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Chapter 1

General introduction



Turkish immigration in the Netherlands

Migration takes place on a worldwide scale anchingecond half of the 20th century, especially
in the 1960s and 1970s, many Turkish labor migraat®e to Europe on a temporary basis,
because there was a need of labor forces to @listiortages in the less skilled segments of the
labor market. The majority of these first genermatioigrants (also named guest-workers) were
recruited from the rural areas of the lowest samoemic regions in Turkey. Many migrants
expected their stay to be temporary and to rettheair homeland after a couple of years of hard
work, but most of them ended up bringing their fiéesi to their new country and settled
permanently. Nowadays, Turkish families and thé&itdcen are the largest immigrant group in
Europe (4 million) and they reside in a large numbé European countries (Crul, 2008),
including the Netherlands (377,000; CBS, 2009). §hewth of the Turkish population in the
Netherlands is currently mostly due to the increzfdhe second generation and much less due to
migration. Currently, 48% (182,000) of the Turkigbpulation in the Netherlands is from the
second generation and it is expected that thisepgaige will increase to 60% (279,000) in 2050
(CBS, 2009). As the second-generation more oftemiesafirst-generation Turkish partners who
grew up in Turkey (x 75%; Distelbrink & Hooghienest2005), the majority of children are now
growing up in families with generational differesdeetween parents. Despite the growth of the
second-generation Turkish immigrant population hie Netherlands, little research has been

conducted on parenting and child behavior problentisese families.

Acculturation and parenting

Through immigration, people from different cultureeme into contact with each other and in
response to a changing cultural context the immigrandergo an acculturation process (Berry,
Poortinga, Segall, & Dasen, 2002). Berry (1997)rfolated an acculturation model in which the
first dimension consists of a preference for manng one’s own heritage culture and ethnic
identity (e.g., Turkish culture), and the seconahatision is the preference to participate in the
host society (e.g., the Netherlands). Second-ggoerammigrants did not experience migration
themselves, but they are exposed to living in twhuces, which can affect their adaptation in
general and their parenting behaviors in particuldwus, their parenting behaviors may differ
from those in their home country as well as fromstin their resident country, depending on

their acculturation level. Immigrant parents whe ariented to the cultural values of the host



country more often adopt child-rearing attituded @ehaviors similar to the host society (e.qg.,
Jain & Belsky, 1997; Yamurlu & Sanson, 2009). For example, a study on lagation and
parenting values and practices in a sample of Shrhknigrants living in Australia showed that
mothers who were more willing to interact with thest culture favored more use of inductive
discipline methods and child-centered goals whidremmore similar to the host society than
mothers who favored separation from Australian etgcfYgmurlu & Sanson, 2009). However,
other studies have also shown that (Turkish) imamitg tend to maintain the family values and
parenting practices (i.e., parental control) ofirtheritage culture (e.g., Bornstein & Cote, 2001;
Gungor, 2008) and pass them on to the next genasafPhalet & Schonpflug, 2001; Schonpflug,
2001). A study among first- and second-generatiamkiSh immigrants in the Netherlands
showed that adaptation to the host society wasréalvaith respect to social contact with Dutch
people and the Dutch language (Arends-Toth & Vawijeer, 2003), but cultural maintenance

was preferred regarding child-rearing and cultbeddits.

Parenting context of Turkish immigrantsliving in the Netherlands

In comparison to the native Dutch population, Tsinkmigrants in the Netherlands live under
lower socioeconomic conditions, have low or no @tion, are unemployed or have low-paid
employment, live more often in large families, dine primarily in socially deprived areas in the
Netherlands (Distelbrink & Hooghiemstra, 2005).haltigh the socioeconomic position (i.e., the
educational level) of the second-generation isebdtian that of the first generation, it is still
more unfavorable than in the native population. &ample, only 4% of the second-generation
Turkish parents are highly educated (higher pridesé education or the university) in
comparison to 35% of the native parents (Distelb&irHooghiemstra, 2005). The average age at
which Turkish immigrant mothers have their firsildhis increasing, especially for the second-
generation, but it is still lower than the mean af@ative Dutch mothers. Moreover, in 31% of
Turkish families the number of children is highkan three compared to 22% in native Dutch
families. When investigating parenting practicesinmmigrant families, the sociodemographic
context is important to take into account, as cdo@ factors have been shown to influence
parenting practices (e.g., Bakermans-Kranenburg, Naendoorn, & Kroonenberg, 2004; Fox,
Platz, & Bentley, 1995). For example, The NethettarPrevalence study of Maltreatment of
youth (NPM-2005) showed an increased risk of chmidltreatment in traditional immigrant
families (Turkish, Moroccan, Surinam, and Antilleanbut when the educational level of these

families was taken into account, the increased fskchild maltreatment in these families



disappeared (Euser, Van lJzendoorn, Prinzie, & Balas-Kranenburg, 2009). Regarding
parenting values, the differences between Turkisimigrant and native Dutch parents in
autonomy and conformity as goals they valued feirtbhildren, disappeared after correction for
parents’ educational level (Pels, Nijsten, Oostgelie& Vollebergh, 2006).

Parenting in Turkish immigrant families

Several studies in Western societies have shovirinbensitive, authoritarian parenting practices
are associated with increased child behavior problée.g., Campbell, 2002). Moreover, children
with difficult temperaments who are raised in aneade rearing environment are even more at
risk of developing behavior problems because tha&yehmore difficulties in regulating their
emotions, managing their impulses, and engage mie® in novel and dangerous situations
(e.g., Belsky, Hsieh, & Crnic, 1998; Frick & Morri8004; Van Zeijl et al., 2007). Similar studies
on Turkish immigrant families with young childrerearelatively scarce. Recently, the existing
literature on parental functioning in immigrant fiéies living in the Netherlands has been
reviewed (Mesman & Yaman, in press). This reviewmfecms that there are very few studies
examining parenting in immigrant families in the therlands. Overall, the existing studies
showed that achievement and obedience of childrere wnore valued in (first- and second-
generation) Turkish immigrant families than in matiDutch families. Furthermore, Turkish
immigrant mothers reacted more harshly to the#rntis crying than Dutch mothers. In addition,
Turkish immigrant adolescents characterized thielebiaring behaviors of their parents as more
restrictive than their Dutch counterparts. Regaydattitudes toward gender roles, Turkish
adolescents seemed to have the least egalitaras icompared to other immigrant groups and
the native Dutch group. However, conservativelattis about gender roles seem to shift to more
egalitarian ones in second-generation Turkish imamgfamilies. For example, no differences
were found between boys and girls in their perogptf strict rules, support, and openness in
their relation with their parents. According to tiexiew by Mesman and Yaman (in press), many
studies found mean level group differences in gargrbehaviors between immigrant and native
Dutch groups, but the associations between pagebghaviors and the development of children
were generally comparable across ethnic groups.eMwmecifically, a negative parent-child
relationship, more restrictive control, and a latkparental responsiveness were associated with
more child emotional and behavioral problems amiomgigrants as well as the Dutch natives.
These findings support theno-group difference hypothesis in which associations in

developmental processes are not modified by clijuspecific experiences, as opposed to the



group differenceshypothesis that suggests cultural relativity oflctchsocialization and that
implies variations in the relation between familyacacteristics and child behavior problems
across ethnic groups. The review concludes that stodies were conducted over a decade ago,
their results were anecdotic or based on qualéatesearch, self-reports, and interviews, and
therefore emphasizes the use of standardized a@ismral methods in the future. So far, only a
few observational studies were conducted amongiSlurknmigrant families with young children
(Bus, Leseman, & Keultjes, 2000; Leseman & Van Beom, 1999; Verhallen, Bus, & de Jong,
2006). One study showed that the social-emotionality of mother-child interactions during
book reading and problem solving were lower in Taltkmmigrant families, compared to Dutch
families (Leseman & Van den Boom, 1999), whereastrer study found no differences in

maternal support between the groups during boatimggBus et al., 2000).
Behavior problemsin Turkish immigrant children

Externalizing behaviors, such as oppositional beiniayaggression, and overactivity can occur as
early as toddlerhood and are quite common durirggpériod (Keenan & Shaw, 1994; Van Zeijl
et al., 2006). In most cases, these behaviors @eeiia the fourth year of life (Alink et al, 2006),
but in others externalizing behaviors persist iater childhood and even adulthood (e.g., Loeber
& Hay, 1997). Early-onset externalizing problemsvénedbeen found to predict subsequent
psychopathology and problems in several domairfgraftioning, including personal, social, and
academic development (Campbell, 2002).

In the literature inconsistent results have begorted regarding child behavior problems
(e.g., externalizing behaviors) in Turkish immigréamilies living in the Netherlands with some
studies finding more behavior problems in Turkisfildren compared to Dutch children when
parentsreported these problems (Bengi-Arslan, Verhulah gler Ende, & Erol, 1997; Stevens et
al.,, 2003), and other studies showing equal or tovewels of teacher or selfreported
externalizing behaviors in Turkish children thanDatch children (Crijnen, Bengi-Arslan, &
Verhulst, 2000; Zwirs, Burger, Schulpen, & Buitelad006). In a survey study conducted in
several Youth Health Care centers in the Netheslgddugdgezondheidszorg), with a reach of
more than 95% of children during the preschool ye@rofessionals and parents filled out
guestionnaires on the well-being of children: mg@/chosocial problems in children were
reported by parents in non-western ethnic familie2b) than native families (4%), whereas no
differences were reported by the professionals (€tryal., 2003; Zeijl, Crone, Wiefferink,

Keuzenkamp, & Reijeneveld, 2005). These discreganici results may be explained by the fact



that the professionals may have had more diffiesilin signaling problems in children with a
different ethnic background. In general, most afsth studies focused mainly on school-age
children and adolescents, whereas studies aimgduaiy immigrant Turkish toddlers are still
lacking.

Overall, studies on Turkish immigrant familiesitig in the Netherlands mainly focused
on the occurrence of behavior problems during neidtid late childhood. However, we do not
know whether the incidence and the parenting ptedicof such behaviors during toddlerhood
are similar to those in native Dutch families. Thigormation is necessary to adapt early
intervention programs aimed at improving the gyadit mother-child interactions to the specific

child-rearing context of Turkish immigrant families

Thecurrent thesis

Aimsof the study

The general aim of the current series of studi¢s éxamine the early development and parenting
predictors of toddler externalizing problem behawio Turkish immigrant families living in the
Netherlands in comparison with native Dutch famili€he current thesis addresses the following
issues:

(1) Testing theno-group differencdypothesis versus tlgroup-differencediypothesis by
comparing the levels and interrelations of familiyess, parenting efficacy, and toddler
externalizing behaviors in second-generation Thrkismigrant and native Dutch families. In the
Turkish group, the role of maternal acculturatiatl aso be examined.

(2) Investigating mean level differences in obsdrmaternal sensitivity and discipline,
as well as differences in the interrelations ofstheparenting behaviors between second-
generation Turkish immigrant and native Dutch mogheThe level and role of maternal
acculturation and gender-differentiated parentifiljalso be examined.

(3) Examining the influence of child temperameanisitive parenting, and authoritarian
discipline on physical aggression in Turkish todslia the Netherlands.

Second-generation Turkish immigrant parents oé2rold children were recruited from
the municipal registers of several cities and townghe western and middle region of the
Netherlands. Participating mothers were adminidtegeiestionnaires on child and parent

behaviors, and observations of parenting behaviere conducted during home-visits. One year



after the first home visit, all families were vesit at home again, using the same observational

measures and questionnaires as in the first hosite vi

Outline of the present thesis

In Chapter 2perceived family stress, parenting efficacy, ahddcexternalizing behaviors in
second-generation Turkish immigrant families antiveaDutch families are compare@hapter

3 addresses differences in patterns of parentingdeet second-generation Turkish immigrant
and native Dutch mothers with toddleShapter 4reports on the moderating role of child
temperament in the association between parentidgpagsical toddler aggression in second-
generation Turkish immigrant families. Bhapter 5the main results of the three studies are

integrated and discussed.



Chapter 2
Perceived family stress, parenting efficacy, antiich
externalizing behaviors in second-generation imemgr

mothers

Yaman, A., Mesman, J., Van IJzendoorn, M. H., & &akans-Kranenburg, M. J.
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiologygmess)



Abstract

In this study we compared the levels of family s$teparenting efficacy, and toddler externalizing
behaviors in Dutchn(= 175) and second-generation Turkish immigrantilfasn(n = 175) living in
the Netherlands. In addition, the influence of Tsink mothers’ acculturation on toddler
externalizing behaviors and its association withcewed stress and efficacy were examined.
Turkish mothers reported higher levels of dailyssrand marital discord than Dutch mothers, but
did not differ in perceptions of parenting efficaapd children’s externalizing behaviors. The
associations between child and family variablesevgemilar in the Dutch and the Turkish groups
as more family stress was related to more extainglibehaviors in toddlers. Low parenting
efficacy was the most important predictor of chadternalizing behaviors in both groups.
Acculturation of Turkish mothers was not associatétth family and child variables, and did not
moderate the association between family variabieb Ghild externalizing behaviors. However,
emotional connectedness to the Turkish culture nebmed to less daily stress and fewer marital
problems. The results support the no-group diffeeenhypothesis, and also imply that cultural

maintenance may be adaptive for parental well-being



I ntroduction

Parenting toddlers can be a challenge to caregiiternalizing behaviors, such as oppositional
and aggressive behaviors are quite common duriidjeédhood (Keenan & Shaw, 1994; Van Zeijl
et al., 2006). Previous studies have shown tha¢malt experiences of daily stress, marital discord,
and low parenting efficacy are related to extemadj behaviors in young children (Belsky,
Woodworth, & Crnic, 1996; Carter, Briggs-Gowan, &aws, 2004; Johnston & Mash, 1989).
However, we do not know if these associations pestain to immigrant families. The aim of our
study is to compare the levels and correlates @¢émal perceptions of family stress (daily stress
and marital discord), parenting efficacy, and cldldernalizing behaviors in Dutch and second-
generation Turkish immigrant families in the Nethads. In the Turkish group, we also explored
the role of maternal acculturation and its assmmiatwith toddler externalizing behaviors,
perceived family stress, and parenting efficacy.

