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ABSTRACT

CONCEPTIONS OF PARENTAL AUTHORITY AND THE ROLES
OF PARENT-ADOLESCENT CONFLICT
AND PARENTAL CONTROL PRACTICES
ON ADOLESCENT ADJUSTMENT

EVRANKAYA, AYLIN
M.S., Developmental Focused Child and Adolescent Clinical Psychology
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Melike Say1l
August 2020

The main purpose of the current study is to understand Turkish mothers’ and adolescents’
conceptualizations of the parental authority in terms of their legitimacy beliefs as well as
their conflict perceptions over moral, prudential, personal and social conventional
domains within the framework of social domain theory. The secondary purpose of this
study is to illustrate the mediator roles of adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs and their
perception of conflict frequency in the relation between their perception of parental
behavioral and psychological control and their adjustment (depressive symptoms and self-
esteem) in order to elaborate this direct relation by determining possible underlying
mechanisms. This study was conducted through two steps (semi-structured interviews and
questionnaires) with a sample of 151 mothers and their adolescent children (Mage = 13.91,
Sage = 1.54) who were from low and middle-high SES in Ankara. Results indicated that
mothers viewed more legitimate parental authority over social conventional domain than
did adolescents. Mothers and adolescents also reported highest conflicts over social
conventional domain. Findings also indicated that psychological control was related with
high depressive symptoms and low self-esteem both directly and indirectly via conflict
frequency. Behavioral control was indirectly related with low depressive symptoms and
higher self-esteem via legitimacy beliefs and conflict frequency. It is concluded that
investigating domain specific legitimacy beliefs of parental authority enhanced our

understanding of parent-adolescent relationship as well as adolescents’ adjustment.

Keywords: social domain theory, legitimacy of parental authority, perceived parent-

adolescent conflict, parental control behaviors, adolescents’ adjustment
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OZET

EBEVEYN OTORITESININ KAVRAMSALLASTIRILMASININ,
EBEVEYN-ERGEN CATISMASININ VE EBEVEYN KONTROL
DAVRANISLARININ ERGENIN UYUMU UZERINDEKi ROLU

EVRANKAYA, AYLIN
Yiiksek Lisans, Gelisim Odakli Cocuk ve Ergen Klinik Psikolojisi
Danigman: Prof. Dr. Melike Sayil
Agustos 2020

Ebeveyn-ergen iliskisinin niteligi ve ebeveynlerin uyguladigi ¢esitli kontrol
davraniglar1 ergenlerin olumlu ve olumsuz psikososyal uyumunu etkileyebilmektedir.
Ergenin uyumunda ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarinin ve bazi ergene ve ebeveyne ait
oOzelliklerin araci rolleri incelenmis olmakla birlikte ergenin ebeveyn otoritesine iliskin
mesruiyet inanci ele alinmamistir. Bu ¢alismanin genel amaci, Sosyal Alan Kurami
cercevesinde, ebeveyn-ergen iliskisinin niteligini belirlemede, annelerin ve ergenlerin,
ebeveyn otoritesini kavramsallastirmalari, bundaki uyusmalari veya farkliliklari ile bu
alginin iki taraf arasinda yasanan g¢atismaya olan katkisini incelemektir. Ayrica,
ergenlerin otoriteyi hakli algilayislarinin, ebeveynleri ile yasadiklar: ¢atigmalarin ve
onlardan algiladiklar1 ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarinin, ergenin olumlu veya olumsuz
psikososyal uyum sonuglariyla olan iliskilerini incelemektir. Bu kapsamda iki temel
amag belirlenmistir. Ilki ergenlerin ve annelerin farkli sosyal alanlarda (ahlaki,
sakinma,  kisisel ve  sosyal geleneksel) ebeveyn otoritesini  nasil
kavramsallastirdiklarinin bir bagka deyisle ne dl¢iide hakli algiladiklarinin anlagilmasi
ve bu kavramsallastirmalarinin yine s6z konusu alanlardaki ebeveyn-ergen
catismasiyla iliskilerinin anlagilmasidir. Calismanin ikincil amaci ise ergenin
algiladig1 ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarin (psikolojik kontrol ve davranissal kontrol)
ergenin uyumuyla (depresif belirtiler ve kendilik degeri) iliskisinde, ergenin ebeveyn
otoritesini ne 6l¢iide haklr algiladiginin ve algiladigi ¢atisma sikliginin araci rollerinin
incelenmesidir. Belirtilen amaclar dogrultusunda, ilk asamada 2 arastirma sorusuna

yanit aranmustir: 1) Annelerin ve ergenlerin farkli alanlardaki ebeveyn otoritesini hakl
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algilama oranlari ile ¢atigma algilar1 sosyoekonomik diizeylerine (SED) ve ergenin
cinsiyetine gore nasil degismektedir? 2) Annelerin ve ergenlerin ebeveyn otoritesini
hakli algilama oranlar ile ¢atisma algilar1 sosyal alanlara gore nasil degismektedir?
Calismanin ikinci agsamasinda ise “Ergenin ebeveyn otoritesini (tlim alanlar genelinde)
hakli algilamasi ile algiladigi ¢atisma sikliginin, kendi bildirdigi ebeveyn kontrol
davraniglari ile gene kendi bildirdigi uyum davraniglar1 arasindaki iligkide araci rolleri
nedir?” sorusundan hareketle, 3 hipotez gelistirilmistir: 1) Psikolojik kontrol ergenin
depresif belirtileri ile pozitif; ergenin benlik degeri ile negatif yonde iliskili olmalidir
(2) Davranissal kontrol, ergenin depresif belirtileri ile negatif; ergenin benlik degeri
ile pozitif yonde iliskili olmalidir (3) Ergenin tiim alanlar genelindeki otoriteyi hakli
bulma algisi ile algiladig: catisma sikliginin, ebeveyn kontrol davraniglar ve ergenin

psikososyal uyum davraniglar1 arasindaki dogrudan iligkiyi agiklayici rolleri olmalidir.

Bu ¢alismanin 6rneklemi ve verileri Tiirkiye’de ebeveyn ve ergen iliskisini sosyal alan
kurami gergevesinde genis bir perspektiften inceleyen bir TUBITAK (Proje numarast:
113K208) projesinden alimmistir. Bu proje ebeveynlerin ve ergenlerin ebeveyn
otoritesini kavramsallastirmalarini, toplulukguluk, evlathk inanglarn, sosyal
hareketlilik ve sosyoekonomik diizey baglaminda incelemektedir. Proje verisi anneler
ve ergenler ile gerceklestirilen bireysel goriismelerden toplanmistir. Bu tez
calismasinda bu projeye ait tiim Orneklem kullanilirken, calismanin amaglar1 ve
hipotezleri dogrultusunda ilgili 6lgiimlere ait veriler kullanilmistir. Bu tez ¢alismasinin
orneklemini Ankara il merkezinde yasayan 151 ergen ve anneleri olusturmaktadir.
Orneklemdeki ergenler ve anneler diisiik (%56.96) ve orta-yiiksek (%43.05) SED’den
gelmektedir. Ergenler ortaokul ve lise 6grencileridir ( 6. ve 10. siniflar; Yas ranji = 11
— 17, Ort.yas = 13.91, SSyas = 1.54; %56.98’s1 kiz, %43.02’si erkek). Diisiik SED’den
caligmaya katilna annelerin % 4.65’1 okuma yazma bilmemekte, %59.30’u ilkokul
mezunu, %11.63’1 ortaokul mezunu ve %15.12°si ise lise mezunudur. Orta-yuksek
SED’den gelen annelerin ise %3.08°1 ilkokul ve ortaokul mezunu, %?24.62’si lise
mezunu, %9.23’1 6n-lisans mezunu, %47.69°u ise liniversite mezunu ve de %12.30’u
yuksek lisans veya doktora mezunudur. Calismanin diigsik SED’den gelen
katilimcilarini Ankara’nin Yenimahalle, Keg¢idren ve Sincan semtlerinde bulunan ve

Ankara Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanlhig Il Miidiirliigiine bagli Sosyal
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Yardimlagma ve Dayanisma Vakiflarina bahsedilen projeye katilmak i¢in bagvuran
anneler ve onlarin ergen ¢ocuklari olusturmaktadir. Calismanin ortak-yliksek SED’den
gelen katilimcilarini ise dzellikle Hacettepe ve TED Universitelerinin basin yayimn
organlarina ait, cogunlukla sosyal medya iizerinden yapilan duyurulara bu projeye

katilmak i¢in geri doniis yapan anneler ve onlarin ergen ¢ocuklari olusturmaktadir.

Bu tez ¢alismasinda, annelerin ve ergenlerin otorite kavramsallastirilmasini ve ¢atisma
algilarin1 6lgmek amaciyla dort sosyal alani kapsayan 12 konu belirlenmistir. Bu
konular, Sosyal Alan Kurami gercevesinde, ilgili alanyazin temel alinarak belirlenmis
ve On calismayla uygulanacak konular se¢ilmistir. Sonug olarak 4 sosyal alanin her
biri, 3 konuyla temsil edilmistir. Ornegin, “Insanlarla bir seyleri paylasmak ve
yardimlagsmak”™ konusu ahlaki alani, “Okulda notlarin diisiik olmas1” konusu sakinma
alanini, “Telefonda uzun siire konugmak/ telefonu elden birakmamak™ konusu kisisel
alan1 ve “Anne babayla akraba ziyaretine gitmek™ ise sosyal geleneksel alani temsil
eden konularin birer 6rnegidir. Bu tez g¢alismasinda annelerden ve ergenlerden
katildiklar1 bireysel goriismelerdeki yar1 yapilandirilmis goriisme sorularindan
yararlanilarak, her konu i¢in ebeveyn otoritesini ne 6l¢iide hakli algiladiklarini ve gene
her konu icin algiladiklar1 ebeveyn-ergen catigmasinin varligmi ve sikligini
belirtmeleri istenmistir. Bu baglamda, annelerin ve ergenlerin ebeveyn otoritesini hakli
algiladiklar1 her konu 1 olarak, otoriteyi hakli algilamadiklar1 her konu ise 0 olarak
kodlanmistir. Annelerin ve ergenlerin ¢atisma algilari i¢in ise dncelikle her konu igin
catisma yasayip yasamadiklarini belirtmeleri istenmistir. Catigma yasadiklarini
belirttikleri her konuda yasadiklar1 ¢atismanin sikligi (1-neredeyse hig, 4-haftada
birka¢ defa) kodlanmistir. Ergenin algiladigi ebeveyn kontrol davranislarini
belirlemek i¢in psikolojik kontrol ve davranigsal kontrol davraniglarini igeren
Olceklerden yararlanilmistir. Ergenin algiladigi psikolojik kontrol davramislarini
belirlemek amaciyla Barber (1996) tarafindan gelistirilen Psikolojik Kontrol Olgegi
(Psychological Control Scale - Youth Self-Report) kullanilmistir ve 8 maddeden
olusan bu dlcek bes dereceli likert tizerinden degerlendirilmistir (“Eger baz1 seylerde
onun gibi diistinmezsem bana soguk davranir.”; 1-kesinlikle katilmiyorum, 5-tamamen
katiliyorum) Ergenin algiladigi1 davranigsal kontrol davraniglarini belirlemek amaciyla

Barber (2002) tarafindan gelistirilen Ebeveyn Diizenleme Olgegi'nin (Parental
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Regulation Scale - Youth Self Report), Soenens, Vansteenkiste, Luyckx ve Goossesns
(2006) tarafindan gozden gegirilen, Ebeveynlerin izleme (Parental Monitoring of
Behavior) ve Davraniglar icin Ebeveyn Beklentisi (Parental Expectations for
Behavior) alt dlgekleri kullanilmistir. 12 maddeden olusan bu 6l¢ek de bes dereceli
likert lizerinden degerlendirilmistir (“Annemin evde ve disarida nasil davranmam
gerektigiyle ilgili agik beklentileri vardir.”; 1-kesinlikle katilmiyorum, 5-tamamen
katiliyorum) Ergenin kendisinde algiladigi uyum davraniglarini belirlemek amaciyla
ergenin kendilik degerini ve depresif belirtilerini  6lglimleyen o6lgeklerden
yararlanilmistir. Ergenin genel kendilik degerini belirlemek amaciyla Harter (1988)
tarafindan gelistirilen Ergenler i¢in Benlik Algis1 Olgegi (Self-Perception Profile for
Adolescents; SPPA) kullanilmistir. 10 maddeden olusan bu 6l¢ek bes dereceli likert
tizerinden degerlendirilmistir (“Bdyle biri oldugum i¢in memnunum.”; 1-tamamen
yanlig, 5-tamamen dogru) Ergenin kendinde algiladigi depresif belirtileri belirlemek
icin ise Radloff (1977) tarafindan gelistirilen 12 maddelik dlgek kullanilmistir. Olgek
maddeleri dort dereceli likert iizerinden degerlendirilmistir (“Yaptigim her seyi
kendimi zorlayarak yaptigimi hissettim.”; 0-nadiren ya da hicbir zaman (1 glinden az),
3-¢ogunlukla ya da her zaman (5-7 giin)) Son olarak, ¢alismaya katilan ailelerin
SED’lerini belirlemek amaciyla Kalaycioglu, Celik, Celen ve Tiirkyilmaz (2010)
tarafindan Ankara ilinde gerceklestirdikleri arastirma ¢ercevesinde gelistirilen
Sosyoekonomik Diizey Endeksi kullanilmistir. Olgiim birimi olarak hane ele
alinmistir. Bu kapsamda, hanedeki kisi basi gelir, bireylerin egitim yil1 ortalamasi ve
yasanilan evin miilkiyeti, niteligi, 1sitnma sekli ve de hanedeki bireylerin ikinci eve,
otomobile, bulasik makinesine, ikinci televizyona, dvd oynaticiya, internet
baglantisina sahip olup olmama durumuna ait degiskenler ailelerin SED’lerini
hesaplamak i¢in kullanilmistir. Endeks c¢aligmaya katilan anneler tarafindan
doldurulmustur. Bu tez ¢calismasinda yar1 yapilandirilmis goriisme sorular1 ve dlgekler
annelere ve ergenlere katildiklar1 bireysel goriismelerde uygulanmigtir. Uygulamalar
katilimcilarin geldikleri SED diizeylerine gore; diisiik SED’den gelen anneler ve
ergenler ile Sosyal Yardimlasma ve Dayanisma Vakiflarina ait 6zel alanlarda ve orta-
yiiksek SED’den gelen anneler ve ergenler ile de Hacettepe Universitesi’nin Gelisim

Psikoloji ~ Laboratuvart ve TED  Universitesinin  Psikoloji ~ Boliimiinde
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gerceklestirilmistir. Goriismeler yaklasik bir saat 6lcek uygulamalart ise ortalama 20

ila 25 dakika siirmiistiir.

Arastirmanin yukarida belirtilen amaglart dogrultusunda oOncelikli olarak, her bir
sosyal alan ve bu alanlarin igerisindeki her bir konu icin annelerin ve ergenlerin
ebeveyn otoritesini hakli bulma algilar1 ile c¢atisma algilarinin yiizdeleri
hesaplanmistir. Ayrica anne-ergen arasindaki (her bir konu ve sosyal alan i¢in) uyum
orani da hesaplanmistir. Her iki tarafin otoriteyi hakli bulduklar1 ve c¢atisma
bildirdikleri konular ve alanlar i¢in uyum yiizdeleri yiiksek iken taraflarin ayni fikirde
olmadig1 konular ve alanlar i¢in uyum yiizdeleri diisiiktlir. Sonrasinda, ebeveynlerin
ve ergenlerin ebeveyn otoritesini farkli sosyal alanlarda ne o6l¢iide hakh
algiladiklarinin ve bu alanlardaki ¢catigma algilarinin sosyoekonomik diizeye (SED) ve
ergenin cinsiyetine gore nasil degistigi t-test analizleriyle, annelerin ve ergenlerin
ebeveyn otoritesini ne Ol¢lide hakli algiladiklar ile ¢atisma algilarinin farkli aile
bireylerine (anne ve ergen) ve farkli sosyal alanlara (ahlaki, sakinma, kisisel ve sosyal-
geleneksel alan) gore nasil degistigi de tekrarli ANOVA analizleriyle ele alinmistir.
Son olarak, arastirmanin verilen ikinci amaci dogrultusunda ergenin tiim alanlar
genelinde otoriteyi ne dl¢iide hakli algiladig: ve algiladigr ¢atisma sikliginin, ergenin
algiladigr ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarmin ergenin uyumuyla iligkisindeki araci
rollerini incelemek i¢in PROCESS yazilimi {izerinden araci degisken testleri

gerceklestirilmistir.

Ergenlerin ve annelerin farkli sosyal alanlardaki otoriteyi hakli bulma algilarinin ve
catigma algilarinin ergenin cinsiyetine ve SED’e goére nasil degistigini inceleyen
arastirma bulgulari, annelerin kiz ergenlerin kisisel alanlarindaki otoritelerini daha
hakli algiladiklarin1 gostermistir. Ergenlerin ise ebeveyn otoritesini hakli algilamalar
kendi cinsiyetlerine gore istatiksel olarak anlamli bir fark gostermemistir. Buna ek
olarak, SED’e ait arastirma bulgulari, orta-yliksek SED’den gelen ergenlerin kisisel ve
sosyal-geleneksel alanlardaki ebeveyn otoritesini, kendi annelerinden ve diisiik
SED’den gelen ergenlerden daha az hakli algiladiklarin1 gostermektedir. Ayni
zamanda, bu ergenler tiim alanlar genelinde ebeveyn otoritesini diisiik SED’den gelen

ergenlere gore daha az hakli algilamaktadirlar. Annelerin farkli sosyal alanlarda ve
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tim alanlar genelinde kendi otoritelerini hakli bulma algilart ise SED’e gore
istatistiksel olarak anlamli bir fark gostermemistir. Catisma algilari ile ilgili bulgular
ise orta-yliksek SED’den gelen annelerin sosyal-geleneksel alanda kendi ergen
cocuklarindan ve diisiik SED’den gelen annelerden daha fazla ¢atisma bildirdiklerini
gostermistir. Ayn1 SED’den gelen ¢ocuklari ise annelerine ve diisiik SED’den gelen
ergenlere gore kisisel alanlarinda daha fazla catisma yasadiklarini bildirmislerdir.
Calismanin cinsiyet farklar1 ile ilgili olan bulgulari, kiz ve erkek ¢ocuklarinin
sosyallestirilme farkliliklarini inceleyen evrensel ve yerel alanyazini baglaminda
tartisilmigtir.  Calismanin  SED farkliklar1 ile ilgili olan bulgulart ise, farkli
sosyoekonomik diizeyden gelen ailelerin ¢ocuklarinin 6zerkligine, itaatkarligina ve
uyumlu olmalarina verdikleri 6nem dogrultusunda farklilasan sosyallestirme

egilimleriyle agiklanmustir.

Arastirmanin ebeveyn otoritesinin hakli olarak algilanip algilanmamasinin aile
bireylerine ve ele alinan sosyal alanlara gore nasil degistigine iliskin sonuglar1 ise bu
alginin hem aile bireylerine hem de sosyal alanlara gore degistigine isaret etmistir.
Buna gore anneler tiim sosyal alanlarda ergenlere gore kendi otoriterlerini daha hakli
algilamaktadirlar. Sosyal alanlara gére degisen otorite algisina ait sonuclar ise, ahlaki
ve sakinma alanlarmin diger sosyal alanlara gore ebeveyn otoritesinin daha hakli
algilandig1 alanlar oldugunu ortaya koymustur. Kisisel alan bu alanlara gore otoritenin
daha az hakli algilandigi bir alandir. Ayrica, anneler sosyal geleneksel alandaki
otoritelerini ergenlere gore daha hakli algilamaktadirlar. Annelerin ve ergenlerin
catisma algilarina ait sonuglar incelendiginde ise her iki tarafta en fazla ¢atismanin
sosyal geleneksel alanda yasandig1 goriilmektedir. Ahlaki, sakinma ve kisisel alanda
algilanan c¢atismalar ise anne ergen arasinda istatistiksel olarak anlamli bir fark
gostermemektedir. Catigma algilar1 agisindan da anne ile ergen arasinda anlamli bir
fark elde edilmemistir. Bu bulgulara ek olarak, anneler ve ergenlerin otoriteyi hakl
bulma ve catigma algilarinda elde edilen uyum ylizdeleri incelendiginde, otorite
algilarindaki en ytliksek uyumun ahlaki alana ait iki konuda (“Bir bagkasina ya da bir
bagkasinin malina zarar vermek” ve “Yalan sdylemek”) elde edilirken, en diisiik uyum
yiizdesi sosyal geleneksel alana ait bir konuda (“Akraba ziyaretlerine gitmek™) elde

edilmistir. Catigma algilarindaki en diisiik ve en yiiksek uyum yiizdeleri sakinma
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alanina ait iki konudadir (“Okulda notlarin iyi olmas1” ve “Sigara igmek™). Alanlara
gore ebeveyn otoritesinin hakli bulunma oranlari ile ergen-ebeveyn arasindaki uyugma
oranlari, sosyal alan kurami cercevesinde ergenlerin ve ebeveynlerin ebeveyn
otoritesini hakli algilamalarindaki ve ¢atisma algilarindaki farklilar1 inceleyen batili

ve toplulukcu kilturlerden gelen bulgularla genel olarak uyumludur.

