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ERGENDEN EBEVEYNE SIDDET OLCEGI:
BIR OLCEK UYARLAMA CALISMASI

0z

Bu ¢alismanin amaci, Contreras ve arkadaglar1 (2019) tarafindan, 12-18 ya-
sindaki ¢ocuklar icin gelistirilen, Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin (EES-O)
(Child-To-Parent Violence Questionnaire) (CPV-Q) Tiirk¢eye uyarlanmasi kap-
saminda gegerlik ve giivenirlik ¢aligmasinin yapilmasidir. Orijinal formu Ingiliz-
ce olan odl¢ek, once Tiirkgeye gevrilmistir. Ceviri, psikolojik danigma ve rehberlik,
cocuk gelisimi ve egitimi, 6l¢me ve degerlendirme ile Tiirk¢e alanlarinda uzman
kisiler tarafindan incelenmis ve geri bildirimler dogrultusunda diizenlenmistir. Ya-
pilan bu diizenlemeler sonucunda &lgegin son versiyonu olusturulmugtur. Olgegin
son hali ile Dogu Karadenizdeki bir il ve ilgelerindeki 12-18 yagindaki 589 ergen-
den veri toplanmigtir. EES-O yapi1 gegerligini test etmek amaciyla ebeveyne siddet
gosterme siklig1 i¢in birinci ve ikinci diizey dogrulayici faktor analizi (DFA), ebe-
veyne siddet gosterme nedeni igin ise birinci diizey DFA uygulanmistir. Ebeveyne
siddet gosterme siklig1 anne ve baba icin paralel 28 madde, 4 faktérden (psikolo-
jik, fiziksel, finansal/ekonomik, kontrol/baski) olusarak orijinal versiyon ile uyum
gostermistir. Ebeveyne siddet nedeni de 8 madde, 2 faktérden (proaktif ve reaktif)
olusarak orijinal versiyon ile uyum gosterdigi tespit edilmistir. Analizler sonucun-
da CES-O'nin Tiirkge versiyonunun, orijinal versiyonunu destekledigi, Tiirk 12-18
yagindaki ¢ocuklarin ebeveyne siddet davranislarini degerlendirme i¢in aragtirma-
larda kullanilabilecegi ortaya konulmustur.

Anahtar Sozciikler: Cocuk, Ergen, Ebeveyne $iddet, Gegerlik, Giivenirlik.

ek

ADOLESCENT-TO-PARENT VIOLENCE SCALE:
A SCALE ADAPTATION STUDY

ABSTRACT

This study aims to conduct a validity and reliability study within the scope
of adapting the Child-To-Parent Violence Questionnaire (CPV-Q) developed by
Contreras et al. (2019) for children aged 12-18 years to Turkish The original Eng-
lish version of the scale was initially translated into Turkish. This translation was
reviewed by experts specializing in psychological counseling and guidance, child
development and education, measurement and evaluation, and Turkish langua-
ge. Revisions were made based on their feedback, and the finalized version of the
scale was prepared. The final version of the scale collected data from 589 ado-
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lescents aged 12-18 years in a province and its districts in the Eastern Black Sea
region. In order to test the construct validity of the scale, it was tested with first
and second-level confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) for the frequency of parental
violence and first-level CFA for the reason for parental violence. The frequency of
parental violence was consistent with the original version, consisting of 28 items
and four factors (psychological, physical, financial/economic, control/pressure) in
parallel for the mother and father. The reason for parental violence was also found
to be consistent with the original version with eight items and two factors (proacti-
ve and reactive). ). As a result of the analyses, it was revealed that the Turkish ver-
sion of the CPV-Q supported the original version and could be used in research to
evaluate parent-directed violent behaviors among Turkish children aged 12 to 18.

Keywords: Child, Adolescent, Violence Against Parents, Validity, Reliability.

e e
GIRIS

Ergenlik dénemindeki siddet tiim kiiltiir ve toplumlar1 kapsayan bir olgudur.
Tiirkiyede siddet hakkinda yapilan ¢alismalar okul ortamindaki siddet (Durmus,
2013), flért siddeti (Ugok Demir, Irmak, Murat, & Perdahli Fis, 2016), siber sid-
det (Giirkan, Atabay, & Gezgin, 2022) gibi farkls tiirlere yoneliktir. Ergenlerin ger-
ceklestirdigi diger bir siddet tiirii ise aile ici siddet igerisinde yer alan gocuktan
ebeveyne siddettir. Bu siddet tiirdi, bir ¢ocuk tarafindan ebeveyni tizerinde kasith
olarak gii¢ ve kontrol kazanmak amaciyla fiziksel, psikolojik veya mali zarara yol
agmay1 hedefleyen herhangi bir eylem olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Cottrell, 2001).
Fiziksel siddet, ebeveyne vurma, bir sey firlatma, yumruklama, tokatlama ve it-
meyi kapsamaktadir. Psikolojik siddet, elestirme, asagilama, kendine ve ebeveyne
zarar vermekle tehdit etme, evden kagma ve kalict hale gelen bagirmay igerir.
Finansal/ekonomik siddet, izinsiz bir seyler alma, ¢alma, ebeveynin karsilayama-
yacag1 seyleri talep etmeyi igerir (Agnew & Huguley, 1989). Kontrol/etki alan1
ise ilk olarak Contreras ve arkadaslar tarafindan ortaya konularak, tartisma es-
nasinda son sozii soylemek, ebeveyninin duygularini yok sayarak istedigi yonde
degistirmeye caligmak olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Contreras, Bustos-Navarrete, &
Cano-Lozano, 2019).

Cocuktan ebeveyne siddet énemli bir konu olmasina ragmen diger siddet tiir-
lerine kiyasla alan yazinda yeterince arastirilmamaktadir. Son zamanlarda bu tiir
siddetin ani artig gostermesi nedeniyle yayginlik orani ve etkileyen faktorler aragti-
rilmakta, alan yazinin odagi haline gelmektedir (Beckman ve ark., 2017; Calvete ve
ark., 2013; Contreras ve Cano-Lozano, 2014, 2015, 2016a; Condry ve Miles, 2014;
Margolin ve Baucom, 2014). Ebeveyne siddet uygulamanin yayginlik oranlari:
Amerika Birlesik Devletleri ve Kanadada fiziksel siddetin %11 ile %22, psikolojik
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siddetin ise %51 ile %75 arasinda; Ispanyada ise fiziksel siddetin %7.8 ile %8.4,
psikolojik siddetin ise %91 ile %95.8 arasinda degistigi bildirilmistir (Pagani, La-
rocque ve ark., 2003; Margolin ve Baucom, 2014). Amerika ve Birlegik Devletleri ve
Kanadada gelistirilen 6l¢me araglari finansal/ekonomik siddet ttiriinii kapsamadi-
g1i¢in bu yayginlik oran1 bilinmemektedir. Ispanyadaki 6l¢me araglarindan bazi-
lar1 finansal/ekonomik siddeti kapsadig1 icin yayginlik orani %29.8-%59 arasinda

olduguna ulagilmaktadir (Condry ve Miles, 2014; Margolin ve Baucom, 2014).

Cocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet (CES) yayginlik oran: ve arastirmalari son on yilda
artmis olsa da ilk olarak 1979 yilinda Harbin ve Madden tarafindan “Hirpalanmis
Ebeveyn Sendromu” kavramiyla ifade edilmistir (Edenborough ve ark., 2008; Wal-
sh & Krienert, 2009). Bu kavram fiziksel saldirganlig1 ve sozel/sozstiz tehditleri
kapsamasi nedeniyle yillar igerisinde kontrol altina alma, hitkmetme, finansal ve
psikolojik siddeti de icerecek sekilde genisletilmistir (Arias-Rivera ve Garcia, 2020;
Routt ve Anderson, 2011). Hirpalanmis Ebeveyn Sendromunun kapsami degisti-
¢i i¢in alan yazina Cocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet olarak ge¢mistir (Condry & Miles,
2014). Kavramin iceriginin zamanla genislemesi ve yapilan ¢aligmalarin artmasiyla
gesitli 6lgme araglar1 da gelistirilmistir. Ulagilabilen alan yazinda ¢ocuktan ebe-
veyne siddet ile ilk olarak Straus ve Douglas (2004) tarafindan, Catisma Taktikleri
Olgegine (Conflict Tactic Scales) dayali Ebeveyn-Cocuk Catigmalar1 Olgegini ge-
listirmislerdir (Conflict Tactic Scales Child-Parents). Ebeveyn ve ¢ocuk arasinda-
ki ¢atismay degerlendirmek icin gelistirilen 6lcek, alt1 maddeden olusmakta ve
hem ebeveynlere hem de ergenlere uygulanabilmektedir. Olgek, disiplin, ihmal,
tiziksel ve psikolojik saldirganlig1 icermektedir. Cocuktan ebeveyne siddetle ilgili
yurtdigindaki bazi 6l¢me araglari ise: Raine ve arkadaslar1 (2006) tarafindan 7-16
yasindaki erkek ¢ocuklarin ebeveyne siddet uygulama nedenlerini karsilagtirmak
amaciyla gelistirdikleri Reaktif-Proaktif Saldirganlik Olgegidir (Rective-Proactive
Aggression Questionnaire). Ibabe ve Jaureguizar (2010) tarafindan gelistirilen Aile
I¢i Siddet Olgegi (Intra-family Violence Scale) ise gocuktan ebeveyne, ebeveynden
gocuga ve eslerin birbirine siddet uygulamasini degerlendirmek icin dokuz mad-
deden olugan bir 6lgme aracidir. Cocuktan anneye yonelik siddeti 6l¢mek icin ise
Edenborough ve arkadaslar1 (2011), 10-24 yasindaki ¢ocuklara sahip anneler i¢in
Cocuktan Anneye Siddet Olgegini (Child-to-Mother Violence Scale) gelistirmis-
lerdir. Annelerle yapilan goriismeler sonucu olusturulan 6lgek, 30 agik uglu soru ve
¢ alt boyuttan (¢ocuktan siddet gorme deneyimi, tehdit veya siddet igeren davra-
nis, eylemler) olusmaktadir. Calvete ve arkadaslar1 (2013) ergenin ebeveyne uygu-
ladig1 psikolojik, fiziksel saldirganlig1 ve bu saldirganliklarin nedenini 6l¢gmek i¢in
Ergen Cocuktan Ebeveyne Saldirganlik Olgegini (The Adolescent Child-to-Parent
Aggression Questionnaire) gelistirmislerdir. Olgek, 20 paralel maddeden olugmak-
ta ve anne ve baba i¢in ayr1 doldurulmaktadir. 10 maddenin yedisi psikolojik, tigit
fiziksel saldirganliga yoneliktir. Saldirganligin nedenini reaktif ve proaktif seklinde
aciklayip iki agik uclu sorudan olugmaktadir. Contreras ve arkadaslari (2019) tara-
findan gelistirilen Cocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet Olgegi (CES-O) ise (Child-to-Parent
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Violence Questionnaire) ergenlerin ebeveynlere siddet uygulama diizeylerini ve
nedenlerini 6l¢gmek igin gelistirilmistir. Olgek, anne ve baba igin ayr1 doldurulacak
sekilde olup, siddet uygulama diizeyleri icin 14, nedenleri i¢in sekiz maddeden
olusmaktadir. Siddet uygulama diizeylerinin alt boyutlary; psikolojik, fiziksel, fi-
nansal siddet ve kontrol/etki alanidir. Siddet nedenlerinin alt boyutlar: ise reaktif
ve proaktif nedenlerdir. Jiménez-Garcia ve arkadaslari (2020) bu 6l¢egin Silideki
ergenler i¢cin uyarlama galigmasini yapmiglardir. Uyarlama ¢alisma sonucunda da
gecerlik ve giivenirlik sonuglar1 benzerlik gostermistir.

Tiirk alan yazinda ise; Sezer (2008) tarafindan Tiirk¢eye uyarlamas: yapilan
Giftler Arasi Siddeti Kabul Ol¢egi, Demirbag Polat (2010) tarafindan 6. Sinif 6g-
rencileri i¢in Siddete Yonelik Tutum Olgegi Cocuk Formu, Cetin (2011) tarafin-
dan Ergenler i¢in Siddete Yonelik Tutum Olgegi, Kaya ve Bilgin (2012) tarafindan
Siddete Maruz Kalma Olgegi, Piskin ve arkadaslar1 (2014) tarafindan Ogretmen
Siddeti Olgegi, Sapmaz ve arkadaglar1 (2017) tarafindan DSM-5 Agorafobi Sid-
det Olgegi Cocuk Formu, Tiirk ve arkadaglar1 (2020) tarafindan Siddet Yagantilar:
Olgegi Gozden Gegirilmis Formu ¢aligmalar1 ergenlik donemindeki giddetle ilgili
bazi 6lgme araglarina ulagilmistir. Bu 6lgme araglar ise ebeveyne siddeti 6l¢me-
mektedir. Alan yazinda Aile i¢i siddete maruz kalma ile ilgili Yildirim ve Kizmaz
(2018) tarafindan gelistirilen Aile I¢i Siddet Olgegine ulagilmistir. Bu 6lgegin amact
ise ortadgretim 6grencilerinin aile i¢i siddete maruz kalma durumunu 6lgmektir.

CES, son yillarda artis gosterdiginden onleyici ve daha derinlemesine incelen-
melere ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir (Calvete ark., 2013). Amerika, Kanada ve Ispanya
gibi lilkelerde ebeveyne siddet diizeyiyle ilgili veriler ve dnleyici miidahaleler bu-
lunmaktadir (Beckman ve ark., 2017). Tiirkiyede ise bir veri bulunmamakta ve
bundan dolay1 derinlemesine inceleme yapilamamaktadir. Yurt i¢inde CES ile ilgili
bir 6lgme aracinin olmamasi, Cocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin de ergen ta-
rafindan anne ve baba i¢in ayri bir sekilde doldurulmasi, cinsel siddet digindaki
siddet tiirleri ve siddet nedenlerini kapsamasi, diger 6l¢ceklerin kontrol/etki alanini
kapsamayip bu 6lcegin alt faktorlerinden olmasi sebebiyle Tiirk kiltiirindeki er-
genler i¢in uyarlama ¢aligmasi yapilarak gegerlik giivenirligine bakilmasina ihtiyag
duyulmaktadir. Yurt iginde CES ile ilgili siddet uygulama nedenleriyle ilgili bir
olgme aracinin olmamasi, Gocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin de ergen tarafin-
dan anne ve baba i¢in ayr1 bir sekilde doldurulmasi, cinsel siddet disindaki siddet
tiirleri ve siddet nedenlerini kapsamasi, diger dl¢eklerin kontrol/etki alanini kap-
samay1p bu 6lgegin alt faktorlerinden olmasi sebebiyle Tiirk kiiltiirtindeki ergenler
i¢in uyarlama ¢aligmasi yapilarak gegerlik giivenirligine bakilmas: bir ihtiyagtir.
Bu aragtirma, Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin (EES-O) Tiirkge uyarlamast
yapilarak gecerlik giivenirligine bakilmas: amaglanmistir.
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YONTEM

Arastirma Modeli

Bu aragtirma, metodolojik gegerlik giivenirlik ¢alismasidir. Olgek uyarlama ¢a-
ligmalari, bir 6lgme aracinin farkls kiiltiirlere ve dillere uyarlanmas: amaciyla ger-
ceklestirilen psikometrik ¢alisma siirecini ifade etmektedir (Deniz, 2007; Hamble-
ton & Patsula, 1998).

Calisma Grubu

Calisma grubu belirlenirken basit tesadiifi 6rnekleme yontemi kullanilmuistir.
Bu yontem, anket araglariyla yapilan nicel ¢aligmalarda, yaygin olarak kullanilan
bir yontemdir. Bu yontemde tiim bireyler caligmaya katilmak i¢in esit firsata sahip-
tir, se¢im siirecinin tamamen rastlantisal sekilde gerceklestigi bir yaklasimi temel
almaktadir. Caliyma grubundan evrene genelleme yapilmasina olanak sagladigin-
dan bu ¢aligmada basit tesadiifi 6rnekleme yontemi kullanilmistir (Christensen
ve ark. 2015). Olgek uygulamasi, Gazi Universitesinden alinan 03.08.2021 tarihli
ve 2021-747 numarali etik kurul onayi ile gerceklestirilmistir. Caligma grubunu,
2021-2022 Egitim-Ogretim yilinda Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi'ndeki bir il ve ilgele-
rindeki Milli Egitime bagli okullarda 6grenim goren ergenlere hem ¢evrimici hem
de yliz yiize olarak uygulanmistir. Veri toplama zamaninda okulda bulunan 6gren-
cilere yiiz ylize, bulunmayan 6grencilere ise ¢evrimici seklinde uygulanmistir. Ca-
lisma grubunu; 198 ergen (%33.6) Anadolu Lisesinde, 288 ergen (%49.8) Mesleki
ve Teknik Anadolu Lisesinde ve 103 ergen (%17.4) Imam Hatip Lisesinde 6grenim
goren, 12-18 yas araligindaki toplam 589 ergen olusturmaktadir. Bu grubun 311’
(%52.8) erkek, 278’1 (%47.2) kiz ergendir.