The number of people who have migrated from thathlzountry to another country has
almost doubled during the last fifty years to 19fliom immigrants in 2005 (UNFPA, 2006). As a
response to the changing cultural context immigramdergo an acculturation process, in which
identification with the culture of origin need nexclude identification with the host culture and
vice versa (Berry, 1997; Berry, Poortinga, Segdll,Dasen, 2002). This two-dimensional
acculturation model represents the connection &samwn heritage culture and to the host society.
Changes associated with acculturation could leadadoulturative stress when immigrants
experience these changes as stressors (Berry,. 19980 the second generation can experience
these stresses because they may feel caught betweienparents’ and their own values and
therefore may be more vulnerable in dealing withlleimges in certain domains of their lives (e.g.,
child-rearing, daily situations, and marital ratai$) when struggling to both maintain the culture o
origin and adopt the host culture (Sodowsky & MagsR000). Indeed, (acculturative) stress has
shown to be related to parents’ perceptions of panenting efficacy (the perception of one’s own
efficacy in dealing with the child), daily stresmd stress in marital relations (e.g., Berry, 2006;
Wells-Parker, Miller, & Topping, 1990). Thus, lowlerels of acculturation might have a negative
effect on parental and child well-being. In thairn, feelings of parenting inefficacy, daily
stresses, and low marital quality have been foongrédict child externalizing behavior problems
(e.g., Baker & Heller, 1996; Reid & Crisafulli, 1@9 Thus, children in immigrant families may be
at risk to show more behavior problems than nathitdren. However, inconsistent results on this
issue have been found (Stevens & Vollebergh, 200Bgse inconsistencies may be illuminated

when the link between parental acculturation anlil diehavior problems in immigrant families is



taken into account (Atzaba-Poria, Pike, & Barr2@04; Weiss, Goebel, Page, Wilson, & Warda,
1998). Moreover, the association between certamentimg factors and child behavior problems
may vary with the acculturation levels of the pasefor example, higher acculturation levels may
buffer the negative effects of family stress andepting inefficacy on child externalizing
behaviors, as more acculturated parents might Imewhbat more tolerant of such problem
behaviors or may feel they have more easily actessupport systems to help alleviate their
problems.

In Western societies, the association between yastiess and toddler behavior problems
has been frequently found (Campbell, Breaux, Ewéh§zumowski, 1986; Van Zeijl et al., 2006).
According to thegroup differencesiypothesis, child socialization is culturally rélatand factors
influencing child behaviors can differ in varioug@c populations. Thus, the relation between
family characteristics and child behavior problemay differ across ethnic groups (Deater-
Deckard, Dodge, Bates, & Pettit, 1998; Lansfordakt 2005; Ogbu, 1981). Thao-group
difference hypothesis states that associations in develo@henbcesses are not altered by
culturally specific experiences. This means thatahcan be differences in the levels of behavior
problems or parenting characteristics, but the etations among these variables do not differ
between ethnic groups (Ho, Bluestein, & Jenkingd&0Lau, Litrownik, Newton, Black, &
Everson, 2006; Rowe, Vazsonyi, & Flannery, 1994hisTwas supported in studies among
immigrant families living in the Netherlands (Gaff&2004; Wissink, Dekovi, & Meijer, 2006).

Studies that investigated child externalizing bét@vand family functioning in immigrant
families living in the Netherlands focused mainly school-age children and adolescents. Some
studies showed morngarent-reportedbehavior problems in Turkish children comparedidch
children (Bengi-Arslan, Verhulst, van der Ende, &k 1997; Stevens et al., 2003), and other
studies found equal or lower levelstehicher or self-reporteéxternalizing behaviors in Turkish
children (Crijnen, Bengi-Arslan, & Verhulst, 200®urad, Joung, van Lenthe, Bengi-Arslan, &
Crijnen, 2003). No studies have been conducted grtaidlers, despite the fact that externalizing
behaviors such as aggression already emerge setioad year of life (e.g., Alink et al., 2006), and
are predictive of problems in several domains afcfioning, including personal, social, and
academic development (Campbell, 1995). Family fonatg in immigrant families has also
focused mostly on older children (Sowa, CrijnenpgeArslan, & Verhulst, 2000; Wissink et al.,
2006). Thus, the study of early childhood extemiatj problems and their association with family
characteristics within immigrant families warrafigher research.

The Turkish population is the largest immigratiarpplation (360,000) in the Netherlands
and includes more than 70,000 children younger th@aryears (CBS, 2006). We specifically



focused onsecond-generatiomurkish families because the growth of the numbkefMarkish
inhabitants is mostly due to the increase of theowsd-generation population (born in the
Netherlands, with at least one parent born in Tgkand much less due to migration (Distelbrink
& Hooghiemstra, 2005).

Based on the literature, our hypotheses are (1kighurchildren show more externalizing
behaviors than Dutch children as previous findihgse shown that Turkish parents report more
child behavior problems than Dutch parents; (2) @bgociations between family stress, parenting
inefficacy, and toddler externalizing behaviorslviié similar in both ethnic groups (no-group
difference hypothesis) as most studies on immigfantilies living in the Netherlands have
supported this hypothesis; (3) High levels of atoation are related to the experience of less
family stress, more parenting efficacy, and lowerels of child externalizing behaviors because
high levels of acculturation have been shown tadentageous to parent and child well-being; (4)
The association between family stress, parentiafficacy, and toddler externalizing behaviors in
Turkish families is moderated by mothers’ accultioralevel as high acculturation may buffer the

negative effects of family stress and parentindficacy on child externalizing behaviors.

Method

Participantsand procedure

Turkish mothers of 2-year-old childreM(= 25.17,SD = 1.64, range 22-31, 87 boys) were
recruited from the municipal registers in the Nedmads. Only second-generation Turkish
mothers born in the Netherlands were selected sarenthe homogeneity of the sample and to
control for the confounding effects of ethnicitydamigration. In total, 384 families were reached,
230 of whom participated (60%). For 175 mothers wieye also the primary caregivers, all

guestionnaires on child behavior problems and fafoihctioning used in the present study were
obtained (in the Dutch or the Turkish language)e®@undred and fifty-four parents refused to
participate, and 86 parents could not be reachée. majority (75%) completed the Dutch

version of the questionnaires. The preferencelferiutch version of the questionnaires may be
explained by the fact that all second-generatiorkiSbh mothers have attended school in the
Netherlands, and are thus more usedetding and writingin Dutch than in Turkish, even

though they may prefer &peakTurkish in daily life. Since we did not have inftation on non-



respondents we could not examine whether theyrdiférom the participating group on certain
characteristics.

The Dutch comparison sample for the current stadierived from the descriptive part of
the SCRIPT study (Screening and Intervention ofbRm behavior in Toddlerhood). For a
detailed description of the recruitment of Dutchtiggpants and the procedures of the SCRIPT
study we refer to Alink et al. (2006) and Van Zgjlal. (2006). Because the sample of 2-year-
olds from the SCRIPT study is about four times éarthan the Turkish sample, we selected a
comparable subsample of 175 Dutch 2-year-ditis24.02,SD= 1.06, range = 22-27, 87 boys).
The sample was selected to be similar to the Tlrkasnple on child gender, maternal education,
and the presence of siblings. We were unable tomesernal age and family composition as
selection criteria, because Turkish mothers wenrgnger and more often a single parent than
Dutch mothers. The results of an independent saniglest showed that Turkish motheks €
26.78,SD = 3.27) were significantly younger than Dutch nesthM = 32.12,SD = 3.50),t(174)
=14.77,p < .01 and there were significant differences inifpmomposition (one- versus two-
parent families) between the Dutch and Turkish fiasi There were fewer two-parent families in
the Turkish group (93.8%) than in the Dutch gro@®.9%)y? (2, N = 350) = 10.57p < .05.

M easur es

The Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL/1%2-5; Achenba&iRescorla, 2000) has previously been
translated and validated in Turkish (ErolSmsek, 1997) and the Psychological Acculturation
Scale has been used in the Netherlands and validatesearch on immigrant groups (Stevens,
Pels, Vollebergh, & Crijnen, 2004). The remainingestionnaires used in this study were
translated by the first author from Dutch into Tislk and back-translated by a Turkish

psychology student in order to ensure correct waydi

Externalizing behaviors

The Child Behavior Checklist for ages 1% to 5 (CRBCk-5; Achenbach & Rescorla, 2000) was
used to assess child externalizing behaviors. Pyiraregivers indicated whether their child
displayed any of the 100 behavioral descriptionghim last 2 months on a 3-point scaleni
true, 1 somewhat or sometimes trwnd 2very true or often true The previous version of the
CBCL/1v%-5 (the CBCL/2-3) was validated in a Dutapplation (Koot, Van den Oord, Verhulst,
& Boomsma, 1997) as well as in a Turkish populatiging in Turkey (Erol &Simsek, 1997). In

the current study, the internal consistencies (Bach’s alphas) for Turkish and Dutch mother-



reported CBCL were high for the Externalizing Peshs syndrome (.91/.90), the sub-syndrome
Oppositional (.86/.88) and Aggressive (.78/.77)t Be sub-syndrome Overactive the internal

consistency was acceptable for both groups withar@b.61, respectively.

Perceived parenting efficacy

The extent to which mothers characterized themsehge competent caregivers was measured
with the Parental Efficacy Questionnaire (Caprapgrsonal communication, 1998; Van
IJzendoorn, Bakermans-Kranenburg, & Juffer, 199%)e questionnaire consists of 20 items
(e.g., | can comfort my child within 5 minutes i vakes up at night) rated on a 5-point scale
(ranging from -2] am certainly not capable of doing thte +2,1 am certainly capable of doing

this). Cronbach’s alpha for the Turkish group was .88 #®r the Dutch group was .83.

Daily stress

To measure daily hassles, mothers were asked gathatintensity of 25 indices of potentially
stressful events on a 5-point scale (ranging fromadhassleto 4, big hasslg¢. The Parenting
Daily Hassles questionnaire (Crnic & Greenberg,9%ontains 25 items asking about daily
hassles related to life in general (Kanner, Coy®ehaffer, & Lazarus, 1981) e.g., money
problems, trouble at work. The Cronbach’s alphathépresent study were .93 for the Turkish

group and .90 for the Dutch group.

Marital discord

A subscale of the Dutch Family Problems Questiaen@ioot, 1997) was used to assess marital
discord. Mothers indicated on a 3-point scale whetfive statements about their partner
relationship were @ot trug 1 somewhat or sometimes tru@ 2true or often truge.g., | worry
about my relationship with my partner). The intéroansistencies of this subscale in this study

for the Turkish and the Dutch group were .70 arifd réspectively.

Acculturation

We measured the acculturation level of the Turkigbthers by focusing on the Turkish and
Dutch language use (language acculturation) andhoesygical acculturation with regard to the
Turkish and Dutch culture. With regard lemguage usd urkish mothers were asked how often
they spoke the Turkish and Dutch language with g others (their children, spouse, family
members, and friends) (Van Oort et al., 2006) dpint scale (ranging from @ever,to 4,

always/ very often The internal consistencies for the use of thekiBhh and Dutch language



were .81 and .75 respectively. Regarding plsgchological acculturatiorof the mothers, the
adapted version of the Psychological Acculturatmale (PAS) was used (Stevens et al., 2004).
Emotional connectedness of the mothers to the Shr&ulture (six items) and the Dutch culture
(six items) (e.g., | feel comfortable around Dut@litkish people) were rated on a 5-point scale
(ranging from Ototally disagreeto 4,totally agreg. The internal consistencies for the emotional

connectedness to the Turkish and Dutch culture v8&and .79 respectively.

Statistical analyses

There were a few missing values on several vagabl¢he Dutch group (1 for daily stress, 1 for
parenting efficacy, and 2 for marital discord) andhe Turkish group (3 for daily stress, 3 for
parenting efficacy, and 3 for marital discord). ¥iveere substituted with the mean score on the
variable for children with the same sex, ethnicapd maternal educational level, as a
conservative imputation method (Tabachnick & Fid20l07), to uniformly include the total set of
175 Dutch children and 175 Turkish children in tealyses. The data showed some outliers.
When outliers g > 3.29) were winsorized (i.e., “moved in closetlte good data”) (Hampel,
Ronchetti, & Rousseeuw, 1986) by replacement obtlilying scores with the next highest value

(with [7] < 3.29) in the distribution, the results were shene.