Calismanin arac1 model testine ait bulgulari, ebeveyn kontrol davranislarina ait
alanyazin ve arastirmanin ilk hipotezi ile tutarli olarak daha yiiksek psikolojik kontrol
algilayan ergenlerin daha fazla depresif semptom ve daha diisiik bir benlik degerine
sahip olduklari bulunmustur. Buna karsi, davranigsal kontroliin ergenin depresif
semptomlart ve benlik degeriyle beklendigi gibi dogrudan bir ilsikisi elde
edilmemistir. Ayrica, psikolojik kontroliin ebeveyn-ergen c¢atisma sikliginin artisiyla,
artan c¢atigma siklignin ise ergenin depresif semptomlarindaki artigla ve benlik
degerindeki azalmayla iliskili oldugu bulunmustur. Davranigsal kontroliin ise tiim
alanlar genelinde ergenin ebeveyn otoritesini hakli bulmasiyla iligkilidir. Bulgularin
onemli araci degisken sonuglari incelendiginde ise psikolojik kontroliin hem dogrudan
hem de ergenin algiladig1 catisma siklig1 tizerinden dolayli olarak ergenin daha fazla
depresif semptom gdéstermesi ve daha diisiik bir benlik degerine sahip olmasi ile iligkili
oldugu gozlenmektedir. Kisacasi, ebeveynlerinden yiiksek psikolojik kontrol algilayan
ergenler, ebeveynleri ile daha sik ¢atigma yasadiklarini bildirip ve daha fazla depresif
semptoma ve de daha diisiik bir benlik degerine sahip olduklarini belirtmislerdir.
Davranigsal kontroliin ise ergenin otoriteyi ne Ol¢lide hakli algiladigi ve algiladig:
catisma siklig1 tizerinden dolayli olarak daha diisiik depresif semptom ve daha yiiksek
bir benlik degeri ile iliskili oldugu gozlenmistir. Buna gore, ebeveynlerinden daha
yuksek davranigsal kontrol algilayan ergenler, ebeveyn otoritesini tiim alanlar
genelinde daha hakli algiladiklarini, ebeveynleri ile daha az siklikta catisma
yasadiklarim1 ve daha az depresif semptoma ve de daha yiiksek bir benlik degerine
sahip olduklarini belirtmislerdir. Genel olarak bulgular, ergenin 6zerkligini kisitlayan
ebeveyn kontrolinin ergenin uyumunu ve ebeveyn-ergen iliskisini olumsuz yonde,
ergenin sicak ve destekleyici algiladigi ebeveyn kontrollinln ise ergenin uyumunu ve
ebeveyn-ergen iligkisini olumlu yonde etkiledigini isaret eden batili ve toplulukcu

kiiltiirlerde elde edilen bulgularla tutarlidir. Bu bulgular, ergenin ebeveyn otoritesini
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hakli algilamasmin, algiladigi ¢atisma sikliginin ve bildirdigi psikososyal uyum
sonuglarinin anneden algiladigi kontrol davraniglarinin ne olgiide kendi o6zerklik

ihtiyacini destekledigine bagli olarak degisim gosterdigini isaret etmektedir.

Arastirmanin alanyazina olan ilk katkis1 ergenlerin ve annelerin otoriteyi ne élglde
hakl1 algiladiklari ile ¢atigma algilarinin farkli sosyal alanlar iizerinden incelenmesinin
ebeveyn-ergen iliskisine dair anlayisimizi gelistirmesidir. Soyle ki, anne ergen
arasindaki ¢atisma ergenlik donemine atfedilebilecek genel bir olumsuz atmosfer ve
doneme Ozgii iliski niteliginden ziyade ergenin ebeveyn otoritesini mesru/hakli
algilama agisindan farklilagsan sosyal alana 6zgilidiir. Baz1 sosyal alanlar anne ergen
arasinda bir c¢atigmaya yol a¢mazken bazilar1 yiiksek c¢atisma igin zemin
olusturmaktadir. Arastirmanin alan yazinina olan ikinci katkisi ise ergenin otoriteyi
kavramsallastirmas1 ve algiladigi catisma sikliginin araci rollerinin incelenmesi
ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarinin ergenin uyumuna olan etkilerinin farkli bir ¢erceveden
yorumlanmasini saglamistir. Bu aragtirmanin sinirliliklarina bakildiginda ise, 6ncelikli
olarak calismanin kesitsel bir sekilde tasarlanmis olmasi en onemli kisitlardan bir
tanesidir. Caligmanin bu sinirlilig1 nedeniyle ebeveynlerin ve ergenlerin otoriteyi ne
Olclide hakli algiladiklar1 ile catisma algilar1 arasindaki iligkide tetikleyici olan
degiskenin hangisi oldugunu belirlemek miimkiin olamamistir. Buna ek olarak,
ergenlerin yaslarma gore otoriteyi hakli bulma algilarinin ve ¢atigma algilarinin nasil
degistigini  gostermek de miimkiin olamamistir. Bu sebeple gelecekte
gergeklestirilecek olan ¢alismalar icin ilk Oneri bu tiir calismalarin boylamsal olarak
gerceklestirilmesi ve ergenlik doneminin farkli yas diizeylerinde ele alinmasidir. Bir
diger simirlilik ise bu c¢aligmada ebeveyn kontrol davranislarinin sadece ergen
raporlarina dayanarak incelenmis olmasidir. Bu noktada, ergenlerin i¢sellestirme ve
digsallagtirma sorun davranislar biligsel degerlendirmelerini etkileyerek ebeveynleri
ile olan iligkilerini daha olumsuz yonde yorumlamalarina yol agmis olabilir. Ayrica
anne yaninda baba-ergen iliskisini de arastirmaya dahil etmek hem ebeveyn-ergen
iligskisini hem de aile iligkilerinin ergenin psikososyal uyum sonuglarina olan etkilerini

daha butinsel bir perspektiften incelemek agisindan bilgi verici olabilir.
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Klinik uygulama agisindan arastirma sonuglarinin ilk katkisi, ergenler ve ebeveynler
ile calisan klinik psikologlarin taraflari ebeveyn otoritesinin hakli algilandig1 konular
ile ergenin kisisel kontroliinlin fazla olabilecegi konular hakkinda bilgilendirmesi
olabilir. Bu bilgilendirme, ebeveynlerin kendi otoritelerini ergenin 6zerklik ihtiyacini
engellemeyecek ve bu ihtiyaci karsilayacak bi¢cimde esnetmelerini saglayabilir. Bu
esnetmenin 6zellikle kisisel alana ait konularda uygulanmasi bu anlamda etkili olabilir.
Buna ek olarak, aile sistem kurami gergevesinde arastirma bulgular1 ergenlerin
ozerklik ihtiyacin1 vurgularken, ebeveynlerin ise ¢ocuklar1 ile daha yakin iligkilerde
olma ihtiyacini, 6zellikle de sosyal geleneksel alandaki konulara verdikleri 6nem
tizerinden vurgulamaktadir. Bu baglamda cocuklar1 ergenlige giren ebeveynler
cocuklarini kaybetme korkusu yasayabilmektedir ve aile sistemi kurami ¢ercevesinde
ozerkligin ve yakinligin dengelendigi yeni sinirlara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir. Kisacast,
aile sisteminin smirlari ergenin yetiskinlige ait c¢esitli deneyimler edinmesine,
sorumluluk alabilmesine ve 6zerklik ihtiyacini karsilayabilmesine imkan taniyacak
Olciide yeterince esnek olabilmelidir. Ayn1 zamanda, ebeveynler, ergen ¢ocuklari ile
yakin iligkilerini slirdiirerek onlarin ihtiya¢ duyduklar1 giivenli alan1 saglarken, onlari
korumay1 ve onlara rehberlik etmeyi siirdiirebilmelidir. Bu anlamda ebeveynlerle ve
ergenlerle ¢alisan klinik psikologlar oncelikle, ergenlerin ve ebeveynlerin bahsedilen
ihtiyaglarim1 ve bu ihtiyaglarimi karsilamada yasadiklar1 zorluklar1 serbestce ifade
etmelerine olanak saglayacak bireysel gorlismeler gerceklestirebilir. Bu sayede,
annelerin ve ergenlerin birbirinden farkli olan perspektiflerinin daha iyi ve mudahale
olmaksizin anlasilmasi saglanabilir. Sonrasinda, ebeveyn otoritesinin farkl sekilde
kavramsallastirildigi  sosyal alanlar ve Ozerklik ile yakinlik ihtiyaglarinin
dengelenebilecegi esnek sistem sinirlarinin gerekliligi gergevesinde ebeveyn-gocuk
iligkisinin yeniden diizenlenebilecegi annelerin ve ergenlerin birlikte katilabilecekleri
aile seanslarindan yararlanilabilir. Caligmanin klinik uygulamaya bir diger katkisi ise
farkl1 sosyal alanlara goére annelerin ve ergenlerin farklilasan ¢atigma algilarn
izerinden, taraflarin bu catigsmalar1 nasil yorumladiklarinin karsilikli anlagilmasin
saglayabilecek olabilmesidir. Bu baglamda klinik uygulamada annelerin ¢atigmalari
sosyal geleneksel ve sakinma davranislarindan koruma endiseleri dogrultusundaki
yorumlamalari ile ergenlerin 6zerklik ve kisisel kontrolleri kullanma anlamindaki

yorumlamalari, empati ve karsilikli perspektif alabilme becerileri kapsaminda
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taraflarin birbirlerinin bu farkli yorumlamalarina dair anlayislar1 gelistirilebilir.
Caligmanin ebeveyn kontrol davraniglarinin ergenin psikososyal uyum sonuglarina
olan dogrudan ve dolayl etkilerine ait bulgularinin ise hem klinik uygulamaya hem de
miidahale calismalarina olan Oncelikli katkisi, ebeveynlerin 0Ozellikle ergenin
Ozerkligini etkileyen konular {izerinde daha az kisitlayict ve 6zerkligi tesvik edici
kontrol davraniglar1 hakkinda bilgi saglamis olmasidir. Bu anlamda, kontrol
davraniglarinin  uygulanma bi¢imi ile bu davraniglarin uygulandig alanlara

farkindaligin 6nemi danisan ve ailesiyle yapilan goriismelerde yol gosterici olabilir.

Sonug olarak, bu arastirmanin Tiirkiye’de ergen ¢ocugu olan ailelerde, ebeveynlerin
ve ergen ¢ocuklarinin ebeveyn otoritesini kavramsallastirmalarinin ve ebeveyn-ergen
catisma algilarimin farkli konulara gore degisim gosterdigini sosyal alan kurami
cergevesindeki dort temel sosyal alan kapsaminda gosteren, bugiine kadar alanyazinda
bilinen arastirmalara gore ilk calisma oldugu sdylenebilir. Buna ek olarak, bu arastirma
ebeveyn kontrol davranislarinin ergenin psikososyal uyum sonuglarina olan etkisinde,
ebeveyn otoritesinin haklilig1 yargisinin ve ebeveyn-ergen catismasinin bilinen araci
degiskenlerin yanisira bu iliskiyi agiklayici diger mekanizmalar olabilecegini de ortaya
koymustur. Kisacasi, bu ¢alisma ebeveynlerin otoritelerini farklir kontrol davraniglari
aracilif1 ile uygularken, ergenin 6zerklik ihtiyacin1 goz oniinde bulundurarak ergen
cocuklar1 ile daha uyumlu bir iliski kurabileceklerini ve de ergenlerin daha olumlu
psikososyal uyum sonuglar1 gosterebilecegini vurgulamaktadir. Ebeveyn ve ergenlerle
calisan klinik psikologlar1 ve ebeveyn-ergen iliskilerine yonelik miidahale ¢alismalari
planlayacak aragtirmacilari, ebeveynlerin ergenin 6zerkligini destekleyecek ve mesru
algilayacagi kontrol davranislar1 hakkinda ve ergenin 6zerkligini engellemeden kisisel
kontrole sahip olabilecegi alanlarin/konularin bilgisini sunma acisindan destekleyici

olabilir.

Anahtar kelimeler: sosyal alan kurami, ebeveyn otoritesi, ergen-ebeveyn catismasi,

ebeveyn kontrol davraniglari, ergenin uyumu
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The nature of parent-child relationships is generally hierarchical as parents are
dominant and they are in a position of authority. In contrast, children are in subordinate
positions. Main goal of parental authority is conveying societal rules and moral order
to their children in order for them to become effective members of the society
(Smetana, 2011 Parents are regarded to be the primary agents who are responsible for
the socialization of the developing child (Maccoby, 2015). Children become socialized
as they learn and comply with the parental rules regarding societal, moral expectations
and standards of the society (Baumrind, 2012; Smetana, 2011). This hierarchical and
asymmetrical structure of the parent-child relationship is convenient during the early
childhood because children have dependent status which makes parental limitations
on their freewill more justifiable (Baumrind, 1978; 2012). Parental authority is
legitimized by responsibilities of protection and parents’ better understanding as well
as greater experience of social and physical environment (Baumrind, 2013; Baumrind
and Thompson, 2002). This structure shows important changes over time especially
from childhood to adolescence as it becomes more symmetrical in terms of distribution
of responsibilities and privileges within the family. Symmetrical nature of parent-
adolescent relationship accommodates adolescents’ developing cognitive and social
capacities. Further, this nature enables adolescents to function autonomously in order
to prepare them for taking on adult responsibilities (Baumrind, 2012; 2013; Baumrind
et al., 2010; Sorkhabi, 2010). Relatedly, the structure of families with adolescent
children undergoes a transformation which is defined as the steady state according to
family systems theory. The steady state is used to describe the family context of
adolescent in terms of centripetal and centrifugal processes. (Bowen, 1978; Gavozzi,
2016). Specifically, the centripetal process refers to pulling forces in the family system
which pull family members together for sustaining connectedness among family
members. In contrast, the centrifugal process refers to pushing forces in the system for

maintaining some distance between the members (Broderick, 1993; Stierlin, 1984).



In combination of these processes during the steady state, families with adolescents
try to display tolerance for individuality and autonomy of its members while
maintaining intimacy and connectedness (Bowen, 1978).

Along with these changes that emerge during adolescence, adolescents do not
passively accept and comply with every parental standards and rules. Adolescents can
challenge and resist to those which they view to be illegitimate, immoral and
inappropriate. (Smetana, Robinson and Rote, 2015). Therefore, important differences
in how parents exercise their authority by employing several parental control behaviors
become more substantial during the adolescence in understanding the quality of
parent-adolescent relationship and adolescent adjustment (Baumrind, 2012; 2013;
Baumrind et al., 2010). Numerous studies have consistently demonstrated the direct
link between different forms of parental control behaviors and adolescent adjustment
in terms of internalizing and externalizing symptoms and self-esteem (Barber, 1996;
Bean et al., 2003; Hasebe, Nucci and Nucci, 2004). In addition to these direct links,
several studies demonstrated that the influence of parental control behaviors on
adolescent adjustment was differentiated based on adolescent acknowledgement of
legitimate parental authority. When adolescents view parental authority as legitimate
over issues that their parents attempt to control, their adjustments are less negatively
influenced by the forms of parental control behavior (Hasebe, Nucci and Nucci, 2004;
Smetana and Daddis, 2002). Additionally, adolescents generally reject their parents’
authority over the issues that they consider as personal and should be under their own
control (Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015). Adolescents suffer maladjustment
when their parents exercise intrusive forms of control behaviors over these issues since
these control behaviors undermine their autonomy needs (Hasebe, Nucci and Nucci,
2004; Kakihara et al., 2009). In return, adolescents become more openly disagree with
these control behaviors and resist to parental authority that mainly lead to increased
parent-adolescent conflict (Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015).

The framework of social domain theory is used for explaining the source of
parent-adolescent conflict by emphasizing domain specific parental control behaviors
and legitimacy of parental authority (Sorkhabi, 2010). This theory defines four distinct
domains of socialization which are moral, prudential, personal and social
conventional. These domains differentiate the areas of legitimate parental authority as
well as adolescents’ autonomy. Adolescents’ perception of parents’ legitimate

authority for exercising control for each of these domains also determine the source
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and frequency of parent-adolescent conflict (Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015;
Sorkhabi, 2010). Therefore, in the frame of above-summarized context, main purpose
of this study is to explore how Turkish mothers’ and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs
of parental authority change over different social domains and the contribution of these
domain specific legitimacy beliefs in examining the source of parent-adolescent
conflict.

Additionally, previous studies consistently demonstrated that parental control
behaviors influence adolescents’ adjustment as mentioned above. However, there has
been limited attention given to the role of parent-adolescent relation in the association
between parental control behaviors and adolescents’ adjustment. In other words,
identification of certain variables such as beliefs about legitimacy of parental authority
and parent-adolescent conflict that may have capacity to explain the underlying
mechanism of the direct link between parental control behaviors and adolescent
adjustment was understudied (Kakihara et al., 2009; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013).
Considering the importance of this relation on adolescent well-being and functioning,
this study also aimed to elaborate the relation between different forms of parental
control behaviors and adolescent adjustment by using adolescents’ perceived parent-
adolescent conflict and their legitimacy beliefs as mediators. These mediators were
selected in the frame of Social Domain Theory and evidence-based literature (Hasebe,
Nucci and Nucci, 2004; Kakihara et al., 2009; Smetana and Daddis, 2002). In order to
introduce the main framework of this study, comprehensive description of the social
domain theory was primarily provided.

1.1. Social Domain Theory

Social domain theory was developed by Elliot Turiel (1978, 1979, 1983) from
his research on the development of moral judgment. This theory is accepted as a
theoretical framework for explaining the development of children’s social knowledge
in terms of their understanding of distinct types of social regulations, moral values and
zones of their personal autonomy (Smetana, 2011; Turiel 2015). Former studies with
children and adolescents reported that children’s moral judgments formed by 4 or 6
years of age based on their separate evaluations of moral, social conventional and
personal transgressions (Turiel, 2015). In these studies, children’s and adolescents’
judgments in moral domain were different from their judgments in social conventional
and personal domain. They evaluated moral transgressions involving harm to others

and human welfare to be worse than social conventional and personal transgressions
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(Nucci, 1981; Smetana, 1981; Turiel, 2015). Age differences were found between
children and adolescents when moral acts were presented in conflict with personal
motives and needs in the study of Nucci and Turiel (2009). In this study, children who
were under 14 years of age, mainly chose to act morally in terms of not causing harm
to human welfare even if this choice was presented in conflict with their personal
motives. In contrast, early adolescents who were at the age of 14, focused more on the
notion of fairness and claimed that the personal choice was similar with a moral right.
These adolescents believed that they had a right to select the personal choice even if it
was immoral to choose. In contrast to early adolescents, older adolescents who were
at the age of 16 and 17 had the ability to deliberate moral and immoral components of
a particular social event. Accordingly, they could make the distinction between
people’s ability and right to make personal choice and engage in act consistent with
the moral values in terms of justice, human welfare and harm (Nucci and Turiel, 2009;
Turiel, 2015). Thus, children and adolescents are increasingly becoming better at
coordinating personal and moral as well as social conventional features of social events
and context. As a result, they can make their judgments according to their enhanced
ability to coordinate these features of a social event and context (Nucci and Turiel,
2009; Smetana et al., 2013). In addition, children and adolescents learn to differentiate
the types of regulations and rules which they are legitimately or illegitimately asked
to follow, particularly by their parents. In return, children and adolescents choose to
conform or not conform to those regulations based on this differentiation (Smetana,
2011). Children's and adolescents’ interactions with their parents contribute to their
acquisition of social knowledge because parents have responsibilities for the
transmission of social rules and moral standards as primary agents of this process.
(Smetana, 1999; 2011; Turiel, 2010). Similar to children and adolescents, parents also
differentiate the domains of social knowledge that are qualitatively different from each
other. Correspondingly, their regulation attempts become different in each domain
(Smetana, 1997; Turiel, 2010). These social domains and parental regulations that
applied in these domains were described in the following lines.

Major domains of social knowledge are moral, social conventional, prudential
and personal. Moral domain refers to the issues about how individuals should behave
based on others’ welfare, rights and fairness (Smetana, 2013). Concepts under the
moral domain are accepted as unalterable, impersonal, obligatory and normatively

binding. Parental regulations under this domain are focused on the application of moral
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standards and principles - like not breaking promises, lying to parents, hitting siblings
or friends and stealing money. This application is regulated through communicating
the wrongness of transgressions based on its possible harm to others’ rights and
welfare (Smetana, 2011). Social-conventional domain refers to expectations regarding
appropriate behavior in various social contexts (Smetana, 2013). Conventional
concepts including etiquette, manners, contextually appropriate school and family
rules are believed to arise from different social interactions which pertain rules and
sanctions. Parental regulations are focused on maintaining effective and appropriate
functioning of their children in the family social system and society. These regulations
can be referred to respect for parental authority and family rules as well as cultural
traditions (Smetana, 2011). Prudential domain refers to issues about safety and
comfort of, and harm to, self (Smetana, 2013). Parents generally classify several
behaviors including going to bed late, alcohol and drug consumption, and underage
driving, to be harmful that adolescents should not engage. They frame these behaviors
in prudential terms because of their potential harm to adolescents’ health and safety.
Thus, their socialization attempts are focused on supervision of adolescents’ activities
and monitoring adolescents’ whereabouts to minimize potential harm toward their
adolescent children (Smetana, 2011). Personal domain pertains to preferences and
choices about one’s own body, and other private aspects of one’s life (Smetana, 2013).
It includes choices regarding friends, hairstyles, clothes and leisure time activities and
issues which are unregulated or not seen as conventional in different contexts
(Smetana, 2011). Several issues and events in adolescents’ lives involve elements of
different domains and they are defined as multifaceted (Smetana, 2011). Multifaceted
issues entail both personal and conventional components and overlap domain
boundaries. For example, the messy room can be a prudential issue for parents as
cleanliness is prudentially advisable and tidiness as conventionally necessary whereas
it can be a personal issue for adolescents as their room is their own territory and
individual space (Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005).

