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Abstract: Over the past five decades, a growing body of research has examined how modernization and
socioeconomic development shape family change across diverse societies. Classical Modernization Theory
predicts that industrialization and rising prosperity weaken traditional family ties and promote convergence
toward the individualistic Western nuclear family model, whereas Family Change Theory argues that
modernization interacts with cultural context—including historically rooted religious traditions that may
contribute to the persistence of family values and intergenerational relationships—allowing increasing
autonomy to coexist with enduring emotional interdependence. This systematic review synthesizes empirical
evidence on family change in modernizing societies and evaluates the extent to which it supports these two
theoretical frameworks. Following PRISMA guidelines, studies were identified through Web of Science using
predefined inclusion and exclusion criteria. Of 139 full-text records assessed for eligibility, 47 studies met the
selection criteria and were comparatively synthesized according to the family dimensions examined, principal
findings, and theoretical implications. The findings provide substantial support for the proposition that
socioeconomic development is associated with increasing individual autonomy and self-expression and
declining material interdependence, broadly supporting the core predictions of Classical Modernization
Theory. However, evidence across diverse socioeconomic and cultural contexts does not support the
proposition that development inevitably produces convergence toward an individualistic Western family
model. Instead, increasing autonomy and declining material interdependence can coexist with enduring
emotional bonds, familism, and intergenerational solidarity, a pattern broadly consistent with Family Change
Theory and its emotional interdependence model. Findings from the Value of Children research program
further indicate that modernization shifts parent—child relationships from economic dependence toward
emotional relatedness rather than simply weakening family ties. Overall, family change appears to follow
multiple context-dependent pathways shaped by the interplay between socioeconomic development and
cultural continuity, including the enduring influence of historically rooted religious traditions on family values
and intergenerational relationships.
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Oz: Son elli yilda giderek artan sayida arastirma, modernlesme ve sosyoekonomik gelismenin farkli
toplumlarda aile degisimini nasil sekillendirdigini incelemektedir. Klasik Modernlesme Kurami, sanayilesme
ve artan refahin geleneksel aile baglarii zayiflatarak toplumlart bireyci Bati tipi ¢ekirdek aile modeline
yakinlagtiracagini one siirerken, Aile Degisim Kurami, modernlesmenin, aile degerlerinin ve kusaklararasi
iliskilerin siirekliligine katkida bulunabilecek koklii dini gelenekler de dahil olmak {izere kiiltiirel baglamla
etkilesim iginde gergeklestigini ve artan Ozerkligin kalict duygusal karsilikli bagimlilikla bir arada var
olabilecegini savunmaktadir. Bu sistematik derleme, modernlesme siirecindeki toplumlarda aile degisimine
iligkin ampirik bulgular1 sentezlemeyi ve bu bulgularin s6z konusu iki kuramsal cergeveyi ne oOlglide
destekledigini degerlendirmeyi amaclamaktadir. PRISMA yonergeleri dogrultusunda, dnceden belirlenmis
dahil etme ve diglama olgiitleri kullanilarak Web of Science veri tabaninda tarama gerceklestirilmistir.
Uygunluk agisindan degerlendirilen 139 tam metin ¢aligma arasindan se¢gme Ol¢iitlerini karsilayan 47 galisma;
incelenen aile boyutlari, temel bulgulart ve kuramsal g¢ikarimlart dogrultusunda karsilagtirmali olarak
sentezlenmistir. Bulgular, sosyoekonomik gelismenin artan bireysel 6zerklik ve kendini ifade etme ile azalan
maddi karsilikli bagimlilikla iliskili oldugu goriisiine 6nemli 6l¢iide destek saglamakta ve Klasik Modernlesme
Kuraminin temel 6ngoriilerini genel olarak desteklemektedir. Bununla birlikte, farkli sosyoekonomik ve
kiiltirel baglamlardan elde edilen kanitlar, gelismenin kagmilmaz olarak bireyci Bati tipi aile modeline
yakinsamaya yol agtig1 goriisiinii desteklememektedir. Bunun yerine, artan 6zerklik ve azalan maddi karsiliklt
bagimliligin kalict duygusal baglar, ailecilik ve kusaklararasi dayanigsmayla bir arada var olabilecegi
goriilmektedir; bu oriintii Aile Degisim Kurami ve onun duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik modeliyle genel olarak
tutarlidir. Cocugun Degeri aragtirma programindan elde edilen bulgular da modernlesmenin aile baglarini
basitce zayiflatmak yerine ebeveyn-cocuk iligkilerini ekonomik bagimliliktan duygusal bagliliga dogru
doniistiirdiigiine igaret etmektedir. Genel olarak bulgular, aile degisiminin kiiltiirden bagimsiz tek bir gelisim
¢izgisi izlemedigini; bunun yerine sosyoekonomik gelisme ile kiiltiirel siirekliligin etkilesimiyle sekillenen,
baglama bagli coklu gelisim yollar izledigini gostermektedir. Bu kiiltiirel siirekliligin bir boyutunu, tarihsel
olarak koklesmis dini geleneklerin aile degerleri ve kusaklararasi iliskiler tizerindeki siiregelen etkisi
olusturmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Modernlesme, aile degisimi, kiiltiirel miras, ¢ocuk degeri, modernlesme kurami, aile
degisim kurami, dini gelenekler
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Structured Abstract:

Introduction: The present study evaluates the direction and underlying determinants of family change
in modernizing societies by synthesizing empirical evidence from diverse socioeconomic and cultural contexts.
Specifically, it examines the extent to which the evidence supports the linear, Western-centric assumptions of
Classical Modernization Theory or the more culturally grounded framework of Family Change Theory.
Classical Modernization Theory proposes a unidirectional transition from traditional, collectivist, and extended
family structures toward an autonomous and emotionally detached Western nuclear family model as societies
industrialize and become more prosperous (Goode, 1963; Inkeles, 1977, 1998; Inglehart & Baker, 2000;
Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). Within this perspective, economic development is expected to weaken material
interdependence, strengthen individual autonomy, and ultimately produce cultural convergence across
societies. However, cross-cultural evidence suggests that collectivist values, strong family orientations, and
intergenerational ties often persist despite modernization, indicating that socioeconomic change is shaped by
enduring historical and cultural legacies (Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Kashima et al., 2009; Zeng & Greenfield,
2015). Family Change Theory (Kagitcibasi, 1985b, 1996a, 2007) addresses this limitation by proposing that
modernization interacts with cultural context rather than producing a single developmental trajectory. The
theory distinguishes three family models—interdependence, independence, and emotional interdependence—
and argues that economic dependence may decline while emotional bonds remain strong and individual
autonomy increases. Its central theoretical contribution is the distinction between material and emotional
interdependence, demonstrating that autonomy and relatedness are complementary rather than opposing
dimensions of family life. Grounded in extensive cross-cultural Value of Children research, the theory further
suggests that socioeconomic development reduces the economic value of children while preserving or even
strengthening their psychological and emotional value, providing an alternative explanation of family change
that integrates economic transformation with cultural continuity (Kagit¢ibasi, 1996a, 2007, Mayer, 2013).

Method: This study employed a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) methodology to systematically
examine and synthesize empirical evidence on family structure, family relationships, and family values within
the frameworks of Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory.

Search strategy: The literature search was conducted exclusively using the Web of Science database. The
search aimed to identify empirical studies examining changes in family structure, family relationships, and
family values in the context of modernization. The following keywords were searched individually and in
various combinations: Family Change Theory, Modernization Theory, family change, modernization, family
structure, family relations, socioeconomic development, Value of Children (VOC), Value of Children and
Intergenerational Relations (VOC-IR), family values, cultural heritage, cultural change, autonomous-related
family model, independent family model, interdependent family model, autonomous self, relational self,
autonomous-related self, individualism, collectivism, parenting, parent—child relations, and socialization. The
review was conducted in accordance with the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines, which provide internationally recognized standards for reporting systematic
reviews (Moher et al., 2015). Inclusion criteria: Studies were included in the review if they (a) were published
in English in peer-reviewed journals indexed in the Web of Science database, (b) were empirical studies
reporting quantitative analyses based on data collected from human participants, (¢) examined family change,
family structure, family relationships, family values, intergenerational relations, parenting, or related constructs
within the context of socioeconomic development, modernization, or cultural change, and (d) provided findings
that could be interpreted within the frameworks of Classical Modernization Theory or Family Change Theory.
Theoretical papers, review articles, qualitative studies, book chapters, conference proceedings, dissertations,
and studies that did not report original empirical data were excluded. The initial search using the selected
keywords in the Web of Science database yielded a large number of publications. Following title and abstract
screening, 139 studies met the inclusion criteria and were selected for full-text assessment. After the full-text
review, studies that were review articles without original data analyses and those not directly related to family
change were excluded. Consequently, 47 empirical studies were retained for the final review.

Results: The reviewed studies strongly supported the central prediction of Classical Modernization
Theory that economic development and participation in modern institutions promote individualism, autonomy,
and self-expression while reducing material dependence and traditional collectivist orientations (Hamamura,
2012; Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Santos et al., 2017; Welzel et al., 2003). Nevertheless, modernization did not
produce uniform cultural convergence. Societies with comparable economic development frequently
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maintained distinct family values and relationship patterns shaped by cultural heritage. In collectivist contexts,
particularly China, modernization coexisted with intergenerational co-residence, family solidarity, and
traditional relational values (Chen & Liu, 2012; Cong & Silverstein, 2011; Gu, 2011; Peng & Hu, 2018).
Cultural and family change therefore appeared to result from the interaction between socioeconomic
transformation and historical continuity rather than from economic development alone. The Value of Children
studies provided the main empirical foundation for Family Change Theory. In less developed settings, children
were valued primarily for economic contribution and old-age security, whereas socioeconomic development
reduced their economic utility while preserving or increasing their psychological and emotional value
(Kagitcibasi, 1982a, 2006; Kagitgibasi & Ataca, 2005). Thus, modernization transformed the nature of parent—
child relationships rather than diminishing the importance of children. Although relatively few studies directly
tested Family Change Theory, the evidence generally showed that declining economic interdependence does
not necessarily weaken emotional closeness, familism, or mutual support (Georgas et al., 2006; Keller et al.,
2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005). Migration, urbanization, and socioeconomic development altered family
values and socialization goals without eliminating close relationships (Durgel et al., 2009; Kagit¢ibasi et al.,
2001, 2010). Overall, the findings support the emotional interdependence proposition, although evidence
concerning the precise structure and cross-cultural generalizability of this family model remains limited and
occasionally inconsistent (van den Heuvel & Poortinga, 1999).

Discussion: The findings indicate that Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory
explain different but complementary dimensions of family change. Classical Modernization Theory receives
strong support for its prediction that modernization -socioeconomic development, urbanization, education, and
participation in modern institutions- reduce material interdependence and strengthen individual autonomy.
However, its assumption of universal convergence toward the independent Western family model is not
consistently supported. Emotional closeness, familism, intergenerational solidarity, and relational orientations
often persist despite economic development, demonstrating that modernization does not transform all
dimensions of family life in the same direction. Overall, family change appears to reflect a multidimensional
interaction between socioeconomic transformation and cultural continuity rather than a linear transition from
traditional dependence to Western independence. Family Change Theory therefore offers a more
comprehensive account by distinguishing economic independence from emotional relatedness and allowing
autonomy and close family ties to coexist. Nevertheless, evidence concerning the precise structure,
developmental dynamics, and cross-cultural generalizability of the emotional interdependence model remains
limited and inconsistent, requiring further longitudinal and multilevel cross-cultural research.

Keywords: Modernization, family change, culture, modernization theory, family change theory
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Résumé Structuré:

Introduction La présente étude évalue l'orientation et les déterminants sous-jacents du changement
familial dans les sociétés en cours de modernisation, en synthétisant les données empiriques issues de contextes
socioéconomiques et culturels variés. Elle examine plus précisément dans quelle mesure ces données
corroborent les hypotheéses linéaires et a référence occidentale de la Théorie classique de la modernisation, ou
bien le cadre plus ancré culturellement de la Théorie du changement familial. La Théorie classique de la
modernisation postule une transition unidirectionnelle des structures familiales traditionnelles, collectivistes et
¢élargies vers un modele de famille nucléaire occidentale, autonome et émotionnellement détachée, a mesure
que les sociétés s'industrialisent et s'enrichissent (Goode, 1963 ; Inkeles, 1977, 1998 ; Inglehart & Baker, 2000
; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). Dans cette perspective, le développement économique est censé affaiblir
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l'interdépendance matérielle, renforcer I'autonomie individuelle et, en définitive, produire une convergence
culturelle entre les sociétés. Cependant, les données interculturelles suggérent que les valeurs collectivistes, les
fortes orientations familiales et les liens intergénérationnels persistent souvent malgré la modernisation, ce qui
indique que le changement socioéconomique est faconné par des héritages historiques et culturels durables
(Inglehart & Baker, 2000 ; Kashima et al., 2009 ; Zeng & Greenfield, 2015). La Théorie du changement familial
(Kagitcibasi, 1985b, 1996a, 2007) répond a cette limite en proposant que la modernisation interagisse avec le
contexte culturel plutdt que de produire une trajectoire de développement unique. Cette théorie distingue trois
modeles familiaux — interdépendance, indépendance et interdépendance émotionnelle — et soutient que la
dépendance économique peut décliner tandis que les liens affectifs demeurent forts et que l'autonomie
individuelle s'accroit. Sa contribution théorique centrale réside dans la distinction entre interdépendance
matérielle et interdépendance émotionnelle, démontrant que 1'autonomie et le lien relationnel constituent des
dimensions complémentaires, et non opposées, de la vie familiale. Fondée sur d'abondantes recherches
interculturelles sur la Valeur de 1'enfant, la théorie suggére en outre que le développement socioéconomique
réduit la valeur économique des enfants tout en préservant, voire en renforcant, leur valeur psychologique et
affective, offrant ainsi une explication alternative du changement familial qui intégre transformation
économique et continuité culturelle (Kagitgibasi, 1996a, 2007 ; Mayer, 2013).

Méthode Cette étude a mobilisé une méthodologie de Revue systématique de la littérature (RSL) afin
d'examiner et de synthétiser de maniére systématique les données empiriques relatives a la structure familiale,
aux relations familiales et aux valeurs familiales, dans le cadre de la Théorie classique de la modernisation et
de la Théorie du changement familial. Stratégie de recherche : La recherche documentaire a été menée
exclusivement a partir de la base de données Web of Science. Elle visait a recenser les études empiriques
examinant les évolutions de la structure familiale, des relations familiales et des valeurs familiales dans le
contexte de la modernisation. Les mots-clés suivants ont été recherchés individuellement et selon diverses
combinaisons : Théorie du changement familial, Théorie de la modernisation, changement familial,
modernisation, structure familiale, relations familiales, développement socioéconomique, Valeur de I'enfant
(VOC), Valeur de l'enfant et relations intergénérationnelles (VOC-IR), valeurs familiales, héritage culturel,
changement culturel, modele familial autonome-relié, modele familial indépendant, modéle familial
interdépendant, soi autonome, soi relationnel, soi autonome-reli¢, individualisme, collectivisme, parentalité,
relations parent-enfant, et socialisation. La revue a été conduite conformément aux lignes directrices PRISMA
(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses), qui fournissent des normes reconnues
internationalement pour la rédaction des revues systématiques (Moher et al., 2015). Critéres d'inclusion : Les
études ont été incluses dans la revue si elles (a) étaient publiées en anglais dans des revues a comité de lecture
indexées dans la base de données Web of Science, (b) constituaient des études empiriques rapportant des
analyses quantitatives fondées sur des données recueillies auprés de participants humains, (c) examinaient le
changement familial, la structure familiale, les relations familiales, les valeurs familiales, les relations
intergénérationnelles, la parentalité ou des construits apparentés dans le contexte du développement
socioéconomique, de la modernisation ou du changement culturel, et (d) fournissaient des résultats
interprétables dans le cadre de la Théorie classique de la modernisation ou de la Théorie du changement
familial. Les articles théoriques, les articles de synthése, les études qualitatives, les chapitres d'ouvrages, les
actes de conférences, les théses, ainsi que les études ne rapportant pas de données empiriques originales, ont
été exclus. La recherche initiale a I'aide des mots-clés retenus dans la base de données Web of Science a produit
un grand nombre de publications. Aprés examen des titres et des résumés, 139 études répondaient aux critéres
d'inclusion et ont été retenues pour une évaluation en texte intégral. A l'issue de cette évaluation, les articles de
synthése dépourvus d'analyses de données originales, ainsi que les études sans lien direct avec le changement
familial, ont été exclus. Au final, 47 études empiriques ont été retenues pour la revue.

Résultats Les ¢tudes examinées ont fortement corroboré la prédiction centrale de la Théorie classique
de la modernisation, selon laquelle le développement économique et la participation aux institutions modernes
favorisent l'individualisme, I'autonomie et I'expression de soi, tout en réduisant la dépendance matérielle et les
orientations collectivistes traditionnelles (Hamamura, 2012 ; Inglehart & Baker, 2000 ; Santos et al., 2017 ;
Welzel et al., 2003). Néanmoins, la modernisation n'a pas produit de convergence culturelle uniforme. Des
sociétés au développement économique comparable ont fréquemment maintenu des valeurs familiales et des
schémas relationnels distincts, fagonnés par 1'héritage culturel. Dans les contextes collectivistes, en particulier
en Chine, la modernisation a coexisté avec la coresidence intergénérationnelle, la solidarité familiale et les
valeurs relationnelles traditionnelles (Chen & Liu, 2012 ; Cong & Silverstein, 2011 ; Gu, 2011 ; Peng & Hu,

Turkish Studies — Comparative Religious Studies, 21(O1)



Family Change in Modernizing Societies: A Systematic Review within the Frameworks... 2981

2018). Le changement culturel et familial parait donc résulter de l'interaction entre transformation
socioéconomique et continuité historique, plutdét que du seul développement économique. Les études sur la
Valeur de l'enfant ont constitué le fondement empirique principal de la Théorie du changement familial. Dans
les contextes moins développés, les enfants étaient valorisés principalement pour leur contribution économique
et la sécurité qu'ils procuraient dans la vieillesse, tandis que le développement socioéconomique réduisait leur
utilité économique tout en préservant, voire en accroissant, leur valeur psychologique et affective (Kagit¢ibasi,
1982a, 2006 ; Kagitgibast & Ataca, 2005). Ainsi, la modernisation a transformé la nature des relations parent-
enfant plutét que d'en diminuer I'importance. Bien que relativement peu d'études aient directement testé la
Théorie du changement familial, les données montraient généralement que le déclin de l'interdépendance
économique n'affaiblit pas nécessairement la proximité affective, le familisme ou le soutien mutuel (Georgas
et al., 2006 ; Keller et al., 2006 ; Trommsdorff et al., 2005). La migration, l'urbanisation et le développement
socioéconomique ont modifié les valeurs familiales et les objectifs de socialisation sans supprimer les relations
étroites (Durgel et al., 2009 ; Kagitcibast et al., 2001, 2010). Dans I'ensemble, les résultats corroborent la
proposition d'interdépendance émotionnelle, bien que les données relatives a la structure précise et a la
généralisabilité interculturelle de ce modéle familial demeurent limitées et parfois incohérentes (van den
Heuvel & Poortinga, 1999).

Discussion Les résultats indiquent que la Théorie classique de la modernisation et la Théorie du
changement familial rendent compte de dimensions différentes mais complémentaires du changement familial.
La Théorie classique de la modernisation regoit un fort soutien empirique quant a sa prédiction selon laquelle
la modernisation — développement socioéconomique, urbanisation, éducation et participation aux institutions
modernes — réduit l'interdépendance matérielle et renforce I'autonomie individuelle. Toutefois, son hypothése
d'une convergence universelle vers le modéle familial occidental indépendant n'est pas systématiquement
corroborée. La proximité affective, le familisme, la solidarité intergénérationnelle et les orientations
relationnelles persistent souvent malgré le développement économique, ce qui démontre que la modernisation
ne transforme pas toutes les dimensions de la vie familiale dans la méme direction. Globalement, le changement
familial semble refléter une interaction multidimensionnelle entre transformation socioéconomique et
continuité culturelle, plutét qu'une transition linéaire de la dépendance traditionnelle vers l'indépendance
occidentale. La Théorie du changement familial offre par conséquent une explication plus compléte en
distinguant l'indépendance économique du lien relationnel affectif, et en permettant la coexistence de
l'autonomie et de liens familiaux étroits. Néanmoins, les données relatives a la structure précise, a la dynamique
développementale et a la généralisabilité interculturelle du modé¢le d'interdépendance émotionnelle demeurent
limitées et incohérentes, ce qui appelle des recherches longitudinales et multiniveaux supplémentaires en
contexte interculturel.

Mots-clés: Modernisation, changement familial, culture, théorie de la modernisation, théorie du
changement familial.

Resumen Estructurado:

Introduccion El presente estudio evalia la direccion y los determinantes subyacentes del cambio
familiar en las sociedades en proceso de modernizacion, sintetizando la evidencia empirica procedente de
contextos socioecondomicos y culturales diversos. Concretamente, examina en qué medida dicha evidencia
respalda los supuestos lineales y de referencia occidental de la Teoria Clasica de la Modernizacion, o bien el
marco mas anclado culturalmente de la Teoria del Cambio Familiar. La Teoria Clasica de la Modernizacion
propone una transicion unidireccional desde estructuras familiares tradicionales, colectivistas y extensas hacia
un modelo de familia nuclear occidental, autbonomo y emocionalmente distante, a medida que las sociedades
se industrializan y prosperan (Goode, 1963; Inkeles, 1977, 1998; Inglehart y Baker, 2000; Inglehart y Welzel,
2005). Desde esta perspectiva, se espera que el desarrollo econémico debilite la interdependencia material,
fortalezca la autonomia individual y produzca, en tlltima instancia, una convergencia cultural entre sociedades.
No obstante, la evidencia transcultural sugiere que los valores colectivistas, las fuertes orientaciones familiares
y los vinculos intergeneracionales a menudo persisten pese a la modernizacion, lo que indica que el cambio
socioecondmico estd moldeado por legados historicos y culturales perdurables (Inglehart y Baker, 2000;
Kashima et al., 2009; Zeng y Greenfield, 2015). La Teoria del Cambio Familiar (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985b, 1996a,
2007) aborda esta limitacion al proponer que la modernizacion interactua con el contexto cultural en lugar de
producir una unica trayectoria evolutiva. La teoria distingue tres modelos familiares —interdependencia,
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independencia e interdependencia emocional— y sostiene que la dependencia econémica puede disminuir
mientras los vinculos afectivos permanecen fuertes y la autonomia individual aumenta. Su contribucion teérica
central es la distincion entre interdependencia material e interdependencia emocional, la cual demuestra que la
autonomia y la vinculacion relacional son dimensiones complementarias, y no opuestas, de la vida familiar.
Sustentada en una amplia investigacion transcultural sobre el Valor del Niflo, la teoria plantea ademas que el
desarrollo socioecondémico reduce el valor econémico de los hijos mientras preserva o incluso fortalece su
valor psicolégico y emocional, ofreciendo asi una explicacion alternativa del cambio familiar que integra la
transformacion econémica con la continuidad cultural (Kagitgibasi, 1996a, 2007; Mayer, 2013).

Método Este estudio empled una metodologia de Revision Sistematica de la Literatura (RSL) con el
fin de examinar y sintetizar sistematicamente la evidencia empirica sobre estructura familiar, relaciones
familiares y valores familiares, dentro de los marcos de la Teoria Clasica de la Modernizacién y la Teoria del
Cambio Familiar. Estrategia de biisqueda: La busqueda bibliografica se realizo exclusivamente mediante la
base de datos Web of Science. La busqueda tuvo por objeto identificar estudios empiricos que examinaran
cambios en la estructura, las relaciones y los valores familiares en el contexto de la modernizacion. Se buscaron
las siguientes palabras clave, de forma individual y en distintas combinaciones: Teoria del Cambio Familiar,
Teoria de la Modernizacién, cambio familiar, modernizacion, estructura familiar, relaciones familiares,
desarrollo socioecondomico, Valor del Nifio (VOC), Valor del Nifio y Relaciones Intergeneracionales (VOC-
IR), valores familiares, herencia cultural, cambio cultural, modelo familiar auténomo-relacional, modelo
familiar independiente, modelo familiar interdependiente, yo autébnomo, yo relacional, yo auténomo-
relacional, individualismo, colectivismo, crianza, relaciones padres-hijos, y socializacion. La revision se llevd
a cabo conforme a las directrices PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses), que ofrecen normas reconocidas internacionalmente para la elaboracion de informes de revisiones
sistematicas (Moher et al., 2015). Criterios de inclusién: Los estudios se incluyeron en la revision si (a)
estaban publicados en inglés en revistas revisadas por pares indexadas en la base de datos Web of Science, (b)
eran estudios empiricos que reportaban analisis cuantitativos basados en datos recabados de participantes
humanos, (c) examinaban el cambio familiar, la estructura familiar, las relaciones familiares, los valores
familiares, las relaciones intergeneracionales, la crianza u otros constructos afines en el contexto del desarrollo
socioeconomico, la modernizacion o el cambio cultural, y (d) aportaban hallazgos interpretables dentro de los
marcos de la Teoria Clasica de la Modernizacion o la Teoria del Cambio Familiar. Se excluyeron los articulos
teoricos, los articulos de revision, los estudios cualitativos, los capitulos de libros, las actas de congresos, las
tesis doctorales y los estudios que no reportaban datos empiricos originales. La busqueda inicial con las
palabras clave seleccionadas en la base de datos Web of Science arrojé un elevado numero de publicaciones.
Tras el cribado de titulos y resumenes, 139 estudios cumplieron los criterios de inclusion y fueron
seleccionados para su evaluacion a texto completo. Tras dicha revision, se excluyeron los articulos de revision
sin andlisis de datos originales y los estudios no directamente relacionados con el cambio familiar. En
consecuencia, se conservaron 47 estudios empiricos para la revision final.

Resultados Los estudios revisados respaldaron sélidamente la prediccion central de la Teoria Clasica
de la Modernizacion, segin la cual el desarrollo econémico y la participacidon en instituciones modernas
promueven el individualismo, la autonomia y la autoexpresion, al tiempo que reducen la dependencia material
y las orientaciones colectivistas tradicionales (Hamamura, 2012; Inglehart y Baker, 2000; Santos et al., 2017,
Welzel et al., 2003). No obstante, la modernizacion no produjo una convergencia cultural uniforme. Sociedades
con niveles comparables de desarrollo econdémico mantuvieron con frecuencia valores familiares y patrones
relacionales distintos, moldeados por su herencia cultural. En contextos colectivistas, particularmente en China,
la modernizacidon coexistid con la coresidencia intergeneracional, la solidaridad familiar y los valores
relacionales tradicionales (Chen y Liu, 2012; Cong y Silverstein, 2011; Gu, 2011; Peng y Hu, 2018). El cambio
cultural y familiar parece, por tanto, resultar de la interaccion entre la transformacion socioecondmica y la
continuidad historica, mas que del desarrollo econémico por si solo. Los estudios sobre el Valor del Nifio
proporcionaron el principal sustento empirico de la Teoria del Cambio Familiar. En contextos menos
desarrollados, los hijos eran valorados sobre todo por su contribucién econdomica y la seguridad que ofrecian
en la vejez, mientras que el desarrollo socioecondmico reducia su utilidad econdmica al tiempo que preservaba
o incluso incrementaba su valor psicologico y emocional (Kagitgibasi, 1982a, 2006; Kagitcibasi y Ataca,
2005). Asi, la modernizacion transformo la naturaleza de las relaciones entre padres e hijos en lugar de
disminuir la importancia de estos. Aunque relativamente pocos estudios pusieron a prueba directamente la
Teoria del Cambio Familiar, la evidencia mostré en general que la disminucion de la interdependencia
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econdmica no debilita necesariamente la cercania afectiva, el familismo o el apoyo mutuo (Georgas et al.,
2006; Keller et al., 2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005). La migracion, la urbanizaciéon y el desarrollo
socioeconomico modificaron los valores familiares y las metas de socializacion sin eliminar las relaciones
estrechas (Durgel et al., 2009; Kagitcibast et al,, 2001, 2010). En conjunto, los hallazgos respaldan la
proposicion de interdependencia emocional, si bien la evidencia relativa a la estructura precisa y la
generalizabilidad transcultural de este modelo familiar sigue siendo limitada y en ocasiones inconsistente (van
den Heuvel y Poortinga, 1999).

