in moderate range.
Only ‘ideal self’ and ‘authority figure in their life’ were construed at the
extremity of the dominant side. They construed their ‘self as friendly as
their close friend who was placed close to the mid-point of the affiliation
dimension. ‘Self especially construed as being affectionate, trustworthy,
supportive, % 23 of whom was construed as being on the negative pole,
having some submissive characteristics. On the other side of this
dimension there were romantic figure in their life and their father, they
were hostile but again very close to midway of affiliation dimension.
Although they were more distant to their ‘ideal self compared to Ss in
the Control Group, they are the second closest figure to their ideals
especially having resemblance with their friendliness. \What they
idealize was the opposite of their mother and sibling/close relative who
were submissive. Briefly, Ss in the Clinical Group had very close
‘others’ profile to Ss in the Control Group, only difference was authority
figure who was even-tempered, having high self-confidence, regarding

‘self’, they were lacking dominant characteristics, although they
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perceive themselves friendly as being affectionate, supportive and

trustworthy as Ss in the Control Group. Authority figure seems to be

their role model being close to their ideals.

They were not very much different in terms of component space

emerged as a result of principle component analysis and also interms of

cognitive structure (see Table 20), since Ss in Control and in Clinical

Group have approximately similar concerning integrity and

differentiation of their cognitive system. Additionally, both Groups have

no implicative dilemmas. For both groups 1/3 of the participants were

having mid-range ‘working model’ profiles (see Table 20).

Table 20. Complexity and Dilemma Profile of Ss

Self, Other Model Profiles (RQ) | INTENSITY | BIERI COMPLEXITY | IMPLICATIVE
(match score) DILEMMA
Ss in CONTROL e 3 high self-high other 3046 2 0
(N=34) e 9 high self
. 11 high other
. 11 around average
Ss in CLINIC e 6 high self 3177.6 0 0
(N=24) e 9 high other

. 11 around average
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V1.4.2. Ds
a. Control Group

Figure 7. Slater Analyses for Ds in Control

Group
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Table 21. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ds in Control Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be placed Loading on Loading
Euclidian Correlations on the negative pole Dominance On
Distance Hostility
Self 0.08 1.53 -0.49
Ideal self 2.97 0.79 0.00 4.03 -1.12
mother 3.60 -0.19 0.46 -0.77 1.72
father 3.14 -0.11 0.31 0.47 1.26
Sibling/relative 3.75 -0.31 0.38 -1.65 0.85
Close friend 4.70 -0.55 0.23 -2.73 0.52
Romantic fig. 2.42 0.11 0.38 0.27 0.00
Authority fig. 3.54 -0.42 0.23 -0.31 1.91

Decisive-Indecisive and independent-dependent were relatively central

constructs for Ds in the Control Group and they describe their world
with both dominance and affiliation dimensions regarding 2 components
(see Figure 7 and Table 21). ‘Ideal self was construed at the extremity
being friendly and dominant. The closest element to their ideals was
their ‘self’ both especially being assertive and second closer figure to
their ideals was their romantic figure in their life, but very close to the
origin of the both dimensions. Their ‘Ideal self’ was contrasting with
mother, and authority figure who were construed as hostile, both being
especially disunderstanding, cold, manipulative and indifferent and very
close to each other. Their father had a resemblance to their ‘self’ and
their ideals having dominant qualities, but father was closer to mother
as also being hostile. Specifically, father was construed as cooperative,
but contradicting to this position he was also construed as judgemental.

Father characteristics were contrasting to close friend and sibling/close
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relative who were placed at the opposite pole as being submissive.
Nobody’s characteristics were construed above 50 % on negative pole.
Briefly, they could not differentiate their mother from authority figure,
and their close friend and sibling/close relative can not also be
differentiated from each other being similarly submissive. Only their
romantic figure was dominant and friendly, but in moderate degree. On
the contrary, their ‘self’ was construed as distinguished and having

positive characteristics, closer to their Ideal ‘self.

- 139 -



b. Clinical Group

Figure 8 Slater Analyses for Ds in Clinical Group

N = 3 (all males)
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Table 22. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ds in Clinical Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading Loading on
Euclidian Correlations placed on the on Submissiveness
Distance negative pole Hostility

self 0.77 3.75 2.25

Ideal self 8.32 -0.72 0.00 -3.87 -0.53

mother 5.81 -0.19 0.08 -1.63 1.17

father 5.51 0.00 0.46 1.20 -1.84

Sibling/relative 6.94 -0.28 0.31 -2.18 2.49

Close friend 5.23 -0.10 0.15 -0.80 0.48

Romantic fig. 5.70 -0.17 0.38 0.16 -0.46

Authority fig. 7.05 -0.37 0.46 0.13 -3.56

Assertive-Timid and emancipatory-manipulative were relatively more central
constructs for Ds in Clinical Group and they describe their world regarding
both dominance and affiliation dimensions (see Figure 8 and Table 22) .
Contrary to the Ds in the Control Group, Male Ds in the Clinical Group placed
their ‘self’ and their ‘ideal self’ at the opposite extreme poles of the dominant-
submissive dimension, former placed on the extremity of submissiveness,
later placed on the extremity of the dominance. They construed very distant
from each other in terms of personal space and only the characteristics of
their ‘self’ were construed above 50 % on the negative pole (77 %). Another
contrasting figures placed on the extremities by Ds were authority figure
being hostile on one side and sibling/close relative being friendly on the other
side. Additionally, contrary to Ds in the Control Group their mother and father
construed as opposite figures, former being friendly and later being hostile.
The close friend was construed on the friendliness side, while romantic figure
was on the hostile side, but both being very close to the mid-point of the

affiliation dimension. Briefly, they have splitted ‘others’ model, parents in their
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life mostly splitted into positive and negative extremes. Their ‘self model
was considerably isolated with negative characteristics and very distant from

their ideal self, contrary to Ds in the Control Group.

Regarding content analysis Ds in Control Group and Clinical Group had a
different profile, however, they were very similar concerning their cognitive
structure, in terms of integrity and differentiation (see Table 23). Both group
had similar amount of implicative dilemma as well. Ds in both groups did not
have very integrated system, also had less differentiation system compared
to Ss, Ps and Fs, except Mixed Insecures in both groups. For both groups all

Ds seemed to have ‘working model’ profiles above or below average.

Table 23. Complexity and Dilemma Profiles of Ds

Self Other Model profiles INTENSITY | BIERI IMPLICATIVE
(RQ) COMPLEXITY DILEMMA
(match score)
Ds in CONTROL . 1 high self 1486 6 3(1.)
(N=6) e 3 low other
Ds in CLINIC . 1 high self 1836 5 2 (2)
(N=3) e 2 low other

1. ‘self was construed as ‘judgemental’, ideal self was construed as ‘tolerant’, dilemma:1.
‘tolerant’ person tended to be ‘dependent’. 2. ‘tolerant’ person tended to be immature’. 3.
‘tolerant’ person tenbded to be ‘indecisive’.

2. ‘self’ was construed as ‘disconcerted’, ideal self was construed as ‘even tempered’, dilemma:1.
‘even tempered’ person tended to be ‘indifferent’. 2. ‘even tempered’ person tended to be
‘disunderstanding’.
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VI1.4.3. Fs
a. Control Group

Figure 9. Slater Analyses for Fs in Control Group
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Table 24. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Fs in Control Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to Loading Loading
Euclidian Correlations be placed Submissive - Submissive -
Distance on the Friendly Hostile
negative pole
self 0.69 0.88 0.43
Ideal self 2.70 -0.28 0.00 -0.23 -1.74
mother 1.77 0.53 0.62 1.96 0.04
father 2.82 -0.54 0.38 -0.35 -0.67
Sibling/relative 213 0.15 0.92 0.34 1.55
Close friend 2.09 -0.40 0.46 -0.57 -0.07
Romantic fig. 2.86 -0.29 0.69 -1.76 0.97
Authority fig. 2.16 -0.07 0.54 0.0 -0.39

Independent-Dependent, assertive-timid, decisive-indecisive and

mature-immature were relatively more central constructs for Fs in

Control Group (see Figure 9 and Table 24). ‘Ideal’ self of Fs was nearly

close to extremity of the both friendliness and dominant side. Father

was the closest figure to their ideal having similar characteristics. Their

close friend and authority figure in their life were very close to their

father, former being especially dominant and later being especially

friendly. Their ‘ideal self’, father, close friend and authority figure were

contrasting to their sibling/close relative whose characteristics were

construed 92 % on negative pole, and to their ‘self’ who were

construed as submissive being construed 69 % on the negative pole.

Their ‘self was also close to their mother who was construed as the

opposite of the close friend in terms of being extremely submissive and

62 % of her characteristics were construed as on negative pole.

However, their ‘self was not construed as much friendly as mother,
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especially being disunderstanding. On the other hand, romantic figure
was construed as very distant from ‘others’ in Fs’s life and 69 % of
whom was construed on negative pole, showing some similarity to close
friend as being dominant, and to sibling/close relative as being hostile .
Briefly, their ‘others’ model was composed of mixed characteristics of
good and bad similar to their ‘self model, but this mixture was signifying
a lot of dilemma (see Table 26) . Their father, close friend and authority
figure were complementary figures to their lacking characteristics or
they were role models as being close to their ideals. Nevertheless,
‘others’, even their ‘ideals’ were not very distant from the ‘self’ in terms
of personal space. They seem to be in a friendly atmosphere regarding

especially, mother, father and authority figure.
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a. Clinical Group

Figure 10. Slater Analyses of Fs in the Clinical Group
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Table 25. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Fs in Clinical Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading on Loading on
Euclidian Correlations placed on the Friendly Submissive
Distance negative pole

self 0.77 -1.21 1.21

Ideal self 5.15 -0.58 0.00 3.61 -0.23

mother 2.87 0.11 0.62 -0.78 1.17

father 1.87 0.54 0.85 -1.31 0.16

Sibling/relative 2.37 -0.29 0.54 -0.24 -0.37

Close friend 2.50 -0.01 0.23 0.79 0.47

Romantic fig. 2.27 0.06 0.69 -0.64 -0.62

Authority fig. 4.06 -0.68 0.15 2.13 -0.36

Affectionate-Cold and decisive-indecisive were relatively central constructs
for Fs in Clinical Group (see Figure 10 and Table 25). They construed ‘ideal
self’ at the extremity of the dominant and the friendliness pole very close to
authority figure. That is, similar to Fs in the Control Group they view authority
figure as a role model. Close friend was also construed as friendly, but not
dominant as their role model and construed relatively closer to the mid-point
of the dimension. Similar to Fs in the Control Group they construe romantic
figure in their life 69 % on the negative pole having hostile characteristics but
this time on the mid-range close to the origin. Sibling/Close relative of Fs in
the Clinical Group was also similar to the Fs in the Control Group being
hostile, this time having some dominant characteristics; however, both
characteristics were on the mid-range. Similar to Fs in the Control Group Fs
in the Clinical Group also construed their ‘self’ and their mother as
submissive, but contrary to them Fs in the Clinical Group they perceive their
father, whose 85 % characteristics were on the negative pole, also having
some submissive characteristics and having some hostile characteristics

especially being judgemental. Again their ‘self’ was not very friendly as their
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mother, especially being manipulative and 77 % of whom were construed on
the negative pole. Briefly, they construed their ‘self were not in very friendly
atmosphere regarding father, sibling/relative and romantic figure, only close
friend and mother were in a degree the sources of affiliation and they are in
need of identification with more powerful figures other than their close
environment. They construed their close environment close to each other in
terms of personal space as Fs in Control Group, but this time they were far
away from their ideals and role model. Although their ‘self was very much
similar to Fs in Control Group, their ‘other’ model seems to be more negative
compared to them. However their cognitive structure (see Table 26) seems
approximately similar in differentiation but considerably more integrated than
the Fs in the Control Group having no implicative dilemma as well. Except 3
participants from Clinical Group, most of the Fs from both groups had

‘working model’ profiles below or above average (see Table 26).

Table 26. Complexity and Dilemma Profiles of Fs

Self Other Model Profiles INTENSITY | BIERI IMPLICATIVE
(RQ) COMPLEXITY DILEMMA
(match score)
Fs in CONTROL e 2low self-low 1178 1 9(1.2.3.4.56.)
(N=7) other
. 5 low other
Fsin CLINIC e  8low self-low 3260 3 0
(N=20) other
o 4low self
e  5low other
. 3 around average

1. ‘self’ was construed as ‘timid’, ideal self was construed as ‘assertive’, Dilemma: 1. ‘assertive’
person tended to be ‘untrustworthy’, 2. ‘ssertive’ person tended to be ‘immature’

2. “self was construed as ‘self-inconfident’, ideal self was construed as ‘self-confident’. Dilemma:
3. ‘self-confident’ person tended to be ‘manipulative’.

3. ‘self was construed as ‘dependent’, ideal self was construed as ‘independent’. Dilemma: 4.
‘independent’ person tended to be ‘untrustworthy. 5. ‘idependent’ person tended to be
‘immature’.

4. ‘self was construed as ‘cold’, ideal self was construed as ‘affectionate’. Dilemmes: 6.
‘affectinate’ person tended to be ‘manipulative’.

5. ‘self was construed as ‘disunderstanding’, ideal self was constued as ‘understanding’.
Dilemma: 7. ‘understanding’ person tended to be ‘untrustworthy’. 8. ‘understanding’ person
tended to be ‘immature’.

6. ‘self was construed as ‘indecisive’, ideal self was construed as ‘decisive’. Dilemma: 9.
‘decisive’ person tended to be ‘manipulative’.

- 148 -




VIi.4.4. Ps

a. Control Group

One individual Grid was eliminated from the analysis since it had

low correlation with the Average Grid.

Figure 11. Slater Analysis for Ps in Control Group
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Table 27. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ps in Control Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading Loading
Euclidian Correlations placed on the On On
Distance negative pole Hostility Dominance
self 0.23 -0.24 -0.40
Ideal self 5.17 0.34 0.0 -0.63 0.65
mother 3.45 0.04 0.23 -0.07 -0.26
father 2.32 0.58 0.15 -0.16 -0.37
Sibling/relative 3.09 0.04 0.54 0.12 -0.22
Close friend 2.38 0.50 0.31 -0.04 -0.05
Romantic fig. 3.73 -0.40 0.38 0.10 0.13
Authority fig. 5.62 -0.85 0.54 0.29 0.22

Affectionate-Cold and mature-immature were more central constructs

relatively for Ps in the Control Group (see Figure 11 and Table 27).

‘Ideal self’ of Ps was also at the extremity and construed as being

friendly, dominant and also contrasting to their sibling/close relative who

was construed as hostile and submissive, whose % 54 of

characteristics were construed at the negative pole like authority figure.

Both their self, mother and father were construed as being friendly and

contrasting authority figure who was construed as hostile and slightly

dominant. Close friend and romantic figure were very close to each

other, but construed at the opposite poles of the affiliation dimension

former being at the origin, slightly friendly, but later being slightly hostile

and having some dominant characteristics. Briefly, they construed a

friendly but submissive atmosphere regarding their parents who could

not be differentiated from each other and perceived close to their ‘self

as well. Thus, their ‘other’ model and ‘self’ model were positive in terms

of affiliation, but lacking dominant characteristics. Their ‘self was far
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from their ideals in terms of being dominant, but still correlating in terms

of being friendly. However, sibling/close relative and authority figure

were very much splitted with negative characteristics.

b. Clinical Group

Figure 12. Slater Analyses for Ps in Clinical Group
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Table 28. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Ps in Clinical Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading on Loading on
Euclidian Correlations placed on the Dominance Friendliness
Distance negative pole

Self 0.38 -2.59 0.82

Ideal self 5.79 -0.65 0.00 3.08 1.81

mother 1.88 0.75 0.38 -1.69 1.45

father 3.47 -0.07 0.69 -0.36 -1.62

Sibling/relative 2.58 0.39 0.54 -0.54 0.04

Close friend 3.34 -0.27 0.15 0.54 0.30

Romantic fig. 3.22 -0.29 0.23 0.21 -0.33

Authority fig. 4.82 -0.89 0.46 1.68 -1.21

Even tempered-Disconcerted, decisive-indecisive and self-confident-self-
inconfident were relatively central constructs for the Ps in Clinical Group (see
Figure 12 and Table 28). Similar to Ps in Control Group, they construed their
‘ideal self on the extremity of the dominance and friendliness pole close to
their close friends. Again similar to Ps in Control Group, their ‘self’ and their
mother were also construed friendly and close to each other, but this time
more submissive, especially ‘self’ being disconcerted, dependent, indecisive
and inconfident. Sibling/close relative was similarly construed, although
his/her characteristics were construed 54 % on the negative pole, s/he was
very close to the midpoint of affiliation dimension. Similar to Ps in Control
Group authority figure and romantic figure were construed as being hostile
and this time more dominant. But, contrary to Ps in the Control Group Fs
construed their father as hostile and submissive, whose characteristics were
construed 69 % on the negative pole at the opposite side of the ‘ideal self'.
Briefly, they perceived themselves partly in friendly environment concerning
their mother and close friend. Their ‘other’ model was mostly positive, but not

much closer to ‘self’ as in Control Group, rather ‘father’ and ‘self’ were distant
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from everyone but close to each other. What they idealize was the opposite
of their father. Their ‘self’ model was also positive in terms of affiliation but
lacking dominant characteristics and approximately at similar distance from
their ideals as Ps in Control Group and their friendliness was congruent with

their ideals.

Although, Ps in Clinical Group had approximately similar level of integration
and differentiation of cognitive structure, they had many implicative dilemmas
compared to Ps in the Control Group who seem free from dilemmas (see
Table 29). Except one participant from Clinical group, most of Ps from both
groups had ‘working model’ profiles below and above average (see Table

29).

Table 29. Complexity and Dilemma Profiles of Ps

Self Other Model Profiles INTENSITY | BIERI COMPLEXITY | IMPLICATIVE DILEMMA
(match score)

Ps in CONTROL e 4 low self-high other | 2703 3 0
(N=10) e 4lowself

e 2 high other
Psin CLINIC e  3low self-high other | 2296 1 6(1.2.3.4)
(N=21) e low self

e 4 high other

L]

1 around average

1. ‘self “was construed as ‘self-inconfident’, ideal self was construed as ‘self-confident’.
Dilemma:1. ‘self-confident’ person tended to be ‘cold’.

2. ‘self’ was construed as ‘disconcerted’, ideal self was construed as ‘even tempered’,
dilemma:2. ‘even tempered’ person tended to be ‘cold’. 3. ‘even tempered’ person tended to
be judgemental’.

3. ‘self’ was construed as ‘dependent’, ideal self was construed as ‘independent’. Dilemma: 4.
‘independent’ person tended to be ‘cold’. 5. ‘idependent’ person tended to be judgemental’.