Veri Toplama Araclari

Cocuktan Ebeveyne Siddet Olgegi (CES-O). Contreras ve arkadaglar1 (2019)
tarafindan 12-18 yasindaki ergenlerin siddet uygulama sikliklar: ve nedenleri-
ni incelemek icin geligtirilen, 2 alt 6lgekten olusan dlgme aracidir. ilk alt dlgek
siddet uygulama sikligini degerlendirmektedir. Bu alt 6l¢ek anne-baba i¢in ayr1
doldurulmakta ve 28 paralel maddeden olugmaktadir. Maddeleri yanitlamak i¢in
5’li Likert derecelendirme anahtari [0: Hi¢ Gerg¢eklestirmedim, 1: Nadiren (Bir
Kez), 2: Bazen (2-3 Kez), 3: Cogu Zaman (4-5 Kez), 4: Siklikla (6 veya Daha
Fazla)] kullanilmaktadir. §iddet uygulama sikliginin alt faktorleri; psikolojik (4
madde), fiziksel (3 madde), finansal/ekonomik siddet (3 madde) ve kontrol/etki
alanidir (4 madde).
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Ikinci alt 6lgek ise siddet uygulama nedenleridir. Bu alt 6lgek, 8 maddeden
olusmakta ve 4’14 Likert derecelendirme anahtar1 (0: Hig, 1: Bazen, 2: Cogu Za-
man, 3: Her Zaman) kullanilmaktadir. Siddet uygulama nedenlerinin alt faktorleri;
reaktif (5 madde) ve proaktif (3 madde) nedenlerdir.

Bu calismada 6l¢me araci ergenlere uygulandigindan ismi “Ergenden Ebeveyne
Siddet Olgegi (EES)” olarak uyarlanmugtir.

islem Siireci

Bu ¢alismada, ilk olarak Contreras’tan 6l¢egin uyarlamasi i¢in izin alinmis ve
dilsel esdegerlik stnanmustir. Orijinali Ingilizce olan &lgek, énce Tiirkgeye gevril-
mis, ardindan gevirinin dogrulugunu kontrol etmek amaciyla tekrar ingilizceye
cevrilmistir (Looman & Farrag, 2009). Bu geviriler Ingilizce béliimiindeki 1 okut-
man, Psikolojik Danigsmanlik ve Rehberlik bolimiinde 2 6gretim tiyesi, Cocuk
Gelisimi ve Egitimi boliimiinde 1 6gretim gorevlisi ve 1 6gretim iiyesi tarafindan
kontrol edilip anlam kayb: olup olmadigina bakilmistir. Anlam kaybi olmadigina
yonelik goriis birligi saglanmistir. Bu asamadan sonra siddet kavraminda uzman
5 kigi maddelerin ilgili alt faktorleri 6l¢iip 6l¢medigine, 6rneklem grubuna uygun
olup olmadigina yonelik goriisleri alinmistir. Kontrol/etki alt boyutunun, psikolo-
jik alt boyutu ile birlestirilebilecegi fakat orijinal 6lgekte yer aldig: i¢in birlestiril-
memesinde goris birligi saglanmistir. Goriig ve oneriler sonucunda maddelerin
anlagilirhigi, okunabilirligi, cevaplama i¢in gereken siirenin belirlenmesine yonelik
12-18 yagindaki 30 ergene pilot ¢caligma yapilmigtir (Crocker & Algina, 1986). Ya-
pilan pilot caligma, bireysel olarak uygulanmis, her madde sesli okutulmustur. Sesli
okutulurken maddeler hakkinda ne diisiindiikleri, nasil anladiklar: sorulup yanlis
anlayip anlamadiklar1 belirlenmigstir. Pilot ¢aligma sonucunda maddelerin dogru
anlagildig tespit edilmistir. Bunun sonucunda kontrol/etki alt boyutunun ayr: bir
boyut yer almasi gerektigine karar verilerek pilot ¢aligmadan farkli 589 ergene ge-
gerlik giivenirlik i¢cin uygulanmustir.

Verilerin Analizi

589 ergene uygulandiktan sonra veriler ilk olarak SPSS 20 programina girilip
eksik ve ug degerler kontrol edilmistir. Ardindan Lisrel 8 programinda Ergenden
Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin Tiirk kiiltiiriinde gegerli ve giivenilir olup olmadigina
yonelik Dogrulayici Faktor Analizi (DFA) ve Cronbach Alpha katsaysi ile ilgili
analizler yapilmistir. DFA'inde modelin istaitstiksel uyumunu incelemek i¢in Yak-
lagik Hata Karelerinin Karekokii Hatas1 (RMSEA), Standartlastirilmis Hata Kare-
lerinin Karekokii (SRMR), Kargilagtirmali Uyum lyiligi Indeksi (CFI), Normlan-
mamis Uyum lyiligi Indeksi (NNFI), Diizeltilmis Uyum lyiligi indeksi (NNFI) ve
Uyum lyiligi indeksi (GFI) degerlerine bakilmistir. RMSEA indeksi igin 0.05’in
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altindaki degerler iyi uyum, 0.05-0.08 arasi kabul edilebilir uyum, 0.08’in iistii ise
zayif uyum olarak degerlendirilmektedir (Hu & Bentler, 1999). SRMR ise 0.08 veya
daha dusiik degerler iyi uyumun gostergesidir. CFI, NNFI, AGFI ve GFI indeksleri
0.90 veya tizerindeki degerler genellikle iyi uyum olarak kabul edilmektedir (Hu &
Bentler, 1999; Schermelleh-Engel ve ark., 2003). Olgegin i tutarliligini 6lgmek igin
Cronbach alfa katsayis1 hesaplanmistir. Bir 6lgek veya testin maddelerin birbiriyle
ne kadar tutarli oldugunu belirlemek i¢in Cronbach alfa kullanilmaktadir. Cron-
bach alfa degeri (genellikle 0.70 ve tizeri), maddelerin ortak bir yapiy1 dl¢tiigiinii
ve Oleegin giivenilir oldugunu gostermektedir (Biytikoztiirk, 2022; Pallant, 2020;
Tabachnick ve ark., 2013).

Gecerlik, Givenirlik ve Etik

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin Tiirk kiiltiiriinde gegerli olup olmadigina
yonelik DFA gerceklestirilmistir. Orijinal dl¢ekte siddet uygulama sikliginin top-
lam puanina yonelik ikinci diizey DFAya bakilmamistir. Bu ¢alismada toplam bir
puan vermek i¢in ikinci diizey DFA hesaplanmistir. Siddet uygulama nedenleri-
nin dogas1 geregi toplam puan elde edilemeyeceginden ikinci diizey DFAya bakil-
mamistir. Olgegin giivenilirligine yonelik de Cronbach Alfa ig tutarlik katsayilar:
hesaplanmustir. lgili degerlere Bulgular kisminda yer verilmistir (Carket, 2020;
Erkus, 2022)..

Etik Kurul izin Bilgileri

Yapilan bu ¢alismada “Yitksekogretim Kurumlar: Bilimsel Aragtirma ve Yayin
Etigi Yonergesi” kapsaminda uyulmasi belirtilen tiim kurallara uyulmustur.

Etik Degerlendirmeyi Yapan Kurul Adi: Gazi Universitesi
Etik Degerlendirme Kararinin Tarihi: 03.08.2021
Etik Degerlendirme Belgesi Say1 Numarasi: 2021-747

BULGULAR

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Ol¢edi
Anne Formu
EES-O Anne Formunun Tiirk kiiltiiriinde gegerliligini degerlendirmek igin

Dogrulayici Faktor Analizi (DFA) gerceklestirilmistir. Birinci diizey DFA sonug-
larinda, 6lgegin veriyle iyi bir uyum gosterdigi ortaya konulmustur (x2/sd=3.14;
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RMSEA [%90] =0.060 [0.052- 0.069] SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.95;
AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.95). Maddelerin faktor yiik degerleri 0.30 ile 0.90 arasinda de-

gistigi ve faktorler arasinda anlamli iliskiler bulundugu gozlenmistir (Sekil 1).
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*F1= Psikolojik; F2=Fiziksel; F3=Finansal/Ekonomik; F4=Kontrol/Etki
Sekil 1. Ergenin Ebeveynine Yonelik Siddeti Olgegi - Anne Formu DFA Yol Analizi

Pozitif yonli ve istatistiksel olarak anlaml iligkiler tespit edilmesi tizerine, il-
gili alan yazin ve 6lgegin orijinal yapisini goz oniinde bulundurarak faktorlerin
ortak bir “ebeveyne yonelik siddet” alt boyutunu temsil edip etmedigini test et-
mek amaciyla ikinci diizey DFA yapilmistir. Ikinci diizey DFA sonuglar1 da ve-
riyle iyi bir uyum géstermistir (x2/sd=3.14; RMSEA [%90] =0.060 [0.052- 0.069]
SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.95). Faktorler arasindaki
faktor yiikleri incelendiginde Psikolojik ile Fiziksel arasindaki faktor yiikii 0.35,
Psikolojik ile Finansal/Ekonomik 0.45, Psikolojik ile Kontrol/Etki 0.26; Fiziksel
ile Finansal/Ekonomik 0.80, Fiziksel ile Kontrol/Etki 0.39; Finansal/Ekonomik ile
Kontrol/Etki ise 0.62dir. Cohen’in (1988) 6nerdigi etki buyikligi siniflandirma-
s1 (0.10 = kiigiik, 0.30 = orta, 0.50 = biiytik) dikkate alindiginda faktorler arasin-
da orta ve biyiik diizeyde etki biiyiikliigiine sahip iligkiler oldugu soyleyebiliriz.
Bununla birlikte Gignac ve Szodorai (2016), literatiirde korelasyon katsayilarinin
genellikle 0.50 seviyesine ulasmadigini, bu nedenle Coher’in standartlarinin ¢ok
zorlayici olabilecegi seklinde elestiride bulunmustur. Arastirmacilar, 6zellikle 0.10,
0.20 ve 0.30 korelasyonlarini sirastyla nispeten kiiciik, tipik ve nispeten biiyiik ola-
rak degerlendirilebilecegini 6nermistir.
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Olgegin anne formunun giivenirligini degerlendirmek amaciyla Cronbach
Alfa i¢ tutarhik katsayilari hesaplanmistir. Cronbach alfa katsayilari psikolojik,
fiziksel, finansal/ekonomik ve kontrol/etki faktorleri igin sirastyla; 0.83, 0.83, 0.51
ve 0.54’tiir. Olgegin genelinin ig tutarlilik katsayisi ise 0.77dir.