Discusion Los hallazgos indican que la Teoria Clasica de la Modernizacion y la Teoria del Cambio
Familiar explican dimensiones distintas pero complementarias del cambio familiar. La Teoria Clasica de la
Modernizacion recibe un so6lido respaldo en cuanto a su predicciéon de que la modernizacion —el desarrollo
socioecondmico, la urbanizacién, la educacion y la participacion en instituciones modernas— reduce la
interdependencia material y fortalece la autonomia individual. Sin embargo, su supuesto de una convergencia
universal hacia el modelo de familia occidental independiente no se ve respaldado de manera consistente. La
cercania afectiva, el familismo, la solidaridad intergeneracional y las orientaciones relacionales suelen persistir
pese al desarrollo econémico, lo cual demuestra que la modernizacion no transforma todas las dimensiones de
la vida familiar en la misma direccion. En conjunto, el cambio familiar parece reflejar una interaccion
multidimensional entre la transformacion socioecondémica y la continuidad cultural, més que una transicion
lineal desde la dependencia tradicional hacia la independencia occidental. La Teoria del Cambio Familiar
ofrece, por tanto, una explicacién mas integral al distinguir la independencia econdémica de la vinculacion
afectiva, permitiendo la coexistencia de la autonomia y los lazos familiares estrechos. No obstante, la evidencia
relativa a la estructura precisa, la dinamica evolutiva y la generalizabilidad transcultural del modelo de
interdependencia emocional sigue siendo limitada e inconsistente, lo que exige mas investigacion longitudinal
y multinivel de caracter transcultural.

Palabras clave: Modernizacion, cambio familiar, cultura, teoria de la modernizacion, teoria del
cambio familiar.

S ERE:

5lE AMREZGSRKEABHRLFSXEESHNZIRHE, Tl P RETT
MWAEBERERAERAERER - EAMS, AMRERNBILREZSAEE LR BIREBICHER
M ~ IR AP ONRIZ IR E ST FSEREFANRENREDTIRICAI R EMER - £
HIPERICIR L A SN T EHBBEER RESWNER — RO ENE T BMESH
EREXW - TRANRES RO B TH BRSNS 20K EEIN(Goode, 1963;Inkeles, 1977,
1998;Inglehart & Baker, 2000;Inglehart & Welzel, 2005), EX—A N, X KRBIANNHHISESYRZEE
AR ERER, 2 NMAB T FREEABDUES ZEEEXCEE - A EXLIERBRELND
MHEEREXMENM - BIWKRESOAURARATEEGRAELS XRAHSZE R TIT I EEE
AW SXAEIBE T #855 (Inglehart & Baker, 2000;Kashima et al., 2009;Zeng & Greenfield, 2015), &
FEL TG (Kagitcibasi, 1985b, 1996a, 2007)Et X X—FRIE L, I EHIEEE —WARIID, M2
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KA I DI BE LSS, M IF AT IRARERE, MAB EHNIBE 21858 - ZIRIEWZBIETTmE T D
TYREENMEERHSBEREENEEKE, BLIERRE T T SRKU 2K EEE PRI G 4N
FHRERUNLEE - ZIBIEUAEBEXEN IILENMERRAEME-—FTREHRETRESER
JLIBRZFNERNRSEZEEEMESBERNMEMMAREST RS 7 —MREFRESE
JELRAR 45 B OB UM R R (Kagiteibasi, 1996a, 2007;Mayer, 2013),
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BRELRY - KA ST ERERE, 39T RS NAE FIEERTEXNME - 2XFFEG,F
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MRS TR A Nt s 7 K I EIRIC 2O FUNL BN 5T R R 52 SIAH
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2012;Inglehart & Baker, 2000;Santos et al., 2017;Welzel et al., 2003), 2T, IIEFHREE—MHRE
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Liu, 2012;Cong & Silverstein, 2011;Gu, 2011;Peng & Hu, 2018), Kk, XL ERETITF LT REHLSENT
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TEEHTIEEM - ERRABREPIJILEHNETZENTEHLF MR AZEERHIREINEE,
#HELFARNERE T ELFNA RN FRIFEZ RN 7 2B SBRMNE(Kagiteibasi, 1982a,
2006;Kagitgibast & Ataca, 2005), HLELA] DI ER BN BEFRARNMER,MIEHITB T FEXMEEH
. REEHERNNRETTIRICHMERNER D (BINBIUHEXE KR, Z 58 BB R T A2 H|
BIBERERE - KEE X MEEKIF(Georgas et al., 2006;Keller et al., 2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005),
BR. WHtRASEFRRAZE T RENENSHREEIRBHFREREERR(Durgel et al,
2009;Kagitgibasi et al., 2001, 2010), SAEMS, ARERFBERBERBX—md, REFG X ZRER
BB E A REBE BT ERIERID A B R, BB I 7 A~ —2(van den Heuvel & Poortinga, 1999),
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AERR A ERRRIELS XRAINEARERELENFIBLEEBR—HRAKERE - BF
FEREDTUFERRNALSEFERES SN 282 ER WAL FA, MIEMESURBIEE S
MU MREMTE - A RETTHEICBEIXDZFMUSHERRK - ARFEEMSEBNRE
AFHERBTEANZTENER - AWM AXFEREELEPREANBREY - KERDSREXETH#
[THERERIDARBREA B XBEARE—THNNORZEREEHE -

Xia: WAL - KEZT b - AL - KEZTHEIE -

CTpyKTypHpOBaHHAasi AHHOTAIUS:

BBenenne Hacrosimee wcciiemoBaHne OICHWBAaeT HANpaBICHHE U JIeKAallue B €ro OCHOBE
JIETEPMHUHAHTH CEMEWHBIX W3MEHCHUH B MOJCPHU3HPYIOUIMXCS OOIIECTBAX MyTEM CHHTE3a SMITUPHUICCKUX
JAHHBIX, MOJYYCHHBIX W3 Pa3HOOOPa3HBIX COIHMATbHO-3KOHOMHYECKHX M KYyIbTYPHBIX KOHTEKCTOB. B
YaCTHOCTH, B HEM paccMaTpuBacTCsi, B KaKOH Mepe OTH HaHHBICE TONTBEP)KJAIOT JIMHEHHBIC,
3amafoneHTpUYHbe TOoNoXkeHns Kiaccndeckoil Teopmu MoAepHU3alMKd JHOO B OONBINIEH CTEmeHH
YKOpEHEHHYIO B KyJIBTypHOM KOHTEKCTE KOHIennnio Teopun ceMelHBIX M3MeHeHni. Kiraccudeckas Teopust
MOJICPHU3AIIMN TIOCTYJHPYET OJHOHANPABJICHHBIH IepexoJ OT TPAJULIUOHHBIX, KOJUIEKTUBHCTCKHX H
paclIMpPEHHBIX CEMEHHBIX CTPYKTYp K aBTOHOMHOW M 3MOLMOHAIBHO OTCTPAaHEHHON 3amagHOW MoOIenu
HyKJIEapHOW CEMbH 110 Mepe MHAYCTpUAIN3alMHU 001IecTB U pocTa ux O6marococtosinus (Goode, 1963; Inkeles,
1977, 1998; Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). CornacHo AaHHOW NEPCHECKTHBE,
HKOHOMHYECKOE pa3BHTHE JOJDKHO OCHalJIiTh ~MaTepPHAIBLHYIO  B3aHMMO3aBHCHUMOCTb,  YKPEIUIThH
VHJMBHYAJIbHYI0 aBTOHOMHIO M B KOHEYHOM HTOre NPHUBOAUTH K KYJBTYPHOH KOHBEPTEHLIUH MEXKIY
obmectBamu. OmHAKO KpOCC-KyIbTYpPHBIC IaHHBIC CBUACTENBCTBYIOT O TOM, UYTO KOJUIGKTHBHUCTCKIHE
[ICHHOCTH, CHJIbHAS ceMeifHass OpUCHTAINS M MEKITIOKOJICHUSCKIE CBS3M 3a4aCTYI0 COXPAHSIIOTCS, HECMOTPS
Ha MOJEPHHM3AIMIO, YTO YyKa3blBaeT Ha TO, YTO COIHAIBHO-dKOHOMHYCCKHEC H3MEHEHHUS (POPMHUPYIOTCS
YCTOHYMBBIM HCTOPUYECKUM U KyIbTypHBIM HacnenueM (Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Kashima et al., 2009; Zeng
& Greenfield, 2015). Teopus cemeiinsix nameHennit (Kagitcibast, 1985b, 1996a, 2007) ycrpanseT qaHHOE
OrpaHHYeHHe, Npeanosiaras, 4To MOJEPHM3AlMs B3aUMOJEHCTBYET C KYyJBTYPHBIM KOHTEKCTOM, a He
MOPOXKAAET EAMHYI0 TPACKTOPHIO pa3BUTHs. Teopusl BHIAEISET TPH MOJEIH CEMbH — B3aUMO3aBHCHUMOCTB,
HE3aBHCHMOCTb ¥ SMOLIMOHAIIbHYIO B3aUMO3aBUCUMOCTb — U YTBEPIK/IAET, YTO IKOHOMUYECKAsi 3aBUCUMOCTb
MOXET CHIIKATHCS, TOTAA KaK dMOIHOHAIBHBIE CBSI3U OCTAIOTCS IPOYHBIMH, 8 MHAWBUyaJbHasi aBTOHOMMS
Bo3pacTacT. E€ IeHTpanbHBI TEOPETUYECKUI BKJIAJ 3aKIKYAECTCs B Pa3rpaHUYCHUM MAaTEPUAIBHON H
OMOIMOHAILHON B3aMMO3aBUCHMOCTH, JE€MOHCTPUPYIONIEM, YTO ABTOHOMHSI U CBSI3aHHOCTb SIBJISIIOTCS
B3aMMO/TOTIONTHSIOIIAMHU, a HE TPOTHBOIOJIOKHBIMI H3MEPEHUAMHU CeMEWHOM )U3HH. OMUpasch Ha OOIIUpPHBIC
KpPOCC-KYJIbTYpHBIC UCCIICIOBAHUS B paMKax KoHIennuH «LleHHocTr peOEHKay, Teopus ganee mpeAroiaraet,
YTO COLHUATFHO-3KOHOMHUYECKOE Pa3BUTHE CHIDKAET SKOHOMUYECKYIO IIEHHOCTh JETEeH, COXpaHss WIIH Jaxe
YCHIIMBAsl TPH STOM HX IICHXOJIOTHYECKYI0 W HSMOLMOHANBHYI IIEHHOCTh, YTO HaéT allbTepHATHBHOEC
O0OBSICHEHHE CEMEWHBIX W3MEHECHHH, WHTETPUPYIOIee SKOHOMUYECKYIO TPaHC(POPMALHIO C KyIbTYPHOM
npeemcTBeHHOCTRIO (Kagitgibagi, 1996a, 2007; Mayer, 2013).

Metox B HacTosieM HCCIIEZOBAaHMM IPUMEHSAJIACh METOAOJIOTHS CHCTEMaTHYecKoro o030pa
mutepatypbl (SLR) 1isi cucTeMaTmdeckoro HM3y4yeHHs] U CHUHTE3a SMIUPUYECKUX JaHHBIX O CEMEHHOM
CTPYKTYp€, CEMEUHBIX OTHOIIEHUSIX U CEMEMHBIX IIEHHOCTAX B paMkax Kiaccuueckoit Teopuu MoiepHU3AIUN
u Teopun cemelHBIX M3MeHEeHUH. CTpaTerusi HOMCKA: IMONUCK JIUTEPATYPHI OCYIIECTBISIICS HCKIIOYHTEIBHO
¢ nucnoip3oBaHueM 0a3pl maHHBIX Web of Science. Ilonck OblT HampaBieH Ha BBISBICHHE AYMIIMPHYECKUX
HCCIIEIOBAaHUM, MOCBAIIEHHBIX W3MEHEHUSAM CEMEHHOM CTPYKTYpBl, CEMEMHBIX OTHOLIEHHM M CEMEHHBIX
LEHHOCTE! B KOHTEKCTe MojaepHu3anuu. [louck npoBoauics Mo cieayroluM KIH0YEBbIM CI0BaM — Kak 10
OTJENBHOCTH, TaK U B PA3IMUYHBIX COUETAHUSAX: TEOPHs] CEMEMHBIX HM3MEHEHHH, Teopus MOAECPHHU3ALUMU,
ceMelHble W3MEHEHHs, MOJEpHHM3allusd, CeMelHas CTPYKTypa, CeMeHHble OTHOIIECHHUsS, COLMAIBbHO-
9KOHOMHUYECKOE pa3BuTHe, eHHocTh pedénka (VOC), IeHHOCTh peOEHKA U MEXKITOKOIEHYECKHE OTHOLICHHS
(VOC-IR), cemeliHble LIEHHOCTH, KyJIbTYpHOE HacleAue, KyJIbTYpPHbIE U3MEHEHUS, aBTOHOMHO-CBS3aHHAas
MOJIEIb CEMbH, HE3aBUCUMAsI MOJIETb CEMbH, B3aMMO3aBUCUMasl MOJIEIIb CEMbH, aBTOHOMHOE I, pesisiiuoOHHOE

www.turkishstudies.net/religion



2986 Nuri Akdogan

51, aBTOHOMHO-CBsi3aHHOE JSI, WHAMBUAYadW3M, KOJUICKTHBU3M, POAUTEIBCTBO, AETCKO-POJUTEIIBCKHE
OTHOIICHHA, a Takke coruamm3anus. O030p HpPOBOAMICS B COOTBETCTBHH C pykKoBoxcTBoM PRISMA
(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses), KOTOpoe yCTaHaBIHBaeT
MeXXIyHapOJHO IpU3HAHHEBIE CTAHAAPTHI I IIPEICTaBICHUS cUcTeMaTHdeckix 0030poB (Moher et al., 2015).
KpuTepnn BKII0YeHHsI: ICCIIEI0BaHUS BKIIOYAIMCH B 0030p NPH YCIOBHH, YTO OHU (@) OBUTH Oy OJIMKOBaHBI
Ha aHIVIMICKOM SI3bIKE B PELIEH3UPYEMBIX XXypHallax, MHIEKCHpyeMbIX B 0aze maHHbIX Web of Science; (0)
NPE/CTABISLIN  CO00I DMITMPUYECKHE HCCIIeIOBAHUs, COAEpIKallhue KOJIWYECTBEHHBI aHalunu3 JaHHBIX,
COOpaHHBIX CpelW YyYaCTHHKOB-JIIOAEH; (B) pacCMaTpUBAIM CEMEHHBIE M3MEHEHUs, CEMEHHYI0 CTPYKTYpY,
ceMeIHbIe OTHOLIECHUS, CEeMElHbIe IIEHHOCTH, MEXKITOKOJIEHUECKHE OTHOLICHUSI, POAUTEIHCTBO MIIH CBS3aHHbIE
C HUMH KOHCTPYKTHI B KOHTEKCTE COIHAIbHO-3KOHOMHYECKOTO PAa3BUTHS, MOJCPHHU3ALNH WIIH KyJIbTYPHBIX
WU3MEHEHHH, 1 (T) COIEprKaJli Pe3yIbTaThl, KOTOPHIE MOTJIM OBITh HHTEPIIPETHPOBAHEI B pamKkax Kiaccuueckoit
TEOpUH MOACPHHM3aNNU Wik Teopuu ceMeWHBIX W3MeHeHHi. Teopermueckue pabOTHL, 0030pHBIE CTATHH,
Ka4eCTBEHHbIC HCCIICAOBAHNS, TTIaBbI KHHUT, MaTepUalbl KOH(GEPEHINH, TUCCEPTALINH, a TAKXKE HCCICAOBAHNUS,
HE COZEpJKalllie OPUIMHAIBHBIX SMIMPHICCKUX JaHHBIX, ObUTH MCKIIOYEHbI. [lepBOHAYaNBHBIN MOMCK MO
BEIOpaHHBIM KITIOUEBHIM CIIOBaM B 0a3e naHHBIX Web of Science main 3HaunTensHOe nciio myommkanmii. [Tocme
oTOOpa MO 3arojiOBKaM W aHHOTAlMSAM KPUTEPUAM BKJIIOYSHHsI COOTBETCTBOBanM 139 wuccnemoBaHui,
OTOOpaHHBIX I OICHKM IOJNHOro Tekcra. Ilocie aHanmM3a MONHBIX TEKCTOB OBIIM HCKIIOYEHBI 0030pHBIE
crathu 0O€3 aHan3a OpPUTI'MHAJIBHBIX JAaHHBIX, a4 TaKXKE€ HCCJICAOBaHHsA, HC HMCIOMINE HEIOCPECACTBCHHOT'O
OTHOIIEHHWSI K CEMEHBIM HW3MEHeHMsIM. B pesymbrate Juis UTOroBOro o003opa Obulo oToOpaHo 47
OMIIUPUYECKUX UCCIIEIOBAHUM.

PesyabTaTel [lpoaHanu3npoBaHHBIE MCCIEAOBaHUS YOEOUTENLHO MOATBEPAUIN LIEHTPAJIbHOE
npeanonoxenne Kiaccnieckod TeoOpuyu MOAEPHU3AIMU O TOM, YTO SKOHOMHUYECKOE Pa3BUTHE U yUIacTHE B
COBPEMEHHBIX HHCTHTYTaX CIOCOOCTBYIOT MHINBHIYAIU3MY, aBTOHOMHH U CAaMOBBIP)KEHHIO, OTHOBPEMEHHO
CHMXXAasl MaTepHAIbHYIO 3aBUCUMOCTb M TPaJUIMOHHBIE KOJUIEKTUBUCTCKHE opueHTanuu (Hamamura, 2012;
Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Santos et al., 2017; Welzel et al., 2003). Tem He MeHee MOepHU3ANNS HE TIPHUBETA K
eAnHOO0pa3Hoil KynbTypHOH KOHBepreHIH. OONIeCTBa C COMOCTABUMBIM YPOBHEM 3KOHOMHYECKOTO
Pa3BUTHUS 3a49aCTyI0 COXPAHIM Pa3IMYHbIE CEMECHHBIC IEHHOCTH W MOJENIN OTHOLICHHUH, 00YCIIOBICHHBIE
KyJIbTypHBIM HacliequeM. B KOJUIEKTUBHCTCKMX KOHTEKCTaX, B dacTHOCTH B Kwurae, MojepHM3aIus
COCYILIECTBOBAJIA C MEXIOKOJEHYECKHUM COBMECTHBIM MPOXKMBaHHEM, CEMEHHOW CONMAAPHOCTBIO H
TPaIUIMOHHBIMHE pessiiinoHHbIME IeHHOCTsIME (Chen & Liu, 2012; Cong & Silverstein, 2011; Gu, 2011; Peng
& Hu, 2018). Takum 06pazom, KyJIbTypHBIE 1 CEMEHBIE H3MEHEHUS, T10-BUAUMOMY, SIBIISIOTCS PE3yJIbTaTOM
B3aUMO/ICHCTBUSI MEXKIy COLIMAIILHO-9KOHOMUYECKOH TpaHc(hopMalel 1 ICTOPHYECKO# IIPEeMCTBEHHOCTBIO,
a HE CIIeJICTBUEM OJIHOTO JIMIIIh SKOHOMHWYECKOoro pa3BuTHs. MccnenoBanus «lleHHOCTH peO&HKa» coCTaBHIH
OCHOBHYIO SMIMpHYEcKyIo 0a3y Teopun ceMeliHbIX N3MEHEHNH. B MeHee pa3BUTHIX yCIOBHAX AETH LIEHIUIICH
MPEXIE BCETO 3a NX SKOHOMUYECKHUH BKIIa/l M 00ecriedeHne 3alUIIEHHOCTH B CTAPOCTH, TOTAA KaK COIMAILHO-
9KOHOMHYECKOE Pa3BUTHE CHWXKAJIO MX HKOHOMHUYECKYIO IOJIE3HOCTh, COXpaHAsS WIN Aa)Xe yBEIMYMBas MX
TICHXOJIOTMYECKYI0 M AMOIMOHaNbHY0 meHHOCTh (Kagitcibagy, 1982a, 2006; Kagitcibasi & Ataca, 2005).
Takum oOpazom, MopepHHU3anus TpaHcHopMHpOBasla XapakTep AETCKO-POJIUTENCKUX OTHOILICHWH, a He
yMeHbIlIaJIa 3HAYUMOCTb JieTeil. XOTs OTHOCUTEIBHO HEMHOTHE UCCIIeJOBAaHUsI HETTOCPECTBEHHO MPOBEPSUIH
Teopuro cemelHbIX U3MEHEHHH, TOJyUYeHHbIE AaHHbIC B LIEJIOM CBHUJIETEIBCTBOBAIU O TOM, YTO CHHXKEHHE
HKOHOMHMYECKOH B3aIMO3aBUCHUMOCTH HE 0053aTeNIbHO 0cIa0iIseT 3MOIMOHATIBHYIO OJIH30CTh, (haMITH3M HITH
B3auMHyt0 nojepxkky (Georgas et al., 2006; Keller et al., 2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005). Murpars,
ypOaHu3aLus ¥ COUAIbHO-IKOHOMUUECKOE Pa3BUTHE M3MEHMIIM CEMEHHbIE IEHHOCTH | 1I€JIH COLMaI3alllH,
He yCcTpaHHMB Ipu 3ToM TecHbIX oTHolnenuit (Durgel et al., 2009; Kagitgibasi et al., 2001, 2010). B nenom
MOJTyYeHHBIE PE3YJIbTaThI TOITBEPIKAAIOT MOJI0KEHHE 00 SMOILMOHAIBHON B3aNMO3aBUCHMOCTH, XOTSI JaHHbIC
OTHOCHUTEJIFHO TOYHOM CTPYKTYpPBI M KPOCC-KYJIFTYPHOH 0000LIaeMOCTH JTaHHOW MOJENH CEMBH OCTAIOTCS
OrpaHWYEeHHBIMH M NIOpoii npotuBopeunBbiMU (van den Heuvel & Poortinga, 1999).

Oocysxnenne IlomyueHHble pe3ylbTaThl CBUAETENBCTBYIOT O TOM, 4To Kiaccuueckass Tteopus
MojepHn3aimn ¥ Teopuss ceMeHHBIX HM3MEHEHHI OOBSCHSIOT pas3JIMuHble, HO B3aWMOOIOJIHSIONIHE
M3MEpPEeHHs CeMEHHBIX n3MeHeHnH. Kitaccndeckas Teopust MOAEPHHU3AIINH MTOTyIaeT BECOMOE ITOITBEPKICHHE
B OTHOIIEHHH TIPEAINOJIOKEHHS O TOM, YTO MOJEPHHU3AIMSI — COLHAIFHO-?)KOHOMHYECKOE DAa3BHTHE,
ypOanm3anus, oOpa3oBaHME W YydYaCTHE B COBPEMEHHBIX HHCTUTYTaX —— CHIDKAeT MaTepPHaJIbHYIO
B3aMMO3aBHCHMOCTH M YKPEIUIIET MHIANBHIYaIbHYIO aBTOHOMIIO. O1HaKO €€ nomymeHne 00 yHUBepCaIbHON
KOHBEPI'eHIIMH K HE3aBUCUMOH 3amagHoil MOAETH CEMbH HE HAXOIHUT MOCIEI0BATEIEHOTO MOITBEPIKICHHS.
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OMonoHaNbHas OMM30CTh, (haMHIN3M, MEXKIIOKOJICHYECKAs COMHIAPHOCTh WM PEISIMOHHBIC OPHEHTALNH
HEPEIIKO COXPAHSIOTCS, HECMOTPS Ha 3KOHOMHYECKOE Pa3BUTHE, YTO JEMOHCTPUPYET, YTO MOACPHHU3ALUS HE
TpaHC(HOPMHUPYET BCE M3MEPEHHUS CEMEHHON KU3HU B OJHOM H TOM JK€ HalpaBlieHHH. B meiom cemeiiHbie
W3MEHEHHS, MO-BHIMMOMY, OTPaXal0T MHOTOMEPHOE B3aMMOAEHCTBHE MEXIY COIHAIbHO-3)KOHOMHYECKOH
TpaHcopManmeid W KyJbTYpHOH IPEEMCTBEHHOCTBIO, a HE JIMHEWHBIH NEpexox OT TPaJulUOHHOM
3aBHCHMOCTH K 3aIalHOi He3aBuCcUMOCTH. Takum oOpa3oM, Teopust ceMeiHBIX U3MEHEHUH NpearaeT ooee
MOJIHOE OOBSICHEHHE, pasrpaHHYMBas 3KOHOMHYECKYIO HE3aBHCHMOCTh M OMOLMOHAIBHYIO CB3aHHOCTH M
JIOITyCKasl COCYIECTBOBAHUE aBTOHOMHM M TECHBIX CEMEHMHBIX y3. TeM He MeHee JaHHblE OTHOCHTENBHO
TOYHOH CTPYKTYpBI, JUHAMHKH Pa3BUTHUSI M KPOCC-KYJIbTYPHOH 0000IIaeMOCTH MOJIENIU 3MOLMOHAIBHON
B3aMMO3aBHCUMOCTH OCTAlOTCS OTPAaHWYEHHBIMH M HPOTUBOPEUYMBBIMHU, YTO TpeOyeT AaJbHEHIInX
JIOHTUTIOJHBIX ¥ MHOTOYPOBHEBBIX KPOCC-KYIBTYPHBIX HCCIICIOBAHHM.