Results

Preliminary analyses

Because we selected a sample of Dutch motherswhatsimilar to the sample of Turkish
mothers regarding child gender, maternal educatiad, the presence of siblings, there were no
significant differences between the groups on treseacteristics. As our Turkish and Dutch
samples were matched on mother’s educational |difedyences between the two groups cannot
be associated with mothers’ level of educationc&ithe Dutch and Turkish groups significantly
differed on maternal age and family compositioralgses concerning group differences were
controlled for the effects of these variables iés@ variables were also associated with the
outcome variables. Turkish mothers were on averagee strongly connected to the Turkish
culture M = 21.61,SD = 4.60) than to the Dutch cultur®l = 15.18,SD = 5.11),t(174) = -12.77,

p < .01. With regard to their language use, Turkisbthrars spoke the Turkish language



significantly more oftenNl = 17.99,SD = 3.89) than the Dutch languadé € 12.30,SD = 4.38),
t(174) = -10.55p < .001. To test the validity of the scales we catad the associations between
language use and psychological acculturation. Barknothers who spoke the Turkish language
more often with significant others, spoke the Dutfiguage less oftem € -.49,p <.01), were
emotionally less connected to the Dutch culture {.25,p <.01) and more to the Turkish culture
(r = .34,p <.01). Similarly, Turkish mothers who preferredtatk Dutch with significant others
connected more to the Dutch culture=(.32,p <.05) and less to the Turkish culture<-.18,p
<.05). We however did not find a significant asation between emotional connectedness to the
Turkish and Dutch culture € .06,p <.41). More connectedness to one culture wasatated to
less connectedness to the other culture, whichastgpthe independence of the two dimensions
(Berry, 1997).

Differences between the Dutch and Turkish groups

To test for group differences ANOVAs were perforniedvhich we controlled for mother's age
for externalizing behaviors, and for mother’'s aged &mily composition for daily stress. Table
2.1 shows significant group differences with regayddaily stress and marital problems with
higher mean scores for the Turkish group. No sigaift differences were found for parenting
efficacy, total child externalizing behaviors, aond the three externalizing sub-syndromes

Oppositional, Aggression, and Overactive.

Table2.1
Differences between the Dutch and Turkish group&only variables and child externalizing

behaviors



Dutch = 175) Turkish it = 175) Group differences

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Fvalue
Child
Externalizing
) 15.38 (8.47) 19.50 (10.32) 1.70
behavior$
Oppositional 9.43 (5.66) 12.24 (6.35) .8
Aggression 3.03 (2.55) 3.87 (3.15) 1.03
Overactive 2.95 (1.81) 3.40 (2.08) 0.30
Mother
Parenting efficacy 24.24 (7.44) 23.54 (8.46) 0.67
Daily stres$ 12.80 (10.47) 21.25 (15.96) 25.02%**
Marital discord 1.44 (1.48) 2.17 (2.10) 13.67***

Note.Covariates used in ANOVAsMothers’ age” Mothers’ age and family composition. *<.001

Family correlates of child externalizing behaviors

To examine correlates of child externalizing bebavin the Dutch and Turkish groups,
correlations between the externalizing compositeesand family variables were computed (see
Table 2.2). In both the Dutch and the Turkish groaip correlations with the family variables
were significant. All associations were in the etpd direction, meaning that more parenting
efficacy was related to less externalizing behavior children, while more daily stress and
marital problems were related to more externaliiagaviors in children in both ethnic groups.
To examine the independent predictors of chilceelizing behaviors in both ethnic
groups, we conducted hierarchical multiple regmssinalyses for each group, controlling for
maternal age in the first step. The beta weightshfe Dutch and the Turkish group were similar
(see Table 2.2). The proportions of explained vexéawere .21 <.01) for the Dutch group and
.13 (p < .01) for the Turkish group. For both groups,gmiing efficacy was the most important
predictor whereas marital problems were a signitigaedictor only in the Dutch group, and not
in the Turkish group. More parenting efficacy pred lower levels of child externalizing

behavior.

Table2.2



Correlations and standardized beta-weights for fgmariables in relation to child externalizing

behaviors
Externalizing behaviors Externalizing behaviors
Pearson correlatiom)( Uniquep’
Ethnicity Dutch Turkish Dutch Turkish
(n=175)  (n=175) (n=175) (n=175)
R 217 A3%*
Parenting efficacy -.28** -.26* -21* -.20*
Daily stress 27 .26%* A1 15
Marital discord 27** 23* 19* A3

Note." Beta-weights are corrected for maternal age<*.01, ** p < .001

To test whether the Dutch and the Turkish groupngttba similar fit of the regression
model, both regression equations were cross-velidiat the other group. Results indicated that
all equations cross-validated without significamtiskage, implying that correlations between the
estimated scores derived from each regression iequahd the observed externalizing scores
were equal in both groups. As shown in Table 2e3dbrrelations between the observed scores
for externalizing behaviors and the estimates basethe Dutch and Turkish models are very
similar with .37 and .38 for the Dutch group and a@hd .33 in the Turkish group. Moreover, to
investigate the sensitivity of the estimated scongth respect to the regression equation,
estimated scores for externalizing behaviors froothbregression equations were correlated

within each group. Estimated scores from both iEsjom models were similar (batk >. 97)

Table2.3
Correlations between observed externalizing scaresestimated scores based on the Turkish

and Dutch regression models in the Turkish and Bgroups

Turkish Dutch

(n=175) (n=175)
Observed — Estimated Turkish 34+ 37
Observed — Estimated Dutch 33 .38**
Estimated Turkish — Dutch .98** 97**

Note.** p<.001



Acculturation, family variables, and child externalizing behaviors in the

Turkish group

The associations between language use and psyatedlagculturation to the Dutch and Turkish
culture on the one hand, and child externalizinigaveors and family variables on the other, are
presented in Table 2.4. Turkish mothers’ languagge ({Turkish and Dutch) and their emotional
connectedness to the Dutch culture were not relateahy of the child and family variables.
However, connection to the Turkish culture was i§icgntly related to the experience of less
daily stress and fewer marital problems. We alstetewhether language use and psychological
acculturation moderated the association betweenilyfawariables and child externalizing
behaviors. Hierarchical multiple regression anayskowed that none of the interaction terms

were significant.

Table2.4
Correlations between Turkish mothers’ language wsaptional connectedness to the Dutch/

Turkish culture, family, and child variables

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7.
1. Dutch language use -
2. Connection to Dutch culture .32** -
3. Turkish language use - 49% - Q5%
4. Connection to Turkish culture  -.18* .06 34%* -
5. Parenting efficacy 14 .02 -.08 10 -
6. Daily stress -.05 .06 .04 -.18* -.26* -
7. Marital discord .01 -.05 -.06 =17 -22* 55%*-
8. Child externalizing behaviors  -.05 A2 .02 5-0 -.26* .26* .23*

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

Discussion

Second-generation Turkish immigrant mothers peetkimnore family stress (daily stress and
marital problems) than Dutch mothers, but did regort more toddler externalizing behaviors,
nor differences in parenting efficacy. In both @thgroups, the associations between family

variables and externalizing behaviors were in tkgeeted direction showing that more family



stress and less parenting efficacy were relatedadiee toddler externalizing behaviors. Parenting
efficacy was the most important negative predigtdvoth groups. Further, Turkish mothers who
were more strongly connected to the Turkish culexperienced less daily stress and fewer
marital problems. No effects of acculturation orictlexternalizing behavior or family variables
were found, and acculturation did not moderate absociation between family variables and
child externalizing behaviors.

Contrary to our hypothesis, we found that childieam immigrant families do not show
more externalizing behaviors than native childigecause previous research was inconsistent, our
findings are in line with some, but not all, stilibat focused on immigrant children (Crijnen et
al., 2000; Mistry, Biesanz, Chien, Howes, & Benrg(08). As there were no differences between
Turkish and Dutch mothers in parenting efficacy ighhwas the most important negative predictor
of externalizing behaviors in both groups), finding differences in externalizing behaviors
between the two ethnic groups is perhaps not gwisung. Importantly, the fact that we compared
Turkish and Dutch families with similar family claateristics (such as maternal education) may
explain the absence of differences in externaliiaaviors between the two ethnic groups, since
we ruled out spurious effects due to differencedemographic characteristics.

The finding that Turkish mothers perceived mordydairess and marital problems than
Dutch mothers may be due to the generational diffezs between partners within Turkish families
which were indicated by many respondents duringvemsations with the first author. Since the
majority of the Turkish mothers in this study wenarried to partners who grew up in Turkey, an
acculturation gap between the parents may be pgrédseyendecker, Schélmerich, & Citlak, 2006).
Because the mothers have greater access to thaedwisty (more knowledge of the Dutch rules)
and more fluency in the Dutch language they havartange most of the organizational and
administrative tasks (e.g., filling out forms) whicould lead to more daily stress. Interestinglg, w
found no differences between Turkish and Dutch m@tin parenting efficacy which is somewhat
surprising given that Turkish mothers report moadydstress and marital problems. However, we
measured daily stress (e.g., money problems orlgrabwith friends and acquaintances) which
could mean that Turkish mothers are not affectdtieir parenting competences when dealing with
everyday minor stresses. Future studies are needegamine which factors buffer against the
negative effects of daily stress on parenting affycin immigrant families.

Finally, we can not rule out the possibility thatltaral differences in answering closed-
ended questions played a role in our findings. &@mple, in some cultures reporting that there
are no problems could be perceived as arrogantteaben other cultures it is more accepted to

report positively (Diener, Suh, Smith, & Shao, 1995 our study we found significant differences



between Turkish and Dutch mothers in perceptionseatfative issues, such as daily stress and
marital discord, buhotin positive issues, such as parenting efficacy.

As in several previous studies (Deater-DeckardabazPoria, & Pike, 2004; Vazsonyi,
Trejos-Castillo, & Huang, 2006), our findings canfi the no-group difference hypothesis: we
found mean level differences in family stress, dmgociations between family stress, low parenting
efficacy, and child externalizing behaviors wermikir in both ethnic groups. In both ethnic
groups, feelings of parenting efficacy were theorsjest predictors of toddler externalizing
behaviors, which confirms the importance of matepwaceptions of her competence as a parent
when dealing with the potentially difficult toddlgears (Edwards & Liu, 2002).

In examining the association between accultunatiod family and child variables, we
found that more emotional connectedness to theiJludulture was associated with the experience
of less daily stress and fewer marital problems.féimd no associations with parenting efficacy
and child externalizing behaviors. Experiencesess|daily stress could be due to the fact that
mothers may experience fewer conflicts with theamediate environments when they consist of
primarily Turkish family and friends. In additiomost of the Turkish families in this study lived in
areas where many residents had a Turkish backgréigwier marital problems may be due to the
fact that the acculturation gap between the mothedstheir partners may be smaller when mothers
feel more attached to the Turkish culture, and ithdsy lead to fewer marital conflicts. Our results
are consistent with previous studies reporting thdtural maintenance was more adaptive for
parental and child well-being (Atzaba-Poria et 2004). Finally, we did not find that maternal
acculturation acted as a moderator in the reldtigtveen family variables and child externalizing
behaviors. Family stress effects on children wertedifferent when Turkish mothers were less or
more acculturated to the Dutch society. This figdian be seen as an extension of the no-group
hypothesis in that associations among family anidd cbariables are the same, regardless of
culture, and in this case acculturation. One oflithéations of our study is that we had a moderate
response rate in the Turkish group (60%). Low pgudition rates may have resulted in lower
representativeness of the general Turkish populakiowever, the educational level in the Turkish
group was comparable with the national data onetthgcational level of the second-generation
Turkish immigrant group in the Netherlands, indiegtthat our sample was at least in that respect
representative. Further research is needed todeligcthe role of fathers in family processes relate
to acculturation, parenting, and toddler behavioobfems. In addition, future studies using
observational measures of child externalizing beimawcould shed light on issues of cultural bias

in parent-report measures.



In conclusion, our findings point to the importanafeinvestigating protective factors that
mitigate the negative effects of family stress atemal parenting efficacy and the development of
toddler behavior problems in immigrant families.r@uadings can help to make health and social
service professionals more aware of the highergbeeee of daily stress and marital discord in
immigrant families compared to their native coupgets, combined with the risk that these factors
pose for child externalizing problems. With regax acculturation, our results show that
maintenance of the culture of origin in the hoglisty can be adaptive for parental well-being, and
importantly, more connectedness to the culture wgiro does not necessarily lead to less
connectedness to the culture of the immigratiomtgyas these two dimensions were statistically
independent. It is important to make professional® work with immigrant families more
sensitive to the importance of maintaining one’snawltural heritage, and to make them aware

that this does not automatically hamper the ideatiion with the culture of the host country.
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Abstract

Expanding our knowledge on parenting practicesmohigrant families is crucial for designing
culturally sensitive parenting intervention progsam countries with high immigration rates. We
investigated differences in patterns of parentiaggieen second-generation immigrant and native
families with young children. Authoritarian and baotitative control and sensitivity of second-
generation Turkish immigrant mothers of 2-year-dhildren 6 = 70) and native Dutch mothers
(n = 70) were observed in the home and in the labgrat@ontrolling for maternal age and
education, Turkish immigrant mothers were less ettpe, gave less clear instructions to their
children, were more intrusive, and were less aitttore in their control strategies than native
Dutch mothers. No differences were found in authden control. In both ethnic groups
supportive presence, clarity of instruction, auitiaive control, and low intrusiveness loaded on
one factor. No differences between ethnic groupsevi@eund in gender-differentiated parenting.
Maternal emotional connectedness to the Turkistumilwas associated with less authoritative
control, whereas more use of the Turkish languagg melated to more sensitivity. Even though
mean level differences in parenting behaviors sidist between second-generation Turkish
immigrant and native Dutch mothers, the patterngssociations between parenting behaviors
were comparable for both groups. This suggestsekiating parenting interventions for native

families may be applicable to second-generatiorkiShrimmigrants as well.