Using this domain model, various studies indicated that adolescents and parents
were generally different in their acknowledgment of parents’ right to use their
authority over different social domains (Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005).
In particular, parents and adolescents mainly disagreed with each other about the
boundaries of legitimate parental authority over what adolescents perceive to be

personal. These disagreements mainly lead to parent-adolescent conflicts.
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1.2. Domain Specific Beliefs of Legitimacy and Parent-Adolescent Conflict
Studies of parent-adolescent relation showed that parents and adolescents had
different beliefs about parents’ legitimate authority to control diverse areas of youths’
lives. This difference is mainly conceptualized by four major social domains (Smetana,
2011). In particular, adolescents believe that their parents have legitimate authority in
several domains, but not in others. On the contrary, parents mainly believe that they
retain legitimate authority over all domains even if they grant autonomy to adolescents
in several domains (Smetana, 1988; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Specifically,
parents believe that they have legitimate authority to regulate moral and social
conventional domains and adolescents are mainly accept their parents’ legitimate
authority in these domains. Adolescents generally agree moral and conventional
concerns of their parents since moral and social conventional issues have
consequences on others welfare and social coordination (Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-
Lake, 2015; Smetana, Asquith, 1994). Conversely, personal and prudential issues have
consequences on the self and personal welfare. Therefore, parents and adolescents
have less mutual agreement about their legitimacy beliefs over these domains. The
reason for this is that personal and prudential issues pertain to self even if majority of
studies make conceptual distinction between them (Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2011).
Prudential issues contain issues of harm to self and safety that include several risk-
taking behaviors which constitute one of the specific concerns of parents during the
adolescence (Smetana, 1989; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Therefore, parents
view more legitimate authority over these issues and they believe that they have a
responsibility of regulating and controlling issues that pertain adolescents’ health and
safety. In contrast, adolescents believe that they are personal issues. However, at the
same time, adolescents also classify these issues, particularly risk-taking behaviors, as
prudentially unacceptable. Therefore, adolescents mainly agree that their parents have
legitimate authority to control and regulate these issues (Smetana and Asquith, 1994).
Parents and adolescents have conflicting views about their legitimacy beliefs over
personal domain even if they both agree that adolescents should have some control
and personal jurisdiction over this domain. Notwithstanding, they generally disagree
about how much autonomy should adolescents have as well as the content of what is
treated under the personal domain (Padilla-Walker et al., 2013; Smetana, 1988;
Smetana, 1989; Smetana, 2011; Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015; Smetana and
Asquith, 1994). Adolescents resist against the overly intrusive parental authority and
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regulation over this domain. Their resistance is explained as a need to establish
boundaries between the self and others which is critical for the development of their
personal autonomy and individual identity (Nucci, 2001; Nucci, Hasebe and Lins-
Dyer, 2005; Smetana and Daddis, 2002). In contrast, parents are generally restricting
adolescents’ personal domain more than they will accept. In brief, parents and
adolescents mainly agree that parents have legitimate authority to regulate moral,
social conventional and prudential domains. However, they mainly disagree in their
legitimacy beliefs over the personal domain. This disagreement between parents and
adolescents about their diverse beliefs about the extent of control that parents have a
right to have or not have over adolescents’ behavior lead to parent-adolescent conflict
(Padilla-Walker et al., 2013; Steinberg and Silverberg, 1986). For instance, social
conventional and moral domains are generally the infrequent topics of parent-
adolescent conflict based on the mutual agreement between parents and adolescents’
beliefs about the legitimacy of parental authority over these domains (Smetana, 1988;
1989; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Similarly, parents and adolescents’ beliefs
about the legitimacy of parental authority show less divergence over prudential domain
based on adolescents’ awareness of potential risks of prudential issues, especially
about engaging into risk-taking behaviors. Therefore, parents and adolescents have
less frequent conflicts in prudential domain than they have over personal domain
(Smetana, 2011; Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015; Smetana and Asquith, 1994).
Different views of parents and adolescents about their legitimacy beliefs over personal
domain are mainly the source of conflict within families. Parents and adolescents are
reporting higher numbers and more frequent conflicts in this domain (Padilla-Walker
et al., 2013; Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2011; Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015;
Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Conflicts are mainly occurred because adolescents’
claim for personal choice and autonomy are contradicted with their parents’
consideration of coordinating and maintaining the social system within the family as
well as protecting adolescents’ welfare (Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2011; Smetana and
Asquith, 1994).

Previous studies about parent-adolescent relations from various ethnic groups
supported this contradiction between parents and adolescents. These studies showed
that disagreements about the boundary of parental authority was an important source
of parent-adolescent conflict across various cultures even if they were different in their

emphasis of individual autonomy and conformity to authority (Fuligni, 1998; Nucci,
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Camino and Sapiro, 1996; Smetana, 2000; 2011). For instance, Chinese families are
mainly described by a hierarchical structure and respect and deference are expected
for parental authority based on the Confucian values (Chao, 1995; Chen-Gaddini,
2012; Pye, 1992; Yau and Smetana, 2003). Similarly, African American and Latino
families also emphasize the obedience and respect toward parental authority (Smetana,
2011; Villalobos Solis, Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan, 2016). Maintaining family
harmony is an important traditional norm among these cultures and differences as well
as disagreements between parents and adolescents are more likely downplayed for the
sake of harmony (Fuligni, 1998; Shon and Ja, 1982). In contrast, European American
families are generally characterized by their higher value for individual autonomy.
Adolescents from these families are mainly encouraged to form and assert their own
ideas. Modest amounts of parent-adolescent conflict are generally tolerated in these
families in order for adolescents to develop a healthy sense of identity (Cooper, 1988;
Fuligni, 1998). Despite the differences among these cultures with respect to their
emphasis on individual autonomy and obedience to authority, adolescents’ autonomy
desires and concept of personal domain are maintained by members of all cultures.
Additionally, desire for autonomy and concept of personal domain are found to be
associated with parent-adolescent conflict across various cultures (Fuligni, 1998; Yau
and Smetana, 1996). Accordingly, adolescents’ higher endorsement of personal choice
and tendency to act upon based on their autonomy desires rather than social
conventions of their cultures were found among Puerto Rican, Chinese and African
American adolescents (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Smetana, 2000; 2011; Villalobos Solis,
Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan, 2016). In addition, Chinese and African American
adolescents reported higher and more frequent parent-adolescent conflicts over their
personal domain. These adolescents reasoned about these conflicts as their way of
exercising and maintaining personal control (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Smetana, 2000;
2011; Yau and Smetana; 1996; 2003). On the other hand, parents, especially mothers
among these cultures, had attempts to restrict adolescents’ control over personal
domain based on their social conventional concerns including respect and conformity
to authority, particularly elder members (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Smetana, 2000; 2011;
Villalobos Solis, Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan, 2016). Accordingly, autonomy is
accepted as a basic human need since adolescents and their parents are found to be
regarded several issues as personal. Additionally, different legitimacy beliefs of

parents and adolescents with respect to the degree of adolescents’ autonomy over these
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issues are shown to lead conflicts among families from various cultures (Fuligni, 1998;
Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015).

Beside culture, some social and contextual conditions such as socioeconomic
status and gender hierarchy were shown to influence the value of individual autonomy
and where parents as well as adolescents draw boundaries between domains of
personal control and parental authority (Fuligni, 1998; Nucci, Camino and Sapiro,
1996). For example, Ataca, Diri and Kagit¢ibasi (2005) reported that Turkish mothers
from urban low SES and rural groups promoted higher obedience from their children.
In contrast, higher autonomy and self-reliance were mainly promoted by urban high
SES mothers. Moreover, they also found such difference between female and male
adolescents in which higher autonomy was granted to males rather than females.
Higher supervision and control were exercised by the parents of female adolescents
(Ataca, 1992; Kagitcibasi, 2013). Similar differences about parental emphasis of
autonomy were found by Kohn (1969) between Italian and American middle and low
SES families as well as by Wainryb and Turiel (1994) between Druze Arab males and
females. Moving from that, parental legitimacy beliefs were found to be differentiated
for males and females as well as between low SES and high SES parents. Smetana and
Asquith (1994) found that European American parents viewed higher legitimacy over
personal domain for female adolescents whereas they viewed higher legitimacy over
moral and prudential domains for male adolescents due to their greater risk for harm
and deviant behaviors (Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Similarly, African American
mothers viewed higher legitimacy in moral, prudential and social conventional
domains for males due to their attempts to protect their sons from external threats of
racism and prejudice (Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005). Furthermore,
African American, Palestinian, and Iranian parents from high SES groups reported less
legitimacy over personal domain than parents from low SES groups (Assadi et al.,
2011; Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015; Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr,
2005). On the contrary, legitimacy beliefs of adolescents from diverse SES groups did
not differ from each other as much as their parents because concepts of personal
domain and autonomy were found to be maintained across various SES groups (Chen-
Gaddini, 2012; Nucci, Camino and Sapiro, 1996; Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr,
2005; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Consistently, Chen-Gaddini (2012) and Yau and
Smetana (1996) found that Chinese adolescents from rural and low SES group

generally reasoned about conflicts with their parents as issues of exercising personal
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control and jurisdiction. Similarly, Nucci, Camino and Sapiro (1996) and Smetana
(2000) found that Brazilian and African American adolescents from low and middle
SES groups had similar legitimacy beliefs over personal domain as their counterparts
in high SES had. High SES group adolescents from these studies were found to be
endorsed less legitimacy over their personal domain when they were younger from
their counterparts in low and middle SES groups. However, with age, this difference
disappeared and adolescents from both SES groups regarded less legitimacy and
higher personal control over their personal domain. These adolescents justified their
legitimacy beliefs over this domain in terms of agency, autonomy and individuality
(Nucci, Camino and Sapiro, 1996; Smetana, 2000; 2011).

To sum up, adolescents’ claims of personal discretion and autonomy were
maintained across diverse cultures such as Chinese, African American and Latinos.
That is, adolescents from these cultures focused on the personal nature of personal
matters that entailed choice, preference and prerogative when they stated less
legitimacy over these matters. In addition to the types of issues which are legitimately
or illegitimately controlled by parents, adolescents also disagree with their parents’
forms of exercising their control behaviors (Smetana and Daddis, 2002). Adolescents’
disagreements occurred as a reaction to over control and intrusive behaviors of their
parents over the matters of personal choice and autonomy. These forms of parental
control behaviors are found to be set the stage for increased parent-adolescent conflict.
In addition, these behaviors also influence the extent of adolescent adjustment by
undermining their ability and need for functioning autonomously (Hasebe, Nucci and
Nucci, 2004; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). Thus, diverse forms of parental control
behaviors and research findings about their direct links to adolescents’ adjustment
were reviewed in the following section.

1.3. Parental Control Behaviors

Parental control behaviors have been accepted as a dimension of parenting and
these behaviors are varied from excessive and intrusive control to autonomy support
(Smetana, 2011). In addition, these behaviors are found to be associated with children
and adolescents’ psychological, social, and emotional adjustment (Kakihara et al.,
2009; Maccoby and Martin, 1983). Each parental control behavior is related to children
and adolescents’ adjustment in unique ways. Moving from that, earlier studies about
parenting generally differentiated the term parental control behavior as psychological

control and behavioral control based on the target of control (youths’ behavior or
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psychological world) as well as the influence of the control on adolescents’ adjustment
(Barber, 1996; Barber, Olsen and Shagle, 1994; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2005).
Accordingly, psychological control means parental behaviors which intrude children’s
thoughts and feelings that parents majorly use various manipulative techniques such
as guilt-induction, shaming and love withdrawal (Barber, 1996). Specifically, parents
attempt to bring adolescents’ behavior under their control by making them feel
ashamed, guilty, and threatening them with withdrawal of parental love. Further,
adolescents are more likely believe that they matter less to their parents and they also
feel sad, angry, and intruded on when they perceive higher psychological control
(Selguk, 2019). In other words, parents intend to coerce adolescents into compliance
which lead adolescents to experience an inner conflict between the maintenance of the
personal desires and compliance with the parental demands (Barber, 1996; Barber,
Olsen and Shagle, 1994; Kakihara et al., 2009). This conflict can result in emotional
distress because adolescents’ psychological and emotional well-being are
compromised (Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). Consistently, majority of studies
demonstrated that psychological control was positively associated with adolescents’
internalizing symptoms, especially depressive symptoms (Barber, 1996; Barber, Olsen
and Shagle, 1994) and negatively associated with adolescents’ self-esteem (Barber and
Harmon, 2002; Bean et al., 2003).

In contrast to psychological control, behavioral control refers to parental
behaviors that aim to structure, regulate, and monitor the children’s behaviors through
supervision, setting limits and communication of rules (Barber, 1996; Barber, Olsen
and Shagle, 1994). Behavioral control is intended to provide a structure for appropriate
behavior by using clear expectations and monitoring of the adolescents’ behaviors.
This structure is aimed to foster self-regulation abilities of adolescents and increase in
self-regulation is assumed to be related to less externalizing symptoms (Barber et al.,
2005; Kakikhara et al., 2009; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). Numerous studies in
literature supported this assumption and they demonstrated that behavioral control was
negatively associated with antisocial behaviors, delinquency, and substance abuse
(Barber, 1996; Barber, Olsen and Shagle, 1994; Bean et al., 2006). In addition,
behavioral control was also found to be positively associated with adolescents’ self-
esteem in a Turkish sample (Kindap, Sayil and Kumru, 2008). Accordingly, Turkish
adolescents interpreted behavioral control in more positive way because they viewed

these control behaviors such as rule-setting and their parents’ attempts to obtain
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information about their out-of-home activities as an indication of parental concern and
care (Selcuk, 2019) Nevertheless, the association between behavioral control and
adolescents’ self-esteem was not found in studies from other cultures since self-esteem
was thought to be an internalized construct and expected to be more related with the
psychological control (Bean et al., 2003).

In conclusion, findings regarding the influence of psychological control and
behavioral control on adolescents’ adjustment revealed that these diverse forms of
parental control behaviors related to opposite social and psychological outcomes in
adolescence. In addition, adolescents have different interpretations about parental
control behaviors based on their needs and desires. Adolescents’ interpretations of
parental control behaviors were studied in several studies in order to understand how
their adjustment was influenced from their parents’ control behaviors (e.g., Barber,
Olsen and Shagle, 1994; Kakihara et al., 2009). These interpretations were found to be
depend on whether adolescents believed that their parents had legitimate authority to
exercise their control over certain social domains and whether they were willing to
cooperate with this parental control (Kakihara et al., 2009). Therefore, research
findings with respect to adolescents’ interpretations of different parental control
behaviors (psychological control, behavioral control) based on their legitimacy beliefs
over four social domains (moral, prudential, personal, and social conventional) were
provided in the following section. In addition, several studies about how adolescents’
beliefs about the legitimacy of parental authority to exercise certain control behaviors
over different social domains influence their perceptions about parent-adolescent
conflict as well as their adjustment were also reviewed in the next section.

1.4 Domains and Parental Control Behaviors

Parental control behaviors can move beyond the healthy guidance, supervision
and monitoring into over intrusive parental attempts to control behaviors related to
issues in private and personal aspects of adolescents’ lives (Nucci, Hasebe and Lins-
Dyer, 2005). Adolescents generally resist to intrusive forms of parental control mainly
in terms of psychological control, especially over the issues which they perceive as
personal. Therefore, when adolescents perceive higher intrusion or more generally
psychological control, they disagree with the domain that is being controlled by their
parents as well as the way that parental control is exercised over that domain (Hasebe,
Nucci and Nucci, 2004; Smetana and Daddis, 2002; Sorkhabi, 2010). In other words,

adolescents’ perceptions of parental control as psychological/intrusive or not influence
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by their legitimacy beliefs over the issues that their parents attempt to control and
regulate (Sorkhabi, 2010). For instance, Smetana and Daddis (2002) demonstrated that
when adolescents perceived that their parents excessively controlled and regulated
issues within their personal domain, they viewed their parents as intrusive and reject
such regulation. In this study, adolescents’ evaluation of intrusiveness and overcontrol
was seen for psychological control as well as behavioral control because higher degree
of behavioral control was also found to be related to adolescents’ feelings of
overcontrolled and violation of their privacy (Hawk et al., 2008; Kerr and Stattin,
2000). Therefore, adolescents viewed that high levels of psychological and behavioral
control were equally intrusive, especially, when these control behaviors were
exercised over their personal domain. Additionally, adolescents evaluated these
control behaviors as manipulative rather than supportive and protective (Hasebe,
Nucci and Nucci, 2004; Kakihara et al., 2009). Hasebe, Nucci and Nucci (2004)
elaborated these findings by demonstrating how parents’ intrusive control attempts in
personal domain were associated with internalized symptoms in adolescents.
Specifically, Japanese and American adolescents were found to be showed higher
depression, anxiety and somatization as a result of their perceived intrusive parental
control attempts into their personal domain. When parental control attempts became
intrusive into personal and private sphere of adolescents’ lives, adolescents viewed
such attempts as similar to psychological control since adolescents’ perceptions of
psychological control mainly related to their views about how their parents respond to
their autonomy related needs (Nucci, Hasebe and Lins-Dyer, 2005; Smetana, 2011,
Smetana and Daddis, 2002). Thus, parental control attempts which violated
adolescents’ personal domain and undermined their autonomy needs associated with
internalized symptoms which were similar to the influence of psychological control on
adolescents’ adjustment.

The ways parents regulate, particularly over adolescents’ personal domain did
not only threaten adolescents’ adjustment, but also found to be related to higher and
more frequent parent-adolescent conflict (Dekovi¢, 1999; Sorkhabi, 2010; Steeger and
Gondoli, 2013). For instance, Steeger and Gondoli (2013) found that mothers used
higher psychological control, mainly in terms of blaming, criticizing, and inducing
guilt when they previously experienced frequent and challenging conflicts with their
adolescent children. Accordingly, adolescents from their study reported higher

psychological control and more frequent conflicts with their mothers (Barber and
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Harmon, 2002; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). In contrast to psychological control,
adolescents’ participatory role in rule construction and decision making within their
family as well as parents’ use of reason to explain their position, particularly during
disagreements, are viewed as more autonomy granting by adolescents. Specifically,
rule construction refers to the degree which determines the adolescent’s participation
into the family decision making in terms of rules and expectations within the family.
In addition to that, use of reason refers to parents’ explanation and defense of their
directives and their openness and acknowledgment of adolescents’ perspective
(Sorkhabi, 2010). Consistently, Sorkhabi (2010) found that adolescents reported less
frequent conflicts with their mothers when they participated into the rule construction
process within their family. Moreover, mothers’ willingness to use of reasoning were
found to be related with less frequent conflict and more cooperation between mothers
and adolescents since mothers showed higher acknowledgement and respect to
adolescent’s viewpoints during conflicts. This was mainly because parental use of
reasoning led adolescents to gain more independence as well as individuation by
letting them voice their own point of view (Sorkhabi, 2010).