KnaroueBble cjioBa: MOAEpHM3aIMs, CEMEIHBIE HM3MEHEHUsS, KyJIbTypa, TEOpUs MOICPHH3AINY,
TEOpHUsl CEMEHHBIX U3MEHEHU.

o -

iag g8 3reag fafay I ofie SiR igpiae gl 9 UTe sryast=T Wiedl & IRawor
& A ¥, sy iaorita T & uikaies uRad &1 faxm ok gae siaffea MuRe! &1 geaiea
IRl ¢ | faRy =u 9, gg Siadr 7 & a1ey forg i ao et syt Rigid &1 IRae, ufdm-
Ffea Araareil &1, srar mRaies uRad Rigid & it Tiafae 0 & snuld o &1, 9= ad
& | AT SMYFADIHRUT RIGid T8 URATAd Bl § b olg-ord GHTel Sfelivfiiepd B & SIR Sifid I
74 €, 3 WRFTd, Ifedarard), iR faxia uikale wRemsit ¥ tsfeia dwHdur #d g§U Uh
T IR HIGTeTS U I e ufEe Teha-uRaR Aisd @1 3R SR 814 8 (Goode, 1963; Inkeles,
1977, 1998; Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005) | 39 UReT & iR, g 31aférd g f enffes
e Wide TRwRe MRl & FHWR B, TfadTd Waddar o Wsﬁ?m-wﬁﬁ
Kl SHHIRVT Jeqel B | AU, SfR-Hiepfcip Hieh I8 Jebdl o : {5 IfearaTdl g
IRATRE I, TUT SIR-TEHT Tafe, SMYFADH B & FTag HRR I 384 &, @%m%%
mewmmmﬁmmmw%(1ng1ehart&13aker
2000; Kashima et al., 2009; Zeng & Greenfield, 2015) | TTRaTR® ulkadH Rigid (Kagitcibas, 1985b, 1996a,
2007) 39 THT B! Tg TRATAd B JNId BT & fob SMYFABH IR0 U 81 fadpraress Ueuuy I &
& qOd GRpiad de & W1y 3ia:fhar wrar g1 I8 Rigid dF uiaie Afeal—uRwaRe AR,
AT, 3R UGS TRERS HeRar— b fia U H1 7, 3R I8 a& a1 & & e fvfear &
ARIGE o Thel § T UGS S Ted S T6d & R ofdTd el sgd 81 9w S
Hifie drrer Niie SR HiaToe TRERS FRkd & 99 &1 9 8, 5 98 TeRid a1 ¢ i @
3R Yagdl UiRaTRes Sitad & TRER faRieht 7Y, afcer Rep A § | a1e Ho R TS SiaR-Tipiad
MYy W 3eTid a8 Rigia M a8 ggma a1 ¢ b grfire-anfie e s=i & snfife gea ol o4
HRAT § SE(P 3 AAIAG 3R HaHIHS Yo o1 TR [T € 1 I81 db & geg U &l g,
ot uiarives aRad &t Ue dohfcdd el UId gl © oif e aRad &l IRpiad FRaRdl &
Y UDIpd B! 8 (Kagitgibast, 1996a, 2007; Mayer, 2013) |

S 39 3T A IR S vl Rigid ik wiaie uRkad Rigid & gfal & fiw
i SR, uikaie dadt, sik uikaie Jedl e sryasa diedl &t afyd S iR
QYT B STafYd Trfecd e (SLR) UG &1 WA fobarn| @it Iurifa: it @i faviy =0 &
Web of Science ST BT IUUNT HIP DI T3 | Wl BT I YD IR0l & Yoo A uriariee W=,
gIiRaTe e, SR UikaTRe gedi & uRadH &1 Sid B aTd U 3{eqd-1 &1 9gdT BT AT
fafifed elae afdama wu ¥ aur fafts daem & @ T aiaie aRads Rigia, styfAaiaxo
Rygia, miame aRkadq, styfeiemur, uikarie Semn, Tikaie e, qrfrs- e fasm, ara
Teg (VOC), 910 T 3R SfR-WETd Taer (VOC-IR), TIRARS He, IRpfad farmd, IRgpas
gRacH, Wad-Aag TRaie Aled, s UIRAIRSG Aled, TRWUR®-FR gikaie Ared, W o,
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IEUTES W, WRK-U9g W, Aidqdle, Agdhdrdre, uaH-uivoy, drd-Udi-a= & d6y, iR
wrrﬁmm uz—: Tile g R engery wR Riedfed Ropy U8 Hel-TAMAR™ (PRISMA)
Taferd Bt TS, o sgafyd eftensit wt RaiféT gq af TR W AT U
' (Moher et al., 2015) | THTAR HIFES: 30T &I THie H fparmrated @)
WebofSc1ence@>E'IaF &Wﬁmﬁ&ﬁmﬁﬁmﬁmﬁm@mmﬁ@
THAT 3Hidwsl W MUTRT AHTHS [IRAV TR HRA aTel SIS 37eaa 3, (7T qrTfores- e
I, SMeyfPHIdHRur, A1 AP fdd TR & day H ITRaTRe TR, IRaTRe SReT, iRaTRe dat),
IRaTR® Jed, SicR-UIgHTd e, ITe1-GreuT, I1 Hefid TRem1sil o S dRd &, 99T (°) T8 s ogd
P 3 [T AT RCA ST 1R Rigid a1 UikaTies gRad Risid & el & iR &1 o o |
Sifad wHt, TEien Ol TTHS Siea, YRde T, e SHRigd, Y-Uee, a1 Jd sryasa
3fihS YA A HR aTel S1eqg=! & SUafoid fBaT T Web of Science STTa H TIfd ®ids BT SUTNT
FA §U RIS Wl ¥ T81 We & UHTH Ui gu | i $iR IR S & U, 139 S TR
AMES R TR IR R qul-urs gedie gq aaid bt Tu yub-ure wfien & uyd, Ta et fazayor
fed TEieT Al TUT UTRaTRS URad 3 TIed: Sids a1 &1 Sfgafoid fdar 171 URUmTEwT,
3ifas e 8 47 SUIS LI §-TY 9 |

forsed THifaa sregel A RE snyfFdiaxtl Rigid o 39 darg Hidwar T yad qad-
foran o anfife fawr SR smeyfe Teref & yriieRY sfddare, T, SR sd-sifiaafad &) agrar
It g, STafe Wifde FRdar aur WRrTa Smftedrard! S=aarsit & & &Rl 8 (Hamamura, 2012;
Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Santos et al., 2017; Welzel et al., 2003) | H%ﬂﬁ, &TW ﬁwm
SRR I@F g1 [T Ja-1g Md AP ard THS U Wbl faRNId gRT SehTiRd fafry
RGeS Hedl 3R Fefes Gel ) ST v | Frgfeaperarc] Geul 3, fase w0 § <9 8, syt
SfaR-UierTa Te-far, uikaTe Teded], TUT IRURNTG SedTd® Tl & 1Y Tg3Hfid T 8T (Chen
& Liu, 2012; Cong & Silverstein, 2011; Gu, 2011; Peng&Hu 2018) | 3fd: WRpfad 3R Tiaries ufkad,
3Pl SHTRep TIepTY % ST, TG - SMTRieh TRad 3R UfergTiRich e & dtel 3id: Rea &1 aRor
ydid BT 8 | "aTet g STl 3 TIRaTRe URad Rigid & R O SHTS YR UaH fhaT HH
fam i uRkax &, 9=t &1 geaa: 3 e aRTeM SR JGTawI IRET 8g Fed (a1 ST T, Siafd
T -3fiies faer 7 3@ snffer Iufar & HH HRd gU ITd HAIAS 3R HIGHIHS Yoo
P TRfed @ ar deHT (Kagitgibasi, 1982a, 2006; Kagitgibas1 & Ataca, 2005) | 4 YPR, &TQ&IW 3
Tl & Hgd Dl HY B & JoI ATI-[Ud-a= o Jdell B UHfd DI TuidiRd fobar| g suemda
HY g A UTRaTRe gRad= Rigid &1 ucel uiefor fasan, Trea Irid: 8 e=iid § o gedt snfds
IR FHRdT sawad U § HigHTds e, TRaRrdle, a1 URWR® TgaNT & HHSIR g Bt
(Georgas et al., 2006; Keller et al., 2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005) | YA, QIEWUT, quT grATTS- 3
a3 afy Teet @ gaTa for fomr uiikaries geat ok uTsiiaor @eat &l uRkafdd faar (Durgel et
al., 2009; Kagitgibast et al., 2001, 2010) | THIG:, FT5HY TGS RN R &t U1 &1 g0
AL wﬁwmﬁ%mﬁ%wawwwﬁmwﬂwﬁﬁﬁ%m&q
it 3R Huft-waft srgTa Eﬁ@'q% (van den Heuvel & Poortinga, 1999) |

faa= sy U8 Tdhd 3d § % IRdig snyfRateru Rigia ok aikaie uRad Risid,
TRaTies aRad & i farg TREIR qRe6 ST &) SIRe v © | QIR ST IR0 Rigid & 3ot
= Hfawraroht & foe yaa gadH v giar § f snyfReieRur e onfiie fawr, wredte o, e,
TUT Sy Teirsil & yrfigRl—Hifde uReaR® MRdl &1 &80 &l § SR SAfedTd Waddl & gge
Rl B | 1Y, Tiefl ufe oiaTiRep sl &1 3R revlfties SR ot geh! HIell 1 JaTd =Y
¥ TdF e 8T BT HIaTdS Hbedn, URaRrare, SiaR-UighTd Tdhedl, aul Jeudd 3H@did
3f1Rfep FcTel 3 STae T &0 e 2, ) 9 e $al & b SeFaieRu uikarke oo & wh
mﬁﬁwé’r%mﬁ?ﬂmﬁﬁqﬁmmw TriaTies aRads IRoRFTd ke 3 ufdeht wadzrarn
ﬁ@?@WW%WWJﬁ%W@TWM%WWQW
sia-forar ) wfafdfsa v udia g 81 sra: uikaile ufvad= fRigia enfife w@daar & waAd®
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TIGAT Y GYdH FHRd gU AT WAl SR 98 TiRaTes se &l Tgsifad &1 srgafd ¢d §T Th 3ifd
MY =0T TRgd BT § | AT, TGS UREIRS MRl died &1 9éte WRaT, faemras i,
TUT SR -TRBTaD ATHRAGROMAAT ¥ Yefid Tred Wifd SR SR a9 U B, Ghm&ra%%ﬁa%nag
TR SIR-TRGB A 2NY DT HTTRAGH T Bl S@ifehd B gl

|

Yapilandirilmis Ozet:

Giris Bu calisma, farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirel baglamlardan elde edilen gorgiil kanitlart
sentezleyerek, modernlesen toplumlarda aile degisiminin yoniinii ve altinda yatan belirleyicileri
degerlendirmektedir. Calisma 6zelde, mevcut kanitlarin Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin dogrusal ve Bati-
merkezli varsayimlarini mi, yoksa Aile Degisimi Kurami'nin kiiltiirel agidan daha temellendirilmis ¢ergevesini
mi destekledigini incelemektedir. Klasik Modernlesme Kurami, toplumlar sanayilestik¢e ve refah diizeyleri
arttikca, geleneksel, kolektivist ve genis aile yapilarindan 6zerk ve duygusal agidan mesafeli Batil1 ¢ekirdek
aile modeline dogru tek yonlii bir gecis ongdrmektedir (Goode, 1963; Inkeles, 1977, 1998; Inglehart & Baker,
2000; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). Bu perspektif cercevesinde, ekonomik gelismenin maddi karsilikli
bagimliligt zayiflatmasi, bireysel Ozerkligi giiclendirmesi ve nihayetinde toplumlar arasinda kiiltiirel
yakinsama iiretmesi beklenmektedir. Bununla birlikte, kiiltlirleraras1 kanitlar, kolektivist degerlerin, giiclii aile
yonelimlerinin ve kusaklararasi baglarin modernlesmeye ragmen c¢ogunlukla varligini siirdiirdiigiini
gostermekte, bu da sosyoekonomik degisimin kalict tarihsel ve kiiltiirel miraslarca sekillendirildigine isaret
etmektedir (Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Kashima et al., 2009; Zeng & Greenfield, 2015). Aile Degisimi Kurami
(Kagitcibasi, 1985b, 1996a, 2007), modernlesmenin tek bir gelisimsel yoriinge iiretmek yerine kiiltiirel
baglamla etkilesime girdigini dne siirerek bu sinirlilig: ele almaktadir. Kuram, karsilikli bagimlilik, bagimsizlik
ve duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik olmak tizere {i¢ aile modelini birbirinden ayirmakta ve ekonomik bagimliligin
azalabilecegini, buna karsin duygusal baglarin giiclii kalabilecegini ve bireysel 6zerkligin artabilecegini ileri
stirmektedir. Kuramin merkezi teorik katkisi, maddi ve duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik arasindaki ayrimdir; bu
ayrim, Ozerklik ile iligkiselligin aile yasaminin birbirine karsit degil, birbirini tamamlayan boyutlar1 oldugunu
gostermektedir. Kapsamli kiiltiirlerarasi Cocugun Degeri arastirmalarina dayanan kuram, ayrica
sosyoekonomik gelismenin cocuklarin ekonomik degerini azaltirken psikolojik ve duygusal degerlerini
korudugunu ya da hatta gii¢lendirdigini 6ne siirmekte, boylece ekonomik doniisiimii kiiltiirel stireklilige entegre
eden alternatif bir aile degisimi agiklamasi sunmaktadir (Kagitcibasi, 1996a, 2007; Mayer, 2013).

Yontem Bu ¢alisma, Klasik Modernlesme Kuram1 ve Aile Degisimi Kurami ¢ergeveleri dahilinde aile
yapist, aile iligkileri ve aile degerlerine iliskin gorgiil kanitlar1 sistematik bigimde incelemek ve sentezlemek
amactyla Sistematik Literatiir Taramast (SLR) yontemini kullanmistir. Arama stratejisi: Literatiir taramasi
yalnizca Web of Science veri tabani kullanilarak gerceklestirilmistir. Tarama, modernlesme baglaminda aile
yapisy, aile iligkileri ve aile degerlerindeki degisimleri inceleyen gorgiil caligmalarin belirlenmesini
amaclamistir. Su anahtar kelimeler tek basina ve ¢esitli kombinasyonlar halinde taranmistir: Aile Degisimi
Kurami, Modernlesme Kuramy, aile degisimi, modernlesme, aile yapis, aile iliskileri, sosyoekonomik gelisme,
Cocugun Degeri (VOC), Cocugun Degeri ve Kusaklararasi iligkiler (VOC-IR), aile degerleri, kiiltiirel miras,
kiiltiirel degisim, 6zerk-iligkisel aile modeli, bagimsiz aile modeli, karsilikli bagimli aile modeli, 6zerk benlik,
iliskisel benlik, o6zerk-iligkisel benlik, bireycilik, kolektivizm, ebeveynlik, ebeveyn-gocuk iliskileri ve
sosyallesme. Tarama, sistematik derlemelerin raporlanmasina iligkin uluslararas1 kabul gérmiis standartlar
sunan PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) kilavuzuna uygun
olarak yuritiilmiistiir (Moher et al., 2015). Dahil etme 6l¢iitleri: Calismalar, (a) Web of Science veri tabaninda
dizinlenen hakemli dergilerde Ingilizce olarak yayimlanmissa, (b) insan katilimcilardan toplanan verilere
dayali1 nicel analizler sunan gorgiil ¢alismalar niteligindeyse, (c) sosyoekonomik gelisme, modernlesme veya
kiiltiirel degisim baglaminda aile degisimini, aile yapisini, aile iliskilerini, aile degerlerini, kusaklararasi
iliskileri, ebeveynligi veya ilgili kavramlar incelemisse ve (d) Klasik Modernlesme Kurami veya Aile
Degisimi Kurami gergevesinde yorumlanabilecek bulgular sunmussa derlemeye dahil edilmistir. Kuramsal
makaleler, derleme yazilari, nitel ¢alismalar, kitap boliimleri, konferans bildirileri, tezler ve 6zgiin gorgiil veri
sunmayan ¢aligmalar dislanmistir. Web of Science veri tabaninda segilen anahtar kelimeler kullanilarak yapilan
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ilk tarama, ¢ok sayida yayin ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Baslik ve 6zet taramasinin ardindan 139 ¢aligma dahil etme
oOlciitlerini kargilamis ve tam metin degerlendirmesi i¢in se¢ilmistir. Tam metin incelemesinin ardindan, 6zgiin
veri analizi igermeyen derleme makaleleri ile aile degisimiyle dogrudan iliskili olmayan calismalar
dislanmistir. Sonug olarak, nihai derleme igin 47 gorgiil ¢alisma elde tutulmustur.

Bulgular Incelenen g¢aligmalar, ekonomik gelisme ve modern kurumlara katilmin bireyciligi,
ozerkligi ve kendini ifade etmeyi tesvik ederken maddi bagimliligi ve geleneksel kolektivist yonelimleri
azalttigt yoniindeki Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin temel Ongoriisiinii giiglii bigimde desteklemistir
(Hamamura, 2012; Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Santos et al., 2017; Welzel et al., 2003). Bununla birlikte,
modernlesme tek bigimli bir kiiltiirel yakinsama iiretmemistir. Karsilastirilabilir ekonomik gelisme diizeyine
sahip toplumlar, siklikla kiiltiirel mirasla sekillenen farkli aile degerlerini ve iliski Oriintiilerini korumustur.
Kolektivist baglamlarda, 6zellikle Cin'de, modernlesme kusaklararasi birlikte yasam, aile dayanigsmasi ve
geleneksel iliskisel degerlerle bir arada var olmustur (Chen & Liu, 2012; Cong & Silverstein, 2011; Gu, 2011;
Peng & Hu, 2018). Dolayisiyla kiiltiirel ve ailevi degisimin, yalnizca ekonomik gelismeden degil,
sosyoekonomik doniisiim ile tarihsel siireklilik arasindaki etkilesimden kaynaklandigi goriilmektedir. Cocugun
Degeri aragtirmalari, Aile Degigimi Kurami i¢in temel gorgiil dayanagi saglamistir. Daha az gelismis
ortamlarda ¢ocuklar oOncelikle ekonomik katkilar1 ve yaslilik giivencesi agisindan deger goriirken,
sosyoekonomik gelisme onlarin ekonomik faydasini azaltmis, buna karsin psikolojik ve duygusal degerlerini
korumus, hatta artirmistir (Kagitgibasi, 1982a, 2006; Kagit¢ibast & Ataca, 2005). Boylece modernlesme,
¢ocuklarin 6nemini azaltmaktan ziyade ebeveyn-gocuk iliskilerinin niteligini donistiirmiistiir. Aile Degisimi
Kurami'n1 dogrudan sinayan ¢aligmalar nispeten az olsa da, kanitlar genel olarak azalan ekonomik karsilikli
bagimliligin duygusal yakinligi, aile bagliligini (familism) veya karsilikli destegi mutlaka zayiflatmadigim
gostermigtir (Georgas et al., 2006; Keller et al., 2006; Trommsdorff et al., 2005). Gdg, kentlesme ve
sosyockonomik gelisme, yakin iligkileri ortadan kaldirmaksizin aile degerlerini ve sosyallesme hedeflerini
degistirmigtir (Durgel et al., 2009; Kagitcibast et al., 2001, 2010). Genel olarak bulgular, duygusal karsilikli
bagimlilik o6nermesini desteklemekte olup, bu aile modelinin kesin yapisina ve kiiltiirlerarasi
genellenebilirligine iliskin kanitlar sinirli kalmakta ve zaman zaman tutarsizlik gostermektedir (van den Heuvel
& Poortinga, 1999).

Tartigma Bulgular, Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisimi Kurami'nin aile degisiminin farkl
ancak birbirini tamamlayan boyutlarini agikladigimi gostermektedir. Klasik Modernlesme Kurami,
modernlesmenin -sosyoekonomik gelisme, kentlesme, egitim ve modern kurumlara katilimin- maddi karsilikls
bagimlilig1 azalttigi ve bireysel 6zerkligi giliglendirdigi yoniindeki Ongoriisii bakimmdan giiglii destek
gormektedir. Ancak bagimsiz Batili aile modeline dogru evrensel bir yakinsama olacagi varsayimm tutarli
bicimde desteklenmemektedir. Duygusal yakinlik, aile bagliligi, kusaklararasi dayanigsma ve iligkisel
yonelimler, ekonomik gelismeye ragmen ¢ogunlukla varligini siirdiirmekte olup bu durum, modernlesmenin
aile yasaminin tiim boyutlarini ayn1 yonde doniigtirmedigini gostermektedir. Genel olarak aile degisimi,
geleneksel bagimliliktan Batili bagimsizliga dogrusal bir gegisten ziyade, sosyoekonomik doniigiim ile kiiltiirel
stireklilik arasindaki ¢ok boyutlu bir etkilesimi yansitmaktadir. Bu nedenle Aile Degisimi Kurami, ekonomik
bagimsizligt duygusal iligkisellikten ayirt ederek ve 6zerklik ile yakin aile baglarinin bir arada var olmasina
imkan tantyarak daha kapsamli bir agiklama sunmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik
modelinin kesin yapisina, gelisimsel dinamiklerine ve kiiltiirleraras1 genellenebilirligine iligskin kanitlar sinirlt
ve tutarsiz kalmakta olup, bu durum daha fazla boylamsal ve ¢ok diizeyli kiiltlirleraras1 arastirmay1 gerekli
kilmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Modernlesme, aile degisimi, kiiltiir, modernlesme kuramu, aile degisimi kuramau.
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1. Introduction

Processes of modernization and socioeconomic development have brought substantial
changes in family structures, intrafamilial relationships, and family values. Accordingly,
understanding the dimensions, direction, and underlying drivers of family change has become a
major focus of cross-cultural research (Bengtson, 2001; Georgas et al., 2006). Explanations of these
transformations have largely been informed by two distinct theoretical perspectives. Classical
Modernization Theory posits a unidirectional process of change whereby societies progressively
converge toward the individualistic Western family model (Inkeles, 1977; Inkeles & Smith, 1974).
From this perspective, increasing prosperity and urbanization accompanying industrialization are
expected to shift family structures, relationships, and values away from traditional patterns toward
greater individualism and independence (Georgas, 2006; Inkeles, 1998). However, a substantial body
of research indicates that collectivist East Asian societies have not exhibited a clear shift toward the
Western family model despite rapid economic development and urbanization (Kagit¢ibasi, 2010, p.
168). Such evidence suggests that family change cannot be adequately explained by socioeconomic
development alone and points to the need for greater attention to cultural context. Religion constitutes
one important component of this context: historically rooted religious traditions may become
embedded in broader cultural systems and contribute to the persistence of distinctive value
orientations concerning family relationships, intergenerational ties, and traditional family values
even amid substantial socioeconomic change (Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Norris & Inglehart, 2004).

Family Change Theory offers a comprehensive framework for understanding how
modernization and socioeconomic development shape family life while taking cultural context into
account (Kagitgibasi, 1996a, 2007). Rather than assuming that modernization inevitably leads all
societies toward the independent Western family model, the theory proposes that families may
develop toward a model of emotional interdependence, in which increasing individual autonomy
coexists with enduring emotional interdependence among family members (Mayer, 2013).

Although Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory offer different
accounts of how socioeconomic development shapes family life, relatively little systematic research
has evaluated these perspectives against the available empirical evidence. To address this gap, the
present systematic review synthesizes empirical research on family change through the lens of these
two theoretical frameworks. Specifically, it evaluates the extent to which the available evidence
supports their respective propositions and examines how each framework contributes to explaining
the relationship between socioeconomic development and family change.
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1.1.  Classical Modernization Theory

Although economic inequality and severe poverty persist in many parts of the world, levels
of prosperity, education, and life expectancy have risen across much of the globe (Mayer, 2013).
Greater economic prosperity reduces existential constraints and pressures associated with material
deprivation, weakens material dependencies, and expands individuals’ capacity to act autonomously.
By contrast, in less economically developed traditional societies, collectivist and conformity-oriented
values tend to be more prevalent, reflecting stronger constraints on individual autonomy (Welzel et
al., 2003). From a modernization perspective, traditional societies are also characterized by strong
family and kinship ties and greater respect for authority (Inglehart, 1997; Inglehart & Baker, 2000).
As economic and technological development raises income levels, access to education and
opportunities for participation in economic and political life expand, while material dependencies
and hierarchical structures within society and the family tend to weaken (Yeganeh, 2024). Central to
modernization theory is therefore the proposition that economic development produces systematic
and predictable transformations in social and cultural life (Inglehart & Baker, 2000). Technological
and economic progress is expected not only to increase material prosperity but also to foster
individualization (Hawdon, 2005). In this process, traditional values gradually give way to modern
ones (Inglehart & Welzel, 2005, p. 17), while individuals develop more independent and autonomous
orientations of the self (Habermas, 1984).

The implications of modernization for family life have been systematically addressed in the
sociology of the family since the 1960s. Goode’s World Revolution and Family Patterns (1963)
represents one of the most influential classical accounts of this perspective. Within this framework,
the Western nuclear family is viewed as the prototype of the modern family toward which societies
are expected to converge over time. Modernization is thus associated with a growing emphasis on
individual freedom, autonomy, and self-expression within the family, accompanied by declining
traditional orientations, authority, and interpersonal dependencies (Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). Some
scholars have further argued that the weakening of familial and interpersonal ties may carry social
costs, including increased risks of isolation and alienation (Bellah et al., 1985).

A substantial body of empirical research supports these theoretical expectations. Consistent
with modernization theory, higher levels of gross domestic product (GDP) have been associated with
greater endorsement of individualistic values (Hamamura, 2012). Inglehart and Baker (2000)
likewise documented an increasing emphasis on individualistic values from the 1980s to the 1990s
in societies undergoing economic growth, a pattern subsequently observed across several Asian and
Pacific societies using different measures of cultural values (Allen et al., 2007). Similarly, Lee (2003)
reported that in modern Singapore, traditional values declined in importance, while values
emphasizing autonomy and self-actualization became increasingly salient. Taken together, evidence
across diverse societies indicates that socioeconomic development is associated with stronger
individualistic values and orientations toward autonomy, broadly consistent with the predictions of
Classical Modernization Theory.

1.2.  Critiques of Modernization Theory

Modernization theory has been one of the most influential frameworks for explaining cultural
change (Kashima et al., 2009). Despite considerable empirical support, however, a growing body of
research has challenged some of its central assumptions. Contrary to the expectation that
modernization makes cultures increasingly individualistic and reduces differences between them,
evidence suggests that some cultural differences have widened over time. Data from the World
Values Survey spanning the past four decades, for example, indicate that countries have not become
more similar in their values but have instead become increasingly differentiated (Talhelm, 2026).
Similarly, Zeng and Greenfield (2015) found that despite increasing modernization and prosperity,
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collectivism-related values such as obedience, helping others, and self-sacrifice showed only limited
declines and, in some cases, modest increases. More broadly, rising individualism may coexist with
the persistence of traditional cultural patterns. In the United States, for instance, although
individualistic psychological tendencies have increased over time, the importance attached to family
life has remained relatively stable (Thornton & Young-DeMarco, 2001).

A particularly important limitation of modernization theory is its difficulty in accounting for
the persistence of collectivist cultural patterns in highly developed East Asian societies. Although
research in East Asia has documented increasing individualistic values with modernization, thereby
providing partial support for the theory, traditional collectivist values and behavioral patterns have
persisted alongside rising individualism (Hamamura, 2012). In Japan, for example, traditional values
such as respect for parents, obedience, and group solidarity have remained salient (Trommsdorft,
1983), with similar patterns reported in Chinese society (Yang, 1996). Given the comparable levels
of economic development in East Asian and Western societies, the continued prominence of
collectivist orientations in highly developed East Asian societies challenges the universalistic
convergence predicted by modernization theory (Hamamura, 2012).

1.3.  Cultural Heritage

Classical Modernization Theory predicts that cultural differences in non-Western societies
will gradually diminish with modernization, leading these societies to converge toward
individualistic Western cultures. In contrast, the cultural heritage perspective proposes that
modernization does not produce a uniform pattern of cultural change across societies. Even societies
experiencing comparable levels of economic development may follow different developmental
trajectories because of their distinct historical and cultural legacies. Society-specific cultural
characteristics may therefore shape the effects of economic development and exert an independent
influence on cultural change (Inglehart & Baker, 2000). Indeed, contrary to the convergence
predicted by Classical Modernization Theory, some cultural differences may become more
pronounced rather than diminish with modernization. One explanation likens modernization to
watering a seed: rather than replacing existing cultural characteristics, it may strengthen tendencies
already embedded in a society’s cultural heritage. When societies begin with different cultural
“seeds,” modernization may therefore make cultural differences more visible rather than eliminate
them (Talhelm, 2026).

Religion constitutes an important component of historical and cultural heritage that can shape
and sustain value systems across generations. Evidence from the World Values Survey indicates that
although socioeconomic development produces substantial cultural change, this process remains path
dependent: broad historical traditions, including Protestant, Roman Catholic, Orthodox, and
Confucian cultural heritages, continue to leave distinctive imprints on societal values despite
modernization (Inglehart & Baker, 2000). Importantly, differences in values between members of
different religious traditions within the same society tend to be considerably smaller than differences
across societies, suggesting that the influence of religious heritage may extend beyond individual
religious affiliation by becoming embedded in the broader national culture (Inglehart & Baker, 2000).
Religion is also closely intertwined with the traditional-secular/rational value dimension, with
traditional societies placing greater emphasis on religion, parent—child ties, respect for authority, and
the preservation of traditional family values (Inglehart, 1997; Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Norris &
Inglehart, 2004). Religion can therefore be understood as one of the historically rooted components
of cultural heritage that may contribute to the persistence of particular patterns of family values and
intergenerational relationships even under conditions of substantial socioeconomic modernization.

Huntington (1993) similarly argued that cultural differences persist despite modernization
and classified the world into eight major civilizations, or “cultural regions.” Hofstede (1980) likewise
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emphasized the persistence of cross-national cultural differences and, in his study of work-related
values, identified systematic differences among countries across several cultural dimensions. Taken
together, these perspectives suggest that although economic development is an important driver of
cultural change, the direction and form of such change remain shaped by societies’ distinct historical
and cultural legacies.

1.4. Family Change Theory

Family Change Theory (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985b, 1996a, 2007) offers an alternative account of
family change that considers socioeconomic development in conjunction with cultural context.
Whereas Classical Modernization Theory treats socioeconomic development as a primary driver of
family change, Kagitcibasi argues that such change cannot be adequately understood without
considering the cultural contexts in which families are embedded. The theory thus provides a
framework for understanding how socioeconomic development may give rise to different patterns of
family change across cultural contexts. Unlike many theoretical approaches centered primarily on
the Western family (e.g., Bengtson, 2001), Kagitcibasi’s theory adopts a global perspective,
comparing Western and non-Western societies to formulate a general model of family change
applicable across diverse sociocultural and socioeconomic contexts (Kagitgibasi, 2007, p. 134).

According to the theory, socioeconomic development transforms the values attributed to
children, parental approaches to childrearing, and patterns of family relationships, with these changes
in turn shaping the development of the self. In this respect, the theory offers a contextual framework
that situates the self within the family and the family within its broader socioeconomic and cultural
environment (Kagit¢ibagt, 2010, p. 174). Within this framework, family change is conceptualized
through three basic family models that capture how family life may vary across socioeconomic and
cultural contexts: the interdependence family model, the independence family model, and the
emotional interdependence family model (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985b).

1.4.1. The Interdependence Family Model

The interdependence family model is most commonly found in rural settings and traditional
societies. In such contexts, where kinship ties are strong and a culture of relatedness predominates,
intergenerational solidarity is particularly pronounced (Rothbaum & Trommsdorft, 2007). Although
the household may have a nuclear family structure, the sharing of childcare and domestic
responsibilities across generations makes the family functionally more similar to an extended family
(Kagitcibasi, 1985b).

Under conditions of low socioeconomic development and in the absence of formal social
security systems, children constitute a primary source of security for aging parents. Sons, in
particular, are often regarded as an important source of care and financial support in old age (Georgas
et al., 2001; Kagitcibasi, 1982b). Consequently, the economic/utilitarian value of children becomes
especially salient, increasing the desire to have a sufficient number of children—particularly sons—
and contributing to higher fertility (Georgas et al., 2001; Kagitcibasi, 2006, p. 85).

Maintaining intergenerational economic solidarity and a culture of relatedness places
considerable importance on socializing children for obedience and raising them to remain closely
connected to their parents. Accordingly, authoritarian parenting practices tend to be more prominent,
with an emphasis on raising children who fulfill family obligations, support their aging parents, and
maintain strong family ties. By contrast, because independently raised children may be more likely
to prioritize personal goals over family responsibilities, individual independence is not regarded as a
central childrearing goal within the interdependence model (Rothbaum & Trommsdorff, 2007).

