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Batili baglamda aile sosyolojisi tarihsel olarak ortiisen bes asamadan gecmistir: 6n arastirma (19. yilizyilin ilk yarisi), sosyal
Darwinizm (19. ylizyilin son yaris1), gelismekte olan bilim (20. ylizyilin ilk yaris1), sistematik teori olusturma (19501i yillarin
ortasi-19701i yillar1 kapsayan donem) ve cesitlenme (1980’ lerden giiniimiize) donemi. On arastirma dénemi, bilimsel metodolojinin
uygulanmasina dayanan ¢ikarim ve genellemeler ortaya koyan ¢alismalarin az oldugu, ancak bir¢ok filozof, siyaset bilimci, tarihgi
ve ilk dalga feministlerin aile lizerine 6nemli yazilar kaleme aldig1 donemdir (Christensen, 1964, s. 8). Takip eden sosyal Darwinci
donemde ise aileye genis tarihsel, kurumsal ve karsilagtirmali perspektiflerden bakan ampirik bir literatiir (¢cogunlukla antropolojik)
geligmistir. Aile bigimlerinin evrimsel gelisim asamalarina odaklanan bu literatiir, daha ¢ok siipheli tarihsel ve anekdot niteligindeki
kayitlara dayanan, betimleyici ve izlenimci analizler igeren, dolayisiyla gecerliligi zayif caligmalar ile ayirt edilmektedir (Hill,
1962, s. 425).

Kentlesme ve sanayilesmenin yogunlastig1 19. yiizyil sonu ve 20. ylizyilin ilk yillarina gelindiginde yoksulluk, ¢ocuk isciligi,
gayr1 mesru iligkiler gibi cgesitli kentsel aile sorunlari aile sosyolojisi ¢aligmalarinin odagina yerlesmistir. Sosyal Darwinci evrimsel
bakis agis1 yerini degerden bagimsiz bir yonelim ve daha bilimsel bir bakis agisina birakirken metodolojik olarak sosyal anket
teknigi ve istatistiki analiz yontemleri kullanilmaya baglamistir (Cristensen, 1964, s. 9). Bir 6nceki doneme 6zgii makro perspektifin
yerine aileyi, liyeleri arasindaki etkilesimle varlik kazanan bir iligki uzami olarak ele alan mikro bir perspektif 6ne cikmistir. Boylece
20. yiizy1linda basinda aile sosyolojisinin odagi aile ici iligkilere, ailenin sosyal-psikolojik 6nemine ve ailenin toplumsallagmadaki
roliine dogru kaymistir. Charles Horton Cooley (1922)’in ayna benlik ve George Herbert Mead’in (1934) genellesmis 6teki
kavramlar1 ve aile sosyolojisinin ilk klasikleri olan W. I. Thomas ve F. W. Znaniecki’nin (1918-1920) The Polish Peasant in
Europe and America, Ernest Burgess’in (1926) “The Family as a Unity of Interacting Personalities”, Willard Waller ve Reuben
Hill’in (1951) The Family: A Dynamic Interpretation adli calismalar bu kaymaya isaret etmektedir.

Zikredilen ¢aligmalar daha ¢ok sembolik etkilesimci bakis agisini temsil etse de aile sosyolojisi alaninda 1950’li yillarin ilk
yarisinda ayni zamanda aile dongiisii, aile sorunlart ve ¢ogunlukla antropolojiden tiiretilen erken dénem iglevselcilik gibi farkli
yaklagimlarin da kullanildig1 goze carpmaktadir. Ancak 1950’lerin ikinci yarisindan itibaren aile sosyolojisinde sistematik teori
olusturma, gecmis aragtirmalart bir araya getirip degerlendirme ve cesitli diisiince ekollerini veya teorik referans gercevelerini
tanimlama ve sentezleme yoniindeki girisim 6ne ¢ikmistir. Bu girisim neticesinde Talcott Parsons’la miisahhas yapisal islevselcilik
aile sosyolojisinde hakim yaklasim haline gelmis ve Parsons’in yalitilmis ¢ekirdek aile modeli, 1970’1i yillara kadar aileyi ele alan
sosyolojik caligmalarda temel teorik ¢erceve olarak is gérmiistiir (Farber, 1964, s. 7-22). Parsons (1955, s. 18) modern toplumda
ailenin ge¢mis bazi islevlerini kaybederken ¢ocugun toplumsallagmas: ve yetigkin kisiligin dengelenmesi yoniinde islevsel olarak
farklilagtigini iddia etmistir. Islevsel olarak farklilagan aile i¢inde kadin ve erkege atfedilen rollerin de etkileyici ve aragsal olmak
tizere farklilagtifinin ve her iki diizeydeki farklilasmanin modern toplumun denge ve biitiinlii§ii adina 6neminin altin1 ¢izmistir
(Parsons, 1954, s. 103). Ayn1 zamanda modern emek piyasasinin gerektirdigi cografi ve sosyal hareketlilige imkan vermesi ve
genis akraba iligkilerinden gorece bagimsiz olmasi, dolayisiyla bir norm olarak bireysel basariy1 desteklemesi nedeniyle modern
endiistriyel toplum yapisinin tamamlayicisi olarak gordiigii yalitilmig ¢ekirdek aile modelini biitiin modern toplumlarda ailenin
evrilecegi evrensel bi¢im olarak sunmusgtur (Parsons, 1943).

Sonraki yillarda kismen yeni toplumsal hareketlerin kazandig1 ivmeyle Parsons’in yalitilmis ¢ekirdek aile modeli farkli sinif,
koken ve kiiltiirden aile deneyimlerini ele alan akademik ¢aligmalarla tartigmaya agilmistir. Yapisal iglevselci varsayimlari elestiren
bu caligmalar, modern toplumda aile deneyimlerindeki cesitliligin altin1 ¢izmistir (Mann ve ark., 1997, s. 318). Sonraki donemde
aile icindeki catisma ve esitsizlik temalar1 aile sosyolojisinin, ancak daha 6zelde feminist literatiiriin odag1 haline gelmisgtir.
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Catigsmaci bir bakig agisina dayanan bu literatiir analiz birimi olarak toplumsal cinsiyet, nesil, 1k, sinif gibi yapilara odaklanmis ve
kamusal alan-6zel alan gibi ikilikleri sorguya agmistir (Thorne ve Yalom, 1992). Bununla birlikte 1980’lere kadar daha ¢ok aile
ici tahakkiim bigcimlerine odaklanan feminist literatiir, bu yillardan sonra kadinlarin tahakkiim yapilar1 karsisinda direnigini ve bu
yapilar1 miizakeresini kendine konu etmeye baglamig; toplumsal cinsiyet, 1tk ve sinifin aile i¢inde ve diginda bireylerin yagsamlari
tizerindeki kesigen etkilerine ilgi gostermistir (Roth ve Dashper, 2016).