In addition to the association between control behaviors and parent-adolescent
conflict, parent-adolescent conflict is also related to the extent of adolescent
adjustment. This relation has been confirmed in many studies in the literature
(Dekovi¢, 1999; Greenberger and Chen, 1996; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010;
Tucker, Mchale and Crouter, 2003; Wang, Brinkworth and Eccles, 2013; Weymouth
et al., 2006). For example, Dekovi¢ (1999) showed that, parental strictness which
referred to parents’ inflexibility in enforcing rules and hindrance of adolescents’ voices
in family decision making process, was found to be related with adolescents’ inability
of modulating their impulsive expressions. In other words, adolescents who perceived
higher parental strictness, showed higher impulsive expressions and reported more
frequent conflicts with their parents. These adolescents also reported higher depressive
symptoms and low self-esteem as a result of their frequent conflicts with their parents
(Dekovi¢, 1999). Consistent with this finding, Greenberger, and Chen (1996) found
that European American and Asian American reported higher depressive symptoms
when they perceived more frequent conflicts with their parents particularly, over their
personal issues such as leisure time activities and privacy. In the similar vein, Wang,
Brinkworth and Eccles (2013) found that European American and African American

adolescents also reported higher depressive symptoms at ages of 13 to 18 when they
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had more frequent conflicts with their parents at the age of 13. Tucker, Mchale and
Crouter (2003) also indicated that adolescents reported low self-esteem when had more
frequent conflicts with their parents. Finally, Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas (2010) showed
that Latino adolescents reported low self-esteem and higher levels of internalizing
symptoms in terms of anxiety and depression when they also perceived frequent
conflicts with their parents.
1.5. The Current Study

Social domain theory and evidence-based literature revealed that adolescents
and parents’ legitimacy beliefs of parental authority varied in terms of socialization
domain (moral, prudential, personal and social conventional). Parents and adolescents
generally did not agree about their legitimacy beliefs, especially over
adolescents’personal domain (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2002; 2005;
Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Parents and adolescents mainly disagreed about how
much autonomy and personal discretion that adolescent could have over this domain.
This was mainly because adolescents’ increased desire for autonomy contradicted with
their parents’ conventional and pragmatic concerns (Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2011). In
addition, adolescent’s parental control perceptions were found to be related to their
beliefs about the legitimacy of parental authority which were specific to the
socialization domain that was attempted to control by their parents. In return,
adolescents rejected their parents’ authority and showed resistance to their control
behaviors which triggered parent-adolescent conflict (Sorkhabi, 2010; Turiel, 2015).
These findings were mainly coming from Western societies who placed higher
emphasis on individual autonomy. However, findings from non-Western societies
confirmed western findings even if they emphasized more obedience and compliance
rather than autonomy (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Nucci, Camino and Sapiro, 1996;
Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Villalobos Solis, Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan,
2016).In addition to these non-Western cultures, Turkish families are generally
characterized by a generational hierarchy which parents emphasized great obedience
and conformity to parental authority in order to maintain harmony within the family
(Ataca, Diri and Kagit¢ibasi, 2005). For that reason, parent-adolescent relation in
terms of their legitimacy beliefs and conflicts over four social domains among Turkish
families are wondered because Turkish families have not been studied in terms of
legitimacy beliefs and contribution of these beliefs to parent-adolescent conflict over

different social domains.
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Furthermore, adolescents’ beliefs about the legitimacy of parental authority were also
found to be influenced their interpretations about parental control behaviors
(psychological and behavioral control). In particular, adolescents interpreted these
behaviors as intrusive and coercive when they viewed less legitimate authority over a
social domain which these behaviors were exercised (Kakihara et al., 2009; Smetana
and Daddis, 2002). Accordingly, adolescents’ adjustment, particularly in terms of
internalizing symptoms and self-esteem, was found to be influenced from their
interpretations (Hasebe, Nucci and Nucci, 2004; Smetana and Daddis, 2002).
Additionally, their interpretations were also found to be related with increased parent-
adolescent conflict, particularly in terms of its frequency. That is, adolescents showed
higher resistance to their parents’ authority when they perceived intrusive forms of
parental control, particularly over their personal domain. As a result, their resistance
led to more frequent parent-adolescent conflict (Sorkhabi, 2010; Steeger and Gondoli,
2013). Moreover, adolescents’ adjustment was also found to be influenced by frequent
parent-adolescent conflict (Dekovi¢, 1999; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010; Tucker,
Mchale and Crouter, 2003; Wang, Brinkworth and Eccles, 2013). Based on these
findings, the relation between parental control behaviors and adolescent adjustment
was considered to vary according to adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and their
perception of conflict frequency. Considering the importance of this relation to
adolescents’ general well-being, mediator roles of adolescents’ general legitimacy
beliefs and their perceived conflict frequency were wondered to illustrate possible
underlying mechanism in the direct relation between parental control behaviors and
adolescent adjustment. Taken together, there were two purposes of the current study
in order to expand existing literature of parent-adolescent relations. The primary
purpose of this study was to understand Turkish mothers’ and adolescents’ legitimacy
beliefs over four social domains and their relations with perceived parent-adolescent
conflict over these domains. The secondary purpose of this study was to illustrate the
mediator roles of legitimacy beliefs and conflict frequency in the relation between
parental control behaviors (behavioral and psychological control) and adolescent
adjustment (depressive symptoms and self-esteem) in order to elaborate the link
between parental control behaviors and adolescents’ adjustment.

This thesis study was taken from a comprehensive TUBITAK project that
examined the social domain theory in a broader context. Based on this general frame

and major purposes, this study was planned in two steps. First step was based on
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descriptive questions while the second step was based on a proposed mediation model
which was tested within the framework of social domain theory. In the first step, two
research questions were asked to explore the conceptualization of parental authority in
the frame of perceived legitimacy of and conflict with parental authority: (1) To what
extent do mothers’ and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and perceived parent-child
conflicts change in terms of adolescent’s gender and family SES in each social
domain? (2) How do adolescents and their mother’s legitimacy beliefs and perceptions
of parent-adolescent conflict change in terms of social domains?

For the second step, the main research question was “How do adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs and views of parent-adolescent conflict mediate the relation between
the adolescent’s perceived parental control behaviors and their adjustment (self-report
depressive symptoms and self-esteem)?”” Three hypothesis were proposed according
to this question: (1) Perceived psychological control will be in a negative relationship
with self-esteem and but on the contrary, a positive relationship with depressive
symptoms (2) On the other hand, perceived behavioral control will be in a positive
relationship with self-esteem however, in a negative relationship with depressive
symptoms (3) Lastly, adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and perceived conflict frequency
will be mediators in the relationship between parental control behaviors and

adolescents’ adjustment (e.g. self-esteem and depressive symptoms).
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CHAPTER 2

METHOD

The data of the current study were retrieved from the database of a
comprehensive project granted by TUBITAK (Project nu: 113K208). This project was
about parents’ and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs of parental authority in the frame of
some cultural (filial piety, collectivism) characteristics and social and economic
mobility of families in Ankara. Data were collected through interviews with mothers
and adolescents and lasted approximately an hour. This project explored the
contribution of Turkish mothers’ and adolescents’ difference in their conceptualization
of parental authority over four major social domains (moral, prudential, personal and
social conventional) to their reports of parent-adolescent conflict, conflict resolutions,
parental control, and acceptance of control by adolescents over these domains. In
addition, parental control behaviors and indicators of their adjustment were also
assessed. Complete sample of this project was used for this thesis study. However,
only related measures of the project were taken for this study.

2.1. Participants

The sample consisted of 151 adolescents and their mothers. Adolescents were
mainly in middle school (grade 6 to 8) and high school (grade 9 to 10) students and
there were 73 males and 78 females in the sample. Mean ages of adolescents were
13.91 (1.54). Descriptive statistics of adolescent demographics were presented in
Table 1.1.

Table 1.1. SES, Gender and Age of Adolescents

SES AGE
Low Mid-High Total .
M SD  Min. Max.
n (%) n (%) n (%)
5 Female 49 (56.98) 29 (44.62) 78 (51.66) 1401 154 11.00 17.00
o
c
o Male 37 (43.02) 36 (55.38) 73(48.34)  13.80 154 11.00 17.00
Total 86 (56.95) 65 (43.05) 151 (100.00) 13.91 1.54 11.00 17.00
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Families were selected from low, upper-middle, and high socioeconomic
backgrounds. Participants in low SES group were drawn from Social Assistance and
Solidarity Foundations (“Sosyal Yardimlasma ve Dayamisma Vakiflar1”) in
Yenimahalle, Kegioren and Sincan which were under the provincial directorate of
Ministry of Family and Social Policies (“Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanhg il
Midiirligii”) in Ankara. Among families that were reached by these foundations, 86
adolescent and mother agreed to participate from low SES groups. Participants in
middle-high SES groups were recruited via high SES schools, social media
announcements, and press and media organs of universities in Ankara. 65 mothers and
their adolescent children who returned to these announcements and agreed to
participate from middle-high SES groups. Mothers’ mean ages were 38.45 (5.99) for
low SES and 43.31(4.62) for high SES. Descriptive statistics of mothers were
presented in Table 1.2.

Table 1.2. SES, Education and Age of Mothers

SES
Low Middle-High Total
Education n (%) n (%) n (%)
Iliterate 4 (4.65) - 4 (2.65)
Literate 8 (9.30) - 8 (5.30)
Primary School 51 (59.30) 2(3.08) 53 (35.10)
Middle School 10 (11.63) 2 (3.08) 12 (7.95)
High School 13 (15.12) 16 (24.62) 29 (19.20)
Junior College - 6 (9.23) 6 (3.97)
College - 31 (47.69) 31 (20.53)
Master/PhD - 8 (12.30) 8 (5.30)
Total 86 (100.00) 65 (100.00) 151 (100)
Age M (SD) 38.45(5.99) 43.31 (4.62) 40.54 (5.94)

2.2. Measures

In this study, quantitative measures were used through two types of booklets.
The first booklet contained interview questions and the second booklet contained
several questionnaires which were described in the following sections.
2.2.1. Measures taken from the Interview Part of the Project

Semi structured interviews were used as stated before and interview format were
created based on the past studies about the social domain theory (Smetana, Yau, 1996;
Smetana, 2000; Smetana, Daddis and Chuang, 2003). These interviews were tested in
terms of their clarity and relevance by a pilot study which was held among close circle

Moving from this study, interview formats were finalized.
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Conceptions of Parental Authority: A pilot study was conducted within the
scope of the project to determine the behaviors as being theoretically related to issues
in different social domains. As a result, a total number of 12 behaviors were selected.
Each social domain was represented by approximately three behaviors which
represented issues. For instance, “Anne babanin hoglanmadigi akranlarla goriismek”
behavior was an issue under the prudential domain and “Telefonda uzun sire
konusmak/telefonu elden birakmamak™ was an issue under the personal domain. Since
each issue was represented and measured with a behavior, these two terms (issue and
behavior) were used interchangeably in the text. All behaviors/issues were presented
in Table 2. Both adolescents and their parents were asked to determine: (1) “Whether
it is OK or not OK for parents to make a rule about the behavior/issue?”” This question
was asked to determine the legitimacy of parental authority. Answers to these
questions were given as “yes” or “no” and in that case, “yes” coded as 1 and “no”
coded as O for the further analysis. Items which were coded as one, were counted for
percentages and mean scores of legitimacy beliefs were calculated for each issue and
domain.

Conflict: The same behaviors were presented to both parents and adolescents
and they were asked to determine: (1) “Whether you had a conflict with your
children/parent over this behavior/issue or not?” This question was asked to determine
the conflict presence. Answers to this question were given as “yes” or “no” and “yes”
coded as 1 and “no” coded as 0 for the further analysis. Then if the answer is yes, they
asked to determine the conflict frequency on a 4-point scale ranging 1 (almost never)
to 4 (several times a week). Percentages of conflicts were computed as defined for
legitimacy beliefs. Means scores of conflict perception were computed both by using
parents and adolescents scores for conflict presence (0 or 1) and conflict frequency (1
to 4). In particular, mean scores of conflict perception were calculated by using
presence/absence of conflict plus their reported conflict frequency. Issues of parent-
adolescent conflict over different domains were also given in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1. Behaviors/lIssues that characterize different social domains

Legitimacy and Conflict Issues Domains
1 Insanlarla bir seyleri paylasmak ve yardimlasmak Moral
2 Anne babanin hoslanmadig1 akranlarla goriismek Prudential
3 Telefonda uzun siire konugmak/ telefonu elden birakmamak Personal
4 Bir bagkasina (ya da bir bagkasinin malina) zarar vermek Moral
5 Agir makyaj yapmak / kiipe takmak (fiziksel goriiniiste asirilik) Personal
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6 Argo/kiifiirlii konugmak (konusma tarzi) Social-conventional
7 Okulda notlarin diisiik olmasi Prudential

8 Yalan sdylemek Moral

9 Anne babayla birlikte akraba ziyaretine gitmek Social- conventional
10 Evde sorumlu olunan isleri yapmamak Social-conventional
11 Sigara icmek Prudential

12 Kendi kiyafetlerini se¢gmek Personal

2.2.2. Measures taken from Questionnaire Part of the Project

Parental Control Behaviors: Adolescents’ perceptions about their parents’
behavioral control and psychological control were assessed by using certain scales.

Psychological Control: Psychological control was assessed by “Psychological
Control Scale — Youth Self-Report” of Barber (1996) in which contained 8 items and
responses were given on a five-point Likert scale. The eight-item scale demonstrated
adolescents’ own perceptions and assessments about their parents’ psychological
control over them (e.g., “Eger baz1 seylerde onun gibi diislinmezsem bana soguk
davranir.”). Turkish adaptation study was held by Sayil and Kindap (2010) and the
reliability coefficient (Cronbach alpha) was .86 for mother form and .89 for father
form. In the pilot study of the project which held with 1003 adolescents, the reliability
coefficient, Cronbach alpha was .72.

Behavioral Control: Behavioral control was measured by “Parental Regulation
Scale-Youth Self Report” (specifically “Parental Expectations for Behavior” and
“Parental Monitoring of Behavior” subscales) which was developed by Barber (2002)
and revised by Soenens, Vansteenkiste, Luyckx & Goossens (2006). The scale
contained 12 items and also used five-point likert scale for responses (e.g., “Annemin
evde ve disarida nasil davranmam gerektigi ile ilgili beklentileri agiktir.”). Turkish
adaptation study was held by Kindap (2011) and the reliability coefficient (Cronbach
alpha) was .83 for mothers’ form and .76 for fathers’ form. For the current study, the
pilot study which was conducted with 917 middle school and high school students,
indicated that the reliability coefficient (Cronbach alpha) was .78.

Adolescents’ Adjustment: Adolescents’ perceived self-esteem and depressive
symptoms were measured by specific scales in order to determine the extent of their
adjustment.

Self-Esteem: To determine adolescents’ perceived self-esteem, “Self-Perception
Profile for Adolescents” (SPPA) was used which developed by Harter (1988). The

scale contained 10 items (e.g., “Siklikla kendimle ilgili hayal kiriklig1 yasarim.” and
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“Cogunlukla benden beklenen sekilde davranirim.”). Responses were given on a 5-
point Likert scale ranging from 1(completely false) to 5 (completely true). Turkish
adaptation study was held by Sahin and Guveng (1996) and the reliability coefficient
(Cronbach alpha) was .88. The pilot study which was done with 1015 adolescents from
middle school and high school, indicated that the reliability coefficient (Cronbach
alpha) was .80.

Depressive Symptoms: To assess adolescents perceived depressive symptoms,
12 item scale of Radloff (1977) was used. Responses were given on a 4-point Likert
scale. Participants were asked to respond each item by determining how often they
experience each situation (e.g., “Insanlarin benden hoslanmadigimi hissettim.” and
“Yaptigim her seyi kendimi zorlayarak yaptigimi hissettim.”). The scale is ranging
from O (rarely or none of the time that refers to less than 1 day) to 3 (most or all of the
time which refers to 5 and 7 days).The Cronbach’s Alpha of the scale was .79 in the
pilot study with 738 adolescents.

Socioeconomic Status (SES): Socioeconomic Status Index was developed by
Kalaycioglu, Celik, Celen and Tiirkyilmaz (2010). Index included some questions
related to household such as “Kendinizin, esinizin ve bu anketi cevapladiginiz
¢ocugunuz hari¢ 15 yasin iistiinde olup evde sizinle birlikte yasayan aile iiyelerinin
egitim durumu nedir?”, “Su anda oturmakta oldugunuz ev? (size ya da esinize ait,
aileden birine ait, kira denmiyor, aileden birine ait, kira 6deniyor, baskasina ait, kira
Odeniyor, lojman)”, “Oturulan evin tirii nedir? (gecekondu, apartman dairesi,
gecekondu olmayan miistakil ev, villa)”, “Eviniz nasil 1sinmiyor?”, “Oturdugunuz evde;
bulasik makinesi, birden fazla televizyon, DVD, tablet bilgisayar, internet baglantisi
bulunmakta midir?”, “Oturdugunuz ev disinda eviniz var m1?”, “Otomobiliniz var
m1?” and parents were asked to state work statues of the household. These questions
were used to calculate SES of each family in the project and calculations were made
based on the article of Kalaycioglu, Celik, Celen and Tiirkyi1lmaz (2010). Based on
these calculations, levels of family SES for the current study were computed as two
levels. These levels were labelled as “low SES” group and “middle-high SES” group.
2.3. Procedure:

The procedure of this study was applied through two phases. Applications of
these phases were done by project scholars as well as master and PhD students. These
scholars and students were trained for the application process by the project

administrators. Turning to phases in detail, each phase was applied through a booklet.
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In particular, first booklet contained semi structured interview questions either for
mothers or adolescents. They were asked to answer these interview questions
separately in individual sessions. These sessions were approximately lasted an hour.
The second booklet contained several questionnaires which have been shown
statistically reliable and relevant. Adolescents and mothers also individually
participated into these questionnaire sessions that took 20-25 minutes. The main reason
of the individual application procedure was the difficulties about several questions
which were experienced by the participants from low SES schools.

The required permissions for interviews and questionnaires with low and
middle-high SES families were taken from related institutions in Ankara. Interviews
and administration of questionnaires for mothers and adolescents from low SES were
held at places provided by previously mentioned foundations. Middle-high SES
mothers and adolescents were interviewed and they filled the questionnaires at the
developmental psychology laboratory of Hacettepe University and psychology
department of TED University. In accordance with the goals of the current study
interview questions and questionnaires related to following subjects were taken from
the project booklets:

Mothers’ and adolescents’ conceptualization of parental authority over different social
domains

Parent-adolescent conflict and frequency of their conflict over different social domains
Parental control behaviors including psychological and behavioral control

As indicators of the adolescents’ psychosocial well-being, self-esteem, and depressive

symptoms measures.
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CHAPTER 3

RESULTS

The main analyses of this study were conducted with the sample of 151 mothers
and adolescents. Before conducting the main analyses in order to answer the research
questions and to test the hypothesis of this study, descriptive statistics of the studied
variables were provided in the following sections. Afterwards, results of the main
analyses were presented in subsequent sections after descriptive statistics and
correlations.

3.1. Descriptive Statistics and Correlations
3.1.1 Descriptive Statistics of the Studied Variables

The descriptive statistics including mean, standard deviation, median, minimum
maximum ranges as well as skewness and kurtosis of the variables were reported in
Table 3.1. According to this table, skewness and kurtosis values for the variables had
some deviations from normality. These values were generally above +1 and showed
positive kurtosis and skewness. Several of these values were below -1 and showed
negative skewness. Specifically, underestimation of variance that was associated with
positive kurtosis was found to be disappeared with sample of 100 or more (Waternaux,
1976). Similarly, in despite of the level of skewness, stable means and standard
deviations were generated from sample of 85 or more (Piovesana and Senior, 2016).

Table 3.1 Descriptive statistics of the studied variables

Variables (n = 151) M SD Mdn. | Min. | Max. | Skewness Kurtosis
Mother Moral Legitimacy 0.87 | 020 | 1.00 | 0.00 1.00 -1.50 2.28
Mother Prudential Legitimacy 0.89 | 0.22 | 1.00 0.00 1.00 -1.87 2.62
Mother Personal Legitimacy 0.67 | 0.24 | 0.67 0.00 1.00 -.13 -.67
Mother Social Legitimacy 0.82 | 0.21 | 1.00 0.33 1.00 -73 -47
Mother Total Legitimacy 081 | 0.14 | 0.83 0.33 1.00 -.94 .61
Adolescent. Moral Legitimacy 0.83 | 0.22 | 1.00 0.00 1.00 -1.39 2.23
Adolescent. Prudential Legitimacy 0.88 | 0.20 | 1.00 0.00 1.00 -1.87 3.84
Adolescent. Personal Legitimacy 0.62 | 0.30 | 0.67 0.00 1.00 -44 -57
Adolescent. Social Legitimacy 0.75 | 0.22 | 0.67 0.00 1.00 -.49 -.08
Adolescent Total Legitimacy 0.77 | 0.16 | 0.83 0.25 1.00 -.62 -.20
Mother Moral Conflict 0.62 | 0.78 | 0.33 0.00 3.33 1.44 1.76
Mother Prudential Conflict 0.70 | 0.71 | 0.67 0.00 3.33 1.00 1.07
Mother Personal Conflict 0.77 | 0.83 | 0.67 0.00 3.67 78 -.21
Mother Social Conflict 1.07 | 0.85 | 1.00 | 0.00 3.00 22 -91
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Mother Total Conflict 0.79 0.55 0.75 0.00 2.42 .55 -.24
Adolescent. Moral Conflict 0.53 0.76 0.00 0.00 3.67 1.82 3.32
Adolescent. Prudential Conflict 0.72 0.68 0.67 0.00 2.67 .65 -41
Adolescent. Personal Conflict 0.68 0.74 0.67 0.00 2.67 .93 .19
Adolescent. Social Conflict 0.98 0.87 1.00 0.00 3.67 .59 -.16
Adolescent Total Conflict 0.72 0.54 0.67 0.00 3.00 .94 1.33
Behavioral Control 3.92 0.58 3.92 2.00 5.00 -.38 .20
Psychological Control 2.30 0.85 2.13 1.00 5.00 76 .50
Self-Esteem 3.90 0.97 4.20 1.40 5.00 -.75 -.36
Depressive Symptoms 1.50 0.54 1.42 0.67 3.00 .59 -.19

3.1.2 Percentages of Behaviors Judged Legitimately Subject to Parental
Authority by Mothers and Adolescents and Compatibility of These Judgements

Adolescents and mothers were asked to state their judgments about legitimacy
of parental authority (Whether it is OK or not OK for parents to make a rule about this
issue?) over 12 issues under four social domains (three behavior for each domain), as
mentioned before. Beside the percentages of their responses in which they stated
legitimacy of parental authority, the percentage of compatibility for legitimacy beliefs
were also calculated for each issue according to cases in which both mothers and
adolescents judged the parental authority as legitimate and illegitimate. Mothers and
adolescents’ legitimacy judgements and compatibility between their judgements over
each issue under each domain were presented in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2. Percentages of Issues Judged Legitimately Subject to Parental Authority by
Mothers and Adolescents and Compatibility of Their Judgements

Issue Mothe  Adolescen  Compatibilit
S r t y
1 Insanlarla bir seyleri paylasmak ve yardimlasmak 67% 58% 59%
4 Bir bagkasina (ya da bir bagkasmin malina) zarar vermek 97% 95% 93%
8 Yalan sdylemek 97% 96% 93%
Moral Domain 87% 83% 82%
2 Anne babanin hoslanmadig1 akranlarla goriismek 93% 85% 81%
7 Okulda notlarn diisiikk olmast 83% 81% 5%
11 Sigara icmek 90% 98% 88%
Prudential Domain 89% 88% 82%
3 Telefonda uzun siire konusmak/ telefonu elden birakmamak 91% 79% 74%
Agir makyaj yapmak / kiipe takmak (fiziksel goriiniiste
5 asirilik) 78% 7% 75%
12 Kendi kiyafetlerini secmek 32% 30% 63%
Personal Domain 67% 62% 71%
6 Argo/kiifiirli konugmak (konusma tarzi) 96% 95% 90%
9 Anne babayla birlikte akraba ziyaretine gitmek 58% 43% 56%
10 Evde sorumlu olunan isleri yapmamak 93% 89% 84%
Social Conventional Domain 82% 75% 7%

According to this table, lowest percentage of mothers viewed legitimacy over
issue 1 (67%) which was under moral domain and about sharing and helping other

people. Highest percentage of mothers regarded legitimate authority over issue 4

25



(97%) about harming other people or their properties as well as issue 8 about lying
(97%) which were under moral domain. Lowest percentage of adolescents viewed
legitimate authority over issue 12 (30%) which was under the personal domain and
about adolescents’ choice of their clothes. Additionally, highest percentage of
adolescents viewed legitimacy authority over issue 11 which was under prudential
domain and about smoking cigarettes. Moving from mothers and adolescents’
responses, issue 4 (93%) and issue 8 (93%) showed highest compatibility percentages
in their legitimacy beliefs. In contrast, issue 9 (56%) which was under social
conventional domain and about visiting relatives, showed lowest compatibility
percentage in mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs.
3.1.3 Percentages of Mothers and Adolescents’ Conflict Perceptions and
Compatibility of Their Responses

Similar to legitimacy beliefs, adolescents and mothers were also asked to state
their conflict perceptions over 12 issues (Whether or not you have a conflict over this
issue?) under four social domains, as mentioned above. The compatibility of their
conflict perceptions was computed by counting the situations when both the mother
and her adolescent child stated the presence/absence of conflict between them. These
calculations were done for each issue as well as each domain and presented in Table
3.3.