The predictions of the interdependence model have received support from several studies.
Research examining childrearing values in Tirkiye has shown that parents place greater emphasis
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on obedience and loyalty to parents than on independence and self-confidence (Kagitcibasi, 1982a).
This pattern is particularly pronounced among families from lower socioeconomic backgrounds,
where obedience and loyalty are valued more highly than independence and self-confidence
(Imamoglu, 1987; Kagitgibasi, 1984). The emphasis on obedience and relatedness has been explained
in terms of their functional value in helping children adapt to external authority under difficult living
conditions (Kohn & Schooler, 1983).

1.4.2. The Independence Family Model

The independence family model is characteristic of industrialized, urbanized, and affluent
Western societies. In these contexts, where a culture of intergenerational separateness predominates,
the individualistic Western nuclear family is regarded as the prototype of this model (Georgas et al.,
2001). Material and functional interdependence between generations has largely diminished within
this family system. This transformation is accompanied by several notable changes, including a
decline in son preference, a shift from the economic/utilitarian value of children toward their
psychological and emotional value, lower fertility rates, and an enhanced position of women within
the family (Kagit¢ibasi & Ataca, 2005).

In this family model, which is associated with higher socioeconomic conditions and minimal
material dependence between generations, children’s dependence on and loyalty to their parents are
no longer essential for providing security in old age (Georgas et al., 2001). As formal social security
systems largely meet the financial and care needs of older parents, children are no longer required to
provide economic support or care for their parents in old age (Georgas et al., 2001; Kagitcibasi,
1982b). Consequently, children’s independence is not perceived as a threat to the family, and parents
tend to adopt supportive childrearing practices that encourage autonomy (Kagitgibasi, 1985b,
1992b). The primary socialization goal therefore shifts from raising children who remain
economically dependent on the family toward fostering autonomous individuals capable of leading
independent lives (Kagitgibasi, 2010).

The predictions of the independence model have also received empirical support. Research
among urban, higher-socioeconomic-status families in Tiirkiye indicates that parents place greater
emphasis on qualities such as autonomy, self-efficacy, and independent decision-making in
childrearing (imamoglu, 1987). Similarly, Kohn and Schooler (1983) found that middle-class parents
prioritize the development of self-direction in their children. Consistent with the independence
model, these findings suggest that under more advantaged socioeconomic conditions, parents
increasingly seek to raise children as autonomous, self-reliant individuals rather than as individuals
who remain economically dependent on the family.

The interdependence and independence models represent two ideal types that illustrate how
family patterns may vary across socioeconomic conditions. This distinction, however, raises a central
question: As Classical Modernization Theory predicts, do socioeconomic development and
urbanization in non-Western societies inevitably transform families toward the independence model
characteristic of Western societies? Family Change Theory offers a different account by proposing
that declining economic interdependence does not necessarily entail the disappearance of relatedness
among family members.

1.4.3. The Emotional/Psychological Interdependence Family Model

In societies characterized by collectivist cultures, the conditions brought about by
socioeconomic development, urbanization, and broader social transformation may give rise to a third
family pattern, which Kagitgibasi conceptualized as the emotional/psychological interdependence
family model. Rather than rejecting the interdependence and independence models, this model
integrates distinct features of both into a different family configuration. As socioeconomic
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development progresses, economic interdependence between generations declines, while emotional
closeness and mutual relatedness among family members remain strong. Economic autonomy and
emotional interdependence are thus conceptualized not as mutually exclusive but as compatible
dimensions of family life (Kagitgibagi, 2005b).

The emotional/psychological interdependence model characterizes family patterns
commonly observed in societies where collectivist cultural orientations persist alongside substantial
economic development and urbanization. In the course of this socioeconomic transformation,
patriarchal family structures weaken, women’s status within the family improves, and both fertility
and son preference decline (Kagit¢ibasi, 2010, p. 186). At the same time, the expansion of social
security systems (e.g., retirement pensions) reduces older parents’ material dependence on their
children, thereby diminishing the economic/utilitarian value of children. In contrast, the
psychological value of children—the emotional satisfaction parents derive from having children—
persists and continues to shape family life (Kagit¢ibasi, 2006, p. 85).

Within the emotional/psychological interdependence model, children’s autonomy is viewed
not as a threat to the family system but as an adaptive capacity that facilitates adjustment to changing
social conditions (Kagit¢ibasi, 2005b). Because urban life and modern educational systems
increasingly require autonomy-related competencies such as independent decision-making,
initiative, self-confidence, and problem-solving, parents are more likely to adopt childrearing
practices that foster these qualities (Kagit¢ibasi, 1996a). Unlike in the independence model, however,
the development of autonomy does not imply a weakening of emotional closeness among family
members. Rather, mutual affection, emotional support, and relatedness are maintained while children
are encouraged to become autonomous individuals capable of making their own decisions and
leading independent lives. By proposing that autonomy and relational connectedness can coexist,
this model represents a central theoretical contribution of Kagitcibasi’s Family Change Theory.

2. METHOD

The present study employed a systematic literature review to identify, evaluate, and
synthesize empirical evidence on family structure, family relationships, and family values within the
frameworks of Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory. A systematic review
approach was adopted to provide a transparent and structured synthesis of the relevant literature
based on predefined eligibility criteria.

2.1. Search Strategy

The literature search was conducted exclusively in the Web of Science database and was
designed to identify empirical studies examining family structure, family relationships, and family
values in the context of modernization, socioeconomic development, and cultural change. The
following keywords were used individually and in various combinations: “Family Change Theory,”
“Modernization Theory,” “family change,” “modernization,” “family structure,” “family relations,”
“socioeconomic development,” “Value of Children” (VOC), “Value of Children and
Intergenerational Relations” (VOC-IR), “family values,” “cultural heritage,” “cultural change,”
“autonomous-related family model,” “independent family model,” “interdependent family model,”
“autonomous self,” “relational self,” “autonomous-related self,” “individualism,” “collectivism,”
“parenting,” “parent—child relations,” and “socialization.” The identification and selection of studies
were reported with reference to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA 2020) guidelines (Page et al., 2021).

2.2. Inclusion Criteria

Studies were eligible for inclusion if they (a) were published in English in peer-reviewed
journals indexed in Web of Science; (b) reported original empirical research involving quantitative
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analyses of data obtained from human participants; (c) examined family change, family structure,
family relationships, family values, intergenerational relationships, parenting, or related variables in
the context of socioeconomic development, modernization, or cultural change; and (d) reported
findings that could be evaluated within the frameworks of Classical Modernization Theory or Family
Change Theory. Theoretical papers, review articles, qualitative studies, book chapters, conference
proceedings, theses and dissertations, and studies without original empirical data were excluded.

Following title and abstract screening, 139 potentially eligible studies were retained for full-
text assessment. During full-text assessment, studies that did not meet the eligibility criteria, did not
involve original quantitative data analysis, or were not directly relevant to family change in the
context of modernization, socioeconomic development, or cultural change were excluded. This
process resulted in a final sample of 47 studies. The included studies were examined in detail and
comparatively synthesized according to the dimensions of family structure and family change they
addressed, their principal empirical findings, and the extent to which these findings were consistent
with the propositions of Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory.

3. RESULTS
3.1. Empirical Findings on Modernization Theory

A substantial body of research showing that individualistic values become more prevalent
with economic development provides support for the core assumptions of Classical Modernization
Theory. In a large-scale cross-cultural study, for example, Inglehart and Baker (2000) found that
higher gross domestic product (GDP) per capita was associated with less emphasis on collectivist
ways of life, such as the importance attached to family, and greater emphasis on individualistic
orientations, such as the pursuit of happiness and self-expression. Research in Eastern societies
similarly indicates that individualistic orientations have become increasingly prominent over the
course of modernization. Using Google Ngram Viewer to analyze hundreds of thousands of Chinese-
language books, Zeng and Greenfield (2015) documented a marked increase between 1970 and 2008
in the use of words associated with individualism, such as autonomy and choice, alongside
socioeconomic growth. Evidence reviewed by Hamamura (2012) likewise indicates that, over time,
the importance attached to maintaining traditions declined in Japan, while greater emphasis was
placed on fostering independence in children. Similarly, in an analysis of 51 years of longitudinal
data from 78 countries, Santos et al. (2017) found that China showed increasing emphasis over time
on friends relative to family, independent childrearing, and self-expression. Observed during periods
of sustained economic growth, these changes are consistent with the central proposition of Classical
Modernization Theory that economic development is accompanied by the increasing prevalence of
individualistic values. Beyond documenting the association between economic development and
individualism, research has also shed light on the social and psychological mechanisms through
which this relationship may emerge.

According to modernization theory, economic development may promote individualism
through a range of social and psychological mechanisms associated with participation in modern
economic institutions. Sachs (2005) illustrates this process through the example of garment factories
in Dhaka, Bangladesh. Participation in the modern economy may enable individuals to manage their
own income and make major life decisions—such as whom to form relationships with, whom to
marry, and when to have children—with greater independence from traditional kinship networks.
This process is also accompanied by broader social transformations, including urbanization, smaller
household size, and declining fertility rates. At the psychological level, such changes may reduce
individuals’ dependence on traditional sources of social influence while strengthening their capacity
for autonomous decision-making. Taken together, these observations suggest that modernization
may foster individualism not merely through increased economic prosperity but also through social
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and psychological mechanisms that transform individual decision-making, family relationships, and
orientations of the self.

Evidence across different societies and levels of analysis is broadly consistent with these
proposed mechanisms. In a study conducted across six countries, Inkeles (1975) found that greater
exposure to modern institutions significantly predicted individualism in each country. Similarly, in
Kenya, Ma and Schoeneman (1997) found that university students were more likely to define
themselves in terms of personal attributes, whereas context-dependent self-descriptions were more
common among workers in Nairobi and even more pronounced among members of traditional
communities such as the Maasai and Samburu. Differences are also evident within societies. Snibbe
and Markus (2005), for example, found that self-expression and the pursuit of uniqueness were more
important among higher-SES Americans than among their lower-SES counterparts. Positive
associations between socioeconomic status and individualism have also been reported in China
(Hamamura et al., 2013) and Japan (Kameda et al., 2005). Taken together, these findings indicate
that greater engagement with modern institutions and higher socioeconomic status are associated
with stronger individualistic orientations, consistent with the broader relationship between
socioeconomic development and individualism proposed by Classical Modernization Theory
(Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Welzel et al., 2003).

3.2.  Critiques of Modernization Theory and the Importance of Cultural Heritage

Although previous research indicates that economic growth is associated with the increasing
prevalence of individualistic values, substantial empirical evidence suggests that modernization
theory alone may be insufficient to account for cultural change. Examining the relationships among
economic development, cultural heritage, and values across 65 countries, Inglehart and Baker (2000)
found that societal modernization can follow multiple developmental trajectories, challenging the
assumption that all societies will converge toward a Western, individualistic cultural model as they
modernize. Consistent with this view, traditional Chinese values, such as respect for authority and
self-sacrifice for the benefit of the group, have been found to be stronger in mainland China than in
industrialized Hong Kong (Chiu et al., 1998). Evidence from the World Values Survey further
indicates that comparable levels of economic development can be accompanied by different patterns
of value change depending on societies’ cultural heritage. In Hong Kong, a non-Western society that
has experienced substantial economic growth, the proportion of respondents who considered
teaching children the value of responsibility important increased from approximately 19% to 52%
over time (Jackson & Medvedev, 2024). In Canada, despite a comparable increase in GDP per capita,
the corresponding proportion declined by approximately 6% (Talhelm, 2026). Taken together, these
findings suggest that although economic development contributes to value change, the direction and
form of that change are also shaped by societies’ cultural heritage.

The pattern of value change predicted by modernization theory does not fully correspond to
developments observed in many developed and developing societies with collectivist cultural
traditions, including Japan, Tiirkiye, and China (Kagitgibasi & Ataca, 2005). Research on China, in
particular, illustrates that the effects of modernization on cultural orientations are not unidirectional.
Although nuclear families and single-person households have become more prevalent, kin-based
multigenerational and intergenerational living arrangements continue to persist (Chen & Liu, 2012;
Peng & Hu, 2018). These patterns suggest that cultural change does not necessarily follow a linear
trajectory and that modern and traditional family arrangements can coexist within the same society.
Researchers have proposed that this coexistence may reflect both the continuing influence of cultural
heritage, including Confucian traditions that sustain collectivist values, and the restructuring of
family life in rural China through labor migration associated with the expansion of the market
economy (Chen et al., 2011; Kagit¢ibasi, 2010; Silverstein et al., 2006).
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One explanation for these patterns is the enduring influence of historical and cultural heritage
despite socioeconomic transformation. Research in China indicates that Confucian cultural heritage
continues to account for significant variation in individuals’ value orientations even after
socioeconomic factors are controlled for, supporting cultural approaches that emphasize the
persistent influence of historical legacies and cultural traditions on value systems (Gu, 2011). The
Confucian principle of filial piety, for example, promotes kinship relations based on mutual support
and continues to be transmitted across generations in East Asian families (Cong & Silverstein, 2011).
Similarly, Inglehart and Baker (2000) and Inglehart and Welzel (2005) found that cultural regions
continue to shape individuals’ value orientations even after accounting for economic development.
Notably, these cultural regions partly reflect historically rooted religious traditions. Inglehart and
Baker (2000) found that Protestant, Roman Catholic, Orthodox, and Confucian cultural heritages
continued to leave distinctive imprints on contemporary value systems despite modernization. They
further observed that value differences between adherents of different religions within the same
society were generally smaller than differences between societies, suggesting that religious traditions
may exert an enduring influence partly through their incorporation into broader cultural heritage.
Prevailing value orientations within a society may therefore be understood as emerging from the
interplay between modernization and the continuity of cultural traditions (Inglehart & Welzel, 2005).
Cross-national differences in values thus reflect not only differences in levels of economic
development but also the enduring influence of societies’ cultural heritage.

More recent evidence further suggests that cultural differences have, in many cases, become
more pronounced rather than diminished with modernization. Using World Values Survey data
spanning 1981-2022, Jackson and Medvedev (2024) found that countries did not become more
similar in their values over time; instead, cross-national differences increased. Between-country
variation in the value placed on “obedience,” for example, increased by 42% over this period, while
differences across all 40 values examined increased by 28% overall. Similarly, despite China’s
extensive modernization over the past four decades, regional cultural differences rooted in historical
patterns of rice and wheat cultivation have persisted (Talhelm et al., 2014). Taken together, these
findings suggest that modernization does not necessarily erase cultural differences; societies may
instead retain distinctive value patterns shaped by their historical and cultural legacies. This pattern
has been summarized as a world that is becoming increasingly modern without necessarily becoming
increasingly Western (Brown et al., 2004).

3.3. Research on Value of Children (VOC)

Kagitcibas1 developed Family Change Theory on the basis of cross-cultural Value of
Children (VOC) research examining the value attributed to children within the family (Kagit¢ibasi,
1985b, 1996a). Conducted across diverse countries, these studies demonstrated that the values
parents attribute to children are closely related to family patterns and socioeconomic change, thereby
providing an empirical foundation for the theory (Ataca et al., 2005; Kagitcibas1 & Ataca, 2005).
More broadly, this body of research showed that the value of children within the family is shaped
not merely by individual preferences but also by the socioeconomic and cultural contexts in which
families are embedded.

The Value of Children studies examined parents’ motivations for having children, the values
they attributed to children, and their fertility preferences among more than 20,000 married
participants—predominantly women of reproductive age—across several countries, including
Tiirkiye (Kagit¢ibasi, 1982a, 1982b, 1996a). The findings identified three primary dimensions of the
value attributed to children: economic, psychological, and social. Economic value refers to children’s
contribution to the family economy and, particularly, the security they provide to parents in old age.
Psychological value encompasses the emotional rewards parents derive from their relationships with
their children, including love, happiness, pride, and closeness. Social value, in turn, is particularly
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salient in traditional societies, where having children confers adult status and social prestige (Ataca,
2013, p. 156). How these dimensions vary across societies and change with socioeconomic
development constitutes a central focus of VOC research.

Findings from the Value of Children studies indicate that the economic, psychological, and
social values attributed to children are closely linked to broader societal conditions. The
economic/utilitarian value of children and preference for sons are most pronounced in rural and
socioeconomically less developed contexts, where children play an important role in the family
economy (Kagitgibasi, 2006, p. 82). This pattern reflects conditions of poverty and limited social
security, under which children constitute an important resource by contributing to household
subsistence and providing security for parents in old age (Kagitcibasi, 1982a, 1982b). The
expectation that sons will assume much of the responsibility for providing economic support in old
age further reinforces son preference (Kagit¢ibasi & Ataca, 2005). In such contexts, children are
consequently expected to remain loyal and obedient to their parents. With socioeconomic
development, however, the economic value of children declines in relative importance, while their
psychological value becomes increasingly salient. Thus, the overall importance attached to children
does not necessarily diminish; rather, the nature of their value within the family shifts from economic
utility toward emotional gratification (Kagitcibasi, 2006, p. 82). These findings provided an
important theoretical and empirical foundation for subsequent cross-cultural research.

Building on the original Value of Children studies, Trommsdorff et al. (2005) developed the
Value of Children and Intergenerational Relations (VOC-IR) research program. Drawing on family
samples spanning three generations, the program examined the value of children, intergenerational
relationships, family support, and fertility behavior from a cross-cultural perspective, thereby
extending the scope of the original VOC research and enabling a broader examination of family
change and intergenerational relations across cultures (Mayer, 2013). Cross-cultural studies
conducted within the VOC-IR program indicate that, with societal change, the economic value of
children declines in relative importance while their psychological/emotional value remains salient.
They also show that intergenerational mutual support and emotional relatedness persist across
different cultural contexts. This general pattern is consistent with a central proposition of Family
Change Theory: economic interdependence may decline while emotional interdependence persists.

3.4.  Cross-Cultural Empirical Evidence for Family Change Theory

Although relatively few cross-cultural studies have directly tested Family Change Theory,
research conducted across diverse countries has provided important empirical evidence concerning
its core propositions. Among the most comprehensive is the large-scale cross-cultural study by
Georgas et al. (2006), which examined family structure, family values, family roles, emotional
distance among family members, and independent and interdependent self-construals across 30
countries. By assessing the extent to which the family models proposed by Family Change Theory
could be observed across diverse socioeconomic and cultural contexts, this study provided an
important foundation for cross-cultural evaluations of the theory.

In line with the three family models proposed by Kagit¢ibasi, countries were classified into
three clusters based on their levels of socioeconomic development and relational orientation. The
interdependence family model was expected to characterize societies with low levels of affluence
and high relational orientation; the emotional interdependence family model, societies in which high
levels of affluence coexist with strong relational orientation; and the independence family model,
societies characterized by both high affluence and low relational orientation. The findings showed
that although material interdependence weakened with increasing socioeconomic prosperity,
emotional relatedness remained strong (Georgas et al., 2006).
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The family models proposed by the theory have subsequently been examined using a range
of other variables. Drawing on Kagitgibasi’s conceptualization, Keller et al. (2006) investigated
cultural models associated with Family Change Theory in relation to parenting across nine cultural
contexts. Their findings broadly supported the proposed distinction among interdependent,
autonomous-related, and independent cultural models. The researchers identified familism—
characterized by commitment, reciprocity, and solidarity among family members—as a key
dimension distinguishing these cultural models, with higher levels observed in interdependent and
autonomous-related contexts and lower levels in independent contexts (Keller et al., 2006). The
autonomous-related model occupied an intermediate position between the interdependent and
independent models on family- and relationship-oriented variables. The authors suggested that this
pattern may reflect the adaptation of relational connectedness to changing living conditions,
particularly among urban and highly educated families.

Evidence from migration contexts further illustrates how family values and socialization
goals may change while remaining shaped by cultural background. Comparing the long-term
socialization goals of German mothers and Turkish immigrant mothers living in Germany, Durgel et
al. (2009) found that Turkish immigrant mothers placed greater emphasis on maintaining close
family relationships and behaving in accordance with social conventions, while placing less emphasis
on autonomy. Moreover, Turkish mothers who were more integrated into German culture attached
greater importance to individualistic socialization goals, such as self-control, than did those who
were less culturally integrated. These findings suggest that migration and cultural adaptation can
contribute to changes in family values and socialization goals. Using a person-oriented approach,
Mayer et al. (2012) further examined Family Change Theory by analyzing individual-level patterns
of cultural and family-related value orientations across two generations—mothers and their
adolescent children—in Germany, India, and Tiirkiye.

Another study examining Kagitgibasi’s Family Change Theory was conducted by van den
Heuvel and Poortinga (1999), who compared resource allocation among Greek and Dutch university
students. The authors interpreted similarities between the two cultural groups, as well as patterns in
the allocation of resources to different recipients, as supporting a context-specific universalist
perspective. In a response published in the same issue, however, Kagit¢ibast (1999) challenged both
their theoretical interpretation of Family Change Theory and their interpretation of the findings,
emphasizing that her model is grounded in contextual characteristics such as economic conditions,
social structure, and family structure. According to Kagit¢ibasi, the findings revealed cultural
differences particularly in the allocation of material resources to family members, especially parents,
a pattern consistent with the predictions of Family Change Theory (Kagit¢ibasi, 1999, p. 15).

Evidence from several studies further indicates that increasing affluence and urbanization
may weaken material interdependence while psychological and emotional bonds remain strong. In
Tiirkiye, Imamoglu’s (1987) study of urban families from different socioeconomic backgrounds
found that parents expected love and closeness from their children more than material support.
Similarly, Ataca and Sunar (1999) showed that among urban middle-class women, decisions about
having children were shaped more by the desire for love and emotional gratification than by
expectations of economic contribution (Ataca, 2013, p. 157). Research conducted by Kagitcibasi et
al. (2001) among mothers living under low socioeconomic conditions in Istanbul also highlighted
the importance placed on social adjustment, socially appropriate behavior, and interpersonal
relationships in childrearing. Comparing two Value of Children studies conducted approximately
three decades apart, Kagitgibasi and Ataca (2005) found that younger mothers in Tiirkiye
increasingly emphasized the emotional value of children, whereas the importance attributed to their
economic/utilitarian value declined over time. Cross-cultural research has extended these findings
beyond Tiirkiye. As part of the Value of Children and Intergenerational Relations project, Kagitgibasi
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et al. (2010) compared Turkish, Palestinian, Israeli Arab, Israeli Jewish, and German adolescents and
their mothers on family-related variables, while Aycicegi-Dinn and Kagitgibasi (2010) examined the
perceived value of children among emerging adults from urban and rural Tiirkiye and the United
States. Taken together, these findings suggest that socioeconomic development in collectivist
societies can be accompanied by a shift from material interdependence toward greater psychological
and emotional interdependence within the family (Ataca, 2013).

Overall, these studies provide complementary, although not uniformly strong, empirical
evidence for different components of Family Change Theory. The large-scale cross-cultural study by
Georgas et al. (2006) supported a central proposition of the theory by showing that material
interdependence weakens with socioeconomic development while emotional relatedness persists.
Similarly, although Keller et al. (2006) broadly supported the proposed cultural models, the
autonomous-related model displayed the expected pattern only partially. Van den Heuvel and
Poortinga (1999), in contrast, offered an interpretation that was not fully consistent with the theory’s
predictions; however, Kagit¢cibast (1999) argued that their analysis did not adequately account for
relevant contextual factors and that their findings concerning the allocation of material resources to
family members were, in fact, consistent with the model. Subsequent research has further shown that
the economic value of children in Tiirkiye has declined over time while their emotional value has
increased (Kagitcibagi & Ataca, 2005), and that migration and cultural adaptation can transform
family values and socialization goals (Durgel et al., 2009). Cross-cultural comparisons within the
Value of Children research program have further contributed to testing the theory across diverse
cultural contexts (Aygicegi-Dinn & Kagitcibasi, 2010; Kagitgibasi et al., 2010). Taken together, the
available cross-cultural evidence provides partial support for the core propositions of Family Change
Theory, but findings concerning the structure of the emotional interdependence family model and its
manifestation across cultural contexts remain inconsistent. The current evidence is therefore
insufficient to draw firm conclusions regarding the cross-cultural validity and developmental nature
of this model.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

This systematic review comparatively evaluated Classical Modernization Theory and
Kagit¢ibasi’s Family Change Theory in terms of their capacity to explain how modernization and
socioeconomic development are associated with changes in family structure, family relationships,
family values, and family models. Overall, the findings indicate that modernization is associated with
substantial transformations in family life. Economic development, urbanization, rising educational
attainment, and institutional change are accompanied by declining material interdependence among
family members and increasing individual autonomy. In this respect, Classical Modernization Theory
receives considerable empirical support in explaining the socioeconomic dimensions of family
change. At the same time, however, the evidence indicates that conceptualizing modernization as a
unidirectional and inevitable process through which family ties progressively weaken provides an
incomplete account of family change.

A central conclusion emerging from this review is that different dimensions of family change
do not necessarily develop at the same pace or in the same direction. As economic interdependence
declines, emotional relatedness, intergenerational solidarity, familism, and relational orientations of
the self may persist across diverse cultural contexts. The coexistence of different family values and
relational patterns in societies with comparable levels of economic development further suggests that
the consequences of socioeconomic transformation are shaped by cultural heritage. Modernization
can therefore be understood as an important force influencing family change, but not as a universal
and linear mechanism that independently determines the form such change will take. Rather, family
change appears to constitute a multidimensional process of reorganization emerging from the
interplay between socioeconomic transformation and cultural continuity.
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From this perspective, a major theoretical contribution of Family Change Theory lies in its
rejection of autonomy and relatedness as mutually exclusive endpoints and its proposition that
economic independence does not necessarily entail emotional disengagement. The decline in the
economic value of children alongside the persistence of their psychological and emotional value
documented in the Value of Children research provides one of the clearest empirical illustrations of
this distinction. This pattern is consistent with Classical Modernization Theory insofar as material
interdependence declines, while also supporting Family Change Theory insofar as emotional
relatedness persists. Thus, rather than establishing a simple “supported versus rejected” contrast
between the two theories, the findings suggest that Classical Modernization Theory is particularly
informative in explaining the socioeconomic dimensions of family change, whereas Family Change
Theory provides a framework for understanding how these transformations unfold within, and are
shaped by, different cultural contexts. The following discussion considers these conclusions in terms
of the explanatory power of modernization, the role of cultural heritage, the empirical bridge between
the two theoretical perspectives provided by the Value of Children research, and the cross-cultural
validity of Family Change Theory.

4.1.  Evaluation of Classical Modernization Theory

The evidence synthesized in this systematic review provides substantial support for the core
assumptions of Classical Modernization Theory, indicating that economic development is associated
with stronger individualistic values and orientations toward autonomy. The convergence of findings
across diverse cultural contexts—showing that economic growth, urbanization, rising educational
attainment, and greater engagement with modern institutions are associated with changes in
individuals’ self-construals, life choices, and family-related values—suggests that modernization is
not merely an economic transformation but also a psychological and social process. From this
perspective, the central proposition of modernization theory—that economic development
constitutes an important force transforming individuals’ ways of life and value orientations—is
broadly consistent with evidence from diverse societies.

At the same time, the studies reviewed here suggest that the effects of modernization should
not be understood simply as a direct consequence of economic growth. Greater engagement with
processes and institutions associated with modernization, including formal education, participation
in paid employment, and urbanization, appears to provide important social mechanisms that foster
individual decision-making, perceived self-efficacy, and the capacity for independent action. The
effects of economic development on family life and individual values may therefore operate partly
through institutional and social processes that transform individuals’ everyday experiences. The
consequences of modernization should thus be considered not only in terms of increasing material
prosperity but also in relation to changes in individuals’ social environments and lived experiences.

The emergence of similar patterns across different continents, socioeconomic conditions, and
levels of analysis indicates that modernization theory provides an important theoretical framework
for understanding family change. Particularly noteworthy is the finding that, even within the same
society, individuals who are more extensively engaged with modern institutions or occupy higher
socioeconomic positions tend to exhibit stronger individualistic orientations. This suggests that
socioeconomic development is relevant not only to differences between societies but also to variation
within them. In this respect, the prediction of modernization theory that socioeconomic development
is associated with greater autonomy receives considerable empirical support.

Nevertheless, although the studies included in this systematic review provide substantial
evidence that economic development is associated with the increasing prevalence of individualistic
values, modernization theory does not account equally well for all dimensions of family
relationships. Across several studies, increasing individual autonomy was not accompanied by a
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corresponding decline in emotional relatedness, mutual support, or relational orientations among
family members. Particularly in cultures characterized by strong social ties, close family
relationships may persist despite rising levels of prosperity (Kagit¢ibasi, 1996a; Stewart et al., 1999).
Thus, while socioeconomic development is an important factor in family change, the direction and
form of such change cannot be adequately explained by economic indicators alone. A more
comprehensive understanding of modernization’s relationship with family life therefore requires
consideration of how socioeconomic transformation interacts with cultural context.

4.2.  The Explanatory Role of Cultural Heritage: Limits of Modernization Theory

Although the evidence synthesized in this systematic review indicates that economic
development contributes to the strengthening of individualistic values, it also suggests that economic
development alone is insufficient to explain the direction of cultural change. In particular, the
persistence of differences in family values, intergenerational relationships, and socialization patterns
among societies with comparable levels of economic development indicates that modernization does
not produce uniform cultural outcomes across societies. Thus, although the core proposition that
socioeconomic development promotes greater individual autonomy receives substantial support, the
unidirectional convergence toward a common Western cultural model predicted by Classical
Modernization Theory receives more limited empirical support.