21. yiizyila gelindiginde ise “aile sosyolojisi” daha ¢ok “aileler ve iligkiler sosyolojisi” olarak tanimlanabilecek bir yap1 kazan-
migtir. Bu degisim, aile sosyolojisi ¢aligmalarinin ge¢ modern toplum ve bireysellesme tezini odagina almasiyla cakismaktadir. S6z
konusu teze gore modern toplumun diisliniimsellestigi, siirekli ve hizli degismeyle billurlagan ge¢ modern toplumda yerlesik norm
ve uygulamalar yol gosterici olma dzelliklerini kaybetmisgtir. Bireysel kimligin ve yakin iligkilerinin olusturulup devam ettirilmesi
bireysel bir girigim haline gelmistir (Giddens, 2014, s. 108). Bireyin kendi hakkinda diislinme ve baskalariyla bag kurma bi¢ciminin
degistigine isaret eden bu baglam, ayn1 zamanda aileye 6zgii pek cok deneyimin yasanma biciminde degismeye neden olmustur.
Aile ile ilgili kiiltiirel beklenti ve degerlerdeki farklilasma, degisen calisma kaliplar1 vb. gelismelerin etkisi altinda cift gelirli
aile sayisindaki artig, gorece daha ge¢ yasta gergeklesen evlilikler, artan bosanma ve tek kisilik hanehalki oranlari, yasam boyu
bekar kalma, evlilik dig1 birlikte yagsama gibi yeni hane ve yasam diizenlemelerinin kazandig1 yayginlik bunu 6rneklendirmektedir
(Cherlin, 2009). Bu degismeler ise ailenin bi¢im ve islevlerinin yani sira aile ici iligki ve yakinliklarin yeniden iiretiminin ve farkla
aile deneyimlerinin tartismaya agilmasina, dolayisiyla aileyi arastirmak icin takip edilen metodolojilerin de farklilagmasina neden
olmustur (Mann ve ark., 1997, s. 317). Diger bir ifadeyle “aile sosyolojisi”’nden “aileler ve iligkiler sosyolojisi”ne gecis, aileye dair
sosyolojik bilgi iiretiminde baskin bir yaklagimin kalmamasina, aile ile ilgili akademik merak cezbeden konularda ve bu konulari
sorusturma tekniklerinde artan cesitlilige isaret etmektedir.

Bu cesitlenme ise farkli bir tartigma hattini sekillendirmistir. S6z konusu hattin bir tarafi ge¢ modern gelismeler ve bireysellesme
stireclerinin modern ailenin temelini olusturan norm ve kurallar1 zayiflatarak aileyi istikrarsiz bir olusuma doniistiirdiigiinii savun-
maktadir. Bu perspektifle yakin iligkilerin toplumsal orgiitlenmesinde ve iliski pratiklerinde artan ¢esitliligin aileyi yasayan ancak
olii bir kategori haline getirdigi ileri siiriilmektedir (Beck ve Beck-Gernsheim, 2002). Tartismanin diger tarafi ise bu tiir iddialara
kars1 ¢ikarak, ailenin kendini yeniden diizenleyerek cevresel akisa uyum saglamada esnekligini ve yetenegini vurgulamaktadir
(Goode, 2005). Ailenin gelecegine iligkin bu tartisma, ayn1 zamanda onun tanimi, ona iligkin varsayim ve kuramsal agiklamalarin
yoneldigi etik/ahlaki amaglar, ona dair bilgi elde etme yontemleri hakkinda olusan goriis ayriliklarini yansitmaktadir. Bu goriis
ayriliklari ise temelde 1) postmodernizm ve modernizmin farkli epistemolojik perspektifieri, (2) toplumsal cinsiyet ve daha 6zelde
queer teorisi, (3) mevcut sosyolojik teorilerin ailelere uygulanmasi veya &zel aile teorilerinin gelistirilmesi ihtiyaci, (4) ailenin
tarihsel/geleneksel kavramsallastirmast, (5) aile aragtirmalarinda makro/mikro diizeylerdeki faktor ve etkileri inceleme ihtiyaci ile
ilgili tartigmalarda odaklanmaktadir. Tiirkiye baglaminda da bu tartigsmalarin en azindan bir kisminin izi siiriilebilmektedir. Ancak
lilkemizde hem aileye atfedilen anlam ve degerdeki hem de modernlesme tecriibesindeki farklilik onun hakkinda bilgi iiretiminde
bahsettigimiz Batili baglama 6zgii izlek ile birebir ortiismeyen bir tablo olusturmaktadir.

Ailenin tiim toplumsal orgiitlenme ve yapi ile iligki icerisinde toplumsal, ekonomik, politik, hukuksal boyutlara sahip bir
kurum olmasi1 nedeniyle Tiirkiye’de aileye dair yapilan ¢alismalar bilim dalina gore siniflandirmak oldukca zordur. Ancak yine
de iilkemizde aile sosyolojisi ¢alismalarinin iki hat {izerinde sekillendigi soylenebilir: Birinci hatti tarih, etnografya ve hukuk
tizerinden aileyi ele alan literatiir ve arsiv caligmalari, ikinci hatt1 ise aile {lizerine yapilan ampirik ¢aligmalar olusturmaktadir.
Ziya Gokalp ve Prens Sabahattin’in Tiirk ailesi hakkinda ilk yorumlarinin da icerisinde degerlendirilebilecegi, ailenin eski Tiirk
topluluklarindan itibaren gecirdigi asamalar1 ve farkli tarihsel asamalarda hangi aile bicimin yaygin oldugunun tanimlanmasi
ugragiyla ayirt edilen caligmalar ilk hatta yer almaktadir (Tokuroglu, 1991). Le Play’in etkisiyle aile konusuna egilen Prens
Sabahattin (1965), Tiirk toplumunda ferdiyet¢i degerlerin kendine yer bulmasinda ailenin 6nemini, bu kapsamda 6zel hayatin
ve ailenin 1slahin1 kendine konu etmistir. Ziya Gokalp’in (1940; 1976) aile konusundaki goriiglerinde benzer bir odak, ancak
Durkheim’1n etkisi s6z konusudur. Gokalp’e gore tarih boyunca asiret, kavim, iimmet ve millet dsnemlerinden gecen Tiirk-Islam
toplumlarinda aile de s6z konusu gelisim evreleriyle uyumlu bir siraya klan, ocak, konak ve yuva donemlerinden gec¢mistir.
Fakat aile tipolojisindeki bu evrimsel farklilasma ve aile biiyiikliigiindeki kiiciilme, onun toplumsal biitiinlesme ve dayanigsma i¢in
Oneminin azaldigi anlamina gelmemektedir. Bu 6nem ise Batililagirken milli kiiltiiriin korunmasi kaygisini tagiyan Gokalp’i ailenin
nasil 1slah edilmesi gerektigi ve yeni ailenin nasil insa edilecegi sorulariyla, dolayisiyla ailenin yasal diizenlenmesi konusuyla
mesgul etmistir (Satiroglu, 2011). Z. F. Findikoglu’nun (1936) "Tiirklerde Aile ictimaiyat1”, H. Z. Ulken’in (1943) "Aile", Kemal
Karpat'in (1945) "Ailede Devletci ve Ferdiyet¢i Goriig" baslikli makaleleri yine bu hattin ilk 6rnekleri arasindadir.