4. ‘self’ was construed as ‘indecisive’, ideal self was construed as ‘decisive’. Dilemma: 6.
‘decisive’ person tended to be ‘cold’.
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VI1.4.5. Mixed Insecures

a. Control Group

Figure 13. Slater Analysis of Mixed Insecures in Control Group
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Table 30. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Mixed Insecures in Control Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to Loading on Loading on
Euclidian Correlations be placed on Submissiveness Friendliness
Distance the negative
pole
self 0.62 212 -2.48
Ideal self 5.76 -0.74 0.0 -2.40 1.01
mother 4.92 -0.64 0.0 -1.56 0.51
father 452 -0.60 0.0 -1.53 0.05
Sibling/relative 3.93 0.00 0.15 -1.08 -1.15
Close friend 4.49 -0.56 0.0 -1.19 0.04
Romantic fig. 4.63 -0.60 0.08 -1.35 0.32
Authority fig. 3.47 0.38 0.69 2.19 0.18

Cooperative-Obstinate and trustworthy-untrustworthy were relatively central
constructs for Mixed Insecures in Control Group (see Figure 13 and Table
30). Participants having mixed insecure style placed their ‘self’ on the
extremity of hostile and submissive pole, very distant from ‘others’ in their life
and their characteristics were construed 62 % on the negative pole. Their
‘self was contrasting her ‘ideal self’ who was construed close to their father,
mother, close friend and romantic figure in their life and who were similarly
construed as dominant and friendly like their ‘ideal self’, at the same time
totally construed 100 % on the positive pole. Their ‘self was very far from
them, only relatively closer to the authority figure in their life who was
construed as hostile and 69 % of whom being construed on the negative
pole. Briefly they have negative ‘self’ model and extremely positive ‘others’
model, except authority. They had some implicative dilemmas about being

trustworthy (see Table).
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b. Clinical Group

Figure 14. Slater Analyses for Mixed Insecures in Clinical Group
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Table 31. Slater Analyses and Polarity Analysis for Mixed Insecures in Clinical Group

Elements Self-Other Self-Other Proportion to be Loading on Loading on
Euclidian Correlations placed on the Friendliness Dominance
Distance negative pole

self 0.69 -2.21 -2.43

Ideal self 6.83 -0.65 0.00 4.09 0.08

mother 3.36 0.37 0.62 -1.99 0.26

father 3.14 0.35 0.69 -0.35 -0.37

Sibling/relative 2.44 0.72 0.62 -0.74 -1.10

Close friend 4.58 -0.34 0.08 1.85 -0.66

Romantic fig. 4.27 -0.56 0.31 0.35 0.86

Authority fig. 5.18 -0.84 0.00 1.61 2.52

Understanding-Disunderstanding and even tempered-disconcerted were
relatively central constructs for Mixed Insecures n Clinical Group (see
Figure 14 and Table 31). Like Participants having Mixed Inecure
Attachment Style in Control Group, they construed their ‘self as extremely
submissive, also whose characteristics were 69 % on the negative pole,
especially being inconfident, indecisive and at the opposite of authority
and romantic figure who were dominant and whose were construed
approximately 100 % on the positive pole. Their ‘ideal self was defined
more with friendliness like their close friend. Contrary to Mixed Insecures
in Control Group they construed their mother, father and sibling/close
relative as hostile-submissive as their ‘self’. In fact, mother was more
hostile relatively and 62 % of their characteristics were construed on the
negative pole, while father was very close to the mid-point of the
dominance dimension, but his characteristics were 69 % on the negative
pole like sibling/relative who was construed 62 % being on the negative
pole. Briefly, They had negative ‘self model and their ‘others’ model was

also negative regarding their parents. However, they had positive ‘other’
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models such as authority figure and romantic figure who were percieved
as complemantary to their characteristics being role models. They
perceive their ideal self was very distant to themselves even more distant

from the Mixed Insecures in Control Group.

Although Mixed Insecures in Control Group and Clinical Group had
approximately similar degree of integration of cognitive structure, Mixed
Insecures in Control Group seemed to have less differentiated system
(see Table 32). On the contrary to this finding, Mixed Insecures had more
implicative dilemmas comparing Mixed Insecures in Control Group.
Control Group participants seemed to experience conflict whether being
dominant means being untrustworthy while Clinical Group seemed to

experience conflict whether being dominant means being cold.

Except one participant from the Clinical Group, most of the Mixed
Insecures had ‘working model’ profiles below or above average (see Table

32).
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Table 32. Complexity and Dilemma Profiles of Mixed Insecures

Self Other Model Profiles | INTENSITY | BIERI IMPLICATIVE
COMPLEXITY DILEMMA
(match score)
Mixed Insecure in . 1 low self-low 3032 17 2(1.2)
CONTROL other
(N=4) e  2low self
. 1 low other
Mixed Insecure in . 3 low self-low 2975 5 3(3.45.)
CLINIC other
(N=12) e 6 low self
. 2 low other
. 1 around
average

1. ‘self’ was construed as ‘not self-confident’, ideal was construed as ‘self-confident;
Dilemma:1.'self-confident’ person tended to be ‘untrustworthy’

2. ‘self was construe as ‘indecisive’, ideal self was construed as ‘decisive’ Dilemma: 2. ‘decisive’
person tended to be ‘untrustworthy’.

3. ‘self’ was construed as ‘self-inconfident’, ideal self was construed as ‘self-confident’. Dilemma:1.
‘self-confident’ person tended to be ‘cold’.

4. ‘self’ was construed as ‘disconcerted’, ideal self was construed as ‘even tempered’, dilemma:2.
‘even tempered’ person tended to be ‘cold’.

5. ‘self’ was construed as ‘indecisive’, ideal self was construed as ‘decisive’. Dilemma: 3. ‘decisive’
person tended to be ‘cold’.
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VIl. DISCUSSION OF THE STUDY I

VII.1. Ranges of Different Attachment Styles in the Samples
Participant’s distribution to each attachment style category were
different in the Control Group compared to the Clinical Group. Number
of secure participants in the Clinical Group were nearly half of the
number of secure participants in the Control Group. Or, on the
contrary, number of insecure participants in Control Group were about
half of the insecure participants in the Clinical Group. This distribution
is in the line of the expectations when we consider the overall literature
which was mentioned before, additionally the results of Study | and
Study Il, which provided evidence for the association of the secure
attachment to psychological health. Thus, as a consequence secure
individuals might need clinical intervention less than the insecures. The
percentage of secures in the Control Group of Study Il was higher than
the Study | (60 %, 47 % respectively) and more than the percentage
mentioned in the literature (ranging in 40-50 %, see Sumer & Gungor,
1999). The Control sample in Study Il was established as a matched
sample for the comparison group. This might be a reason that the
distribution of secures differs from normative range compared to Study |

and other studies in the literature.
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VII.2. Attachment Style and Clinical Status Differences on Emotion
Regulation.

The results indicated that the first aim of the Study Il mentioned above
was almost accomplished in the line of the assumptions and the
emphasized literature (see Chp.l.7.b.). In detail, secure participants
were found to have less problem on regulating their emotions than
insecure participants. Specifically, they had better acceptance of their
negative emotional experience, more skillfull to clarify what they were
feeling, more likely to behave according to their goals and could control
their behaviour even under negative affect, did not feel helpless under
the negative affect compared to insecure participants. Only, there was
no significant difference between awareness skills of secure and
insecure participants. Therefore, for a Turkish sample emotion
regulation skills which can be considered as secure based scripts
(Mikulincer, 2006; Waters, Rodriguez & Ridgeway, 1998) exept
awareness were confirmed as being associated to secure attachment
style. This study brought a wider scope to the emotion regulation from
awareness to developing effective strategies to overcome negative
affect as discussed in Study | (see Chp. IV). Therefore, in this sense
this was an additional evidence to the findings of the Study | which
supports the secure individual’s capacity to modulate their emotions
compared to insecure individuals. The original finding of the Study Il

was the comparison of clinical sample with non-clinical sample.
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Individuals taking psychological or psychiatric help were found to have
difficulties in every emotion regulation skill except awareness.
Neverthless, Ss wre still found to have better emotion regulation
compared to insecures even when they were experiencing clinical
problem. This result was an indication of the strength of the secure
attachment style in emotion regulation even in clinical condition
compared to insecure attachment styles. Also, this indicates the validity
of a self-report attachment questtionaire (RQ) in a clinical sample
opposed to the notions in the literature that questioning the validity of
the self-report attachment scales in clinical sample (Bartholomew &
Moretti, 2002). However, awareness skills did not differ either in terms
of attachment style or the individual’s clinical status. In validity analyses
carried out in the Study | (see Chp.lll.1.), awareness was found to be
the factor of emotion regulation that had least discriminative power.
This might be because the content of the items in AWARENESS
subscale of the DERS as discussed before (see Chp. IV) or might be an
artifact of different types of awareness discussed in the literature, which
makes awareness less measurable. Stern (2004), emphasizing the
distinction between awareness (minimal consciousness) which is
merely a phenomenal condition focusing on an experience and
consciousness (reflective consciousness) which is the awareness of
being aware. This description is very much congruent with the self-
awareness (or self-focused attention) and self-consciousness distinction

(Fenigstein, Scheier, & Buss, 1975; Ruganci, 1995). That is, self-
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awareness is a state dependent, phenomenal factor that emerges with
accompanying salient negative affect, while self-consciousness, is a
trait. Reflective consciousness is similar to internal state awareness
dimension of self-consciousness which has been confirmed as a sub-
factor of the private self consciousness on a Turkish sample (Ruganci,
1995). Literature was giving some evidence about the association of
private self-consciousness and psychological distress, such as high
private self-consciousness was associated to high level of psychological
distress as an immediate influence, but was associated to low level of
psychological distress in the long run. This association could not be
observed in the short-term but the depressive participants’ dispositional
tendency of private self-consciousness found to protect their self-
esteem in the long-run compared to non privately self-conscious
individuals in a Turkish sample (Ruganci, 1988). The items in the
internal state awareness subscale are very much similar to the items in
the AWARENESS subscale of DERS (see App. XV). The examination
of AWARENESS displayed some similarity to the short term results of
the Rugancr’s (1988) study, such as the lack of association of
AWARENESS with psychological distress (and distress related variable
attachment style) compared to other emotion regulation abilities.
Apparently, the only realm that self-report scales could measure is what
one has into his/her consciousness and this might not involve the true
phenomenal experience as Stern has discriminated. Therefore, there

might be a validity issue concerning what AWARENESS subscale

- 163 -



measures. Another explanation could be that this might be due to a
cultural factor that ‘to focus on affect’ might have a different
phenomenal experience for a Turkish sample. This issue needs further
investigation.

Similarly, in the line of emphasized literature, individuals having secure
attachment styles were found to have less psychological distress
compared to insecures in a Turkish sample as well. Those participants
who were getting psychological or psychiatric help were also found to
have more psychological distress than those who did not seek clinical
treatment. Neverthless, here again secure attachment style seems to
protect the individuals even when experiencing clinical problem. That is,
secure individuals getting treatment were found to experience less

psychological distress than insecure individuals getting treatment.

VII. 3. Mediator Role of Emotion Regulation

The results indicated that the second aim (see Chp.l.7.b.) of the Study II
was also accomplished. In other words, for both clinical sample and
non-clinical sample, those having insecure attachment styles were
found to have difficulty in emotion regulation while secure attachment
styles were more capable of regulating their negative emotions.
Furthermore, their difficulty of emotion regulation was found to be an
explanatory factor how the attachment style they have leads high level
of psychological distress, while for the secure individuals, effective

emotion regulation was found to be a mediating factor between their
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attachment style and low level of psychological distress. In other
words, attachment style determines how one regulates his/her emotions
and how emotion is regulated in turn determines the psychological

health of an individual.

This mediator role of emotion regulation were used to be based on
emotional cut off for the association between the dismissing attachment
style and psychological distress, and emotional arosual for the
association between the preoccupied attachment style and
psychological distress in previuos empirical studies (Wei, Vogal, Ku &
Zakalik, 2005) as mentioned in Study | as well (Chp.IV.). In this study
like in the Study I, more global factor of emotion regulation measured
by DERS were found to be a mediating factor. This broader
perspective of emotion regulation also provided to see the contribution
of secure attachment capacity to regulate emotion on psychological
health both for the control and clinical sample. Furthermore, even
including the Ds into the overall insecure attachment category that was
found to have no significant impact on emotion regulation and
psychological distress in Study [, the difficulty of emotion regulation
were fully mediate the relationship between the insecure attachment
style and psychological distress in both samples. Similar pattern of

mediation in clinical sample is an original finding for this study.
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It might be interpreted that, for insecure attachment styles emotion
regulation problem is a common, unifying factor behind the

psychological symptoms.

VIl. 4. Personal Construction of the Different Attachment Styles

RGT results about Bieri complexity generally exhibited low matching
score (at most 17 as for Mixed insecure Style, despite maximum 702
possible matches). These might be because of the selection precision
of the constructs that are capable to differentiate based on the Kelly’s
‘propositionality’ and ‘permeability’ criteria (see Chp.V.2.2.). Thus,
participants differentiation score might be calculated on constructs that
were already differentiated. Thus, the results interpreted considering
this possibility and the highest matching score were evaluated as

indicating highest cognitive simplicity.

Each attachment style group from either clinical or non-clinical sample
had different number of participants and some groups had considerably
fewer partcipants, i.e. three Ds and four Mixed Insecures in non-clinical
sample. RGT analyses do not require a certain number of participants
since there is no comparisons based on statistical significance. Even
one individual is accepted as a source of information for RGT analyses
(Fransella & Baninster, 1987). What is important in this case is the
capability of the group members representing the characteristics of the

assigned category.
- 166 -



Previuos findings of the Study Il displayed the advantage of having
secure attachment style or disadvantage of having insecure attachment
styles regarding emotion regulation and psychological distress for both
clinical and non-clinical samples. In this condition, RGT analyses
results seemed to provide some answers for the accomplishment of the
fourth aim of the Study Il regarding the characteristics of the secure
individuals that makes them to seek psychological or psychiatric help,
and some characteristics of insecure individuals that might be effective
in their help seeking behavior at least at the time of the study. Results
can be interpreted as partly being in the line of the previuos research
and also providing some additional information as RGT included
additional ‘object relations’ data such as the representations of
relationships between ‘self’ and sibling, close friend, authority figure and

‘ideal self (see Table 33).

Ss in both groups were integrating the ‘positives’ and ‘negatives’ into
‘self and ‘other’ as Barthoomew & Horowitz (1991) pointed out by
emhasizing their moderate profiles around origin of the dimensions
rather than splitting. In fact, generally, they had positve ‘self’ and ‘other’
models similar to the findings of Gallo et. al. (2003) and Levy et. al.
(1998) but in moderate range. As for a support to their mid-range
profile, 1/3 of the Ss participants from Control and approximetly 1/2 of

Ss partcipants in the Clinical Group had average ‘self and ‘other’
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profiles regarding RQ scores which was the greater number of ‘average’
profile compared to all insecure attachment styles. Additionally, they
had differentiated cognitive process due to Bieri index similar to Levy et.
al.’s (1998) findings. Therefore, they can be said to have better
cognitive complexity or multi-dimensional view relative to other
attachment styles. Ss from both groups were defining their personal
world more concerning submissive-dominant dimensions due to the
‘components’ named according to the loadings of the ‘elements’. Ss in
the Control Group were dominant as expected and congruent with the
findings of the previous studies (Bartholomew & Horowitz ,1991;
Shaver & Brennan, 1992; Gallo, Smith, Ruiz, 2003) and everyone in
their environment were less dominant than their ‘self’. Authority figure
might be an object of transference regarding hostility which was splitted
onto this figure. This transference relationship might be from father to
authority due to their closeness, while they might transfer their
relationship with mother that is complementary (dominance of ‘self
complementing the submissiveness of mother in affiliation) to romantic
figure in their life. Few differences of Ss in the Clinical Group from Ss
in the Control Group were their lacking dominant characteristics, their
being a little bit more distant from their ideals although being more
friendly and idealizing authority as a complementary to this inefficiency
of Clinical Group, and their relationship with ‘father’, this time, seemed
to be transferred to romantic figure who was less friendly as ‘father’.

Considering these results, self-confidence might be more related to
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dominance rather than being friendly. Franks & Marolla (1976 , see
also Ruganci, 1988 ) differentiated ‘self-confidence’ or ‘inner’ self-
esteem which is more related to achievement related characteristics,
here ‘self’ is an active agent that depending on an inner source
stemming from the feeling of capacity, potency, competence and, ‘self-
worth’ or ‘outer’ self-esteem which is more related to how others view
us, thus more depending on approval and acceptance, so more
relational (see App. VI for their scale to measure two dimensions of self-
esteem). Affiliation dimension may be more related to ‘outer’ self-
esteem. Having positive ‘self model either as dominant or friendly
seems to protect one regarding healthy emotion regulation and
psychological health considering the general results of the Study Il (see
Chp. VI.2.). However results discriminating the Control Group from the
Cinical Group might also indicate that ‘self-confidence’ or being
assertive, confident, decisive, even-tempered, mature are more related
to psychological health than friendliness (affiliation). Characteristics
related to ‘self-confidence’ might be interpreted as more connected to
the characteristics of ego (Freud, 1917, 1923, see also Ogden, 2002;
Kohut, 1977) and, on the contrary, ‘self-worth’, being affectionate,
understanding, supportive, tolerant, trustwothy might be interpreted as
connected to superego. Thus, if there is some problems in ego
development, personal investment on superego carries some defensive
characteristics rather than healthy development of ego ideals (Freud,