These findings suggest that modernization is better understood as a path-dependent and
probabilistic transformation rather than as a linear and deterministic process. Although economic
development may exert pressures that move societies in certain directions, the form and pace of
change remain shaped by historically embedded cultural legacies. Religion constitutes one important
component of such cultural heritage. Historically rooted religious traditions may contribute to the
persistence of distinctive value systems despite substantial socioeconomic and institutional
transformation (Inglehart & Baker, 2000; Norris & Inglehart, 2004). This may be particularly
relevant to family change because religious traditions can become embedded in broader cultural
systems associated with parent—child ties, respect for authority, and the preservation of traditional
family values. The consequences of modernization should therefore be understood not as an
inevitable process of convergence toward a common endpoint but as a context-sensitive process in
which shared socioeconomic pressures interact with distinct historical and cultural trajectories.

A particularly important implication is that the effects of economic development do not
unfold independently of cultural context. The studies reviewed here indicate that similar economic
transformations can be accompanied by different patterns of values across societies. In East Asian
societies, for example, increases in individual autonomy have coexisted with the continued
importance of relational values such as family commitment, respect for parents, and intergenerational
solidarity. This pattern suggests that economic development may build upon and transform, rather
than simply displace, existing cultural structures. Modernization may therefore be better
conceptualized as a process of social transformation that interacts with cultural heritage rather than
one that replaces it.

The findings also indicate that cultural change does not necessarily follow a linear trajectory.
Modern and traditional values do not constitute mutually exclusive cultural configurations; rather,
they may coexist within the same society and even within the same individual. Patterns such as
increasing individual autonomy alongside enduring family ties, the growing prevalence of nuclear
families alongside continued intergenerational solidarity, and greater emphasis on self-expression
alongside persistent respect for parents illustrate a process more complex than a linear transition from
“traditional” to “modern.” Instead, cultural transformation appears to involve the reorganization and
coexistence of different value orientations. From this perspective, interpreting cultural change solely
through economic indicators leaves important dimensions of family transformation unexplained.
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The prominence of studies on China in the literature reviewed here is particularly noteworthy
in this regard. Despite rapid economic growth and extensive modernization, China represents a
society in which Confucian cultural heritage continues to exert a substantial influence on family
relationships and value systems. The observation of similar patterns in societies with different
collectivist traditions, such as Japan and Tiirkiye, suggests that the role of cultural heritage is not
confined to a single national context but may represent a more general factor shaping the relationship
between economic development and family change. Understanding the direction of family change
therefore requires consideration of societies’ historical, cultural, and relational characteristics
alongside their levels of socioeconomic development.

Recent cross-cultural evidence further indicates that differences in values across countries
have not disappeared with modernization and, in some cases, have become more pronounced. This
pattern challenges the classical assumption that modernization will lead to cultural homogenization.
Although economic development may bring societies closer in certain socioeconomic and
institutional respects, the cultural transformations associated with development appear to unfold
differently within societies’ particular historical and cultural contexts. Theoretical accounts of family
change therefore need to move beyond treating economic development and cultural context as
independent forces and instead consider how they interact in shaping different pathways of family
change.

In this respect, Kagit¢cibasi’s Family Change Theory offers an important theoretical
extension. While recognizing that socioeconomic development transforms family life, the theory
proposes that the form this transformation takes depends partly on the cultural characteristics of a
society and may therefore give rise to different family models. By accounting for the coexistence of
socioeconomic transformation and cultural continuity, Family Change Theory complements
Classical Modernization Theory by providing a framework for understanding why similar processes
of modernization may be associated with different patterns of family change across cultural contexts.

4.3.  Value of Children Research: An Empirical Bridge Between the Two Theories

The Value of Children (VOC) research reviewed in this systematic review provides an
important empirical foundation for understanding the relationship between socioeconomic
development and family change. These studies not only laid the groundwork for the development of
Kagiteibasi’s Family Change Theory but also make it possible to evaluate key propositions of
Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory within the same research domain. In
this respect, VOC research helps position the two theories not as mutually exclusive accounts but as
frameworks that illuminate different dimensions of family change.

The findings synthesized in this review consistently indicate that the economic/utilitarian
value of children declines with socioeconomic development. Children become less important as
sources of old-age security and contributors to the family economy as fertility declines, social
security systems expand, and economic independence increases. This pattern provides substantial
support for a central proposition of Classical Modernization Theory: socioeconomic development is
associated with declining material interdependence among family members. Thus, the expectation
that modernization transforms the economic basis of family relationships receives considerable
empirical support.

At the same time, one of the most important contributions of VOC research is its
demonstration that declining economic interdependence does not necessarily entail a corresponding
weakening of emotional relationships within the family. Despite the decline in children’s economic
value, their psychological and emotional value remains important and, in some contexts, becomes
more salient. This pattern points to a transformation in the nature of family relationships rather than
their simple erosion. Families may become less economically dependent on children while
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continuing to attach considerable importance to relationships characterized by love, closeness, and
mutual emotional support.

These findings illustrate that family change is not a unidimensional process. Whereas the
declining economic value of children reflects a weakening of material interdependence, the continued
importance of their psychological value indicates that emotional bonds do not necessarily weaken in
parallel. The economic and emotional dimensions of family relationships may therefore follow
different trajectories in response to societal change. VOC research provides a particularly useful
empirical basis for understanding this distinction.

This multidimensional transformation also highlights an important difference in the
explanatory emphasis of Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory. The declining
economic value of children is consistent with the modernization-theory proposition that
socioeconomic development reduces material interdependence, whereas the persistence of their
psychological and emotional value is consistent with the central proposition of Family Change
Theory that emotional interdependence can endure despite economic transformation. VOC research
thus provides an empirical bridge between the two perspectives, showing how the same process of
socioeconomic development may simultaneously produce changes anticipated by Classical
Modernization Theory while preserving relational patterns emphasized by Family Change Theory.

Findings from the extended research program that developed from the original VOC studies
further reinforce this interpretation. Cross-cultural research spanning three generations indicates that
intergenerational mutual support and emotional relatedness can persist across diverse cultural
contexts despite substantial socioeconomic change. Taken together, these findings suggest that
family change cannot be adequately understood through economic indicators alone; socioeconomic
development must also be considered in relation to culturally embedded patterns of relatedness. In
this respect, VOC research and its subsequent extensions provide important empirical evidence that
socioeconomic development may transform family relationships not simply by weakening family
bonds but by reshaping the forms those bonds take.

4.4.  Evaluation of Family Change Theory

The cross-cultural research examined in this systematic review provides substantial
empirical support for the central propositions of Family Change Theory. In particular, findings
showing that material interdependence declines with socioeconomic development while emotional
relatedness among family members persists indicate that the theory captures important patterns of
family change across diverse cultural contexts. At the same time, the available evidence does not
support all components of the theory equally strongly, and some uncertainty remains regarding the
structure of the emotional interdependence family model and how it manifests across different
cultural contexts. These uncertainties point to the need for more systematic empirical testing of
specific components of the theory.

Large-scale cross-cultural studies included in the review generally indicate that Family
Change Theory’s conceptualization of family change is consistent with patterns observed across
diverse cultural contexts. Considered together, Georgas et al.’s findings on family patterns and self-
orientations across societies with different levels of affluence and Keller et al.’s examination of
cultural models through parenting-related variables suggest that socioeconomic development can
transform family life without necessarily eliminating relational orientations among family members.
In particular, the continued importance of familism, reciprocity, and intergenerational solidarity not
only in traditional family contexts but also in many economically developed societies indicates that
family change cannot be adequately explained solely in terms of increasing individualization.

Turkish Studies — Comparative Religious Studies, 21(O1)



Family Change in Modernizing Societies: A Systematic Review within the Frameworks... 3007

One of the most consistently supported aspects of the theory is its distinction between
material and emotional interdependence. Across the studies reviewed, a recurring pattern emerges:
material dependencies among family members tend to weaken with socioeconomic development,
whereas relational characteristics such as love, closeness, mutual support, and family commitment
may persist. These findings indicate that the material and emotional dimensions of family change do
not necessarily follow parallel trajectories and are consistent with Kagit¢ibasi’s proposition that
family relationships cannot be understood solely in terms of their economic functions. In this respect,
Family Change Theory provides a framework for explaining the effects of socioeconomic
development on family life by addressing not only structural transformations but also changes in the
functions and forms of family relationships.

Nevertheless, the available evidence does not yet provide conclusive support for the theory’s
specific propositions concerning the emotional interdependence family model. In Georgas et al.’s
findings, the emotional interdependence model more closely resembled the independence model than
expected, while Keller et al. found only partial support for the autonomous-related model. These
findings suggest that the configuration proposed by the theory may not manifest uniformly across
cultural contexts. Similarly, evidence that migration, urbanization, educational attainment, and
cultural adaptation are associated with family relationships in different ways across studies raises the
possibility that emotional interdependence may be better understood as a dynamic configuration that
varies according to contextual conditions rather than as a fixed family pattern. Further longitudinal
and multilevel cross-cultural research is therefore needed to clarify the developmental nature of this
model and identify the conditions under which it emerges and changes.

Overall, the available empirical evidence provides substantial support for the central
framework of Family Change Theory, while support for some of its more specific propositions
remains less consistent. The theory recognizes that socioeconomic development transforms family
life but proposes that such transformation does not necessarily entail the dissolution of family bonds;
rather, emotional relatedness may persist in different forms as material relationships within the
family are reorganized. In this respect, Family Change Theory offers an important framework for
integrating socioeconomic development and cultural continuity within a single theoretical account.
However, clarifying where this explanatory framework converges with and diverges from Classical
Modernization Theory requires a more direct comparison of the two perspectives.

4.5.  Comparison of Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory

The findings of this systematic review indicate that Classical Modernization Theory and
Family Change Theory are not necessarily mutually exclusive accounts of family change; rather,
they emphasize different dimensions of the broader process of transformation. Both theories
recognize that economic development, industrialization, urbanization, and rising educational
attainment are associated with substantial changes in family life. Across diverse cultural contexts,
the studies reviewed here indicate that socioeconomic development is accompanied by declining
material interdependence among family members, changes in family structure, and greater individual
autonomy. In this respect, the central proposition of Classical Modernization Theory—that
socioeconomic development is an important driver of family change—receives substantial empirical
support.

The key distinction between the two theories lies in how they conceptualize the implications
of socioeconomic transformation for family relationships. Classical Modernization Theory generally
associates declining material dependence with increasing individualism and a weakening of
traditional family ties and relational patterns. Family Change Theory, by contrast, proposes that the
material and emotional dimensions of family relationships need not change in parallel. Although the
studies reviewed indicate that socioeconomic development reduces material interdependence among
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family members, they also show that relational characteristics such as love, closeness, mutual
support, and family commitment may persist. These findings suggest that the material and emotional
dimensions of family relationships can follow distinct trajectories and that family change cannot be
adequately understood solely as a process of increasing individualization.

One of the clearest empirical domains in which this distinction can be observed is the Value
of Children research. Findings from this research indicate that, with socioeconomic development, the
economic/utilitarian value of children declines while their psychological and emotional value
remains important. This pattern is consistent with Classical Modernization Theory insofar as material
interdependence diminishes, while also supporting a central proposition of Family Change Theory
insofar as emotional relatedness persists. VOC research therefore provides an important empirical
basis for evaluating the explanatory contributions of the two theories within the same domain and
highlights the importance of distinguishing between the material and relational dimensions of family
change.

In light of the findings of this systematic review, Family Change Theory may be understood
not simply as an alternative to Classical Modernization Theory but as a framework that extends the
explanation of family change by incorporating cultural and relational dimensions. Whereas Classical
Modernization Theory provides a useful framework for explaining broad changes associated with
socioeconomic development, Family Change Theory helps account for why and how emotional
relatedness and family bonds may persist despite declining material interdependence. An integrative
perspective that considers the interplay between socioeconomic transformation and cultural
continuity may therefore provide a more comprehensive account of the diverse patterns of family
change observed across cultural contexts.

4.6. Limitations

Several limitations should be considered when interpreting the findings of this systematic
review. First, the number of cross-cultural studies directly testing Family Change Theory remains
relatively limited. The empirical literature has largely developed around a small number of research
programs, with the Value of Children studies and their subsequent extensions accounting for a
substantial proportion of the available evidence. Consequently, the empirical basis for directly
evaluating some of the theory’s specific propositions remains comparatively limited.

Second, the studies included in the review vary considerably in their research designs, sample
characteristics, cultural contexts, and measurement instruments. This methodological heterogeneity
limits the direct comparability of findings across studies and precludes a meaningful quantitative
synthesis. The present review therefore adopted a qualitative synthesis approach, evaluating the
evidence in terms of recurring patterns and theoretically meaningful trends across studies.

Third, the cultural and geographical distribution of the existing literature is uneven. A
substantial proportion of the available research has been conducted in a relatively limited number of
countries, whereas empirical evidence from many sociocultural contexts in Africa, Latin America,
the Middle East, and Asia remains comparatively scarce. The findings of this review therefore cannot
be assumed to fully represent the diversity of cultural pathways through which family change may
occur.

Finally, this review was restricted to peer-reviewed studies published in English and indexed
in the Web of Science database. These criteria may have resulted in the omission of relevant evidence
published in other languages, indexed in other databases, or available in the gray literature, including
dissertations and theses, reports, and conference proceedings, as well as relevant book chapters. The
findings should therefore be interpreted in light of these search and eligibility restrictions.
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Nevertheless, the systematic evaluation of studies meeting the predefined inclusion criteria enabled
a focused and consistent synthesis of the empirical literature identified within the scope of the review.

4.7. Future Research Directions

The findings of this systematic review point to several avenues for advancing the theoretical
understanding of family change. First, the propositions of Family Change Theory concerning the
emotional interdependence family model require more comprehensive empirical testing. Although
existing research provides some support for this model, consistent evidence is still lacking regarding
how it manifests across cultural contexts, the conditions under which it becomes more or less
pronounced, and how it changes over time. Comparative and longitudinal research across diverse
cultural settings would therefore contribute substantially to clarifying this component of the theory.
In addition, to the best of our knowledge, little direct research has examined the “low relatedness—
low autonomy” configuration that emerges when the two dimensions in Kagitgibasi’s model—
autonomy (low vs. high) and relatedness (low vs. high)—are crossed. Associated with hierarchical
and neglectful family environments, this configuration was not incorporated into Kagitcibasi’s three
family models because it was conceptualized as a maladaptive pattern associated with psychological
difficulties for the developing individual and other family members and was not considered
characteristic of any particular culture (Kagitcibasi, 2005a; Smith et al., 2006). Further research on
this configuration, alongside the other three family models, could contribute to a more
comprehensive understanding of the full range of autonomy-relatedness patterns.

Second, future research should examine family change not only in relation to economic
indicators but also in conjunction with contextual factors such as cultural values, migration,
urbanization, and intergenerational dynamics. Although the studies reviewed here indicate that
socioeconomic development is associated with substantial transformations in family life, they also
show that these transformations do not unfold uniformly across cultural contexts. Multilevel analyses
and research designs that systematically compare different societal contexts could therefore help
clarify the mechanisms through which socioeconomic and cultural processes jointly shape family
change.

Finally, the geographical scope of the empirical literature needs to be broadened. Much of
the existing research has concentrated on Tiirkiye, Western Europe, the United States, and East Asian
societies such as China and Japan, whereas evidence from many sociocultural contexts in Africa,
Latin America, and South Asia remains comparatively limited. Research encompassing a wider range
of cultural settings would enable more comprehensive assessments of the explanatory scope of both
Classical Modernization Theory and Family Change Theory under different societal conditions. Such
research would also help distinguish more clearly between broadly shared and culture-specific
dimensions of family change, thereby providing a stronger empirical foundation for further
theoretical development.
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Modernlesen Toplumlarda Aile Degisimi: Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ve Aile
Degisim Kurami Baglaminda Sistematik Bir Derleme

1. GIRIS

Modernlesme ve ekonomik gelisme siiregleriyle birlikte aile yapilari, aile igi iliskiler ve aile
degerlerinde 6nemli degisimler gozlenmektedir. Ailede degisimin hangi boyutlarda ortaya ¢iktigi,
hangi yonde ilerledigi ve hangi dinamikler tarafindan yonlendirildigi, son yillarda kiiltiirlerarasi
arastirmalarda en fazla ilgi goren konular haline gelmistir (Bengtson, 2001; Georgas ve ark., 2006).
Ailedeki degisimin yoniinii ve bunu etkileyen dinamikleri agiklamaya calisan arastirmalar biiyiik
Olciide iki farkli kuramsal yaklasima dayanmaktadir. Bunlardan ilki olan Klasik Modernlesme
Kurami, tiim toplumlarin tek yonlii bir doniisiim siireciyle bireyci Bati aile modeline evrilecegini
ongormektedir (Inkeles, 1977; Inkeles ve Smith, 1974). Bu yaklasima gore sanayilesmenin yarattigi
refah artis1 ve kentlesme ile birlikte aile yapisi, aile i¢i iligkiler ve aile degerleri zamanla geleneksel
oriintiilerden uzaklagarak Bati tipi bireyci ve ayrigmis aile modeline yaklasacaktir (Georgas, 2006;
Inkeles, 1998). Bununla birlikte ¢ok sayida arastirma, Dogu Asya'daki toplulukeu kiiltiirlerde hizli
ekonomik gelismeye ve kentlesmeye ragmen Bat1 tipi aile modeline dogru belirgin bir yonelim
gbzlenmedigini gostermektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 2010, s. 168). Bu bulgular, ailedeki degisimin yalnizca
ekonomik gelismeyle agiklanamayacagini, kiiltiirel baglami merkeze alan alternatif kuramsal
aciklamalarin dikkate alinmasi gerektigini diigiindiirmektedir.

Modernlesme ve ekonomik gelisme siireclerinin aile {izerindeki etkilerini agiklamaya
yonelik bu alternatif kuramsal agiklamalarin en kapsamlilarindan biri olan Aile Degisim Kurami
(Kagitgibasi, 1996a, 2007), modernlesme siirecinde her toplumun kaginilmaz olarak Bati tipi
bagimsiz aile modeline yonelmesi beklenmeyecegini 6ne slirmektedir. Bunun yerine, aileler;
duygusal karsilikli bagmmliligin korundugu ve bireysel ozerkligin arttigi duygusal karsilikli
bagimlilik aile modeline yonelebilmektedir (Mayer, 2013).

Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim Kurami, ekonomik gelismenin aile iizerindeki
etkilerine iliskin farkli 6ngoriiler sunmasina karsin, bu iki kuramin gorgiil arastirmalar tarafindan ne
Olclide desteklendigini sistematik bi¢cimde ortaya koyan calismalar siirlidir. Bu nedenle mevcut
sistematik derleme, aile degisimi alaninda yiiriitiilen gorgiil aragtirmalar1 bu iki kuramsal yaklagim
cercevesinde biitiinciil olarak incelemeyi; elde edilen bulgularin hangi kurami daha giiclii bigimde
destekledigini degerlendirmeyi ve ekonomik gelisme ile aile degisimi arasindaki iligkinin hangi
kuramsal ¢ergeve tarafindan daha iyi agiklandigina 11k tutmay1 amaglamaktadir.

1.1. Klasik Modernlesme Kurami

Diinyanin bir¢ok bolgesinde ekonomik esitsizlikler ve ciddi yoksulluk varligini siirdiirse de,
¢ogu bolgede refah diizeyi, egitim seviyesi ve yasam beklentisi artmaktadir (Mayer, 2013). Artan
ekonomik refah, bireylerin varolussal kisitlarinm1 azaltmakta, maddi yoksunlugun yarattig1 baskilar

Turkish Studies — Comparative Religious Studies, 21(O1)



Family Change in Modernizing Societies: A Systematic Review within the Frameworks... 3011

hafifletmekte, maddi bagimliliklar1 azaltmakta ve daha &zerk hareket edebilmelerine olanak
saglamaktadir. Buna karsilik, ekonomik agidan daha az gelismis geleneksel toplumlarda insan
ozerkligi iizerindeki siirlamalar1 yansitan kolektivist ve uyum odakli degerler daha baskin olma
egilimindedir (Welzel ve ark., 2003). Modernlesme kuramini savunan arastirmacilara gore,
geleneksel toplumlarda aile ve akrabalik baglarina verilen dnem ile otoriteye saygi 6n plandadir
(Inglehart, 1997; Inglehart ve Baker, 2000). Ekonomik ve teknolojik gelisme siireciyle birlikte
toplumlar, gelir diizeylerinin yiikselmesi sonucunda daha iyi egitim olanaklarina, siyasal ve
ekonomik yasama daha fazla katilim firsatina erismekte; buna paralel olarak toplumda ve ailede
maddi bagimliliklar ile hiyerarsik yapilar zayiflama egilimi gostermektedir (Yeganeh, 2024).
Modernlesme kuraminin temel iddiasi, ekonomik gelismenin kiiltiirel ve toplumsal yagsamda tutarl
ve Ongoriilebilir degisimlere yol agacagidir (Inglehart ve Baker, 2000). Bu yaklagima gore teknolojik
ve ekonomik ilerleme, refah diizeyini artirirken bireysellesmeyi de giiglendirmektedir (Hawdon,
2005). Bu siirecte geleneksel degerler 6nemini yitirerek yerini modern degerlere birakmakta
(Inglehart ve Welzel, 2005, s. 17), bireyler ise daha bagimsiz ve oOzerk benlik ozellikleri
gelistirmektedir (Habermas, 1984).

Modernlesme kuraminin aileye iliskin agiklamalari, 1960'l1 yillardan itibaren aile sosyolojisi
literatiiriinde sistematik bicimde ele alinmistir. Goode'un World Revolution and Family Patterns
(1963) adli galigmasi, bu yaklasimin en etkili ve en kapsamli klasik eserlerinden biri olarak kabul
edilmektedir. Bu yaklagima gore Bati tipi ¢ekirdek aile, zamanla tiim toplumlarda ortaya ¢ikacak
modern aile prototipi olarak goriilmektedir. Modernlesme siireci, aile icinde bireysel ozgiirliik,
0zerklik ve kendini ifade etmeye verilen 6nemin artmasi; buna karsilik geleneksel yonelimlerin,
otoritenin ve bireysel bagimliliklarin zayiflamasiyla karakterize edilmektedir (Inglehart ve Welzel,
2005). Bununla birlikte, baz1 arastirmacilara gore aile i¢i ve kisilerarasi baglarin zayiflamasi,
yalnizlagma ve yabancilagma riskini de beraberinde getirebilmektedir (Bellah ve ark., 1985).

Bu kuramsal beklentileri destekleyen ¢ok sayida arastirma bulunmaktadir. Modernlesme
kuramiyla tutarh olarak, gayrisafi yurt i¢i hasila ile bireyci degerlerin benimsenmesi arasinda pozitif
yonde iliski bulunmustur (Hamamura, 2012). Ayrica Inglehart ve Baker (2000), ekonomik biiylime
yasayan toplumlarda 1980'li yillardan 1990'l1 yillara uzanan siiregte bireyci degerlere verilen dnemin
arttigin1 gostermistir. Bu bulgu, Asya ve Pasifik'teki farkli toplumlarda, farkli deger o6l¢iimleri
kullanilarak gerceklestirilen arastirmalarda dogrulanmigtir (Allen ve ark., 2007). Lee (2003) ise
modern Singapur'da gelencksel degerlere verilen Onemin azalirken, Ozerklik ve kendini
gergeklestirme gibi degerlere verilen 6nemin arttigini bildirmistir. Genel olarak, farkli toplumlarda
gerceklestirilen arastirmalar ekonomik gelismeyle birlikte bireyci degerlerin ve 6zerklik yoneliminin
giiclendigini gostererek klasik modernlesme kuraminin 6ngoriileriyle uyumlu bulgular sunmaktadir.

1.2. Modernlesme Kuramina Yonelik Elestiriler

Modernlesme kurami, kiiltiirel degisimi aciklayan en etkili kuramlardan biri olmustur
(Kashima ve ark., 2009). Ancak, ¢cok sayida destekleyici bulguya ragmen, bazi aragtirmalar kuramin
temel varsayimlarini sorgulayan sonuglar ortaya koymustur. Modernlesmenin kiiltiirleri giderek daha
bireyci hale getirdigi ve kiiltiirler arasindaki farkliliklar azalttig1 yoniindeki varsayimin aksine, son
yillarda elde edilen bulgular baz1 kiiltiirel farkliliklarin zamanla arttigina isaret etmektedir. Nitekim
Diinya Degerler Arastirmasi kapsaminda son kirk yilda toplanan veriler, iilkelerin degerler
bakimindan birbirine daha fazla benzemedigini, aksine giderek daha fazla farklilagtigim
gostermektedir (Talhelm, 2026). Benzer sekilde, Zeng ve Greenfield'in (2015) bulgulari, artan
modernlesme ve refah diizeyine ragmen itaat, yardim etme ve fedakarlik gibi kolektivizmle iligkili
degerlerde yalnizca sinirli bir azalma, hatta bazi durumlarda hafif bir artis oldugunu géstermektedir.
Ayrica, farkli toplumlarda yiiriitillen arastirmalar bireyciligin yiikselisi ile geleneksel kiiltiirel
oriintiilerin bir arada varhgmn siirdiirebildigini ortaya koymaktadir. Ornegin, Amerikalilar arasinda
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bireyci psikolojik siireglerde artis gozlenmesine ragmen aile yasamina verilen dnem gorece istikrarl
kalmistir (Thornton ve Young-DeMarco, 2001).

Modernlesme kuraminin 6nemli kisithiliklarindan biri, Dogu Asya'daki yiiksek diizeyde
gelismis toplumlarda kolektivist kiiltiirel Oriintiilerin varligini siirdiirmesini agiklamakta yetersiz
kalmasidir. Dogu Asya toplumlarinda gergeklestirilen baz1 arastirmalar modernlesme siireciyle
birlikte bireyci degerlerin giiclendigini ve bu yoniiyle kuramin dngoriilerini kismen desteklemekle
birlikte genel egilim, bireyciligin yiikselisine ragmen geleneksel kolektivist deger ve davranig
oriintiilerinin de varligini koruduguna isaret etmektedir (Hamamura, 2012). Ornegin, Japonya'da
gerceklestirilen toplumsal arastirmalar, ana-babaya saygi, itaat ile grup dayanigmasi gibi geleneksel
degerlerin varligin1 korudugunu ortaya koymustur (Trommsdorff, 1983). Benzer egilimler Cin
toplumunda da rapor edilmistir (Yang, 1996). Dogu Asya toplumlar: ile Bati toplumlart arasinda
ekonomik gelismislik diizeyi acisindan belirgin bir fark bulunmamasina ragmen, kolektivizmin
yiiksek diizeyde gelismis Dogu Asya toplumlarinda varligini siirdiirmesi modernlesme kuraminin
evrensellik iddias1 a¢isindan 6nemli bir kuramsal giicliik olusturmaktadir (Hamamura, 2012).
Kiiltiirel Miras

Klasik modernlesme kurami, modernlesme siireciyle birlikte Bati disindaki toplumlarda
kiiltiirel farkliliklarin giderek azalacagini ve bu toplumlarin bireyci Bati1 kiiltiirlerine yakinsayacagini
one siirmektedir. Buna karsilik, kiiltiirel miras yaklagimina gére modernlesme kiiltiirler arasinda tek
tip bir degisim siireci yaratmamaktadir. Ayn1 diizeyde ekonomik gelisme yasayan toplumlar, tarihsel
ve kiiltiirel miraslarinin etkisiyle birbirinden farkli gelisim yollar1 izleyebilmektedir. Bu nedenle,
topluma 6zgii kiiltiirel 6zellikler ekonomik gelismenin etkilerini farkli bigimlerde sekillendirmekte
ve kiiltiirel degisim iizerinde bagimsiz bir rol oynamaktadir (Inglehart ve Baker, 2000). Nitekim
modernlesme kuraminin 6ngoriisiiniin aksine, bazi kiiltiirel farkliliklar modernlesme siireciyle
birlikte azalmak yerine daha da belirginlesebilmektedir. Bazi arastirmacilara gore bu durum,
modernlesmenin bir tohuma verilen su gibi, toplumun kiiltiirel mirasinda zaten var olan 6zellikleri
giiclendirmesiyle agiklanabilir. Baslangicta farkli "tohumlara" sahip toplumlarda modernlesme,
kiiltiirel farkliliklar1 ortadan kaldirmak yerine daha goriiniir hale getirebilmektedir (Talhelm, 2026).