1950’1 yillara gelindiginde tarimda makinelesme, kirsalda iggiicli fazlasinin olusmasi, ithal ikameci politikalarla piyasa
ekonomisinin kirsal bolgelere yayilmasi gibi etkenlere bagl olarak gerceklesen kirdan kente gogiin aile agisindan ortaya ¢ikardigi
sorunlar ve degismeler aile sosyolojisi caligmalarinin farklilagsmasina neden olmustur. 1950 ile 1970’li yillar arasinda yapilan az
sayidaki ampirik ¢aligmanin odaginda kdy ve gecekondu aileleri yer almaktadir. ibrahim Yasa’nin (1966) Ankara’'da Gecekondu
Aileleri ¢calismasi ve Devlet Planlama Teskilatinin (1970) Tiirk Kéyiinde Modernlesme Egilimleri arastirmas: bu kapsamdaki ilk
caligmalardandir. Ayrica bu dénemde sanayilesme ve kentlesme siireclerinin yarattig1 toplumsal degismenin aile {izerine etkilerini
konu edinen galigmalar arasinda Miibeccel Belik Kiray’mn (1964) Eregli: Agir Sanayiden Once Bir Sahil Kasabast adl galigmasint
zikretmek gerekmektedir. Caligmasinda toplumsal degisme sirasinda tampon mekanizmalara duyulan ihtiyaca dikkat ceken Kiray,
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ailede anne ve kiz cocugu iligkisinin tampon fonksiyonuna ve ailenin toplumsal biitiinliigii saglamadaki islevine vurgu yapar.
Emre Kongar’in Izmir’de Kentsel Aile (1972) calismast ise bu donemde kent aile yapisini akraba ve biirokratik orgiitlerle iliskileri
cercevesinde incelemigtir.

1970’1i yillar ise Tiirkiye genelinde biiyiik 6lcekli nicel arastirma teknikleri kullanilarak aile yapisini arastiran caligmalarin
ilk drneklerinin ortaya giktig1 yillardir. Tiirkiye’de ilk aile yapisi aragtirmasi Hacettepe Universitesi Niifus Etiitleri Enstitiisiinde
(HUNEE) Serim Timur’un Tiirkiye’de kir ve kentte ailedeki yapisal farkliliklar1 ortaya koyan Tiirkiye'de Aile Yapist (1972) adli
aragtirmasidir. Ayrica Hacettepe Universitesi Niifus Etiitleri Enstitiisii’niin bes yilda bir tekrarladig1 Tiirkiye’de aile yapisi, niifus,
saglik, dogum kontrolii, cocuk sagligi gibi konular1 iceren ve aile ¢alisan arastirmacilara tarihsel karsilagtirma yapma imkani
veren TNSA (Tiirkiye Niifus ve Saglik Arastirmast) (1993, 1998, 2003, 2008, 2013, 2018), bu yillarda gerceklestirilen Tiirkiye Aile
Yapust ve Niifus Sorunlari Arastirmasi (1968), Tiirkiye Niifus Yapist ve Nufus Sorunlari Arastirmast (1973), Tiirkiye Dogurganlik
ve Aile Yapisi Arastirmast (1978, 1983, 1988) ile 6ncelenmektedir. Aileye makro bir perspektiften yaklagan bu arastirmalari, aile
yapisini incelerken toplumun ve hatta toplumun igindeki farkli kesimlerin 6zgiilliiklerinin dikkate alinmasi gerektigini vurgulayan,
Tiirkiye’de aileyi aciklarken Bati kaynakli kuramsal cercevelerin elverislili§ini sorgulayan ¢alismalar takip etmistir (bk. Vergin,
1987; Kagitcibagsi, 1985; Tolan, 1991). Bununla birlikte Tiirkiye’de 1980°1i yillarda aile, “kadin sorunu” ile beraber giindem
edilmeye baglamistir. Kadinin Tiirk ailesi igerisindeki rolii, konumu, gorevleri ve bunlarin Tiirk toplumu i¢inde cesitli degiskenlere
baglt olarak nasil farklilastig1 toplumsal degismeyle birlikte incelenen bir konu niteligi kazanmigtir. Nermin Abadan Unat’in
(1979) Toplumsal Degisme ve Tiirk Kadini, Deniz Kandiyoti’nin (1980) Rural Transformations in Turkey and Its Implications for
Women’s Status, Yildiz Ecevit'in (1985) "Uretim ve Yeniden Uretim Siirecinde Ucretli Kadin Emegi", Niikhet Sirman’mn (1990)
"Kdy Kadinin Aile ve Evlilikte Giiclenme Miicadelesi" adli caligmalari s6z konusu odakla yapilmis ¢alismalarin 6rnekleridir.