Table 3.3. Mothers and Adolescents Conflict Perceptions and Compatibility between
Their Perceptions in Percentages

Issue Mothe  Adolescen  Compatibilit
s r t y
1 Insanlarla bir seyleri paylasmak ve yardimlagmak 28% 20% 64%
4 Bir bagkasina (ya da bir bagkasmimn malina) zarar vermek 15% 15% 78%
8 Yalan séylemek 37% 33% 72%
Moral Domain 271% 23% 71%
2 Anne babanin hoslanmadig1 akranlarla goriigmek 33% 30% 79%
7 Okulda notlarin diisiik olmasi 49% 55% 56%
11 Sigara icmek 5% 5% 96%
Prudential Domain 29% 30% 77%
3 Telefonda uzun siire konusmak/ telefonu elden birakmamak 45% 50% 2%
Agir makyaj yapmak / kiipe takmak (fiziksel goriiniiste 23% 10% 79%
5 asirilik)
12 Kendi kiyafetlerini secmek 20% 15% 80%
Personal Domain 29% 25% 77%
6 Argo/kiifiirlii konugsmak (konusma tarzi) 30% 25% 73%
9 Anne babayla birlikte akraba ziyaretine gitmek 25% 30% 66%
10 Evde sorumlu olunan isleri yapmamak 59% 56% 64%
Social Conventional Domain 38% 37% 68%

For individual issues under each domain, lowest percentage of mothers stated
that they had conflicts over issue 11 (5%) which was under the prudential domain and

about smoking cigarettes. On the contrary, highest percentage of mothers stated that
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they had conflicts over issue 10 (59%) which was under social conventional domain
and about doing chores at home. Similar to mothers, lowest percentage of adolescents
stated that they had conflicts over issue 11 (5%) and highest percentage of adolescents
stated that they had conflicts over issue 10 (59%). Based on that, highest compatibility
percentage were obtained for issue 11 (96%) and lowest compatibility percentage were
obtained for issue 7 (56%) which was under prudential domain and about having lower
grades at school.

3.1.4 Correlations

The relationships among all study variables were computed using Pearson
Correlation coefficients and presented in Table 3.4.

Results regarding to the correlations between mothers and adolescents’

legitimacy beliefs showed that mothers’ and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs was
positively and significantly correlated in prudential domain, r=.16, p <.05 and in
personal domain, r =.17, p <.05. However, mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy
beliefs in moral and social conventional domains were not significantly correlated with
each other, p >.05.
Regarding to mothers and adolescents’ conflict perceptions, results indicated that
correlations between conflict perception of mothers and adolescents were significant
over all domains, p <.001. The other part of the correlations related to the adolescents’
perceived parental control behaviors (psychological control and behavioral control),
and general legitimacy beliefs and conflict perceptions, and two different measures
of adolescents’ adjustment (depressive symptoms and self-esteem) were more
closely examined.

Adolescents’ perceived parental behavioral control was significantly and
positively correlated with their perceived parental psychological control, r=.21, p
<.01. In addition, psychological control was significantly and negatively correlated
with adolescents’ self-esteem, r=-.48, p <.001. In contrast, psychological control was
significantly and positively correlated with adolescents’ depressive symptoms, r=.50,
p <.001. However, behavioral control was not significantly correlated with
adolescents’ self-esteem and depressive symptoms, p >.05.

Correlations related to the legitimacy beliefs revealed that psychological control
did not show any significant correlation with either general or domain specific

legitimacy beliefs of adolescents.
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Table 3.4. Correlations among All Study Variables

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
1 -
2 -14 >
3 -07 247 -
4 -02 19" 25" -
5 -05 .30 .33™ 26" -
6 210 62" 697 677 70
7 -08 .04 -03 -07 .04 -01 -
8 05 .10 .16° .00 -01 .09 .19 -
9 -10 .13 .08 17" -02 .14 22" 29" -
10 -10 -02 .07 -02 .10 .05 .32™ 24" 23" -
11 -10 11 11 .05 .04 .11 .64 617 73" 657" -
12 -13 -08 -10 -05 .03 -08 -02 -01 .03 -05 -.01 -
13 07 06 -01 -02 .03 .02 .00 .01 -12 -02 -06 .39 -
14 06 -05 -05 .10 .04 .02 -16 -05 -27" .02 -19° 28" 38" -
15 -19" 10 12 01 .16 .14 -13 -09 -227 -03 -19" 29" 23" 32" -
16 -07 01 -01 .02 .10 .04 -11 -05 -21" -03 -17° .70™ .69™" .72 .68™" -
17 -01 .16 13 .02 .08 .14 -10 -09 -03 -08 ~-11 .40™ 27" 20" .19° 37" -
18 29" -12 06 .07 11 .05 -13 .01 -12 -12 -14 24" 51 317 .07 .39™ 36" -
19 08 -12 .04 06 .04 .01 -21" -05 -21" -14 -24" 14 30" 58™" .22 45" 20" .39™ -
20 01 -04 05 .06 .09 .06 -17" -05 -16 .04 -14 16" .25 29" .28™" .35"" 38" .38™" 28" -
21 12 -04 10 07 11 10 -227 -07 -18" -10 -227 33" 46" .48™" .28™ 557 69" 73" .65 767" -
22 -15 05 .06 14 04 .11 .21 13 31" 13 27 01 .05 -07 -07 -03 -08 .05 -09 .13 .01 -
23 -04 -09 .03 -02 .01 -03 -03 .06 .06 -07 .01 .12 .12 .07 11 .15 22*x 28" 17" .13 28" 217 -
24 -06 -14 -01 -04 -11 -10 .07 01 .11 .09 11 .05 -23" -25" -10 -19" -26" -36"" -23" -26" -39™" -07 -46™" -
25 09 -08 .02 .08 .00 .01 -23* 02 -18" -09 -19° .07 21" 23" .19* 25 24™ 39" .23 24" 38" .03 .50" -58""

Note. p<.05%, p<.01**, p<.001***, 1. Age, 2.Mother Moral Legitimacy, 3. Mother Prudential Legitimacy, 4. Mother Personal Legitimacy, 5. Mother Social Legitimacy, 6. Mother Legitimacy,
7. Adolescent Moral Legitimacy, 8.Adolescent Prudential Legitimacy, 9. Adolescent Personal Legitimacy, 10. Adolescent Social Legitimacy, 11. Adolescent Legitimacy, 12. Mother Moral
Conflict, 13. Mother Prudential Conflict, 14 Mother Personal Conflict, 15. Mother Social Conflict, 16. Mother Conflict, 17. Adolescent Moral Conflict, 18.Adolescent Prudential Conflict, 19.
Adolescent Personal Conflict, 20. Adolescent Social Conflict, 21. Adolescent Conflict, 22. Behavioral Control, 23. Psychological Control, 24. Self-esteem, 25. Depressive Symptoms
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Whereas behavioral control was significantly and positively correlated with
adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs, r=.27, p <.001 and legitimacy beliefs in
personal domain, r=.31, p <.001.

According to the correlation results regarding the conflict perceptions;
psychological control were significantly and positively correlated with adolescents’
conflict perception in moral (r=.22, p <.01), prudential (r =.28, p <.001) and personal
(r=.17, p <.05) as well as in social conventional domain, r=.28, p <.001. In contrast,
behavioral control was not significantly correlated with adolescents’ conflict
perceptions in moral, prudential, personal, and social conventional domains, p >.05.
Psychological control was also significantly and positively correlated with
adolescents’ general conflict perception, r=.28, p <.001. However, behavioral control
was not significantly correlated with adolescents’ general conflict perception, p >.05.
Lastly, adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs were not significantly correlated with
adolescents’ self-esteem, (p >.05) but they were significantly and negatively
correlated with adolescents’ depressive symptoms, r=-.19, p <.05. On the other hand,
adolescents’ general conflict perceptions were significantly and negatively correlated
with adolescents’ self-esteem, (r=-.39, p <.001) and positively correlated with
adolescents’ depressive symptoms, r=.38, p <.001.

3.2. Gender and Family SES Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict
Perceptions of Mothers and Adolescents

First research question of this study was “To what extent do mothers’ and
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and perceived parent-child conflicts differ in terms of
adolescent’s gender and family SES in each social domain?” In order to answer this
question a series of t-tests were applied to the data. Independent samples t-tests were
conducted to determine how adolescents and mothers’ legitimacy beliefs and conflict
perceptions changed in each social domain by the gender of adolescents. Then,
paired samples t-test analyses were conducted to examine how family members
(mothers and adolescents) legitimacy beliefs and conflict perceptions were different
from each other according to the gender of adolescents. These analyses that were done
for each social domain separately were also repeated for general legitimacy beliefs
and general conflict perceptions of mothers and adolescents. In addition, same t-test
analyses were conducted for SES. Bonferroni correction (.05/5) was applied for p
values of each variable and results were accepted as significant if they were under the

value of .01. Results of these analyses were given in the following subsections.
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3.2.1 Gender Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions of
Mothers and Adolescents

Primarily, results of the independent samples t-test analyses for legitimacy
beliefs, indicated that mothers’ legitimacy beliefs changed in terms of adolescent’s
gender in personal domain, t (149) = 4.08, p <.01. That is, mothers regarded higher
legitimacy in personal domain for females (M =.74, SD =.21) than males, (M =.59, SD
=.24). In contrast, adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs did not change in terms of their
gender in each social domain and in their general legitimacy beliefs, p >.01.
Moreover, results of the paired sample t-test analyses for legitimacy beliefs, illustrated
that there was a significant difference between family members namely mothers’ (M
=74, SD =.21) and female adolescents’ (M =.63, SD =.31) legitimacy beliefs in
personal domain, t (77) = 2.83, p <.01. Hence, mothers regarded higher legitimacy
over personal domain than did female adolescents. Conversely, mothers and male
adolescents did not significantly different in their legitimacy beliefs in each social
domain and in their general legitimacy beliefs, p >.01.

On the other hand, results of the independent samples t-test analyses for conflict
perceptions, indicated that mothers and adolescents’ conflict perceptions did not
change in terms of adolescents’ gender in each social domain and in their general
conflict perceptions, p > .01.

Results of the paired samples t-test analyses for conflict perceptions, showed
that mothers and adolescents did not differ in their conflict perceptions in each social
domain and in their general conflict perceptions by adolescent gender, p >.01. The
results were presented in the Table 3.5.

Table 3.5. Gender Differences in Mothers” and Adolescents’ Legitimacy Beliefs and
Conflict Perceptions

Female (n =78) Male (n =73) Gender Differences
Mothers'  Adolescents?  1-2 Mothers®  Adolescent*  3-4 1-3 2-4
Domains M (SD) M (SD) t-values M (SD) M (SD) t-values t-values  t-values
Moral Legitimacy 0.85(0.21) 0.81(0.26) 1.03 0.90(0.17) 0.86(0.17) 1.60 -1.85 -1.40
Prudential Legitimacy 0.88(0.23) 0.88(0.2) 14 0.89(0.21) 0.88(0.21) .28 -.16 -.03
Personal Legitimacy 0.74 (0.21) 0.63(0.31) 2.83™ 0.59(0.24) 0.61(0.3) -.45 4.08™ 42
Social Legitimacy 0.81(0.21) 0.74(0.23) 204" 083(0.21) 0.77(0.21) 2.03" -.63 -.66
General Legitimacy 0.83(0.14) 0.77 (0.16) 230" 0.81(0.13) 0.78(0.16) 1.70 .78 -29
Moral Conflict 0.62 (0.79)  0.50(0.73) 128 0.62(0.77) 0.56 (0.79) .59 .06 -.53
Prudential Conflict 0.65(0.73) 0.81(0.72) -2.15" 0.74(0.69) 0.62(0.62) 1.52 -78 1.74
Personal Conflict 0.88 (0.94) 0.78 (0.80) 126 0.65(0.68) 0.57 (0.66) 1.06 1.73 1.77
Social Conflict 1.07(0.81) 1.02(0.83) 52 1.06(0.89) 0.93(0.91) .96 .10 .67
General Conflict 0.81(0.58) 0.78 (0.56) .63 0.77(0.52) 0.67(0.52) 1.52 45 1.23

Note. p<.05*, p<.01**, p <.001***.
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3.2.2 SES Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions of Mothers
and Adolescents

First, results of the independent samples t-test analyses for legitimacy beliefs,
indicated that mothers’ legitimacy beliefs in each social domain and their general
legitimacy beliefs did not change in terms of SES, p >.01. In contrast, adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs in personal domain changed in terms of SES, t (115.95) =2.94, p <
.01.Adolescents from low SES (M =.69, SD =.26) viewed higher legitimacy in personal
domain than adolescents in middle- high SES (M =.54, SD =.34). Moreover, general
legitimacy beliefs of adolescents in low SES (M =.80, SD =.13) was significantly
higher than adolescents in middle-high SES (M =.73, SD =.18), t (114.45) = 2.70, p <
.01. Results were presented in the Table 3.6.

Results of the paired samples t-test analyses with respect to the differences
between family members in each SES group demonstrated that adolescents and
mothers from middle-high SES were significantly different in their legitimacy beliefs
in personal domain, t (64) = 2.64, p <.01. That is, adolescents from middle- high SES
(M =.54, SD =.34) regarded less legitimacy in personal domain than their mothers (M
=.66, SD =.26). Similarly, mothers and adolescents from middle-high SES were also
significantly different in their legitimacy beliefs in social conventional domain, t (64)
= 2.93, p <.01. Adolescents from middle-high SES (M =.74, SD =.23) viewed less
legitimacy in social conventional domain than their mothers (M =.85, SD =.19).
Moreover, mothers and adolescents from middle-high SES were significantly different
in their general legitimacy beliefs, t (64) = 3.26, p <.01. Adolescents from middle-
high SES (M =.73, SD =.18) generally viewed less legitimacy than their mothers (M
=.81, SD =.13). In contrast, mothers and adolescents from low SES were not
significantly different in their domain specific and general legitimacy beliefs.

Subsequently, results of the independent samples t-test analyses for conflict
perceptions, revealed that mothers’ conflict perception changed in terms of SES in
personal domain, t (149) =-2.93, p <.01. That is, mothers from low SES (M =.60, SD
=.83) reported less conflict in personal domain than mothers in middle-high SES (M
=.99, SD =.78). Mothers conflict perceptions also changed in terms of SES in social
conventional domain, t (136.94) = -2.85, p <.01. Mothers from middle-high SES (M
=1.29, SD =.83) reported higher conflict in social conventional domain than mothers
in low SES (M =.90, SD =.82). Furthermore, adolescents conflict perceptions in

personal domain also changed in terms of SES, t (149) = -2.90, p < .01. Adolescents
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from middle-high SES (M =.87, SD =.77) reported higher conflict in personal domain
than adolescents in low SES (M =.53, SD =.69).

Furthermore, results of family member differences for conflict perceptions,
illustrated that mothers and adolescents in middle-high SES were significantly
different in their conflict perceptions in social conventional domain, t (64) = 2.76, p
<.01. Hence, mothers from middle-high SES (M =1.29, SD =.83) reported higher
conflict than adolescents in middle-high SES (M =.99, SD =.75). In contrast, mothers
and adolescents from low SES were not significantly different in their conflict
perceptions in each social domain as well as in their general conflict perceptions, p <
.01.

Table 3.6. Comparisons of Mothers’ and Adolescents’ Legitimacy Beliefs and
Conflict Perceptions in each SES and by SES groups

Low (n = 86) Mid-High (n = 65) SES Differences
Mothers!  Adolescents?  1-2 Mothers®  Adolescent*  3-4 1-3 2-4
Domains M (SD) M (SD) t-values M (SD) M (SD) t-values t-values t-values
Moral Legitimacy 0.88 (0.21)  0.86 (0.21) 61  087(0.17) 080(0.23) 2.03 13 154
Prudential Legitimacy 0.90(0.21)  0.91(0.2) -13  087(0.23) 085(0.21) .63 1.02 1.82
Personal Legitimacy 0.68 (0.22)  0.69 (0.26) -22  0.66(0.26) 054(0.34) 2.64" 43 2.94™
Social Legitimacy 0.80(0.22) 076(0.21) 130 0.85(0.19) 0.74(0.23) 293~ -1.23 55
General Legitimacy 0.82(0.14)  0.80(0.13) 67 082(0.12) 073(0.18) 3.26™ -002 270"
Moral Conflict 0.68 (0.87)  0.57 (0.83) 61 054(062) 0.47(0.66) .94 1.19 .86
Prudential Conflict 073(0.74) 076(0.71)  -13 0.65(0.67) 0.65(0.64) .00 70 1.00
Personal Conflict 0.60(0.83) 053(0.69) -22 0099(0.78) 0.87(0.77) 130 -2.93" -2.90"
Social Conflict 0.90(0.82) 0.97(0.95) 130 1.29(0.83) 099(0.75) 276~ -2.85"  -11
General Conflict 0.73(0.56)  0.71 (0.56) 67 087(053) 074(052) 196  -1.54 -40

Note. p<.05*, p<.01**, p <.001***

3.3 Mothers’ and Adolescents’ Legitimacy Beliefs and Their Conflict Perceptions
over Social Domains

In order to answer second question of the current study (How do adolescents and
their mother’s legitimacy beliefs and perceptions of parent-adolescent conflict change
in terms of social domains?) two separates of 2 (Family member: Mother, adolescent)
x 4 (Domains: Moral, social-conventional, personal, prudential) two-way repeated
measures of ANOVA analyses were performed on legitimacy beliefs and conflict
perceptions.. Mean scores of mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and conflict
perceptions over four different social domains were previously presented in Table 3.1.
3.3.1 Legitimacy Beliefs

Primarily, 2 (Family member: Mother, adolescent) X 4 (Domains: Moral, prudential,
personal, social-conventional) two-way repeated measures of ANOVA was performed
on legitimacy beliefs. Results of the analysis showed that the main effect of the family
member on legitimacy beliefs was significant, Wilk’s 4 = .96, F (1, 150) =6.31, p
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<.05, partial n?=.04. The main effect of the domain on legitimacy beliefs was also
significant, Wilk’s 4 = .44, F (3, 148) =63.82, p <.001, partial n?=.56. In contrast, the
interaction effect was not significant, Wilk’s 4 = .97, F (3, 148) =1.70, p >.05, partial
n?=.03. Mothers’ legitimacy beliefs (M =.81, SD =.15) were significantly higher than
the adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs (M =.77, SD =.16), p <.05.

Furthermore, pairwise comparisons with Bonferroni correction for the main
effect of domain showed that moral (M =.85, SD =.15) and prudential domains (M
=.88, SD =.16) were significantly and more legitimately subject to parental authority
than the social conventional domain (M =.79, SD =.16) and the personal domain, (M
=.65, SD =.21), p <.001. However, the moral domain was not significantly different
from the prudential domain, p > .05. Finally, the social conventional domain was
significantly and more legitimately subject to parental authority than the personal
domain, p <.05.