Huntington (1993), kiiltiirel farkliliklarin modernlesmeye ragmen varligini siirdiirdiigiinii
ileri siirerek diinyay:1 sekiz temel medeniyet ya da "kiiltiirel bolge" temelinde siniflandirmistir.
Hofstede (1980) de bireylerin inang sistemlerinin gérece istikrarli oldugunu savunmus; is yasamina
iligkin degerleri kiiresel oOlgekte inceledigi arastirmasinda iilkelerin sanayilesme diizeylerinden
bagimsiz olarak cesitli kiiltiirel boyutlar agisindan birbirlerinden farklilastigin1 goéstermistir. Bu
bulgular, ekonomik gelismenin kiiltiirel degisimin 6nemli bir belirleyicisi oldugunu, ancak bu
degisimin yonii ve bigiminin toplumlarin tarihsel ve kiiltiirel miras1 tarafindan sekillendirildigini
gostermektedir.

1.3.  Aile Degisimi Kurami

Ekonomik gelisme ile kiiltiirel baglami birlikte ele alan Aile Degisim Kurami (Kagit¢ibasi,
1985b, 1996a, 2007), klasik modernlesme kuraminin aile degisimine iligskin varsayimlarina alternatif
bir agiklama sunmaktadir. Modernlesme kuraminin ekonomik gelismeyi aile degisiminin temel
belirleyicisi olarak ele almasina karsilik, Kagitcibasi ailedeki degisimin ekonomik gelismenin yani
sira toplumlarin kiiltiirel baglami dikkate alinmadan yeterince agiklanamayacagini ileri siirmektedir.
Bu yoniiyle kuram, ekonomik gelismenin etkilerinin farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda farkli aile oriintiileri
iiretebilecegini savunan yaklagimlarla uyumlu bir ¢er¢eve sunmaktadir. Bat1 ailesini merkeze alan
bir¢ok kuramsal yaklagimdan (6rn., Bengtson, 2001) farkl olarak Kagit¢ibasi'nin kurami kiiresel bir
bakis acisin1 benimsemekte; Bati ve Bat1 dis1 toplumlar karsilastirmali bigimde ele alarak farkli
sosyokiiltiirel ve sosyoekonomik baglamlarda gegerli olabilecek genel bir aile degisimi modeli
onermektedir (Kagitcibasi, 2007, s. 134).
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Kurama gore sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte ¢ocuklara atfedilen degerler, ebeveynlerin
cocuk yetistirme anlayisi ve aile iligkileri sistematik bicimde degigsmekte; bu degisimler de benlik
gelisimini etkilemektedir. Bu yoniiyle kuram, benligi ailenin, aileyi ise sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirel
cevrenin igine yerlestiren baglamsal bir yaklasim sunmaktadir (Kagit¢ibasi, 2010, s. 174). Bu
kuramsal ¢ergevede aile degisimi, sosyoekonomik gelismenin farkl kiiltiirel baglamlarda aileyi nasil
farkli bi¢imlerde doniistiirdiiglinii agiklayan ii¢ temel aile modeli {izerinden ele alinmaktadir:
karsilikli bagimlilik modeli, bagimsizlik modeli ve duygusal baglilik modeli (Kagitcibasi, 1985b).

1.3.1. Karsihkh Bagimhhk Aile Modeli

Karsilikli bagimlilik modeli, daha ¢ok kirsal bolgelerde ve geleneksel toplumlarda
gorlilmektedir. Akrabalik iliskilerinin giiclii, baglilik kiiltiiriiniin baskin oldugu bu tiir baglamlarda
kusaklar arasinda yogun bir dayanisma bulunmaktadir (Rothbaum ve Trommsdorff, 2007). Hane
goriiniliste ¢ekirdek aile yapisina sahip olsa da ¢ocuklarin bakiminin ve ev i¢indeki sorumluluklarin
kusaklar arasinda paylasilmasi, aileyi islevsel olarak genis aile niteligine yaklastirmaktadir
(Kagiteibasi, 1985b).

Disiik refah kosullarinda ve sosyal gilivenlik sistemlerinin bulunmadigi ortamlarda yaslh
ebeveynlerin en 6nemli giivencesi ¢ocuklaridir. Bu baglamda ozellikle erkek ¢ocuklar, yaslilik
doneminde bakim ve ekonomik destek saglayan temel giivence olarak goriilmektedir (Georgas ve
ark., 2001; Kagitgibasi, 1982b). Bu nedenle ¢ocugun ekonomik/faydaci degeri 6n plana ¢ikmakta;
yeterli sayida, ozellikle de erkek ¢ocuk sahibi olma istegi artmakta ve yiiksek dogurganlik egilimi
giiclenmektedir (Georgas ve ark., 2001; Kagit¢ibasi, 2006, s. 85).

Kusaklar arasi ekonomik dayanigmanin ve baglilik kiiltiiriiniin siirdiiriilmesi i¢in ¢ocuklarin
itaat temelinde sosyallesmesi ve ebeveynlerine bagli bireyler olarak yetistirilmesi biiyiik dnem
tasimaktadir. Bu dogrultuda otoriter ebeveynlik uygulamalar1 belirginlesmekte; cocuklarin aile
sorumluluklarini yerine getiren, yash ebeveynlerine destek saglayan ve aileye bagl bireyler olarak
yetismeleri amaglanmaktadir. Buna karsilik, bagimsiz yetistirilen bir gocugun kisisel hedeflerini aile
sorumluluklarinin 6niine koyabilecegi diisiiniildiigiinden, karsilikli bagimlilik modelinde bireysel
bagimsizlik temel bir yetistirme hedefi olarak goriilmemektedir (Rothbaum ve Trommsdorff, 2007).

Karsilikli bagimlilik modelinin 6ngoriileri gesitli aragtirmalar tarafindan desteklenmektedir.
Tiirkiye'de ¢ocuk yetistirmede 6ne ¢ikan degerleri inceleyen galismalar, ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarinda
bagimsizlik ve 6zglivenden ziyade ana-babaya itaat ve bagliliga daha fazla 6nem verdiklerini
gostermektedir (Kagitgibasi, 1982a). Ozellikle diisiik sosyoekonomik kosullardaki ailelerde itaat ve
sadakat, bagimsizlik ve dzgiivenden daha fazla dnemsenmektedir (Imamoglu, 1987; Kagitcibast,
1984). itaat ve bagliliga verilen bu éncelik, cocuklarin i¢inde bulunduklari zorlu yasam kosullarinda
dis otoriteye uyum saglamalarinin islevsel goriilmesiyle agiklanmaktadir (Kohn ve Schooler, 1983).

1.3.2. Bagimsizhik Aile Modeli

Bagimsizlik modeli, sanayilesmis, kentlesmis ve refah diizeyi yiiksek Bati toplumlarinin
tipik aile yapisini yansitmaktadir. Kusaklararasi ayrismislik kiiltiiriiniin baskin oldugu bu baglamda
Bati'nin bireyci ¢ekirdek ailesi, modelin prototipi olarak kabul edilmektedir (Georgas ve ark., 2001).
Bu toplumsal yapida kusaklar arasindaki maddi ve islevsel bagimlilik biiyiik 6l¢iide ortadan
kalkmistir. Bu doniigiimle birlikte erkek cocuk tercihinin azalmasi, ¢ocugun ekonomik/faydaci
degerinden ziyade psikolojik-duygusal degerinin 6n plana ¢ikmasi, dogurganlik oranlarinin diismesi
ve kadinlarin aile i¢indeki konumlarinin giiclenmesi dikkat ¢eken degisimler arasindadir (Kagit¢ibasi
ve Ataca, 2005).

Nesiller aras1 maddi bagimliligin en aza indigi yiiksek sosyoekonomik kosullarda goriilen bu
aile modelinde, ¢ocugun ebeveyne bagliligi ve sadakati artik yaslilik giivencesi i¢in zorunlu degildir
(Georgas ve ark., 2001). Sosyal giivenlik sistemlerinin yasl ebeveynlerin gelir ve bakim ihtiyag¢larin
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biiylik 6l¢iide karsilamasi nedeniyle, ¢cocuklarin ebeveynlerine ekonomik destek saglamalart ve
yaslilikta bakim vermeleri bir zorunluluk olmaktan ¢ikmistir (Georgas ve ark., 2001; Kagitgibas,
1982b). Bu nedenle ¢gocugun bagimsizligi aile i¢in bir tehdit olarak gériilmemekte; ebeveynler cocuk
yetistirmede destekleyici ve 6zerkligi tesvik eden bir yaklagim benimsemektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985b,
1992b). Bdylece cocuklarin, aileye ekonomik olarak bagimli bireyler olmaktan ziyade kendi
yasamlarini bagimsiz bi¢imde siirdiirebilen 6zerk bireyler olarak yetismeleri amaclanmaktadir
(Kagiteibasi, 2010).

Bagimsizlik modelinin ongoriileri de ¢esitli arastirmalar tarafindan desteklenmektedir.
Tirkiye'de kentli ve yliksek sosyoekonomik diizeye sahip aileleri inceleyen arastirmalar,
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk yetistirmede 6zerklik, 6z yeterlik ve bagimsiz karar verebilme gibi 6zelliklere
daha fazla 6nem verdiklerini gdstermektedir (Imamoglu, 1987). Benzer bigimde, Kohn ve
Schooler'm (1983) bulgular1 da orta simif ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarinda 6z yonlendirme becerisini
gelistirmeyi oncelikli gordiiklerine isaret etmektedir. Bu bulgular, bagimsizlik modelinin 6ngordiigi
gibi, yiiksek sosyoekonomik kosullarda ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarint aileye ekonomik olarak bagiml
bireyler yerine 6zerk ve kendi yasamlarini siirdiirebilen bireyler olarak yetistirmeyi amagladiklarin
desteklemektedir.

Kargilikli bagimlilik ve bagimsizlik modelleri, farkli sosyoekonomik kosullarda aile
yapilariin nasil degisebilecegini agiklayan iki ideal tip sunmaktadir. Ancak bu ¢ergeve dnemli bir
soruyu giindeme getirmektedir: Modernlesme kuraminin 6ngdrdiigii gibi, Bati1 dis1 toplumlarda
ekonomik gelisme ve kentlesmeyle birlikte aile yapilar1 kaginilmaz olarak Bati'nin tipik aile formu
olan bagimsizlik modeline mi doniigmektedir? Kagitcibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kurami, ekonomik
bagimliligin azalmasinin aile iyeleri arasindaki tiim baglilik bigimlerinin ortadan kalkmasini
gerektirmedigini ileri siirerek bu soruya farkli bir yanit vermektedir.

1.3.3. Duygusal/Psikolojik Baghlik Modeli

Toplulukgu kiiltiirlerin hdkim oldugu toplumlarda sosyoekonomik gelisme, kentlesme ve
toplumsal doniisiimiin yarattig1 yeni kosullar, Kagit¢ibasi'nin Karsilikli Duygusal/Psikolojik Baglilik
Modeli olarak adlandirdig: {igiincii bir aile modelinin ortaya ¢ikmasina zemin hazirlamistir. Bu
model, karsilikli bagimlilik ve bagimsizlik modellerinin 6ngoriilerini biitiiniiyle reddetmek yerine,
her iki modelin farkli yonlerini bir araya getiren 6zgiin bir aile yapisini tanimlamaktadir. Buna gore,
sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte kugaklar arasindaki ekonomik bagimlilik azalirken, aile iiyeleri
arasindaki duygusal yakinlik ve karsilikli baglilik varligini siirdirmektedir. Boylece ekonomik
ozerklik ile duygusal baglilik birbirini diglayan degil, bir arada var olabilen iki 6zellik olarak ele
almmaktadir (Kagit¢ibasi, 2005b).

Karsilikli duygusal/psikolojik baglilik modeli, topluluk¢u kiiltiiriin korundugu ancak
ekonomik gelisme ve kentlesmenin belirgin oldugu toplumlarda yaygin olarak gézlemlenen aile
yapisini ifade etmektedir. Bu sosyoekonomik doniisiim siirecinde ataerkil diizen zayiflamis,
kadinlarin aile icindeki statiisii ylikselmis, dogurganlik egilimi ve erkek cocuk tercihi azalmistir
(Kagitcibagi, 2010, s. 186). Ayni zamanda sosyal giivenlik sistemlerinin yayginlagmasi (6rn.,
emeklilik maasi), yash ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarina olan maddi bagimliligini azaltmis; buna bagli olarak
cocugun ekonomik/faydact degeri dnemini biiyiik ol¢iide yitirmistir. Buna karsilik, ebeveynlerin
cocuk sahibi olmaktan elde ettikleri doyumu ifade eden psikolojik deger varligim siirdiirmiis ve aile
yapisini sekillendirmeye devam etmistir (Kagitgibasi, 2006, s. 85).

Karsilikli duygusal/psikolojik baglilik modelinde, ¢ocugun 6zerkligi aile diizeni i¢in bir
tehdit olarak degil, degisen toplumsal kosullara uyumu kolaylastiran islevsel bir 6zellik olarak
degerlendirilmektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 2005b). Kent yasami ve modern egitim sistemi, bireylerden
bagimsiz karar alabilme, giriskenlik, d6zgiliven ve problem ¢ozme gibi 6zerklikle iliskili beceriler
beklediginden, ebeveynler de ¢ocuklarin1 bu ozellikleri destekleyecek bicimde yetistirmektedir
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(Kagitgibasi, 1996a). Bununla birlikte, bagimsizlik modelinden farkli olarak, 6zerkligin gelismesi
aile iiyeleri arasindaki duygusal yakinligin zayiflamasi anlamina gelmemektedir. Aksine, aile i¢inde
karsilikli sevgi, duygusal destek ve baglilik siirerken, ¢ocuklarin bireysel kararlar alabilen ve kendi
yasamlarini bagimsiz bigimde siirdiirebilen 6zerk bireyler olarak yetismeleri tesvik edilmektedir.
Boylece bu model, 6zerklik ile iligkisel bagliligin bir arada var olabilecegini One siirerek
Kagitcibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kurami'nin temel 6zgiin katkisini olusturmaktadir.

2. YONTEM

Bu ¢alisma, Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim Kurami ger¢evesinde aile yapisi,
aile iligkileri ve aile degerlerine iliskin ampirik bulgular1 sistematik bigimde incelemek ve
sentezlemek amaciyla Sistematik Literatiir Derlemesi yontemi kullanilarak yiirttilmistiir.
Sistematik derleme yontemi, 6nceden belirlenen dlgiitler dogrultusunda ilgili ¢aligmalarin sistematik
olarak secilmesini, degerlendirilmesini ve sentezlenmesini saglayarak derleme siirecindeki olasi
yanliliklar1 en aza indirmeyi amacglamaktadir.

2.1.  Tarama Stratejisi

Bu sistematik derlemenin amaci dogrultusunda literatiir taramasi yalnizca Web of Science
veri tabaninda gerceklestirilmistir. Tarama kapsaminda, modernlesme siirecinde aile yapisi, aile
iligkileri ve aile degerlerindeki degisimi inceleyen gorgiil ¢alismalara ulasilmasi amaglanmistir. Bu
dogrultuda, Aile Degisim Kurami (Family Change Theory), Modernlesme Kurami (Modernization
Theory), aile degisimi (family change), modernlesme (modernization), aile yapisi (family structure),
aile iligkileri (family relations), sosyoekonomik gelisme (socioeconomic development), Cocugun
Degeri (Value of Children [VOC]), Cocuklarin Degeri ve Kusaklar Arast Iliskiler (Value of Children
and Intergenerational Relations [VOC-IR]), aile degerleri (family values), kiiltiirel miras (cultural
heritage), kiiltiirel degisim (cultural change), 6zerk-iligkisel aile modeli (autonomous-related family
model), bagimsiz aile modeli (independent family model), karsilikli bagimli aile modeli
(interdependent family model), 6zerk benlik (autonomous self), iligkisel benlik (relational self),
ozerk-iligkisel benlik (autonomous-related self), bireycilik (individualism),
kolektivizm/toplulukculuk (collectivism), ebeveynlik (parenting), ebeveyn-¢ocuk iligkileri (parent-
child relations) ve toplumsallagtirma (socialization) anahtar kelimeleri tek tek ve farkli
kombinasyonlar hélinde kullanilmistir. Calisma, sistematik derlemelerin ve meta-analizlerin
raporlanmasina yonelik uluslararasi standartlar olarak kabul edilen PRISMA (Preferred Reporting
Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) ilkeleri dogrultusunda yiiriitiilmiistiir (Moher ve
ark., 2015).

2.2.  Dabhil Edilme Olgiitleri

Bu derlemeye dahil edilen ¢aligmalarin (a) Web of Science veri tabaninda indekslenen
hakemli dergilerde Ingilizce olarak yayimlanmis olmast, (b) insan katilimcilardan elde edilen verilere
dayal1 nicel analizler igeren gorgiil arastirmalar olmasi, (c) aile degisimi, aile yapisi, aile iligkileri,
aile degerleri, kusaklar arasi iliskiler, ebeveynlik veya bunlarla iligkili degiskenleri sosyoekonomik
gelisme, modernlesme ya da kiiltiirel degisim baglaminda incelemesi ve (d) bulgularinin Klasik
Modernlesme Kurami veya Aile Degisim Kurami kapsaminda degerlendirilebilecek nitelikte olmasi
Olciitleri esas alinmistir. Kuramsal ¢aligmalar, derleme makaleleri, nitel aragtirmalar, kitap boliimleri,
kongre bildirileri, tezler ve 6zgiin ampirik veri igermeyen ¢alismalar degerlendirme dis1 birakilmistir.
Web of Science veri tabaninda gerceklestirilen tarama sonucunda ¢ok sayida yayina ulasilmigtir.
Baslik ve 0zet incelemelerinin ardindan dahil edilme Oolgiitlerini karsilayan 139 c¢alisma 6n
degerlendirmeye alinmigtir. Tam metin incelemesi sonucunda, 6zgilin veri analizine dayanmayan
calismalar ile aile degisimi konusuyla dogrudan iligkili olmayan arastirmalar degerlendirme dis1
birakilmis ve 47 galisma nihai incelemeye dahil edilmistir. Bu 6l¢iitleri karsilayan ¢aligmalar ayrintili
olarak incelenmis; aile yapisi ve aile degisiminin hangi boyutlarini ele aldiklari, ulastiklar1 temel
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ampirik bulgular ve bu bulgularin Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim Kuramini ne 6l¢iide
ve hangi yonlerden destekledigi dikkate alinarak karsilastirmali bicimde sentezlenmistir.

3. BULGULAR
3.1. Modernlesme Kuramina iliskin Arastirma Bulgular

Ekonomik gelisme ile birlikte bireyci degerlerin yayginlastigini gosteren ¢ok sayida
arastirma, klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin temel varsayimlarini desteklemektedir. Ornegin, genis
Olcekli kiiltiirleraras1 bir aragtirmada Inglehart ve Baker (2000), kisi basina diisen gayrisafi yurt i¢i
hasilanin (GSYIH) artmasmin kolektivist yasam bigcimlerine (8rnegin aileye verilen Snemin
azalmasi) daha az 6nem verilmesi, buna karsilik bireyci yasam bicimlerine (6rnegin mutlulugun
pesinden gitme ve kendini ifade etmeye 6nem verme) daha fazla dnem verilmesiyle iliskili oldugunu
ortaya koymustur. Benzer bi¢imde, Dogu toplumlar1 {izerinde yiiriitilen arastirmalar da
modernlesme ile bireycilik arasindaki iliskinin zaman iginde giiclendigini gostermektedir. Ornegin,
Zeng ve Greenfield (2015), Google Ngram Viewer kullanarak yiiz binlerce Cince kitabi1 analiz
ettikleri caligmalarinda, sosyoekonomik biiylimeye paralel olarak 1970-2008 yillar1 arasinda
ozerklik ve se¢mek gibi bireycilikle iliskilendirilen sozciiklerin kullaniminda belirgin bir artig
oldugunu gostermistir. Ayrica, Hamamura'nin (2012) derledigi bulgular, Japonya'da gelenekleri
stirdlirmenin 6neminin zamanla azalirken ¢ocuk yetistirmede bagimsizliga verilen 6nemin arttigini
gostermektedir. Santos ve ¢alisma arkadaglar1 (2017), 78 iilkeden elde edilen 51 yillik boylamsal
verileri analiz ettikleri aragtirmalarinda, Cin'de zamanla arkadaslara (aileye kiyasla), bagimsiz ¢gocuk
yetistirmeye ve kendini ifade etmeye verilen 6nemin arttigin1 ortaya koymustur. istikrarli ekonomik
biiyiime donemlerinde gdzlenen bu degisimler, ekonomik gelismeyle birlikte bireyci degerlerin
yayginlagacagini one siiren klasik modernlesme kuraminin temel varsayimini giiglii bigimde
desteklemektedir. Bununla birlikte, aragtirmalar yalnizca ekonomik gelisme ile bireycilik arasindaki
iligkiyi ortaya koymakla kalmamis, bu iligskinin hangi toplumsal ve psikolojik mekanizmalar
araciligiyla gerceklestigine de 151k tutmustur.

Modernlesme kuramina gore ekonomik gelisme, bireylerin modern ekonomik kurumlara
katilm1 yoluyla bireyciligi ¢esitli toplumsal ve psikolojik mekanizmalar aracilifiyla tesvik
etmektedir. Sachs (2005), bu siireci Banglades'in Dakka kentindeki hazir giyim fabrikalar1 6rnegi
iizerinden agiklamaktadir. Modern ekonomiye katilan bireyler, kendi gelirlerini yonetebilmekte ve
yasamlarina iligkin kararlari (6rnegin kiminle iligki kuracaklari, kiminle evlenecekleri ve ne zaman
cocuk sahibi olacaklari gibi) geleneksel akrabalik aglarindan daha bagimsiz bigimde alabilmektedir.
Bu siireg, kentlesme, hane halki bilyiikliigiiniin kii¢iilmesi ve dogurganlik oranlarinin azalmasi gibi
toplumsal doniistimleri de beraberinde getirmektedir. Psikolojik diizeyde ise bu degisimler bireyleri
yalnizca geleneksel toplumsal etki kaynaklarindan gdrece bagimsizlastirmakla kalmamakta, ayni
zamanda Ozerk kararlar alabilme kapasitesini de gii¢lendirmektedir. Bu bulgular, modernlesmenin
bireyciligi yalnizca ekonomik biiyiime yoluyla degil, bireylerin karar alma siire¢lerini, aile iligkilerini
ve benlik yonelimlerini doniistiiren toplumsal ve psikolojik mekanizmalar araciligiyla da tesvik
ettigini gostermektedir.

Modernlesmenin bu mekanizmalari, farkli toplumlarda ve farkli analiz diizeylerinde
yiiriitiilen ampirik aragtirmalar tarafindan da desteklenmektedir. Modernlesme kuraminin 6ngordiigii
iligki, bireylerin modern kurumlarla temas diizeyi ve sosyoekonomik konumlar1 iizerinden yfirtitiilen
arastirmalarla da desteklenmektedir. Inkeles (1975), alti farkli iilkede yiiriittiigli arastirmada,
bireylerin modern kurumlara maruz kalma diizeyinin tiim iilkelerde bireyciligi anlamli bigimde
yordadigin1 gostermistir. Benzer sekilde, Kenya'da Ma ve Schoeneman (1997), iiniversite
ogrencilerinin kendilerini daha ¢ok kisilik 6zellikleriyle tanimladiklarini; buna karsilik baglama daha
fazla vurgu yapan benlik tanimlamalarinin Nairobi'deki ¢alisanlar arasinda daha yaygin oldugunu ve
Maasai ile Samburu gibi geleneksel topluluklarda bunun daha da belirginlestigini ortaya koymustur.
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Ayni1 toplum iginde de modern kurumlarla daha fazla etkilesim kuran yiiksek sosyoekonomik statiiye
(SES) sahip bireylerin daha bireyci yonelimler sergiledigi goriilmektedir. Nitekim Snibbe ve Markus
(2005), yiiksek SES'e sahip Amerikalilar i¢in kendini ifade etme ve benzersiz olma arayiginin diisiik
SES grubuna kiyasla daha onemli oldugunu gdstermistir. Sosyoekonomik statii ile bireycilik
arasindaki pozitif iligki Cin (Hamamura, Xu ve Du, 2013) ve Japonya'da (Kameda, Takezawa ve
Hastie, 2005) yiiriitiilen aragtirmalarda da rapor edilmistir. Bu bulgular birlikte degerlendirildiginde,
modern kurumlarla etkilesim ve sosyoekonomik gelismislik diizeyi arttikca bireyci degerlerin de
giiclendigi goriilmektedir (Inglehart ve Baker, 2000; Welzel ve ark., 2003).

3.2. Modernlesme Kuramina Elestiriler ve Kiiltiirel Mirasin Onemi

Her ne kadar onceki arastirmalardan elde edilen bulgular ekonomik biiyiimenin bireyci
degerlerin yayginlagsmasini destekledigini gosterse de, modernlesme kuraminin kiiltiirel degisimi tek
basina agiklamakta yetersiz kalabilecegine isaret eden dnemli ampirik kanitlar bulunmaktadir. Bu
kapsamda Inglehart ve Baker (2000), 65 iilkeden elde edilen verilerle ekonomik gelisme, kiiltiirel
miras ve degerler arasindaki iligkileri incelemis; modernlesmeyle birlikte tiim toplumlarin Batili ve
bireyci bir kiiltiirel yapiya yakinsayacagi varsayiminin aksine, toplumsal modernlesmenin birden
fazla gelisim yolu izleyebilecegini ortaya koymustur. Bu bulguyla tutarli olarak, arastirmalar giice
saygl ve grup yarari igin O0zveride bulunma gibi geleneksel Cin degerlerinin, sanayilesmis Hong
Kong'a kiyasla anakara Cin'de daha giiglii oldugunu gostermektedir (Chiu ve ark., 1998). Benzer
sekilde, Diinya Degerler Arastirmasi verileri de benzer ekonomik gelismenin farkl kiiltiirel mirasa
sahip toplumlarda farkli deger degisimlerine yol agabilecegini gostermektedir. Buna gdre, zaman
icinde onemli 6l¢iide zenginlesen Bati dis1 bir toplum olan Hong Kong'da ¢ocuklara sorumluluk
degerinin ogretilmesini 6onemli gorenlerin oram yaklasik %19'dan %52'ye yiikselirken (Jackson ve
Medvedev, 2024), kisi basina diisen GSYIH artis1 Hong Kong ile benzer diizeyde olan Kanada'da bu
oran yaklasik %6 azalmistir (Talhelm, 2026). Bu bulgular, ekonomik gelismenin deger degisimini
etkiledigini, ancak bu degisimin yonii ve niteliginin toplumlarin sahip olduklar1 kiiltlirel miras
tarafindan bigimlendirildigini gostermektedir.

Modernlesme kuraminin 6ngordigii deger degisimi, Japonya, Tiirkiye ve Cin gibi kolektivist
kiiltiirel geleneklere sahip gelismis ya da gelismekte olan bir¢ok iilkede gozlenen oriintiilerle tam
olarak ortiismemektedir (Kagitgibasi ve Ataca, 2005). Ozellikle Cin iizerine yiiriitiilen arastirmalar,
modernlesmenin kiiltiirel yonelimler iizerindeki etkisinin tek yonlii olmadigin1 gostermektedir.
Yasam diizenlemeleri incelendiginde Cin'de ¢ekirdek ailelerin ve tek kisilik hanelerin sayisinda artig
goriilmesine karsin, akrabalik temelli ¢ok kusakli ve kusaklar arasi birlikte yasam diizenlemelerinin
de varligim korudugu goriilmektedir (Chen ve Liu, 2012; Peng ve Hu, 2018). Bu bulgular, kiiltiirel
degisimin dogrusal bir siire¢ izlemedigini, modern ve geleneksel aile Oriintiilerinin ayni1 toplum
icinde bir arada varligimi siirdirebildigini gdstermektedir. Arastirmacilar, bu Oriintiiniin
Konfiigyiisgiiliik gibi kiiltlirel miras unsurlarmin kolektivist degerleri desteklemeye devam etmesi ve
piyasa ekonomisinin etkisiyle ortaya ¢ikan emek gogiiniin kirsal Cin'deki aile yapisini yeniden
bigimlendirmesiyle iligkili olabilecegini ileri siirmektedir (Chen ve ark., 2011; Kagit¢ibasi, 2010;
Silverstein ve ark., 2006).