Baba Formu

Ergenin Ebeveyne Siddet Ol¢egi Baba Formunun Tiirk kiiltiiriinde gegerliligini
degerlendirmek i¢in DFA gergeklestirilmistir. Birinci diizey DFA sonuglari, 6l¢egin
veriyle iyi bir uyum gosterdigi gozlenmistir (x2/sd=3.43; RMSEA [%90] =0.064
[0.056- 0.073] SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.94; AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.94). Mad-
delere ait faktor yiik degerleri 0.19 ile 0.84 arasinda degisim gostermekte olup, fak-
torler arasinda anlamli iliskilerin bulundugu gézlemlenmektedir (Sekil 2).

*F1= Psikolojik; F2=Fiziksel; F3=Finansal/Ekonomik; F4=Kontrol/Etki
Sekil 2. Ergenin Ebeveynine Yonelik Siddeti Olcegi - Baba Formu DFA Yol Analizi

Anne Formunda da oldugu gibi pozitif yonlii ve istatistiksel olarak anlaml ilis-
kiler tespit edilmesi tizerine, ilgili alan yazin ve 6lgegin orijinal yapisi goz 6niinde
bulundurarak faktorlerin ortak bir “ebeveyne yonelik siddet” alt boyutunu temsil
edip etmedigini test etmek amaciyla ikinci diizey DFA yapilmustir. fkinci diizey
DFA sonuglar1 da veriyle iyi bir uyum gostermistir. (x2/sd=3.35; RMSEA [%90]
=0.063 [0.055- 0.072] SRMR=0.053; CF1=0.96; NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.92 ; GFI=0.94).

Ol¢egin baba formunun giivenirligini degerlendirmek amaciyla Cronbach Alfa
i¢ tutarlik katsayilar1 hesaplanmigtir. Cronbach alfa katsayilar: psikolojik, fiziksel,
finansal/ekonomik ve kontrol/etki faktorleri igin sirasiyla; 0.84, 0.84, 0.41 ve
0.48dir. Olgegin genelinin i¢ tutarlilik katsayisi ise 0.76dur.
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Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olcedi-Nedenleri Alt Olcedi

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin nedenlerinin Tiirk kiiltiiriindeki ge-
cerligini degerlendirmek amaciyla DFA yapilmistir. Birinci diizey DFA sonugla-
r1, 6lgegin veri ile diigiik diizeyde uyum gosterdigi tespit edilmistir (x2/sd=7.58;
RMSEA [%90] =0.11 [0.090, 0.12] SRMR=0.054; CF1=0.92; NNFI=,88; AGFI=,89;
GFI=,94). Disiik diizeyde uyumu iyilestirmek i¢cin modifikasyon onerileri incelen-
mistir. Bu 6nerilere dayali olarak proaktif boyutta yer alan 4. ve 5. maddeler ara-
sinda hata kovaryans: modele eklenmistir. Gergeklestirilen modifikasyonun ardin-
dan, model-veri uyumunun 6nemli 6lgiide iyilestigi, modelin iyi uyum gosterdigi
gozlemlenmistir (x2/sd=3,51; RMSEA [%90] =0.065 [0.048 0.083] SRMR=0.042;
CFI=0.97; NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.95; GFI=0.97). Maddelere ait faktor yiik degerleri
0.36 ile 0.63 arasinda degisim gostermekte olup, faktorler arasinda anlamli iligkile-
rin bulundugu gézlemlenmektedir (Sekil 3).
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*F1=Proaktif, F2=Reaktif
Sekil 3. Ergenin Ebeveynine Yonelik Siddet Nedenleri Olgegi -~ DFA Yol Analizi

Ergenden Ebeveynine Yonelik Siddet Nedenleri alt 6l¢eginin giivenirligini de-
gerlendirmek amaciyla Cronbach alfa i¢ tutarlik kat sayis1 hesaplanmustir. Cronba-
ch alfa i¢ tutarlik kat sayilar1 proaktif ve reaktif icin sirastyla 0.71 ve 0.6dur.

TARTISMA, SONUC VE ONERILER

Bu aragtirmada, Contreras ve arkadaslar1 (2019) tarafindan gelistirilen Ergen-
den Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin Tiirk kiiltiiriine uyarlama kapsaminda gegerlik ve
glivenirlik ¢aligmasinin yapilmasi amaglanmigtir. Buna yonelik ilk olarak Contre-
ras’tan 6lgek uyarlamasi i¢in izin alinip dil es degerligi ssnanmustir. Dil esdegerligi

OMU EFD, 2025, Cilt 44, Sayi 1, Sayfa 41-70



Ayyiice OKSUZ, Ayse Dilek OGRETIR OZCELIK

icin Ingilizce béliimiinde okutman ve Psikolojik Danigmanlik ve Rehberlik bo-
liimiinde Ingilizce diline hakim 2 &gretim iiyesi tarafindan kontrol edilip anlam
kaybi olup olmadigina bakilmistir. “Siddet” kavraminda uzman 5 Kkisinin madde-
lerin ilgili alt faktorleri ol¢iip 6l¢medigi, 6rneklem grubuna uygun olup olmadig:
ile ilgili goriisleri alinmigtir. Goriis ve oneriler sonucunda maddelerin anlasilirhigy,
okunabilirligi, cevaplama i¢in gereken siirenin belirlenmesine yonelik 12-18 yagin-
daki 30 ergene pilot ¢aligma yapilmistir (Crocker & Algina, 1986). Pilot calismadan
sonra farkli bir 6rneklem grubuna, 6l¢egin Turk kiltiiriinde gecerli ve giivenilir
olup olmadigina bakmak icin son hali uygulanmistir. Gegerlik ve giivenirlik i¢in
veriler oncelikle SPSS 20 programina girilip, ug, eksik veriler kontrol edilmistir.
Daha sonra Lisrel 8 programinda Dogrulayic1 Faktor Analizi (DFA) yapilmis ve
Cronbach Alpha i¢ tutarlik katsayisi hesaplanmustir. Orijinal 6l¢cekte anne ve baba
formuna yonelik toplam puan elde edilmemektedir. Bu aragtirmada toplam puan
elde edilebilir olup olmadigina bakmak i¢in ikinci diizey DFA’ya da bakilmigstir
(Garkg1, 2020; Erkus, 2022).

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Ol¢egi-Anne Formunun birinci diizey DFA i¢in so-
nuglary, veri ile iyi diizeyde uyum gostermistir (x2/sd=3.14; RMSEA [%90] =0.060
[0.052- 0.069] SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.95). x2/
sd, 5’ten kiigiikse iyi diizeyde, RMSEA ve SRMR degerlerinin 0.08’ten kiigiikse
iyi uyum, CFI, NNFI ve GFI degerleri 0.95 iizerinde olmasi sebebiyle mitkemmel
uyum, AGFI degerinin 0.90 iizerinde olmas1 sebebiyle iyi uyum gostermektedir.
Orijinal 6lgek ve Silide yapilan uyarlama galismasi ile benzer sonuglar goriilmek-
tedir. Ikinci diizey DFAda veri ile iyi diizeyde uyum gostermektedir (x2/sd=3.14;
RMSEA [%90] =0.060 [0.052- 0.069] SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.95;
AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.95). Bu analiz sonucunda Anne formu igin genel toplam puan
elde edilebilir niteliktedir (Crocker & Algina, 1986). Anne formunun giivenirligi-
ne yonelik Cronbach alfa i¢ tutarlik katsayis1 hesaplanmis ve psikolojik, fiziksel,
finansal/ekonomik ve kontrol/etki alani i¢in degerleri sirasiyla 0.83, 0.83, 0.51 ve
0.54’ttir. Psikolojik ve fiziksel faktorleri 0.80'den biiyiik oldugu i¢in yiiksek diizey-
de giivenilirdir. Finansal/ekonomik ve kontrol/etki alani faktorleri 0.60’tan kiigiik
oldugu i¢in kabul edilebilir diizeyde olmasina ragmen, diger faktorlere gore diisiik-
titr. Orijinal 6lgekte ve Silide yapilan uyarlamada da finansal/ekonomik ve kont-
rol/etki alanlar1 igin benzer sonuglar goriilmektedir. Bunun nedeni diger siddet
titrlerine kiyasla iki faktortin kapsam icerisine almanin daha zor olabilecegi dii-
siniilmektedir. Gelecekteki arastirmalarda, iki faktorle ilgili 6lgme araglarina yeni
maddelerin eklenmesine yonelik tavsiye edilebilir. Olgegin toplami igin Cronbach
alfa kat say1s1 0.77dir, bu deger de orijinal ve $ilide yapilan uyarlama ¢alismasi ile
benzer sonuglar gostermektedir.