Finally, four paired samples t-test analyses were performed in order to explore
how mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs were different from each other, in
each social domain. Bonferroni correction (.05/4) made for p values of each variable
and results were accepted as significant if they were under the value of .0125 to avoid
Type | error. Results of these analyses showed that mothers’ legitimacy beliefs in
social conventional domain (M =.82, SD =.21) was significantly higher than
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs in this domain, M =.76, SD =.22, t (150) = 2.88, p
<.0125.

3.3.2 Conflict Perceptions

Similar to the legitimacy beliefs, 2 (Family member: Mother, adolescent) X 4
(Domains: Moral, prudential, personal, social-conventional) two-way repeated measures of
ANOVA was performed on conflict perceptions. Accordingly, results illustrated that
the main effect of the family member on conflict perceptions was not significant,
Wilk’s 4 = .98, F (1, 150) = 2.44, p >.05, partial n?=.02. In contrast, the main effect
of the domain on conflict perceptions was significant, Wilk’s 4 = .72, F (3, 148)
=19.22, p <.001, partial n2=.28. Moreover, the interaction effect was not significant,
Wilk’s 4 = .98, F (3, 148) =1.18, p >.05, partial n?=.02.

Pairwise comparisons with Bonferroni correction for the main effect of domain
showed that conflict perceptions were significantly higher in social conventional
domain (M =1.02, SD =.69) than personal (M =.72, SD =.70) and prudential (M =.71,
SD =.60) and the moral domains, (M =57, SD =.64), p <.001. However, conflict
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perceptions in moral, prudential and personal domains were not significantly different
from each other, p > .05.

Four paired samples t-test analyses were performed in order to explore how
mothers and adolescents conflict perceptions were different from each other, in each
social domain. Bonferroni correction (.05/4) made for p values of each variable and
results were accepted as significant if they were under the value of .0125 to avoid Type
| error. However, results of these analyses revealed that mothers and adolescents
conflict perceptions in each social domain were not significantly different from each
other, p >.05.

3.4 Test of Mediation Hypothesis

Mediation analyses were conducted by PROCESS Macro Model 6 (Hayes,
2013). 95% bias-corrected bootstrap confidence intervals were used to determine
whether the hypothesized indirect effects were statistically different than zero.
Specifically, these mediation analyses were conducted according to third research
question of the current study (How do adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and views of
parent-adolescent conflict mediate the relation between the adolescent’s perceived
parental control behaviors and their adjustment?). According to this question, these
analyses were conducted to explore the mediator roles of adolescents’ legitimacy
beliefs and perceived parent-adolescent conflict frequency over four social domains in
the relationship between the adolescents’ perceived parental control behaviors
(psychological and behavioral control) and adjustment (self-esteem and depressive
symptoms).

Therefore, two separate mediation analyses were conducted. In these two
analyses, psychological and behavioral control were entered as predictor variables,
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and perceived conflict frequency as mediators and
adolescents’ self-esteem and depression as the outcome variables. Results were
presented in figure 3.1.

The results of these analyses indicated that psychological control did not have a
direct effect on adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs (a1 = -.01, SE =.015, p >.05) but had a
positive direct effect on their perceived conflict frequency (as = .18, SE =.050, p
<.001). That is, adolescents who perceived higher psychological control, were more
likely to perceive frequent conflicts with their mothers. Conversely, behavioral control
had a positive direct effect on legitimacy beliefs (a2 = .08, SE =.022, p <.001) and did
not have a direct effect on conflict frequency (as = .01, SE =.077, p >.05). Hence,
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adolescents who perceived higher behavioral control, were more likely view higher
legitimacy.

Adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs had a negative direct effect on their perceived
conflict frequency (d21 = -.79, SE =274, p <.001). Accordingly, adolescents who
regarded less legitimacy, were more likely to report frequent conflicts with their
mothers. Results of the analyses showed that adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs did not
have a direct effect on their self- esteem (b: = .35, SE = .460, p > .05). In contrast,
adolescents’ perceived conflict frequency had a negative direct effect on their self-
esteem (b2 = -.49, SE = .134, p < .001). Hence, adolescents who perceived frequent
conflicts with their parents, were more likely to report lower self-esteem. In contrast,
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs did not have a direct effect on their depressive
symptoms (bs =-.48, SE =.247, p >.05) whereas their perceived conflict frequency had
positive direct effect on their depressive symptoms (bs = .22, SE =.072, p <.01).
Adolescents who perceived frequent conflicts with their mothers, were more likely to
report higher depressive symptoms.

The total (c1 = -.52, SE =.085, p <.001) and direct effect (c1' =-.42, SE = .085, p
< .001) of psychological control on self-esteem through two mediators were found to
be negative and significant. Adolescents who perceived higher psychological control,
were more likely to report lower self-esteem, even after mediators were being
controlled. Indirect effect of psychological control on self-esteem through conflict
frequency was also significant (az x b, = -.09, SE = .037, 95% CI [ -.166, -.025]).
Accordingly, higher psychological control predicted more frequent conflicts, which in
turn led to lower levels of self-esteem. The total (c3 = .05, SE =.126, p >.05) and direct
effect (c3' =.00, SE = .125, p > .05) of behavioral control on self-esteem through two
mediators were not significant. Nevertheless, indirect effect of behavioral control on
self-esteem through legitimacy beliefs and conflict frequency was significant (a2 x do1
x b2 =.02, SE =.016, 95% CI [ .005, .065]). Higher behavioral control predicted higher
legitimacy, which in turn led to low conflict frequency and which in turn led to higher
levels of self-esteem. In addition, the model in general was also significant (F (4, 146)
= 14.63, p < .001) and 29% of the variance in self-esteem was explained by
psychological and behavioral control through legitimacy beliefs and conflict
frequency. The total (c; = .32, SE =.046, p <.001) and direct effects (c2' =.28, SE =
.045, p < .001) of psychological control on depressive symptoms through two

mediators were found to be positive and significant. That is, adolescents who perceived
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higher psychological control, were more likely to report higher depressive symptoms,
even after mediators were being controlled. Indirect effect of psychological control on
depressive symptoms through conflict frequency was also significant (as x bs = .04,
SE =.018, 95% CI [ .009, .079]).

Accordingly, higher psychological control predicted more frequent conflicts,
which in turn led to higher levels of depressive symptoms. The total (cs = -.07, SE
=.068, p >.05) and direct effects (c4' =-.03, SE = .067, p > .05) of behavioral control
on depressive symptoms through two mediators were not significant. However,
indirect effect of behavioral control on depressive symptoms through legitimacy
beliefs and conflict frequency was significant (a2 x d21 x bs =- .01, SE = .006, 95% ClI
[ -.031, -.002]). Higher behavioral control predicted higher legitimacy, which in turn
reduced the conflict frequency and which in turn led to lower levels of depressive
symptoms. Moreover, the model in general was also significant (F (4, 146) = 18.10, p
< .001) and 33% of the variance in depressive symptoms was explained by

psychological and behavioral control through legitimacy beliefs and conflict

frequency.
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Figure 3.1. Unstandardized Coefficients for the Indirect Association Between
Parental Control Behaviors and Adolescent Adjustment Through Legitimacy Beliefs
and Conflict Frequency
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CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION

The current study had two major purposes as mentioned earlier. Accordingly,
these purposes were determined to expand previous literature about parent-adolescent
interaction and adolescents’ adjustment in the frame of social domain theory. In
particular, the primary purpose of the current study was to understand mothers’ and
adolescents’ conceptualizations of the legitimacy of parental authority over four major
social domains and the relations of their legitimacy beliefs with their perceived parent-
adolescent conflict over these domains. Additionally, the secondary purpose was to
expand the relation between parental control behaviors and adolescent adjustment by
using adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs and their perceptions of conflict
frequency as two possible underlying mechanisms. Moving from that, this study was
conducted through two steps. At the first step, mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy
beliefs and conflict perceptions were examined in detail. At the second step a proposed
model was tested. Results of these two steps of the current study were discussed in the
following sections.

4.1. Gender and Family SES Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict
Perceptions of Mothers and Adolescents

The first research question of the current study was how mothers and
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and conflict perceptions change with adolescent gender
and family SES in moral, prudential, personal and social-conventional domains. In
addition, the gender and SES differences in their general legitimacy beliefs and in their
general conflict perceptions were examined. Results with respect to this question were
discussed in following lines.

4.1.1 Gender Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions

Results indicated that Turkish mothers viewed higher legitimate authority over
personal domain of female adolescents than male adolescents. In contrast, female and
male adolescents were not significantly different in their legitimacy beliefs. Thus,

gender difference in legitimacy beliefs, was only seen in mothers’ legitimacy beliefs
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and this difference was only present for female adolescents. This finding is consistent
with the gender roles since females and males are socialized differently across various
cultures. Specifically, males are mainly granted higher independence whereas higher
conformity and obedience are expected from females (Ataca, Diri and Kagit¢ibasi,
2005; Wainryb and Turiel, 1994). In addition, this finding is also in line with the
previous findings indicating that male adolescents were generally granted higher
autonomy and personal discretion, especially over their personal domain, than female
adolescents (Assadi et al., 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Wainryb and Turiel,
1994). Female adolescents were generally closely supervised and controlled in their
permissible activities since majority of their parents felt that they had to take a more
protective position to their physically maturing adolescent daughters (Bumbus,
Crouter and Mchale, 2001). This gender difference was seen among families from
African American, Iranian and Latino cultures as parents from these cultures were
regarded higher legitimacy and granted less autonomy to female adolescents,
particularly over their personal domain (Assadi et al., 2011; Domenech Rodriguez,
Donovick and Crowley, 2009; Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005; Villalobos
Solis, Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan, 2016).

Furthermore, mothers and adolescents’ conflict perceptions in each social
domain as well as their general conflict perceptions did not change by adolescent
gender. As mentioned earlier, mothers of female adolescents viewed significantly
higher legitimate authority over these adolescents’ personal domain. Nevertheless,
female adolescents did not regard significantly less legitimacy over their personal
domain. There is substantial amount of research indicating that parents from Latino,
Iranian, and African American cultures generally viewed higher legitimate authority
over female adolescents’ personal domain. That is, female adolescents from these
cultures, were mainly granted less autonomy (Assadi et al., 2011; Ataca, Diri and
Kagitgibasi, 2005; Domenech Rodriguez, Donovick and Crowley, 2009; Smetana,
Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005; Villalobos Solis, Smetana and Tasopoulos-Chan,
2016). Similarly, Turkish parents mainly practice close supervision and restriction on
the permissible activities of female adolescents (Ataca, Diri and Kagit¢ibasi, 2005). In
contrast to females, male adolescents from non-Western cultures are typically granted
higher autonomy. If their parents grant less autonomy to male adolescents, they are
more likely rebel against their parents’ authority in order to gain more personal control

(Assadi et al., 2011). Moreover, Turkish mothers tolerate higher independence and
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aggressiveness in males compared to females (Ataca, Diri and Kagit¢ibasi, 2005). On
the contrary, females from Turkish cultures are generally expected to show higher
respect to their parents’ authority rather than rebel against it (Kan, 2008). Therefore,
even if Turkish mothers viewed significantly higher legitimate authority over female
adolescents’ personal domain, female adolescents did not view significantly less
legitimacy in this domain. This may be related to female adolescents’ perception of
their mothers’ legitimate authority over this domain as culturally normal. Additionally,
they are less likely to rebel against this authority to have conflicts with their mothers
since higher deference and conformity are expected from them (Ataca, Diri and
Kagitcibasi, 2005; Kan, 2008).
4.1.2 SES Differences in Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions

Mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs in each social domain and their
general legitimacy beliefs were also examined in each SES for determining how these
beliefs were changed across low and middle-high SES families. Results of the present
study indicated that adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs in each social domain and their
general legitimacy beliefs changed in terms of SES. In contrast, mothers’ legitimacy
beliefs in each social domain and their general legitimacy beliefs did not change in
terms of SES. Regardless of socioeconomic status, mothers from the current study,
mainly viewed that parents had more legitimate authority over four social domains and
in general, than did their adolescent children. This result is inconsistent with prior
research from diverse ethnicities such as African American, Palestinian, and Iranian
indicating that parents from high SES groups, mainly viewed less legitimate authority
over adolescents’ personal domain than parents from low SES groups.
Notwithstanding, these parents viewed less but a considerable amount of legitimate
authority over adolescents’ personal domain than did their adolescent children (Assadi
et al., 2011; Smetana, Ahmad and Wray-Lake, 2015; Smetana, Crean and Campione-
Barr, 2005). Consistently, Turkish parents from urban, middle-high SES group
recognize adolescents’ need for autonomy while they are endorsing strong parental
control rather than permissive letting go of their children (Kagitgibasi, 2013). These
parents aim to develop autonomous-related self rather than foster separation and
independence of their adolescent children. Therefore, they emphasize autonomy and
agency for urban lifestyle in terms of education and specialized workplaces that
required individual decision-making and initiative. At the same time, closely knit self

and other relations are continuously emphasized by these parents in order to maintain
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emotional interdependency of their adolescent children and sustain culture of
relatedness (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013). In contrast to parents, Turkish adolescents from urban,
middle-high SES families, assert higher autonomy and they have higher independent
orientations than their parents. Relatedly, material interdependencies and traditional
values within Turkish families are found to be on the decline from grandmothers to
mothers and to adolescents as well as from rural to urban places (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013;
Kagit¢ibasi and Ataca, 2005; Mayer et al., 2012). Consistently, results of the current
study also demonstrated that middle-high SES adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs
were lower than their counterparts from low SES families. In addition, these
adolescents also reported less legitimate parental authority over their personal domain
than did adolescents from low SES. In combination, adolescents from middle-high
SES, viewed that their parents had less legitimacy to regulate their behaviors in
personal domain and in general than did adolescents from low SES. These findings are
consistent with previous studies indicating that adolescents from middle-high SES,
were allowed to assert their autonomy needs and regulate their personal issues at
younger ages than did adolescents from low SES. This difference in adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs from diverse SES families is shown to be related with the diversity
of their parents in their endorsement of personal autonomy. Basically, findings of the
studies from African American, Chinese and Brazilian families demonstrated that
parents from middle-high SES encouraged more autonomy and personal initiative in
socializing their children than their low SES counterparts (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Nucci,
Camino and Sapiro, 1996; Smetana, 2000; Yau and Smetana, 1996; 2003). Similarly,
Turkish parents from middle-high SES also endorse higher autonomy and self-reliance
in socializing their children than parents from low SES. In turn, adolescents from
middle-high SES families are typically allowed to assert higher autonomy than
adolescents from low SES families because more conformity and obedience are
expected from children in low SES families (Imamoglu, 1987; Kagit¢ibasi, 2013;
Kagitcibasi and Sunar, 1992).

In fact, findings of the current study also revealed that mothers and adolescents
from middle-high SES, were significantly different in their legitimacy beliefs in
personal, social conventional and in their general legitimacy beliefs. In brief,
adolescents from middle-high SES, regarded less legitimacy over personal and social
conventional domains than their mothers. These adolescents also had less general

legitimacy beliefs than their mothers. These differences between mothers and
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adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs are provided further support with the prior statement
and previous literature findings that were indicating that Turkish parents from middle-
high SES were mainly characterized by their increased encouragement of personal
autonomy of their adolescent children and adolescents from these families had more
independent orientations than their parents and adolescents from low SES (Imamoglu,
1987; Kagit¢ibasi, 2013; Mayer et al., 2012; Sunar, 1992; Sen, Yagmurlu and Miiren,
2014). Parental encouragement of personal autonomy as well as degree of adolescents’
assertion of autonomy are found to be differentiated between lower SES and middle-
high SES families, mainly as a result of increased urbanization and industrialization in
Turkish society (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013). This is compatible with previous findings of Kohn
(1969) as he also found that parental emphasis on obedience and autonomy varied
according to parents’ SES and requirements of their workplaces. Specifically, low SES
parents generally had jobs that were required higher obedience and conformity
whereas jobs of high SES parents were mainly endorsed autonomy and agency (Kohn,
1969). Consistently, Turkish parents from urban low SES and rural groups are found
to be had higher expectations of obedience, loyalty. These parents are also found to be
emphasized harmony by subordination of individuals’ goals to the goals of the family
(Aslan, 2009; Kagitcibasi, 2013; Kagitcibagi and Sunar, 1992). Thus, adolescents’
claim and expression of personal choice, initiative and their desires for autonomy are
more likely allowed and encouraged in families from middle-high SES rather than in
families from low SES. In other words, adolescents from middle-high SES families,
are more likely express higher personal discretion and assert their needs for autonomy
over the issues of personal and social conventional domains. On the contrary,
adolescents from low SES families are more likely conform and respect parental
authority since obedience and respect are highly encouraged in these families.
Therefore, mothers and adolescents from low SES families were found to be different
in their legitimacy beliefs over social domains and in general. (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013;
Kagitcibasi and Sunar, 1992; Sen, Yagmurlu and Miiren, 2014).

Mothers and adolescents’ conflict perceptions in each social domain and their
general conflict perceptions were also examined in each SES for determining how
these perceptions were changed across low and middle-high SES families.
Accordingly, it was observed that mothers and adolescents conflict perceptions in
some social domains and their general conflict perceptions found to be changed in

terms of SES. Specifically, it was found that mothers from middle-high SES families,
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reported more conflicts in social conventional and personal domains than mothers
from low SES families. Turning to adolescents’ conflict perceptions, adolescents from
middle-high SES families, reported more conflicts in personal domain than
adolescents from low SES families. These findings are in line with prior findings
indicating that higher parent-adolescent conflicts were mainly reported by the
members of middle-high SES families (Smetana, 2000; Yau and Smetana, 2003).
Parents from middle-high SES, are generally have higher educational and occupational
levels than parents from low SES. Based on this difference, parents from middle-high
SES, use greater reasoning in which they provide higher explanations to their
adolescent children in order to make their perspectives clear. In addition, they also
have higher acknowledgement and acceptance of adolescents’ perspectives than
parents from low SES. Consequently, adolescents from middle-high SES, are
generally encouraged to assert their opinions and negotiate their personal choices. As
a result, these families mainly have higher parent-adolescent conflicts than families
from low SES (Yau and Smetana, 2003). Similarly, Turkish families from urban and
middle-high SES also emphasize higher autonomy and give higher opportunities of
personal choice to their children as mentioned earlier (Aslan, 2009; Kagit¢ibasi, 2013;
Kagitgibasi and Sunar, 1992; Sunar, 2002). Based on that, Turkish adolescents from
these families might be also encouraged to assert their opinions and negotiate their
choices. Therefore, adolescents from middle-high SES families are more likely assert
their personal choices over personal and social conventional domains which in turn
lead more parent-adolescent conflicts.

In support of this statement, findings of the current study also indicated that
mothers from middle-high SES families reported higher conflicts in social
conventional domain than their adolescent children. As mentioned in the previous
paragraph, adolescents from middle-high SES families regarded less legitimacy over
social conventional domain than did their mothers. Therefore, it may plausible to
assume that these adolescents are more likely assert their personal choice over this
domain which is more likely contradict with their parents’ conventional regulation
attempts. This contradiction is mainly occurred because emotional relatedness and
psychological interdependence of their children are still important for these parents
even if they emphasize higher autonomy in socializing their children (Simer and
Kagitgibasi, 2010). This may be related to the given importance to emotional closeness

and deference in Turkish families regardless of their different socioeconomic statues
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(Aslan, 2009; Kagitcibasi, 1985; 1996; 2013). Therefore, Turkish mothers from
middle-high SES families, are more likely believe that they have more legitimate
authority in social conventional domain in order to maintain emotional relatedness and
psychological interdependence of their adolescent children. They are more likely view
that they have higher legitimate authority to regulate issues under this domain to make
sure their adolescent children show and sustain appropriate social behaviors,
particularly in terms of several deferential practices such as visiting relatives. This
difference was prominent in the descriptive results of the current study which
contained mothers and adolescents’ percentages of legitimacy beliefs over each issue
and domain (see table 3.2.). Based on these results, this behavior showed the lowest
consensus between mothers and adolescents since the compatibility rate is 56%.
Consistently, Turkish mothers from urban contexts, are found to be more emotionally
interdependent than their adolescent children. On the contrary, adolescents are found
to be endorsed higher personal autonomy than their mothers (Mayer et al., 2012).
Taken together, mothers from middle-high SES families are more likely have higher
social regulation attempts to maintain emotional contingencies within their families.
On the contrary, their adolescent children are more likely have higher desire for
autonomy and more willingness to assert their personal choices. This contradiction is
more likely lead higher parent-adolescent conflicts over social conventional domain.
4.2. Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions of Mothers and Adolescents in
terms of Social Domains

The second question of the first part of the current study was “How do
adolescents and their mother’s legitimacy beliefs and perceptions of parent-adolescent
conflict change in terms of social domains?” As previously indicated results showed
that Turkish mothers’ and adolescents’ judgements of legitimate parental authority
varied according to social domains (moral, prudential, personal and social
conventional). In addition, their judgements also varied according to the family
member (mother and adolescents). Regarding to conflict perceptions of mothers and
adolescents, results also illustrated that their perceptions of parent-adolescent conflict
also differed by the domain of the behavior. These results were discussed in the
following sections.
4.2.1. Legitimacy Beliefs over Different Social Domains

The present findings demonstrated that mothers viewed more legitimacy over all

social domains than did adolescents. This result is consistent with other studies
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indicating that mothers mainly considered themselves as having greater legitimate
authority over all domains than did adolescents (Smetana, 1988; Smetana and Asquith,
1994). According to Smetana and Asquith (1994), this difference reflected a
generational difference based on the hierarchy within the family. As mentioned earlier,
parents are mainly in dominant positions within the family based on their socialization
responsibilities of the developing child. In contrast, children have subordinate
positions because of their dependent status. However, this hierarchical structure
changes into more egalitarian and symmetrical structure during adolescence in order
to accommodate adolescents’ developing social and cognitive capacities as well as
increased need for autonomy (Baumrind, 2012; Maccoby, 2015; Sorkhabi, 2010;
Smetana, 2011). Nevertheless, parents’ responsibilities of socializing their children,
especially in terms of maintaining social and moral order within the family, are
continued during adolescence. Parents of adolescent children prolong their greater
investment in these responsibilities. Consistently, mothers’ statement of higher
legitimate authority over all social domains are more likely reflect their prolonged
socialization responsibilities (Smetana, 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994).