1917,1923). If we clarify this approach with Kohut’s (1977, see also
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Wolf, 1988) terminology who revised the Classical Psychoanalytic
Theory assuming ‘self as a product of ‘experience’ rather than a
structural division (id, ego, superego) functioning around a drive:
According to Kohut’s Psychology of Self, ‘self’ has bipolar structure and
the experience of true ‘self’ as integrated unit basicly depends on the
tension between these poles organizing the creativity of the individual
toward his/her ideal goal and provides the experience of continuity in
time and space; That is, one pole involves the effective mirroring of
selfobject (‘selfobject’ is significant other in Kohut’'s terms and joint
spelling of ‘self’ and ‘object’ emphasizes the attachment of ‘self’ with
significant other) as a response to the need of the infant to be confirmed
as a being (see also Chp. 1.1), and effective mirroring results with the
experience of true self organizing the basic ambitions for power and
success; Thus, for healthy development of self-esteem both natural
weakness and growing strength of the infant should be contained or
acknowledged at the same time by the significant others, otherwise
disconfirmed parts of the self are splitted from the ‘self’ creating a false
‘self’; In this case, the grandiose phantasies are a defense for his/her
feeling of emptiness, inner deathness resulting from the splitted section
of the self; The other pole, namely idealizing pole involves internalizing
the calming, soothing or regulating functions of the idealized significant
other; This can be possible through appropriate expectations of the
parents from the infant and gardual, tolerable confrontations or optimal

frustrations of child that the ‘other’ is not perfect, so that the fantasy of
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‘ideal’ can be internalized by the child as an ‘ego ideal’ (see also Siegel,
1996); But, if the emotional needs of the infant are not responded by
the idealized figure with optimal frustration, if the tension of the
biological drives can not be controlled or neutralized through the
effective intervention of the significant other, and if the superego lacks
the idealized figure during oedipal period and begining of latency (3-7
years), child develops affect regulation problems and problems of the
healthy superego containing realistic values and standarts; Therefore,
the developmental line feeding only idealizing pole may result with
social values lacking ambition to actualize or as an opposite,
developmental line feeding only mirroring needs might provide
ambitions that are not directed to an appropriate ideals. Secure
attachment is a product of both poles, so some mirroring problems
might prevent to provide self-confident base while compansated with
the proper feeding of idealized pole. In this case, there might be more
investment to ‘self-worth’ rather than ‘self-confidence’ . This might be
the case for Ss in the Clinical Group. if we explain this fact with the
affect regulation terms which were mentioned in Chp.l.2.2: if one lacks
self-confident characteristics there is a possibility that the equilibrium
between self-regulation and interactive regulation is injured and shifted
more to interactive regulation enhancing the affiliation, because of the
excessive focus on the ‘other’. However, the equilibrium is the

necessary condition for psychological health.
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Ds in the Control Group had similar positive, distinguished ‘self and
negative ‘other model reported in the previous studies (Bartholomew &
Horowitz ,1991; Gallo, Smith, Ruiz, 2003; Levy, Blatt & Shaver, 1998;
Shaver & Brennan, 1992). They view the world from both dominance
and affiliation dimensions and ‘self was capable of both, while ‘other’
incapable of both. Remembering that Ds’ lack of impact on
psychological distress (see Chp.lll.4) and could not be differentiated
from other insecures and from Ss at emotion regulation skills (see
Chp.111.2.2.) in Study |, it can be said that their defensive posture or
splitting negatives from the ‘self’ might be effective on these results.
This interpretation is also congruent with the evaluation of Kobak &
Sceery (1988) about the inconsistency between peer ratings indicating
Ds’ being more hostile, more anxious and having lower ego-resilience
than Ss, and Ds’ own ratings that displayed no significant difference of
self-competence and distress from Ss. They interpreted this
inconsistency as an indication of Ds’ denial of experiencing negative
affect (see also, Lopez, Melendez, Sauer, Berger & Wyssmann, 1998).
There were two somewhat exceptional figures in the ‘negative’ other
profile, one was a romantic figure in their lives who construed as slightly
positive and close to their ‘self’ and the other was father who was
dominant but attributed conflicting construcs regarding affiliation. Their
construction of father was congruent to the theories that emphasize
condtradictory memories of Ds or Avoidant attachment style, such as

‘loving father at the same time rejecting’ (see Chp.l.3.). This time father
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was cooperative but judgemental as well. This result was also
supporting their having considerable number of dilemma) which might
be an indicator of problem in internalization of object-relations. Their
construing of ‘others’ as disunderstanding, cold, indifferent and
manipulative is also in the line of attacment research that emphasizes
the self-reliant profile of Ds as a result of unavailable or rejecting
parenting. Both Ds in the Control Group and Ds in the Clinical Group
seem to have less integrated and less differentiated cognitive system
relative to other groups. This result might imply a fragmented system
indicating personality problem which was an additional evidence to
splitting defense of Ds. This interpretation is in the line of Millon’s and
Crittenden’s approach (cited in Page, 2001) who studied the

association of personality disorders and attachment style.

Ds in Clinical Group was also viewing the world from dual frame of
domianance and affiliation, but exhibited an interesting profile, ‘self*
being extremely submissive, distinguished from ‘others’ and very much
distant from the ideal ‘self’ as opposed to Ds in the Control Group (even
most distant profile from their ideals compared to other attachment
styles). Their ‘other’ model was splitted as some of them on being
‘negative’ and rest on being ‘positive’ poles of the same dimension.
This ambivalance towards ‘other’ might be an additional evidence that
self-reliant Ds are resistant to take psychological help from a

proffesional, but when they reach help due to increased symptoms or
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due to collapse of the defenses since the ‘self is not reliant anymore,
they might be considerably at worse condition. But, because of the
insufficient number of participants in both Control and Clinical Group for
statistical comparison, Ds differential contribution to psychological
distress and to difficulty of emotion regulation could not be identified in
total insecures as a support to this cross sectional inference. This
finding can be supported by retrospective data that will identify the
change of Ds in time. In fact, fewest number of participants in the
Clinical Group were Ds. This might be also an indication of their self-
reliance and resistance to get help from external source. But as Ds in
the Clinical Group were very few in number (N=3) and all being male
participants, although their working model profiles were at extreme
there may still be a problem that they were not a prototype of Ds.
Therefore, this finding also needs a further support with more broader

sample of Ds.

Fs in both Control and Clinical Group define their relational world
through both affiliation and dominance dimensions. Both Fs, in the
Control Group and the Clinical Group, had negative ‘self model
especially being submissive and not being very friendly congruent with
the findings of Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) and Shaver & Brennan
(1992). This insufficient affiliation for both group may imply a social
skills deficit as well. Fs in two group had both negative and positive

‘other’ models. This finding is slightly different from the previous
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literature which emphasizes the ‘other’ model of them as negative
(Gallo et. al., 2004), but congruent with the findings of Levy, Blatt and
Shaver (1998) who displayed that Fs integrate ‘good’ and ‘bad’ aspects
like Ss (see Table 33). Romantic figure was consistently negative
‘other’ model in their life for both groups, and authority figure was
consistently the postive role model for both groups. The mother was
consistently the significant figure providing affiliation but submissive,
passive and inconfident for both groups. The difference between two
groups were the father figure who was dominant and friendly being a
role model for Fs in the Control Group, on the contrary, being the
opposite of the role model in the Clinical group. Fs in the Clinical Group
were lacking an ‘object relations’ with dominant, friendly figures in their
significant environment. Therefore, this might imply social skills deficit
in a passive environment, needing idealizable authority. But
unexpectedly, Fs in Clinical Group had integrated and somewhat
differentiated system indicating cognitive complexity with no implicative
dilemma, this also congruent with the findings of Levy et. al. (1998)
about Fs (see Table 33). On the other hand, expectedly, Fs in Clinical
Group was very distant from their ideal ‘self indicating their lack of self-
confidence. One reason of more mentally soothed condition of Fs in
Clinical Group or ability to do mentalization like Ss (Levy, Blatt &
Shaver, 1998) might due to their being under the control of a mental
health proffessional (authority) whom they can idealize. However, Fs in

Control group had many implicative dilemmas, the less integrated
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cognitive system compared to all attachment styles from both groups,
although highly differentiated. This might imply the unorganized, in a
way a ‘caotic’ system. Their implicative dilemmas indicate that they
seemed to be confused whether to be dominant means being hostile at
the same time. This conflicting system around the undifferentiated
nature of being dominant from being hostile might be a reason of their
inibited ‘self’. As in the case of Ds mentioned before, insufficient
number of Fs in Control group did not provide an opportunity to
statistically compare Fs in the Control Group with Fs in the Clinical
Group in terms of emotion regulation and psychological distress.
Therefore, in order to be sure about the reliability of the findings and at
least understand this paradoxical result of more adaptive cognitive
structure of Fs in Clinical Group than Fs in Control Group, further

examination on more broader sample of Fs is needed.

For both groups Ps’ ‘self model was positive regarding affiliation. This
in a way confirmes Gallo et. al.’s (2004) findings and partially confirms
the findings of Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) findings who additionally
emphasized some dominant characteristics of Ps before rejected by
‘other’ (see Table 33). In both group Ps’ ‘other’ model were very much
similar to their ‘self model having affiliative characteristics but lacking
dominance, except authority and romantic figure who were dominant
from both groups, but hostile and except fathers of Ps in Clinical

Group who were hostile. For both groups Ps seemed to process their
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relational world through both affiliation and dominance. Regarding
content analyses only difference between the Ps in two groups was Ps
negative representation of father in the Clinical Group. Concerning
cognitive system, both groups had approximetly similar integrity in
moderate level compared to other attachment styles. The differentiation
capacity of both group did not have marked difference of cognitive
complexity. However, Clinical Group had many implicative dilemmas
mostly implying confusions about ‘whether being independent,
confident, decisive and even-tempered means cold’. This might
indicate how ‘affection’ was important for them. Additionally, since those
dimensions were central for Clinical Group their conflict might lead them

more negative experience.

Since previous studies carried out on 4 factor model and on taxonomic
analysis of attachment models that did not include the Disorganized
Attachment Style, there is no opportunity to do comparative evaluation
with the previous studies about Mixed Insecures with other four
Attachment styles (Ss, Ds, Ps, Fs). Neverthless, studies about
Disorganized Attachment Style might be a means to compare with the
Mixed Insecures that seemed to emerge in this study as a fifth category.
Mixed Styles from both group seemed to have approximately similar
cognitive structure indicating tightness or rigidity with high integrity
score but also having high matching score indicating cognitive simplicity

regarding Bieri index and have approximately similar number of many
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implicative dilemmas. Especially, mixed insecures in Control Group
seemed to have less differentiation capacity compared to all other
attachment styles. Content analysis also indicates the Control Group’s
difficulty to differentiate the ‘other’ models in their life and splitted all
negative characteristics onto ‘self and authority figure while viewing all
‘others’ as being positive representing their ideals. ‘self model of
clinical group was also similarly negative, however they had both
negative and positive ‘other’ models. Negative ‘others’ were parents
especially mother, while positive ‘others’ were close friend, romantic
figure and authority figure. Clinical Group was also extremely far from
their ideals. Mixed insecure group seemed to have most cognitive
constriction and simplicity compared to other attachment styles. This
type of problem about cognitive process is associated to neurotic
problems rather than personality problems (see Chp.l.6). However,
unresolved/disorganized attachment type which was assumed to be
related to Mixed Insecure type in Study | (see Chp.IV) were associated
mostly with multiple, split representations of ‘self’ and ‘other’ models
with lack of integration imlying mentalization deficit or deficit in reflective
function (Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist, & Target, 2002; Fonagy & Target,
1997; Liotti, 1999). This fregmented profile was associated with Ds in
the Clinical Group rather than Mixed Insecures from both groups.
Cognitive Simplicity of Mixed Insecures indicates unidimensional view
of the mental functioning. Mixed Insecures might display a fixation of

cognitive abilities at teleological period which was the prerequisite of
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mentalization during developmental process. Teleological mind
functions according to percieved rationality based on overgeneralization
of behavioral outcomes without representing actual rationality which
comprises the thoughts and feelings of both ‘self and ‘other’ (Fonagy &
Target, 1997; Gergely, 2003). Mixed Insecures’ problem of
differentiation (this was apparent in content analyses as well) and
rigidity seems to have some similarity with teleological functioning.
Again insufficient number of participants having Mixed Insecure
attachment style in Control and Clinical Group prevents to compare the
Ds and Mixed Insecures in terms of emotion regulation and
psychological distress. Therefore, further studies examinning the
differential effect of Ds and Mixed Insecure attachment style for the
comparison of them from both clinical and non-clinical samples on
cognitive functioning, emotion regulation and on psychological distress

are needed.

Most of the Insecure participants from both groups seemed to have
extreme ‘working model’ profiles since profiles were above or below the
average. This finding was congruent with the RGT profiles, since ‘self
and ‘other’ mostly construed as more ‘positive’ or ‘negative’ compared

to Ss in both groups.

In overall evaluation, the common difference between insecure

participants from the Control and the Clinical Group was the
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construction of father. Fathers of the Clinical Group were hostile.
submissive ‘self in the Control Group (except Ds who were dominant)
were affiliated with the father while submissive ‘self’ in the Clinical
Group were subjected to the hostility of father. This might be
destructive and inhibitive for the insecures in the Clinical Group in
reciprocity of submissiveness and hostility. This might also be an
evidence for the theories that assume the supportive role of father as an
alternative attachment figure (Leowald, 1960) and for the studies that
prove the importance of differential perception of the father by the child
in development process (Levy, Blatt & Shaver, 1998). Considering the
mirroring and idealizing poles of the ‘self’ development according to the
Psychoanalytic Self Pschology of Kohut (1977) mentioned before,
father is generally evaluated as more related to the development of
ideals especially during preoedipal (18 months-36 months) and oedipal-
early latency period (3-7 years of age). In other words, mothers seems
to ‘push’ with ambitions emerged through their mirroring and father
seems to ‘pull’ with appropriate ideals through feeding the child’s
idealization needs. Therefore, for the insecure Controls, dominance or
friendliness, or both characteristics of father might provide
compensatory ‘object relations’ supporting their emotion regulation and
pschological health compared to insecures in Clinical Group. The
differential role of father on attachment and on psychological health

should be analyzed in further research.
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VIIl. CONCLUSION, LIMITATIONS AND IMLPLICATIONS OF

STUDY | AND STUDY I

VIIl.1. General Conclusion: ‘Security’ Of Secure Attachment

Bowlby’s theoretical assumptions and related infant research based on
his assumptions regarding attachment theory about the secure and
insecure attachments were supported in Turkish late adolescents and
adult samples in the present studies. Secure attachment appeared as a
significant determinant of psychological health in both studies. Affect
regulation that is observed to be established as a major component of
attachment behavior during early development appeared as a mediator
factor that is maintaining the secure attachment and pyschological
health association. Even for clinical sample, secure attachment seems
to be a prohealth resource that have an impact on low level of
psychological symptoms through modulating negative affect compared
to insecure attachment. Moreover, better cognitive complexity and
better integration were associated with secure attachment compared to
insecure attachment. However, better regulation of negative affect, in
turn better psychological health were associated with secure
attachment having dominant ‘self model compared to secure
attachment having friendly ‘self’ model lacking dominant characteristics.

This is very important implication for clinical practice which emphasizes
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the role of ‘inner competence’ for a lively organism that is competent for

self-regulation rather than affiliated profile.

Addditionally, being interrelated to attachment style, difficulty in emotion
regulation seems to be a unifying factor of pyschological symptoms.
This was also very important implication of the two studies emphasizing
emotion regulation skills of an individual as a target of therapeutic

process.

In Study Il, differential impact of Ds, Ps, Fs and Mixed Insecures from
each group on emotion regulation and psychological health could not be
analyzed because of the insufficient sample size, but insecure
participants, overall, seemed to have difficulty of regulating their
negative affect, have more psychological distress and additionally have
more problems in their personal construction of relational world and
more problems concerning their cognitive complexity compared to Ss
regardless of group effect. In Study | differential effect of each insecure
category on emotion regulation and on psychological distress of non-
clinical sample can be observed. There again the disadvantage of Fs,
Ps and Mixed Insecures on negative affect regulation and incapability of
Fs’, Ps’ (when analayzed as continuous variables) negative affect
regulation appeared to be an important component or mediator factor
that leads psychological distress. Ds could not be differentiated from

Ss and other insecures in respect to its impact on regulating negative
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affect and did not seem to have any significant effect on psychological
distress. This differential effect could not be reexamined on the non-
clinical and the clinical samples in Study Il, beacuse of the insufficient
sample size for the statistical analyzes, rather insecure attachment was
examined as a general factor. It is apparent that every category of
insecure attachment is a risk factor for psychological distress. This
seems even valid for Ds also regarding their fragmented nature of
‘working models’ with lack of differentiation displayed in RGT results.
Insecure attachment is a risk factor for psychological health due to
insufficient capability to modulate the negative affect. Thus, they seem
to be more vulnurable to psychological distress when exposed to
stressful situation. Additionally, insecure attachment exhibit a kind of
mentalization problem with having many implicative dilemmas and/or
having cognitive constriction and/or disintegrated cognitive profiles.
Therefore, this might be an evidence for the coexistence of problem of
regulating the negative affect and mentalization deficit which were
interwoven into insecure attachment during the developmental process
mentioned in the introduction section (see Chp.l.1.1.). On the other
hand, secure individuals are also exposed to stress situation that needs
affect regulation in order to return the homestesis. Most probably,
through their effective mentalization they are capable of regulating their
emotion and return to the balance state. Thus, their psychological
health gets less injured compared to insecure individuals as can be

observed also from the two studies.
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VIIl.2. Implications For Clinical Practice

The results of the study might be considered to have implications for
both psychological prevention and intervention. These present studies
showed that other than romantic attachment, assumptions related to
attachment theory in respect to psychological health are observed in
Turkish samples as well. Specifically, insecure attachment occurred as
a risk factor for psychological health. Therefore, since child rearing
practices play a great role in developmental background of the
attachment style and due to lack of demographic planing, economic
problems, lack of generational transfer of effective child rearing, lack of
knowledge about child rearing (Kagit¢ibasi, 1989) in Turkish Culture,
parents may not have an oportunity to fulfill this necessary background
through mentalization enhancing practices for secure attachment.
Thus, educating the parents about effective mirroring including calming,
soothing behaviour and attunement or synchorinizing the affective
interplay can be considered as an important preventive measure for
psychological health. Considering the result regarding the importance of
‘father’s role in attachment, educating the father on relational aspects
seems to be a necessary component of this education. In this respect,
educating the practitionares or first step health personals (e.g., public
health professionals) who can deliver services to the parents before and

after birth regarding mirroring and idealizing dynamics and related
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practices of child rearing and their application, might be an effective tool

for widening the prevention.

Furthermore, considering mother’'s depression as a contributor to
insecure attachment and affect regulation problems, and in turn
destructing the mentalization process of infant (Beebe and Lachman,
2002; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Kohut, 1977),
postpartum depression of mother needs attention from the responsible
authorities. Both primary and secondary prevention are suggested for
this issue, through raising consciousness of mothers regarding the
symptoms of postpartum depression and possible help sources about
the issue, and providing intervention with effective strategies if

depression is a case.

Considering the results showing secure individual’s skills as a
prohealth resource in especially Control Group, social skills training in
early years of child either as a prevention or an interventon strategy
might contribute to the dominance and affiliation of an individual,
through which fear of ‘other’ can be reduced. Additionally, as social
skills training will provide an individual to be more closer to the ‘others’,

the representation of both negative ‘self and ‘other’ can be challanged.

The role of ‘authority figure’ in individuals life was apparent in RGT

results indicating that they were either positive tranference figures of
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early attachment relationship or role models closest to their ideals or
negative transference figures in their life. Thus, especially, preschool
and primary school teachers being a candidate of role models in
children’s life might be considered secondary target for the education
about attachment issues as a contributor to child’s psychological

health.