I ntroduction

In the United States, one in five children is tidldcof an immigrant (Ul, 2002) and in Europe
the growth of the population is mostly due to imratgppn (EUROSTAT, 2006). Knowledge
about differences in parenting between immigrand aative families, and of the role of
acculturation in parenting is crucial for designinglturally sensitive parenting intervention
programs. The aim of our study is to compare pargrivehaviors in Turkish immigrant and
native Dutch mothers in the Netherlands. The Tirkiglture is often described as a collectivistic
culture, whereas the Dutch culture is seen asioha@istic. Parents in individualist cultures have
been suggested to be less authoritarian and mdteraative than parents in collectivistic
cultures. Further, it has been argued that authv@it parenting in individualistic cultures is
generally associated with lower levels of warmtld aensitivity, whereas the opposite may be
true in collectivistic cultures. However, the questis whether these differences are also found
when examining second-generation Turkish immigraarents. These parents have a
collectivistic cultural background, but have beanf in an individualistic culture since birth.
To examine this issue, we investigate mean levi@rénces in parenting, as well as differences
in the interrelations of parenting behaviors betwdgutch and second-generation Turkish
immigrant mothers. We also examined the role dtiapgender and parental acculturation levels.
Both sensitivity and control have been found toypda important role in the social-

emotional development of young childré®ensitivityrefers to the ability to perceive the child’s
signals, to interpret these signals correctly, Bmdespond to them in a prompt and appropriate
way (Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1978). Thensitivity construct is also closely related
to measures of maternal warmth and emotional stippoess (De Wolff & Van IJzendoorn,
1997). Sensitive and warm parenting is predictif/@asitive child outcomes (e.g., De Wolff &
Van |Jzendoorn, 1997; Raikes & Thompson, 200&tental controlrefers to how rules and
limits are imposed on the child (for a review, §gse & Dodge, 1998) and is often distinguished
as authoritarian versus authoritative control. Batithoritarian and authoritative parents expect
their children to behave appropriately and to obeles, but authoritarian parents restrict
unwanted behavior without explanation by demandargl physical interference, whereas
authoritative parents emphasize discussion, expitanaand clear communication (Baumrind,
1966). More authoritarian and less authoritativentd are associated with negative child
outcomes (e.g., Patterson, 1982; Rothbaum & W&834).

Parents from more ‘collectivistic’ cultures (e.gyrkish culture) have been reported to be

more authoritarian, using more restraining behaviduring social play, and expecting more



obedience (Ispa et al., 2004; Rubin, 1998). In @yrknore obedience and dependence is expected
from daughters than from sons, leading to more reatecontrol on girls compared to boys
(Kagitcibasi, 2007). Parents from more ‘individualistic’ cuiés (e.g., Dutch culture) tend to be
more authoritative; they are supposed to try torie autonomy, self-reliance, exploration of the
environment, and put less emphasis on obediencesacidbility (Harwood, Miller, & Irrizary,
1995; Tamis-LeMonda, Way, & Hughes, 2007). In tbarffold classification by Maccoby and
Martin (1983), authoritarian parenting consistshah control combined with low warmth and
acceptance. However, in collectivistic cultureshautarian parents who demand obedience and
are restrictive may not necessarily be rejectintacking in warmth (e.g., Dekodji Pels, & Model,
2006; Rudy & Grusec, 2001, 2006). In collectivistaltures, authoritarian parenting goals
(obedience, respect for adults) are more normatieemay not necessarily reflect lack of warmth.
For example, perceived higher parental control m@sassociated with lower warmth in Turkish
immigrant families in Belgium (Gingor, 2008).

When individuals migrate from collectivistic to malualistic countries they undergo an
acculturation process (Berry, Poortinga, Segall,D&sen, 2002) in which cognitions and
parenting goals and behaviors may change througtacbwith the host society (Bornstein &
Cote, 2006; Citlak, Leyendecker, Schdlmerich, Bees & Harwood, 2008). However,
immigrant parents also maintain the family valued parenting practices of their heritage culture
(Arends-Téth & Vijver, 2008; Kelley & Tseng, 1992).

The Turkish group is the largest immigration pogatain Europe (Crul, 2008) as well as in
the Netherlands (370,000; CBS, 2008). The curramdysfocuses on the second-generation of
Turkish immigrants because the growth of the nunabérurkish inhabitants is mostly due to the
increase of the second-generation population. Niesterss, few studies have reported on parenting
of young children in Turkish immigrant families ihe Netherlands. In one of these studies,
maternal sensitivity during observations of probleoiving tasks was lower in Turkish immigrant
families with 3 and 4-year-old children than in Blutnative families, when controlled for socio-
economic status (Leseman & Van den Boom, 1999).d¥ew another study among mostly first-
generation Turkish immigrant and Dutch familieshaghildren between the ages of 0 and 19 years
showed no differences between the groups on sabiried responsiveness and expression of
affection (Pels, Nijsten, Oosterwegel, & Vollebergh06). With regard to discipline, authoritarian
control was more common among (Turkish) immigratitan among native Dutch families,
whereas differences in authoritative control wesslevident (Pels et al., 2006). In another study,
Turkish immigrant parents of 17-year-olds were lagthoritative in their parenting practices than

their Dutch counterparts (Van der Veen & Meijne02). Regarding gender-differentiated



parenting, girls and boys were treated equally unkish immigrant families (Citlak et al., 2008;
Wissink, Dekowvt, & Meijer, 2006).

As these previous studies have been conducted filsiraanong first-generation Turkish
immigrant mothers in the Netherlands, it is uncleaw the parenting behaviors of second-
generation Turkish immigrant parents compare t@ehio native Dutch families. Our aim is to
investigate this issue.

We hypothesize that Turkish immigrant mothers shoare intrusive and less sensitive
parenting, and that they use more authoritarianlessl authoritative control than Dutch mothers.
We expect that in Turkish immigrant families thes@sation between authoritarian control and
maternal sensitivity may be positive, as opposedutch families. We do not expect to find
differences in parenting behaviors of Turkish imraig mothers with regard to the gender of their
toddlers. Parenting behaviors of Turkish immigranbthers who report higher levels of

acculturation are expected to be more similar ¢sehof Dutch mothers.

Method

Participantsand procedure

Second-generation Turkish immigrant mothers of @~a@d children were recruited from the
municipal registers of several cities and townstlie western and middle region of the
Netherlands. Only second-generation Turkish imnmigraothers born in the Netherlands (with at
least one of their parents born in Turkey) with-ge2r-old child (age 22 - 29 months) were
selected to ensure the homogeneity of the samplet@rcontrol for confounding effects of
ethnicity and migration. All correspondence washa Turkish and the Dutch language. In total,
384 families were reached of whom 230 (60%) padtd in this study by filling out
guestionnaires on child behavior problems and pagmpractices. Unfortunately we were not
able to collect any information on non-responde@isly children for whom the primary parent
was the mother (biological or otherwise) were elgifor the study. Of the 230 participating
families, 155 families also participated in a vitgeed 1-hour home visit during which mothers
and children performed several tasks. Eight faswiere excluded from the group due to serious
medical condition in child or mother, physical oembal disability in child or mother, lack of

fluency in the Turkish and Dutch language, or ifetéing factors during a home-visit which made



coding of videotaped interactions impossible. Tesulted in a sample of 147 children and their
mothers.

The current study is an extension of the deswegptibservational part of the SCRIPT
study (Screening and Intervention of Problem beaidrawvi Toddlerhood), with questionnaire and
observational data of Dutch families with toddlgrshe age range of 2 to 4 years. For a detailed
description of the recruitment of Dutch particigand the procedures of the SCRIPT study we
refer to Van Zeijl et al. (2007). For the preseapgr, we used the SCRIPT pretest laboratory
observations for 70 24-month-old childrevt € 23.76,SD = 0.86, range = 22-26, 47 boys) with
mothers born in the Netherlands. In the SCRIPTysttitese observations were only carried out
for children who scored above the™7gercentile on the CBCL- Externalizing Problemslecd
the Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL/1%2-5; AchenbdtliRescorla, 2000) within their age group
(scores> 19). The selection of high scores on the CBCL th@sadvantage of increasing the
likelihood of including families with extreme scereon the parenting behaviors under
investigation. For this reason, and to be ableotogare our findings to those from the SCRIPT
study, we selected Turkish immigrant children whored> 19 on Externalizing Problems,
resulting in a sample of 70 24-month-old Turkisiidrien (M = 25.15,SD= 1.52, range = 22-29,
35 boys) .

M easur es

Internal consistencies of questionnaire data weeessed in the general Dutdlh £ 175) and
Turkish N = 175) population screening samples of 2-year-qfdaman, Mesman, Van
IJzendoorn, & Bakermans-Kranenburg, in press). Thdd Behavior Checklist (CBCL/1%2-5)
has previously been translated and validated inkiShir (Erol & Simsek, 1997) and the
Psychological Acculturation Scale has been usdbidérNetherlands and validated in research on

immigrant groups (Stevens, Pels, Vollebergh, &rtexij, 2004).

Externalizing behaviors

The Child Behavior Checklist for ages 1% to 5 (CBCk-5; Achenbach & Rescorla, 2000) was
used to assess child externalizing behaviors. Ve tise Turkish translation (Erol &msek,
1997) and the Dutch translation (Koot, Van den Qu&férhulst, & Boomsma, 1997) that have
both been found to be valid and reliable. In theremt study, the internal consistencies for
Turkish and Dutch mother-reported CBCL were highBaternalizing Problems (.91/.90) and its



subscales: Oppositional (.86/.88) and Aggressix@/.(’7). For the Overactive scale the internal

consistency was acceptable for both groups withar@b.61, respectively.

Maternal sensitivity

During three problem-solving tasks (a constructiask, a sorting task, and a jigsaw puzzle)
mothers’ sensitive responsiveness to her child measured, each task lasting five minutes.
These tasks were somewhat difficult for 2-year-children and therefore mothers were
instructed to help their children in a way they Vaboormally do. The observations were rated
with the Erickson scales to measure moth8igportive presencéntrusivenessandClarity of
instructionon 7-point scales (Egeland, Erickson, Moon, HiesseKorfmacher, 1990; Erickson,
Sroufe, & Egeland, 1985Bupportive presencesfers to the mother’'s expression of emotional
support and positive regard by encouraging, giveogport and confidence, reassuring and
acknowledging the child’s accomplishments on tisggddntrusivenessefers to the mother’s lack
of respect of the child’'s autonomy when explorimgnoproblem solving situations, by interfering
with the child’s needs, desires, interests, or bigis. Clarity of instructionreflects the mother’'s
ability to give her child instructions and feedbacka usable form, to structure the situation so
that the child knows what the nature and goaldeftask are, without solving the task herself.
Scale scores were computed by averaging the sfarréhe separate tasks.

The scales were coded by the first author and adiBague, who were first trained by
the second author (the expert) to code tapes fl@mDutch samplen(= 20). The intraclass
correlations (single rater, absolute agreement)irftarcoder reliability between three pairs of
coders ranged from .68 to .99 & 0.78). Then, 20 tapes from the Turkish sampleevwmnslated
and transcribed in Dutch by the first author, wipeaks both the Turkish and Dutch language
fluently, for the reliability check of coding theuikish sample { = 20). The intraclass
correlations (single rater, absolute agreement)ttier Turkish sample were .71 for supportive
presence, .76 for intrusiveness, and .71 for glaftinstruction. For the analyses, total maternal
sensitivity was computed by summing the scores dopportive presence and clarity of

instruction, and subtracting the score for mateimalisiveness.

Maternal discipline

Specific maternal discipline strategies were olegrgturing a four-minute clean-up task. After
playing with attractive toys, the mother was ast@thstruct her child to clean up the toys. The
mother was allowed to help her child with threestofoding procedures were based on
Kuczynski, Kochanska, Radke-Yarrow, and Girniusyamo(1987) and Van der Mark, Van



IJzendoorn, and Bakermans-Kranenburg (2002). Makeruthoritative control (positive
feedback, positive atmosphere, induction, and stdeding) andauthoritarian control
(commanding and physical interference) were obseRaesitive feedbacknd creating positive
atmosphereinvolved giving compliments and making positivenegeks when the child was
cleaning up, and responding to what the child éaigl., which toy wants to sleep in the basket?).
Inductionwas coded when mothers explained why their ctitslil not play further (even when
this is not the real reason) and when mothers stiomterest or were considerate of their child’s
emotions when cleaning up the toymderstandingwas coded. Considering the negative
discipline strategiessommandingvas coded when mothers gave their child instrastio clean
up in an authoritarian manner. When the mother pésdical force to constrain the child from
playing with the toys or to make the child clean @ toys, we coded this gshysical
interference The number of times the mother had used a spezfiegory was divided by the
time of the episode and standardized to three mn{see Alink et al., 2009).

All five coders (students with a Bachelor's degrepoke the Turkish and the Dutch
language fluently and were blind to other data eomiog the participants. First, a Dutch set was
coded for intercoder reliability. Coders had a medraclass correlation (single rater, absolute
agreement) with the expert of .80 for authoritatteatrol (range = .71 - .9h,= 25) and .76 for
authoritarian control (range = .71 - .86= 25). Then, the coders observed a Turkish set; the
mean intraclass correlations (single rater, absogreement) for intercoder reliability (for all
separate pairs of coders) were .84 (range = .BZ,n.= 20) for authoritative control and .88

(range = .75 - .94 = 20) for authoritarian control.

Acculturation

To measure the acculturation level of the moth&o, tomponents of acculturation were used,
namely Turkish and Dutch language use (languageltacation) and psychological acculturation
with regard to the Turkish and Dutch culture. Whdgard tolanguage useélurkish immigrant
mothers were asked how often they speak the TuekshDutch language with important others
(their children, spouse, family members, and frgn&an Oort et al., 2006). This scale consists
of 12 items rated on a 5-point scale (ranging fthmever,to 4,always/ very often The internal
consistencies for the use of the Turkish and Du&iguage were .81 and .75 respectively.
Regarding thepsychological acculturationof the mothers, the adapted version of the
Psychological Acculturation Scale (PAS) was usedev&hs et al., 2004). Emotional
connectedness of the mothers to the Turkish (simsg) and the Dutch culture (six items) (e.qg., |

feel comfortable around Dutch/ Turkish people) wexeed on a 5-point scale (ranging from 0,



totally disagreeto 4,totally agred. The internal consistencies for the emotionahemtedness to
the Turkish and Dutch culture were .83 and .79eetyely.

