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ABSTRACT

Objective: The goal of this study is to develop a new assessment tool to measure attachment.

Method: The study consisted of six stages. Initially, in order to develo an itm pool, the current attachment literature and measuring tools were 
examined. The clarity of the items and the face validity were evaluated with a group of 20 ‘judges’. The draft scale was given to 307 individuals, using 
the Brief Symptom Inventory as a criterion measure. Selection of the items was completed with factor analyses, and the resulting 33 item scale was 
named, “Attachment-Based Mental Representation Scale” (ABMRS). Later, with a sample of 407 individuals, the reliability and validity analyses 
of this 33item scale were conducted, using different criteria measures namely, Experiences in Close Relationships Inventory, The Parental Bonding 
Instrument, UCLA Loneliness Scale, Stress Audit Scale. Then, the test-retest reliability was investigated with a new sample of 60 individuals. With 
the addition of 7 more items, the Scale was administred to 283 people to investigate the psychometric properties. Lastly, the new 40-item Scale, 
with the items written in a mixed order, was applied to a different sample of 264 participants, and exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses were 
conducted.

Results: The scale has a six-dimensional structure, and it has been observed that the reliability coefficients of the dimensions vary between 0.72 and 
0.86. These sub-dimensions can be grouped together and evaluated as “Secure Attachment” and “Insecure Attachment”. 

Conclusion: It can be argued that the ABMRS validly and reliably measures the attachment phenomenon with various dimensions for Turkish 
culture. 

Keywords: Secure/İnsecure Attachment, Mental Representation

INTRODUCTION

Attachment is defined in many sources as an emotional 
bond that develops between the child and the caregiver, and 
manifests itself with the child’s search for closeness with the 
caregiver. It becomes evident especially in stressful situations, 
and has consistency and continuity (Thompson 2002, Kesebir 
et al. 2011). It is known that attachment begins within the 
prenatal period, and lasts throughout life, changing in its 
nature and in the way it is expressed.

John Bowlby conducted his first research on attachment, 
through animal observations and then extended his ideas to 
include human beings. He argued that the feeling of trust 
between the baby and the caregiver constitutes a basic structure 

for the child to develop positive models about himself and 
others and called these, ‘internal working models’ or ‘mental 
representations’ (Bowlby,1969, 1973). It is thought that these 
representations formed by the baby, constitute a prototype 
(schema) for interpersonal relationships later in adulthood 
(Tolan 2002). Bowlby (1973) and Ainsworth (1989) stated 
that, attachment styles are shaped through the parent-child 
interaction at an early age and suggested that, the quality 
of this interaction affects the expectations, beliefs, needs, 
emotion regulation strategies, and other social behaviors of 
the child in close relationships during the later years.

In a study based on Bowlby’s attachment theory, known 
as ‘The Strange Situation’ experiment, Ainsworth, Bleher, 
Waters, and Wall (1978) found that children could be 
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classified into three different groups, according to their 
behavioral responses to separation from and reunification 
with their mothers. They conceptualized these behavioral 
responses as ‘attachment styles’ and named them as ‘secure,’ 
‘anxious-ambivalent,’ and ‘avoidant’ attachment.

Hazan and Shaver (1987) conducted several studies in which 
Ainsworth’s triple attachment styles are reflected in romantic 
relationships in adult life. Researchers argue that eventhough 
the behavioral expressions seen in these romantic relationships 
differ from the attachment styles observed between the infant 
and the parent, they suggest that they can still be considered 
as ‘secure,’ ‘anxious-ambivalent,’ and ‘anxious-avoidant’ 
attachment styles (Cooper et al. 1998).

In subsequent studies, Bartholomew and Horowitz (1991) 
defined these adult attachment styles within the framework 
of Bowlby’s two mental representations of the ‘self ’ and 
‘others,’ rather than explaining them with strict categories.  
In this model, known as the ‘Four Category Model of Adult 
Attachment,’ they proposed four basic attachment patterns 
according to whether these representations are positive or 
negative (Bartholomew and Horowitz 1991).

The Adult Attachment Interview (AAI), developed by 
Main, Kaplan, and Cassidy (1985), is accepted as the gold 
standard for clinical measurement of attachment. The aim 
of this semi-structured interview, which lasts approximately 
1 hour, is to examine the role of the infant-parent or child-
parent attachment experiences, in terms of their reflections in 
adulthood, and thus to reveal mental representations of adult 
attachment. AAI also aims to evaluate attachment projectively, 
and therefore it also uses techniques such as showing pictures 
and completing a story (Van Ijzendoorn 1995).

Brennan, Clark, and Shaver (1998) on the other hand, as a 
result of a statistical analysis they conducted on the frequently 
used attachment scales, suggested that there are actually two 
basic attachment dimensions in close relationships during 
adulthood, namely ‘anxious’ and ‘avoidant’ types. 

Studies on attachment, conducted in Turkey, in general include 
topics like attachment to the parent in infancy and childhood 
(Atasoy et al. 1997, Uluç and Öktem 2009), parental roles 
(Güngör 2000, Çamurlu-Keser 2006, Salahur 2010), 
perceived parental attitudes (Demirli 2012), parenting styles 
(Özer, 2011), problem solving (Ergin and Dağ 2013, Arslan et 
al. 2012, İlhan 2012, Türköz 2007, Ergin 2009), social skills 
(Seven 2006), self-perception (Sümer and Anafarta Şendağ) 
2009, Hamarta 2004), various personality characteristics 
(Onur 2006, Saya 2006, Morsünbül 2014), job satisfaction 
(Demirkan 2006), close relationships (Büyüksahin 2001, 
Karakurt 2001, Sümer 2006, Tutarel-Kışlak and Çavuşoğlu 
2006, Bahadır 2006, Beştav 2007, Kankotan 2008, Açık 
2008, Çakır 2008), social roles (Morsünbül and Tümen 2008, 
İlhan 2012), psychopathology (Eker 2019, Sabuncuoglu and 

Berkem 2006, Oral 2006, Erdoğan 2007, Çeri 2009, Erdoğan 
2010, Pazvantoğlu et al. 2013, Dağ ve Gülüm 2013, Erdiman 
2010) and psychological discomfort (Sözügeçer 2011, Ayaz et 
al. 2012, Batıgün and Büyükşahin 2008, Yaka 2011, Keklik 
2011, Gündüz 2013, Türe 2013).

If these findings are generalized, it appears that individuals 
with secure attachment styles, have healthier communication 
styles, higher job and life satisfaction, higher self-esteem, 
better problem-solving skills, and are more assertive (Güngör 
2000, Arslan 2008, Morsünbül and Tümen 2008, Büyükşahin 
2001, Tutarel-Kışlak and Çavuşoğlu 2006, Bahadır 2006, 
Ergin and Dağ 2013, Morsünbül 2014). These findings are 
consistent with the studies conducted abroad.

However, the measurement of the phenomenon of 
attachment, by its very nature, is quite difficult. Therefore, 
various measurement tools have been developed from 
different perspectives, approaching the issue in different 
ways. The clinical manifestations of each form of attachment 
are different, in terms of their specific reflections on an 
individual’s life, inner world, bilateral relations, as well as on 
one’s perception of himself, others and the world. Although it 
is relatively easy to observe this, it is quite difficult to address 
it objectively (Thompson 2002, Kesebir et al. 2011).