Findings with respect to domain differences in mothers and adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs revealed that both mothers and adolescents viewed more legitimate
parental authority over the moral domain. Consistent with this finding, legitimate
parental authority over the moral domain was repeatedly found in majority of studies
which were conducted with European American, African American and Chinese
parents and adolescents (Smetana, 1988; 2000; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Yau
and Smetana, 1996). This is mainly because moral rules are accepted as universal,
unalterable, and described how individuals ought to behave. Moral rules and dicta are
applicable across all contexts whether or not they are enforced by authorities.
Therefore, parental regulation is mainly accepted as legitimate in the application of
universal moral rules and principles such as welfare and justice, particularly within the
family over issues such as lying to parents (Smetana, 2011). Turning to the descriptive
results of the present study with respect to percentages of mothers’ and adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs over each issue and domain, “sharing with and helping to others”
was found to be not compatible with other moral issues of the current study (see table
3.2.). That is, adolescents (58%) and mothers (67%) in the present sample did not judge
this behavior as being compatible with other moral issues even if it is a well-accepted

moral behavior in the literature (Smetana, 2011). Thus, this issue needs further
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investigation probably in the frame of cultural differences of in-group out-group
conceptualization.

It was also observed that prudential domain was more legitimately subject to
parental authority according to both mothers and adolescents of the current study.
Issues under the prudential domain pertains matters of health and safety of adolescents
such as smoking cigarettes. Thus, parents have regulation attempts based on their
concerns about adolescents’ engagement in prudentially risky behaviors (Smetana,
2011). Based on that, parents widely agree that prudential domain is beyond the
personal control of adolescents because adolescents do not have enough
developmental competence to make decisions over this domain (Smetana, 2002).
Congruent with this, parents from diverse ethnicities consistently assert that parents
have more legitimate authority in prudential domain (Smetana, 2000; 2011; Smetana
and Asquith, 1994). Similarly, adolescents are also able to differentiate issues under
prudential domain from any other domains even if these issues only pertain to
themselves (Smetana, 2000; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Basically, adolescents
generally understand the potential risks of prudential issues to their health and safety
(Smetana, 2000; 2002; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Therefore, adolescents are
mainly view legitimate parental authority over prudential domain which is similar to
their mothers’ legitimacy beliefs over this domain (Smetana, 2000; 2011; Smetana and
Asquith, 1994).

Furthermore, results of the present study demonstrated that mothers believed that
they had less legitimacy over the personal domain. This result is consistent with other
studies indicating that parents differentiated issues under the personal domain from
moral principles, prudential concerns, and conventional rules. Previous findings from
diverse ethnicities including African American, Chinese showed that parents mainly
agreed that adolescents should have more legitimate control and autonomy over their
personal domain (Fuligni, 1998; Smetana, 1988; 2000; 2011; Smetana and Asquith,
1994; Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr, 2005; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Likewise,
current findings indicated that adolescents also viewed less legitimate parental
authority over their personal domain. Previous literature consistently showed that
adolescents mainly rejected parental control and regulation over issues such as their
choice of clothes and spending long time with their mobile phones. Adolescents
repeatedly viewed these issues as personal which were beyond the boundaries of

legitimate parental authority (Smetana, 2011). Moving from that, adolescents who
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were from diverse ethnicities, also asserted less legitimate authority over their personal
domain similar to Turkish adolescents of the current study (Fuligni, 1998; Smetana,
1988; 2000; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Smetana, Crean and Campione-Barr,
2005; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Nevertheless, these studies also revealed that parents
and adolescents were different in their legitimacy beliefs over personal domain
because parents generally did not grant autonomy as much as adolescents desired to
have over this domain (Fuligni, 1998; Smetana, 1988; 2000; 2011; Smetana and
Asquith, 1994; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Such difference between mothers and
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs in adolescents’ personal domain, was not found in the
present study. This absence may be due to the fact that majority of our sample was
coming from low SES which mentioned in section 2.1. Turkish families from rural and
low urban SES generally endorse more conformity and obedience rather than
autonomy (Aslan, 2009; Kagitcibasi, 2013; Kagitcibasi and Sunar, 1992). In fact,
present analysis which took family SES into account revealed that there was not a
significant difference between the legitimacy beliefs of mothers and adolescents from
low SES families. However, a significant difference between the legitimacy beliefs of
mothers and adolescents was found in middle-high SES families. Accordingly,
adolescents from these families reported less legitimate authority, particularly over
personal and social conventional domains than did their mothers (See section 3.2.2.).

Mothers from the current study also viewed higher legitimate authority over
social conventional domain than did their adolescent children. Smetana (2011) stated
that mothers had greater tendency to respond to the conventional violations of
adolescents because they perceived that adolescents had social responsibilities to
fulfill with their increased competencies. Thus, parents had higher focus on socializing
adolescents according to cultural norms and social expectations in order to avoid social
costs to their own family reputation (Smetana, 2002; 2011). Based on this parental role
which was perceived by mothers, majority of studies revealed that social conventional
issues were mainly judged to be legitimately subject to parental authority, particularly
by mothers (Smetana, 1988; 2000; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Yau and
Smetana, 1996). Congruent with this difference, Smetana, and Asquith (1994) and
Smetana (2000) found that European American and African American mothers were
also viewed themselves as having higher legitimacy over social conventional domain
than did adolescents. According to Smetana (2002), this difference was mainly

occurred because mothers generally focused more on their parental role of socializing
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their adolescent children into cultural conventions and social rules. For instance, based
on the present findings about the compatibility percentages between mothers and
adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs, social conventional issue of visiting relatives became
prominent (See table 3.2.). Turkish mothers from this study may have a higher
emphasis on visiting relatives as a deferential practice considering the importance of
cultural norms about respect and loyalty to family in Turkish society than their
adolescent children. (Aslan, 2009; Kagit¢ibasi, 1985, 1996; Kagit¢ibasi and Sunar,
1992). Nevertheless, this issue was judged less legitimately subject to parental
authority both by mothers (58%) and adolescents (43%) when compared with other
social conventional issues (such as doing chore responsibilities and using foul and
slang language). According to Kagitgibasi (2013), parental socialization in Turkish
culture are mainly focused on maintaining the emotional relatedness of children while
leaving greater room for their personal autonomy (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013). Therefore,
mothers of the current study are more likely try to maintain emotional relatedness of
their children in order to sustain culture of relatedness even if they emphasize higher
autonomy to them in this issue compared to others (Kagitgibasi, 2013; Siimer and
Kagitcibasi, 2010).

4.2.2. Conflict Perceptions over Different Social Domains

The results of the present study indicated that mothers and adolescents reported
less conflict in moral domain. This finding is consistent with previous studies
indicating that parents and adolescents mainly reported few conflicts over moral issues
(Smetana, 1989; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Smetana, Daddis and Chuang,
2003; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Few conflicts occur over the issues of the moral
domain because parents’ legitimate authority to regulate how moral principles and
standards are exercised by adolescents within the family, are accepted by majority of
parents and adolescents (Smetana, 2011).

Similar to moral domain, findings of the current study also revealed that mothers
and adolescents reported less conflict in prudential domain. This is congruent with
previous research on parent-adolescent conflict, indicating that parents and
adolescents mainly agreed in their legitimacy beliefs over prudential domain
(Smetana, 1989; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Smetana, Daddis and Chuang,
2003; Nucci, Camiro and Sapiro, 1996; Yau and Smetana, 1996). In other words,
adolescents rarely challenge parental authority in this domain based on their awareness

of potential risks that are associated with their possible engagement into several
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prudentially risky behaviors (e.g. smoking). Therefore, both parents and adolescents
mainly believe that parental regulation is legitimate over prudential domain in order to
protect adolescents’ health and well-being. As a result, adolescents and parents from
diverse ethnicities generally report less conflict in this domain (Chen-Gaddini, 2012;
Smetana, 1989; 1995; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Smetana, Daddis and
Chuang, 2003; Nucci, Camiro and Sapiro, 1996; Yau and Smetana, 1996).

Regarding to the personal domain, results of the present study showed that both
mothers and adolescents reported more conflicts in this domain than they reported for
moral and prudential domains. However, their conflict perceptions in this domain was
not statistically significant from their perceptions in moral and prudential domains, p
>.05. This finding is inconsistent with previous studies indicating that parent-
adolescent conflict mainly occurred in personal domain as a result of the difference
between parents’ and adolescents’ views about how much autonomy and personal
control that adolescents could have over their personal domain (Smetana, 1988; 1989;
2002; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). Adolescents desire to have more personal
jurisdiction and autonomy over issues under this domain such as their choice of clothes
and make-up (Smetana, 1989; 2002; 2011; Smetana and Asquith, 1994). In contrast,
their parents have less willingness to grant higher autonomy over this domain which
adolescents desire to have. Parents’ decisions about the degree of autonomy which
they are willing to grant to adolescents are found to be related with their perceptions
about adolescents’ maturity and competence to make reasonable decisions in this
domain (Chen-Gaddini, 2012; Smetana, 1988; 1989; 2011; Smetana and
Asquith,1994; Smetana, Daddis and Chuang, 2003; Smetana, Jambon and Ball, 2014;
Yau and Smetana,1996; 2003). This inconsistency might be related with the family
model of psychological/emotional interdependence, which is suited Turkish families,
especially urban, middle-high SES families. In particular, parents and adolescents
found to be had higher diversity in their legitimacy beliefs over social conventional
domains which might highlight adolescents’ increased desire for autonomy and
personal choice over issues under this domain such as visiting relatives rather than
their choice of clothes and make-up. On the contrary, parents might have less
willingness than their adolescent children to grant autonomy over these issues. This is
mainly because these parents mainly give higher importance to maintain emotional
relatedness and psychological interdependence of their adolescent children
(Kagitcibasi, 2013, Siimer and Kagitcibasi, 2010).
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In fact, findings of this study revealed that mothers and adolescents both stated
that they had highest conflicts in social conventional domain. This is in line with
findings of Smetana and Asquith (1994) since they found that differences between
parents and adolescents in terms of their legitimacy beliefs were one source of parent-
adolescent conflict. As mentioned above, Turkish mothers stated significantly higher
legitimacy over social conventional domain than did adolescents. Consistently, parents
found to be regulated their beliefs about granting autonomy with their socializing
concerns in terms of the degree of adolescents’ engagement into cultural and familial
conventions such as visiting relatives (Smetana, 2011). As mentioned above, visiting
relatives was a social conventional issue and this issue showed low compatibility
percentage between mothers and adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs (See table 3.2.).
Furthermore, parents mainly express their less willingness to endorse adolescents’
personal jurisdiction in the context of conflicts (Smetana, 1989; 2002). In contrast to
parents, adolescents attempt to transform areas of their parents’ conventional
regulation into a greater area of their own personal control (Smetana, 2011). Congruent
with what Smetana (1989) found in her study, conflicts over social conventional
domain are more likely occurred because of a contradiction between mothers and
adolescents according to the findings of the present. In brief, mothers’ socializing
attempts of conventions compete with the adolescents’ attempts to assert their personal
choice over issues under this domain (Smetana, 1989; Smetana and Asquith, 1994).
However, the results also revealed that both mothers’ and adolescents’ reports about
the presence of conflict over each issue are quite low (see Table 3.3.). The percentages
indicating the presence of conflict are under 50% in general, except “doing chore
responsibilities” behavior (59%mother, 56%0adolescent).

4.3. Mediator Roles of Legitimacy Beliefs and Conflict Perceptions in the Relation
between Parental Control Behaviors and Adolescent Adjustment

The second part of this thesis study aimed to explore the mediator role of
adolescents’ general legitimacy beliefs and their perceived conflict frequency in the
direct relationship between the adolescents’ perceived parental control behaviors
(psychological control and behavioral control) and their adjustment (self-esteem and
depressive symptoms). Based on this purpose, there were three hypotheses that present
study intended to test and results with respect to these hypotheses were discussed in

the present section.
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First hypothesis of the current study predicted that adolescents perceived
psychological control would be in a positive relationship with adolescents’ depressive
symptoms and a negative relationship with adolescents’ self-esteem. Consistent with
this hypothesis, the present study revealed that adolescents who perceived higher
psychological control, also reported higher depressive symptoms and lower self-
esteem. These relations are consistent with prior research indicating that adolescents’
perception of psychological control negatively related with their adjustment,
particularly in terms of internalizing symptoms and self-esteem (Albrecht, Galambos
and Jansson, 2007; Barber, 1996; Barber and Harmon, 2002; Barber, Olsen and
Shagle, 1994; Bean et al., 2003; Kakihara et al., 2009; Soenens and Vansteenkiste,
2010). There is substantial amount of research indicating that psychological control
refers to parental attempts to manipulate adolescents’ psychological world by implying
that they can only function efficiently if they comply with parental expectations and
desires (Barber et al., 2005; Barber and Harmon, 2002; Kakihara et al., 2009; Plunkett
et al., 2007; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). Accordingly, Plunkett et al. (2007)
stated that psychological control restrained adolescents’ ability to perceive their
personal uniqueness and trust their own opinions because they could lose connections
with their parents by not fulfilling their expectations. As a result, these adolescents
were more likely to perceive themselves as not worthy of their parents’ love and
affection. In return, they reported lower self-esteem (Plunkett et al., 2007). Relatedly,
Bean et al. (2003) also found that African American youths reported lower self-esteem
when they perceived psychological control from their fathers. Thus, these youths were
thought to become more susceptible to negative personal evaluations as a result of their
perception of psychological control. In turn, they were more likely to develop less
positive self-esteem (Bean et al., 2003; Kuhn and Laird, 2011). Relatedly, majority of
adolescents were not able to alleviate their negative feelings which was resulted from
their perception of psychological control. According to Brehm (1966), these negative
feelings of adolescents fostered their depressive symptoms since adolescents who
perceived higher psychological control from their parents, were more likely feel
helpless, fail to show personal initiatives in their relations with others (Albrecht,
Galambos and Jansson, 2007; Kakihara et al., 2009). Consistently, psychological
control also undermined adolescents’ sense of self, developing autonomy, and related
to insecurity and fearfulness (Barber et al., 1994; Pettit et al., 2001). Therefore, present

findings with respect to the relation between adolescents’ perception of psychological
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control and their depressive symptoms as well as low self-esteem may highlight that
adolescents’ need for autonomy is universal basic need which is maintained across
different cultures (Stimer and Kagit¢ibasi, 2010). Based on that, adolescents’
perception of psychological control is more likely seen as a violation of their autonomy
and related with higher internalizing symptoms and lower self-esteem regardless of
their cultural background.

Second hypothesis of the current study predicted that adolescents perceived
behavioral control would be in a negative relationship with adolescents’ depressive
symptoms and a positive relationship with adolescents’ self-esteem. Inconsistent with
this hypothesis, the present study showed that adolescents perceived behavioral control
was not related with adolescents’ depressive symptoms and self-esteem. There may be
several explanations for this result. First, there is substantial amount of research
demonstrating that parents generally use supervision, monitoring and setting limits as
behavioral control practices in order to provide a structure for adolescents to develop
self-regulation. Accordingly, behavioral control practices are generally found to
promote adolescents’ development and associated with less delinquent, antisocial
behaviors (Barber, 1996; Barber et al., 1994; 2005; Bean et al., 2006; Kakihara et al.,
2009; Liu and Chang, 2016; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). This is mainly because
behavioral control practices are mainly interpreted by adolescents as what their parents
do is done for their own good and well-being (Kakihara et al., 2009; Liu and Chang,
2016). Thus, adolescents are more likely perceive behavioral control as
psychologically neutral and their perceptions are mainly based on their
acknowledgement about their parents’ socialization responsibilities (Pettit et al.,
2001). In support of that, Siimer and Kagitcibasi (2010) stated that in several cultures,
parents were mainly expected to exercise their control behaviors for setting an order
and guide their children’s environment. These cultures were mainly classified by a
family model of emotional and psychological interdependent in which children’s
autonomy had been promoted by maintaining connectedness within the family
(Kagiteibasi, 2013). Therefore, children and adolescents from these families, were
more likely perceive these behaviors as normal rather than parental hostility or
intrusion. In fact, Turkish adolescents’ perception of behavioral control are also found
to be related with parental affection, warmth, and closeness (Kindap, Sayil and Kumru,
2008; Selguk, 2019). In combination, adolescents might think these control behaviors

are normal since they are exercised by majority of parents in their culture (Stimer and
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Kagitcibasi, 2010). In the similar vein, findings of this study indicated that behavioral
control was also not associated with low depressive symptoms. This may be in line
with majority of findings indicating that behavioral control generally does not have a
relation with internalized constructs such as self-esteem and depressive symptoms
(Bean et al., 2003). This situation is found to be related with the regulatory function of
behavioral control because its prominent influence has mainly seen in adolescents’
externalizing symptoms toward behavioral limitations of their parents rather than in
the promotion of their self-esteem and depressive symptoms (Barber et al., 2005;
Hunter, Barber and Stolz, 2014). Relatedly, behavioral control practices typically aim
to regulate adolescents’ behaviors rather than manipulate adolescents’ thoughts,
feelings, or intrinsic values (Barber, 1996; Rogers et al., 2003). Nevertheless,
behavioral control practices have only been found to associate with adolescents’
internal constructs when parents exercise them extremely in terms of intrusion and
coercion which is similar to psychological control (Bean et al., 2003; Hasebe, Nucci
and Nucci, 2004; Kakihara et al., 2009; Kuhn and Laird, 2011; Smetana and Daddis,
2002). Moving from that, adolescents from the current study are more likely perceive
these behaviors as a way of parental warmth rather than intrusion or limitation toward
their personal autonomy. That is, adolescents are more likely accept and perceive these
behaviors as normal and their adjustment are less likely compromised.

Looking at the other direct effects which are not included in hypotheses of the
current study, results of this study revealed that adolescents who perceived higher
psychological control, reported more frequent conflicts with their parents. This result
is consistent with prior research indicating that psychological control related with more
hostile parent-adolescent interactions and more frequent parent-adolescent conflicts
(Barber and Harmon, 2002; Smetana, 2019; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010; Steeger
and Gondoli, 2013). Consistently, prior research overwhelmingly demonstrated that
psychological control, especially manipulative forms such as guilt induction, love
withdrawal, coerced adolescents to think, behave or feel in a way that conformed
parental standards and expectations. That is, psychological control prevents
adolescents from self-determined and volitional functioning and undermines
adolescents’ need for autonomy (Barber et al., 2012; Ryan, Deci, Grolnick and La
Guardia, 2006; Soenenes and Vansteenkiste, 2010). In turn, adolescents are more
likely show resistance and opposition to their parents attempts to control them when

they perceive these attempts as coercive, manipulative and intrusive in terms of
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psychological control (Sorkhabi, 2010; Sorkhabi and Middaugh, 2013; Steeger and
Gondoli, 2013). As a result, they perceive the interactions with their parents more
intrusive or hostile (Smetana, 2019; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). According to
Sorkhabi (2010), adolescents perceived higher conflict frequency when they perceived
the relationship with their parents as non-reciprocal. Non-reciprocal parent- adolescent
relationship are more likely perceived by adolescents when their parents coerce
adolescents into compliance with parental demands instead of showing respect and
supporting their autonomy (Kakihara et al., 2009; Sorkhabi, 2010). Consistently,
psychological control is also defined as showing disrespect to adolescents’ growing
individuality (Barber et al., 2012). Consequently, adolescents have less willingness to
meet their parents’ demands and they frequently oppose these demands that eventually
lead more frequent parent-adolescent conflicts (Kakihara et al., 2009; Sorkhabi and
Middaugh, 2013).

It was also found that adolescents who perceived higher behavioral control,
believed that overall, their parents had higher legitimate authority. Smetana and
Daddis (2002) claimed that it was possible for adolescents who were monitored and
regulated more by the means of behavioral control, came to believe that their parents
had higher legitimate authority. Accordingly, Liu and Chang (2016) found that
behavioral control promoted higher self-regulation in adolescents. In turn, adolescents
became more consciously aware of societal standards and values that their parents
attempted to socialize them. In addition, they also became more motivated to show
acceptable behaviors in order to fulfill these standards and their compliance with
parental authority increased (Liu and Chang, 2016). In other words, adolescents’
perception of behavioral control is more likely legitimized parental authority as they
recognize and respect their parents’ control behaviors as a way of communicating
kinds of acceptable social behaviors (Pettit et al., 2001).