Statistical Analyses

The data showed one outlier for authoritarian adnim the Dutch group and in the Turkish
immigrant group, and one outlier for authoritatoantrol in the Turkish immigrant group. When
outliers (¥ > 3.29) were winsorized (i.e., “moved in closé¢he good data”, Hampel, Ronchetti,
& Rousseeuw, 1986) by replacement of the outlyouyes with the next highest value (with4
3.29) in the distribution, the results were the sai®ne multivariate outlier in the Turkish
immigrant group was removed from the analyses.

We used ANOVA to examine differences between tloeigs and correlation analysis to
investigate relations between parenting behaviothe Turkish immigrant and Dutch group. To
investigate whether patterns of associations betweeenting behaviors could be captured with
similar models in the Turkish immigrant and Dutaloup, we performed a confirmatory factor
analysis, using the program EQS (Bentler, 1989). Wsed multigroup analysis, which implies
fitting a factor model to several groups simultamsyp. Between-group constraints such as equal
factor loadings or equal error variances can bendtamted to make model estimations more
similar between groups, and to investigate spebifisotheses about these similarities. Fitting a
model without between-group constraints equalmdjtthe model to both groups separately, and
combining the fit measures. The fit of a confirmmatfactor analysis is represented by several
indices, of which we report chi-square with degredésfreedom, the root mean square of
approximation (RMSEA), and the comparative fit IRd€FI; recommended by Bentler, 1990).
For the fit to be acceptable, conventional criteindicate that chi-square should be non-
significant, CFI should be higher than .90 (pretidydetween .95 and 1.00), and RMSEA should
be below 0.10. Wald statistics are computed in EQ&mpare the current model to models in
which particular estimated parameters are fixedatepecific value (mostly zero). Lagrange
multiplier statistics are computed to compare a ehdd models in which particular restrictions

are released.

Results

Preliminary analyses



First, we investigated if there were differencesnmeen the Turkish immigrant and the Dutch
group in maternal age and education. Turkish imangmothersNl = 26.86,SD = 2.99) were
significantly younger than Dutch motherd & 32.71,SD = 4.19),t(138) = 9.52p < .01, and
Turkish immigrant mothers had a lower educatioeskl on a scale of 1 to B1(= 2.83,SD =
0.72) than Dutch motherd(= 3.40,SD= 1.08),t(138) = 3.68p < .01.

Parenting in the Dutch and the Turkish immigrant groups

First, we compared Turkish immigrant and Dutch moghon parenting behaviors (maternal
sensitivity and control) without controlling forareffect of maternal age and education (see Table
3.1). We found significant differences betweenriahers in overall maternal sensitivity and all
its subscales, and in their use of authoritativatrod. Turkish immigrant mothers were less
sensitive during the tasks: they were less supmgrtjave less clear instructions, and were more
intrusive than Dutch mothers. With regard to canstcategies, Turkish immigrant mothers were
less authoritative in their strategies during theac-up task than Dutch mothers. No differences
were found in authoritarian control. After contmo for maternal age and education, these

differences between the groups remained (see Bable

Table3.1
Differences between the Dutch and Turkish immiggaatips on parenting behaviors
Dutch fi=70) Turkish = 70) Group differences-¢values)
Mean(SD) Range Mean(SD) Range Uncorrected Corrected?
Sensitivity 6.38 (1.74) 16-98 2.65 (3.05) -2.8-95 873 32.95%
Supportive presence 4.67 (0.93) 25-6.3 31738) 15-6.7 19.54** 6.01*
Intrusiveness 2.84 (0.77) 1.8-5.0 4.06 (1.21) 15-6.5 50.74** 18.35*
Clarity of instruction ~ 4.55 (0.56) 35-58 2.@.94) 1.0-5.3 143.24% 70.04%
Control
Authoritative 12.80 (5.04) 3.0-255 9.88 (4.87) 1.7-22.2 162 4.41*
Authoritarian 4.67 (4.24) 0.0-15.9 551 %.1 0.0-16.6 1.43 0.18

Note. Controlled for maternal age and educatigns*05; **p < .001

Correlates of parenting behaviors in the Dutch and Turkish immigrant

groups



To examine the associations between maternal ade¢aton, maternal sensitivity, and
authoritarian and authoritative control Pearsonretations were computed (see Table 3.2).
Higher maternal age was related to more sensitigibd supportive presence, and less
intrusiveness in the Turkish immigrant group. le utch group, age was not related to any of
the parenting behaviors, but was positively relateshaternal education. Low maternal education
was associated with more intrusiveness and lessrnatsensitivity in the Dutch group. In the
Turkish immigrant group, lower education was redate less maternal sensitivity and clarity of
instruction. We also analyzed the associations éetvparenting behaviors in both ethnic groups.
In the Turkish immigrant group, authoritative cahtwas related in the expected direction to all
indicators of maternal sensitivity (more authontatcontrol relates to more supportive presence
and clarity of instruction, and less intrusivenes)the Dutch group, more authoritative control
was related to less authoritarian control and Iessisiveness of the mothers. With regard to
authoritarian control, more control was associatgth more maternal intrusiveness in both
ethnic groups and also with less maternal sensitimithe Turkish immigrant group. Specifically
correlations between supportive presence and ther garental behaviors were higher in the

Turkish immigrant group.

Table3.2
Parenting correlates in the Dutch group and theKistn immigrant group

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 5a. 5b. 5c.
1. Age mother - -.01 .15 -12 .34** 32% 1% 21
2. Education 34 - .03 -17 .25* .20 -19  .28*
3. Authoritative control .02 .05 - -.18 37 35%*  -30* 27*
4. Authoritarian control -11 -.23 -.38** - -26* 12 .39** -.14
5. Sensitivity -.06 .26* .18 -.18 - .94** 38 76%*
5a. Supportive Presence  -.10 .15 .03 -04 **82 -.68** .66**
5b. Intrusiveness .02 -.38** -.24* 32% - 75%* - 34** - -.37**
5c. Clarity of instruction .00 .03 .16 -05 .72* A% - 40** -

Note.The correlation coefficients presented below tiagyahal are for the Dutch group and above the diabfor the
Turkish immigrant group.g< .05; *p < .01

To investigate whether these group differences dmoeations between aspects of
parenting were substantial, we specified a onesfastructural equation model in which the
parenting behaviors were indicators of one undeglyparenting dimension. On substantive

grounds, we allowed measurement errors of the Viitig variables to be correlated: (a)



authoritarian and authoritative control, becaussdhwere observed using the same observation
instrument; (b) authoritarian control and intrusiges, because these both reflect a lack of respect
for child autonomy; (c) intrusiveness and suppes,these both indicate levels of (negative)
involvement with the child, and (d) authoritativentrol and support, as both indicate positive
involvement with the child. We also assumed eriamiances of the variables measured with the
same instrument to be equal.

Fitting this one-factor model to both the Dutch d@he Turkish immigrant group without
any between group constraintesulted in an unsatisfactory fX;2 = 16.60 @f = 8; p = 0.03),
CFI = 0.945, and RMSEA = 0.125. Based on Lagrang#tipiier statistics, we decided to
improve fit by releasing the constraint of equalbewariances between the sensitivity scales.
Also, in accordance with the Wald statistics, wedenghe model more parsimonious by setting
the error correlation between authoritative contnotl supportive presence to ze¥o2(ange =
0.003,p = 0.96).

The resulting model is displayed in Figure 3.1. Fitices for this model were
satisfactoryX 2 = 6.44 (f = 6,p = 0.38), CFI = 0.997, and RMSEA = 0.033. The rsssthowed
small (insignificant) loadings in both groups fatlaoritarian control, indicating that this variable
is not needed for the factor. Also, we found regklii small loadings for authoritative control in
both groups. However, authoritative and authogdtarontrol together did not provide a proper
basis for a second factor. When (unstandardizeajings were restricted to be equal between
groups, the fit turned inadequate, indicating that differences in loadings between the groups
were indeed substantial. Thus, the observatiomumsnts did not measumxactly the same
factor in both groups, that is, the model was netasurement invariant (see Lubke, Dolan,
Kelderman, & Mellenbergh, 2003). Most loadings,particular for supportive presence, were
higher in the Turkish immigrant group, reflectinget relatively high correlations between
parenting behaviors in the Turkish immigrant grospecifically between supportive presence
and the other behaviofs.

From the results in Figure 3.1 we derived that awtirian control could be removed
from the model for both groups, and different pateof error correlations were found for the
Turkish immigrant and for the Dutch group. In faidt; the Dutch group, a very simple model
with loadings for authoritative control, supportiygresence, intrusiveness, and clarity of

instruction, with all error correlations set to@eand without any constraints did fit as wel2(=

L |f the fit of the unconstrained model was unsatisfry, between group constraints only led to aatese
in model fit.

2 Note that error correlation between intrusiversss supportive presence in the Turkish group vigis h
but non-significant, due to its high standard error



2.437,df = 2, p = 0.30, CFIl = 0.984, RMSEA = 0.056). The four loag resulting from this
alternative model were similar to those in Figurk 3

Based on the fitted model, we computed an overadlitipe parenting variable by
standardizing and then adding supportive presematy of instruction, and authoritative control
and subtracting intrusiveness, and we correlatisdviiriable with maternal age and education in
both groups. Positive parenting significantly ctated only with Turkish mothers’ age £ .33,p
< .01). We then compared the two groups and, ascéa@, Turkish immigrant mothers scored
lower on the overall positive parenting variabl€l, 138) = 76.45p < .01, even after controlling
for maternal age and educatién(l, 138) = 30.86p < .01.

Turkish Immigrant Group

Authoritarian « E
control 1
-.07
Authoritative « E
control 2
A1
Supportive
presence <« B
-.58
Intrusiveness
Clarity of p
Instruction Es




Dutch Group

Authoritarian « E
control 1
-.33
Authoritative « E
control 2
.32
Supportive
presence + B
.05
Intrusiveness
<« E,—
Clarity of
Instruction + E

Figure3.1
Standardized factor loadings and error correlatiafghe one-factor model for the Turkish

immigrant and the Dutch group. Parameters in italiimbers are significant at the 5% level.

Gender-differentiated parenting and the association between acculturation

and parenting

We found no gender-differentiated parenting prastity both ethnic groups, which confirmed
that Dutch and Turkish immigrant mothers do not thair sons and daughters differently.

In the Turkish immigrant group only, we also exaed the associations between the
Turkish and Dutch language use, emotional connaeetedto the Turkish and Dutch culture,
maternal age and education on the one hand, anermahtsensitivity, and authoritarian and
authoritative control strategies on the other hamothers’ higher emotional connectedness to the
Turkish culture was related to less authoritativatml = -.25,p < .05), and more use of the
Turkish language was associated with more mataseraditivity ( = .26,p < .05) and supportive

presencer(= .28,p < .05). We found no other relations between Duatet Turkish language use



and emotional connectedness to the Dutch and tHeshuculture on the one hand, and maternal

age, education, maternal sensitivity, and contnalh@ other.

Discussion

Turkish immigrant mothers were observed to be kemssitive and to use less authoritative
controlling strategies than Dutch mothers. No défeees were found between the two groups in
their use of authoritarian control. After controdii for maternal age and education, all differences
in parenting behaviors between the groups remasigdificant. In both groups, parenting
behaviors could be captured with similar modelgv/hich authoritarian control was not included
in a one-factor model of positive parenting. Thiggests that authoritarian control represents a
different dimension than the other parenting bedrayiin both ethnic groups. We found no
differences in gender-differentiated parentingha two ethnic groups. With regard to maternal
acculturation, Turkish immigrant mothers who fethaionally more connected to the Dutch
culture used more authoritative control, whereashers who spoke the Turkish language more
frequently were more sensitive.

As expected, Turkish immigrant mothers were olegito be more intrusive than Dutch
mothers, reflecting more demands without explanatianore (physical) interference in the
child’s activities, and less respect for the childiutonomy. In addition, Turkish immigrant
mothers used less authoritative control than Dumtdihers. These results are consistent with
previous studies among collectivistic oriented fasiin which dependence and obedience in
children are encouraged, autonomy is not valued,aanhoritative discipline strategies, such as
verbal reasoning and induction, are less commonveder, contrary to our expectation, no
differences in authoritarian control were foundwmesn Turkish immigrant and Dutch mothers.
This may be due to the fact that the current stujuded onlysecondgeneration Turkish
immigrant mothers. Their parenting practices mahifting from strict authoritarian control to
more inductive reasoning and explaining (Pels.e2al6).

Consistent with our hypothesis, Turkish immigrardthers were less supportive during
the problem-solving tasks than Dutch mothers. THhesdings confirm previous results that
compared Turkish immigrant with Dutch native faeslilLeseman & Van den Boom, 1999). The
context of a problem-solving task may have exadethdifferences in sensitivity between the
two groups for two reasons. First, immigrant pasaand to have higher academic aspirations for
their children than native parents of the sameasatass (Pels et al., 2006; Phalet & Andriessen,

2003), which may have led to mothers’ putting extressure on their children to perform well,



making them less sensitive to their children’s me&ltan Dutch mothers. Second, it is also
possible that Turkish immigrant mothers are lesdu® solving structured tasks (e.g., making
puzzles) with their children as this activity iséecommon in Turkish immigrant than in Dutch
families. However, the fact that Turkish immigrambthers also show less authoritative control in
the clean-up paradigm does suggest that the presbdving tasks were not solely responsible for
differences in supportive parenting behaviors.