Tiirkiye’de aileye dair zengin bilgi saglayan ve Tiirkiye’de aile sosyolojisi kapsaminda zikredilmesi gereken diger dnemli caligma
ilk 6 cildi Bagbakanlik Aile Arastirma Kurumu tarafindan 1991 yilinda, sonraki 4 cildi ise ilgili kurumun yeniden yapilanarak
dahil oldugu Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanlig1 icinde Aile ve Toplum Hizmetleri Genel Miidiirliigii tarafindan 2015 yilinda
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yayimnlanan Aile Yazilarydir. “Temel kavramlar: yap1 ve tarihi siire¢”; “kiiltiirel degerler ve sosyal degisme”; “birey, kisilik ve
toplum”; “Evlilik kurumu ve iligkiler”; “aile ve kadin”; “niifus ve aile planlamas1”; “aileyi kusatan i¢ ve dis mekanlar” gibi alt
bagliklara sahip bu 10 ciltlik seri aile sosyolojisi arastirmalart i¢in derli toplu bir okumay1 miimkiin kilan 6nemli bir derleme
kaynaktir. Yine 1991 yilinda Bagbakanlik Aile Arastirma Kurumu tarafindan yayimlanan Aile Yazilar:’ni tamamlayici nitelikte
olan 3 ciltlik Tiirk Aile Ansiklopedisi de literatiire 6nemli bir katkidir. Bununla birlikte Tiirkiye’de aile yapisina dair genis dlcekli
bilgi veren bir diger aragtirma serisi ilki Aile ve Toplum Hizmetleri Genel Miidiirliigii tarafindan 2006 yilinda gergeklestirilen
TAYA dir (Tiirkiye Aile Yapis1 Aragtirmast). Daha sonra 2011, 2013, 2016 ve 2021 yillarinda tekrarlanan aragtirmada Tiirkiye’deki
hane halk: 6zellikleri, evlenme, bogsanma, cocuk algisi, aile ici iligkiler, komgsuluk ve akrabalik iligkileri, yaglanma, evdeki bakim
yiikiiniin dagilimi, aile fertlerinin beraber vakit gecirme rutinleri, aile i¢i karar alma mekanizmalar1 ve i boliimii gibi aile hayatina
iligkin temalarda istatistiki bilgiler derlenmektedir. Ayrica 2006, 2011 ve 2013 TAYA verilerinin karsilagtirmal1 analizlerini iceren,
Tiirkiye’de hanehalki 6zellikleri, evlilik ve dogurganlik egilimleri, genel anlamda kiiltiirel degisim 6zelde aile i¢i iligkiler, nesiller
aras1 dayanigma, akrabalik iligkileri, cocuk, yash ve diger toplumsal konulardaki deger ve tutumlar ile aile sorunlarina iligkin
istatistiki modellerin iiretildigi makalelerden olusan TAYA [leri Istatistik Analiz Raporu (2018) Tiirkiye’de aile sosyolojisinde
onemli bir kaynaktir.

Aileyi sosyolojik bir merakla sorusturan makale caligmalar1 degerlendirildiginde bu ¢alismalarin daha ¢ok derleme niteliginde
oldugu, yeni kuramsal bir ¢erceve gelistirmekten ¢ok konu ile ilgili teori ve tartismalart serimledikleri goze carpmaktadir. Daha az
sayida olan ve genellikle herhangi bir teorik yaklasim benimsemeden okuyucuya bulgu sunan ampirik caligmalar ise nicel aragtirma
desenine sahiptir. Ancak 1990’lardan sonra postmodernizm, ge¢c modernlik, kiiresellesme ve bireysellesme gibi siireglerin Tiirkiye
baglaminda ilgi uyandirmasiyla nitel arastirma desenine sahip galigmalarin sayisinin arttigi sylenebilir (Turan, 2016). YOK
Ulusal Tez Merkezi iizerinden aileyi konu eden sosyoloji tez ¢aligmalarini degerlendirmeye kalktigimizda 2000l yillarda 6ne
cikan egilimlerden ilki ailenin yapisi ve toplumsal degisim, 0zellikle kentlesmeyle birlikte ailenin degisimi konusu hala énemli
bir yere sahip olsa da aile i¢i akrabalik iligkilerinin ve yakinligin yeniden iiretimi, dijitallesmenin ve iletisim araglarinin aile igi
iligkilere etkisi, aile i¢i siddet, bosanma, toplumsal cinsiyet rollerine iligkin tutumlar, su¢luluk ve ayn1 zamanda yaslilik, cocukluk
gibi yasam seyri agamalarinda ailenin rolii gibi konularda ¢aligmalardaki artigtir. 2010’1u yillarda dikkat ¢eken bir diger egilim ise
once aile i¢inde kadinlik ve annelik rollerinin, daha sonra ise erkeklik ve babalik rollerinin sosyokiiltiirel ingasinin sosyoloji tez
caligmalarina konu olmasidir. Daha ¢ok hukuki bir perspektifle cocuk haklar1 ve sucluluk iizerinden ele alinan ¢ocuk konusu ise
2000’1 yillarin basinda daha kiiltiirel bir perspektiften ele alinmaya baglamistir. Medyada ¢ocuk temsili, cocuklugun toplumsal
ingasi, ¢cocuk bakim pratikleri, dijitallesme ve ¢cocugun toplumsallagmasi vb. temalar altinda ¢ocugu sosyolojik agidan inceleyen
konular ¢esitlenmistir.

Burada derlenen makaleler de hem yontem hem de konu olarak bu ¢esitliligi orneklendirir niteliktedir. Ancak giliniimiizde
farkli tiirden degismelere acik hale gelen ve daha dinamik bir yapr kazanan aileyi ve onunla degisen ebeveynligi ele almay1
amaclayan bu sayida bu degismenin tiim boyutlartyla ele alindigini iddia etmek zordur. Zira yukarida da bahsedildigi iizere aile,
tiim toplumsal orgiitlenmeyle iligki icerisinde ¢ok boyutlu bir yapiya sahiptir. Bagvuru kosullarina ve hakemlik siire¢lerine sadik
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kalinarak belirlenen makaleler, yine de bahsedilen degisme ve ailenin kazandigi dinamik yapinin ortaya cikardigi bazi sorun
alanlarin1 anlamamiza yardim etmekte ve onu giiclendirecek strateji ve politika onerilerine yer vermektedir.

Istanbul Universitesi Sosyoloji Dergisi “Aile ve Ebeveynlik Sosyolojisi” sayisinda énce Prof. Dr. Beylii Dikecligil ile gergek-
lestirdigimiz sdylesiye yer veriyoruz. 1990-1993 yillarinda Bagbakanlik Aile Arastirma Bagkanligi Arastirma Dairesi (kurucu)
baskanli§1 gorevinde bulunan Dikeclidil, Ahmet Cigdem ile derledigi Aile Yazilar: (1991) serisinin ilk bes cildi, Tiirkiye Aile
Bibliyografyast (1991) ve diger degerli makaleleri ile Tiirkiye’de aile sosyolojisine 6nemli katkilar sunan bir isim. Sorularimizi
samimiyetle cevaplayan Dikecligil, soyleside Tiirkiye’de aile ve aileye dair bilgi iiretimine dair degerlendirmelerde bulunmugtur.