The measurement tools developed for the evaluation of 
attachment in young adults and adults can be discussed 
under three headings. These are, observation or interview 
based methods, behavioral assessment methods, and self-
reports (Crowell et al. 2008). ‘Adult Attachment Interview 
(AAI)’ (Main et al. 1985) and ‘Adult Attachment Projective’ 
(George and West 2001) can be given as two examples 
for the observation and interview-based methods. The 
‘Secure Base Scoring System (SSSS)’ (Crowel et al 2002), 
‘Secure Base Scenario’ (Waters and Waters, 2006), are 
examples of behavioral assessment methods. The Parental 
Bonding Instrument (Parker et al.1979), Attachment 
History Questionnaire (Pottharst 1990), Inventory  of 
Parent and Peer Attachment (Armsden and Greenberg 1987), 
the Reciprocal and Avoidant Questionnaire for Adults (West 
and Sheldon 1992), Attachment Style Questionnaire Three 
Category Measure (Hazan and Shaver 1987), the Adult 
Attachment Scale (Collins and Reed 1990; Collins 1996), 
the Relationship Questionnaire (Bartholomew and Horowitz, 
1991), Retrospective Attachment Questionnaire (Parkes 
2006), Experiences in Close Relationships (Brennan et al. 
1998), Experiences in Close Relationships Revised (Fraley et 
al. 2000) can be given as examples of the self-report measures.

Some of the scales mentioned above were adapted to better fit 
the Turkish culture, and validity and reliability studies were 
conducted. Among these tools are the Relationship Scale for 
Adults (Sümer and Güngör 1999), the Relationship Scales 
Questionnaire (Sümer and Güngör 1999), the Experiences in 
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Close Relationships Inventory-I (Sümer 2006), Experiences 
in Close Relationships Inventory-II (Günaydın et al. 2005), 
Attachment Scenario Evaluation Method (Anafarta-Şendağ 
2019), and the Parent Attachment Scale (Kapçı and Küçüker 
2006).

When we consider the above scales adapted for the Turkish 
culture, it is seen that only the Attachment Scenario 
Evaluation Method is a measure that can be used in studies 
conducted in the clinical arena when doing a behavioral 
evaluation. The use of self-report measures in clinical studies 
are limited and they mostly consist of the scales developed in 
the field of social psychology. Based on the scarcity of these 
attachment measures specific to clinical studies in Turkey, the 
main purpose of the current study is to develop a new self-
report attachment scale that can be used in clinical psychology 
research. 

METHOD

This scale development study covered a process consisting of 
6 stages. The studies that include these stages are discussed 
separately with their findings below. Ethics committee 
approval of the study was obtained from the relevant university. 
In each study, data were collected on a voluntary basis, and 
informed consent was obtained from each participant. 
Applications varied between 10-30 minutes in each study. 
At each stage, the data were analyzed for outliers that violate 
the assumptions of normal distribution and these outliers 
were excluded from the data set before the analyses. More 
detailed information about the scale development process can 
be obtained from Varlık Ozsoy’s (2015) thesis study entitled 
“Attachment, Anxiety and Information Processing.” At each 
stage of the study discussed below, extreme values according 
to their Z scores were identified and excluded from the main 
analyses.

The First Two Stages 

In the first stage of the scale development study, the studies 
of Bowlby (1969, 1973, 1988), Harlow, Ainsworth, 
Bartholomew, and Horowitz, and the theories of Kohut 
(1971) and Horney (1945) were taken as the basis and, several 
possible items for assessing adult attachment were generated 
to create an item pool. Then, assessment tools such as AAI, 
the gold standard used in research area, were also examined, 
and items that were thought to be relevant were added to 
the item pool. Next, the clarity of the items were evaluated 
in collaboration with 20 faculty members who are experts in 
their fields and are familiar with the attachment literature. 
After these procedures, the ‘draft form’ of the scale was 
composed of 23 open-ended items and 150 5-point Likert-
type items. Brief Symptom Inventory (Derogatis 1992, Şahin 
and Durak 1994) was used as criterion validity measurement. 

For this purpose, a total sample of 311 people consisting of 
young adults and adult samples was used. Data obtained were 
subjected to four separate processes and item selection/sorting 
was carried out. In selection of these processes, the various 
methods used in scale development studies were used (Erkuş 
2016, Erkuş 2007). The procedures are as follows: 1. Item-
total correlations, 2. Correlations with the Brief Symptom 
Inventory, 3. Selection that is made according to the extreme 
groups created according to the Brief Symptom Inventory, 4. 
Exploratory factor analysis.

After these four procedures, items that were chosen to be 
kept were determined, thus the ‘candidate scale’ which was 
composed of 150 items, was reduced to 96 items.

A factor analysis was performed on these 96 items using the 
Principal Component method with Varimax rotation. When 
the scree plot was examined, it was seen that a six-factor 
structure was suitable. Items with factor loadings higher than 
0.45 were included in the scale.

Since confirmatory factor analysis is also a method used to 
discern the items in the scale development process (McIntire 
and Miller, 2000), the factor structure obtained in the initial 
exploratory factor analysis was subjected to a confirmatory 
factor analysis. When the results were obtained, and it was 
seen that some of the items were overlapping. After selecting 
the most appropriate ones from among them, the scale was 
simplified and reduced to 40 items.

The Cronbach alpha coefficient of the newly created 40-item 
‘candidate scale’ with five factors (positive self-perception, 
positive mother-perception, positive father-perception, 
negative self-perception, negative father-perception), 
accounting for the 47.70% of the total variance, was found to 
be 0.80. The reliability coefficients of factor-based subscales, 
‘positive self-perception,’ ‘positive father perception,’ ‘negative 
self-perception,’ ‘positive mother perception,’ ‘negative father 
perception’ were found as 0.86, 0.88, 0.80, 0.75 and 0.76, 
respectfully. Although it was noteworthy that a ‘negative 
mother perception’ factor did not emerge at this stage of the 
study, we decided to reconsider this issue in the later stages 
of the study. However, among the possible explanations, 
we can entertain the inconsistency of the participants, in 
their endorsment of the items indicating a negative mother 
perception or their age range. As stated before the sample 
in the second stage was composed of 311 young adults and 
adults. It is possible that at this stage, individuals are still 
struggling or ambivalent with their negative evaluations of 
their mothers, and this inconsistency may have been reflected 
in the results of the factor analysis. With this in mind, the 
plan was to include younger adolescents in the sample of 
the next study. Detailed explanations related to this issue are 
discussed in detail, in the first author’s doctoral thesis titled 
“Attachment, Anxiety and Information Processing” (Varlık 
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Ozsoy 2015). As a result of these analyses, the scale was 
named “Attachment-Based Mental Representation Scale.” 
The word ‘representation’ used in this study, refers to the 
person’s perception of ‘mother, father, and self (as perceived 
by oneself, by friends, or by other relatives).’ Other researchers 
have also talked about mother, father, and self-perceptions as 
‘mental representations’ (See Collins 1996). As mentioned in 
attachment theory, early experiences form the basic schemas 
which determine the person’s perception of events. It is also 
thought that our behavioral repertoire is shaped by our 
perceptions. Therefore, instead of early schemas, we believe 
that the phrase mental representation would be appropriate to 
use, based on Bowlby’s ‘internal working models’ assumption.  

The validity and reliability of this newer version with 40 
items, was investigated with a new sample in the third stage.   

The Third Stage

The sample of the third stage study consisted of 407 people, 
ages ranging between 19-66 (mean age 29, sd=10.41), 
living in Ankara, Antalya, and İstanbul and it was randomly 
determined by snowball sampling method.

Data Collection Tools

For this step, the assessment tools that are mentioned below 
were chosen with the expectation that they will give some 
data regarding the concurrent and construct validity of the 
new, 40-item version of the scale.

Experiences in Close Relationships Inventory-I (ECR-S): 
ECR-S was developed by Brennan, Clark, and Shaver (1998). 
It is a 7-point Likert-type 36-item scale, which is thought 
to measure attachment in adult romantic relationships. 
Adaptation to Turkish, validity and reliability studies have 
been carried out, and it was seen that it has a two-factor 
structure called ‘anxiety’ and ‘avoidance’ (Sümer 2006, Sümer 
and Güngör 1999, Güngör 2000, Karakurt 2001). In the 
present study, the Cronbach’s Alpha internal consistency 
coefficient was found as 0.84 (0.88 for anxiety, 0.84 for 
avoidance). This is one of the most frequently used self-
report assessment tools to measure adult attachment and it 
was chosen to supply data on the concurrent validity of the 
attachment scale being developed in the current study.