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Ol¢egi-Baba Formunun birinci diizey DFA sonug-
lar1, veri ile iyi uyum gostermektedir (x2/sd=3.43; RMSEA [%90] =0.064 [0.056-
0.073] SRMR=0.052; CFI=0.96; NNFI=0.94; AGFI=0.92; GFI=0.94). x2/sd, 5’ten
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kiigiik oldugu icin iyi diizeyde, CFI degeri 0.95’ten biiytiik oldugu i¢in mitkemmel
uyum, NNFI, AGFI ve GFI degerleri 0.90 tizerinde oldugu i¢in iyi uyum goster-
mektedir. Orijinal 6l¢ekte ve Silideki uyarlama arastirmasinda da benzer sonuglar
goriilmektedir. Tkinci diizey DFA sonuglari, veri ile iyi diizeyde uyum tespit edil-
mistir (x2/sd=3.35; RMSEA [%90] =0.063 [0.055- 0.072] SRMR=0.053; CFI=0.96;
NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.92 ;GFI=0.94). Baba Formu i¢in genel toplam puan elde edi-
lebilir niteliktedir (Crocker & Algina, 1986). Baba formunun giivenirligine yone-
lik Cronbach alfa i¢ tutarlik katsayisina bakildiginda fiziksel, finansal/ekonomik
siddet ve kontrol/etki alan1 degerleri sirasiyla 0.84, 0.84, 0.41, 0.48tir. Finansal/
ekonomik siddet ve kontrol/etki alan1 Anne formundaki gibi diger iki faktore gore
digtiktiir. Maddelerin faktor ytikleri 0.40’1n tizerinde oldugu i¢in kabul edilebi-
lir. Orijinal 6lgek ve Silideki uyarlama ¢alismasinda da finansal/ekonomik siddet
ve kontrol/etki alan1 diisiik diizeydedir. Olgegin genel toplami igin Cronbach alfa
kat sayis1 0.76dir. Orijinal 6l¢ek ve Silide uyarlamasi yapilan 6l¢ek i¢in benzer so-
nuglar goriilmektedir. Orijinal 6l¢ek ve Silide uyarlamasi yapilan 6l¢ek i¢in benzer
sonuglar goriilmektedir. Hem anne hem de baba formunda, finansal/ekonomik
siddet ve kontrol/etki siddetiyle ilgili bulgular diistik ¢ikmistir. Bu durum, ¢alis-
ma grubundaki ergenlerin finansal/ekonomik siddet veya kontrol/etki siddeti gibi
davraniglara iligkin farkindaliklarinin diisitk olmasindan kaynaklanabilir. Kontrol/
etki siddeti boyutu, Contreras ve arkadaslar1 (2019) tarafindan yakin zamanda
olusturuldugu i¢in alanyazinda yeterli sayida ¢alisma bulunmamaktadir. Bu ko-
nuyla ilgili hem daha fazla ¢alisma yapilmasi hem de dl¢eklere daha fazla madde
eklenerek farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirlerde, gegerlik ve giivenilirlik ¢aligmala-
rinin tekrarlanmasi onerilmektedir. Hem anne hem de baba formunda, finansal/
ekonomik siddet ve kontrol/etki siddetiyle ilgili bulgular diistik ¢ikmustir. Bu du-
rum, ¢aligma grubundaki ergenlerin finansal/ekonomik siddet veya kontrol/etki
siddeti gibi davranislara iligkin farkindaliklarinin diisitk olmasindan kaynaklana-
bilir. Kontrol/etki siddeti boyutu, Contreras ve arkadaslar1 (2019) tarafindan yakin
zamanda olusturuldugu i¢in alanyazinda yeterli sayida ¢alisma bulunmamaktadir.
Bu konuyla ilgili hem daha fazla ¢alisma yapilmasi hem de olgeklere daha fazla
madde eklenerek farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirlerde, gegerlik ve giivenilirlik ¢a-
ligmalarinin tekrarlanmasi 6nerilmektedir.

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olcegi-Nedenleri Alt Olcegi

Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin siddet nedenleri Tiirk kiiltiiriinde gegerli
olup olmadigina bakmak amaciyla birinci diizey DFA yapilmistir. Bunun sonucun-
da 6lgegin diisitk diizeyde veri ile uyum gosterdigi goriilmiistiir (x2/sd=7.58; RM-
SEA [%90] =0.11 [0.090, 0.12] SRMR=0.054; CFI=0.92; NNFI=0.88; AGFI=0.89;
GFI=0.94). Orijinal dl¢egin yapisina sadik kalmak amaciyla madde atimi yerine
oncelikle modifikasyon yapilmistir. Yapilan modifikasyon sonucunda proaktif
faktorii icin 4. ve 5. maddeler arasinda hata kovaryans: modele eklenmistir (Cro-
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cker & Algina, 1986). Bu modifikasyonun ardindan iyi diizeyde model-veri uyu-
mu gorilmiistiir (x2/sd=3.51; RMSEA [%90] =0.065 [0.048 0.083] SRMR=0.042;
CFI=0.97; NNFI=0.95; AGFI=0.95; GFI=0.97). Orijinal 6l¢ek ve Silideki uyarlama
caligmasinda da modifikasyon sonrasi iyi diizeyde uyum gostermistir. Nedenleri
alt 6lgeginin gilivenirligine yonelik Cronbach alfa kat sayis1 proaktif ve reaktif fak-
torler i¢in sirastyla 0.71 ve 0.6dir. Orijinal 6l¢ek ve Silideki uyarlama ¢aligmasinda
da benzer sonuglar goriilmiistiir. Sonug olarak Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgegi
Tiirk kiiltariinde gegerli ve glivenilir bir 6l¢me araci olarak nitelendirilebilir.

Bu ¢aligmadaki tiim 6l¢timler ergenlerin kendi bildirimleri ile sinirlidir. Bu ne-
denle ebeveynlerden alinacak bildirimlerin de eklenmesi, ebeveyne siddeti farkli
boyutlarda agiklamada daha etkili olabilir. Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin
¢alisma grubunu belirli bir sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirdeki ergenler olusturmakta-
dir. Farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirlerde de uygulayarak ¢alisma grubu genisletile-
bilir. Finansal/ekonomik ve kontrol/etki alt boyutlarin: gelistirmek igin daha fazla
calisma yapilmasi ebeveyne siddet hakkinda bilgi edinilmesini saglayacaktir. Gele-
cekteki ¢aligmalarda, ebeveyne siddet ile farkli olgular arasinda (Ornek olarak em-
pati, hosgorii, genel siddet diizeyi gibi) iliskisel ¢aligmalar yapilabilir. Ergenlikten
yetiskinlige gecis siirecindeki ebeveyn-cocuk iliskilerindeki degisimler uzunlama-
sina ¢alismalar yapilabilir. Calismanin sonuglari, ebeveyne siddet davranisini kisa
ve kolay bir sekilde degerlendirmek i¢in gegerli bir ara¢ oldugunu gostermektedir.

TESEKKUR VE ACIKLAMALAR

Calismamiza katki saglayan tiim 6grencilere tesekkir ederiz.

CIKAR CATISMASI

Makalenin yazarlari arasinda, calisma kapsaminda herhangi bir kisisel ve finansal
¢ikar ¢atigmasi bulunmamaktadir.

YRZAR KATKISI

Galisma Dizayni: AO(%50), ADOO(%50)
Veri Toplama: AO(%100)

Istatistiksel Analiz: AO(%50), ADOO(%50)

Makalenin Hazirlanmast: AO(%50), ADOO(%50)
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ADOLESCENT-TO-PARENT VIOLENCE SCALE:
A SCALE ADAPTATION STUDY

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to conduct the validity and reliability analysis of the
Turkish adaptation of the Child-to-Parent Violence Questionnaire (CPV-Q), deve-
loped by Contreras et al. (2019) for children aged 12-18. The original English ver-
sion of the scale was first translated into Turkish. The translation was reviewed by
experts in the fields of psychological counseling and guidance, child development
and education, measurement and evaluation, and Turkish language, and revised
based on their feedback. Following these revisions, the final version of the scale
was prepared. Data were collected from 589 adolescents aged 12-18 residing in a
province and its districts in the Eastern Black Sea region of Turkey. To assess cons-
truct validity, first- and second-order confirmatory factor analyses (CFA) were
conducted for the frequency of child-to-parent violence, while first-order CFA
was conducted for the reasons for such violence. The frequency dimension, which
includes parallel items for mothers and fathers, comprised 28 items and four fac-
tors (psychological, physical, financial/economic, and control/coercion), aligning
with the original version. Similarly, the reasons dimension consisted of 8 items and
two factors (proactive and reactive), also consistent with the original version. The
analyses indicated that the Turkish version of the CPV-Q supports the structure of
the original version and can be used in research to assess child-to-parent violence
behaviors among Turkish adolescents aged 12-18.