Ibrahim Halil Yilmaz “The Effects of Parents on Children in the Process of Interacting with Outgroups: Parent-Child Simi-
larity in Migrant and Host Groups in Tiirkiye” basliklt makalesinde Tiirkiye’deki go¢cmen ve Tiirk cocuklart arasindaki sosyal
iligkilerde ebeveyn-cocuk benzerligine odaklanmaktadir. Allport’'un 6nyargi modeli ve Albert Bandura’nin sosyal 6grenme teorisi
cergevesinde ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklar iizerindeki etkisini elestirel etnografi yontemiyle inceleyen ¢alisma, azinlik-cogunluk gruplar
arasindaki iligkilerin seyrinde bu etkinin 6nemine dikkat cekmektedir.

Fatih Kucur, Ozge Kelebek ve Melike Semerci’in “Kurum Bakimi1 Ge¢misi Olan Bireylerin Ebeveynlik Deneyimleri: ‘Bana
Gore Anne Olmak Hep Eksik Hissetmek” baglikli makalesi ge¢mis tecriibelerin bireyin giindelik hayatinda izdiislime sahip
oldugu varsayimindan hareketle kurum bakimi ge¢cmisine sahip bireylerin ebeveynlik algi ve deneyimlerine odaklanmaktadir.
Fenomenoloji yaklasimi ile gergeklestirilen ¢alisma, yuva ve yurt gecmisi, kurumda kalma siiresi, biyolojik aile iligkileri, cevrenin
rolii gibi cesitli etkenler gercevesinde konu ettigi bireylerin ebeveynlige yaklagimlari, cocuklart ile vakit gecirme deneyimleri,
annelik ve babalik algilar1 ve ¢cocuga atfettikleri anlami incelemektedir.

Esma Sancar “Z Kusagi Ergen Cocuk Sahibi Ebeveynlerin Dijital Ebeveynlik Tutumlarinin Cocuklar1 ile Olan iliskilerine
Etkisi” baglikl makalesi dijital medya araclarinin ¢ocuklar i¢in tagidigi firsat ve risklere dikkat cekmektedir. Caligsma ebeveynlerin
cocuklarinin dijital medya araclarini kullanimina dair tutumlarinin ve ebeveynlik bicimlerinin ¢ocuklari ile iligkisine etkisini
incelemektedir. 400 ebeveyn ile gerceklestirilen tarama arastirmasi verilerinde ¢oklu regresyon analizine dayanan calismada
ebeveynlerin dijital medya kullanimi konusunda destekleyici ve korumaci tutumlarinin ¢ocuklar ile iligkilerine olumlu etkisine
isaret edilmektedir.

Kezban Celik, Fatma Umut Begpinar ve Ecem Erten “Tiirkiye’de Cocuk Bakicilarinin Ebeveynle {ligkisellik Ekseninde Sekillenen
Bakim Emegi Deneyimleri” baglikli makalesi ise ¢ocuk bakimina farkli bir pencereden bakmakta, cocuk bakiminda kullanilan
enformel bakim hizmetini konu etmektedir. Ucretli ve tam zamanli olarak ¢ocuk bakicilig1 yapan yerli isgiiciine odaklanan ¢aligma,
cocuk bakicilig1 deneyim ve pratiklerinin ebeveyn tutum ve pratikleri ile iligkiselligini incelemekte ve s6z konusu isgiiciiniin
vazgecilmez, ancak giicsiiz ve kirilgan konumuna dikkat ¢ekmektedir.

Cagri Elmas ve Nursen Adak’mn “Tiirkiye’de Bosanma Nedenlerinin ve Boganma Sonrasi Deneyimlerin Toplumsal Yapilar1”
baglikli makalesi, iilkemizde giderek artan oranda gerceklesen bosanma nedenlerini ve bunlarin cinsiyet, egitim, gelir, medeni du-
rum ve bolgesel degiskenlere gore benzerliklerini ve kiimelenmelerini incelemektedir. TAYA-2021 veri setinin ¢oklu miitekabiliyet
analizini (CMA) kullanildig1 ¢alisma sosyoekonomik faktorlerin bosanma nedenlerinin sekillenmesinde etkisine dikkat cekerken
erkek ve kadinlarin benzer bosanma nedenlerine sahip olsa da bu nedenlerin yogunluklarinda farkliliklara isaret etmektedir.

Sonug

Batili baglamda aile sosyolojisinde tarihsel olarak gerceklesen bes paradigmatik degisme, Bati toplumundaki degismeyle
ortaya ¢ikan sorun alanlar1 ve ihtiyaclarla birlikte aileyi anlamak iizere kullanilan kavramlarin ve aileyi ele alma bigimlerinin
farklilagtigina isaret etmektedir. Tiirkiye’de aileyi sosyolojik ele alma bicimi ve aileyle ilgili konulara gosterilen ilgideki degisme de
Tiirkiye’nin kendi tarihsel seriiveni icerisinde gerceklesen degismelere paralellik gostermektedir. iki baglami karsilastirdigimizda
Bati’da makro-mikro perspektiflerin birbirini izleyen sirada paradigmatik olarak one ¢iktig1 ancak son donemde bunun dagildigi,
Tiirkiye’de ise 1980’lere kadar egemen olan makro bakis acisina sahip caligmalara bu yillardan sonra mikro bakis acisiyla
yiiriitiilmiis caligmalarin eklendigi goriilmektedir. Bununla birlikte Tiirkiye’de aile sosyolojisi ile ilgili 6nemli bir eksiklik bu
alandaki caligmalarin cogunlukla Bati’da gelistirilen kavramlar1 kullanmasi, Tiirkiye’de aileyi anlamak i¢in ne 6zgiin kavramlar
gelistirmesi ne de var olan kavramlar iyilestirmesidir. Burada sunulan makaleler de bu ¢abadan yoksundur. Yine de bizi iilkemizde
aileyi cevreleyen yeni baglamlar hakkinda diisiinmeye sevk etmektedirler. Makaleleri inceledikten sonra bosanma, gog, dijitallesme
gibi olgularin aileye yansimalari ve ailelerin bu olgular1 deneyimleme ve miizakere etme siirecleri hakkinda yeni fikirler edinecegiz.
Bunu miimkiin kildi81 i¢in oncelikle Prof. Dr. Beylii Dikecligil’e, bu sayiya makaleleri ile katki sunan yazarlara ve makaleleri
degerlendiren hakemlere tesekkiir ederim.