The Parental Bonding Instrument-PBI: The next assesment 
tool to measure concurrent validity was the PBI. PBI was 
developed by Parker, Tubling, Brown, et al. (1979) to measure 
the child-parent attachment patterns based on Bowlby’s 
(1969, 1973) attachment theory. The scale consists of two 
separate forms (mother and father), and includes ‘interest’ 
and ‘control’ dimensions. Adaptation to Turkish culture 
and reliability and validity studies were conducted by Kapçı 
and Küçüker (2006) with university students. In the current 
study, the Cronbach’s alpha internal consistency coefficient of 

the scale was found as 0.86 for the Mother form and 0.89 for 
the Father form. 

UCLA Loneliness Scale- UCLA-LS: Since, loneliness is a 
phenomenon which is related to the attachment styles of the 
individual (DiTomasso et al. 2003), UCLA Loneliness Scale 
was used to investigate the construct validity of the attachment 
scale being developed in the current study. UCLA Loneliness 
Scale, which is a Likert-type self-assessment scale consisting 
of 20 questions to determine the general level of loneliness 
of the individual, 10 of which do not contain loneliness 
semantically, and the other 10 items are aimed at measuring 
loneliness semantically (Russell et al. 1980). Higher scores 
indicate that individuals experience more loneliness. The 
validity and reliability studies of the scale in our country 
were carried out by Demir (1989). In the current study, the 
Cronbach’s alpha internal consistency coefficient of the scale 
was calculated as 0.86.

Stress Audit Scale- SAS (Stress Audit 4.2-OS):  In related 
literature, it was alrady shown that stress is another variable 
related to the attachment styles of individuals (Mikulincer and 
Florian 1998). Therefore The Stress Audit 4.2-OS, was one of 
the other scales chosen for this phase of our current study. 
It was chosen both with the intention to give information 
on the construct validity of the instrument and also on its 
usability in clinical psychology research. SAS is a 1-5 Likert-
type scale consisting of 70 items developed by Miller, Smith, 
and Mahler (1988). It is thought that as the score obtained 
from the scale increases, the symptoms of stress experienced 
also increase. Turkish adaptation and validity and reliability 
studies of the scale were carried out (Şahin and Batıgün 1997, 
Şahin et al. 2009). In the current study, the total reliability 
coefficient of SAS was found to be quite high as α= 0.96.  

Personal Information Form: This form includes 24 questions 
about demographic qualities of the participants, such as age, 
gender, education level; some questions related to their life 
satisfaction level, and some questions about the parents/
caregivers of the participants.

RESULTS

Construct Validity (Factor analysis)

 Attachment-Based Mental Representations Scale was 
evaluated at this stage with another confirmatory factor 
analysis. To achieve better fit indices, items with overlaps and 
items with item factor loadings below 0.30 were removed 
from the scale. As a result, the scale was reduced to 33 items, 
with acceptable fit indices (chi-square value, CFI, GFI and 
RMSA values). The total variance explained by the five factors 
was found to be 53% (See Table 1).

‘Positive Father Perception,’ ‘Positive Mother Perception’ and 
‘Positive Self Perception’ subscales of the Attachment-Based 
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Table 1. Structure of the 33-item Attachment-Based Mental Representation Scale

Items of the Attachment-Based Mental Representation Scale  

Factor 1
Negative Father 

Perception

Factor 2
Positive Father 

Perception

Factor 3
Negative Self-

Perception

Factor 4
Positive Mother 

Perception

Factor 5
Positive Self-
Perception

7. My father is (was) a pessimistic person .76

8. My father is (was) an angry person   .71

9. When I was a child, I would not care at all if my father left me 
on my own even when I needed him

.38

10. My father used to insult me when I was a child .56

11. When I was a child I loved to play or do homework with my 
father

.73

12. I feel (felt) secure even if my father is (was) not physically 
near me

.68

13. I know (knew) my father will (would) approve of me .82

14. I feel happy when I am (was) with my father .79

15. I trust(ed) my father  .23

16. My life’s goals are (were) determine(d) by my father’s 
expectations of me

.61

20.  I take things personally .56

26. I cry when I am stressed  .57

27. I panick when I am faced with a problem I can not solve  .63

28. When I face a problem, I constantly keep thinking how I will 
cope with it   

.59

29. There are times I exaggerate very small hassles. .71

30. My emotional state changes very abruptly  .55

31. I am a pessimistic person  .67

32. I am constantly in fear of losing the person I have become 
attached to

.52

 33. In my life, I constantly need to be attached to someone  .51

1. My mother is (was) a person with good intentions   .52

2. When I was a child I loved to play or do homework with my 
mother

.68

3. When I am (was) in trouble, I feel (felt) confident that I can 
(could) find a safe haven near my mother

.78

4. I know (knew) my mother will (would) approve of me .67

5. I trust(ed) my mother   .62

6. My life’s goals are (were) determine(d) by my mother’s 
expectations of me

.72

17. My friends describe me as a pleasant person   .43

18. I am perceived as a capable and talented person by my 
friends

.66

19. My friends are people with good intentions  .56

21. There are many things in this world that excite me and I 
would like to explore.  

.50

22. I am a happy person  .49

23. I am an adaptive person .72

24. I am a trustworthy person   .31

25. I am a loveable person .37

Variance Explained by Each Factor %21 %11 %10 %6 %5

Total Variance Explained %53

Cronbach’s Alpha Value .70 .80 .78 .81 .76
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Mental Representation Scale were conceptualized as 
the dimension of secure attachment; ‘Negative Self 
Perception’ and ‘Negative Father Perception’ subscales were 
conceptualized as the dimension of insecure attachment. 
The Cronbach alpha coefficients of these basic dimensions 
of the scale were α= 0.86 for ‘Secure Attachment’; α= 0.77 
for ‘Insecure Attachment.’ The reliability coefficients of the 
subscales are as follows: ‘Positive Mother Perception’ (6 items; 
α= 0.81), ‘Negative Father Perception’ (4 items; α= 0.70); 
‘Positive Father Perception’ (6 items; α= 0.80); ‘Positive Self-
Perception’ (8 items; α= 0.76), and ‘Negative Self-Perception’ 
(9 items; α= 0.78).

Criterion Validity

In order to evaluate the validity of the scale, its relationship with 
a series of criterion measurements was examined. The scales 
determined as criteria are Experiences in Close Relationships 
Inventory-I ECR-S, Parental Bonding Instrument-PBI, 
UCLA Loneliness Scale-UCLA-LS, and Stress Audit Scale-
SAS, which were adapted into Turkish.

Initially, the relationship of ‘Secure attachment’ and ‘Insecure 
attachment’ dimensions of the ABMRS with these scales was 
examined. As expected, the ABMRS -Secure Attachment 
dimension was found to be negatively and significantly 
correlated with the UCLA-Loneliness Scale (r= -0.34, 
p<0.01). Although its correlations with ECRS-Anxiety, 
PBI-Father overprotection, and Stress Symptoms Scale 
(SDI) were negative, they were not significant. On the other 
hand, ABMRS-Secure attachment dimension was positively 
and significantly correlated with PBI-Mother care/control 
(r=0.32, p<0.01) and PBI-Father care/control subscales 
(r=0.44, p<0.01). 

On the other hand, as expected the ABMRS-Insecure 
attachment dimension was positively and significantly 
correlated with UCLA Loneliness (r= 0.30, p<0.01), ECR-S 
Anxiety (r= 0.43, p<0.01), and SAS (r= 0.43, p<0.01). 