Considering intervention, emotion regulation capacity, being a core of
psychological symtoms, or a unifying factor being a background of
psychological symptoms, can be suggested to be a criterion of the
psychological health. Therefore, improvement in emotion regulation
capacity rather than psychological symptoms can be considered as a
target outcome of the psychotherapy. Current studies varified that
relational pattern, affect and cognitive model of the relational world are
interrelated domains regarding individual's psychological health.
Therefore therapeautic interventions should be effective to transform
these three domains in process. Thus, what was developmental once
(see Chp.l) can be assumed to be valid for the pyschotherapy, in other
words, mentalization based therapy is a tool to transform the ‘working
models’ and to enhance the emotional regulation capacity (Beebe and
Lachman, 2002; Fonagy, 19993 Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target,
2002; Stern, 2004). In this way, not the historical past but the
‘functional past’ that influences the current life of an individual can be

transformed through corrective experience and his/her understanding of
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current ways of being with ‘other’. Extension of ‘intersubjective
consciousness’ (Stern, 1985) is necessary for the transformation of
‘working models’ in the therapy. This can occur only by Relational
Therapies that favors the emotional existence of the therapist besides
his/her cognitive existence in the therapeutic process. With the
effective contribution of the therapist on interactive regulation, there
exist some moments of phenomenological synchronization between
therapist and patient. Those are the moments that the patient both
affectively and mentally comprehends how s/he is represented by the
therapist or mentalized by the therapist. Recurrence of these moments
were the true context for interpretation that facilitates the mentalization
of patient (Beebe and Lachman, 2002). Here referring to Fonagy’s
(19993%) utterance in American Psychoanalytic Association Meeting

seems to be very appropriate:

Representational changes are in the direction of a fuller and more
eleborated representations of the mental states of internal objects
and the self. Enchanced reflective capacity (mentalization) allows
patients to integrate splitt-off parts of the self and create object
representations with complex thoughts, mixed emotions, and
differentiated desire. Symptomatic improvement should be
associated with such changes..
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VIIL.3. Limitations of the Study and Implications for Further
Research

The adaptation of a scale measuring emotion regulation (DERS) and
examining the ‘working models’ and related cognitive system through
RGT for the frist time on a Turkish sample were another important
results of the current studies. For measuring the change in
psychotherpy RGT seemed an effective measure that indicates content
and structural aspects of mentalization and DERS appeared as a
reliable and valid instruement to measure emotion regulation. These
instruments, RGT with the generation of ‘constructs’ and ‘elements’ by
the investigator of this study and DERS, are also promising for usage in

research including more broader samples.

Concerning RGT, in order to test the change in a therapy process
idiographic data is suggested, that is the construction of the relational
world with constructs generated by the patient. Through this way,
deeper understanding of an individual’s personal construction can be
achieved and this finding can be observed together with emotion
regulation and attachment style dynamics of the individual before,
during and after the therapy. This data might also provide a
comparison of individual data with results of the current study displaying

group data.
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Insufficient sample size was a limitation of Study Il. Although RGT
configurations provided unique profiles of each attachment style for
both Clinical and Control groups, lack of information about their
category specific emotion regulation abilities and psychological distress
level could not be identified. Thus, this also limited the interpretation of
RGT results. Therefore, differential effect of each insecure style on
emotion regulation and psychological distress on broader Clinical and
Control Samples can be suggested for examining unique profiles of Ds,
Ps, Fs and possibly emerging Mixed Insecures. Furthermoe, regarding
RGT results additional retrospective data driven from the Clinical Group
might provide additional information for the comparison of Clinical and

Control Group profiles.

Moreover, in Study |l there was not sufficient data in order to identify
whether Mixed Insecures were associated to disorganized attachment
and having such attachment style associates with the highest risk factor
compared to other insecure attachment styles regarding psychological
health. Thus, additional factors that could provide more information
about the Mixed Insecure Style is suggested to be examined in further

studies.

RQ was only instrument used to measure attachment styles in current
studies, since it was the only self-report scale that measures

Attachment Style in general rather than romantic attachment. This might

-191 -



be considered as another limitation of current studies, since the
reliability of the categorical divisions wasn’t strengthen with another
instrument measuring attachment. Therefore, other than romantic
attachment, dimensional scale measuring Attachment Style in general
sense is suggested to be developed. Additionally, in the same study,
besides self-report measures qualitative analysis evaluating the current
or retrospective data driven from projective or interviewing methods is
suggested to be used for deeper information about the individual's
attachment dynamics and for increasing the reliability of the results.
Furthermore, projective data that might provide some information about
the unconscious attachment dynamics is suggested as a method to go

beyond the defenses of individuals having dismissing attachment style.
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APPENDIX A

Study I: Settlements That the Participants lived longest in their life

Longest Ferquency Percent
Lived
Settlement
Tarkiye 1 3
Ankara 117 34.6
Cubuk/Ankara 1 3
Kalecik 1 3
Istanbul 39 11.5
[zmir 24 7.2
Cesme/lzmir 1 3
Selguk/lzmir 1 3
Bergama 1 3
Adana 14 41
Kozan/Adana 1 3
Konya 7 2.1
Eregdli/Konya 1 3
Aksaray 1 3
Seydisehir 1 3
Bolu 3 9
Golcuk 1 3
Dizce 3 9
Eskisehir 6 1.8
Bursa 6 1.8
Denizli 5 1.5
Buldan/Denizli 1 3
Aydin 4 1.2
Sultanhisar/ 1 3
Aydin
Kocaeli/lzmit 4 1.2
Adapazari 1 3
Antalya 4 1.2
Finike/Antalya 1 3
Samsun 5 1.5
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Mersin
Malatya
Zonguldak
Iskenderun
Hatay
Balikesir
Manisa
Bandirma
Elazig
Gaziantep
Karaman

Tunceli

Eregdli (Karadeniz)

Karabik

Safranbolu

Tokat

Turhal/Tokat

Yalova
Tarsus
Rize
Edirne
Kitahya
Usak
Corum
Diyarbakir
Kirikkale
Sivas
Kayseri
Gumuishane
Trabzon
Fatsa/Ordu
Sirnak
Bartin
Isparta
Artvin
Kirklareli
Kilis
Yozgat
Mus
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Kargi/Corum 1 3
Kirsehir 1 3
K.Maras 1 3
Erzincan 1 3
Semdinli/Hakkari 1 3
Lefkosa Ve Kibris 5 1.5
Malta 1 3
Missing 3 9
Total 338 100.0
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APPENDIX B

Difficulties in Emotion Regulation Scale (DERS)

Please indicate how often the following statements apply to you by writing the

appropriate number from the scale below on the line beside each item:

1 2 3 4
----- 5
almost never sometimes about half the time most of the
time almost always
(0-10%) (11-35%) (36-65%) (66-90%)

(91-100%)

1) I am clear about my feelings.

2) I pay attention to how I feel.

3) I experience my emotions as overwhelming and out of control.
4) I have no idea how I am feeling.

5) I have difficulty making sense out of my feelings.

6) I am attentive to my feelings.

7) I know exactly how I am feeling.

8) I care about what I am feeling.

9) I am confused about how I feel.

10) When I’m upset, I acknowledge my emotions.

11) When I’m upset, I become angry with myself for feeling that way.
12) When I’m upset, [ become embarrassed for feeling that way.
13) When I’'m upset, I have difficulty getting work done.

14) When I’m upset, I become out of control.

16) When I’m upset, I believe that I’ll end up feeling very depressed.
17) When I’m upset, I believe that my feelings are valid and important.
18) When I’m upset, I have difficulty focusing on other things.

19) When I’'m upset, I feel out of control.
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15) When I’m upset, I believe that I will remain that way for a long time.



20) When I’m upset, I can still get things done.

21) When I’m upset, I feel ashamed with myself for feeling that way.

1 2 3 4

----5

almost never sometimes about half the time most of the
time almost always

(0-10%) (11-35%) (36-65%) (66-90%)

(91-100%)

22) When I’m upset, I know that I can find a way to eventually feel better.
23) When I’m upset, I feel like [ am weak.

24) When I’'m upset, I feel like I can remain in control of my behaviors.
25) When I’'m upset, I feel guilty for feeling that way.

26) When I’m upset, I have difficulty concentrating.

27) When I’m upset, I have difficulty controlling my behaviors.

28) When I’m upset, I believe that there is nothing I can do to make myself feel better.
29) When I’m upset, I become irritated with myself for feeling that way.
30) When I’'m upset, I start to feel very bad about myself.

31) When I’m upset, | believe that wallowing in it is all I can do.

32) When I’m upset, | lose control over my behaviors.

33) When I’m upset, I have difficulty thinking about anything else.

34) When I’m upset, I take time to figure out what I’m really feeling.

35) When I’m upset, it takes me a long time to feel better.

36) When I’m upset, my emotions feel overwhelming.
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APPENDIX C

Backtranslations and Process of Generating the Final Version of the
Translation.
(Backtranslation of different backtranslaters were written in different colours
below).
Asagidaki cumlelerin size ne siklikla uydugunu altlarinda belirtilen 5 dereceli
Olcek Uzerinde degerlendiriniz. Her bir cimlenin altindaki 5 noktali dlgekten,

size uygunluk yuzdesini de dikkate alarak yanlizca birine isaret koyunuz.

Bazen Codu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hi¢ yaklagik yari yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) (%91-%100)

1. Ne hissettigim konusunda netimdir. (CLARITY)'
I’'m clear about what | feel.

I’'m clear about what | feel.

I’'m clear about my feelings.v’

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

2. Ne hissettigimi dikkate alirim.(AWARENESS)?

| watch out what | feel.

| pay attention to what | feel.

| take into consideration what | feel.

Nasil hissettigime dikkat ederim (double check, See Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4)

Nasil hissettigimi dikkate alirrm (supervisor’s suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

3. Duygularim bana asiri ve kontrolsiz gelir.(IMPULSE)

| experience my feelings as extreme and uncontrolled.

' Reverse item
2w
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My feelings are extreme and uncontrolled.

My feelings seem to me extreme and uncontrollable.

Duygularim bana dayanilmaz ve kontrolsuz gelir (Alternative from, see
Chp. 11.2.1.a.2).

Duygularim bana dayanilmaz ve kontrolsiiz gelir (supervisor’s suggestion, see
Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

4. Ne hissettigim konusunda hig bir fikrim yoktur.(CLARITY)
| don’t have any idea about what | feel.

| have no idea about my feelings.

| have no idea about how | feel.v’

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

5. Duygularima bir anlam vermekte zorlanirim.(CLARITY)

| hardly give meaning to my feelings. Ya da It troubles me to give
meaning to my feelings.

| have difficulty meaning my feelings.

| have difficulty giving meaning to my feelings.

Duygularima bir anlam vermekte zorlanirrm (double check, See Chp. II.
2.1.a.3 and 4).

6. Duygularima karsi duyarliyimdir.(AWARENESS)?

I’'m sensitive to my feelings.

I’'m sensitive about my feelings.

I’'m sensitive towards my feelings.

Ne hissettigime dikkat ederim (double check, See Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).

Duygularimi dikkate alirirm (supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

7. Ne hissettigimi tam olarak bilirim.(CLARITY)*
| exactly know what | feel.v’

| exactly know what | feel.v’

3 Reverse item
4
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| know exactly how | feel.v’

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

8. Ne hissettigimi 5nemserim.(AWARENESS)®
| do consider what | feel.

| do care what | feel.v’

| give importance to what | feel.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

9. Ne hissettigim konusunda c¢eligki yagarim/Duygularimi ayird etmekte.
gucluk cekerim (CLARITY)

I experience conflict about what | feel / | hardly differentiate my feelings.
| face contradiction about what | feel /| have difficulty in differentiating
my feelings.

| experience ambivalence about what | feel

Ne hissettigim konusunda net degilimdir (double check, See Chp. Il.
2.1.a.3 and 4).

Ne hissettigim konusunda karmasa yasarim (supervisors suggestion, see
Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

10.Kendimi kotu hissetmeyi kabullenebilirim (AWARENESS)6

| can accept feeling upset.

I may accept to feel bad.

I can accept feeling low.

Kendimi koti hissettigimde duygularimi dikkate alinm (double check, See
Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).

Uziintiilii oldugumda duygularimi kabul ederim (supervisors suggestion, see
Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

5 Reverse item
6
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11.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde boyle hissettigim i¢in kendime
kizarim.(NONACCEPTANCE)

When | feel upset, | get angry to my self because of feeling this way.v’

When | feel bad, | get angry to myself because of feeling bad.

| get angry with myself for feeling low.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

12.Kendimi kotu hissettigim zaman utanirim.(NONACCEPTANCE)
| feel embarassed when | feel upset.v’

When | feel bad | feel ashamed.

I’m ashamed when | feel low.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

13.Kendimi koétu hissettigimde g¢alismakta guglik cekerim.(GOALS)

When | feel upset, | hardly work/study.

When | feel bad | find it difficult to work.

| find it difficult to work, when | feel low.

Kendimi kot hissettigimde islerimi bitirmekte zorlaninm (Alternative
from, see Chp. 11.2.1.a.2).

Uziintiilii oldugumda iglerimi bitirmekte zorlanirim (supervisors suggestion,
see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

14.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde kontrolden gikmaya baglarim.(IMPULSE)
| begin to go out of control when | feel upset.v

When | feel bad | start losing self control.

| start to loose my control when | feel low.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

15.Kendimi koétu hissettigimde bu duygudan uzun sure kurtulamayacagima
inanirim. / Kendimi kotu hissettigimde uzun slre dyle kalacagima
inanirmv".(STRATEGIES).

When | feel upset | believe I’'m not going to be able to get rid of this feeling

for a long time./ | believe | will stay on like that for a long time.
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When | feel bad | believe | won’t be able to survive from this feeling for a
long time.

When | feel low i fl that | can’t escape this feeling for a long time / When |
feel low, | believe that | will remain like that for a long time.v

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

16. Kendimi kot hissetmemin yogun depresif duyguyla sonuglanacagina
inanirm.(STRATEGIES)

| believe it will end up with depressive feeling when | feel upset.v’

| believe feeling bad would result in intense depressive feelings.

| believe that feeling low will result in intense depressed feelings.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

17.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde duygularimin yerinde ve énemli olduguna
inanirim.(AWARENESS)’

When | feel upset | believe my feelings are quite relevant and important.

When | feel bad | believe that my feelings are right and important.

When | feel low, | believe that my feelings are appropriate and important.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

18.Kendimi koétu hissederken baska seylere odaklanmakta zorlanirim.(GOALS)
I have difficulty in focusing different things when | feel upset.v’

| have difficulty in focusing other things while I’'m feeling bad.

I have difficulty in focusing other things when | feel low.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

19.Kendimi koétu hissederken kontrolden ¢iktigim duygusu yasarim.(IMPULSE)
| feel as if | go out of control while | feel upset.v’

| feel out of control while I’'m feeling bad.

When | feel low, | feel as if | am out of control.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

" Reverse item
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20.Kendimi kéti hissediyor olsam da galismayi sirdirebilirim.(GOALS)®

| am able to keep on working even | feel upset.

I can keep working even if | feel bad.

| can continue working even though | am feeing low.

Kendimi kot hissettigimde islerimi surduirebilirim (double check, See
Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).

Uziintiilii oldugumda yine de islerimi yapabilirim (supervisors suggestion, see
Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

21.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde bu duygumdan dolay1 kendimden utang
duyarim.(NONACCEPTANCE)

When | feel upset, | feel ashamed of my feeling.

| feel ashamed of myself when | feel bad.

When | feel low, | get ashamed of myself for feeling so.

Uziintiilii oldugumda béyle hissettigimden dolayr kendimden utanirim

(supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

22.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde sonradan kendimi daha iyi hissetmenin bir
yolunu bulacagimi bilirim.(STRATEGIES)®

When | feel upset, | know I'll find a way of feeling better later.

When | feel bad | know that I’ll find a way of feeling better later.

When | feel low, | know that later on I'll find a way of feeling better.

Kendimi koti hissettigimde eninde sonunda kendimi daha iyi hissetmenin

bir yolunu bulacagima inanirim (Alternative from, see Chp. 1l.2.1.a.2).

Uziintiilii oldugumda eninde sonunda kendimi daha iyi hissetmenin bir

yolunu bulacagima inanirim (supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6)

23.Kendimi kot hissettigimde bunu zayiflik olarak
yasarim.(NONACCEPTANCE)
When | feel upset, | experience this as weakness.

When | feel bad | experience this as a weakness.

8 ¢»

? Reverse item
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When | feel low, | experience it as a weakness.
Kendimi koti hissettigimde zayif biri oldugum duygusuna kapilirm

(Alternative form, see Chp. 11.2.1.a.2).

Uziintiilii oldugumda zayif oldugum duygusuna kapilirnm (supervisors
suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

24 Kendimi kotu hissettigimde de davraniglarim kontoliman
altindadir.(IMPULSE)"°

My behaviours are under my control even | feel upset.

My behaviours are under my control even when | feel bad.

My behaviour is under my control when I’'m feeling low too.

Uziintiilii oldugumda davranislarimin kontroliinii siirdiirebilecegime

inanirim (supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

25.Kendimi kotu hissetmek bana sucluluk duygusu
yasatir.(NONACCEPTANCE)

Feeling upset makes me feel guilty, veya Feeling upset rushes me into

guilt feelings.

To feel bad makes me feel guilty.

Feeling low makes me feel guilty.

Kendimi kot hissettigim icin sugluluk duyarim (Alternative from, see Chp.

1.2.1.a.2).

Uziintiilii oldugumda béyle hissettigim icin kendimi suglu hissederim

(supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

26.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde konsantre olamakta zorlanirim.(GOALS)
| hardly concentrate when | feel upset.

I have difficulty to concentrate when | feel bad.

| find it difficulty to concentrate when | am feeling low.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

10 Reverse item
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27.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde davraniglarimi kontrol etmekte
zorlaninm.(IMPULSE)

| hardly control my behaviours when | feel upset.

| have difficulty to control my behaviours when | feel bad

| have difficulty in controlling my behaviour when | am feeling low.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

28.Kendimi kot hissettigimde daha iyi hissetmenin hi¢ bir yolu olmadigina
inaninm.(STRATEGIES)

When | feel upset, | believe there’s no other way to feel better.

| feel there is no way to feel better when | feel bad.

When | feel low, | believe there’s no way of feeling better.

Kendimi kotii hissettigimde daha iyi hissetmem i¢in yapacagim hig birsey

olmadigina inaninm (Alternative from, see Chp. 1l.2.1.a.2).

Uziintiilii oldugumda kendimi daha iyi hissetmem igin yapacadim hi¢ birsey

olmadigina inanirim (supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

29.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde boyle hissettigim i¢in kendimden rahatsiz
olurum.(NONACCEPTANCE)

When | feel upset, | am disturbed by myself because of feeling this way.

| get uncomfartable with myself for feeling bad.

When | am low, | feel uncomfartable with myself for feeling like this.

Kendimi koti hissettigimde boyle hissettigimden dolay! kendimden

rahatsiz olurum (double check, See Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).