Editorial: Paradigmatic Shifts in the Sociology of Family and Knowledge Production on Family in Tiirkiye

The sociology of family in the Western context have passed through five historically overlapping stages: preliminary research
(first half of the 19" century), social Darwinism (last half of the 19’" century), emerging science (first half of the 20°" century),
systematic theorization (1955-1970s), and diversification (1980s-present). The preliminary research period was the first period in
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which a dearth of studies has occurred drawing generalizations and conclusions based on the application of scientific methodology;
however, many philosophers, political scientists, historians, and the first wave of feminists wrote important articles about family
(Christensen, 1964, p. 8). In the subsequent social Darwinian period, an empirical literature (mostly anthropological) developed
that looked at the family from broad historical, institutional, and comparative perspectives. Nevertheless, this literature focused on
the evolutionary developmental stages of family forms and is characterized by descriptive and impressionistic analyses based on
dubious historical and anecdotal records, and thus poorly validated studies (Hill, 1962, p. 425).

With the intensification of urbanization and industrialization in the late 19’" and early 20" centuries, various urban family
problems such as poverty, child labor, and illegitimate relationships became the focus of family sociology. The social Darwinian
evolutionary perspective was replaced by a value-neutral orientation and a more scientific perspective, while methodologically,
social survey techniques and statistical methods began to be used (Cristensen, 1964, p. 9). In place of the macro perspective of the
previous period, a micro perspective came to the forefront that considered the family as a space of relationships that come into
existence through the interactions between its members. Thus, the focus of family sociology at the beginning of the 207" century
shifted toward intrafamily relations, the social and psychological importance of the family, and the family’s role in socialization.
Concepts such as Charles Horton Cooley’s (1922) mirror self and George Herbert Mead’s (1934) generalized other point to this
shift, as well as the works The Polish Peasant in Europe and America (Thomas & Znaniecki, 1918-1920), “The Family as a Unity
of Interacting Personalities” (Burgess, 1926), and The Family: A Dynamic Interpretation (Waller & Hill, 1951) as the first classics
of family sociology.

Although these studies mostly have a symbolic interactionist perspective, different approaches in the first half of the 1950s such
as the family cycle, family problems, and early functionalism, while mostly derived from anthropology, were noteworthily also
used in the sociology of family. However, after 1955, an attempt was found to build systematic theory, to bring together and evaluate
past research, and to identify and synthesize the various schools of thought and theoretical frames of reference. As a result of this
attempt, Talcott Parsons’ structural functionalism became the dominant approach in the sociology of family, and his model of the
isolated nuclear family served as the main theoretical framework for sociological studies on the family until the 1970s (Farber,
1964, pp. 7-22). Parsons (1955, p. 18) argued the family in modern society to have lost some of its past functions and to have
become functionally differentiated in the socialization of the child and stabilization of the adult personality. He underlined how
the roles attributed to men and women in the functionally differentiated family had also become differentiated as expressive and
instrumental and how differentiations at both levels are important for the balance and integrity of modern society (Parsons, 1954,
p.- 103). At the same time, he presented the isolated nuclear family model as the universal form in which the family would evolve
in all modern societies (Parsons, 1943), which he saw as complementary to the structure of modern industrial society because it
allowed the geographical and social mobility required by the modern labor market and was relatively independent of extended kin
relations, thus supporting individual success as a norm.

Partly due to the momentum gained by the new social movements in the following years, Parsons’ model of the isolated nuclear
family was challenged by academic studies dealing with family experiences of different classes, origins, and cultures. Criticizing
the assumptions of the structural functionalist perspective, these studies underlined the diversity of family experiences in modern
society (Mann et al., 1997, p. 318). In the following period, the themes of conflict and inequality within the family became the focus
of the sociology of family and more specifically of feminist literature. Based on the conflict perspective, this literature focused on
structures such as gender, generation, race, and class as the units of analysis and questioned dichotomies such as public and private
spheres (Thorne & Yalom, 1992). However, the feminist literature, which mostly addressed the forms of power relations within
the family until the 1980s, began to deal with women’s resistance to and negotiation of power structures after this time and began
to show interest in the intersecting effects of gender, race, and class on the lives of individuals within and outside the family (Roth
& Dashper, 2016).

In the 21°7 century, the sociology of family has turned into the sociology of families and relationships. This change coincides
with family sociology studies’ focus on the thesis of late modern society and individualization. According to this thesis, established
norms and practices lost their guiding features in late modern society, in which these norms and practices have become reflexive and
crystallized through continuous and rapid change. The creation and maintenance of individual identity and intimate relationships
has become an individual enterprise (Giddens, 2014, p. 108). This context points to a change in the way individuals think about
themselves and relate to others and has also led to a change in the way many family-specific experiences occur. This is exemplified
by the increase in such things as the number of dual-income families, marriages at a relatively later age, increasing rates of divorce
and single-person households, lifelong bachelors and bachelorettes, and cohabitation outside of marriage, all under the influence of
developments such as differentiation in cultural expectations and values regarding the family and changing work patterns (Cherlin,
2009). In turn, these changes have led to the discussion of the forms and functions of the family, as well as the reproduction of
intimacies within the family and different family experiences, thus differentiating the methodologies used in sociological studies
on the family (Mann et al. 1997, p. 317). In other words, the shift from the sociology of family to the sociology of families and
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relationships indicates the disappearance of a dominant approach to the production of sociological knowledge about the family
and an increasing diversity in the topics of academic interest and the techniques for investigating these topics.

This diversification has led to the formation of a distinct debate. One side of this debate argues that late modern developments
and individualization processes have weakened the norms and rules that form the basis of the modern family and transformed the
family into an unstable entity. This perspective argues that the increased diversity in the social organization of intimate relationships
and practices has rendered the family a living but dead category (Beck Beck-Gernsheim, 2002). The other side of the debate
counters such claims, emphasizing the flexibility and ability of the family to reorganize itself and adapt to environmental flux
(Goode, 2005). This debate about the future of the family also reflects disagreements about its definition, the assumptions about it,
the ethical and moral goals at which theoretical explanations are directed, and the methods of obtaining knowledge about it. These
disagreements are based on discussions on (1) the different epistemological perspectives of postmodernism and modernism, (2)
gender and more specifically queer theory, (3) the need to apply existing sociological theories to families or to develop specific
family theories, (4) the historical/traditional conceptualization of the family, and (5) the need to examine macro- and micro-level
factors and influences in family research. At least some of these discussions can be traced in the Turkish context. However, due to
the difference in the meaning and value attributed to the family and the experience of modernization in Tiirkiye, the production of
knowledge on family has a pattern that does not coincide with any trajectory specific to the Western context.