Correlations with PBI-Mother overprotection (r= -0.27, 
p<0.01), PBI-Father overprotection (r= -0. 20, p<0.01) and 
PBI-Father care/control (r= -0. 32, p<0.01) were also negative 
and significant.

The correlations between the five sub-dimensions of the 
ABMRS and the aforementioned criterion variables were also 
in the expected direction (See Table 2). As seen in Table 2, the 
correlation coefficients of the scales that were related to each 
other varied between 0.10 and 0.63.

The Fourth Stage

In order to calculate the test-retest reliability of the ABMRS, 
the scale was re-administered to 63 university students at 
Akdeniz University in the classroom environment, at three-
week intervals. After the data cleaning process, the sampe size 
was 60. The age of the sample ranges between 18-29 years, 
with a mean age of 20. Among these participants, 81.7% 
were female and 18.3% were male. In terms of test-retest 
reliability, the necessity of homogeneity of the distribution 
was not taken into consideration, since only one scale was 
administered to the same people, with three-week intervals 
and no comparison was made regarding gender.

In a three-week test-retest study, the correlation coefficient 
between the two applications was found to be r= 0.85 (p< 
0.01) for the total sample. In terms of its sub-dimensions, the 
test-retest correlation coefficients were r= 0.68 for ABMRS-
Negative Father; r= 0.85 for ABMRS -Positive Father; r= 0.80 
for ABMRS -Negative Self; r= 0.77 for ABMRS -Positive 
Mother; and r= 0.79 for ABMRS - Positive Self.

The Fifth Stage

After the four stages described above, as planned previouly, the 
‘negative mother perception’ sub-dimension was reconsidered 
and a new study was conducted. With this purpose in mind, 
those 7 items that were removed from the scale according to 
certain criteria in the first stage, were reviewed, revised and a 

Table 2. Correlation Coefficients of ABMRS Sub-Dimensions with Criterion Variables (n=407)

ABMRS Sub 
Dimensions

UCLA-LS-
Total Score

ECRS
Avoidant

Dimension

ECRS
Anxiety 

Dimension

PBI-
Mother 

Care/control

PBI -
Mother 

Overprotection

PBI -
Father Care/

control

PBI -
Father 

Overprotection

SAS Total 
Score

ABMRS Negative 
Father Perception .16** -.08 .09 -.08 -.02 -.49** .02 .16**

ABMRS Positive 
Father Perception -.26** .01 -.06 .18** .08 .63** -.05 -.16**

ABMRS Negative 
Self Perception .28** .13** .50** -.02 -.33**  -.12** -.26** .46**

ABMRS Positive 
Mother Perception -.08 .10* .09 .44** -.09 .12** -.09 .14**

ABMRS Positive Self 
Perception -.40** -.20** -.10* .13** .06 .19** .01 -.13*

** p<.01, *p<.05
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Table 3. Factor Structure of the 40-item ABMRS

Items of the Attachment-Based Mental 
Representation Scale  

Factor 1
Negative Self-

Perception

Factor 2
Positive Father 

Perception

Factor 3
Negative Mother 

Perception

Factor 4
Positive Mother 

Perception

Factor 5
Positive Self-
Perception

Factor 6
Positive Father 

Perception 
29. There are times I exaggerate very small hassles. .73
27. When I am faced with a problem I can’t solve, 
I get panicky

.70

28. When I face a problem, I constantly keep 
thinking how I will cope with it   

.68

30. My emotional state changes very abruptly .64
32. I am constantly in fear of losing the person I 
have become attached to

.61

33. In my life, I constantly need to be attached to 
someone  

.57

20. I take things personally .57
26. I cry when I am under stressed  .55
31. I am a pessimistic person  .50
14. I feel happy when I am (was) with my father .77
15. I trust(ed) my father  .76
16. My life’s goals are (were) determine(d) by my 
father’s expectations of me   

.73

13. I know (knew) my father will (would) approve 
of me

.71

12. I feel (felt) secure even if my father is (was) not 
physically near me   

.68

11. When I was a child I loved to play or do 
homework with my father

.65

38. Whenever she would get angry, my mother 
would threaten me with abandoning/leaving me

.80

37. My mother used to insult me when I was a 
child

.74

39. When I was a child, if my mother was upset 
with me she would leave me alone  

.71

40. When my mother was angry with me, she 
used to say I would be responsible if something 
happened to her  

.67

35. My mother is (was) an angry person .66
34. My mother is (was) a pessimistic person   .50
36. When I was a child, I would not care at all if 
my mother left me on my own even when I needed 
her  

.32

3. When I am (was) in trouble, I feel (felt) 
confident that I can (could) find a safe haven near 
my mother

.79

4. I know (knew) my mother will (would) approve 
of me

.77

5. I trust(ed) my mother   .72
2. When I was a child I loved to play or do 
homework with my mother

.71

6.  My life’s goals are (were) determine(d) by my 
mother’s expectations of me

.43

1.  My mother is (was) a person with good 
intentions   

.36

25. I am a loveable person .72
23. I am an adaptive person .71
22. I am a happy person  .62
24. I am a trustworthy person   .57
18. I am perceived as a capable and talented person 
by my friends        

.55

17. My friends describe me as a pleasant person   .53
21. There are many things in this world that excite 
me and I would like to explore.  

.34

19. My friends are people with good intentions  .31
8. My father is (was) an angry person   .71
9. When I was a child, I would not care at all if my 
father left me on my own even when I needed him

.70

10. My father used to insult me when I was a child .69
7. My father is (was) a pessimistic person .66
Variance Explained by Each Factor %9.76 %9.67 %8.66 %8.57 %7.33 %7.20
Total Variance Explained %51.19
Cronbach’s Alpha Value .81 .86 .83 .81 .72 .79
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total of 7 items were added back to the scale. This new 40-
item scale, was given to a new, more heterogeneous sample 
(N= 283) consisting of adolescents and young adults, and a 
new factor analysis was performed. The age of the sample in 
question ranged from 18-29, with a mean age of 21, and, 
76.3% of the sample was female and 23.4% is male.

A principal components analysis with varimax rotation was 
performed on the forty (40)-items. The scree plot solution 
indicated a six factor solution producing higher explained 
variances. Factor loadings above 0.32 were taken as an item 
selection criteria. The variances explained by the six factors 
are given in Table 3 (See Table 3).

As a result of this analysis, these newly added 7 items were 
loaded on the same factor and formed the ‘negative mother 
perception’ sub-dimension.

The Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of the two dimensions 
in this 40-item form of ABMRS were α= 0.85 for ‘Secure 
Attachment’ and α= 0.83 for ‘Insecure Attachment.’ The 
reliability coefficients of the subscales, positive mother 
perception, negative mother perception, positive self-
perception, negative father perception, positive father 
perception, negative self-perception were 0.81, 0.83, 0.72, 
0.79, 0.86 and 0.81, respectfully.

The Sixth Stage

The five stages of our study mentioned so far, was based 
on the intial version of the ABMRS, where the items were 
written in order, clustering into the subscales of the scale. 
Considering the limitation this might bring to the study 
related to a response bias of the participants, the items in this 
last version of the ABMRS were written in a mixed order. 
It was administered to a new sample of adolescent-young 
adults consisting of 264 people. The Submissive Acts Scale 
developed by Gilbert and Allan (1984) and translated into 
Turkish, by Şahin and Şahin (1992) was also used as criterion 
measure. The age of the sample varied between 18-31, with 
a mean age of 21. In this new sample 78.8% was female 
and 21.2% was male. The Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of 
the basic dimensions of the 40-item mixed-ordered ABMRS 
were α= 0.85 for ‘Secure Attachment;’ α= 0.83 for ‘Insecure 
Attachment.’ The reliability coefficients of the subscales 
(dimensions) are as follows: Positive mother perception 0.81, 
negative mother perception 0.83, negative father perception 
0.79, positive father perception 0.86, positive self-perception 
0.71, negative self-perception 0.81.