Keywords: Child, Adolescent, Violence Against Parents, Validity, Reliability.
o o %

ERGENDEN EBEVEYNE SiDDET OLCEGI:
BIR OLCEK UYARLAMA CALISMASI

0z

Bu ¢alismanin amaci, Contreras ve arkadaglar1 (2019) tarafindan, 12-18 ya-
sindaki gocuklar igin gelistirilen, Ergenden Ebeveyne Siddet Olgeginin (EES-O)
(Child-To-Parent Violence Questionnaire) (CPV-Q) Tiirk¢eye uyarlanmas: kap-
saminda gegerlik ve giivenirlik calismasinin yapilmasidir. Orijinal formu Ingiliz-
ce olan 6l¢ek, 6nce Tirkceye cevrilmistir. Ceviri, psikolojik danigma ve rehberlik,
¢ocuk gelisimi ve egitimi, 6lgme ve degerlendirme ile Tiirk¢e alanlarinda uzman
kisiler tarafindan incelenmis ve geri bildirimler dogrultusunda diizenlenmistir. Ya-
pilan bu diizenlemeler sonucunda &lgegin son versiyonu olusturulmugtur. Olgegin
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son hali ile Dogu Karadenizdeki bir il ve ilgelerindeki 12-18 yasindaki 589 ergen-
den veri toplanmistir. EES-O yap1 gegerligini test etmek amaciyla ebeveyne siddet
gosterme sikligi icin birinci ve ikinci diizey dogrulayici faktor analizi (DFA), ebe-
veyne siddet gosterme nedeni i¢in ise birinci diizey DFA uygulanmistir. Ebeveyne
siddet gosterme siklig1 anne ve baba i¢in paralel 28 madde, 4 faktorden (psikolo-
jik, fiziksel, finansal/ekonomik, kontrol/baski) olusarak orijinal versiyon ile uyum
gostermigstir. Ebeveyne siddet nedeni de 8 madde, 2 faktorden (proaktif ve reaktif)
olusarak orijinal versiyon ile uyum gosterdigi tespit edilmistir. Analizler sonucun-
da CES-O'nin Tiirkge versiyonunun, orijinal versiyonunu destekledigi, Tiirk 12-18
yagindaki ¢ocuklarin ebeveyne siddet davranislarini degerlendirme i¢in arastirma-
larda kullanilabilecegi ortaya konulmustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Cocuk, Ergen, Ebeveyne Siddet, Gegerlik, Giivenirlik.

i

INTRODUCTION

Violence during adolescence is a phenomenon that spans all cultures and so-
cieties. In Turkey, studies on violence have focused on various types such as school
violence (Durmus, 2013), dating violence (Ugok Demir, Irmak, Murat, & Perdahli
Fis, 2016), and cyber violence (Giirkan, Atabay, & Gezgin, 2022). Another form
of violence exhibited by adolescents is child-to-parent violence, which falls within
the scope of domestic violence. This type of violence is defined as any act per-
petrated by a child that intentionally causes physical, psychological, or financial
harm to gain power and control over a parent (Cottrell, 2001). Physical violence
includes hitting a parent, throwing objects, punching, slapping, and pushing. Ps-
ychological violence consists of criticizing, belittling, threatening to harm oneself
or the parent, running away from home, and persistently shouting. Financial/eco-
nomic violence involves taking or stealing items without permission and deman-
ding things that the parent cannot afford (Agnew & Huguley, 1989). The control/
influence dimension was first introduced by Contreras and colleagues and is de-
fined as behaviors such as insisting on having the final word during arguments
and disregarding the parent’s emotions to manipulate outcomes (Contreras, Bus-
tos-Navarrete, & Cano-Lozano, 2019).

Although child-to-parent violence is an important issue, it has not been studied
as extensively in the literature compared to other forms of violence. Recently, the
increasing prevalence of this type of violence has drawn attention to its frequency
and contributing factors, making it a central topic in the field (Beckman et al.,
2017; Calvete et al., 2013; Contreras & Cano-Lozano, 2014, 2015, 2016a; Condry
& Miles, 2014; Margolin & Baucom, 2014). Prevalence rates for child-to-parent
violence indicate that physical violence ranges from 11% to 22% and psychologi-
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cal violence from 51% to 75% in the United States and Canada; in Spain, these
rates range from 7.8% to 8.4% for physical violence and from 91% to 95.8% for
psychological violence (Pagani, Larocque et al., 2003; Margolin & Baucom, 2014).
Since measurement tools developed in the United States and Canada do not inclu-
de financial/economic violence, prevalence rates for this dimension are unknown.
However, some Spanish instruments do cover financial/economic violence, with
reported prevalence rates ranging from 29.8% to 59% (Condry & Miles, 2014; Mar-
golin & Baucom, 2014).

Although the prevalence and research on Child-to-Parent Violence (CPV) have
increased over the past decade, the phenomenon was first conceptualized in 1979
by Harbin and Madden under the term “Battered Parent Syndrome” (Edenborou-
gh et al,, 2008; Walsh & Krienert, 2009). Initially referring to physical aggression
and verbal/non-verbal threats, this concept was later expanded to include cont-
rol, dominance, financial, and psychological abuse (Arias-Rivera & Garcia, 2020;
Routt & Anderson, 2011). Due to the evolving scope of the term, it has since been
adopted in the literature as Child-to-Parent Violence (Condry & Miles, 2014).
Along with the broader conceptualization and growing body of research, various
measurement tools have been developed. One of the earliest instruments related
to CPV in the literature was introduced by Straus and Douglas (2004), who deve-
loped the Parent-Child Conflict Tactics Scale based on the Conflict Tactics Scales
(CTS). This scale consists of six items and can be administered to both parents and
adolescents. It includes subdimensions such as discipline, neglect, physical, and ps-
ychological aggression. Other international instruments addressing CPV include
the Reactive-Proactive Aggression Questionnaire developed by Raine et al. (2006)
to compare motives for violence among boys aged 7-16; the Intra-family Violence
Scale created by Ibabe and Jaureguizar (2010), which consists of nine items and
evaluates violence from children to parents, parents to children, and between part-
ners; and the Child-to-Mother Violence Scale developed by Edenborough et al.
(2011) for mothers of children aged 10-24. Based on interviews with mothers,
this instrument comprises 30 open-ended questions and three subdimensions: ex-
periences of violence from the child, threatening or violent behavior, and specific
acts. Calvete et al. (2013) developed the Adolescent Child-to-Parent Aggression
Questionnaire to measure psychological and physical aggression by adolescents
against their parents, as well as the reasons behind such behavior. The scale inc-
ludes 20 parallel items, separately answered for mothers and fathers, with seven
items focusing on psychological aggression and three on physical aggression. It
also contains two open-ended questions that assess the reasons for aggression, ca-
tegorized as reactive or proactive. Finally, the Child-to-Parent Violence Question-
naire (CPV-Q) developed by Contreras et al. (2019) was designed to assess adoles-
cents’ levels and reasons for violence toward their parents. The scale is completed
separately for mothers and fathers and consists of 14 items for the levels of violence
and 8 items for its causes. Subdimensions of violence levels include psychologi-
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cal, physical, financial violence, and control/influence, while subdimensions of the
causes of violence include reactive and proactive motivations. Jiménez-Garcia et
al. (2020) conducted the adaptation of this scale for Chilean adolescents, and the
adaptation study yielded similar results regarding its validity and reliability.

In the Turkish literature, several measurement tools related to violence during
adolescence have been developed or adapted. These include: the Acceptance of
Couple Violence Scale adapted into Turkish by Sezer (2008); the Attitudes Toward
Violence Scale—Child Form developed by Demirbag Polat (2010) for 6th-grade
students; the Attitudes Toward Violence Scale for Adolescents developed by Cetin
(2011); the Exposure to Violence Scale developed by Kaya and Bilgin (2012); the
Teacher Violence Scale developed by Piskin et al. (2014); the DSM-5 Agoraphobia
Severity Scale—Child Form developed by Sapmaz et al. (2017); and the Revised
Version of the Violence Exposure Scale developed by Tiirk et al. (2020). Although
these instruments address various aspects of adolescent violence, none of them
specifically measure violence directed toward parents. In the context of domestic
violence, the Domestic Violence Scale developed by Yildirim and Kizmaz (2018)
is available in the literature. The aim of this scale is to assess secondary school stu-
dents” exposure to domestic violence.