Since the family is an institution with social, economic, political, and legal dimensions in relation to the entire social organization
and structure, classifying the studies on family in Tiirkiye is quite difficult according to discipline. However, the sociology of
family in Tiirkiye can be said to be shaped along two axis: The first consists of the literature and archival studies on family through
history, ethnography, and law, while the second consists of the empirical studies on family. The first axis is characterized by studies
involving attempts to identify the phases of the family since ancient Turkish societies and which family form was prevalent during
the different historical phases and includes the first comments on the Turkish family by Gokalp and Prince Sabahattin (Tokuroglu,
1991). Under the influence of Frederic le Play, Prince Sabahattin (1965) focused on the family’s importance in socialization and on
reforming private life and the family in order for individualist values to find a place in society. Gokalp (1940, 1976)’s views on the
family have a similar focus, but are modelled on Durkheim. According to Gokalp, the family in Turkish-Islamic societies, which
have gone through the periods of tribe, clan, tribe, ummah, and nation throughout history, has also gone through the periods of clan,
hearth, mansion, and nest in a sequence consistent with these stages of development. However, this evolutionary differentiation
in family typology and the shrinkage in family size does not mean that its importance for social integration and solidarity has
diminished. On the other hand, this importance preoccupied Gokalp, who was concerned with how to preserve national culture
while undergoing Westernization, with the questions of how the family should be reformed and how the new family should be
built, and thus with the legal regulation of the modern Turkish family (Satiroglu, 2011). Findikoglu’s (1936) “Sociology of Family
in Turks,” H. Z. Ulken’s (1943) “Family”, and Kemal Karpat’s (1945) “The Statist and Individualist Views on the Family” are also
among the first examples on this second axis.

By the 1950s, the problems and changes in the family had caused internal migration from rural to urban areas due to factors
such as mechanization in agriculture and the formation of a surplus labor force in rural areas; the spread of the market economy
to rural areas through import substitution policies also led to the differentiation of studies in the sociology of family. Between the
1950s-1970s, a small number of empirical studies focused on rural and gecekondu [slum-housing] families. ibrahim Yasa’s (1966)
Gecekondu Families in Ankara and the State Planning Organization’s (1970) research on Modernization Trends in Turkish Villages
are among the first studies in this context. In the meantime, Miibeccel Belik Kiray’s (1964) Eregli: A Coastal Town Before Heavy
Industry should be mentioned among the studies on the effects of the social change caused by industrialization and urbanization
on Turkish families. Drawing attention to the need for buffer mechanisms during social change, Kiray emphasized the buffer
function of the mother-and-daughter relationship in the family and the function of the family in ensuring social integrity. Emre
Kongar’s (1972) Urban Family in Izmir examined the urban family structure in this period within the framework of its relations
with extended relatives and bureaucratic organizations.

The 1970s were when the first examples of large-scale quantitative research techniques started being used to investigate the
family structure in Tiirkiye. The first family structure research in Tiirkiye was Serim Timur’s (1972) “Family Structure in Tiirkiye”
in affiliation with Hacettepe University Institute of Population Studies (HUIPS). That study revealed the structural differences
between rural and urban families in Tiirkiye. In addition, the Tiirkiye Demographic and Health Survey (TDHS; 1993, 1998, 2003,
2008, 2013, 2018), which is conducted every five years by the Hacettepe University Institute of Population Studies on topics such
as family structure, population, health, birth control, and child health in Tiirkiye and which allows researchers studying the family
to make historical comparisons, had been preceded by the Tiirkiye Family Structure and Population Problems Survey (1968),
Tiirkiye Population Structure and Population Problems Survey (1973), and Tiirkiye Fertility and Family Structure Survey (1978,
1983, 1988). These studies approached the family from a macro perspective and were followed by studies that emphasized the need
to take into account the specificities of society and even different segments within society when examining the family structure.
These earlier studies also questioned the suitability of Western theoretical frameworks for explaining the family in Tiirkiye (see
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Vergin, 1987; Kagitcibagi, 1985; Tolan, 1991). Nevertheless, in the 1980s in Tiirkiye, the family started to be discussed together
with “women’s problems”. The role, position, and duties of women in the Turkish family and how these differed in Turkish society
based on various variables became a subject that was examined together with social change. Abadan Unat’s (1979) Social Change
and Turkish Women, Kandiyoti’s (1980) Rural Transformations in Tiirkiye and Their Implications for Women’s Status, Ecevit’s
(1985) “Paid Women’s Labor in the Production and Reproduction Process,” and Sirman’s (1990) “Village Women’s Struggle for
Empowerment in Family and Marriage” are examples of studies conducted with this focus.

Another important work that provides a wealth of information on the family in Tiirkiye and should be mentioned within the
sociology of family in Tiirkiye is Family Writings, the first six volumes of which were published by the Prime Ministry Family
Research Institute in 1991, with the next four volumes published by the General Directorate of Family and Community Services
(GDFCS) within the Ministry of Family and Social Policies in 2015. This 10-volume series is an important compendium on
the sociology of family, comprising subheadings such as “Basic Concepts: Structure and Historical Process™; “Cultural Values
and Social Change; “Individual, Personality, and Society”; “Marriage and Relationships”; “Family and Women;” Population and
Family Planning”; and “Internal and External Spaces Surrounding the Family.” The three-volume Turkish Family Encyclopedia
(Prime Ministry Family Research Institute, 1991), which complements the Family Writings, is also an important contribution to
the literature. In addition, another research series that provides large-scale information on family structure in Tiirkiye is the Turkish
Family Structure Survey (TAYA), the first of which was conducted by the GDFCS in 2006. The survey was repeated in 2011, 2013,
2016, and 2021 and compiles statistical information on themes related to family life in Tiirkiye, such as household characteristics,
marriage rates, divorce rates, perceptions towards children, intrafamily relations, neighborhood and kinship relations, aging,
distribution of the care burden at home, family members’ routines for spending time together, decision-making mechanisms within
the family, and division of labor. In addition, the TAYA Advanced Statistical Analysis Report (GDFCS, 2018) includes comparative
analyses of TAYA data from 2006, 2011, and 2013 and is an important source on the sociology of family, including articles on
developing statistical models regarding household characteristics, marriage and fertility trends, general cultural changes, and
especially family relations, intergenerational solidarity, and kinship relations, as well as values and attitudes toward children, the
elderly, and other social issues related to the family.