When interpreting the ethnic group differences, me2d to keep in mind that these
differences become smaller when maternal age andaédn are taken into account. Thus,
maternal age and education partially account focegain amount of variance in group
differences. This does not take away the fact Thakish toddlers are more often reared by
younger and lower educated mothers than Dutch éosldind therefore as a group experience less
sensitive parenting and less authoritative contktdwever, age and education seem more
important than ethnicity in determining the paregtstyle of Turkish immigrant mothers.

Contrary to our hypothesis, we found that not dnlyhe Dutch group, but also in the
Turkish immigrant group, more maternal intrusivenegas associated with lower levels of
supportive presence, higher levels of authoritaréard lower levels of authoritative control. In
addition, authoritarian control was associated Mitiver levels of maternal sensitivity in the
Turkish immigrant group. Moreover, the patternsaas$ociations among parenting behaviors for
the Dutch and the Turkish immigrant group were EimiThis means that when Dut@mnd
Turkish immigrant mothers are more supportive, tleeg also less intrusive, give clearer
instructions, and discipline their children in a mmoauthoritative manner. This pattern is
consistent with the literature on parenting stgleswing that high support, respect for autonomy,
and positive control go together and reflect amatitative parenting style (Maccoby & Martin,
1983). Thus, when parenting behaviors are obseryed structure of parenting behaviors in
families with individualistic and families with dettivistic cultural backgrounds is similar, a
finding also reported by Wu et al. (2002). We diddf ethnically different patterns of error
correlations for the Turkish immigrant and for teatch group which is probably due to the fact
that the three scales of maternal support, inteusags, and clarity of instruction were coded by
one coder in the Turkish immigrant group, and se¢hdifferent coders in the Dutch group,
which might have created more correlated measureensor in the Turkish immigrant group.

In both groups, authoritarian control did not logignificantly on the parenting factor
suggesting that authoritarian control representsffarent dimension than the other parenting
behaviors. As Turkish immigrant mothers were expasethe Dutch individualistic society all

their lives, these mothers are probably acquaimith parenting practices of the host society



which can explain the similar patterns of assoaieifound in both ethnic groups. However, as
mentioned above, we did find that Turkish immigramithers were less supportive, which can
not be explained by their collectivistic family uals. As Turkish immigrant mothers belong to a
minority group, it is possible that they experiersteesses that affect their parenting (Bertrand,
Hermanns, & Leseman, 1998; Santos, Bohon, & SarBhea, 1998). Indeed, the Turkish

immigrant mothers from this study reported morelydairess than their Dutch counterparts

(Yaman et al., in press).

Consistent with our hypothesis, second-generafiorkish immigrant mothers did not
differ in their parenting behaviors towards theans and daughters. This was also shown in a
previous study among Turkish immigrant families hwischool-age children in which no
differences were found in supportive parenting aathoritative control with regard to the gender
of the children (Wissink et al., 2006). Accordirg drevious studies, a shift from conservatism
with regard to gender roles towards more egalitam@mes is taking place among Turkish
immigrant women in Western Europe (Phalet & Halg8i04 as cited in Gungér & Bornstein,
2008). This may suggest that gender-differentigiaebnting among second-generation Turkish
immigrant mothers is also shifting in which boyslairls are treated more equally.

In our study, more maternal acculturation was eased with more authoritative control.
Thus, acculturation is linked to parenting behavimore typical of the host culture. On the other
hand, Turkish immigrant mothers who spoke the Tirkianguage more often were more
supportive in their interactions with their childre This finding suggests that cultural
maintenance, in the form of ethnic language use; also be advantageous in the parenting
context.

There are some limitations of our study that némdbe taken into account. First,
observations of parenting behaviors in the Turkisimigrant and Dutch group were conducted in
different environmental contexts (home versus latmyy) which may have inflated group
differences. However, several studies did not fifterences in maternal sensitivity and gentle
discipline between the home and laboratory settiegs, Bornstein et al., 2006; Van der Mark,
Bakermans-Kranenburg, & Van 1Jzendoorn, 2002). Haurtmean level differences need not
affect the associations between the parenting betsavSecond, we observed sensitivity and
discipline during tasks that were perhaps not somon in the Turkish culture. In future studies,
parenting behaviors should also be observed duaity situations, such as mealtime, and
bedtime. Despite these limitations, this studyris of the very few to observe parenting practices

of second-generation Turkish immigrant mothersdtiters in Europe.



In conclusion, our findings suggest that eveneicosd-generation immigrant families the
mean levels of parenting behaviors may still béedi#int from those in the host culture, but that
the patterns of associations between parentingvimrisaare comparable. In future parenting
intervention programs for Turkish immigrant familjea focus on Turkish mothers’ sensitivity

and authoritative control towards their young cleldseems to be especially important.



Chapter 4
Parenting and toddler aggression in second-geparati
immigrant families: The moderating role of child

temperament

Yaman, A., Mesman, J., Van IJzendoorn, M. H., & &akans-Kranenburg, M. J.
Manuscript submitted for publication



Abstract

This study investigated the influence of parentimgctices in the prediction of child physical
aggression in second-generation Turkish immigrantilfes. In addition, the moderating role of
child temperament was examined, more specifically,tested whether it was supportive of a
dual-risk model or a differential susceptibility ded. In this short-term longitudinal study 94
mothers and their 2-year-old toddlers were includ@etservational data were obtained for
mothers’ positive parenting and authoritarian dikce, and maternal reports for child
temperament and physical aggression. All measuegs vepeated at 3 years of the child’'s age.
Child temperament at age 2 years was a signifipeadictor of child aggression one year later.
We found no main effects of positive parenting abauthoritarian discipline for the prediction
of child aggression. However, we found support fbe generalizability of the dual-risk
hypothesis to immigrant families: toddlers with fidifilt temperaments were more adversely
affected by a lack of positive parenting than ottigiidren, but did not benefit more from high
levels of positive parenting than toddlers with smeasy temperaments. We found no interaction
effects with child temperament for authoritariasafpline. These findings provide an empirical
basis for the development of culturally sensitisgivention programs aimed at reducing child

behavior problems in immigrant families.



I ntroduction

Aggressive behaviors such as biting, hitting, aiodikg can be quite common in toddlerhood.
Individual differences in the rates of toddler agggion have been shown to be predicted by child
difficult temperament, negative parenting, and latlpositive parenting (e.g., Eisenberg et al.,
2005; Sanson, Hemphill, & Smart, 2004). Moreovenew children with a difficult temperament
are raised in an adverse rearing environment theyeeen more at risk of developing behavior
problems (e.g., Belsky, Hsieh, & Crnic, 1998; VagijZet al., 2007). However, little is known
about the antecedents of aggression among immigtatdren, despite the fact that there are
more than 200 million estimated international migsain the world (IOM, 2008). Testing the
generalizability of the results found in Westermpées to immigrant families is essential to the
development of culturally sensitive interventiofiierefore, we investigated the influence of
child temperament, positive parenting, and authoah discipline on child physical aggression in
second-generation Turkish immigrant families livimg the Netherlands. In addition, we
examined the moderating role of child temperamentthe association between parenting
behaviors and child physical aggression.

Numerous studies have shown that variations irergal sensitivity and control are
important factors in explaining the frequency artdbsity of aggressive behaviors (e.g.,
Campbell, 1997; Shaw, Bell, & Gilliom, 2000). Sdiviiy refers to accurately perceiving and
interpreting the child’'s signals, and responding these signals adequately and promptly
(Ainsworth, Bell, & Stayton, 1974). Parental cohtrefers to how rules and limits are imposed
on the child (Coie & Dodge, 1998). Regarding paaknbntrol, a distinction is generally made
between authoritarian control (e.g., demandingsjua® interference, lack of child involvement)
and authoritative control (e.g., explaining, cleammunication, discussion) (Baumrind, 1966).
Sensitive and authoritative parenting (positiveepéing) have been found to positively influence
many facets of child development, such as a seattaehment, compliance, and lower levels of
hyperactivity and (physical) aggression (e.g., @hdaung, Tahseen, & Schultz, 2009; C6té,
Vaillancourt, LeBlanc, Nagin, & Tremblay, 2006; Bélff & Van 1Jzendoorn, 1997).

Several processes can account for the influengesensitive and unresponsive maternal
care on child aggressive and disruptive behaviorghe context of sensitive and responsive
parenting, children who are securely attached ®&r tharents do not want to loose parental
affection and thus want to comply with their pasémtles and bids (Ainsworth et al., 1974),
whereas children experiencing less responsive mmane be less securely attached and therefore

less motivated to comply to parental requests &ond show more aggressive behaviors (e.g.,



Kochanska, Barry, Aksan, & Boldt, 2008). Moreovienyver levels of maternal sensitivity and
stimulation are associated with child affect dysfation which in turn is associated with
behavior problems (NICHD, 2004). Finally, accorditm Pettit and Bates (1989), positive
parenting can predict lower levels of problem bétabecause children experiencing positive
parental involvement are probably more often pedlifi occupied and thus have a lower need for
attracting attention in a negative manner.

Although there is a general consensus about th&yeosffects of parental sensitivity and
warmth on child outcomes in various ethnic and ignamt groups (e.g., Huntsinger & Jose,
2009; Tamis-LeMonda, Briggs, McClowry, & Snow, 2008here is more controversy about the
effects of parental (authoritarian) control on dhdlevelopment. Studies conducted among
middle-class Western families have shown adver$ectsf of authoritarian control on child
development (e.g., Alink et al., 2009; Shaw, Keegakondra, 1994), but these effects have not
always been confirmed in cross-cultural studies. &@mple, maternal physical discipline was
associated with externalizing child behaviors irdp@an American groups, but not in African
American groups (e.g., Deater-Deckard, Bates, Dofideettit, 1996; Lansford, Deater-Deckard,
Dodge, Bates, & Pettit, 2004). However, other ssdtonducted among various ethnic and
immigrant groups did report results that were cample to those found in Western cultures,
showing that authoritarian or harsh control havgatige effects on child development (e.g.,
Iruka, 2009; McLoyd & Smith, 2002). These negatéféects were also found among Turkish
immigrant families living in the Netherlands in whi strict control in parenting was associated
with more behavior problems in both Turkish immigrand Dutch native adolescents (Wissink,
Dekovic, & Meijer, 2006).

Early difficult child temperament (e.g., negativeaionality, low effortful control) has
been found to predict externalizing behaviors (sashaggression) at school-age (e.g., Caspi,
Henry, McGee, Moffitt, & Silva, 1995; Joussemet, at, 2008). Children with difficult
temperaments are more at risk to develop behavallgms because they have more difficulties
in regulating their emotions, managing their impslsand engage more often in novel and
dangerous situations (for a review see Frick & Npr2004). Associations between child
negative emotionality and behavior problems wes® &und across various nations and races
(Caspi et al., 1994) and in (Turkish) immigrantgve (De Boo & Kolk, 2007). In addition to the
main effects of negative parenting, lack of positparenting, and difficult temperament on child
aggression, it is essential to examine child teapent as a moderator (Belsky, 1997).

According to Belsky, Bakermans-Kranenburg, and \Wdaendoorn (2007) different types

of parenting-by-temperament interactions can erptdiild outcomes. These include dual-risk



moderation and differential susceptibility modewati Regarding child aggression, the dual-risk
moderation hypothesis states that the co-occurrefohild difficult temperament and a poor-
guality rearing-environment can put children atré@sed risk for aggressive behaviors as they
experience two risk conditions. In the dual riskd®lp children with difficult temperaments do
not benefit more from positive child-rearing environments than children with easi
temperaments. Several studies have found evidemrcehis dual risk hypothesis regarding
temperament and parenting, in relation to childraggjon (e.g., Deater-Deckard & Dodge, 1997,
Rubin, Hastings, Chen, Stewart, & McNichol, 1998).

According to the differential susceptibility modgoa hypothesis, temperamentally
difficult children are more sensitive to environrt@rconditions such as parenting. In addition to
being more susceptible to negative child-rearingirenments, they also benefit more from
positive child-rearing environments. Highly reaetiehildren have indeed been found to be more
susceptible tdboth negative influences of unsupportive parenting g@oditive influences of
supportive parenting (e.g., Klein Velderman, BakansiKranenburg, Juffer, & Van IJzendoorn,
2006; Van Zeijl et al., 2007). Thus, to distinguisttween dual risk and differential susceptibility
in the study of temperament-by-parenting interaxtjdoth negative and positive parenting needs
to be examined.

For the development of adequate interventions tevemt aggressive behaviors of
immigrant children, we need to know more aboutdhtecedents of child aggressive behaviors
within immigrant families. To provide knowledge aliahese issues for child mental health
services, the Turkish immigrant group is an impatrgroup to investigate as the Turkish group is
the largest immigrant group in the Netherlands iandurope (CBS, 2008; Crul, 2008). Because
the growth of the number of Turkish inhabitantsriestly due to the increase of the second-
generation population, we focus on children and $econd-generation Turkish mothers born in
the Netherlands with at least one of their parbots in Turkey.

In the current study, we aim to answer the follaywjuestions:

1. Do child temperament, maternal positive pargptend authoritarian discipline predict the
level of child physical aggression in second-geti@nal urkish immigrant families?
2. Does difficult temperament moderate the assoaidietween parenting behaviors and toddler
aggression in these families? If so, does the nadider support the dual risk or the differential
susceptibility hypothesis?

Based on the literature, we hypothesize thatatiffichild temperament, lower levels of
positive parenting, and higher levels of authoidtardiscipline predict higher levels of child

physical aggression. With regard to parenting-lmggerament moderation, we expect to find



support for the differential susceptibility hyposiee based on the results of the Van Zeijl et al.
(2007) study in Dutch families.