As a result of the confirmatory factor analysis, the ratio of 
the chi-square statistics of the scale to the degrees of freedom 
(χ2/df ) 1.77 (χ2=1286,64, df=725); root mean square 
approximation error (RMSEA=0.05); Tucker-Lewis index 
(TLI=0.80) which is the equivalent of the non-normed 
fit index (NNFI) in the AMOS program; comparative fit 

index (CFI=0.81); the goodness-fit index (GFI=0.80) were 
found to be at acceptable levels. In summary, the 6-factor 
structure that emerged during the exploratory factor analysis 
applied during the previous stages of this scale development 
study was confirmed one more time in the sixth study. In 
the final version of the scale, the first factor (negative self-
perception) consisted of 9 items (2,6,9,19,21,30,32,35,37), 
the second factor (positive self-perception) consisted of 
8 items (1,3,5,14,17,24,29,39), the third factor (positive 
father perception) consisted of 6 items (7,13,16,20,27,40), 
the fourth factor (negative father perception) consisted 
of 4 items (4,10,22,36), the fifth factor (positive mother 
perception) consisted of 6 items (11,23,25,26,28,33) and the 
sixth factor (negative mother perception) consisted of 7 items 
(8,12,15,18,31,34,38). 

DISCUSSION

In the current study, the aim was to develop a self-report 
scale that is new, original and that can be used in the 
clinical psychology research. The aim was to develop a new 
measurement tool based on Bowlby’s (1969) conceptualization 
of attachment and internal representations. Consequently, 
the focus was on the individual’s perception or ‘mental 
representations’ of themselves and their primary caregivers. 
In this respect, ABMRS differs from other scales.  

Another motivation for developing this scale is to introduce a 
new measurement to the relevant literature that can be used 
in clinical research. As a result, it has been observed that the 
dimensions of the scale overlap with the schemas and mental 
processes that play a fundamental role in clinical psychology 
literature.

The subscales of the Attachment-Based Mental Representation 
Scale, positive father perception, positive mother perception, 
and positive self-perception, together were conceptualized as 
the basic dimension of secure attachment. The other three 
subscales, negative mother, negative self and negative father 
perceptions, were conceptualized as the insecure attachment 
dimension.

The confirmatory factor analysis conducted to investigate 
the construct validity of the scale revealed a 6 factor-
structure, explaining 51% of the variance. The subscales had 
satisfactory reliability values. In various studies, it has been 
observed that the reliability coefficients of the secure and 
insecure attachment dimensions vary between 0.72 and 0.86. 
Compared with the coefficients of other attachment and 
parent scales used in the field, the reliability coefficients of 
ABMRS are satisfactory. As a result of the analyses performed 
at three-week intervals, the test-retest correlation coefficient 
of the ABMRS was also found to be satisfactory.
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In addition, for both basic dimension (safe/insecure) and sub-
dimension, correlations with other scales used for criterion 
validity (UCLA-Loneliness Scale, ECRS-I, PBI, and SAS) were 
significant and in the expected direction. For example, the 
‘Secure Attachment’ basic dimension of ABMRS was negatively 
correlated with the UCLA Loneliness Scale total score. It is 
consistent with the relevant literature that suggest individuals 
who are securely connected feel less lonely (Morsünbül 2014, 
Demirli 2012, İlhan 2012, Büyükşahin 2001). It is also 
expected that secure attachment is positively correlated with 
the PBI ‘Mother’s attention and control’ and ‘Father’s attention 
and control’ sub-dimensions. It can be said that individuals 
who receive sufficient attention, warmth, and control from 
their mothers and fathers have higher secure attachment scores 
(Sümer and Anafarta Şendağ 2009, Sümer 2006). When we 
look at the basic insecure attachment dimension, it was observed 
that this dimension showed a positive and high correlation 
with the UCLA Loneliness Scale scores and the SAS total score. 
Insecurely attached individuals evaluate themselves as lonelier 
and show more stress symptoms in parallel with the results of 
the studies in literature (Şirvanlı Özen and Aktan 2011, Türköz 
2007). In this respect, the fact that these correlations are in 
the expected direction and significant can be considered as 
evidence for the validity of the scale.

Another contribution of ABMRS can be considered as its 
emphasis on the importance of bonding with the father. The 
predominance of sub-dimensions representing positive and 
negative perceptions of father attachment in both the first 
33-item and the last 40-item forms of the scale, seem to be 
consistent with the father and attachment literature in recent 
years. As it is known, attachment is an important psychological 
phenomenon that has an impact on the whole life of the 
individual. It is often said that attachment first occurs between 
mother and the baby. However, the importance of the father 
factor in attachment is also revealed by recent studies, and 
the interest in this subject is increasing day by day (Hisli 
Şahin et al. 2017, Belsky and Fearon 2008, Soysal et al. 2005, 
Grossmann et al. 2002, Sümer and Anafarta Şendağ 2009). 
The presence and significance of two major factors, such as 
positive father perception and negative father perception, are 
remarkable in the ABMRS. In a sense, the feeling of trust 
seems to be related to the presence, love, attention, control 
and protection of the father. In other words, in addition to 
the bond formed with the mother, secure attachment can be 
predicted by the close relationship and the bond established 
with the father. In this sense, the finding related to the sub-
dimensions related to attachment with the father as well as 
the mother, is also consistent with relevant literature (Soysal 
et al. 2000, Biller 1993, Dodson 1995).

When the results of other studies conducted in the Turkey 
using the ABMRS are examined, the findings are consistent 
with the findings presented here. For example, in a study 

conducted with 490 adolescents using ABMRS, the Cronbach’s 
alpha values of the scale according to the sub-dimensions were, 
respectively: 0.78 for positive mother perception, 0.72 for 
negative father perception, 0.84 for positive father perception, 
0.77 for positive self-perception, and for negative self-
perception 0.81. In the same study, the correlation coefficients 
between the sub-dimensions of ABMRS and the Adolescence 
Concern Scale (ACS) ranged from 0.10 (p≤0.05) to 0.38 
(p≤0.01); and, the correlation coefficients between the sub-
dimensions of the Self-Compassion Scale (SCS) were found to 
vary between 0.11 (p≤0.05) and 0.62 (p≤0.01) (Andıç 2013).

In another study, 417 university students were taken as 
a sample. Other scales used in this study, apart from the 
ABMRS, are the Brief Symptom Inventory, Satisfaction with 
Life, and Well-Being. While there were significant negative 
(r= -0.28, p<0.01) relationships in the expected direction 
between secure attachment and the Brief Symptom Inventory 
total score, significant relationships were also observed in 
the expected direction with insecure attachment (r= 0.54, 
p<0.01). In the same study, the relationships between secure-
insecure attachment dimensions and life satisfaction and 
psychological well-being were also examined, and, significant 
relationships were found in the expected direction. Negative 
and significant relationships were found between insecure 
attachment dimension and life satisfaction (r=- 0.32, p<0.01) 
and psychological well-being (r=-0.48 p<0.01) (Şahin and 
Örs-Gevrekçi 2017).

In a study conducted by Andıç (2013), the relationships 
between concerns and attachment styles, self-compassion 
levels, and psychological symptoms in adolescents were 
discussed. In this study, it was observed that negative 
self-perception, negative father perception, positive self-
perception, and positive mother perception, which are the 
sub-dimensions of ABMRS, are among the variables that 
predict the psychological health symptoms of individuals in 
adolescence (Andıç 2013).