Given the recent increase in Child-to-Parent Violence (CPV), there is a growing
need for preventive and in-depth investigations (Calvete et al., 2013). In countries
such as the United States, Canada, and Spain, there is existing data and preventive
interventions regarding levels of CPV (Beckman et al., 2017). However, in Turkey,
there is a lack of such data, which prevents comprehensive analysis of the issue. The
absence of a measurement tool specific to CPV in the national literature, combined
with the unique features of the Child-to-Parent Violence Questionnaire—such as
being administered separately by adolescents for both mother and father, cove-
ring types of violence other than sexual violence, and including the dimension
of control/influence not addressed by other instruments—highlights the need for
a cultural adaptation of the scale for Turkish adolescents and an examination of
its validity and reliability. Therefore, this study aims to adapt the Child-to-Parent
Violence Questionnaire (CPV-Q) into Turkish and to evaluate its psychometric
properties in terms of validity and reliability.

METHOD

Research Design

This study is a methodological validity and reliability investigation. Scale adap-
tation studies refer to the psychometric process of adapting a measurement tool to
different cultures and languages (Deniz, 2007; Hambleton & Patsula, 1998).
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Study Group

In selecting the study group, the simple random sampling method was emp-
loyed. This method is widely used in quantitative research involving survey inst-
ruments. It is based on the principle that all individuals have an equal chance of
being selected, with the selection process being entirely random. Because it allows
for generalization from the sample to the population, this method was preferred
for the present study (Christensen et al., 2015). The scale was administered with
ethical approval obtained from Gazi University on 03.08.2021 (approval number:
2021-747). The study group consisted of adolescents enrolled in schools affiliated
with the Ministry of National Education in a province and its districts in the Eas-
tern Black Sea Region during the 2021-2022 academic year. The scale was admi-
nistered both online and face-to-face: students present at school during data colle-
ction were reached in person, while those absent were contacted online. The study
group comprised a total of 589 adolescents aged between 12 and 18 years, of whom
198 (33.6%) were attending Anatolian High Schools, 288 (49.8%) were enrolled in
Vocational and Technical Anatolian High Schools, and 103 (17.4%) were studying
at Imam Hatip High Schools. Among the participants, 311 (52.8%) were male and
278 (47.2%) were female.

Data Collection Instruments

Child-to-Parent Violence Questionnaire (CPV-Q): This measurement tool, de-
veloped by Contreras et al. (2019), consists of two subscales designed to examine
the frequency and underlying reasons for violent behaviors exhibited by adoles-
cents aged 12 to 18.

The first subscale assesses the frequency of violence. It is completed separately
for mothers and fathers and includes 28 parallel items. A 5-point Likert scale is
used to respond to the items [0: Never, 1: Rarely (Once), 2: Sometimes (2-3 ti-
mes), 3: Often (4-5 times), 4: Very Often (6 times or more)]. The subdimensions
of violence frequency include psychological (4 items), physical (3 items), financial/
economic violence (3 items), and control/influence (4 items).

The second subscale addresses the reasons for violent behavior. This subscale
consists of 8 items and uses a 4-point Likert scale [0: Never, 1: Sometimes, 2: Often,
3: Always]. The subdimensions of reasons for violence include reactive (5 items)
and proactive (3 items) motivations.

In this study, since the instrument was administered to adolescents, it was adap-
ted and renamed as the Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Questionnaire (APV-Q) in
the Turkish version.
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Procedure

In this study, permission was first obtained from Contreras for the adaptation
of the scale, and linguistic equivalence was assessed. The original English ver-
sion of the scale was first translated into Turkish and then back-translated into
English to verify the accuracy of the translation (Looman & Farrag, 2009). The
translations were reviewed by a lecturer from the Department of English, two fa-
culty members from the Department of Psychological Counseling and Guidance,
one lecturer, and one faculty member from the Department of Child Develop-
ment and Education, who all confirmed that there was no semantic loss. Next,
five experts in the field of violence were consulted regarding whether the items
adequately measured the intended subfactors and whether they were appropriate
for the target sample. Although it was suggested that the control/influence sub-
dimension could be combined with the psychological subdimension, a consensus
was reached to retain it as a separate factor in accordance with the original version
of the scale. A pilot study was then conducted with 30 adolescents aged 12-18 to
assess the clarity and comprehensibility of the items, as well as the time required
to complete the scale (Crocker & Algina, 1986). The pilot was administered indi-
vidually, with each item read aloud. Participants were asked what they thought the
items meant and how they interpreted them to identify any misunderstandings.
The pilot study confirmed that the items were understood correctly. As a result,
it was decided to retain the control/influence subdimension as a separate factor,
and the final version was administered to a different sample of 589 adolescents for
validity and reliability analysis.

Data Analysis

After the administration of the scale to 589 adolescents, the data were first
entered into SPSS 20 and checked for missing and outlier values. Subsequently,
Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) and Cronbach’s alpha reliability analyses
were conducted using LISREL 8 to examine whether the Adolescent-to-Parent
Violence Scale was valid and reliable within Turkish culture. Model fit in the CFA
was evaluated using the Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA),
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR), Comparative Fit Index (CFI),
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI), Adjusted Goodness-of-Fit Index (AGFI), and
Goodness-of-Fit Index (GFI). RMSEA values below 0.05 indicate a good fit, va-
lues between 0.05 and 0.08 indicate acceptable fit, and values above 0.08 indicate
poor fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999). SRMR values of 0.08 or below also indicate good
fit. CFI, NNFI, AGFI, and GFI values of 0.90 or above are generally considered
to reflect good model fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Schermelleh-Engel et al., 2003).
Cronbach’s alpha coefficient was calculated to assess the internal consistency of
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the scale. This coeflicient indicates the degree of consistency among items in a
scale or test. A Cronbach’s alpha value of 0.70 or higher typically suggests that the
items measure a common construct and that the scale is reliable (Buytikoztiirk,
2022; Pallant, 2020; Tabachnick et al., 2013).

Validity, Reliability, and Ethics

A Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was conducted to examine the validity
of the Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale within the context of Turkish culture.
In the original scale, second-order CFA was not performed for the total score of
violence frequency. However, in this study, a second-order CFA was calculated in
order to derive a total score. Due to the nature of the violence motivation items, a
total score could not be calculated; thus, second-order CFA was not applied to that
section. To assess the reliability of the scale, Cronbach’s alpha internal consistency
coefticients were calculated. The relevant values are presented in the Results secti-
on (Carkg1, 2020; Erkus, 2022).

Ethics Approval Information

This study fully adhered to the ethical principles outlined in the “Directive on
Scientific Research and Publication Ethics of Higher Education Institutions.”
Name of the Ethics Committee: Gazi University

Date of Approval: 03.08.2021

Approval Document Number: 2021-747

FINDINGS

Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale (APV-S)
Mother Form

Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was conducted to assess the validity of
the APV-Q Mother Form within Turkish culture. The results of the first-order CFA
indicated a good fit between the model and the data (x*/df = 3.14; RMSEA [90%
CI] = 0.060 [0.052-0.069]; SRMR = 0.052; CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.95; AGFI = 0.92;
GFI = 0.95). The factor loadings of the items ranged between 0.30 and 0.90, and
significant correlations were observed among the factors (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale - Mother Form CFA Path Diagram

As statistically significant and positive correlations were identified, a second-or-
der Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was conducted to examine whether the
factors collectively represent a broader subdimension of “violence toward parents,”
taking into account the relevant literature and the original structure of the scale.
The results of the second-order CFA also indicated a good model fit (x*/df = 3.14;
RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.060 [0.052-0.069]; SRMR = 0.052; CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.95;
AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.95). When the factor loadings among the dimensions were
examined, the following values were observed: 0.35 between psychological and
physical, 0.45 between psychological and financial/economic, 0.26 between psy-
chological and control/influence, 0.80 between physical and financial/economic,
0.39 between physical and control/influence, and 0.62 between financial/econo-
mic and control/influence. According to Cohen’s (1988) classification of effect sizes
(0.10 = small, 0.30 = medium, 0.50 = large), these relationships indicate medium
to large effect sizes among the factors. However, Gignac and Szodorai (2016) criti-
cized Cohen’s thresholds for being overly strict, noting that correlation coefficients
rarely reach 0.50 in practice. They suggested that correlations of 0.10, 0.20, and 0.30
can be considered relatively small, typical, and relatively large, respectively.

To evaluate the reliability of the mother form of the scale, Cronbach’s alpha inter-
nal consistency coefficients were calculated. The alpha values were found to be 0.83
for the psychological subdimension, 0.83 for the physical subdimension, 0.51 for the
financial/economic subdimension, and 0.54 for the control/influence subdimension.
The overall internal consistency coeflicient of the scale was calculated as 0.77.
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Father Form

Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was conducted to assess the cultural vali-
dity of the Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale — Father Form within the Turkish
context. The results of the first-order CFA indicated a good model fit (x*/df = 3.43;
RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.064 [0.056-0.073]; SRMR = 0.052; CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.94;
AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.94). The factor loadings of the items ranged from 0.19 to 0.84,
and significant correlations among the factors were observed (Figure 2).