Uziintiilii oldugumda béyle hissettigim igin kendimden rahatsiz olurum

(supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

30.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde, kendim icin ¢cok fazla endisenlemeye
baslarim.(STRATEGIES)

| begin to worry about myself excessively when | feel upset.

| start worrying a lot for myself when | feel bad.

| start worrying about myself a great deal when | am feeling low.
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Kendimi kot hissettigimde, kendim igin ¢ok fazla endisenlemeye
baslarim(double check, See Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).
Uziintiilii oldugumda kendim hakkinda ¢ok kétii hissetmeye baslarim

(supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

31.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde kendimi bu duyguya birakmaktan bagka
yapabilecegim bir sey olmadigina inanirim. / Kendimi kotu hissettigimde
kendimi bu duyguya birakmaktan bagka ¢ikar yol olmadigina inanirim
(STRATEGIES)

When | feel upset, | believe I've nothing to do other than letting myself to

this feeling. / When | feel upset, | believe there’s no way out of letting

myself to this feeling.

| believe there is no way other than let myself in to this feeling when | feel

bad.

When | feel low, | believe that there is nothing | can do other than subject

myself to this feeling. / When | feel low, | believe there’s no solution other

than subjecting myself to this feeling.

Kendimi kotu hissettigimde tek yapabilcegim seyin kendimi bu duyguya

birakmak olduguna inanirim (double check, See Chp. Il. 2.1.a.3 and 4).

Uziintiilii oldugumda kendimi bu duyguya birakmaktan baska yapabilecegdim bir

sey olmadigina inanirim (supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

32.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde davraniglarim tUzerindeki kontrolimu
kaybederim.(IMPULSE)

When | feel upset, | lose my control on my behaviours.v’

When | feel bad | lose my control over my behaviours.

When | feel low, | lose my control over my behaviours.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

33.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde bagka bir sey dusunmekte zorlaninm.(GOALS)
I hardly think about other things when | feel upset.
When | feel bad I find difficult to think about another thing.

-218 -



When | feel low, | find it hard to think of anything else.

vitem was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

34.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde gergcekte duygumun ne oldugunu anlamak igin
zaman ayiririm.(AWARENESS)"

When | feel upset, | spent time for clarifying my feelings.

When | feel bad | take my time to really understand what my feeling is.

When | feel low, | devote time to understanding what my true feeling is.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

35.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde bu duygunun gegmesi ¢ok uzun zaman
alir.(STRATEGIES)

When | feel upset, this feeling doesn’t leave me for a long time.

When | feel bad , It takes a long time for this feeling dissappear.

When | feel low, It takes a great deal of time for this feeling to pass.

Kendimi koti hissettigimde tekrardan kendimi iyi hissemem ¢ok uzun

zamanimi alir (Alternative from, see Chp. 11.2.1.a.2).

Uziintilii oldugumda kendimi daha iyi hissetmem uzun zaman alir

(supervisors suggestion, see Chp.ll.2.1.a.6).

36.Kendimi kotu hissettigimde duygularim dayanilmaz olur.(STRATEGIES)
When | feel upset, my feelings are unbearable.

My feelings are unbearable when | feel bad.

When | feel low, my feelings become unbearable.

v'item was kept according to the citeria at Chp. 1l.2.1.a.1.

! Reverse item
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APPENDIX D:

TURKISH VERSION OF DIFFICULTY OF EMOTION REGULATION SCALE

Asagidaki cimlelerin size ne sikiikla uydudunu aitlannda betirtilen 5 dereceli
Slcek Gzerinde degerlendiriniz. Her bir cimienin altindaki 5 noktah digekten,

size uyguniuk ylzdesini de dikkate alarak, yanlizca bir tek rakkami yuvariak

igine alarak isaretieyiniz.

1. Ne hissettigim konusunda netimdir.

5
hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100)

5 -
hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100)

5
hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100)

5
hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100)

5
hemen hemen her zaman
(%691-%100)

5
hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100)

5

hemen hemen her zaman
(%91-%100) ’

S

Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%566-%90)
1 2 3 4
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yariya
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
2. Ne hissettigimi dikkate alinm.
Bazen - Gagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%30)
1 2— 3 4
hemen hemen hi¢ yaklagik yan yariya
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
3. Duygulanm bana dayaniimaz ve kontrolsiiz gelir.
Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%50)
1 2 3 4
hemen hemen hig yakiasik yan yariya
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
4. Ne hissettigim konusunda hig bir fikrim yoktur.
Bazen Cagdu zaman
{%11-%35) (%66-%80)
1 2, 3 4
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yari yariya
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
§. Duygulanma bir anlam vermekte zordaninm.
Bazen Cogdu zaman
(%11-%35) (%E66-%90)
1 2. 3 4
hemen hemen hig yakiasik yan yanya
(%0-%10) ~ (%636-%65)
6. Ne hissettigime dikkat ederim.
Bazen Gagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2: 3- 4-
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yanya
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
7. Ne hissettigimi tam olarak bilirim.
Bazen Cogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4
hemen hemen hig yakiasik yar yarnya
(%0-%10) {%36-%65)
8. Ne hissettiGimi Snemserim.
Bazen Cogdu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4-
~hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yariya -
(%0-%10) (%36-%65)
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8. Ne hissettigim konusunda karmasa yasanm.

(%3220
i 3 ' s
hNemen hemen fIC yaxlasik yarn yarva ’ nemen hemen ner zzman
(%C-%i0) {%3C-%83) : {%=1-%:CC)
(k) 10. Kendimi k&tu hissetmeyi kabullenebilirim.
Sazen CoGu zzman
(% 1-%35) (%6CE-2%:30;
1 2 3 4 3
nemen hemen hic yaklasik yari yanya nemen hemen her zzmean
{%C-%10) {%36-%63) (%S1-%1C0)

11. Kendimi k&ti hissettigimde bdyle hissetﬁgifu igin kendime xizanm.

Bazen Cagu zaman
(%11-%395) . (%E6-2%30)
1 2 - 3 4 S
hemen hemen hig yakiagik yan yanya hemen hemen her z2aman
(%0-%10) . (%636-%8S) (%91-%100)
12. Kendimi kétii hissettigim igin utamnm. '
Bazen A . Codu zaman
(%11-%35) ) (%56-%90) _
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hic yeklasik yan yanya . hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%385) (%81-%100)
13. Kendimi k&ti hissettiimde iglerimi bitirmekte zorfaminm.
Bazen Cogu zzman
(%11-%35) (%68-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yan yarya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%385) (%91-%100)
14. Kendimi k&ti hissettigimde kontrolden ¢ikanm.
Bazen Cagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%868-%90)
1 2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yanya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%865) (%91-%100)
15. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde uzun siire boyle kalacagima inaninm.
Bazen ® Gogdu zaman
(%11-%35) (%€E6-%S0)
1 2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hig yakiasik yan yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%865) (%91-%100)
16. Kendimi kotii hissetmemin yodun depresif duyguyia sonuc¢lanacagina inaninm.
Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%68-%90)
1 —2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig ’ yaklasik yan yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) ) (%36-%85) (%91-%100)
17. Kendimi k6tu hissettigimde duyguianmin yerinde ve 6nemii olduguna inaminm.
Bazen Gagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%€6-%90)
1 2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hi¢ yakiasik yan yariya .hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) . (%91-%100)

() Excluded Item
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18. Kendimii kotii hissederken baska seylere odakianmakta zorianinm.

Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%68-%90)

1 2 3 4 S .
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yari yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%85) (%91-%100)

19. Kendimi kétii hissederken kontroiden giktigim duygusu yasanm.
Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%58-%90)

1 2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yarnya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) - - (%91-%100)

20. Kendimi k&tii hissediyor olsam da galigmay: 'siirdiirebilirim.
Bazen ’ _ Cogu zaman
(%11-%35) : (%68-%30)

1 22— 3— 4 5
hemen hemen hig ) yaklagik yarn yarya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%685) (%91-%100)

21. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde bu duygumdan dolay: kendimden utannm.
Bazen K Godu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%30)

1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hi¢ yakiagik yan yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) . (%36-%65) (%91-%100)

22. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde eninde sonunda kendimi daha iyi hissetmenin bir
yolunu bulacagimi bilirim.

Bazen Cogdu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yari yanya hemen hemen her zaman -
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) (%91-%100)
23. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde zayif biri oldugum duygusuna kapiinm
Bazen Godu zaman
(%11-%35) (%686-%90)
1 2 3 4 5 .
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yan yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) _ (%36-%65) (%91-%100)
24. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde de davraniglanm kontoltimiin attindadir.
Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4- S
hemen hemen hi¢ yaklagik yan yartya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) (%91-%100)
25. Kendimi kétii hissettigim igin sugluluk duyanm.
Bazen Godu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 -2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yar yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) _ (%36-%65) (%81-%100)
26. Kendimi k&t hissettiimde konsantre olamakta zorianinm.
Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2— 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yakiagik yan yanya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) ’ (%91-%100)
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27. Kendimi kot hissettigimde davranisiarnimi kontrol etmekte zonamnm.

EERED] oge Zzme-
1911535, : Cm%:éav.'-agc\.'
i pi 3 : s
nemen hemen hi¢ yakiasik yan yarya nemen Remen fer z2man
{%C-%10) (%36-%E3) i%s1-%1CC

28. Kendimi kotl hissattigimde daha iyi hissetmem igin yapacagim hicbir say

olmadigina inaninm.

Bazen Cogu zaman
{$611-%35) (H#BEE-%<0)
1 2 3 4- 5
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yar yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%85) (%S51-%100)
29. Kendimi kdtil hissettifimde bdyle hissettigim i¢in kendimden rahatsiz ofurum.
Bazen Godu zaman
(%11-%35) (%368-%80)
1 2 3 —4 S
hemen hemen hic yakiagik yan yanya . hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) ° = (%91-%100)

30. Kendimi k&tii hissettigimde, kendimie ilgili olarak gok fazia enisenienmeye
bagianm.

8azen Codu zaman
(%11-%35) (%68-%80)
) 1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yakiasik yan yarya ' hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%85) {%91-%100)

31. Kendimi k&tii hissettigimde kendimi bu duyguya birakmaktan bagka gikar yol
olmadigina inaninm. : '

Bazen Gogu zaman
(%11-%38) (%66-%80)
1 2 3 4 S
hemen hemen hic yaklagik yan yanya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10} (%36-%65) (%91-%100)
32. Kendimi k&tii hissettigimde davramgianm Gzerindeki kontrolimii kaybederim.
Bazen - Gagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%56-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yan yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%C-%10) (%36-%65) (%391-%100)
33. Kendimi k&ti hissettiimde bagka bir sey digiinmekte zorlaninm.
Bazen *° Gagu zaman
(%11-%35) (%E6-%90)
1 2 3 —4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yan yanya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) : (%36-%65) (%91-%100)

34. Kendimi kotii hissettigimde duygumun gergekte ne oldugunu aniamak igin zaman
ayinnm ’ v

Bazen : Cogdu zaman
(%11-%35) (%56-%30)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklagik yariyariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) . "(%91-%100)
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-35. Kendimi kotii hissettigimde, kendimi daha iyi hissetmem uzun zaman alir

Bazen Cogu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hig yaklasik yari yariya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) (%91-%100}
36. Kendimi kétii hissettigimde duygulanm dayaniimaz olur.
Bazen Godu zaman
(%11-%35) (%66-%90)
1 2 3 4 5
hemen hemen hi¢ yakiasik yar yarya hemen hemen her zaman
(%0-%10) (%36-%65) (%91-%100)

37. Olumsuz duyguiann hayatimda yeri yoktur.

Bazen Cagu zaman
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APPENDIX E:
RELATIONSHIP QUESTIONNAIRE

(I0-RQ)

Lutfen asagidaki paragraflarin her birinin sizi ne oranda dogru tanimladigim degerlendiriniz. Degerlendirmenizi
agagidaki yedi aralikh olgek iizerinde uygun rakamu daire igine alarak yapimz. I = beni hi¢ tamumlamiyor,
7= beni tamamen tammlyor. Orta noktadaki rakamlar ise genellikle orta derecede dogru tamimladifimi gosterir.

1.

Bagkalar ile kolaylikla duygusal yakinlik kurarim. Bagkalarina giivenmek, onlara baglanmak ve
bagkalarinin bana giivenip baglanmasi konusunda kendimi oldukga rahat hissederim. Birilerinin beni
kabul etmemesi ya da yalniz kalmak beni pek kaygilandirmaz.

Beni hi¢ tammlamiyor Beni tamamen tammliyor

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Yakin duygusal iligkiler i¢inde olmaksizin ¢ok rahatim. Benim i¢in onemli olan kendi kendine yetmek
ve tamamen bagimsiz olmaktir. Ne baskalarina giivenmeyi ne de bagkalarimin bana giivenmesini
tercih ederim.

Beni hi¢ tammlamiyor Beni tamamen tammliyor

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Bagkalarina duygusal olarak tamamen yakin olmak isterim. Fakat genellikle bagkalarinin benimle
benim arzu ettifim kadar yakinhk kurmakta isteksiz olduklarini gérisyorum. Yakin iligki(ler) iginde
olmazsam huzursuzluk duyarim, ancak bazen bagkalarinin bana, benim onlara verdigim kadar deger
vermeyecekleri icin endigelenirim.

Beni hi¢ tanimlamiyor Beni tamamen tanimliyor

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Bagkalari ile yakinlagmak konusunda rahat degilim. Duygusal olarak yakin iligkiler kurmak isterim,
ancak baskalarina tamamen giivenmek ya da inanmak benim igin ¢ok zor. Baskalar ile ¢ok
yakinlagirsam incinip kirilacagimdan korkarim.

Beni hig tammlamiyor Beni tamamen tamimliyor

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Yukandaki 4 paragrafin altindaki dlgekleri isaretledikten sonra, aynca, yukandaki
paragraflardan sizi en iyi tammlayan paragrafin yanindaki bos gizgi {izerine X
isareti koyunuz. Yanlizca bir tek paragrafi igaretleyiniz.

Kaynak: Bartholomew, K., & Horowitz, L. M. (1991). Attachment styles among young adults: A test of four
category model. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 61, 226-244.

Uyarlayanlar: Samer, N., & Gungér, D. (1999). Yetigkin baglanma stillerinin Tiirk 6rneklemi tizerinde psikome

degerlendirmesi ve kultiirler aras: bir karsilastirma. 7Ziirk Psikoloji Dergisi, 14(43), 71-106.
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APPENDIX F:
BRIEF SYMPTOM INVENTORY (BSI)

insanlarin bazen yagadiklari belirtiler ve yakinmalarin ORNEK

diizeyi belirtilmistir. Listedeki her maddeyi litfen dikkatle [ )
okuyunuz. Sonra o belirtnin sizi BUGUN DAHIL, SON BIR | | £32010akter 2\ \2
HAFTADIR NE KADAR RAHATSIZ ETTIGINI yandaki o2\ D <
bolmede uygun olan yerde isaretleyin. Her belirti iin rahatsiz =\2 “?fé ‘%\ 2
sadece bir yeri isaretlemeye ve higbir maddeyi ediyor. O\ =\ L\T
atlamamaya 6zen gosteriniz. Bedenselain @ D @ @ @ \
O,
) Q
ks @)
e . 2 =
Asagidekiier sizi ne xacar ranaisiz agiver: o \D -
: Z\5 \©\®
Z\Z\S\ 2 \%
O\R\X\ 2\
1. leinizeaxi siniriflik ve dtrama fal |l elo|lc|l2|a
2. 8ayginilk, =as danmesi 2| @ o | @ e}
3. Eir taska dsinin sizin disincaieninid kontrei adecagi ik o x| =@ o) @
4. Easinrzz gelen skntilardan doiay baskaiannin sugiu claugu cuygusu L @ o | @ Q@ @
§. Glaytan hatirfamada qugidk 3 © (©) @ (@) <
8. Cak Xoiayca Xmp dikalenme &l @ o| © @) [en)
7. GAgus (kaio) adigesinde adniar .| @ | @ | <
8. Meydaniik (ac:k) yerierdan iarkma duygusu | @ (es] .| o <
4. Yasaminiza son verme ddsuncaleri .| @ c | < [
10. Insaniann ¢zguna quvenilemeyec24i nissi 0| @ @ o < L]
17. lsizhia bozuklukiar 1| @ o|lo | c| =
12, HigZir nedeni oimayan ani karkular 12| @ @ lv-n} @ I's)
13. Kontrol edemadiginiz duyqu patamatan 2. @ | @ @ [re}
14. Bagka Insaniaria geranerken aile yalniziik hissatme 1| @ @ [oa) lca) @
15. lsferi bitirme konusunca kendini engellenmis hissatme 15| © @ | @ i8] <
16. Yalniziik hissetma C 168.] @ @ @ @ <
17. Hzonid, kederil hissatme - 17.| @ (@) (=) @) (s}
18. Hiczir seye iigi duymama - - = L R 18- @ Q| @ a @
19. Agiamakil hissatme N 18| @ () () @) @
20. Koiayca incinebilme, kinima e o 20. @ (@3] (&) @
21. Insaniann sizi seymedigine, X6t davrandigina inanmak 21. @ (vs] (@] &)
22. Kendini digerlerinden dzha 233g1 gdrma z| © ol a fes)
2. Mids bozukiudy, hulant . | @ Q ()] @ [re]
24. Digerlerinin sizi g5zedigi ya da hakiunizda konustugu duygusu 24| @ O | @ @) @
25. Uykuya daimada giiciok S| @ @ < Q [co}
28. Yaptdqiniz geyleri tekrar tekrar dagru mu diye kontrol etme .| @ O @ @
27. Karar vermeda qucllkier 7. @ @ [c] <
28. Otcids, Ten, metra gibi umumi vasitalaria seyanatlerden xorkma 8. @ @ [ca] D <
29. Mefss darfigy, nefessiz katma . N n| @ @ (6] (sa}
. 30. Sicak soguk basmalan L] @ @ (2] @ @
1. Siz korkuttugu [gin baz 23y, yer ya da etkinlikierden uzzk kalmaya calisma 11.| @ Q| @ Q [©)
32. Kafanizn "aambog” kalmast | @ (@] (@] Q ©)]
3. Bedeninizin baz bdigelerinde uyusmalar, kanncalanmalar | @ (©] @ &5} @
4. Ginanhlannizlcin cezalandinimaniz gerekigi : u|l @ Q@ Q ]
35, Galecakie igill umutsuziuk duyguian icinde aimak B.| @ Q|.& (@] <]
36. Keasantrasyenda (dikiatl tirsey Gerinde topfama) gic!ak / zorlanma Bl @ ol a|
7. Bedenin baz bdigeierinda zayilik, qicsuzidk hissi 7| €© | @ Q @
8. Kandilni gergin va tedirgin hissatma - 18| @ | @ oo ©
se. Clme ve Glim Gzering disdncaler o @ o|lao|lo| o
40. 8lrini ddvme, ona zarar verme, Faraiama istagi 0| @ @ Q Q Q
41. 8lr geyleri ‘arma / dakma Istegi 4. @ | O | @ | @
42 Digarlerinin yauindayken kendlnin ¢ak fazfa farkinda olmak, yanhis Sirgeyler g2.| O | @ | @ | @ [ @
yapmamaya ¢aligmak '
43, Kalatalidarda rahatsziik duymak gl c| ol || @
44, Blr bagka Insana hig yakinitk duymamak 4| @ Oo| [e3) o)
45. Dehget ve ganik ndbetler : 5. @ Q| @D Q (D
45. Sik sik Brtgmaya girma 6| @ | O @@ @
47. Yairuz birakiidiginda / xalindiginda sinirfilix hissatme 7. @ o |l |||
43. Baganlannz lgin digerierinden yeterinca takdir gérmema 8. @ o | @ @D «
49, Yerinde duramayacak kadar tadirgin hissatme 4| @ | O| @ | @ | D
50. Kendlnl degersiz gérme / dedersiziik duygulan 0. @ || 2| o
51. Eger kin verirseniz Insanfann sizf sdmdrscagi duygusu 51| @ ol || o
52. Sugluluk duygquian ’ 52.| @ Q| @ @ @
53. Akfinzda bir bozukiuk oldugu fixrd 158 @ (a8} D @ ]