In another study using ABMRS, the reliability coefficients 
of the scale were re-evaluated in a sample of 41 participants 
diagnosed with anxiety disorder and 100 undiagnosed 
(healthy sample). The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient obtained 
for the secure attachment dimension of ABMRS was 0.86; 
also found 0.77 for the insecure attachment dimension. In 
the same study, the correlation coefficients between the sub-
dimensions of ABMRS, Trait Anxiety Inventory (TAI), and 
Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI) were also examined. It was 
observed that the correlation coefficients of the variables 
that are related to each other ranged from 0.17 (p<0.05) to 
0.67 (p<0.01) (Varlık Özsoy 2015). When groups with low 
and high anxiety levels were evaluated in the same study, 
individuals with low anxiety and high anxiety (including 
the patient group) differed significantly in terms of insecure 
attachment (Varlık Özsoy 2015). As it is known, the 
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relationships between psychological symptoms and insecure 
attachment are striking. The findings of the aforementioned 
study confirm this relationship. This study is important in 
terms of the applicability of ABMRS in clinical samples.

It is thought that all these studies contain the first promising 
findings for the 40-item ABMRS. As a result, it can be said 
that the ABMRS, which was developed by going through 
various stages (6 stages) with various samples presented in the 
current study, is a valid and reliable scale that can be used in 
research that will address the topic of attachment.

CONCLUSION 

Although it is said that the ABMRS can be considered as 
a valid and reliable scale, it is recommended to re-study its 
psychometric properties in the future. It is thought that more 
precise information can be obtained by using the AAI as the 
criterion measure, which is accepted as the gold standard for 
the measurement of attachment. In addition, it is thought 
that repeating these studies with a clinical sample would give 
better ideas about this claim defended in the current article.

Undoubtedly, it is necessary to mention that there are some 
limitations in this scale development study. The fact that 
most of the samples used at each stage are university students 
living in big cities, may be a limitation in terms of using 
the developed scale with participants with more diverse 
characteristics. In addition, since the same sample that was 
used for the test-retest study was a sample of convenience, the 
number was limited and there was not much heterogeneity 
in terms of gender. Therefore, in future studies that would 
look at the test-retest reliability can use samples where gender 
comparisons can also be made. 

Another limitation in scale development may be the use of 
only self-assessment measurement tools as validity criteria. 
Since the prefrontal cortices of people with secure attachment 
were suggested to be more developed in related literature, 
in future studies brain imaging methodology can also be 
considered to investigate if this is indeed observed with 
participants with higher or lower secure attachment scores.  

In summary, after the six-stage evaluations regarding the test-
retest reliability, internal consistency, construct, and criterion 
validity of the newly developed scale, ABMRS was considered 
as a valid and reliable scale that can be used to measure 
attachment.

REFERENCES

Açık Ö (2008) Evlilik uyumu ve bağlanma stilleri arasındaki ilişki, Yayınlanmamış 
Yüksek Lisans Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ege Üniversitesi, İzmir.

Ainsworth MDS (1989) Attachment beyond infancy. Am Psychol 44: 709-16.

Ainsworth MD, Blehar MC, Waters E et al. (1978) Patterns of attachment: A 
psychological study of the strange situation. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Anafarta Şendağ M (2019) Assessment of internalized early attachment 
experience through scripts: turkish adaptation of the attachment script 
assessment procedure. Ayna Klinik Psikoloji Dergisi 6: 244-270.

Andıç S (2013) Ergenlik döneminde zihni meşgul eden konularla ilişkili 
değişkenler: bağlanma tarzları, öz-şefkat ve psikolojik belirtiler. 
Yayınlanmamış Uzmanlık Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara 
Üniversitesi: Ankara.

Armsden GC, Greenberg MT (1987) The inventory of parent and peer 
attachment: Individual differences and their relationship to psychological 
well-being in adolescence.  J Youth Adolesc 16: 427-54.

Arslan E (2008) Bağlanma stilleri açısından ergenlerde Erikson’un psikososyal 
gelişim dönemleri ve ego kimlik süreçlerinin incelenmesi. Yayımlanmamış 
Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Selçuk Üniversitesi, Konya.

Arslan E, Arslan C, Arı R (2012) An investigation of interpersonal problem 
solving approaches with respect to attachment styles. Educ. Sci.: Theory 
Pract 12: 15-23.

Atasoy Z, Ertürk D, Şener Ş (1997) Altı ve on iki aylık bebeklerde bağlanma. 
Turk Psikiyatri Derg 8:266-79.

Ayaz A, Ayaz M, Perdahlı N et al. (2012) Anxiety level, maternal attachment 
style and family functioning in adolescents’ somatoform disorders.  Klin 
Psikiyatr Derg 15:121-8.

Bahadır Ş (2006) Romantik İlişkilerde Bağlanma Stilleri, Çatışma Çözme 
Stratejileri ve Olumsuz Duygudurumu Düzenleme Arasındaki İlişki. 
Yayımlanmamış Doktora Tezi.  Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara 
Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Bartholomew K, Horowitz LM (1991) Attachment styles among young adults: A 
test of four-category model. J Pers Soc Psychol 61: 226-44. 

Batıgün AD, Büyükşahin A (2008) Alexityhmia: Psychological Symptoms and 
Attachment Styles. Klin Psikiyatr Derg 11:105-14.

Belsky J, Pasco Fearon RM (2008) Precursors of Attachment Security. In J. 
Cassidy ve P. R. Shaver (Eds.), Handbook of attachment: Theory, research, 
and clinical applications (2nd ed., pp. 295-316). New York: Guilford Press. 

Beştav FG (2007) Romantik ilişki doyumu ile cinsiyet, bağlanma stilleri, rasyonel 
olmayan inançlar ve aşka ilişkin tutumlar arasındaki ilişkilerin incelenmesi, 
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Yayımlanmamış Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Hacettepe 
Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Biller HB (1993) Fathers and Families Paternal Factors in Child Development. 
London, Auburn House.

Bowlby J (1969) Attachment and Loss: Vol.1. Attachment.  Great Britain. New 
York: Basic Books.

Bowlby J (1973) Attachment and Loss: Vol. 2. Separation: Anxiety and Anger. 
New York: Basic Books.

Bowlby J (1988) A secure base: Parent-child attachment and healthy human 
development. New York: Basic Books.

Brennan KA, Clark CL, Shaver PR (1998) Self report measurement of adult 
attachment: An integrative overview. J. A. Simpson ve W. S. Rholes, (Ed.), 
Attachment theory and close relationships içinde (46-76). New York: 
Guilford Press.

Büyükşahin A (2001) Yakın ilişki kuran ve kurmayan üniversite öğrencilerinin 
çeşitli sosyal psikolojik etkenler yönünden karşılaştırılması. Yayınlanmamış 
Yüksek Lisans Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü Ankara Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Collins NL, Reed SJ (1990) Adult attachment, working models, and relationship 
quality in dating couples. J Pers Soc Psychol 58:644-63.

Collins NL (1996) Working models of attachment: Implicationsfor explanation, 
emotion, and behavior. J Pers Soc Psychol 71:810-32.

Cooper ML, Shaver PR, Collins NL (1998) Attachment styles, emotion 
regulation and adjustment in adoloescence J Pers Soc Psychol 74: 1380-97.

Crowell JA, Fraley RC, Shaver PR (2008) Measurement of individual differences 
in adolescent and adult attachment. In J. Cassidy ve P. R. Shaver (Eds.), 
Handbook of attachment: Theory, research, and clinical applications (2nd 
ed., pp. 599-634). New York: Guilford Press. 



233

Crowell JA, Treboux  D, Gao Y, Fyffe C et al. (2002) Assessing secure base 
behavior in adulthood: Development of a measure, links to adult attachment 
representations and relations to couples’ communication and reports of 
relationships. Dev Psychol 38: 679–93. 

Çakır S (2008) Evli bireylerin evlilik uyumlarının ana-babalarına bağlanma 
düzeyleri ve demografik değişkenler açısından incelenmesi. Yüksek Lisans 
Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Çamurlu-Keser C (2006) Annenin bağlanma düzeyi ve çocuk yetiştirme 
sürecinin çocuğun bağlanma düzeyine etkisi. Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Sosyal 
Bilimler Enstitüsü, Uludağ Üniversitesi, Bursa. 