F1 = Psychological; F2 = Physical; F3 = Financial/Economic; F4 = Control/Influence
Figure 2. Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale — Father Form CFA Path Diagram

As in the mother form, statistically significant and positive relationships were
identified, prompting a second-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) to exa-
mine whether the factors collectively represent a broader subdimension of “violen-
ce toward parents,” based on the relevant literature and the original structure of the
scale. The second-order CFA results also indicated a good model fit (x*/df = 3.35;
RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.063 [0.055-0.072]; SRMR = 0.053; CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.95;
AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.94).

To assess the reliability of the father form of the scale, Cronbach’s alpha internal
consistency coefficients were calculated. The alpha values for the subdimensions
were as follows: psychological = 0.84, physical = 0.84, financial/economic = 0.41,
and control/influence = 0.48. The overall internal consistency coefficient of the
scale was calculated as 0.76.
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Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale - Reasons Subscale

To evaluate the cultural validity of the Reasons Subscale of the Adoles-
cent-to-Parent Violence Scale, a first-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)
was conducted. The initial CFA results indicated a poor model fit (x*/df = 7.58;
RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.11 [0.090-0.12]; SRMR = 0.054; CFI = 0.92; NNFI = 0.88;
AGFI = 0.89; GFI = 0.94). In order to improve model fit, modification indices were
examined. Based on these suggestions, an error covariance was added between
items 4 and 5 within the proactive subdimension. Following this modification, the
model fit improved significantly and demonstrated a good fit with the data (x*/df
=3.51; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.065 [0.048-0.083]; SRMR = 0.042; CFI = 0.97; NNFI
=0.95; AGFI = 0.95; GFI = 0.97). The factor loadings ranged from 0.36 to 0.63, and
significant relationships were observed among the factors (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Reasons Scale - CFA Path Diagram

To assess the reliability of the Reasons Subscale of the Adolescent-to-Parent
Violence Scale, Cronbach’s alpha internal consistency coefticients were calculated.
The Cronbach’s alpha values were 0.71 for the proactive subdimension and 0.60 for
the reactive subdimension.

DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study aimed to conduct the validity and reliability analysis of the Ado-
lescent-to-Parent Violence Scale, developed by Contreras et al. (2019), within the
context of Turkish culture. To this end, permission for adaptation was first obtai-
ned from Contreras, and linguistic equivalence was tested. For the assessment of
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linguistic equivalence, the translation was reviewed by a lecturer from the Depart-
ment of English and two faculty members from the Department of Psychologi-
cal Counseling and Guidance who were proficient in English, to ensure that no
semantic loss occurred. The opinions of five experts in the concept of “violence”
were obtained regarding whether the items adequately measured the relevant sub-
dimensions and whether they were suitable for the sample group. Based on their
feedback, a pilot study was conducted with 30 adolescents aged 12 to 18 to assess
item clarity, readability, and the time required to complete the questionnaire (Cro-
cker & Algina, 1986). Following the pilot study, the final version of the scale was
administered to a different sample group to evaluate its validity and reliability in
Turkish culture. For the purpose of examining validity and reliability, the data were
first entered into SPSS 20, and outliers and missing values were checked. Subsequ-
ently, Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was performed using LISREL 8, and
Cronbach’s alpha internal consistency coefticients were calculated. In the original
scale, total scores were not calculated separately for the mother and father forms.
In this study, second-order CFA was also conducted to examine whether total sco-
res could be derived (Carkgi, 2020; Erkus, 2022).

The results of the first-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) for the Ado-
lescent-to-Parent Violence Scale — Mother Form indicated a good model fit with
the data (x*/df = 3.14; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.060 [0.052-0.069]; SRMR = 0.052; CFI
= 0.96; NNFI = 0.95; AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.95). A x*/df value below 5 indicates a
good fit; RMSEA and SRMR values below 0.08 indicate a good fit; CFI, NNFI, and
GFI values above 0.95 suggest excellent fit; and an AGFI value above 0.90 reflects
good fit. These results are consistent with both the original version of the scale and
the Chilean adaptation study. The second-order CFA also indicated a good model
fit (x*/df = 3.14; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.060 [0.052-0.069]; SRMR = 0.052; CFI =
0.96; NNFI = 0.95; AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.95), demonstrating that a total score can
be obtained for the Mother Form (Crocker & Algina, 1986). Regarding the relia-
bility of the Mother Form, Cronbach’ alpha internal consistency coefficients were
calculated for the subdimensions: psychological = 0.83, physical = 0.83, financi-
al/economic = 0.51, and control/influence = 0.54. The psychological and physical
subscales demonstrate high reliability with alpha values above 0.80. Although the
financial/economic and control/influence subscales fall below 0.60, and are thus
considered acceptable, they show lower reliability compared to the other factors.
Similar results were reported in the original scale and the Chilean adaptation, pos-
sibly due to the greater difficulty in capturing these two forms of violence relative
to others. It is therefore recommended that future studies consider adding new
items related to these two factors. The overall Cronbach’s alpha coeflicient for the
scale was 0.77, which is also consistent with the results from both the original and
Chilean versions of the scale.
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The first-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) results for the Adoles-
cent-to-Parent Violence Scale — Father Form demonstrated good model fit with
the data (x*/df = 3.43; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.064 [0.056-0.073]; SRMR = 0.052;
CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.94; AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.94). A x*/df value below 5 indicates
a good fit; a CFI above 0.95 reflects excellent fit; and NNFI, AGFI, and GFI values
above 0.90 indicate good fit. Similar results were reported in both the original sca-
le and the Chilean adaptation study. The second-order CFA results also revealed
a good fit (x*/df = 3.35; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.063 [0.055-0.072]; SRMR = 0.053;
CFI = 0.96; NNFI = 0.95; AGFI = 0.92; GFI = 0.94), indicating that a total score
can be derived for the Father Form as well (Crocker & Algina, 1986). In terms
of reliability, Cronbach’s alpha coefficients for the subdimensions were as follows:
psychological = 0.84, physical = 0.84, financial/economic = 0.41, and control/inf-
luence = 0.48. As in the Mother Form, the financial/economic and control/influ-
ence subdimensions showed lower reliability compared to the other two. However,
item factor loadings exceeding 0.40 were considered acceptable. Similar low reli-
ability values for financial/economic and control/influence dimensions were also
observed in the original and Chilean versions of the scale. The overall Cronbach’s
alpha coefficient for the Father Form was 0.76, which is consistent with previous
findings. In both the mother and father forms, the findings related to financial/
economic violence and control/influence were lower. This may be due to the limi-
ted awareness of adolescents in the study group regarding such behaviors. Since
the control/influence subdimension was only recently introduced by Contreras et
al. (2019), there is still a lack of sufficient studies on this construct in the literature.
It is recommended that future research includes more studies on these dimensions
and that additional items be developed to improve the measurement of financial/
economic and control/influence violence across different socioeconomic and cul-
tural contexts, thereby strengthening validity and reliability assessments.

Adolescent-to-Parent Violence Scale - Reasons Subscale

A first-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was conducted to examine
the cultural validity of the reasons subscale of the Adolescent-to-Parent Violence
Scale within the Turkish context. The initial results indicated a poor model fit (x*/
df = 7.58; RMSEA [90% CI] = 0.11 [0.090-0.12]; SRMR = 0.054; CFI = 0.92; NNFI
= 0.88; AGFI = 0.89; GFI = 0.94). In order to remain faithful to the structure of
the original scale, item removal was avoided, and modification was preferred. As a
result, an error covariance was added between items 4 and 5 of the proactive factor
(Crocker & Algina, 1986). Following this modification, the model fit improved
significantly, indicating a good model-data fit (x*/df = 3.51; RMSEA [90% CI] =
0.065 [0.048-0.083]; SRMR = 0.042; CFI = 0.97; NNFI = 0.95; AGFI = 0.95; GFI =
0.97). The modified model also showed good fit in both the original scale and the
Chilean adaptation study. Regarding the reliability of the Reasons Subscale, Cron-
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bach’s alpha coefficients were calculated as 0.71 for the proactive factor and 0.60 for
the reactive factor. Similar results were also reported in both the original version
and the Chilean adaptation. These findings suggest that the Adolescent-to-Parent
Violence Scale can be considered a valid and reliable instrument for use in the
Turkish cultural context.

All measurements in this study are based solely on adolescents’ self-reports.
Therefore, incorporating parental reports could provide a more comprehensive
understanding of adolescent-to-parent violence. The sample in this study consis-
ted of adolescents from a specific socioeconomic and cultural background. Future
studies may benefit from expanding the sample to include diverse socioeconomic
and cultural groups. Additional research aimed at developing the financial/eco-
nomic and control/influence subdimensions could enhance our understanding
of adolescent-to-parent violence. Future research could also explore correlational
studies examining the relationship between adolescent-to-parent violence and va-
rious constructs (e.g., empathy, tolerance, or general aggression levels). Longitudi-
nal studies focusing on changes in parent-child relationships during the transition
from adolescence to adulthood could also provide valuable insights. The findings
of this study indicate that the scale is a valid tool for evaluating adolescent-to-pa-
rent violence in a brief and accessible format.
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