© Telif hakk: (copyright) 1992 leonard R.Derogatis, Ph. D. ye aittir.
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APPENDIX G:

GENERATION OF GRID BY CLASSICAL METHOD

CONCEPTUAL GRID OVERLAY SHEET - AGURE UST

FIG. NO.
O O O T 1. Write your own name in the first biank hers.
i 1 Se . Write your mother’s first name here. If you grew up with 8 stepmother,
O O 0 o | 2 Mo write her name instead.
L_/l Write your father's name here. If you grew up with a stepfather, write his
O O O O 3 Fa name instead.
4. Write the name of your brother who is nearest your own age. if you had no
o O O O 4 Br brother, write the name of 8 boy near your own age who was most liks 8
@) ®/®) Ol 5 Si }—_ brother to you during your sarly teens.
O OOO 5. Write the name of your sistar who is nearest your own age. if you had no
O [ S sister, write the name of a girl near your own age who was most like a sister
O Q0 ) 1 XF FROM THIS POINT ON DO NOT REPEAT ANY NAMES. IF A PERSON HAS
* [} .
o ) 8 Pa ALREADY BEEN LISTED, SIMPLY MAKE A SECOND CHOICE.
'®) O Ol , s xP 6. m'yi.f:"(:r husband) or, if you are not married, your closest present girl
riend.
10 MF Mi 7. Your closest girl (boy) friend i igtety p ing the person i
above.
11 MF MO 8. Your closest presant friend of the same sex as yourself.
g 12 MF Ne 9. A person of the same sex as yourseif whom you once thought was a close
friend but in whom you were badly disappointed later.
O O O 13 MF RP 10. The minister, priest, or rabbi with whom you wouid be most willing to talk
over your personal feelings about religion.
Q0 5 ole O o @ 4 ME PP 11. Your physician.
15 MF 12. The present neighbor whom you know best.
O O e 13. Aperson with whom you have been i who, for some plained
| O 16 MF AP reason, appeared to dislike you.
14. A person whom you would most like to help or for whom you feei sorry.
O O O 1 MF AT 15. A person with whom you usually feel most uncomfortable.
OO O 18 MF RT 16. A person whom you have recently mat whom you would like to know
O o O better.
) 19 ME_| Bo | 17. The teacher who influenced you mast when you were in your teens.
O O O 20 ME s 18. The teacher whose point of view you have found most objectionable.
O O O 19. An employer, supervisor, or officer under whom you served during a
21 MF HP period of great stress.
20. The most successful person whom you know personally.
O O O 2 MF EP 21. The happiest person whom you know personalty.
NEB 3313032308 230m~womnaswn =|SORTNO 2. :thh" pler:‘ondknxn to you personally who appears to meet the highest
ical standards.
o z z
°
-
c <
Q
Q
[}
z
a
m
3
c
>
o o ;
:F g
]
2

Kelly, G. A. (1991) The psychology of personal constructs (Vol.1 & 2). From original

publication in

1955, W. W. Norton & Co. Inc. by NY.Routledge 11 New Fetter Lane , London., p. 193
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APPENDIX H:
GENERATED CONSTRUCTS AS A RESULT OF CLASSICAL METHOD

1. HIRSLI HIRSSIZ
2. EMPATIK EMPATI YAPMAYAN
3.  EMPATIK BEN MERKEZCI

4.  KENDINE GUVENLI-------meomeeeev KENDINE GUVENSIZ
5.  OZGUVENLI KENDINE GUVENSIZ
6. KENDINE ASIRI GUVENLI---------- KENDINE GUVENI YOK
7.  KENDIYLE BARISIK---------emmmeev KENDIYLE SORUNLU
8. SORUNSUZ SORUNLU

9.  AILESI DUZENLI AILESI DUZENSIZ
10. SORUMLU SORUMSUZ

11. SORUMLULUK SAHIBJ-------------- SORUMSUZ

12. PRENSIP SAHIBI SORUMSUZ

13. GERCEKCI GERCEKCI DEGIL

14. GERCEKCI HAYALCI

15. RAHAT ENDISELI

16. RAHAT GERGIN

17. SOGUK KANLI TELASLI

18. KALENDER MUKEMMELIYETCI
19. GOSTERISSiZ GOSTERISLI

20. GENIS TAKINTILI

21. SAPLANTISIZ SAPLANTILI

22. BAGIMSIZ BAGIMLI

23. OZERK BAGIMLI

24. KULTURLU KULTURSUZ

25. BILGE BILGIiSiz

26. IYINIYETLI SINSI

27. Iyl KOTU

28. CEKICI ITici

29. GIRISKEN CEKINGEN

30. ATILGAN CEKINGEN

31. KONTROLLU KONTROLSUZ

32. ESPIRILI ESPRIiSiZ

33. EYLENDIRICI BAYIK

34. EYLENDIREN SIKICI

35. AKTIF PASIF

36. DEGISKEN DURAGAN

37. AGIR KANLI ATIK
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38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.

AGIR KANLI

CAPKIN

DUYGUSAL
DUYGUSAL

ESNEK

ESNEK

DEGISIME ACIK
0ZGUR DUSUNCELI

MUHAFAZAKAR DEGIL

GELENEKSEL

ACIK FIKIRLI

UFKU GENIi$
ONYARGISIZ

ANLAYAN

DESTEKLEYICI

TUTARLI

GUCLU
GUCLU

BASARILI

CALISKAN

MUTLU

ALCAK GONULLU
MUTEVAZI

ACIK SOZLU

SICAK

SEFKATLI
SEFKATLI

KORUYUCU

UZLASMACI

UZLASMACI
SORGULAYICI

DIRENEN

KABUL EDICI

YOL GOSTEREN
OGRETEBILEN

YARDIM EDEN

HOSGORULU

KABUL EDICI

0ZGUR BIRAKAN
RAHAT BIRAKAN

CEVIK

CAPKIN DEGIL
MANTIKLI
KATI

KATI

KURALCI
TUTUCU
TUTUCU
MUHAFAZAKAR
MODERN
SABIT FIiKIRLI
DAR UFUKLU
ONYARGILI
ANLATAN
KOSTEKLEYICI
TUTARSIZ
GUCsUz

ZAYIF
BASARISIZ
TEMBEL
MUTSUZ
UKALA

KIBIRLI
YALANCI
SOGUK
SOGUK
SEVKATSIZ
ZARAR VERICI
INATCI
KAVGACI
UYUMLU

PES EDEN
ELESTIREL
YOL GOSTERILEN
OGRETEMEYEN
YALNIZ BIRAKAN
YARGILAYICI
YARGILAYICI
MUDAHALECI
MUDAHALECI
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78. YAKIN MESAFELI

79. YAKIN UZAK
80. SAMIMI SAMIMIYETSIZ
81. ICTEN YAPMACIK

82. ISBIRLIGI YAPABILEN---------———- ISBIRLIGI YAPAMAYAN
83. SICAK KANLI SOGUK

84. SICAK KANLI KATI

85. ISRARCI EDILGEN

86. SOGUKKANLI FEVRI

87. SAKIN SINIRLI

88. IDARECI FEVRI

89. SOGUKKANLI EVHAMLI

90. SOGUKKANLI GERGIN

91. ARKADAS CANLISI-----omommmeemeeee ASOSYAL

92. KAPALI ACIK

93. DUYGULARINI DISARI YANSITMAY AN----ccnceememeee DISADONUK
94. ICEDONUK DISADONUK
95. KORUNMALI KORUNMASIZ
96. ITYIMSER KARAMSAR
97. SANSLI SANSSIZ

98. DUZENLI DUZENSIZ

99. TITiZ DAGINIK

100. DISIPLINLI DISIPLINSiZ
101. TUTUMLU TUTUMSUZ
102. KISKANC DEGIL KISKANC

103. OLGUN OLGUN DEGIL
104. OLGUN COCUKSU

105. OLGUN GELISMEMIS
106. POLITIK POLITIK DEGIL
107. RADIKAL ILIMLI

108. DOGRUCU IMACI

109. SAF KURNAZ

110. ZEVKLI ZEVKSizZ

111. BENCIL VERICI

112. BENCIL FEDAKAR

113. BENCIL DUSUNCELI
114. KIVRAK ZEKALI DONUK ZEKALI
115. ZEKI ZEKi DEGIL
116. PRATIK ZEKALI DETAYCI

117. SEKSI SEKSI DEGIL
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118. TYILIKSEVER KOTULUK SEVER

119. ICGORULU ICGORUSUZ

120. INSANCIL DUSMANCIL
121. SAYGILI SAYGISIZ

122. DUYARLI DUYARSIZ

123. ILGILI UMURSAMAZ
124. GUVENILIR GUVENILMEZ
125. ANLAYISLI ANLAYISSIZ
126. KEYFE DUSKUN ZORLUKLARI YASAYAN
127. YARATICI YUZEYSEL

128. UYUM GUCU YUKSEK--------------- UYUMSUZ

129. GUZEL CIRKIN

130. MOTIVE EDICI ENGELLEYICI
131. 1Yi DINLEYICI KOTU DINLEYICI
132. DOYUMLU DOYUMSUZ

Akademisyen Uzmanlarin Ekledikleri

LUTFEN EKLENMESINI UYGUN GORDUGUNUZ YAPI TASLARINI ASAGIYA
ZIT KUTBUYLA BIRLIKTE YAZINIZ.

KENDINI BASKALARINA ACAN-------—- ACMAYAN (SELF DISCLOSURE)
DESTEKLEYICI------mmemememee KENDINE DONUK

ALINGAN- ALINGAN DEGIL

GERGIN-- SAKIN

UZGUN -- NESELI

D47 2N ) e ——— YUZEYSEL

OZGUN ---SIRADAN

SN 2N 2 5 O —— KARARSIZ

BECERIKLI------ - BECERIKSIiZ

HUZURLU------- S — GERGIN
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APPENDIX I:
CONSENSUS LIST

GIRISKEN---- oo CEKINGEN
DUYGUSAL-----mmmmmmmmmmmmemceee MANTIKLI
TUTARLI-----mmmemmmeeme TUTARSIZ
UZLASMACT----ommmmemmmeeee INATCI

TYIMSER -~ - KARAMSAR
KISKANC DEGIL------mmmmemmmeeeev KISKANC

DUY ARLI---mommmmmmemmme DUYARSIZ
GUVENILIR-------eeemeeee - GUVENILMEZ
KENDINE GUVENLJ----------eeeee- KENDINE GUVENSiZ
GERGIN---- o SAKIN

SOGUK KANLI-----nemmmmemmmeeeeee TELASLI/ FEVRI
RAHATLATICI---mmmmemmmemceeeee GERGINLIK YARATAN
TN 2 7N\ ) 7/ —— SAPLANTILI

J2YN €] 1LY ] 7/ — -BAGIMLI

IYI NIYETLI - CIKARCI

2 1N )« — - KURALCI
DESTEKLEYICI-----mmememeeee KOSTEKLEYICI / ILGiSiZ
SEFKATLI----mmmmemmmeee - SOGUK /ILGiSiz
HOSGORULU-------mmmemmmmemmeeee YARGILAYICI
7N 4 e — - MESAFELI

RAHAT BIRAKAN-----ooeoe MUDAHALECI / MUTECAViZ
(0] I )\ — --- OLGUN OLMAYAN
FEDAKAR / OZVERILI-------------——- BENCIL
ANLAYTSLI---mmmmemmmeee ANLAYISSIZ
UYUMLU-=-- oo UYUMSUZ
SORUMLULUK SAHIBI----------—--- SORUMSUZ

BASKIN---om e PASIF / CEKINIK
GUCLU - ZAYIF

1Y L0181 2477V — KIBIRLI
KORUYUCU----mmmmemmmmemcmeeeee IHMAL EDEN

| SN 2N 2 ) KARARSIZ
YETERLI e YETERSIZ




APPENDIX J:
THE INTERPERSONAL CIRCUMPLEX (KIESLER, 1996)
CONSISTS OF TWO DIMENSIONS THAT DESCRIBE PERSONALITY
AND SOCIAL BEHAVIOR

DOMINANCE
Ambitious-
Dominant(PA)

Arrogant- 22 23 Gregarious-
Calculating (BC) A Extraverted (NO)
P 31 26
q Self- .
16 Enhancing Leading

L]
24 25

313 30

2 23
o Vgturant & FRIENDLINESS
T (22) Warm-
10/ Agreeable (LM)
25 ¢

Cooperative q
1 b

Critical

1+
30

HOSTILITY
Cold-
Quarrelsome (DE) s 2

Effacing

Aloof- py 8 Unassuming-
Introverted (FG) Ingenuous (JK)
Lazy-
Submissive(HI)
SUBMISSIVENESS

The interpersonal circumplex. Horizontal axis is hostility vs. friendliness.
Vertical axis is dominance vs. submissieness. The octant scales are identified
around the outside (with usual notation in parenthesis).
Additional descriptors are noted within the octants.

Gallo, L. C.; Smith, T. W.; Ruiz,J. M. (2003). An international analysis of adult
attachment style: Circumplex descriptions, recalled developmental experiences, self-
representations and internal functioning in adulthood. Journal of Personality,71 (2), 171-

180. p. 146
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APPENDIX K:
SCALE FOR TESTING THE FACTOR STRUCTURE OF
THE GENERATED CONSTRUCTS

Asagida kargilarinda zitlari olan sifatlar bulunmaktadir. Sifatlardan ilki sizi tamamen

tammliyorsa 1°i, tamamen olmasa bile kendinizi ilk sifata daha yakin olarak kabul

ediyorsaniz 2’yi, eger ilk sifatla zit ugtaki sifatin tam ortasinda biryerlerde

oldugunuzu digiiniiyorsamz 3 i, zit ugtaki sifata daha yakin oldugunuzu

disiniyorsamz 4’i’1, zit ugtaki sifatin sizi  tamamen tammhidigim diiginiyorsamz

5 isaretleyiniz..

1.
2.
3.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

GIRISKEN 1 2 3 4 5 CEKINGEN
DUYGUSAL 1 2 3 4 5 MANTIKLI
TUTARLI 1 2 3 4 5 TUTARSIZ
UZLASMACI 1 2 3 4 5INATCI
IYIMSER 1 2 3 4 5 KARAMSAR
KISKANC DEGIL 1 2 3 4 5KISKANC
DUYARLI 1 2 3 4 5 DUYARSIZ
GUVENILIR 1 2 3 4 5 GUVENILMEZ
KENDINE GUVENLI 1 2 3 4 5 KENDINE
GUVENSIzZ
SAKIN 1 2 3 4 5 GERGIN
SOGUK KANLI 1 2 3 4 5 FEVRI
RAHATLATICI 1 2 3 4 5 GERGINLIK
YARATAN
ILISKIYE TAKINTILI 1 2 3 4 5ILISKIYE
TAKINTISIZ
BAGIMSIZ 1 2 3 4 5 BAGIMLI
IYI NIYETLI 1 2 3 4 5 CIKARCI
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16. ESNEK 1 2 3 4 5 KURALCI

17. DESTEKLEYICI 1 2 3 4 5ILGISiz
18. SEFKATLI 1 2 3 4 5 SOGUK
19. HOSGORULU 1 2 3 4 5 YARGILAYICI
20. YAKIN 1 2 3 4 5 MESAFELI
21. RAHAT BIRAKAN 1 2 3 4 5 MUDAHALECI
22. OLGUN 1 2 3 -4 5 OLGUN OLMAYAN
23. FEDAKAR 1 2 3 4 5 BENCIL
24. ANLAYISLI 1 2 3 -4 5 ANLAYISSIZ
25. UYUMLU 1 2 3 4 5 UYUMSUZ
26. SORUMLULUK SAHIBI 1 2 3 4 5 SORUMSUZ
27. BASKIN 1 2 3 4 5 PASIF
28. GUCLU 1 2 3 4 5 GUCSUZ
29. MUTEVAZI 1 2 3 4 5 KIBIRLI
30. KORUYUCU 1 2 3 4 5 [HMAL

EDEN
31. KARARLI 1 2 3 4 5 KARARSIZ
32. YETERLI 1 2 3 4 5 YETERSIZ
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APPENDIX L:
FACTOR STRUCTURE OF CONSENSUS LIST ABOUT CONSTRUCTS OF
INTERPERSONAL CIRCUMPLEX

ITEMS FACTORS
Friendship-Hostility Dominant-Submissive
HOSGORU-YARGILAYICI .81 -.01
UZLASMACI-INATGI .75 -.25
UYUMLU-UYUMSUZ 1 -.18
ANLAYISLI-ANLAYISSIZ .70 .05
SEFKATLI-SOGUK .70 -.02
DESTEKLEYICI-iLGiSiz .59 .29
FEDAKAR-BENCIL .58 AT
MUTEVAZI-KIBIRLI .57 -.26
IYIMSER-KARAMSAR .51 .15
DUYGUSAL-MANTIKLI .51 -.36
YAKIN-MESAFELI .51 07
DUYARLI-DUYARSIZ .50 07
IY! NIYETLI-CIKARCI .48 .09
KORUYUCU-IHMAL EDEN 47 19
GUVENILIR-GUVENILMEZ 44 .20
SAKIN-GERGIN .33 -.01
SORUMLUK SAHIBI-SORUMSUZ .25 .05
TUTARLI-TUTARSIZ 22 .20
KENDINE GUVENLI-GUVENSIZ .03 72
KARARLI-KARARSIZ -.04 .66
GUCLU-GUgSUZ .06 66
BAGIMSIZ-BAGIMLI -.14 .62
GIRISKEN-CEKINGEN -.06 .56
BASKIN-PASIF -.07 .56
YETERLI-YETERSIZ .05 .55
KISKANC-KISKANG DEGIL .01 .54
ESNEK-KURALCI -1 .50
SOGUKKANLI-FEVRI -.01 43
OLGUN-OLGUN OLMAYAN 19 42
RAHATLATICI-GERGINLIK YARATAN .34 .35
RAHAT BIRAKAN-MUDAHALECIH A3 33
ILISKIYE TAKINTILI-TAKINTISIZ .08 —_—

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. Rotation Method: Promax with
Kaiser Normalization, Factor Loadings above .30

- 236 -



Appendix M:
REPERTORY GRID TEST

Arkadaki sayfada ‘kendinizi’ ve ‘cevrenizdeki kisiler’ belli sifatlar
gercevesinde degerlendirmeniz istenmektedir. Her sifatin yaninda onun
zith olan bir sifat bulunmaktadir. Sz konusu kisi itk sifat tarafindan
tamamen tanimlaniyorsa 1’i, ilk sifat tarafindan tamamen olmasa da
oldukga iyi tanimlandigini dastndyorsaniz 2'yi, ilk sifat tarafindan
biraz tanimlandigini disintyorsaniz 3’0 isaretleyiniz. S6z konusu
kisinin ilk sifatin karsisindaki zit ugtaki sifat tarafindan tamamen
tanimlandigini distntyorsaniz 7’yi, zit sifat tarafindan tamamen
olmasa da oldukga iyi tanimlandigini distnlyorsaniz 8’yi, zit sifat
tarafindan biraz tanimlandigini disindyorsaniz 8'1 isaretleyiniz. Eger
bu kisinin ilk ve zit ugtaki sifatin tam ortasinda bir yerde oldugunu
dasuniyorsaniz 4’1 isaretleyiniz. Her hangi bir Kisiyi bir sifat ve zitti
cercevesinde degerlendirirken segcmis oIdugunqz rakkamsal degeri
s6z konusu sifat ve kisinin kesistigi kutucuga yaziniz. Ornegin:
Kendinizi o/dukga ‘Cekingen’ buluyorsaniz. ‘Girigken-Cekingen’
sifatlarinin hizasindaki ‘ben’ kutucugunun i¢ine 6 rakkamini yaziniz.