Bu oriintiilerin ardindaki temel agiklamalardan biri, ekonomik doniisiimler sonrasinda da
tarihsel kiiltiirel mirasin etkisini siirdiirmesidir. Cin tizerine yliriitiilen arastirmalar, sosyoekonomik
etkenler kontrol edildikten sonra bile Konfiigyiiscii kiiltiirel mirasin bireylerin deger yonelimlerini
anlamh diizeyde agiklamaya devam ettigini gostermektedir. Bu bulgu, tarihsel mirasin ve kiiltiirel
geleneklerin bireylerin deger sistemleri iizerindeki kalici etkisini vurgulayan kiiltiirel yaklagimi
desteklemektedir (Gu, 2011). Nitekim Konfli¢yiis¢iiliigiin ana-babaya saygi ilkesi, karsilikli destege
dayal1 akrabalik iligkilerini tesvik etmekte ve Dogu Asya ailelerinde kusaklar boyunca aktarilmaya
devam etmektedir (Cong ve Silverstein, 2011). Benzer bicimde, Inglehart ve Baker (2000) ile
Inglehart ve Welzel'in (2005) bulgular1 da ekonomik gelismenin etkileri kontrol edildikten sonra bile
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kiiltiirel bolgelerin bireylerin deger yonelimleri tizerindeki etkisini stirdiirdiigiinii géstermektedir. Bu
nedenle, bir toplumda hékim olan deger yonelimlerinin modernlesmenin itici giicleri ile kiiltiirel
gelenegin siirekliligi arasindaki etkilesim sonucunda bicimlendigi ileri siiriilmektedir (Inglehart ve
Welzel, 2005). Dolayisiyla iilkeler arasindaki deger farkliliklar1 yalnizca ekonomik gelismislik
diizeyiyle degil, ayn1 zamanda toplumlarin sahip olduklari kiiltiirel mirasla da yakindan iliskilidir.

Son yillarda elde edilen bulgular, kiiltiirel farkliliklarin modernlesmeyle birlikte azalmak
yerine bircok durumda daha da belirginlestigine isaret etmektedir. Jackson ve Medvedev'in (2024),
Diinya Degerler Arastirmasi verilerini kullanarak 1981-2022 dénemini kapsayan analizleri, iilkelerin
degerler bakimindan zaman iginde birbirine daha fazla benzemedigini, aksine aralarindaki
farkliliklarin artigim gostermektedir. Ornegin, "itaat" degerine iliskin iilkeler arasindaki farklilik soz
konusu kirk yillik donemde %42 oraninda artarken, incelenen kirk degerin tamami birlikte
degerlendirildiginde lilkeler arasindaki farklilik %28 oraninda yiikselmistir. Benzer sekilde, Cin son
kirk y1lda kapsamli bir modernlesme siirecinden ge¢mis olmasina ragmen, piring ve bugday tarimina
dayanan tarihsel iiretim bi¢cimlerinden kaynaklanan bolgesel kiiltiirel farkliliklarin varligini korudugu
gosterilmistir (Talhelm ve ark., 2014). Bu bulgular dogrultusunda arastirmacilar, modernlesmenin
kiiltiirel farkliliklart ortadan kaldirmadigini; aksine tarihsel ve kiiltiirel mirasin etkisiyle farkli
toplumlarin kendilerine 6zgii deger Oriintiilerini korudugunu ileri siirmekte ve bu durumu "Diinya
giderek daha modern, ancak daha az Batili hile gelmektedir" ifadesiyle 6zetlemektedir (Brown,
Bromley ve Athreye, 2004).

3.3.  Cocugun Degeri Arastirmalari

Kagitcibasi, Aile Degisim Kurami'ni ¢ocugun aile igindeki degerini inceleyen kiiltiirlerarasi
Cocugun Degeri (Value of Children) aragtirmalarina dayanarak gelistirmistir (Kagit¢ibasi, 1985b,
1996a). Farkl iilkelerde yiiriitiilen bu arastirmalar, ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklara yiikledikleri degerlerin
aile yapis1 ve sosyoekonomik degisimle yakindan iligkili oldugunu gostermis ve kuramin ampirik
temelini olusturmustur (Ataca ve ark., 2005; Kagitcibasi ve Ataca, 2005). Bu aragtirmalar, gocuklarin
aile icindeki degerinin yalnizca bireysel tercihlerle degil, i¢inde bulunulan sosyoekonomik ve
kiiltiirel baglam tarafindan da sekillendigini ortaya koymustur.

Cocugun Degeri, arastirmalari kapsaminda, aralarinda Tirkiye'nin de bulundugu gesitli
iilkelerde ¢ogunlugu dogurganlik ¢agindaki kadinlardan olusan 20.000'den fazla evli katilimciyla
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk sahibi olma motivasyonlari, ¢ocuklara yiikledikleri degerler ve dogurganlik
tercihleri incelenmistir (Kagitgibasi, 1982a; 1982b, 1996a). Bulgular, ebeveynlerin gocuklara
ekonomik, psikolojik ve sosyal olmak iizere li¢ temel deger atfettiklerini gdstermektedir. Ekonomik
deger, cocugun aile ekonomisine katkisin1 ve 6zellikle yaslilik doneminde ebeveynlere sagladigt
giivenceyi ifade ederken; psikolojik deger, ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklariyla kurduklar iliskilerden elde
ettikleri sevgi, mutluluk, gurur ve yakinlik gibi duygusal doyumlar1 kapsamaktadir. Sosyal deger ise,
cocuk sahibi olmanin bireylere yetiskinlik statiisii ve toplumsal sayginlik kazandirdig:1 geleneksel
toplumlarda daha belirgin bigimde ortaya ¢ikmaktadir (Ataca, 2013, s. 156). Bu deger boyutlarinin
toplumlar arasinda nasil farklilastigi ve sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte nasil degistigi, VOC
aragtirmalarinin temel bulgularini olusturmaktadir.

Cocugun Degeri aragtirmalarindan elde edilen bulgular, ¢ocuklara atfedilen ekonomik,
psikolojik ve sosyal degerlerin makro diizeydeki toplumsal kosullarla yakindan iligkili oldugunu
gostermektedir. Cocuklarin aile ekonomisinde énemli bir rol {istlendigi kirsal ve sosyoekonomik
acidan daha az gelismis baglamlarda ekonomik/faydaci ¢ocuk degeri ile erkek ¢ocuk tercihi en
yiiksek diizeyde goriilmektedir (Kagitgibasi, 2000, s. 82). Bu durum, yoksullugun ve sosyal giivenlik
mekanizmalarinin yetersizliginin ¢ocuklari aile ge¢cimine katki saglayan ve ebeveynler i¢in yaglilik
gilivencesi olusturan 6nemli bir kaynak haline getirmesiyle agiklanmaktadir (Kagitgibasi, 1982a;
1982b). Yashlik doneminde ekonomik destegin ¢ogunlukla erkek ¢ocuklar tarafindan saglanmasi da
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erkek cocuk tercihini giiglendirmektedir (Kagit¢cibasi ve Ataca, 2005). Buna bagli olarak ¢ocuklardan
ebeveynlerine baglilik ve itaat gostermeleri beklenmektedir. Buna karsilik, sosyoekonomik
gelismeyle birlikte cocuklarin ekonomik degeri goreli olarak azalirken psikolojik degeri giderek daha
fazla 6nem kazanmaktadir. Dolayisiyla toplumlar arasinda ¢ocuklara verilen genel dnem biitiiniiyle
ortadan kalkmamakta; ¢ocuklarin aile i¢indeki degerinin niteligi ekonomik faydadan duygusal
doyuma dogru degismektedir (Kagitcibasi, 2006, s. 82). Bu bulgular, daha sonraki yillarda ytiriitiilen
kiltlirleraras: arastirmalar i¢in de temel bir kuramsal ve ampirik zemin olusturmustur.

Trommsdorff ve arkadaslar1 (2005) Cocugun Degeri aragtirmalarinin devami niteliginde olan
Cocuklarm Degeri ve Kusaklar Arasi iliskiler arastirma programi gelistirilmistir. Ug kusag1 kapsayan
aile drneklemlerine dayanan bu program, cocuklarin degeri, kusaklar arasi iliskiler, aile i¢i destek ve
dogurganlik davramigim kiiltiirleraras1  bir perspektifle incelenmis; ilk ¢ocugun degeri
aragtirmalarinin kapsamini genisleterek aile degisimi ve kusaklar arasi iligkilerin kiiltiirlerarasi
diizeyde degerlendirilmesine olanak saglamistir (Mayer, 2013). S6z konusu arastirma programi
kapsaminda yiiriitiilen kiiltiirleraras1 ¢alismalar, toplumsal degisimle birlikte ¢ocuklarin ekonomik
degerinin goreli olarak azalirken psikolojik/duygusal degerinin 6nemini korudugunu; ayrica kusaklar
arast karsilikli destegin ve duygusal bagliligin farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda devam ettigini
gostermektedir. Bu ortak driintii, Aile Degisim Kurami'nin ekonomik karsilikli bagimliligin azalirken
duygusal karsilikli bagimliligin siirdiigli yoniindeki temel varsayimiyla uyumlu goriinmektedir.

3.4.  Aile Degisim Kuramimn Kiiltiirleraras1 Ampirik Bulgular

Aile Degisim Kuramini dogrudan sinayan kiiltiirlerarasi aragtirmalarin sayisi sinirli olmakla
birlikte, farkl iilkelerde yiiriitiilen ¢aligmalar kuramin temel varsayimlarina iliskin 6nemli ampirik
bulgular sunmaktadir. Bu kapsamda Georgas ve arkadaglarinin (2006) 30 iilkeyi kapsayan genis
Olcekli kiiltiirleraras: arastirmasi, Aile Degisim Kuramini ¢ok sayida kiiltiirde aile yapisi, aile
degerleri, aile rolleri, aile tiyelerine yonelik duygusal mesafe ile bagimsiz ve karsilikli bagimli benlik
kurgulari agisindan inceleyen en kapsamli ¢aligsmalardan biri olmusgtur. Bu arastirma, Aile Degisim
Kurami'nin 6ngordiigii aile modellerinin farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirel baglamlarda ampirik
olarak ne ol¢lide gozlendigini degerlendirmesi bakimindan Onemli bir baslangic noktasi
olusturmustur.

Arastirmada, Kagit¢ibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kuraminda tanimlanan ii¢ aile modeline karsilik
gelecek bicimde tilkeler, sosyoekonomik gelismislik diizeyi ve iliskisellik 6zelliklerine gore ii¢
kiimeye ayrilmistir. Buna gore diisiik refah ve yiiksek iligkiselligin goriildigii toplumlarda Kargilikli
Bagimlilik Aile Modeli, yiiksek refahin iliskiselligi ortadan kaldirmadigi toplumlarda Duygusal
Karsilikli Bagimhilik Aile Modeli, yiiksek refah ve disiik iligkiselligin birlikte gorildiigi
toplumlarda ise Bagimsizlik Aile Modeli ongoriilmiistiir. Arastirmanin bulgulari, sosyoekonomik
refahin artmasiyla maddi karsilikli bagimliligin zayiflamasina karsin duygusal baglihigin giiglii
bigimde varligini stirdiirdiigiinii géstermistir (Georgas ve ark., 2006).

Kuramin 06ngordiigii aile modelleri daha sonraki arastirmalarda farkli degiskenler
kullanilarak da sinanmaya devam etmistir. Kagit¢ibasi'nin aile modelleri kavramsallastirmasini temel
alan Keller ve arkadaslarinin (2006) dokuz kiiltiirii kapsayan arastirmasi, Aile Degisim Kurama ile
iligkili kiiltiirel modelleri ebeveynlikle iligkili degiskenler agisindan incelemistir. Bulgular, karsilikl
bagimli, 6zerk-iligkisel ve bagimsiz kiiltiirel modellere iliskin 6nceden yapilan siniflandirmalar
genel olarak dogrulamistir. Arastirmacilar, kiiltiirel modelleri birbirinden ayiran temel 6zelligin
ailecilik oldugunu; aile iiyelerine yonelik baglilik, karsiliklilik ve dayanismayi ifade eden bu
0zelligin karsilikli bagiml ve 6zerk-iliskisel kiiltlirel baglamlarda daha ytiksek, bagimsiz kiiltiirel
baglamlarda ise daha diisiik diizeyde goriildiigiinti bildirmistir (Keller ve ark., 2006). Arastirmacilar,
ozerk iligkisel baglilik modelinin aile ve iligki yonelimli degiskenler bakimindan karsilikli bagimli
ve bagimsiz kiiltiirel modeller arasinda ara bir konumda yer aldigini belirlemis ve bu Sriintiiniin
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ozellikle kentsel ve egitim diizeyi yiiksek ailelerde iliskisel bagliligin degisen yasam kosullarina
uyum saglamasiyla iligkili olabilecegini ileri stirmiistiir.

Almanya'da yasayan Alman anneler ile Tirk go¢men annelerin uzun doénemli
toplumsallastirma hedeflerini karsilagtiran bir arastirmada, Tiirk gégmen annelerin Alman annelere
kiyasla ¢ocuklarmin aileyle yakin iligkiler kurmalarina ve gorgii kurallarina uygun davranmalarina
daha fazla 6nem verdikleri, buna karsilik 6zerklige daha az 6nem atfettikleri bulunmustur. Ayrica
Alman kiiltiiriiyle daha fazla biitiinlesmis Tiirk annelerin, kiiltiirel olarak daha az biitiinlesmis Tiirk
annelere gore 0zdenetim gibi bireyci toplumsallagtirma hedeflerine daha fazla 6nem verdikleri
gosterilmistir (Durgel ve ark., 2009). Bu bulgular, goc ve kiiltiirel uyum stireclerinin aile degerleri
ile toplumsallastirma hedeflerinde doniisiime yol agabildigini gdstermektedir. Mayer ve calisma
arkadaslar1 (2012) ise Aile Degisim Kurami'ni kisi odakli bir yaklagimla inceleyerek Almanya,
Hindistan ve Tiirkiye'de anneler ve ergen ¢ocuklardan olusan iki kusakta kiiltlirel ve aileye iliskin
deger yonelimlerinin bireysel diizeydeki Oriintiilerini analiz etmistir.

Kagitcibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kuramini sinamaya yonelik bir diger ¢calisma, van den Heuvel
ve Poortinga'nin (1999) Yunan ve Hollandali iiniversite 6grencilerinin kaynak tahsisini kargilastirdigi
arastirmadir. Arastirmacilar, iki kiiltiirel grup arasindaki benzerlikleri ve kaynaklarin farkl alicilara
dagiliminda gdzlenen oriintiileri baglama 6zgii evrensellik yaklagimini destekleyen bulgular olarak
yorumlamiglardir. Buna karsilik Kagitgibasi (1999), aym sayida yayimlanan yanit yazisinda
arastirmacilarin Aile Degisim Kuramina iligkin kuramsal yorumlarina ve bulgulart degerlendirme
bicimlerine itiraz etmis; modelinin, ekonomi, toplumsal yap1 ve aile yapis1 gibi baglamsal 6zellikleri
temel alan bir ¢ergeve lizerine kuruldugunu vurgulamistir. Kagit¢ibasi'na gore, ¢alismanin bulgular
ozellikle maddi kaynaklarin, basta ebeveynler olmak {izere aile iiyelerine tahsis edilmesinde kiiltiirel
farkliliklar bulundugunu gostermekte olup, bu oriintii Aile Degisim Kuraminin 6ngdriileriyle
uyumludur (Kagiteibasi, 1999, s. 15).

Cesitli {ilkelerde yiiriitiilen caligmalar, artan refah ve kentlesmenin maddi karsilikli
bagimlilig1 zayiflatirken, psikolojik ve duygusal baglarin varligimi siirdiirdiiglinii géstermektedir.
Tiirkiye'de Imamoglu'nun (1987) farkli sosyoekonomik diizeylerden kentli ailelerle yiiriittiigii
aragtirmada ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarindan temel beklentisinin maddi destekten ¢ok sevgi ve yakinlik
oldugu bulunmustur. Benzer bigimde, Ataca ve Sunar (1999), kentli orta sinif kadinlarin ¢ocuk sahibi
olma kararlarinda ekonomik katki beklentisinden ziyade sevgi ve duygusal tatmin arzusunun
belirleyici oldugunu gostermistir (Ataca, 2013, s. 157). Ayrica, Kagit¢ibasi, Sunar ve Bekman'in
(2001) Istanbul'da diisiik sosyoekonomik kosullarda yasayan annelerle gerceklestirdigi arastirma,
cocuk yetistirme siirecinde sosyal uyum, gorgii kurallarina uygun davranma ve kisilerarasi iligkilerin
Onemini ortaya koymustur. Kagitcibasi ve Ataca'nin (2005), yaklasik otuz yil arayla gerceklestirilen
iki Cocuklarin Degeri aragtirmasini karsilastirdiklar1 ¢alismada, Tiirkiye'de gen¢ annelerin
cocuklarin duygusal degerine verdikleri énemin zaman iginde arttigi, buna karsilik ¢ocuklarin
ekonomik/yararci degerine verdikleri onemin azaldig1 gosterilmistir. Benzer bigimde, Kagitcibasi ve
calisma arkadaslar1 (2010), Cocuklarin Degeri ve Kusaklar Arasi Iliskiler projesi kapsaminda Tiirk,
Filistinli, Israilli Arap, Israilli Yahudi ve Alman ergenler ile annelerini aileye iliskin degiskenler
acgisindan karsilagtirmis; Aycicegi-Dinn ve Kagitcibasi (2010) ise Tiirkiye'nin kentsel ve kirsal
bolgeleri ile Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nden beliren yetiskin 6rneklemlerinde ¢ocuklarin algilanan
degerini inceleyerek kuramin farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda sinanmasina katki saglamistir. Bu bulgular,
kolektivist toplumlarda sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte aile yapisimin maddi karsilikli
bagimliliktan psikolojik/duygusal karsilikli bagimliliga dogru doniisebildigine isaret etmektedir
(Ataca, 2013).

Birlikte ele alindiginda, bu arastirmalar Aile Degisim Kurami'nin farkli bilesenlerine iliskin
birbirini tamamlayan ancak her zaman aymi Ol¢iide giiclii olmayan ampirik kanitlar sunmaktadir.
Genel olarak degerlendirildiginde, Aile Degisim Kuramimi sinayan kiiltiirlerarasi aragtirmalar

Turkish Studies — Comparative Religious Studies, 21(O1)



Family Change in Modernizing Societies: A Systematic Review within the Frameworks... 3021

kuramin temel varsayimlarina iligkin kismi destek sunmakla birlikte, 6zellikle duygusal karsilikli
bagimlilik aile modelinin yapis1 ve farkli kiiltiirel baglamlardaki goriinimii konusunda tutarli
sonucglar ortaya koymamaktadir. Georgas ve arkadaslarinin (2006) genis Olgekli kiiltiirlerarasi
aragtirmasi, sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte maddi karsilikli bagimliligin zayiflarken duygusal
bagliligin stirdigiinii géstererek kuramin temel dngoriilerini desteklemistir. Benzer bigimde, Keller
ve arkadaglarinin (2006) bulgular kiiltiirel modelleri genel olarak dogrulamakla birlikte, 6zerk-
iliskisel modelin beklenen Oriintiiyii yalnizca kismen sergiledigini gdstermistir. Van den Heuvel ve
Poortinga'nin (1999) arastirmasi ise kuramin ongdriileriyle ¢elisen yorumlar ortaya koymus, ancak
Kagitcibast (1999) calismanin baglamsal degiskenleri yeterince dikkate almadigini ve ozellikle
maddi kaynaklarin aile iiyelerine tahsisine iligkin bulgularin modeli destekledigini ileri siirmiistir.
Daha sonraki aragtirmalar ise Tirkiye'de ¢ocuklarin ekonomik degerinin zaman iginde azalirken
duygusal degerinin arttigini1 (Kagitgibast ve Ataca, 2005), go¢ ve kiiltiirel uyum siireglerinin aile
degerleri ile toplumsallastirma hedeflerini doniistiirdiigiinii (Durgel ve ark., 2009) ve Aile Degisim
Kuramimin farkl kiiltiirel baglamlarda sinanmaya devam ettigini gostermektedir. Bu cercevede,
Kagit¢ibasi ve arkadaslarinin (2010) cocugun degeri projesi kapsaminda farkli kiiltiirel gruplardan
ergenler ve anneleri tlizerinde gerceklestirdigi karsilagtirmali c¢alisma ile Aygicegi-Dinn ve
Kagitcibasi’nin (2010) Tiirkiye’nin kentsel ve kirsal bolgeleri ile Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nden
beliren yetigkin Orneklemlerinde g¢ocuklarin algilanan degerini inceledigi arastirma, kuramin
kiiltiirlerarasi gegerliliginin farkli baglamlarda sinanmasina énemli katkilar sunmusgtur. Buna karsin,
mevcut bulgular 6zellikle duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik aile modelinin kiiltiirlerarasi gecerliligi ve
gelisimsel niteligi konusunda kesin bir sonuca ulagilmasini saglayacak diizeyde degildir.

4. TARTISMA ve SONUC

Bu sistematik derleme, Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Kagitcibasi’nin Aile Degisim
Kuramini, modernlesme ve sosyoekonomik gelismenin aile yapisi, aile iliskileri, aile degerleri ve
aile modelleri {izerindeki etkilerini agiklama giigleri bakimindan karsilastirmali olarak
degerlendirmistir. Bulgular, modernlesmenin aile {izerinde gii¢lii ve yaygin bir doniistiiriicii etkisi
bulundugunu agik bigimde gostermektedir. Ekonomik gelisme, kentlesme, egitim diizeyindeki artig
ve kurumsal degisimlerle birlikte, aile iiyeleri arasindaki maddi karsilikli bagimlilik zayiflamakta ve
bireysel ozerklik giliclenmektedir. Bu yoniiyle Klasik Modernlesme Kurami, aile degisiminin
ekonomik boyutlarini agciklamada 6nemli 6l¢lide ampirik destek bulmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, ayni
bulgular modernlesmenin aile baglarini tek yonlii ve kaginilmaz bigcimde ¢dzen bir siire¢ olarak ele
alimmasinin yetersiz kaldigini da ortaya koymaktadir.

Derlemede edinilen en temel bulgu, aile degisiminin biitlin boyutlarinin ayni hizda ve ayni
yonde ilerlemedigidir. Ekonomik karsilikli bagimlilik zayiflarken duygusal baglilik, kusaklar arasi
dayamigma, ailecilik ve iligkisel benlik yonelimleri birgok kiiltiirel baglamda varligim
stirdiirebilmektedir. Benzer ekonomik gelismislik diizeylerine sahip toplumlarda farkli aile
degerlerinin ve iligki oriintiilerinin goriilmesi, sosyoekonomik doniigiimiin sonuglarimin kiiltiirel
miras tarafindan bi¢imlendirildigine isaret etmektedir. Bu nedenle modernlesme, aile degisiminin
yoniinii etkileyen giilii bir siire¢ olmakla birlikte, bu degisimin alacagi bigimi tek basina belirleyen
evrensel ve dogrusal bir mekanizma degildir. Aile degisimi daha ¢ok ekonomik doniisiim ile kiiltiirel
stirekliligin karsilikl etkilesimi i¢inde ortaya ¢ikan ¢ok boyutlu bir yeniden yapilanma siireci olarak
goriinmektedir.

Bu cercevede Aile Degisim Kuramimin en 6nemli kuramsal katkisi, 6zerklik ile iligkiselligi
birbirini dislayan iki u¢ olarak ele almamasi ve ekonomik bagimsizligin duygusal kopusu zorunlu
kilmadigint 6ngdérmesidir. Cocugun Degeri arastirmalarinda g¢ocuklarin ekonomik degerinin
azalirken psikolojik ve duygusal degerinin korunmasi, bu ayrimi goriiniir kilan en gii¢li ampirik
orneklerden biridir. Ayni oriintii, maddi bagimliligin ¢6ziilmesi agisindan Modernlesme Kuramini
desteklerken, duygusal bagliligin devam etmesi agisindan Aile Degisim Kuramina dayanak
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saglamaktadir. Dolayisiyla bu derlemenin bulgulari, iki kuram arasinda basit bir “dogrulanan—
yanliglanan” karsitligi kurmaktan ¢ok, Modernlesme Kuraminin aile degisiminin sosyoekonomik
yoniinii, Aile Degisim Kuraminin ise bu degisimi kiiltiirel baglamin roliinii de ele alarak agiklamada
giiclii oldugunu gostermektedir. Asagidaki tartigmada bu sonuglar sirasiyla modernlesmenin
aciklayici giicti, kiiltiirel mirasin agiklayici rolii, Cocugun Degeri aragtirmalarinin iki kuram arasinda
kurdugu ampirik bag ve Aile Degisim Kuraminin kiiltiirleraras1 gecerliligi iizerinden
degerlendirilmektedir.

4.1. Modernlesme Kuraminin Degerlendirilmesi

Bu sistematik derlemede bir araya getirilen bulgular, ekonomik gelisme ile birlikte bireyci
degerlerin ve 6zerklik yoneliminin giiclendigini gostererek Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin temel
varsayimlarina Onemli Ol¢lide destek saglamaktadir. Farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda yiiriitiilen
arastirmalarin ortak bigcimde, ekonomik biiylime, kentlesme, egitim diizeyindeki artis ve modern
kurumlarla biitiinlesmenin bireylerin benlik algilari, yasam tercihleri ve aileye iliskin degerleri
iizerinde benzer yonlii degisimler yarattigini ortaya koymasi, modernlesmenin yalnizca ekonomik
bir doniisim degil, ayn1 zamanda psikolojik ve toplumsal bir degisim siireci oldugunu
diisiindiirmektedir. Bu yoniiyle degerlendirildiginde, modernlesme kuraminin ekonomik gelismenin
bireylerin yasam bicimlerini ve deger yoOnelimlerini doniistiiren 6nemli bir itici giic oldugu
yoniindeki temel savi, farkli toplumlarda elde edilen bulgularla biiytik 6l¢iide ortiismektedir.

Bununla birlikte, derlenen ¢aligmalar modernlesmenin etkisinin yalnizca ekonomik
biiyiimenin dogrudan bir sonucu olarak degerlendirilmemesi gerektigini de gostermektedir. Ozellikle
bireylerin modern egitim sistemi, ticretli ¢aligma yasami ve kentlesme gibi siireglerle daha yogun
etkilesime girmesi, bireysel karar verme kapasitesini, 6z yeterlik algisin1i ve bagimsiz hareket
edebilme becerilerini destekleyen onemli toplumsal mekanizmalar olarak goriinmektedir. Bu
bulgular, ekonomik gelismenin aile yasami ve bireysel degerler {izerindeki etkisinin, bireylerin
giindelik yagsam pratiklerini doniistiiren kurumsal ve toplumsal siiregler araciligiyla gerceklestigine
isaret etmektedir. Dolayisiyla modernlesmenin etkisi yalnizca refah diizeyindeki artigla degil,
bireylerin i¢cinde bulunduklari sosyal cevrenin ve yasam deneyimlerinin degismesiyle birlikte
degerlendirilmelidir.

Arastirmalarin farkli kitalarda, farkli sosyoekonomik kosullarda ve farkli analiz diizeylerinde
benzer oriintiiler ortaya koymasi, modernlesme kuraminin aile degisimini agiklamada 6nemli bir
kuramsal ¢ergeve sundugunu gostermektedir. Ozellikle ayn1 toplum igerisinde modern kurumlarla
daha fazla etkilesim kuran ya da daha yiiksek sosyoekonomik konuma sahip bireylerin daha giiclii
bireyci yonelimler sergilemesi, ekonomik gelismenin yalnizca toplumlar arasinda degil, toplumlarin
kendi icindeki farklilagmalari agiklamada da anlamli oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu yoniiyle
degerlendirildiginde, modernlesme kuraminin ekonomik gelisme ile 6zerklik arasindaki iligkiye
iligkin 6ngoriilerinin 6nemli 6l¢lide ampirik destek buldugu soylenebilir.

Bununla birlikte, bu sistematik derlemede incelenen arastirmalar, ekonomik gelismenin
bireyci degerlerin yayginlasmasini agiklamada gii¢li kanitlar sunmasina karsin, aile iliskilerinin
biitiin boyutlarin1 ayn1 6l¢iide aciklayamadigimi da diisiindiirmektedir. Nitekim birgok ¢alismada
bireysel ozerklik artarken aile tiyeleri arasindaki baglilik, karsilikli destek ve iliskisel yonelimlerin
ayn1 hizda zayiflamadigy; 6zellikle toplumsal baglarin giiclii oldugu kiiltiirlerde yakin iligkilerin refah
artisina ragmen devam edebildigi gorilmektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 1996a; Stewart, Bond, Deeds ve
Chung, 1999). Bu durum, ekonomik gelismenin aile degisiminde dnemli bir belirleyici oldugunu
kabul etmekle birlikte, degisimin yonli ve niteliginin yalmzca ekonomik gdostergelerle
acgiklanamayabilecegine isaret etmektedir. Dolayisiyla modernlesmenin aile {izerindeki etkilerinin
daha kapsamli bi¢imde anlasilabilmesi i¢in, ekonomik doniistimiin kiiltiirel baglamla nasil etkilesime
girdiginin de dikkate alinmas1 gerekmektedir.
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4.2.  Kiiltiirel Mirasin Aciklayic1 Rolii: Modernlesme Kuraminin Sinirlari

Bu sistematik derlemede incelenen bulgular, ekonomik gelismenin bireyci degerlerin
giiclenmesine katki sagladigini dogrulamakla birlikte, kiiltiirel degisimin yoniinii tek basina
aciklamak icin yeterli olmadigini da gostermektedir. Ozellikle benzer diizeyde ekonomik gelisme
yasayan toplumlarin aile degerleri, kusaklar arasi iligkileri ve toplumsallasma Oriintiilerinde
farklilagsmaya devam etmesi, modernlesme siirecinin biitiin toplumlarda ayni kiiltiirel sonuglart
iretmedigine isaret etmektedir. Bu durum, klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin 6ngordiigii tek
dogrultulu yakinsama (convergence) varsayiminin ampirik diizeyde smirli destek buldugunu
diistindiirmektedir.