Çeri Ö (2009) Vajinismus tanısı alan kadınlar ve eşlerinde temel bilişsel şemalar 
ile bağlanma stillerinin incelenmesi. Yüksek Lisans Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler 
Enstitüsü, Ankara Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Dağ İ, Gülüm V (2013) The mediator role of cognitive features in the relationship 
between adult attachment patterns and psychopathology symptoms: 
Cognitive flexibility. Turk Psikiyatri Derg 24:240-7 

Demir A (1989) UCLA yalnızlık ölçeğinin geçerlik ve güvenirliği. Turk Psikol 
Derg 7: 14–8.

Demirkan S (2006) Özel Sektördeki Yöneticilerin ve Çalışanların Bağlanma 
Stilleri, Kontrol Odağı, İş Doyumu ve Beş Faktör Kişilik Özelliklerinin 
Araştırılması. Yayımlanmamış Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, 
Ankara Ü. Ankara.

Demirli A (2012) The structural relationships of parenting styles, attachment 
dimensions, loneliness and hope. Maltepe University FEF Journal 1 (2).

Derogatis LR (1992) The Brief Symptom Inventory (BSI), administration, 
scoring and procedures manual=II. Clinical Psychometric Research Inc.

DiTomasso E, Brannen-McNully C, Ross L et al. (2003) Attachment styles, 
social skills and loneliness in young adults. Pers Individ Dif 53: 303-12.

Dodson F (1995) Çocuk Yaşken Eğilir: Doğumdan Altı Yaşa Kadar Çocuk 
Bakımı ve Eğitimi. (Çev. S Selvi), İstanbul, Özgür Yayınları.

Eker E (2019) Investigation of the relationship between attachment patterns and 
depression, self-injury and suicidal behaviour of eating disorders patients. 
Turkiye Klinikleri J Foren Sci Leg Med 16:192-208.

Erdiman S (2010) Zarar verici davranışları ve özkıyım girişimi olan psikiyatrik 
hastaların bağlanma biçemi, mizaç özellikleri, dürtüsellik yönünden 
karşılaştırılması. Uzmanlık Tezi, Bakırköy Prof. Dr. Mazhar Osman Ruh 
Sağlığı ve Sinir Hastalıkları Hastanesi, İstanbul.

Erdoğan FE (2010) Üniversite  öğrencilerinde  bağlanma  biçemleri ve  kişilik 
bozuklukları. Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Sağlık Bilimleri Enstitüsü, Adnan 
Menderes Üniversitesi, Aydın. 

Erdoğan S (2007) Evlilik uyumu ile psikiyatrik rahatsızlıklar, bağlanma stilleri ve mizaç 
ve karakter özellikleri arasındaki ilişkilerin 
incelenmesi. Yayınlanmamış Uzmanlık 
Tezi. Gazi Üniversitesi Tıp Fakültesi Psikiyatri Anabilim Dalı, Ankara.

Ergin BE (2009) Kişilerarası problem çözme davranışı, yetişkinlerdeki bağlanma 
biçimleri ve psikolojik rahatsızlık belirtileri arasındaki ilişkiler. 
Yayınlanmamış  Yüksek Lisans Tezi. Ankara Üniversitesi.

Ergin BE, Dağ İ (2013) The relationships among interpersonal problem solving 
behaviors, adult attachment patterns, and psychological symptoms. Anadolu 
Psikiyatri Derg 14: 36-45. 

Erkuş A (2016) Psikolojide Ölçme ve Ölçek Geliştirme-1. Pegem Akademi 
Yayınevi.

Erkuş A (2007) Ölçek geliştirme ve uyarlama çalışmalarında karşılaşılan sorunlar. 
Türk Psikoloji Bülteni 13: 17.

Fraley RC, Waller NG, Brennan KA (2000) An item response theory analysis 
of self-report measures of adult attachment. J Pers Soc Psychol 78: 350-65. 

George C, West M (2001) The development and preliminary validation of a new 
measure of adult attachment: the Adult Attachment Projective. Attach Hum 
Dev 3: 30–61.

Gilbert P, Allan S (1994) Assertiveness, submissive behaviour and social 
comparison. Br J Clin Psychol 33: 295-306.

Grossmann K, Grossmann KE, Fremmer-Bombik E et al. (2002) The 
uniqueness of the child-father attachment relationship: Fathers’ sensitive 
and challenging play as a pivotal variable in a 16-year longitudinal study. Soc 
Dev 11: 307-31.

Günaydın G, Selçuk E, Sümer N et al. (2005) Ebeveyn ve arkadaşlara bağlanma 
envanteri kısa formunun psikometrik açıdan değerlendirilmesi. Türk 
Psikoloji Yazıları 8: 13-28.

Gündüz B (2013) The contributions of attachment styles, irrational beliefs and 
psychological symptoms to the prediction of cognitive flexibility. Educ. Sci.: 
Theory Pract 13: 2071-85. 

Güngör D (2000) Bağlanma stillerinin ve zihinsel modellerin kuşaklararası 
aktarımında anababalık stillerinin rolü. Yayınlanmamış Doktora Tezi Sosyal 
Bilimler Enstitüsü Ankara Üniversitesi, Ankara. 

Hamarta E (2004) Attachment theory. Anadolu University Journal of Faculty of 
Education 14: 53-66.

Hazan C, Shaver P (1987) Romantic love conceptualized as an attachment 
process. J Pers Soc Psychol  52: 511-24.

Hisli Şahin N, Pekel Uludağlı N, Gevrekci A et al. (2017) Baba-çocuk etkileşimi 
ve çocuğun ruh sağlığı.  Çocuğumuzun Ruh Sağlığında Önemli Aktörler 
(pp.54-70), Ankara: Neyir Matbaacılık.

Horney K (1945) Our Inner Conflicts. NewYork: WW Norton. 
İlhan T (2012) Loneliness among university students: Predictive power of sex 

roles and attachment styles on loneliness. Educ. Sci.: Theory Pract 12: 2377-
96.

Kapçı G, Küçüker S (2006) The parental bonding instrument: evaluation of 
psychometric properties with turkish university students. Turk Psikiyatri 
Derg  17:286-95.

Kankotan ZZ (2008) The role attachment dimensions, relationship status, and 
gender in the components of subjective well-Being. Yayınlanmamış yüksek 
lisans tezi, Ortadoğu Teknik Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Karakurt G (2001) The impact of adult attachment styles on romantic jealousy. 
Yayımlanmamış yuksek lisans tezi. Ankara: Orta Doğu Teknik Universitesi.

Keklik İ (2011) Relationships of attachment styles and gender, personal meaning, 
depressiveness and trait-anxiety among college students. Hacettepe 
University, Education and Science 36:159.

Kesebir S, Özdoğan Kavzoğlu S, Üstündağ MF (2011) Attachment and 
psychopathology. Psikiyatr Guncel Yaklasimlar 3:321-42.

Kohut H (1971) The Analysis of the Self. New York, International Universities 
Press.

Main M, Kaplan N, Cassidy J (1985) Security in infancy, childhood, and 
adulthood: A move to level of representation. Monogr Soc Res Child Dev 
50: 66-104.

McIntere SA, Miller LA (2000) Foundations of Psychological Testing, Boston: 
McGraw Hill.

Miller LH, Smith AD, Mahler BL (1988) The Stress Audit Manual, Brookline.
Morsünbül Ü (2014) The association of internet addiction with attachment 

styles, personality traits, loneliness and life satisfaction. Int J Human Sci 
11: 357-72.