Tesekkir ederiz.
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The empty chart is taken from,
Feixas, G. & Alvarez, J. A manual for the repertory grid [online]. A protocol for recording
the administration. Available: http://www .terapiacognitiva.net/record/pag/index.htm
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APPENDIX N:
PERSONAL COMMUNICATION WITH JAMES W. GRICE THROUGH E-MAIL

Subject: Re: from Turkey
Date: Wed, 23 Nov 2005 22:23:22 -0600
From: James W Grice <jgrice@okstate.edu>
To: Neslihan Ruganci <ruganci@bilkent.edu.tr>

Hi Meslihan
T do re

‘r
member you, and { am happy to read that your research is
moving forward, T have provided my Lhoughls below in blue font.

Dear Mr. Grice,

As a reminding cue about me: a time ago you helped me to get the
idiogrid program. Since that time, I completed my initial research about
generating constructs and elements.I need to ask you some questions
about analysis but I don't want to disturb you ..If It is ok for you Do
you mind to inform me about following questions??

1. Following steps of my research requires group analysis, in other
words , I need to analyze 5 different groups, in each group there will
be approximately 20 participants..and compare them on the basis of Bieri
complexity, intensity, element distances, element correlations..I was
thinking to transfer every inidividual data onto SPSS and get means for
every group and compare them through ANOVA..however your program gives
Consensus grid..Can it be valid to take consensus grid for every group
and compare them(here I have difficulty as I could not understand how to
differentiate the groups as there is no significance level?)..also can
it be valid to take graph of slater analysis of consensus grid and
interpret as a group graph..

can

Generalized
t dures in
use GPA on the Consensus ¢rids, although
| an efficient math 1tical algorithm
cancensnus among the Consensus grids
] o34 thods of comparing

oL
Lot Litstdiies,

Brisadlwmics
In fact,
hewars that it

£ 3
i

wo grids will
e entire grids
iptive
between

when the Grid Data window
1

i
also somcthing of an averaqg

s
5

grid, but
reascaled otated grids. With either

you can compare the

2. AS my participants will be provided by standart constructs and
elements (for comparision I should have done in this way)..Is it wvalid
to use Bieri complexity and Fransella's etc. intensity analysis?
helieve so. T @ g are bhased on the ratings in the grid,
so ratings far provided or elicited constructs and elements can be
nalyzed.

ce/personalitylap/
a)




APPENDIX O
INTERNAL STATE AWARENESS SUB-SCALE OF PRIVATE SELF-

CONSCIOUSNESS SCALE

9*. Genellikle duygularima karsi duyarlyimdir

15*. Duygu durumumda olan degisikliklere kargi duyarlyimdir.

*original item number

Developed by Fenigstein, A., Scheier, M. F., Buss, A. H.
(1975). Public and private self-consciousness: Assessment and
theory. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 43 (4). 522-
527.

Adapted into Turkish by Ruganci, R. N. (1995). Private and
public self-counsciousness subscale of the Fenigstein, Scheier and
Buss self-consciousness scale: A Turkish translation. Personality &
Individual Differences, V:18 (2), 279 - 282.
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APPENDIX P:
SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL SELF-ESTEEM SCALE (SDSS)

(Inner Self-Esteem Subscale)

3. Dayanikli Dayaniksiz
8. Lider Izleyici
9. Basaril:i Basarisiz
10. Degerli Degersiz
11 Givenli Glivensiz
15.Kapasiteli Kapasitesiz
16. Ozgiir Bagimli
17. Yetenekli Yeteneksiz
19. Iradeli iradesiz
20. Giclu Gicsiz
21. Kararli Kararsiz
22. Sorumlu Sorumsuz

(Quter Self-Esteem Subscale)

1. I1gilid Ilgisiz

2 Umutlu Umutsuz

4 Fedekar Bencil

5. Sefkatli Sefkatsiz
6. Sempatik Antipatik
7. Hos Berbat

12. Comert Acgozli
13. Dengeli Dengesiz
14. Dirist Diiriist degil
18. Sevimli Sevimsiz
23. Iyi Kot
24. Givenilir . Givenilmez

Developed by Franks, D. D & Marolla, J. (1976). Efficacious action and social approval
as interacting dimensions of self-esteem: a tentative formulation through construct
validation. Sociometry 39 (4), 324-341.

Adapted to Turkish by Ruganci, R. N. (1988). Self-esteem, self-consciousness &
depression. Unpublished master's thesis, Middle East Technical University Library.
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APPENDIX R

Turkish Summary

Baglanma Bigimi, Duygu Regulasyonu, Psikolojik Rahatsizlik ve

lliskisel Diinyanin Zihinsel Olarak Yapilandiriimasi Arasindaki iliski

Bowlby (1979/1989) Baglanma Kuramini bebek ve bakicisi arasindaki
iligkinin ya da baglanmanin kalitesinin saglikli geligimi belirledigi varsayimi
Uzerine temellendirmistir. Bebegin uyariimiglik icindeki yakinlasma
gereksinimine bakcinin uygun tepkiyi vermesi bebek tarafindan yatistirici
ve guven verici olarak deneyimlenir. Tekrar eden bu karsilikli etkilesim
sonucunda yakinhk surekli kilinir ve 6zerklik bu givenli baglanmadan
dogar. Ote yandan, bakicinin kaygili, tutarsiz miidahaleleri bebekte asir
uyariimayla, kayitsizligi ise yetersiz uyarimla sonuglanir. Bu erken
dénemdeki karsilikli regllasyon bebek tarafindan igsellestirilir ve
icsellestirilen bu éruntd, sonralari, olumsuz deneyim sirasinda duygulariyla
nasil bas edecegini belirler. Dolayisiyla, bu slreg ileriki yagsamindaki
psikolojik saghkhliginin temel 6nclll olarak kabul edilir (Beebe,
Knoblauch, Rustin & Sorter, 2003; Beebe, Sorter, Rustin & Knoblauch,
2003; Bowlby, 1988; Fonagy, 1999'; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target,
2002; Linehan, 1993; Main, 2001; Ruganci, 2003; Sloman, Attkinson,

Milligan & Liotti, 2002; Stern 1990; Tronick, 2002).
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Ainsworth ve arkadaslari (1978) “Yabanci Ortam' deneyleriyle, 12-18 aylik
bebekleri yakinlarindan ayrilma, yabanciyla yanhz birakilma ve tekrar
yakinlariyla birlesme durumlarinda gozleyerek Bowlby’nin Baglanma
Kuraminin temel varsayimlarini test etmistir. Gézlemler sonucunda
cocuklari (1) guvenli (2) kaygili/dengesiz ya da kaygili/takintili (3) kaginan

olarak farkli baglanma bigimlerine sahip olarak siniflandirmistir.

Bowlby erken dénemdeki baglanma iligkisinin dinamiklerinin baglanmanin
bilissel boyutu olarak i¢sellestirildigini ileri sirmustir. Cocuk tarafindan
icsellestirilen bu iligkisel yapi, ‘isleyen ic modeller’ olarak adlandirilir. Birey
kendi ‘isleyen model’inin GrlnU olarak baglanma bigimi geligtirir. ‘i¢sel
isleyen modeller’in ‘kendilik ve ‘ 6teki’ olarak birbirini tamamlayan ve

birbirine bagli deneyimlenen iki boyutu vardir.

Bartholomew ve Horowitz (1991) Bowlby’nin bu ‘kendilik’ ve ‘6teki’
baglanma modellerine iliskin varsayimlarini, gelistirdikleri ‘dortli baglanma
modeli’ ¢cergevesinde test etmiglerdir. Arastirmalarinin sonucunda, eger
kisinin olumlu kendilik ve 6teki modeli varsa, yakin iligkilerinde rahat ve
Ozerk oldugunu ve givenli baglanma bigimine sahip olduklarini; eger,
kendilik modeli olumlu, ama 6teki modeli olumsuz ise yakin iligkilerden
kacindigini ve kayitsiz baglanma bigimine sahip olduklarini; eger, kendilik
modeli olumsuz ve 6teki modeli olumlu ise kaygil, yakin iligskilerinde
bagimli ve dolayisiyla takintili baglanma bigimine sahip olduklarini; ve de

eger hem kendilik hem de 6teki modelleri olumsuzsa yakin iligkilerden
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kagindiklarini ve korkulu baglanma bigimine sahip olduklarini tespit

etmiglerdir. Bu galismayi izleyen, baglanma bigiminin ‘igsleyen modellerini’

Sekil A. Arastirmalarin Baglanma Bigimlerinin ‘Kendilik’ ve ‘Oteki’

Modeline iligkin Bulgulari

Bartholomew &
Horowitz
(1991)

Shaver & Brennan
(1992)

Gallo, Smith, Ruiz (2003)

Levy, Blatt & Shaver, (1998)
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inceleyen daha detayli calismalarda ise Sekil A’da 6zetlenen bulgular

tespit edilmigtir.

Baoylelikle, ‘isleyen modeller’in kigilerarasi dogasi, ‘kendilik’ ve ‘Gteki’nin
birbirini tamamlayiciligi ve karsilikhihgi, farkli baglanma bigimi olan kisilerin
farkh ‘igsleyen modellere’ sahip oldugu varsayimi bu galismalar yoluyla

desteklenmistir.

Bowlby’nin (1985, 1988) ileri sirmus oldugu erken donem duygu regulasyon
stratejilerinin ‘kendilik’ ve ‘Oteki’ modelleriyle kaynasarak i¢sellestirildigi
varsayimi, yine amprik ¢alismalar yoluyla desteklenmis ve baglanma
bigimine 6zgu bireysel farkliliklara bagli olarak kisilerin farkli duygu
regulasyon stratejileri uyguladiklari dogrulanmistir (Mikulincer, 2006; Waters,
Rodriguez & Ridgeway, 1998; Wei, Vogel, Ku & Zakalik, 2005; Wei, Heppner,
& Mallinckrodt, 2003). Sdyle ki, glivenli baglananlarda olumsuz duygu
deneyiminin farkina varma, sorunu kabul, problem odakli basetme ve sosyal
destek alma gibi gliven temelli stratejiler gdzlenirken; kayitsiz baglananlarda
i¢ aktivasyonu durduran (deactivating), farkindaligi ketleyip, kendini
bagkalarindan ayirma yoluyla olumsuz duyguyu bastiran ve yok eden asiri
regule edici stratejiler; takintili baglananlarda yatigtirici strateji yetersizlikleri
nedeniyle olumsuzluga takilarak i¢ aktivasyonu dayanilmaz diizeylere kadar
arttiran (hyperactivating) stratejiler ve yatistirilmak igin baskalarina bagimli

olma; korkulu baglananlarda ise, bagkalarini tehdit kaynagi olarak gordukleri
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icin onlardan kaginma, ancak yine yetersiz yatistirici stratejileri nedeniyle

olumsuz duyguyla basa ¢cikamama gozlenmigtir.

Yine Bowlby’nin Baglanma Kuraminin sayiltilarindan biri olan guvensiz
baglanma ve duygu regulasyon sorununun psikolojik rahatsizliklarla iligkili
oldugu varsayimi arastirmalarla kanittanmistir (APA, 1994; Batholomew &
Horowitz, 1991; Bowlby, 1985; Declercq & Willemsen, 2006; Fonagy, 2001;
Gratz & Roemer, 2004; Linehan, 1993; Liotti, 1999; Mikulincer, 2006; Ritz,
FitzGerald, Wiley & Gibbs, 1995; Page, 2001; Pielage, Gerlsma, Schaap,
2000; Wei, Mallinckrodt, Larson & Zakalik, 2005). Ayrica, baglanma bigimi ve
psikolojik saglkhlik arasindaki iliskiye duygu regilasyonunun aracilik ettigi
One surulmus ve kayitsiz baglananlarla psikolojik rahatsilik arasindaki iligkiye
duygunun ketlenmesinin (i¢ aktivasyonun durdurulmasi), takintili baglanma
ile psikolojik rahatsizlik arasindaki iliskiye ise duygusal tepkiselligin (i¢
aktivasyonun arttiriimasi) aracilik ettigi bulunmustur (Wei, Vogal, Ku &

Zakalik, 2005).

Kelly (1991/1955) Kisisel Yapi Kuraminda ‘isleyen model’lere benzer bigimde
Kisinin iliskisel, sosyal dunyasinin i¢sellestiriimis temsilini irdelemeye
calismistir. Bireyin bu Kisisel Yapilandirmasinin analizi i¢in Repertory Grid
Testini (RGT) gelistirmistir. RGT hem bireyin biricik dinyasinin derin olarak
incelenmesini hem de bireylerin toplu verilerinin analizini saglamaktadir
(Ryle, 1997; Fransella & Baninster, 1977; Feixas & Alvarez, 2008). RGT,

kisinin iligkisel alana dair i¢sellestirdigi en kapsayici ve derinde olan,
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‘kendiligi’ ve ‘Oteki’ hakkindaki ¢ekirdek yapry tespit etmek Uzere
kullaniimaktadir. Dolayisiyla, RGT konfigurasyonlari Baglanma Kuraminin

‘isleyen modellerinin’ sematik anlatimi olarak kabul edilebilir.

Tum bu kuramsal alt yapiya bagl olarak vurgulanan psikolojik sagliklilik,
baglanma bigimi, duygu dlizenleme ve kisinin iligkisel diinyasinin zihinsel
yapilandirmasi arasindaki iliskinin Turk 6renklemi Gzerinde arastirilmasi

amaclanmistir. Bu amag dogrultusunda iki calisma yapiimistir.

Calisma 1

Turkge’de olumsuz duygu regulasyonunu 6lgen herhangi bir dlgek

bulunmamaktadir. Bu nedenle orjinali Gratz ve Roemer (2004) tarafindan

gelistirilen Duygu Regiilasyon Zorlugu Olgedinin (DERS) Turkgeye guvenilir

ve gecerli bir dlgek olarak uyarlanmasi igin agagidaki arastirmalar

hedeflenmigtir:

Amag

a. Testin guvenirliginin incelenmesi agisindan toplam ve alt dlgeklerin alfa
katsayisi, Test-Tekrar Test Giivenirligi ve iki Yarim Guvenirligi,

b. Yapi Gegerligi agisindan Turkce versiyonunun faktor yapisi,

c. Es Zamanli Glvenirlik agisindan Turkge versiyonun ve alt dlgeklerinin
Kisa Semptom Envanteri (BSI) ve alt dlgekleriyle olan korelasyonu,

d. Olglt Givenirligi agisindan Tirkge versiyonun duygu regiilasyonu
acisindan psikolojik belirti duzeyi yuksek ve dugsuk olan gruplari

birbirinden ayird edebilirligi,
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e. Yapi Gegerligine destek olmasi agisindan literatlirde Duygu Regulasyonu,
Baglanma Bicimi ve Psikolojik Rahatsizlik arasindaki 3 tur baglanti
modelinin teyit edilmesi : (1) Toplam duygu regulasyon stratejilerinde
guvenli baglananlarin kayitsiz, takintili, korkulu baglananlardan daha iyi
duygu regulasyonu yapabildikleri, (2) Farkh duygu regtlasyon
stratejilerinde de glvenli badlananlarin givensiz baglanalardan daha iyi
duygu regulasyonu yapabildikleri (3) Duygu Regulasyon Becerisinin
guvenli baglanma ve psikolojik saglillik iliskisine aracilik ettigi ve duygu
regulasyon sorununun kayitsiz, takintili, ve korkulu baglanma ve
psikolojik rahatsizlik iligkisine aracilik ettigi varsayimlarinin test edilmesi

amaclanmistir.

Sonuglar ve Tartisma

Calisma Bilkent Universitesi, ODTU ve Hacettepe Universitelerinden,
Blyuk bolima Turkiye ve altisi yabanci tlkede olmak Gzere 75 farkh
yerlesim bdlgesinde uzun sure yasamisg, 25 ayri bdlimde okuyan, 207 kiz
ve 122 erkek (9 katilimci cinsiyetini belirtmemistir) olmak Gzere 338
ogrenci ile yapilmistir. Duygu Regulasyonu, Gratz ve Roemer’in (2004)
geligtirdikleri Farkindalik, Netlik, Kabul, Durtli Kontrold, Amaca Yonelik
Davranabilme, Strateji alt dlgeklerinden olusan DERS’in Turkge versiyonu
ile, Baglanma Bigimi Bartholomew ve Horowitz’in (1991) gelistirdikleri ve
Siimer ile Giingdr'in (1999) Tirkge'ye uyarladig iliski Olgegiyle (RQ),
Psikolojik Rahatsizlik ise Derogatis ‘in (1992) gelistirdigi ve Sahin ile

Durak’in (1994) Turkge’ye uyarladiklari Kaygi, Depresyon, Olumsuz
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Kendilik, DUsmancillik alt dlgeklerinden olusan Kisa Semptom Envanteri
(BSI) ile élgulmustir. Katilimcilardan 59'una en az 20 en fazla 33 glin

arayla DERS’in Turkge versiyonu tekrar uygulanmistir.