Bu sonuglar, modernlesmenin dogrusal ve deterministik bir siiregten ¢ok, izlek bagimli ve
olasiliksal bir doniisiim olarak ele almmasi gerektigini disiindiirmektedir. Ekonomik geligsme
toplumlar1 belirli yonlerde degistirme egilimi tasisa da, bu degisimin bi¢imi ve hizi toplumlarin
tarihsel olarak olusmus kiiltiirel miraslarindan bagimsiz degildir. Protestanlik, Katoliklik,
Ortodoksluk, Islam ya da Konfiigyiisciiliik gibi tarihsel geleneklerin sekillendirdigi deger sistemleri,
ekonomik ve kurumsal doniisiimler sonrasinda da aile iligkileri ve toplumsal yonelimler iizerinde
etkisini silirdiirebilmektedir. Bu nedenle modernlesmenin sonugclari, biitiin toplumlarin ayni son
noktaya ilerledigi kaginilmaz bir yakinsama siireci olarak degil, ortak ekonomik baskilarin farkl
tarihsel ve kiiltiirel glizergahlarda yeniden yorumlandigi baglama duyarli bir degisim siireci olarak
degerlendirilmelidir.

Bu noktada dikkat cekici olan, ekonomik gelismenin etkisinin kiiltiirel baglamdan bagimsiz
ger¢geklesmemesidir. Derlemede yer alan c¢alismalar, benzer ekonomik doniigiimlerin farkl
toplumlarda farkli deger oriintiileriyle sonuclandigini gostermektedir. Ozellikle Dogu Asya
toplumlarinda bireysel 6zerklik gostergelerinde artis gozlenmesine karsin, aileye baglilik, ana-
babaya saygi ve kusaklar arasi dayanigsma gibi iligkisel degerlerin biiyiik olgiide korunmasi,
ekonomik gelismenin mevcut kiiltiirel yapilar1 tamamen ortadan kaldirmak yerine ¢ogu zaman
onlarin {izerine insa edildigini diisiindiirmektedir. Dolayisiyla modernlesme, kiiltiirel mirasin yerine
gecen bir siirecten ziyade, onunla etkilesim icinde isleyen toplumsal bir doniisiim olarak
goriinmektedir.

Bu bulgular aym zamanda kiiltiirel degisimin dogrusal bir siire¢ olmadigini da ortaya
koymaktadir. Incelenen arastirmalar, modern ve geleneksel degerlerin birbirini dislayan iki ayr yapi
olusturmadigini; aksine ayni toplum, hatta ayni birey icinde birlikte var olabildigini gostermektedir.
Bireysel 6zerkligin giiclenmesi ile aile iligkilerinin siirdiiriilmesi, ¢ekirdek ailelerin yayginlagmasi
ile kusaklar aras1 dayanigmanin devam etmesi veya 6z-ifade degerlerinin artmasina ragmen ana-
babaya sayginin korunmasi gibi oriintiiler, kiiltiire]l doniisiimiin "gelenekselden moderne” dogru
dogrusal bir gecisten ¢ok, farkli deger sistemlerinin birlikte yeniden orgiitlendigi daha karmagik bir
sire¢ oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu agidan degerlendirildiginde, kiiltiirel degisimin yalnizca
ekonomik gostergeler ilizerinden yorumlanmasi aile yagamindaki doniistimlerin 6nemli bir boliimiinii
aciklamakta yetersiz kalmaktadir.

Derlemede 6zellikle Cin {izerine ylriitiilen ¢alismalarin yogun bigimde yer almasi da bu
acidan dikkat ¢ekicidir. Cin, hizli ekonomik biiyiime ve modernlesme deneyimine ragmen
Konfligyliscii kiiltiirel mirasin aile iliskileri ve deger sistemleri {izerindeki etkisini 6nemli Sl¢iide
koruyan toplumlarin basinda gelmektedir. Benzer Oriintiilerin Japonya ve Tirkiye gibi farklh
kolektivist geleneklere sahip toplumlarda da gozlenmesi, kiiltiirel mirasin yalnizca tilkeye 6zgii bir
olgu olmadigini, ekonomik gelismenin aile ilizerindeki etkilerini bicimlendiren daha genel bir
aciklayict degisken oldugunu diisiindiirmektedir. Bu nedenle ekonomik gelismenin aile degisimini
hangi yonde etkileyecegini anlayabilmek igin, toplumlarin tarihsel, kiiltiirel ve iliskisel 6zelliklerinin
birlikte degerlendirilmesi gerekmektedir.
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Son yillarda elde edilen Kkiiltiirleraras1t bulgular, iilkeler arasindaki deger farkliliklarinin
modernlesmeyle birlikte ortadan kalkmadigini, bazi durumlarda daha da belirginlestigini
gostermektedir. Bu sonug, modernlesmenin kiiltiirel homojenlesme yaratacagi yoniindeki klasik
varsayimin yeniden degerlendirilmesini gerekli kilmaktadir. Goriiniise gore ekonomik gelisme,
toplumlar1 benzer ekonomik yapilara yaklastirsa da, bu doniisiim her toplumun kendi tarihsel ve
kiiltiirel mirasi igerisinde farkli bigimlerde yeniden yorumlanmaktadir. Dolayisiyla aile degisimini
aciklayan kuramsal modellerin, ekonomik gelismeyi kiiltiirel baglamdan bagimsiz ele almak yerine,
bu iki siirecin karsilikli etkilesimini agiklayabilecek biitiinciil bir ¢ergeve sunmalar1 gerekmektedir.

Bu noktada Kagitcibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kurami 6nemli bir kuramsal a¢ilim sunmaktadir.
Kuram, ekonomik gelismenin aile yapisini doniistiirdiigiinii kabul etmekle birlikte, bu dontisiimiin
toplumlarin kiiltiirel 6zelliklerine bagl olarak farkli aile modelleri {iretebilecegini 6ne siirmektedir.
Bu nedenle, modernlesme ile kiiltiirel stirekliligin birlikte nasil var olabildigini agiklama potansiyeli
acisindan Aile Degisim Kurami, klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin agiklayiciligini tamamlayan daha
kapsamli bir kuramsal ¢ergeve olarak degerlendirilebilir.

4.3.  Cocugun Degeri Arastirmalari: iki Kuram Arasinda Ampirik Bir Képrii

Bu sistematik derlemede degerlendirilen Cocugun Degeri arastirmalari, ekonomik gelisme
ile aile degisimi arasindaki iligkinin anlagilmasinda kritik bir ampirik temel sunmaktadir. Bu
calismalar yalnizca Kagitgibasi'nin Aile Degisim Kuraminin gelistirilmesine zemin hazirlamakla
kalmamig, ayni zamanda Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim Kuraminin temel
varsayimlarinin ayni arastirma programi igerisinde birlikte degerlendirilebilmesine de olanak
saglamistir. Bu yoniiyle VOC arastirmalari, iki kuramin birbirini diglayan degil, aile degisiminin
farkli boyutlarini agiklayan yaklagimlar olarak degerlendirilmesine katki saglamaktadir.

Derlemede yer alan bulgular, sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte cocuklarin aile i¢indeki
ekonomik/faydac1 degerinin sistematik bi¢cimde azaldigini gostermektedir. Cocuklarin yashlik
giivencesi ve aile ekonomisine katki saglayan bir kaynak olarak goriilmesinin giderek zayiflamasi;
dogurganligin azalmasi, sosyal giivenlik sistemlerinin gelismesi ve ekonomik bagimsizligin
artmasiyla birlikte degerlendirildiginde, bu oriintii Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin ekonomik
gelisgmenin maddi karsilikli bagimliligi azaltacagi yoniindeki temel varsayimini 6nemli olglide
desteklemektedir. Bu agidan bakildiginda, modernlesmenin aile iiyeleri arasindaki ekonomik
iligkileri dontistiirdiigii yoniindeki kuramsal beklentinin gii¢lii ampirik karsilik buldugu soylenebilir.

Bununla birlikte, VOC arastirmalarinin ortaya koydugu en 6nemli katki, ekonomik karsilikli
bagimliligin azalmasinin aile i¢indeki duygusal iliskilerin de ayn1 dogrultuda zayiflayacagi anlamina
gelmedigini gostermesidir. Cocuklarin ekonomik degerindeki azalmaya karsin psikolojik ve
duygusal degerinin 6nemini korumasi, hatta bir¢ok baglamda daha da artmasi, aile iiyeleri arasindaki
iligkinin niteliginde bir doniisiim yasandigini diisiindiirmektedir. Bagka bir ifadeyle, aileler cocuklara
artik daha az ekonomik gereksinim duymakta; buna karsilik ¢ocuklarla kurduklari sevgi, yakinlik ve
karsilikli duygusal destek iliskisi onemini siirdiirmektedir. Bu oriintii, ekonomik bagimliligin
¢oOziilmesiyle birlikte duygusal bagliligin da ortadan kalkacagini 6ngéren yaklagimlarla tam olarak
ortiismemektedir.

Bu oriintii, aile degisiminin tek boyutlu bir siire¢ olmadigmi gostermektedir. Ekonomik
gelismeyle birlikte c¢ocuklarin ekonomik degerinin azalmasi, maddi karsilikli bagimlhiligin
zayifladigina isaret ederken; psikolojik degerinin 6nemini korumasi, aile i¢indeki duygusal baglarin
aynit dogrultuda ¢oziilmedigini diisiindiirmektedir. Bu nedenle VOC aragtirmalari, ekonomik ve
duygusal aile iligkilerinin toplumsal degisim karsisinda farkli bi¢imlerde doniigsebilecegini ortaya
koyan 6nemli bir ampirik ¢er¢eve sunmaktadir.
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Bu ¢ok boyutlu doniisiim, Modernlesme Kuramai ile Aile Degisim Kurami arasindaki temel
ayrisma noktalarindan birini gorlinlir kilmaktadir. Cocuklarin ekonomik degerindeki azalma,
ekonomik karsilikli bagimliligin ¢oziilmesi bakimindan Modernlesme Kurami'nin éngoriileriyle
uyumluyken; psikolojik ve duygusal degerinin Onemini korumasi, Aile Degisim Kuraminin
ekonomik doniistime ragmen duygusal karsilikli bagimliligin siirdiigii yoniindeki temel varsayimin
desteklemektedir. Bu nedenle VOC arastirmalari, iki kuramin aile degisiminin farkli boyutlarin
aciklama giiclinli ayn1 ampirik zemin {izerinde degerlendirmeye olanak saglayan 6nemli bir aragtirma
programi niteligindedir.

Cocugun degeri arastirmalarinin devami niteliginde gelistirilen programda elde edilen
bulgular da bu degerlendirmeyi giiclendirmektedir. Ug kusag1 kapsayan kiiltiirleraras: arastirmalar,
ekonomik degisimlere ragmen kusaklar aras1 karsilikli destek ve duygusal bagliligin farkli kiiltiirel
baglamlarda devam ettigini gostermektedir. Bu sonuglar, aile degisiminin yalnizca ekonomik
gostergeler lizerinden degerlendirilemeyecegini; ekonomik gelisme ile kiiltiirel iliskisellik
oOriintiilerinin birlikte ele alinmasi gerektigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bu yoniiyle ¢ocugun degeri
arastirmalari ve devami niteliginde olan genigletilmis arastirmalar, ekonomik gelismenin aileyi
donistiirdiigiinii kabul etmekle birlikte, bu doniisiimiin aile baglarimi ortadan kaldirmaktan ¢ok
yeniden bi¢imlendirdigini gdsteren en giiclii ampirik kanitlar arasinda yer almaktadir.

4.4.  Aile Degisim Kuraminin Degerlendirilmesi

Bu sistematik derlemede incelenen kiiltiirlerarasi aragtirmalar, Aile Degisim Kurami'nin aile
degisimini aciklamada onemli Olciide ampirik destek buldugunu gostermektedir. Ozellikle
sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte maddi karsilikli bagimliligin azalirken aile {iyeleri arasindaki
duygusal bagliligin varligin siirdiirdiigiinii gésteren bulgular, kuramin temel varsayimlarinin farkli
kiiltiirel baglamlarda karsilik buldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Bununla birlikte, mevcut kanitlar
kuramin tiim bilesenlerini ayn1 diizeyde desteklememekte; 6zellikle duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik
aile modelinin yapist ve farkli kiiltiirel baglamlardaki goriiniimii konusunda bazi belirsizliklerin
devam ettigine isaret etmektedir. Bu durum, kuramin temel ¢ergevesini zayiflatmaktan cok, belirli
bilesenlerinin daha ayrintili bicimde sinanmasi gerektigini diisiindiirmektedir.

Derlemede yer alan genis 6lgekli kiiltiirlerarasi arastirmalar, Aile Degisim Kurami'nin aile
modellerine iligkin kavramsallastirmasiin genel olarak farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda gdzlenen
oriintiilerle uyumlu oldugunu gostermektedir. Ozellikle Georgas ve arkadaslarmin farkli refah
diizeylerine sahip toplumlarda aile yapilan ile benlik yonelimleri arasindaki iliskileri ortaya koyan
bulgular1 ve Keller ve arkadaslarinin ebeveynlik uygulamalar1 tizerinden kiiltiirel modelleri inceleyen
calismalar1 birlikte degerlendirildiginde, ekonomik gelismenin aile yapisini doniistiirdiigii ancak aile
tiyeleri arasindaki iliskisel yonelimi biitiiniiyle ortadan kaldirmadigi gériilmektedir. Ozellikle
ailecilik, karsiliklilik ve kusaklar arasi dayanismanin yalnizca geleneksel aile yapilarinda degil,
ekonomik ac¢idan gelismis birgok toplumda da Onemini korumasi, aile degisiminin yalnizca
bireysellesme ekseninde agiklanamayacagini gostermektedir.

Kuramin ampirik olarak en giiclii destek bulan yonlerinden biri, ekonomik karsilikli
bagimlilik ile duygusal karsilikli bagimlilig1 birbirinden ayristirmasidir. Incelenen ¢alismalarin ortak
oOrlintiisii, ekonomik gelismeyle birlikte aile iiyeleri arasindaki maddi bagimliliklarin zayifladigini,
buna karsin sevgi, yakinlik, karsilikli destek ve aileye baglilik gibi iliskisel 6zelliklerin biiyiik olciide
varligmi siirdirdigiinii gostermektedir. Bu bulgular, aile degisiminin ekonomik ve duygusal
boyutlariin ayni dogrultuda ilerlemedigine isaret etmekte ve Kagit¢ibasi'nin aile iligkilerinin
yalmzca ekonomik islevler {izerinden agiklanamayacagi yoniindeki yaklasimini desteklemektedir.
Bu yoniiyle Aile Degisim Kurami, modernlesme siirecinin aile lizerindeki etkilerini yalnizca yapisal
donisiimler tizerinden degil, aile iligkilerinin degisen islevleri lizerinden de agiklayabilen daha
kapsaml1 bir ¢ergeve sunmaktadir.
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Bununla birlikte, mevcut bulgular kuramin &zellikle duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik aile
modeline iliskin varsayimlarinin heniiz kesin bi¢imde dogrulandigini gostermemektedir. Georgas ve
arkadaslarinin bulgularinda duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik modeli beklenenden daha ¢ok bagimsiz
aile modeline yaklasirken, Keller ve arkadaslarinin galismasinda 6zerk-iliskisel modelin yalnizca
kismi destek bulmasi, bu aile modelinin farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda tek tip bir yap1 sergilemedigini
diisiindiirmektedir. Benzer bi¢cimde, farkli aragtirmalarda go¢, kentlesme, egitim diizeyi ve kiiltiirel
uyum siire¢lerinin aile iligkilerini farkli bigimlerde etkilemesi, duygusal karsilikli bagimliligin sabit
bir aile modeli olmaktan ¢ok, baglamsal kosullara gore farkli bi¢imlerde ortaya ¢ikabilen dinamik
bir yapi olabilecegine isaret etmektedir. Bu nedenle, 6zellikle boylamsal ve ¢ok diizeyli kiiltiirlerarasi
arastirmalarin, bu aile modelinin gelisimsel niteligini ve simir kosullarin1 daha ayrintili bigcimde
ortaya koymasi gerekmektedir.

Genel olarak degerlendirildiginde, mevcut ampirik kanitlar Aile Degisim Kurami'nin temel
yaklagimmi biiylik 6l¢lide desteklemektedir. Kuram, ekonomik gelismenin aile yapisin
donistiirdiigiinii kabul etmekle birlikte, bu doniisimiin aile baglarinin ¢6ziilmesi anlamina
gelmedigini; aksine ekonomik iliskilerin yeniden orgiitlenmesiyle birlikte duygusal bagliligin farkl
bicimlerde siirdiiriilebilecegini 6ne siirmektedir. Bu yoniiyle Aile Degisim Kurami, ekonomik
gelisme ile kiiltiirel siirekliligi ayn1 kuramsal gercevede bir araya getirme konusunda énemli bir
aciklayicilik sunmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, bu agiklayiciligin Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile hangi
noktalarda Ortiistigii, hangi noktalarda ayristig1 ve aile degisimini agiklamada hangi kuramsal
cercevenin daha kapsayict oldugu sorusu, iki kuramin dogrudan karsilastirilmasini gerekli
kilmaktadir.

4.5. Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim Kuraminin Karsilastirilmasi

Bu sistematik derlemenin bulgulari, Klasik Modernlesme Kurami ile Aile Degisim
Kurami'nin aile degisimini agiklamada birbirini tamamen diglayan yaklagimlar olmadigini, aksine
ayn1 doniligiim siirecinin farkli boyutlarini agikladigini géstermektedir. Her iki kuram da ekonomik
gelisme, sanayilesme, kentlesme ve egitim diizeyindeki artigin aile yapisinda 6nemli degisimlere yol
actig1 konusunda ortak bir bakis acisin1 paylasmaktadir. Incelenen arastirmalar da sosyoekonomik
gelismeyle birlikte aile iiyeleri arasindaki maddi karsilikli bagimlhiligin zayiflamasi, ¢ekirdek aile
yapisinin yayginlagsmasi ve bireysel 6zerkligin artmasi gibi degisimlerin farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda
gozlendigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bu agidan degerlendirildiginde, ekonomik gelismenin aile
yapisindaki doniisiimiin temel belirleyicilerinden biri oldugu yoniindeki Modernlesme Kurami'nin
temel varsayimlari 6nemli 6l¢iide ampirik destek bulmaktadir.

Bununla birlikte, iki kuram arasindaki temel ayrim, ekonomik doniisiimiin aile iligkilerinin
niteligi tizerindeki etkisinin nasil yorumlandigi noktasinda ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Klasik Modernlesme
Kurami, ekonomik bagimliligin ¢dziilmesini ¢ogunlukla aile baglarinin zayiflamasi, bireyselligin
gliclenmesi ve geleneksel iligki oriintiilerinin ¢6ziilmesiyle iliskilendirirken, Aile Degisim Kurami
ekonomik doniisiim ile duygusal iliskilerin ayni1 dogrultuda ilerlemedigini ileri siirmektedir. Derleme
kapsaminda degerlendirilen c¢aligmalar, ekonomik geligmenin aile iiyeleri arasindaki maddi
bagimlilig1 azalttigin1 dogrulamakla birlikte, sevgi, yakinlik, karsilikli destek ve aileye baglilik gibi
iligkisel 6zelliklerin biiyiik 6lciide varligini stirdiirdiigiinii gostermektedir. Bu bulgular, ekonomik ve
duygusal aile iligkilerinin birbirinden bagimsiz bi¢imde degisebilecegini ve aile degisiminin yalnizca
bireysellesme ekseninde agiklanmasinin yetersiz kalabilecegini diisiindiirmektedir.

Bu ayrmin en belirgin bicimde gozlendigi ampirik alanlardan biri Cocugun Degeri
aragtirmalaridir. Bu aragtirma bulgulari, sosyoekonomik gelismeyle birlikte ¢cocuklarm ekonomik
degerinin azalmasina karsin psikolojik ve duygusal degerinin 6nemini korudugunu gostermektedir.
Bu oriintii, ekonomik karsilikli bagimliligin ¢6ziilmesi bakimindan Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin
ongoriileriyle uyumlu goriiniirken, aile i¢indeki duygusal bagliligin devam etmesi bakimindan Aile
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Degisim Kurami'nin temel varsayimlarini desteklemektedir. Bu yoniiyle gocugu degeri arastirmalari,
iki kuramin ayni ampirik bulgular iizerinden birlikte degerlendirilebildigini ve aile degisiminin
ekonomik ile iligkisel boyutlarinin birbirinden ayristirilmasi gerektigini ortaya koyan énemli bir
aragtirma programi niteligi tasimaktadir.

Bu sistematik derlemenin bulgulari 1s18inda degerlendirildiginde, Aile Degisim Kurami'nin
Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'na alternatif olmaktan ¢ok, onu kiiltiirel ve iliskisel boyutlarla
genisgleten bir kuramsal ¢erceve sundugu soylenebilir. Modernlesme Kurami ekonomik gelismenin
aile yapisi tizerindeki doniistiiriicii etkisini agiklamada giiclii bir kuramsal temel saglarken, Aile
Degisim Kurami ekonomik doniisime ragmen aile baglarinin neden ve nasil varligim
stirdiirebildigini acgiklayabilmektedir. Dolayisiyla aile degisimini yalnizca ekonomik ya da yalnizca
kiiltiirel siireclerle agiklamak yerine, bu iki boyutun karsilikli etkilesimini birlikte ele alan biitiinciil
bir yaklagimin, farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda gozlenen aile oriintiilerini aciklamada daha kapsayici
oldugu degerlendirilebilir.

4.6. Smirhhiklar

Bu sistematik derlemenin bulgular1 degerlendirilirken bazi simirliliklarin g6z Oniinde
bulundurulmas: gerekmektedir. ilk olarak, Aile Degisim Kurami'n1 dogrudan sinayan kiiltiirlerarasi
arastirmalarin sayis1 gorece sinirlidir. Kurama iligkin ampirik literatiir biiyiik 6l¢iide belirli aragtirma
programlari etrafinda gelismis olup, 6zellikle gocugun degeri arastirma projeleri ile bunlarin devami
niteligindeki ¢aligmalar mevcut kanitlarin 6nemli boliimiinii olusturmaktadir. Bu durum, kuramin
dogrudan sinandigi ¢aligmalarin halen sinirlt oldugunu gostermektedir.

Ikinci olarak, derlemeye dahil edilen calismalar arastirma desenleri, drneklem 6zellikleri,
kiiltiirel baglamlar1 ve kullanilan 6l¢iim araglar1 bakimindan 6nemli 6lgiide ¢esitlilik gostermektedir.
Bu metodolojik heterojenlik, bulgularin dogrudan karsilastirilmasini gii¢lestirmis ve ¢alismalar
arasinda nicel bir sentez yapilmasini uygun olmaktan ¢ikarmistir. Bu nedenle derlemede nitel sentez
yontemi benimsenmis, sonuglar ortak egilimler ve kuramsal ortintiiler lizerinden degerlendirilmistir.

Ugiincii olarak, mevcut literatiiriin kiiltiirel dagilimi dengeli degildir. Arastirmalarin nemli
bir boliimii sinirl sayidaki iilkede yiirtitiilmiis; cogu Afrika, Latin Amerika, Ortadogu ve Asya tilkesi
gibi farkli sosyokiiltiirel baglamlara iligkin ampirik kanitlar ise gorece sinirli kalmigtir. Bu nedenle
elde edilen bulgularin, aile degisiminin farkli kiiltiirel Orilintiilerini biitiinliyle temsil ettigi
sOylenemez.

Son olarak, bu derleme yalnizca Ingilizce dilinde yayimlanmis, hakem degerlendirmesinden
geemis ve Web of Science veri tabanlarinda indekslenen ¢aligmalarla sinirlandirilmistir. Bu segim,
yontemsel kaliteyi ve uluslararasi karsilastirilabilirligi artirmay1 amaglamakla birlikte, farkli dillerde
yayimlanmis ¢aligmalarin, diger veri tabanlarinda yer alan aragtirmalarin ve gri literatiir
kapsamindaki tez, kitap bolimii, rapor ve konferans bildirilerinin derlemeye dahil edilmemesi
nedeniyle ilgili baz1 kanitlarin gézden kagmis olabilecegi olasiligini da beraberinde getirmektedir.
Bununla birlikte, belirlenen dahil etme 6Slgiitleri dogrultusunda yiiksek metodolojik nitelige sahip
calismalarin sistematik bicimde degerlendirilmesi, aile degisimine iligkin mevcut ampirik literatiiriin
giivenilir ve tutarli bir sentezinin sunulmasina olanak saglamistir.

4.7.  Gelecekte Yapilacak Arastirmalar

Bu sistematik derlemenin bulgulari, aile degisimine iliskin kuramsal tartismalarin daha
ileriye tasinabilmesi igin cesitli arastirma alanlarmna isaret etmektedir. Oncelikle, Aile Degisim
Kurami'nin ozellikle duygusal karsilikli bagimlilik aile modeline iliskin varsayimlarmin daha
kapsamli bigimde sinanmasina ihtiya¢ bulunmaktadir. Mevcut arastirmalar bu modeli genel olarak
desteklemekle birlikte, farkli kiiltiirel baglamlarda nasil ortaya ¢iktigi, hangi toplumsal kosullar

altinda giiglendigi ya da zayifladig1 ve zaman igerisinde nasil degistigi konusunda heniiz tutarli net
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sonuclar sunmamaktadir. Bu nedenle farkli kiiltiirlerde yiiriitiilecek karsilagtirmali ve boylamsal
arastirmalar, kuramin bu bileseninin daha agik bigimde anlagilmasina 6nemli katkilar saglayacaktir.
Ayrica Kagitcibasinin modelinde, 06zeklik (diisiik-yiiksek) ile iliskisellik (diisiik-yiiksek)
boyutlarinin ¢aprazlanmasiyla ortaya ¢ikan dort farkli aile/benlik modelinden biri olan “diigiik
iligkisellik, diisiik 06zerklik” modeline iliskin ulasilabildigi kadariyla dogrudan calisma
yapilmamustir. Hiyerarsik ve ihmalkér ailelerde ortaya ¢ikan bu oriintiiye karsilik gelen aile modeli,
gelismekte olan birey ve diger aile iiyeleri agisindan ciddi psikolojik sorunlarla iliskili patolojik bir
yapi olarak degerlendirildigi i¢in Kagit¢ibagi'min aile modelleri kuramina dahil edilmemistir ve bu
oOriintiiniin herhangi bir kiiltiirde yaygin oldugu diistintilmemektedir (Kagit¢ibasi, 2005a; Smith ve
ark., 2006). Ancak yine de diger ii¢ aile modelinin yanisira bu 6riintiiniin de daha iyi anlagilmasi i¢in
yeni arastirmalarin yapilmasinda yarar goriilmektedir.

Ikinci olarak, gelecekteki arastirmalarin aile degisimini yalnizca ekonomik gostergeler
iizerinden degil, kiiltiirel degerler, goc, kentlesme ve kusaklar arasi etkilesim gibi baglamsal
degiskenlerle birlikte ele almasi 6nem tasimaktadir. Bu derlemede degerlendirilen calismalar,
ekonomik gelismenin aile yapisini donistiirdiigiinii gostermekle birlikte, bu doniislimiin farkli
kiiltiirel baglamlarda ayni1 bicimde gerceklesmedigine isaret etmektedir. Bu nedenle cok diizeyli
analizlerin ve farkli toplumsal baglamlar1 karsilagtiran arastirma tasarimlarinin kullanilmasi, aile
degisiminin altinda yatan mekanizmalarin daha ayritili bigimde ortaya konmasina katki
saglayacaktir.

Son olarak, mevcut ampirik literatiiriin cografi dagiliminin genisletilmesi gerekmektedir.
Aragtirmalarin 6nemli bir boliimii Tiirkiye, Bati Avrupa, Amerika ve Cin, Japonya gibi uzak dogu
iilkelerinde yogunlagirken, Afrika, Latin Amerika ve Giiney Asya gibi pek ¢ok farkli sosyokiiltiirel
baglamlara iliskin kanitlar gorece simirli kalmaktadir. Daha genis kiiltiirel cesitliligi kapsayan
arastirmalarin yiiriitiilmesi, hem Klasik Modernlesme Kurami'nin hem de Aile Degisim Kurami'nin
farkli toplumsal kosullardaki agiklayiciligimin daha kapsamli bicimde degerlendirilmesine olanak
saglayacaktir. Bu tiir aragtirmalar, aile degisiminin evrensel ve kiiltiire 6zgii yonlerinin daha saglikli
bicimde ayirt edilmesine katkida bulunarak, aile degisimine iliskin kuramsal modellerin
gelistirilmesine 6nemli bir zemin olugturacaktir.
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