Morsünbül Ü, Tümen B (2008) The relationshıp between identity and 
attachment in adolescence: An investigation through identity status and 
attachment styles. Turk J Child Adolesc Ment Health 15: 25-31.

Mikulincer M, Florian V (1998) The relationship between adult attachment styles 
and emotional and cognitive reactions to stressful events. In J. A. Simpson 
& W. S. Rholes (Eds.), Attachment theory and close relationships (pp. 143–
65). The Guilford Press.

Onur N (2006) Lise öğrencilerinin bağlanma stilleri ile atılganlık düzeyleri 
arasındaki ilişki. Yayınlanmamış yüksek lisans tezi, Eğitim Bilimleri 
Enstitüsü, Marmara Üniversitesi İstanbul.

Oral N (2006) Yeme tutumu bozukluğu ile kişilerarası şemalar, bağlanma 
stilleri, kişilerarası ilişki tarzları ve öfke arasındaki ilişkilerin incelenmesi, 
Yayınlanmamış doktora tezi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara Üniversitesi, 
Ankara.

Özer M (2011) Suçluluk-utanç, bağlanma, algılanan ebeveynlik (anne) tarzı ve 
psikolojik belirtiler arasındaki ilişkiler, Yayınlanmamış yüksek lisans tezi, 
Savunma Bilimleri Enstitüsü, Kara Harp Okulu, Ankara. 

Parker G, Tupling H, Brown LB (1979) A parental bonding instrument. Br J 
Med Psychol 52:1-10.

Parkes CM (2006) Love and Loss, The Roots of Grief and Its Complications. 
London and New York: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.



234

Pazvantoğlu O, Karabekiroğlu K, Sarısoy G et al. (2011) The relationship of 
adult ADHD and attachment style. Anadolu Psikiyatri Derg 12: 274-9.

Pottharst K (1990) Explanations in Adult Attachment. New York: Peter Lang.
Russell D, Peplau LA, Cutrona CE (1980) The revised UCLA Loneliness Scale: 

Concurrent and discriminant validity evidence. J Pers Soc Psychol (39):472-
80.

Sabuncuoğlu O, Berkem M (2006) Relationship between attachment style and 
depressive symptoms in postpartum women: Findings from Turkey. Turk 
Psikiyatri Derg 17:252-8.

Salahur E (2010) Üniversite öğrencilerinin geriye dönük olarak çocukluklarında 
algılamış oldukları ebeveyn kabul veya reddinin yetişkin bağlanma biçimleri 
ve depresif belirtiler ile ilişkisi. Yayınlanmamış Yüksek Lisans Tezi, Sosyal 
Bilimler Enstitüsü, Hacettepe Üniversitesi, Ankara. 

Saya P (2006) The relationship between attachment styles and perfectionism in 
high school students. Yayınlanmamış Yüksek Lisans Tezi, Sosyal Bilimler 
Enstitüsü, Orta Doğu Teknik Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Seven S (2006) 6 Yaş Çocuklarının Sosyal Becerileri İle Bağlanma Durumları 
Arasındaki İlişkinin İncelenmesi. Yayımlanmamış Doktora Tezi. Eğitim 
Bilimleri Enstitüsü, Gazi Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Soysal AŞ, Bodur Ş, İşeri E et al. (2005) Attachment process in infancy: A review. 
J Clin Psy 8:88-99

Sözügeçer Z (2011) Çocuklardaki davranış problemlerinin bağlanma stilleri, aile 
işlevleri ve anne kabul algıları açısından incelenmesi. Yayımlanmış doktora 
tezi. İstanbul Üniversitesi, İstanbul.

Sümer N (2000) Yapısal eşitlik modelleri: Temel kavramlar ve örnek uygulamalar. 
Türk Psikoloji Yazıları 3: 49-74.

Sümer N (2006) Categorical and dimensional comparison of the adult 
attachment measures. Turk Psikol Derg 21: 1-22.

Sümer N, Anafarta Şendağ M (2009) Attachment to parents during middle 
childhood, self-perceptions, and anxiety. Turk Psikol Derg 24: 86-101.

Sümer N, Güngör D (1999) Psychometric evaluation of adult attachment 
measures on Turkish samples and a cross-cultural comparison. Turk Psikol 
Derg 14: 71- 106.

Şahin NH, Batıgün AD (1997) Job satisfaction and stress in health personel. 
Turk Psikol Derg 12: 57-71.

Şahin NH, Durak A (1994) The validity, reliability and factorstructure of the 
brief symptom ınventory (BSI). Turk Psikiyatri Derg 31: 44-56. 

Şahin NH, Güler M, Basım HN (2009) The relationship between cognitive 
ve intelligence, emotional intelligence, coping and stress symptoms in the 
context of type a personality pattern. Turk Psikiyatri Derg 20:243-54 

Şahin NH, Ors-Gevrekçi A (2017) A Study on the Functionality of Shame and 
Guilt Feelings Based on Attachment Types, Paper presented at the 8th Işık 
Savaşır Clinical Psychology Symposium, Ankara, 5-6 May 2017. 

Şahin NH, Şahin N (1992) Adolescent guilt, shame, and depression in relation 
to sociotropy and autonomy. The World Congress of Cognitive Threapy, 
Toronto, June 17-21.

Şirvanlı Özen D, Aktan T (2010) Attachment and being in bullying system: 
Mediational role of coping strategies. Turk Psikol Derg 25: 101-13.

Thompson RA (2002) Attachment theory and research. In Child and Adolescent 
Psychiatry, 3rd Ed. (Ed M Lewis):164-172. Philadelphia, Lippincott 
Williams Wilkins.

Tolan Ö (2002) Üniversite örencilerinde kaygı belirtileri ve bağlanma biçimleri 
ile kişilerarası şemalar arasındaki ilişkiler. Uzmanlık Tezi. Hacettepe 
Üniversitesi, Ankara.	

Tutarel-Kışlak Ş, Çavuşoğlu Ş (2006) The relationships among marital 
adjustment, attachment styles, attributions and self-esteem. Aile ve Toplum 
Dergisi 9: 61-8.

Türe H (2013) Factors affecting the level of social anxiety among medical 
students, parental bonding and adult attachment styles Anadolu Psikiyatri 
Derg14: 310-7

Türköz Y (2007) Okulöncesi Çocuklarda Bağlanma Örüntüsünün Kişilerarası 
Problem Çözme ve Açık Bellek Süreçlerine Etkisi. Doktora Tezi, Sosyal 
Bilimler Enstitüsü. Ankara Üniversitesi.

Uluç S, Öktem F (2009) Assessment of secure base script in preschool children. 
Turk Psikol Derg  24: 69-83

Van IJzendoorn MH (1995) Adult attachment representations, parental 
responsiveness, and infant attachment: A meta-analysis on the predictive 
validity of the Adult Attachment Interview. Psychological Bulletin 117: 
387– 403.

Varlık Özsoy (2015) Bağlanma, Anksiyete ve Bilgi İşleme. Yayınlanmamış 
Doktora Tezi. Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara Üniversitesi, Ankara.

Waters HS, Waters E (2006) The attachment working models concept: Among 
other things, we build script-like representations of secure base experiences. 
Attach Hum Dev 8: 185–97.

West M, Sheldon-Keller A (1992) The assessment of dimensions relevant to 
adult reciprocal attachment. Can J Psychiatry 37:600-6.

Yaka Aİ (2011) Bağlanma, erken döneme yönelik şemalar, öz-yönetim ve 
psikolojik belirtiler arasındaki ilişkiler. Yayınlanmamış Uzmanlık Tezi, 
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü, Ankara Üniversitesi: Ankara.

 
Author’s Note: Part of this study includes the first phase of the first 
author’s two-stage doctoral thesis (Varlık Özsoy (2015) Attachment, Anxi-
ety and Information Processing. Unpublished PhD Thesis. Social Sciences 
Institute, Ankara University, Ankara).