Bulgular, DERS’in Turkce versiyonunun Alfa Katsayisi, Test-Tekrar Test
Glvenirligi, iki Yarim Glvenirligi, Yap1 Gegerligi, Es Zamanl Gegerlik ve
Olgiit Gegerligi acisindan dikkate deger bir glivenirlik ve gecerlik gosterdigini
ortaya koymustur. Ayrica, Katihmcilarin RQ’yu yanitlarken kendilerini birden
fazla guvensiz kategoriye dahil etmeleri sonucunda Karma Glivensiz
Baglananlar grubu olusmus, bu grubun, erken donemde baglanma kisisinden
istismara dayali muamele gérmeleri sonucunda ‘kendilik’ ve ‘Gteki’
modellerinin karmasik bicimde i¢sellestirildigine igaret ettigi varsayilan
(Crittenden, 1988 cited in Brennan, Clark & Shaver, 1998; Dutton, Saunders,
Starzomski & Batholomew, 1994; Main et.al., 2000; Patrick, Hobson, Castle,
Howard & Mauhan, 1994) Ayrismamis/Organize Olmayan Bagdlanma
Bicimine sahip oldugu disunulmustar. Glvenli Baglanmaya sahip oldugunu
belirten grubun, diger 3 glvensiz baglanma grubundan (kayitsiz haricindeki
Takintili, Korkulu, Karma Giivensiz gruplari) anlamli bigcimde duygularini
daha iyi regule edebildigi dogrulanmistir. Kayitsiz baglananlarin hem gdivenli
baglananlardan hem de diger guvensiz baglanan gruplardan
ayrisamamasinin, literatrde de tespit edilen ve kayitsizlarin gtvenli ve
guvensizlerin ortasinda 6zelliklere sahip bir grup oldugu (Barholomew &
Horowitz, 1991; Bylsma, Cozzarelli & Sumer, 1997; Cozzarelli, Sumer &

Major, 1998; Dozier & Lee, 1995; Sumer & Glngor, 1999) yorumunu
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destekledigi dusunulmustur. Ayrica, glvenlilerin toplam bir grup olarak
guvensizlerden her bir duygu regulasyon stratejisinde anlamli olarak
farkhlastigi gézlenmistir. Ek olarak, Psikolojik Sorun ve Giivenli, Takintili,
Korkulu Baglanma arasindaki iliskiye Duygu Reglilasyonun aracilik ettigi
tespit edilmistir. Bu sonuclar da DERS’in Tlrkge versiyonunun gecerligine ek

olarak destek vermistir.

Calisma 2

Calismanin kuramsal arka planinda belirtilen yaklasimlarin ve galismalarin
1S191 altinda baglanma bigimi, duygu reglilasyonu, psikolojik rahatsizlik ve
ilskisel diinyanin zihinsel yapilanmasi arasindaki iligki gerek Kontrol gerekse
Klinik Grupta karsilastirmali olarak arastiriimistir. Genel olarak, bu s6z
konusu olgular arasindaki iligkilerin giivenli baglanmanin her iki grupta da
psikolojik saghlikla baglantili, koruyucu bir olgu oldugu ve bu baglantida
araci olgu olarak duygu regulasyonun iligkiyi agiklayan degisken oldugu
varsaylimistir. Bu varsayim uzerine Calisma 2‘nin amaglari asagidaki gibi

sekillendirilmigtir.

Amag

Klinik Grubun Kontrol Grubundan daha fazla duygu regdlasyon zorlugu ve
daha fazla psikolojik rahatsizlik yasadigi,

Guvenli baglananlarin Klinik ya da Kontrol Grup farki gézetmeksizin daha iyi

duygu reglile edebildikleri ve daha az psikolojik rahatsizlik yasadiklari,
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C.

Gerek Klinik Grupta gerekse Kontrol Grubunda, giivenli badlananlarla
psikolojik saglikllik iligkisine, saglikli duygu reglilasyonunun ya da glivensiz
baglananlarla psikolojik rahatsizlik iligkisine duygu reglilasyon zorlugunun
aracilik ettigi,

iliskisel Diinyanin Zihinsel Yapilandiriimasi agisindan ise RGT
konfigurasyonlarinin ‘kendilik’ ve ‘Gteki’ modellerini baglanma bigimleri
Ozelinde inceleyen, daha 6nceki calismalarla tutarli, ama daha detayl ve
kisinin i¢sellestirdigi daha farkh ‘Gteki’ temsillerini de (kardes, otorite, yakin
arkadas gibi) yansitan daha zengin bulgular verecegi (bakiniz $ekil 1) ve
ayrica hem Klinik hem de Kontrol Grubundaki farkli baglanma bigimlerinin
bilissel sUreglerindeki ¢cok yénlliliik ve bditiinliik hakkinda yine gdvenli
baglanma lehinde sonuglar sunacagi ve ayni baglanma bigimlerinin Klinik ve

Kontrol grubu arasindaki farkliliklarini agiklayacagr amaglanmistir.

Sonuglar ve Tartisma

Cesitli 6zel ve resmi psikiyatrik ve psikolojik yardim kaynaklarindan yardim
alan 92 katilimci Klinik Grubu, ve cinsiyet, yas dagilimi olasi oldugu oélgtide
bu gruba esitlenen 93 katilimci da Kontrol Grubu olusturmustur. Her iki
gruba da, bir dnceki galismada uygulanan DERS, BSI, RQ ve fliskisel
Dinyanin Zihinsel Yapilandiriimasini tespit amaciyla, yapi taglari
arastirmaci ve akademik uzmanlarin ¢alismalari sonucunda olusturulan ve
unsurlari (elements) da arastirmaci tarafindan belirlenen, Kelly’nin

gelistirmis oldugu RGT uygulanmistir.
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Beklendigi gibi Klinik grubun Kontrol Grubuna oranla, Farkindalik becerisi
disinda daha daha iyi duygu regilasyonu sagladigi ve daha az psikolojik
rahatsizlik gosterdigi tespit edilmistir. Yine beklenildigi gibi gdivenli
baglanalarin glivensiz baglananlara oranla, Farkindalik becerisi diginda, grup
farki olmaksizin daha iyi duygu regiilasyonu yapabildigi ve hem Klinik hem
de Kontrol Grup igin glivenli baglanma ile psikolojik sagliklilik arasindaki
iligkiyi saglikli duygu reguilasyonu agiklarken, givensiz baglanma ile
psikolojik rahatsizlik arasindaki iliskiyi de duygu regiilasyon zorlugunun
aclkladigi bulunmustur. Bu sonuglar, sematik olarak bir araya getirilmis

sekliyle Sekil B'de gértlmektedir.
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iliskisel Diinyanin Zihinsel Yapilandiriimasi agisindan, her iki gruptaki
guvenli baglananlarin ‘olumsuz’ ve ‘olumlu’ temsilleri birbirinden
ayirmaksizin ‘kendilik’ ve ‘Oteki’ icinde butunlestirdigi, glivensiz
baglananlarin her bicimine kiyasla daha fazla bilissel ¢ok yénliiliige ve
buatiincdl igleyise sahip oldugu gozlenmistir. Klinik gruptaki glivenlilerin
‘kendilik’ modeli arkadaggil 6zelliklere sahipken, Kontrol grubundan farkli
olarak baskin 6zelliklerden yoksun oldugu gorulmustar. Boylelikle,
psikolojik saghkhligin arkadascilliktan ¢ok, olgun, girisken, guvenli, kararli

olma gibi, baskin kendilik’ modeliyle iligkili olabilecedi disunulmustir.

Klinik ve Kontrol Grubundaki kayitsiz, takintili, korkulu ve karma glivensiz
baglananlarin sayisi her birini ayri bir grup olarak istatistiksel olarak
kiyaslayacak oranda olmadidi i¢in tim guvensiz baglananlar bir grup
icinde incelenmistir, 6te yandan, RGT konfiglrasyonlari niteliksel
degerlendiriimelerle incelendigi igin her bir glivensiz grup (kayitsiz,

takintili, korkulu ve karma) ayri ayri degerlendirilmigtir.

Kayitsizlarin Calisma 1’in sonuglarina gore giivenli ve diger glivensiz
baglanalarin ortasinda bir 6zellik gostermesine karsin, RGT sonuglari
bunu dogrulamamistir. ‘Kendilik’ modelleri olumlu olan Kontrol Grubundaki
kayitsizlann bile en pargalanmis biligsel isleyisi sergiledikleri gdzlenmigtir.
Olumlu ‘kendilik’ modeline karsin bilissel yapi incelemesinde boyle bir
sonucun ¢ikmasi, kayitsizlarin literatirde belirtilen ‘olumsuz’ ‘Gteki’
modellerine tepki olarak savunmaci bir tutum gelistirdigi varsayimini

desteklemektedir (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Kobak & Sceery, 1988).
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Ayrica, Klinik grubun oldukga ‘olumsuz’ bir ‘kendilik’ modeline sahip
olmasini bu savunmanin ¢okusu olarak ileri surmek olasidir. Ancak Klinik
Gruptaki konfiglirasyonun kayitsizlarin savunmalari olmaksizin ortaya
cikacak bir durum oldugundan emin olmak gruplar arasi degil grup ici
karsilastirmali bir analizle olanaklidir. Bu durum aragtirmanin sinirlihgidir.
Dolayisiyla, bu ¢gikarimi desteklemek icin Klinik Grubundan alinacak

Geriye DOnUKk (retrospective) veriye gereksinim duyulmaktadir.

Klinik Grubundaki korkulu baglananlarin, Levy ve arkadaslarinin
bulgularini destekleyen bigimde, giivenli baglananlarla benzer dl¢lide
bilissel ¢ok yénliiliige sahip olduklari, ancak onlardan farkli olarak
‘olumsuz’ ‘kendilik * modeline sahip olduklari tespit edilmistir. Her iki
gruptaki korkulularin genellikle, ‘olumlu’ ve ‘olumsuz’ 6zellikleri ‘Gteki’
modelleri igine butunleyebildikleri, ancak Klinik Gruptakilerin baba
modelinin Kontrol Grubundan farklilasarak diigmancil oldugu gézlenmistir.
Ote yandan, beklenmedik bigimde, Kontrol Grubu oldukca kaotik ve gok
dilemma gosteren batunltkten yoksun bir bilissel yapi sergilemistir. Bu
sonucu yorumlamak eldeki galisma verileriyle oldukga gugtir, ancak
korkulularin ‘otorite Kigisini’ fazlaca idealize ettigi tespit edilmistir,
dolayisiyla Klinik Grubun Kontrol Grubuna oranla bariz bigcimde yatismig
bir zihinsel profil sergilemesi, bir olasilik, tedavide olmasina ve otorite
yerine gegebilecek bir Klinisyenle iligki icinde olmasina baglanabilir. Bu
varsayimin da yine Geriye Donuk veri ile yeniden analiz edilmesi

gerekmektedir.
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Her iki gruptaki takintili baglananlarin da, ‘olumlu’ ‘kendilik’ modelleri
oldugu ve iliskisellik (affiliation) acisindan bu anlamda ideal kendiliklerine
yakin olduklari tespit edilmistir. Bu bulgu, Gallo ve arkadaslarinin (2004)
bulgularini, ve de Bartholomew ve Horowitz'in (1991) ‘Gteki’ tarafindan red
edilmeden onceki takintli profili olarak vurguladi§i sonuglarini
desteklemektedir. Her iki gruptaki takintililarin da yine ‘olumlu’ ve
‘olumsuz’ 6zellikleri ‘Gteki’ modelleri icine butinledikleri, ancak
Kliniktekilerin baba modelinin Kontrol Grubundan farkl olarak diismancil
oldugu goézlenmistir. Her iki grupun da Bilissel yonliiliik ve butiinliik
derecesi aynidir ve diger baglanma bigimlerine gore orta dlizeydedir,

ancak Klinik Grubun daha fazla sayida dilemmasi bulunmaktadir.

Kontrol Grubundaki karma glivensiz baglananlarin ‘6teki’ modellerini
birbirinden ayrid edemedigi ve hepsini birden timayle ‘clumiu’
modelledikleri ve onlardan ayirdiklari ‘olumsuz’ dzellikleri de oldugu gibi
‘kendilik’ ve ‘otorite’ modellerine yansittiklari gézlenmistir. Klinik Grubun
da ‘kendilik’ modeli benzer bigimde ‘olumsuz’dur, ancak onlarin hem
‘olumlu’ hem de ‘olumsuz’ olan ‘6teki’ modelleri vardir. Her iki gruptaki
karma glivensizler de, diger baglanma bigimlerine sahip gruplara kiyasla
en fazla biligsel darligi (tek yonliillik) ve basitligi gostermiglerdir. Bu tir bir
bilissel yapmin nevrotik sorunlara isaret ettigine dair literatr bulgulari
vardir (Baninster & Fransella, 1977). Ancak Calisma 2’deki denek
sayisinin yetersizligi bu grubun duygu regllasyonu ve psikolojik rahatsizlik
dizeylerinin karsilastirmali olarak daha net betimlenebilmesini

engellemistir ve ayrica ¢alismadaki veriler bu grubun her hangi bir
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psikolojik rahatsizlik 6zelinde risk grubu olusturup olusturmadigini tespit

etmeye yeterli degildir.

Guvensiz baglananlarin ortak 6zelliklerine bakildiginda Klinik Grubun baba
modelinin Kontrol Gruptan farkli olarak diismancil oldugu dikkati
cekmektedir. Bu sonug baglanma iliskisinde babanin destekleyici roluni
vurgulayan kuramcilari (Leowald, 1960) ve babanin anne modelinden
ayrisik olmasinin énemini vurgulayan arastirmacilari (Levy, Blatt &
Shaver, 1998) desteklemektedir. ‘Kendilik’ modeli ‘sinik’ olan Klinik
Grupta baba modelinin diismancil olmasi, bu iligkinin karsilikhliktan
kaynaklanan bir kisir déngu i¢inde daha fazla psikolojik gerilime yol

acabilecegini dusundurmektedir..

Ozetle, sonuclar genel olarak degerlendirildiginde giivensiz baglananlarin
glvenli badlananlara kiyasla daha fazla duygu reglilasyon zorlugu ve
psikolojik rahatsizlik yasadigi, ve iliskisel diinyanin zihinsel yapilanmasi

acisindan dikkate deger sorunlari oldugu gézlenmistir.

Calismalarin Dogurgular ve Gelecek Calismalar igin Oneriler

Her iki galisma da romantik iligki diginda da Baglanma Kuraminin
varsayimlarinin Turk érnekleminde gegerli oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.
Calisma glivensiz baglanma ve duygu reglilasyon sorununun risk olgusu
oldugunu gostermesi agisindan oldukca dikkate deger bulgular

goOstermigstir. Dolayisiyla, dnleyici Klinik Calismalar agisindan,
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ebeveynleri, zihinsellestirmeyi, dolayisiyla duygu reglilasyonunu ve
glvenli baglanmayi gelistirici cocuk yetistirme pratikleri agisindan
egitmenin ve bu egitim icinde 6zellikle babalari erken donemde ¢ocuklari
ile iligkilerinin onun gelisimindeki rolt agisindan bilinglendirmenin 6nemli
oldugu dusunulmektedir. Ayrica, baglanma iliskisinde risk olgusu olarak
g6rilen annlenin dogum sonrasi depresyonuna (Beebe and Lachman,
2002; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist & Target, 2002; Kohut, 1977) yonelik
Onleyici ¢galismalarin yapilmasi dnerilmektedir. Ayrica, ‘otorite kisisi’ ya
yakin iligki dinamiklerinin aktarilma olasiligi olan, ya da ideal kendiligi
temsil eden modeller olarak tespit edilmistir. Bunu dikkate alarak okul
oncesi ve ilkdgretim okullarindaki egiticilere ¢ocuk igin ‘baglanma kisisi
olarak nasil bir segenek olusturduklari ve rol modelinin baglanma

surecindeki anlami’ hakkinda egitimler verilmesi dnerilmektedir.

Calismada duygu regllasyon sorunu psikolojik rahatsizliklarin arka
planindaki ortak bir sorun olarak tespit edilmistir. Dolayisiyla,
psikoterapideki gelisimin, psikolojik saglikhligin ya da iyilesmenin olgutu
olarak duygu regllasyonu becerisi ve bu beceriyi dl¢ebilecek glvenilir ve
gegerli bir arag olarak da DERS 6nerilmektedir. Ayrica, baglanma iligkisini
dizeltmeyi ve zihinsellestirme becerisini gelistirmeyi hedefleyen, bu
cercevede karsilikl duygu regulasyonu ve iligkisel biling alanindaki
genislemeye dnem veren lliskisel ve Biitlinciil psikoterapi yaklasimlari,
calismada tespit edilen risk olgularini giderici, daha etkili yaklagimlar
olarak énerilmektedir (Beebe and Lachman, 2002; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist

& Target, 2002).
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Calisma 2’deki katilimci sayisinin yetersizligi glivensiz baglanma
gruplarinin ayri ayri analiz edilememesine yol agcmistir. RGT sonuglari her
bir baglanma grubunun derinine incelenmesini saglamis ancak genelleme
ve c¢ikarimlar agisindan galisma verileri yetersiz kalmigtir. Bu nedenle,
daha genis bir 6rnek Uzerinde her bir baglanma bigimini duygu
reglilasyonu, psikolojik rahatsizlik diizeyleri agisindan da birbiriyle
kiyaslayacak ve iliskisel diinyanin zihinsel yapilanmasina iliskin Kontrol
Grupla kiyaslamak tzere Klinik Gruptan Geriye DonUk veri alarak
¢alismanin sonuglarini zenginlestirecek yeni arastirmalar énerilir. Ayrica,
baglanma bigiminin dlgcimuninun gavenirligini desteklemek igin
arastirmalarda, kategorik élgiimlerin yanisira kullanilabilecek,
baglanmanin romantic iligkideki dinamikleri disindaki baglanma
dinamiklerini dlgen, boyutsal ya da kendi kendini degerlendirme diginda
daha derinlemesine bilgi verebilecek dlgimlerin geligtiriimesi

onerilmektedir.

DERS’in duygu reglilasyonundaki degisimi 6lgmek ve RGT ‘nin ‘igleyen
modellerin’ igerigini ve bilissel yapiyi tespit etmek igin uygun testler oldugu
dusundlmektedir. Boylelikle, psikoterapideki degisimi dlcmek ya da
psikoterapi slire¢ arastirmalarinda kullaniimak tzere her iki testin birlikte
uygulanmasi énerilmektedir. Ayrica, RGT ‘nin ayni zamanda idiografik,
Kisiye 6zgu yapi taglarinin tespit edilebildigi bir 6lgek oldugunu

hatirlatilarak, her bir baglanma bigimine sahip katilimcinin kendi
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olusturdugu yapi taslariyla bu ¢alisma bulgularinin karsilastiriimasinin da

calismayi destekleyici olmasi agisindan énemli oldugu dusunulmektedir.
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