Method

Participantsand procedure

Second-generation Turkish immigrant mothers of &~ymd children were recruited from the
municipal registers of several cities and townstlie western and middle region of the
Netherlands. Only second-generation Turkish motbers in the Netherlands (with at least one
of their parents born in Turkey) with a 2-year-ckild (age 22 - 31 months) were selected to
ensure the homogeneity of the sample and to cofdgrotonfounding effects of ethnicity and
migration. We sent an introduction letter and achtoe in which we informed the parents that
the main researcher or a research assistant woahg &y to ask for their participation in this
study. All correspondence was in the Turkish ardDRintch language. In total, 384 families were
reached of whom 149 (39%) mothers filled out questaires on child behavior problems and
also participated in a video-taped 1-hour homet vikiring which mothers and children
performed several tasks. One-hundred and fifty-fmarents did not want to participate. Because
we do not have information on non-respondents taynot be compared to the participating
group on background variables. Eight families wexeluded from the group due to serious
medical condition in child or mother, physical oembal disability in child or mother, lack of
fluency in both the Turkish and Dutch language, amdrfering factors during a home-visit
which made coding impossible. One year after thediwisit, we contacted the mothers for a
second home-visit (Time 2). One-hundred and tweigit mothers (91%) and their children
participated in this second visit. For 94 of thésailies we had a complete dataset. The children
had a mean age of 24.88 montB®E 1.65) at Time 1 and 37.23 montl&(= 2.05) at Time 2.
Forty-nine percent of the sample consisted of bd&jsst children were reared in two-parent
families (94%), with mothers who had a mean edooatfM = 2.98 ED= 0.72) on a scale of 1
to 5 (1primary educatiorto 5Master’s degree The mothers had a mean age of 27.18 y&ibs (
= 3.07). The majority of the children had no sigkn(65%), 31% had one sibling, and 4% had

two or more siblings.

M easures



Mother-rated physical aggression

The Physical Aggression Scale for Early ChildhoBASEC; Alink et al., 2006) was completed
by mothers at Time 1 and Time 2. The questionnaresisted of 11 items concerning physical
aggression, including behaviors such as hittinigdpi and destroying things. Mothers were asked
whether their child had shown these behaviors dutile past 2 months. The items were scored
on a 3-point Likert scale (0 = not true, 1 = somaimr sometimes true, 2 = very true or often
true). A physical aggression score was computedumgming the item scores (potential score
range = 0 - 22). Internal consistencies of thel tolgsical aggression score were computed for

both Time 1 and Time 2. Cronbach’s alphas werdaB%ime 1 and .82 for Time 2.

Difficult temperament

Child temperament (as perceived by the mother) maasured with the Infant Characteristics
Questionnaire (ICQ; Bates, Freeland, & LounsbuB/79). The ICQ was translated into Dutch
and found reliable by Kohnstamm (1984). In the gtotiVan Zeijl and colleagues (2006) a one-
component analysis was carried out to derive amativdifficultness factor for different age
groups. For 2-year-olds the difficultness factonsisted of 18 items. The questionnaire contained
items describing concrete behaviors in well-defis#dations (e.g., How easy or difficult is it to
calm or soothe your child when he /she is upsétg items were rated on a 5-point scale,
ranging from Onot trueto 4true. Internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha) for thiales was .64.

Scale scores were computed by averaging item scores

Maternal sensitivity

The mother’s sensitive responsiveness to her chéld observed during a series of problem-
solving tasks during Time 1 and Time 2 sessionghktoand child were asked to solve tasks that
were somewhat too difficult considering the agehef child. Dyads were given three problem-
solving tasks at Time 1 and two tasks at Time Zigtimg of a construction task (at Time 1 and
2), a jigsaw puzzle (at Time 1 and 2), and a sprask (only at Time 1) for 5 minutes per task.
Mothers were instructed to help their children he tway they would normally do. The
observations were rated with the Erickson scalemdasure motherSupportive presencand
Intrusiveness(Egeland, Erickson, Moon, Hiester, & KorfmacheB9Q; Erickson, Sroufe, &
Egeland, 1985)Supportive presencefers to the mother’s expression of emotionajpsupand
positive regard by encouraging, giving support emafidence, reassuring and acknowledging the

child’s accomplishments on the tasks. Supportiwsg@nce was coded on a 7-point scale ranging



from 1 (completely failing to be supportive) to gki{lfully providing support).Intrusiveness
refers to the mother's lack of respect of the childutonomy when exploring or in problem
solving situations, by interfering with the child'seeds, desires, interests, or behaviors.
Intrusiveness was also coded on a 7-point scaiging from 1 (not intrusive) to 7 (highly
intrusive). Scale scores were computed by averabimgcores for the separate tasks.

The scales for Time 1 were coded by the first autimal a PhD colleague, who were first
trained by the second author (the expert) to caged from the Dutch sampla € 20). The
intraclass correlations (single rater, absoluteeagent) for intercoder reliability between the
three pairs of coders ranged from .68 to &2 0.78). Then, 20 tapes from the Turkish sample
were translated and transcribed in Dutch by thst fauthor (who speaks the Dutch and the
Turkish language fluently) for the reliability cheof coding the Turkish sample € 20). The
intraclass correlations (single rater, absoluteeagent) for the Turkish sample were .71 for
supportive presence and .76 for intrusiveness. sidiades for Time 2 were coded by a native
Turkish student with a Bachelor's degree in Psyatpplwho spoke both the Turkish and the
Dutch language fluently. She was also trained ley élpert and coded tapes of the Turkish
reliability sample 1§ = 20). The intraclass correlations (single raadsolute agreement) were .71

for supportive presence and .74 for intrusiveness.

Maternal discipline

Specific maternal discipline strategies were obsgrgduring a four-minute clean-up task. After
playing with attractive toys, the mother was astahstruct her child to clean up the toys. The
mother was allowed to help her child with threestofoding procedures were based on
Kuczynski, Kochanska, Radke-Yarrow, and Girniusyamo(1987) and Van der Mark, Van
IJzendoorn, and Bakermans-Kranenburg (2002). Makerauthoritative control (positive
feedback, positive atmosphere, induction and umaiedeng) and authoritarian control
(commanding and physical interference) were obseResitive feedbacknd creating @ositive
atmosphereinvolved giving compliments and making positivengeks when the child was
cleaning up, and responding to what the child éaigl., which toy wants to sleep in the basket?).
Inductionwas coded when mothers explained why their ctitslid not play further (even when
this is not the real reason); when mothers showestdst or were considerate of their child’s
emotions when cleaning up the toyederstandingwas coded. Considering the authoritarian
control strategies;sommandingvas coded when mothers gave their child instrostto clean up

in an authoritarian manner. When the mother usegiphl force to constrain the child from

playing with the toys or to make the child clean tp@ toys, we coded this gshysical



interference The number of times the mother had used a spezdfiegory was divided by the
time of the episode and standardized to three min{see Alink et al., 2008).

All five coders (students with a Bachelor's dedrepoke the Turkish and the Dutch
language fluently and were blind to other data eomiog the participants. First, a Dutch set was
coded for intercoder reliability. Coders had a medraclass correlation (single rater, absolute
agreement) with the expert of .80 for authoritateatrol (range = .71 - .9%,= 25) and .76 for
authoritarian control (range = .71 - .86= 25). Then, the coders observed a Turkish set; the
mean intraclass correlations (single rater, absahgireement) for intercoder reliability (for all
separate pairs of coders) were .84 (range = .BZ,n.= 20) for authoritative control and .88

(range = .75 - .94 = 20) for authoritarian control.

Positive parenting

We computed an overall positive parenting variddylestandardizing and then adding supportive
presence and authoritative control and subtraatitngsiveness. Using model fitting, these scales
were found to fit a single dimension (for a fullsgdption of this model, see Yaman, Mesman,
Bakermans-Kranenburg, Van IJzendoorn, & LintingD20 We did not include authoritarian

control in the overall positive parenting variabkethis scale did not fit the model.

Data Analyses

Zero to two outliers ( | > 3.29) were identified on each of the varialflesbachnick & Fidell,
2001). Outliers were winsorized (i.e., “moved iongs# to the good data”, Hampel, Ronchetti, &
Rousseeuw, 1986) by replacement of the outlyingescavith the next highest value in the

distribution.

Results

Preliminary analyses

First, we investigated if maternal education anchber of siblings were associated with Time 1
and Time 2 child physical aggression, Time 1 anthel2 positive parenting, and Time 1 and
Time 2 authoritarian discipline. Maternal educatwas significantly correlated with Time 1

child physical aggressian(94) = - .32p < .01. Number of siblings was significantly assoed



with Time 1 child physical aggression(94) = .24,p < .05 as well as with Time 1 positive
parentingr (94) = .23,p < .05. Therefore, in our analyses we used matezdatation and
number of siblings as covariates. Table 4.1 shdwsneans and standard deviations for child
temperament at Time 1, physical aggression at Timand Time 2, observed maternal

authoritarian and positive parenting at Time 1 @imde 2.

Table4.1
Parenting and child behaviors at time 1 and tim@2= 94)
Time 1 Time 2

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Positive parenting -0.01 (2.30) 0.04 (1.96)
Authoritarian discipline 5.68 (4.92) 4.34 (4.06)
Child physical aggression 3.76 (3.97) 3.15 (2.94)
Child temperament 1.57 (0.47) - -

Note:?Positive parenting is the sum of the standardizedes for supportive presence and authoritative
discipline, minus the standardized score for intersess.

Parenting, child physical aggression, and temperament

Correlations between Time 1 and Time 2 child plalsiaggression, temperament, positive
parenting, and authoritarian discipline are presgtim Table 4.2. Positive parenting was stable
over time. The correlation between Time 1 and Titheauthoritarian discipline was not

significant. Child aggression was stable over tiamd child temperament at Time 1 was
associated with child aggression at Time 1 and T2nMdo other associations were found between
child temperament, child aggression, positive pimgnand authoritarian discipline at either time

of assessment.

Table4.2
Pearson correlations among parenting and child hetws at time 1 and time 2 (N = 94)
Time 1 Time 2
1. 2. 3. 4, 1. 2.
Time 1 1. Positive parentirfg -
2. Authoritarian discipline =37 -

3. Child physical aggression .02 -01 -



4. Child temperament -.10 .08 .20* -

Time 2 1. Positive parentirfg 36**  -.05 .05 .09 -
2. Authoritarian discipline -.03 A1 -.18 11 -08 -
3. Child physical aggression -.08 .18 S5 37+ -04  -.04

Note: ? Positive parenting is the sum of the standardizentes for supportive presence and authoritative
discipline, minus the standardized score for intersess. p < .05; **p < .01

Multivariate analyses predicting child physical aggression

Before performing linear regression analyses angpcing interaction terms, the predictors
were centered in order to reduce possible multicedlrity between the independent variables and
the interaction term, and to facilitate the intetption of the interaction effect (Cohen, Cohen,
West, & Aiken, 2003). We performed a linear regi@ssnalysis to test the moderating effect of
child temperament at Time 1 on the association éetwthe Time 1 positive parenting and Time
2 aggression. In the first step, we controllednf@ternal education and number of siblings, Time
1 physical aggression and Time 2 positive parentimgstep 2, we entered the main effects of
Time 1 positive parenting and child temperamendl imnstep 3 we entered the interaction term
between Time 1 positive parenting and temperanieatilé 4.3).

Child physical aggression and temperament at Timghdwed a main effect in the
prediction of child physical aggression at Time AZlding the interaction term significantly
improved the modelR? change= 03, Fchange (1, 85) = 4.27p < .05. The interpretation of the
interaction effect can be inferred from the plottedression lines for children with a difficult and
an easy temperament (see Figure 4.1). A medianvegdi applied to Time 1 child temperament.
The lines in Figure 4.1 were plotted using prediatalues oft 1 standard deviation (positive
parenting at Time 1) as recommended by Aiken angt\{&991). In order to correct for child
aggression at Time 1, maternal education, anduhgar of siblings, we used residual scores for
child aggression at Time 2. In the difficult temgaent group, less positive parenting at Time 1
predicted more physical aggression at Time 2 (sger& 4.1). The results are indicative of a
double risk model, in which children with difficulemperaments who also have mothers with
lower levels of positive parenting show high levefsaggressive behaviors. It should be noted

that less positive parenting led to the lowest eggjon in the easy temperament group.



Table4.3
Regression analysis testing child temperamentrasderator on the association between time 1

positive parenting and time 2 child physical aggies (N = 94)

B SE B t-value R
Step £ 0.33**
Education mother -0.12 0.39 -0.03 -0.31
Number of siblings -0.50 0.45 -0.10 -1.11
Time 1 Child physical aggression 0.38 0.07 10.5 5.43**
Time 2 Positive parenting -0.12 0.14 -0.08 -0.88
Step 2 0.39*
Time 1 Positive parenting 0.02 0.12 0.02 0.18
Time 1 Child temperament 1.88 0.59 0.30 320*
Step 3 0.42*
Positive parenting Time 1 x Child
-0.48 0.23 -0.18 -2.07*

temperament

Note:®The statistics are derived from the final blockiw regression modelp* .05; **p < .01

We also investigated the moderating effect of Tifhechild temperament on the
association between Time 1 authoritarian discip(im& a component of the positive parenting
composite) and Time 2 child aggression. Time ldcphysical aggressio € .52,p <.01) and
temperament/ = .23,p <.05) were significant predictors of Time 2 chgtysical aggression.
We found no main effects of authoritarian discipl{fT2 authoritarian discipling = .01,p = .88,
T1 authoritarian disciplingg = .15,p = .08). Adding the interaction term did not sigeahtly
improve the modeR¥ change= -00,Fenange(1, 85) = 0.22p = .64.
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Positive parenting at time 1 predicting child ptoadiaggression at time 2 for children with

difficult and easy temperaments

Discussion

Our study shows that child temperament at age &y@amne 1) is a significant predictor of child
aggression one year later (Time 2). Lower level§iofe 1 positive parenting predicted elevated
Time 2 child aggression, but only in the group luifdren with a difficult temperament. However,
children with difficult temperaments did not benefiore from higher levels of positive
parenting, indicating that the dual risk modelpplacable and not the differential susceptibility
model. Less positive parenting predicted low lewdl$ime 2 aggression in the easy
temperament group. No interaction effects were didian authoritarian discipline.