A current evaluation of the articles examining the family from a sociological perspective noteworthily shows these studies to
mostly be compilations and to present the theories and debates on the subject rather than developing a new theoretical framework.
Empirical studies are fewer in number and usually present the findings to the reader without adopting any theoretical approach;
they also generally have a quantitative research design. However, the number of studies using qualitative research are seen
to have increased, especially after the 1990s, due to the processes such as postmodernism, late modernity, globalization, and
individualization having aroused interest in the Turkish context (Turan, 2016). When one tries to evaluate the sociology thesis
on family through Tiirkiye’s Higher Education Council (YOK) National Thesis Centre, the first of the prominent trends in the
2000s involved an increase in studies on topics such as the reproduction of relations and intimacy within the family, the impact
of digitalization on family relations, domestic violence, divorce, attitudes toward gender roles, and criminality, as well as the
role of the family in life course stages, although the structure of the family and social change, especially family change through
urbanization, still retain an important place. Moreover, another noteworthy trend is that in the 2010s the sociocultural construction
of the roles of femininity and motherhood in the family first became the subject of sociological thesis, followed later on by
masculinity and fatherhood in the family. Children, who are mostly addressed from a legal perspective through children’s rights
and criminality, started being dealt with from a more cultural perspective in the early 2000s. With themes such as representation
of children in the media, social construction of childhood, childcare practices, and digitalization and socialization of children,
studies have since examined children from a sociological perspective through a more diverse range of topics.

The articles presented here exemplify this diversity in terms of both methodology and subject matter. However, while this issue
aims to address the family, has become open to different kinds of changes today, and has gained a much more dynamic structure,
alongside the changes it has brought to parenthood, difficulty is had in claiming the issue to have addressed this change in all its
dimensions. As stated above, this is because the family has a multidimensional structure in relation to all social organizations.
The articles selected by adhering to the application conditions and refereeing processes have nevertheless helped in understanding
some of the problem areas arising from the changing questions and the dynamic structure the family unit has gained, and these
studies include strategies and policy recommendations that will strengthen the family.

This special issue of the Istanbul University Journal of Sociology is on the sociology of family and parenthood, in which we first
present an interview with Prof. Dr. Beylii Dikecligil. Dikecligil, who served as the founding Head of the Research Department of
the Family Research Institute of the Prime Ministry between 1990-1993, has made significant contributions to the sociology of
family in Tiirkiye through the first five volumes of the Family Writings (1991) series she co-compiled with Ahmet Cigdem and the
Bibliography of Family in Tiirkiye (1991), as well as other valuable articles. By answering our questions sincerely, Dikecligil has
evaluated the family and the production of knowledge on the family in Tiirkiye.

In his article titled “The Effects of Parents on Children in the Process of Interacting with Outgroups: Parent-Child Similarity
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in Migrant and Host Groups in Tiirkiye,” Ibrahim Halil Y1lmaz focuses on parent-child similarities regarding social relations
between migrant and Turkish children in Tiirkiye. Analyzing the influence parents have on children within the framework of
Allport’s prejudice model and Bandura’s social learning theory through critical ethnography, the study highlights the importance
this influence has in the course of relations between minority and majority groups. Fatih Kucur, Ozge Kelebek, and Melike
Semerci’s article titled “Parenthood Experiences with Parenthood Experiences with a Child Who’s Received Institutional Care:
For Me, Being a Mother Always Feels Incomplete” focuses on the parenting perceptions and experiences of individuals with a
history of institutional care based on the assumption that past experiences project onto individuals’ everyday lives. The study was
carried out with a phenomenological approach and examines the approaches to parenthood, the experiences of spending time with
their children, the perceptions of motherhood and fatherhood, and the meaning parents attribute to the child within the framework
of various factors such as home and dormitory history, length of stay in the institution, biological family relationships, and the role
of the environment.

In her article titled “The Effect of the Digital Parenting Attitudes of Gen-Z Parents on Their Relationship with Their Children,”
Esma Sancar underlines the opportunities and risks that digital media carry for children. The study examines the effect parents’
attitudes and parenting styles toward their children’s use of digital media have on their relationship with their children. The study
is based on multiple regression analyses of the data from a survey conducted with 400 parents and notes how parents’ supportive
and protective attitudes toward their children’s digital media use positively affect their relationships. Kezban Celik, Fatma Umut
Bespinar, and Ecem Erten’s article titled “Labor Experiences of Child Care Givers in Tiirkiye on the Axis of Relation to Parents”
looks at childcare from a different perspective and focuses on the informal care services used in childcare. Focusing on the paid
and full-time domestic labor force engaged in childcare, the study examines the relationality of childcare experiences and practices
with parental attitudes and practices and points out the indispensable yet powerless and vulnerable position of this labor force.

Cagri Elmas and Nursen Adak’s article titled “Social Structures of Divorce Reasons and Post-Divorce Experiences in Tiirkiye”
analyzes the reasons for divorce, whose rate is increasing in Tiirkiye, and the similarities and clustering of these reasons in terms
of the variables of gender, education, income, marital status, and region. Using multiple correspondence analysis (MCA) on the
TAYA-2021 dataset, the study draws attention to the impact of socioeconomic factors in shaping the reasons for divorce and points
out that, although women and men have similar reasons for divorce, differences occur regarding the intensity of these reasons.

Conclusion

Five historical paradigmatic shifts in the sociology of family in the Western context indicate that the concepts used to understand
family and the ways for addressing family have differentiated with the problem areas and needs that have emerged alongside the
changes in Western society. In Tiirkiye, the change in the sociological approach to the family and the change in the interest shown
toward family-related issues parallel the changes in Tiirkiye’s own historical adventure. When we compare the two contexts, we
see that in the West, the macro and micro perspectives have come to the fore in a sequential order, whereas in Tiirkiye, micro-
perspective studies were added to the macro-perspective studies that had been dominant until the 1980s. However, an important
shortcoming in the sociology of the family in Tiirkiye is that the studies have mostly used the concepts developed in the West,
without having developed any of its own original concepts or improving existing concepts in order to better understand the family
in Tiirkiye. The articles presented here also lack the effort to develop original concepts about family in Tiirkiye. Nevertheless, they
encourage us to think about the new contexts surrounding the family in our country. After analyzing the articles, readers will gain
new ideas about the implications of such phenomena as divorce, migration, and digitalization regarding the family, as well as the
processes of what families experience and how to negotiate these. I would like to thank Prof. Dr. Beylii Dikegligil, the authors
who contributed to this issue with their articles, and the referees who evaluated the articles for making this possible.
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