In addition, adolescents who had lower legitimacy beliefs, reported more
frequent conflicts with their parents. This is in line with prior literature demonstrating
that more frequent conflicts were mainly occurred when adolescents believed that
parents had less legitimate authority over certain issues (Smetana, 1988; 1989;
Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Yau and Smetana, 1996). Accordingly, adolescents
mainly articulated their needs of personal control and autonomy, particularly over their
personal domain (Smetana, 2011; Smetana and Asqutih, 1994; Yau and Smetana,

1996). Frequent parent- adolescent conflicts are more likely reported by adolescents
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when their parents are unable to step back and attempt to regulate what they consider
to be outside of parents’ legitimate authority (Darling, Cumsille and Alampay, 2005;
Grusec, Mcschane and Davidov, 2008; Smetana, 1989; Smetana and Asquith, 1994;
Yau and Smetana, 1996).

Findings of the current study also demonstrated that adolescents’ who perceived
more frequent conflicts with their parents, reported higher depressive symptoms and
lower self-esteem. This finding is consistent with the growing body of literature
indicating that frequent parent-adolescent conflicts influence the extent of adolescents’
adjustment (Dekovié¢, 1999; Greenberger and Chen, 1996; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas,
2010; Tucker, Mchale and Crouter, 2003; Wang, Brinkworth and Eccles, 2013;
Weymouth et al., 2006). Accordingly, parent-adolescent conflict is generally accepted
as the normal part of the family life during adolescence since conflicts provide avenue
for adolescents to establish autonomy and personal control, especially over their
personal domain (Branje et al., 2009; Greenberger and Chen, 1996). However, higher
numbers of frequent parent-adolescent conflicts have been shown to be a risk for
adolescents’ well-being and psychosocial adjustment. Specifically, adolescents are
found to be shown higher depressive symptoms and lower self-esteem as a result of
these frequent conflicts with their parents. This is mainly because adolescents’ ability
to create a balance between their autonomy needs and relatedness with their parents is
disrupted (Dekovié¢, 1999; Greenberger and Chen, 1996; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas,
2010; Smetana, 2019; Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010; Tucker, Mchale and Crouter,
2003; Wang, Brinkworth and Eccles, 2013; Weymouth et al., 2006).

Turning to indirect effects of adolescents’ perception of parental control
behaviors on their adjustment, final hypothesis of this study predicted that adolescents’
perceived conflict frequency and legitimacy beliefs would be mechanisms that could
explain these indirect effects. Consistent with this hypothesis, current study revealed
that adolescents’ perception of parental control behaviors was related to their
adjustment through several mediational pathways. To begin with, indirect effect of
adolescents’ perception of psychological control on their self-esteem through their
perceived conflict frequency was significant. Adolescents who perceived their parents
as more psychologically controlling, were more likely to report frequent conflicts with
their parents, which in turn, was associated with their reports of low self-esteem. This
finding is consistent with previous literature indicating an association between

adolescents’ perception of psychological control and their self-esteem as well as an
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association between adolescents’ perception of conflict frequency with their parents
and their self-esteem (Barber and Harmon, 2002; Bean et al., 2003; Dekovi¢, 1999;
Kakihara et al., 2009; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010; Soenens and Vansteenkiste,
2010). Psychological control has been perceived as a threat by adolescents for their
autonomy and evoked their psychological reactance. Within the framework of
reactance theory (Brehm and Brehm, 1981), when adolescents perceive such threat,
they are more likely to engage in behaviors which are opposed to what their parents
suggested them to do, in order to regain their autonomy (Tigrak, Sayil and Kindap
Tepe, 2018). In turn, adolescents’ reactant, and oppositional behaviors in terms of
psychological reactance are more likely result in more frequent parent-adolescent
conflicts (Missotten, Luyckx, Branje and Van Petegem, 2017; Van Petegem et al.,
2015). In addition, these adolescents are more likely criticized by their parents since
these adolescents show reactance rather than showing compliance to what their parents
expected them to do. As a result, they are more likely to satisfy their need for autonomy
in the expense of their need for relatedness with their parents. Therefore, they are more
likely develop low self-esteem (Laird and Frozer, 2019; Tigrak, Sayil and Kindap
Tepe, 2018). Relatedly, psychological control is also found to be fostered conditional
self-regard in which parental approval of adolescents’ behaviors is conditioned
whether or not they comply with parental standards of action. If adolescents fail to do
so, their parents generally criticize them by guilt induction or love withdrawal in terms
of psychological control (Barber and Harmon, 2002; M. Abd-El-Fattah and
Abdulrahman Fakhroo, 2012). As a result, adolescents are thought to develop more
contingent self -worth in which they experience more insecure sense of self (Barber
and Harmon, 2002; Deci and Ryan, 2002). Consistently, negative influence of frequent
parent-adolescent conflict on adolescents’ self-esteem is found to be more prominent
in cultures which emphasize higher family interdependence (Chen, Greenberger,
Lester, Dang and Guo, 1998; Juang, Syed and Cookston, 2013; Kagit¢ibasi, 2013;
Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010). For instance, Latino adolescents are thought to feel
guilty when they have frequent conflicts with their parents because of their traditional
value of familism. Based on the familism, these adolescents feel an urge to give away
their autonomy needs in order to fulfill their deferential position toward their parents
which is expected of them. In turn, they are more likely turning their stress inward and
report lower self-esteem (Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010). In the similar vein,

emotional interdependence is strong among Turkish families regardless of diverse
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socioeconomic statues (Kagitcibasi, 2013; Sen, Yagmurlu and Miiren, 2014). This
means that close emotional bonds and respect for authority are important among
Turkish families. Moving from that, warmth, lovingness, and obedience-demanding
behaviors are found to be prominent aspects of Turkish parents. Therefore, it is
plausible to assume that Turkish adolescents might also feel guilty during their
conflicts with their parents when they do not comply with their parents’ expectations
(Kagitcibasi, 1996; 2013; Sen, Yagmurlu and Miiren, 2014). Taken together, when
adolescents perceive a threat for their autonomy mainly in terms of their perception of
psychological control, they are more likely show reactance and opposition to their
parents’ control attempts. Further, adolescents’ insecure sense of self as a result of
their perception of contingent self-worth, feelings of worthlessness and possible guilt
for not complying with their parents’ expectations are more likely experienced
frequently by adolescents through conflicts. These conflicts are more likely fostered
by higher psychological control. Consequently, these adolescents are more likely
perceive themselves as not worthy of love and affection of their parents. They also
become unable to recognize their personal uniqueness and worth. Thus, they are more
likely report lower self-esteem (Barber and Harmon, 2002; Chen, Greenberger, Lester,
Dang and Guo, 1998; Deci and Ryan, 2002; Juang, Syed and Cookston, 2013;
Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010; Laird and Frozer, 2019; M. Abd-El-Fattah and
Abdulrahman Fakhroo, 2012; Missotten, Luyckx, Branje and Van Petegem, 2017,
Tigrak, Sayil and Kindap Tepe, 2018).

Present study also indicated that the indirect effect of adolescents’ perception of
psychological control on their depressive symptoms through their perception of
conflict frequency was also significant. Adolescents who perceived their parents as
more psychologically controlling, were more likely to perceive frequent conflicts with
their parents, which in turn, was associated their reports of higher depressive
symptoms. This finding is in line with substantial amount of research indicating an
association between adolescents’ perception of psychological control and their
depressive symptoms as well as an association between adolescents’ perception of
conflict frequency and their depressive symptoms (Albrecht, Galambos and Jansson,
2007; Barber, 1996; Barber, Olsen and Shagle, 1994; Kakihara et al., 2009; Kerr and
Statin, 2000; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010; Pettit et al., 2001; Soenens and
Vansteenkiste, 2007; 2010; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). According to Steeger and
Gondoli (2013), psychological control fostered higher hostile exchange between
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parents and adolescents in the form of conflicts. Consequently, majority of adolescents
had higher expression of anger and irritability which were generally the characteristics
of adolescents with depressive symptoms when they perceived this aversive exchange
in their relationship with their mothers. Additionally, psychological control does not
support adolescents’ self-regulation skills and it fosters more ill-tempered interaction
between parents and adolescents which creates higher risk for depressive symptoms
(Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). Soenens and Vansteenkiste (2010) indicated that
adolescents who perceived psychological control, would experience an inner conflict
in addition to an actual conflict with their parents. In brief, adolescents’ inner conflict
was mainly between maintaining their personal choice and complying with their
parents’ demands. In return, adolescents experienced emotional distress, especially in
terms of depressive symptoms (Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). Relatedly,
adolescents’ ability to claim personal control over certain areas of their lives relate to
fulfillment of their psychological needs of autonomy and competence (Kakihara et al.,
2009; Nucci and Smetana, 1996; Smetana, 1988). In fact, individuals’ ability to have
a personal control in their own lives is found to be related with their psychological
health and well-being (Kerr and Statin, 2000). When individuals feel that they do not
have a personal control on their own destinies, they can become depressed (Burns and
Seligman, 1991). For parent-adolescent interaction, when parental control behaviors
are intrusive and coercive, particularly in terms of psychological control, adolescents’
sense of personal control over their lives can be compromised by undermining their
autonomy needs. As a result, adolescents may show fewer externalizing symptoms,
but they are more likely report higher depressive symptoms (Kerr and Stattin, 2000).
Based on that, this finding may provide further support for adolescents’ need for
autonomy which is accepted as universal basic need as mentioned earlier (Simer and
Kagitgibasi, 2010). Therefore, adolescents’ perception of psychological control is
more likely seen as a violation of their autonomy and related with higher internalizing
symptoms among Turkish adolescents.

Finally, it was observed that the indirect effect of adolescents’ perception of
behavioral control on adolescents’ self-esteem through their legitimacy beliefs and
their perception of conflict frequency was significant. That is, adolescents who
perceived higher behavioral control, were more likely view more legitimate parental
authority and report less frequent conflicts with their parents. In turn, they also

reported higher self-esteem. Similarly, the indirect effect of adolescents’ perception of
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behavioral control on their depressive symptoms through their legitimacy beliefs and
their perception of conflict frequency was also found to be significant. Hence, when
adolescents perceived higher behavioral control, they were more likely view legitimate
parental authority in general and report less frequent conflicts. In turn, they reported
few depressive symptoms. These findings are consistent with the findings of Kakihara
et al. (2009) indicating that when parents provided space for adolescents’ personal
autonomy as well as opportunities for self-regulation, adolescents were more likely
have better self-worth, higher self-esteem and less depressive symptoms (Smetana et
al., 2004). As mentioned above, Turkish adolescents generally perceive behavioral
control as an accepted norm and indication of parental warmth in their culture when it
does not inhibit their personal autonomy (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013; Kakihara et al., 2009;
Stimer and Kagit¢ibasi, 2010). Unlike psychological control, these adolescents
perceive behavioral control in a more positive way and do not feel intruded and do not
believe that they mattered less to their parents. In fact, their parents’ rule-setting and
attempts to get information about their out of home activities are regarded by these
adolescents as an indication of their parents’ love and concern (Selguk, 2019). Taken
together, adolescents generally perceive parental behavioral control as neutral when it
is applied by majority of parents in their cultures and not inhibited their personal
autonomy (Kagit¢ibasi, 2013; Petitt et al., 2001; Siimer and Kagit¢ibasi, 2010; Wang,
Pomerants and Chen, 2007). Additionally, adolescents show higher cooperation with
their parents’ control attempts when their needs and desires are not inhibited from
these attempts (Kakihara et al., 2009). Consequently, they are more likely view
legitimate authority for their parents in exercising these control behaviors (Kindap,
Sayil and Kumru, 2008; Siimer and Kagit¢ibasi, 2010). As mentioned earlier,
adolescents’ higher legitimacy beliefs are shown to be consistently associated with less
frequent conflicts (Darling, Cumsille and Alampay, 2005; Grusec, Mcschane and
Davidov, 2008; Smetana, 1989; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Yau and Smetana, 1996).
Therefore, adolescents’ perception of behavioral control and their higher legitimacy
beliefs resulted in less frequent parent-adolescent conflicts and are more likely
compensate the negative influence of parent-adolescent conflicts on adolescents’
adjustment (Dekovié¢, 1999; Greenberger and Chen, 1996; Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas,
2010; Tucker, Mchale and Crouter, 2003; Wang, Brinkworth and Eccles, 2013;
Weymouth et al., 2006). These adolescents are more likely recognize their self-worth,

uniqueness and less likely turning their stress inward or have an inner conflict about
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choosing between their personal desires and their parents’ demands which are the cases
for psychological control (Kuhlberg, Pefia and Zayas, 2010; Plunkett et al., 2007,
Soenens and Vansteenkiste, 2010). Thus, these adolescents are more likely report
higher self-esteem and less depressive symptoms.

4.4. Strengths, Limitations and Suggestions for Future Research

To our knowledge, this is the first exploratory study which has been conducted
in Turkey within the framework of social domain theory. This study showed domain
differences in mothers’ and adolescents’ authority legitimacy beliefs as well as in their
conflict perceptions. Further, this study also demonstrated how mothers and
adolescents have diverse legitimacy beliefs over four social domains (moral,
prudential, personal and social conventional). Based on mothers and adolescents’
differences in terms of their legitimacy beliefs, they are also found to have diverse
conflict perceptions over different social domains. Therefore, primary strength of the
current study is to show domain as well as family member (mother and adolescents)
differences in legitimacy of parental authority as well as perception of parent-
adolescent conflict among Turkish families.

In addition, this study indicated significant indirect effects of adolescents’
perception of psychological control and behavioral control on their adjustment
(depressive symptoms and self-esteem) through their legitimacy beliefs and their
perceptions of conflict frequency. To our knowledge, this study is also first exploratory
study in Turkey which showed the role of parent-adolescent relation in the direct
relation between parental control behaviors and adolescents’ adjustment. Specifically,
this study demonstrated that adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and their perception of
conflict frequency are significant underlying mechanisms that could elaborate this
direct relation. Based on the importance of parental control behaviors on adolescents’
general functioning and well-being, this study contributed into existing literature by
highlighting that influence of parental control behaviors on adolescents’ adjustment
were more likely vary depending on adolescents’ acceptance of these behaviors as
legitimate as well as their view about how conflictive did they perceive their
interactions with their parents. Thus, this is the secondary strength of this study.

Turning to limitations of the present study, this study was cross-sectional and
longitudinal studies are warranted in order to determine casual direction between
authority legitimacy beliefs and perceived parent-adolescent conflict of mothers and

adolescents. Longitudinal studies will contain prior and subsequent measures of these
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variables. Accordingly, longitudinal data can reveal how legitimacy beliefs and
conflict perceptions of mothers and adolescents change over different social domains
in terms of age of adolescents which previous studies were generally indicated
(Smetana et al., 2003; Smetana and Asquith, 1994; Villalobos Solis, Smetana and
Tasopoulos-Chan, 2016). Thus, longitudinal data are needed in future studies in order
to reveal casual directions and changes related to adolescents’ age.

Another limitation of this study was the reliance on adolescents’ perception of
parental control behaviors and conflict frequency. This is mainly because of the
possibility of adolescents’ cognitive biases. That is, adolescents who have higher
externalizing or internalizing symptoms, may perceive their parents and their
interactions with their parents more negatively than adolescents without these
symptoms (Rogers et al., 2003; Steeger and Gondoli, 2013). Therefore, future studies
should utilize multiple informants in order to get more holistic picture of the situation.
For example, in addition to adolescent reports, mother reports of these variables may
prevent the common method variance.

Final limitation of the current study was its main focus on the mother-adolescent
relationship. From the present study, influence of fathers’ parental control behaviors
on adolescents’ adjustment is unknown. Previous studies have found that adolescents’
adjustment could also be influenced by their perception of their fathers’ control
behaviors (Bean et al., 2003; Coopersmith, 1967). Moving from that, it would be
informative to include adolescents’ perceptions about their mothers’ as well as fathers’
parental control behaviors in order to examine the possible diverse influences.
Additionally, negative influences of parent-adolescent relation on adolescents’
adjustment might be studied more comprehensively.

Finally, although this is the first study (to our knowledge) that demonstrated the
importance of domain-specific patterns in mothers’ and adolescents’ authority
legitimacy beliefs and the close connections of these beliefs with parent-adolescent
conflict, future studies should elaborate these domain specific and multifaceted issues
to enhance our understanding the less and more threatening aspects of parent-
adolescent relationships.

4.5 Implications and Conclusion

Reported findings of this study have some valuable implications for clinical

practice and interventions about parent-adolescent relations. Most importantly,

findings of this study highlight the importance of domain-specific patterns in mothers’
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and adolescents’ authority legitimacy beliefs and conflict perceptions in the
framework of social domain theory. Specifically, clinicians who are working with
parents and adolescents should pay more attention on informing parents on issues that
should be under adolescents’ personal jurisdiction and discretion based on
adolescents’ basic need for autonomy. Parents might benefit from this information by
exercising less restrictive authority over personal domain in order to foster
adolescents’ need for autonomy and individuation.

Additionally, adolescents increased movements toward autonomy and
individuality can be perceived as a threat to the family system by their parents. In fact,
majority of parents seek therapy when they feel desperate and inadequate about not
being able to control the behaviors of their adolescent children (Preto, 2014).
Renegotiation of boundaries of parental authority and adolescents’ personal autonomy
become important mainly in terms of family distance regulation (Gavazzi, 2016). In
particular, family distance regulation refers to an optimal balance of connectedness
and individuality among family members. In other words, system boundaries become
flexible in order for adolescents to experiment several adult roles and responsibilities.
At the same time, parents also stay connected to their adolescent children for providing
safe net of guidance, protection and coaching. Consequently, adolescents are
thought to make an optimal transition into adulthood without experiencing any
adjustment difficulties such as inadequate levels of psychosocial maturity (Gavazzi,
1993; Stierlin, Levi and Saward, 1971). Therefore, clinicians should help parents and
adolescents stay connected during this developmental period. In addition, clinicians
should also inform parents about benefits of increasing flexibility of system boundaries
for adolescence developing individuality and identity.

Taken together, primarily, clinicians might benefit from informing parents about
the boundaries of legitimate parental authority over social domains that necessitated
parental regulation and control (e.g. moral, prudential, social conventional). At the
same time, parents should be informed about flexible boundaries of parental authority
for adolescents to fulfill their need of autonomy and individuation during individual
sessions. Adolescents should also be informed about these boundaries in individual
sessions in order for them to express their needs for autonomy. Individual sessions
might let them express their feelings and difficulties that they experiences about this
transformation without any hindrance.Subsequent to these individual sessions,

clinicians might benefit from including both parents and adolescents into a family
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session. This session would include renegotiation of the system boundaries for meeting
needs of two parties which are autonomy for adolescents and connection as well as
protection and regulation for parents.

Moreover, parent-adolescent conflict has been shown to occur when parents
attempt to control over issues of adolescents’ lives which adolescents mainly consider
them as the outside of legitimate parental authority, however, parents view higher
legitimacy over these issues in terms of their prudential and conventional concerns.
These issues are mainly under personal domain. However, this study showed that
issues under social conventional domain were also more discussed than personal
domain. Clinicians might also benefit from fostering perspective-taking skills of
mothers and adolescents in order to increase their understanding of each other’s stance
on these conflicts by implying parents’ conventional and prudential interpretations as
well as adolescents’ personal reinterpretations of these conflicts.

Furthermore, this study demonstrated significant indirect effects of adolescents’
perception of parental psychological and behavioral control behaviors on their
adjustment by highlighting two underlying mechanisms which were adolescents’
legitimacy beliefs and perception of conflict frequency. In other words, the influence
of these control behaviors on adolescents’ adjustment was found to be varied according
to adolescents’ views about legitimate parental authority as well as degree of
conflictual exchange that they perceive in their interaction with their parents. Helping
parents increase their understanding about under which conditions youths might resist
to their control attempts as their needs are impeded might be beneficial for more
harmonious parent-adolescent interaction (Kakihara et al., 2009). In particular, parents
may develop more insights about the influence of their control behaviors on
adolescents’ reaction to these behaviors as well as their adjustment. Therefore,
intervention efforts about parent-adolescent relation and clinicians who work with
parents and adolescents, might help parents to choose control behaviors that support
adolescents’ needs rather than undermine them.

In conclusion, this study made significant contributions into existing literature
by showing how adolescents’ and mothers’ legitimacy beliefs as well as their conflict
perceptions change over different social domains in a Turkish sample. Current study
also expanded existing literature about the direct relation between parental control
behaviors and adolescents’ adjustment by using adolescents’ legitimacy beliefs and

their perception of conflict frequency as mediators. These two variables were found to
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have a capacity to explain the underlying mechanism of this direct relation. In brief,
this study highlighted that parental control behaviors which provided needed
supervision, guidance and essential space for adolescents to assert their autonomy,
might lead adolescents’ to perceive these behaviors as normal way of their parents
showing their warmth and involvement to them (Kagitgibasi, 2013; Selcuk, 2019;
Stimer and Kagit¢ibasi, 2010). In turn, adolescents are more likely legitimize these
behaviors and show less opposition which result in less frequent conflicts. As a result,
adolescents are more likely show better adjustment from this positive parent-
adolescent interaction. Therefore, intervention efforts and clinicians might well-served
by promoting awareness and education about parental control behaviors that foster this

positive interaction.
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