As expected, we found that Time 1 child diffictdmperament predicted Time 2 child
aggression. This is consistent with previous figdin several countries and immigrant groups,
showing that difficult child temperament prediceshbvior problems at a later age (Caspi et al.,
1994, 1995; De Boo & Kolk, 2007). Contrary to oMpectations, no main effects of parenting on
child physical aggression were found. As suggeftgdRothbaum and Weisz' (1994) meta-
analytic findings, the association between the iguaf parenting and child externalizing
behaviors may be less strong for toddlers and pogders than for older children. Externalizing

behaviors may be more strongly associated withqthadity of caregiving when these problem



behaviors are connected with feelings of hostdity the intention to hurt others, as opposed to
autonomy seeking in toddlerhood. However, the ateseri main effects may also suggest that
some children are more vulnerable to the effectpaskenting than others. Indeed, we found a
significant interaction effect between positive ggdaing and difficult child temperament in the
prediction of child physical aggression. Thus, lowevels of positive parenting (risk 1) were
related to higher levels of physical aggression,dmly for children with difficult temperaments
(risk 2). Because children with difficult temperamtedid not benefit more from higher levels of
positive parenting than children with easier terapgnts, these findings point to a dual-risk
model, rather than a differential susceptibilitydab Similar interaction effects were also found
in previous studies that focused on the influerfgeositive parenting behaviors such as maternal
sensitivity on the development of child externalgzibehaviors (e.g., Karreman, Van Tuijl, Van
Aken, & Dekovi, 2009; Van Aken et al., 2007), however these stidid not test both the dual
risk model and the differential susceptibility mbde

As we found support for the dual risk model, ingsrtions aimed at second-generation
Turkish immigrant families should especially foaustemperamentally vulnerable children who
also experience a lack of positive parenting. lasigg positive parenting through intervention
for parents of children with difficult temperamentsay thus decrease the risk for aggressive
outcomes, but because we did not find evidenceliferential susceptibility, this should not be
expected to lead to even better outcomes comparéebse for children with easy temperaments.
In the easy temperament group less positive paigidd to lower aggression. We speculate that
this unexpected finding might be a suppressionceftghildren with an easy temperament might
suppress their feelings of distress and anger whnginparents are punitive and crush any sign of
protest in their mostly easy-going children. Instigroup of families with children with an easy
temperament interventions enhancing positive pergmhight lead to more aggression later on,
as children may feel free to openly communicaté fleelings of anger and distress to their non-
punitive parent. Of course, this speculative imetgtion should be tested in experimental
research.

We did not find main effects of authoritarian didime on child aggression, nor did we
find a moderating effect of child temperament ia thlation between authoritarian discipline and
child physical aggression. These findings may be @uthe fact that no distinction was made
between obedience-demanding and punishment-ori@sigects of authoritarian discipline in the
Turkish context that may influence child behaviora different manner. Obedience-demanding
parenting (i.e., immediate compliance without erplion) has been found to have a positive

influence on the prosocial behavior of Turkish irgnaint children, whereas punishment-oriented



discipline tended to have negative effects gviarlu & Sanson, 2008). Thus, obedience-
demanding parenting behaviors are not necessarfvarable to child development in Turkish

immigrant families, as obedience is highly valued anay be perceived as normative in the
Turkish culture. In our study authoritarian disiipl consisted of commanding (e.g., saying no,
repeating the command) and physical interferenge, (aking away forbidden toys, preventing

the child to touch them). These discipline behaviseem to reflect primarily obedience-

demanding behaviors and may therefore not havexhativerse effect on child behaviors in our
sample.

To our knowledge, this is the first study to exaenithe moderating role of child
temperament in the association between observeeniiag practices of second-generation
Turkish immigrant mothers and the aggressive behswf their toddlers. However, there are
some limitations to this study. First, although elserved mothers’ parenting behaviors, we used
mother-reports to measure both child temperamedt @ysical aggression, so some shared
method variance for these variables can not beudzd. Nevertheless, we found only modest
associations between the two constructs, whichestgat they were sufficiently differentiated.
We also tested for associations between the tweunea across time, and not at the same point
in time, thus preventing the association betweediptor and outcome to be inflated by current
mood or temporary response biases. Second, it wites surprising that authoritarian discipline
was hot stable over time. However, our results alafiom the idea that disciplinary techniques,
such as power assertion, are flexible and depermudtetite child’'s misbehavior, and that discipline
techniques are varied according to the situatistead of reflecting an invariant discipline
approach on the mother’'s part (Grusec & Kuczyn$®B0). Finally, as our study was a short-
term longitudinal study, we do not know if tempegatally difficult children reared by mothers
with low levels of positive parenting behaviors Ivgbntinue to show aggressive behaviors into
middle-childhood and adolescence or that they éspee the beneficial effects of a supportive
rearing environment only at a later age.

In conclusion, this study provides empirical evide for the generalizability of the dual-
risk hypothesis to second-generation immigrant li@sitoddlers with difficult temperaments are
more adversely affected by a lack of positive pangnthan other children, but do not benefit
more from high levels of positive parenting. Weamenend that future studies also employ
observational methods of child temperament andesggyn, and make a distinction between
various culturally relevant components of authoidta parenting. Our findings imply that in
order to reduce child behavior problems in secosmukegation Turkish immigrant families, it is

important to design interventions that focus on igmant families who struggle with the



challenges of the disruptive behaviors of their geramentally difficult toddlers. These
interventions should particularly aim at enhanaingternal sensitivity and authoritative control

in these families.



Chapter 5

Discussion and conclusion



I ntroduction

The focus of this thesis was the early developmamd parenting predictors of toddler
externalizing behaviors in second-generation Tharkisnmigrant families living in the

Netherlands in comparison with native Dutch famili€irst, the levels and interrelations of
family stress, parenting efficacy, and toddler maézing behaviors in both groups were
examined. Next, differences in patterns of obsepareénting behaviors and gender-differentiated
parenting in both groups were described. Finallg, mnoderating effect of child temperament on
the association between parenting and child aggressand the influence of maternal

acculturation on family stress and parenting besrauwvere investigated.

Turkish immigrant and native Dutch families: Differencesand

similarities

Mean level differences

In chapter 2 and 3 of this thesis we comparedeel$ of family stress (daily stress and marital
discord), parenting efficacy, observed parentingavers (maternal sensitivity and discipline),
and toddler externalizing behaviors between segmmration Turkish immigrant and native
Dutch families. We found no mean level differendetween the groups in parent-reported
toddler externalizing behaviors, parenting effica@nd observed authoritarian discipline.
However Turkish immigrant mothers perceived moréyddress and marital problems compared
to Dutch mothers. In addition, Turkish immigranttiners were observed to be less sensitive and
used less authoritative discipline strategies thair Dutch counterparts.

Our findings regarding parent-reported child exaéimng behaviors in Turkish versus
Dutch families were not consistent with previousdgés that used parents as informants (Bengi-
Arslan, Verhulst, van der Ende, & Erol, 1997; Stevet al., 2003). Contrary to our expectations,
we found that Turkish and Dutch toddlers showedlaimevels of mother-reported externalizing
behaviors. Although the above mentioned studiesrolbed for the effects of parental education,
we matched the Turkish and Dutch families on sdvadilitional pertinent characteristics

(maternal education, child gender, and the presehsiblings) which may explain the absence of



differences in toddler externalizing behaviors iothb groups, for example, the presence of
siblings is generally associated with higher levetsexternalizing behaviors in all groups.

Furthermore, our sample of Turkish families waseahhomogenous as we only included second-
generation Turkish mothers who were born in thehBidands. Moreover, we focused on

externalizing behaviors of toddlers instead of stfage children and adolescents.

We did find differences between the two groupglaily stress and marital problems:
Turkish immigrant mothers experienced more dailgsst and marital problems than native Dutch
mothers. This may be due to generational differermween partners within Turkish families.
As the majority of the Turkish mothers in this studere married to first-generation Turkish
partners who grew up in Turkey, an acculturatiop dgetween the parents may be present
(Leyendecker, Schdlmerich, & Citlak, 2006). Compate the often newly arrived first-
generation Turkish fathers, Turkish second-geramatiothers have a larger social network (e.g.,
family and friends) in the Netherlands, easier asde the host society (e.g., more knowledge of
Dutch rules and norms), and are more fluent inDb&ch language. Because of this difference,
most of the organizational and administrative ta@kg., filling out forms, going to the general
practitioner) are generally arranged by the moth&héch could lead to their experience of more
daily stress. The fact that mothers are respondtrghese tasks may also result in marital
frictions between the partners, as the mothers faaly unequally burdened and/or the (more
traditional) fathers may dislike the leading rofd@te mothers.

Despite the higher levels of Turkish immigrant neos#ti daily stress, we found no
differences between Turkish and Dutch mothers girtfeelings of parenting efficacy. This
remarkable finding may be due to factors that budfginst the negative effects of daily stress on
maternal parenting efficacy, such as social suppbith has been shown to influence maternal
feelings of efficacy (Coleman & Karraker, 1997). Agnificantly more first- and second-
generation Turkish parents report to have stromgjlyaties compared to Dutch parents (91%
versus 52%; Distelbrink & Hooghiemstra, 2005) tregative effects of stress may have been
mitigated in the Turkish group.

Regarding observed parenting behaviors, we fouwd differences in maternal
authoritarian discipline (commanding and physicégiference) between the two groups, but we
did find that Turkish immigrant mothers were lesgportive, more intrusive, gave less clear
instructions during problem-solving tasks, and ule=$ authoritative discipline strategies (e.qg.,
positive feedback, induction) during a clean-upktas general, in “collectivistic” oriented
cultures (e.g., Turkish culture), more obedienceexpected of children, more authoritarian

control is applied, and more restraining behaviare used during social play than in



“individualistic” cultures (e.g., Dutch culture)sfia et al., 2004; Rubin, 1998). For example, in
the Turkish culture “uslu” children are highly vabl which means that children are good-
mannered, obedient, quiet, and not too boisterndagii{cibasi, 2007).

Our findings of more intrusive behaviors and lese wf authoritative discipline in
Turkish immigrant families correspond to child-riegr attitudes in collectivistic oriented
cultures, but less maternal support and the laakiftdrence in authoritarian discipline do not. It
was quite surprising to find that Turkish immigraard native Dutch mothers were similar in
their use of authoritarian discipline. Our obsemimay indicate that the levels of authoritarian
discipline among second-generation Turkish immigraothers are changing towards those of
the host culture. Indeed, the parenting practiééseosecond-generation seem to be shifting from
strict authoritarian control to more inductive reaislg and explaining, as mixed patterns of
authoritarian and authoritative control were beisgd by these parents in a different study (Pels,
Nijsten, Oosterwegel, & Vollebergh, 2006). For exdan during interviews with Turkish
immigrant parents, yelling, threatening, and the w$ physical punishment in reaction to
children’s misbehavior were seldom mentioned (Mijst2006), whereas using punishment in
response to children’'s problem behavior or disodmeck have been found to be relatively
common in Turkey, especially among families frowén socioeconomic backgrounds (Erkman
& Rohner, 2006; Kircaali-Iftar, 2005). Moreoverttadugh we found no differences between the
Turkish and the Dutch group in the levels of obedrauthoritarian parenting (i.e., commanding
and physical interference), there may be differerinethe certain types of authoritarian control
used by mothers that were not examined separatdlyis study. For example, shaming, guilt
induction, and reference to authority figures, sasHathers, teachers, and doctors may be more
common in Turkish families, especially in mothelighva low socio-economic status (e.g., Catay,
Allen, & Samstag, 2008). Because these specifatesires were very rare in Western families for
which the instrument was originally devised, we dad code these behaviors separately, but they
were included in the commanding behaviors categDifferentiating these aspects of control
may shed light on the culture-specific disciplirenaviors in Turkish immigrant families.

Our finding that Turkish immigrant mothers wereslesipportive (e.g., less emotional
availability, giving fewer compliments, more conoed about their own adequacy than about the
child’'s emotional needs) confirms the results ofpr@vious study that compared Turkish
immigrant and native Dutch mothers (Leseman & Van @oom, 1999). Apparently, during
certain activities such as problem solving taskgkiEh immigrant mothers are less sensitive to
their children’s needs than Dutch mothers. As (Bltkimmigrant families have higher academic

aspirations than native Dutch families of the sasoeial class (Pels et al., 2006; Phalet &



Andriessen, 2003), Turkish immigrant mothers mayehhad a tendency to focus more on
achievement of their children. Possibly puttingiaeement before the needs of their children,
these mothers showed high levels of unsupportivkeimtnusive behavior. Previous research has
shown that these maternal behaviors negativelyctaffbildren’s learning and motivation in
instruction situations (Bus, 1993). Another exptarafor lower levels of maternal sensitivity in
the Turkish group could be that Turkish immigrandthers are less used to solving structured
tasks (e.g., making puzzles) with their childrertras type of activity is less common in Turkish
immigrant than in Dutch families. In addition to saoving parenting behaviors in these
“demanding” contexts, it is important to also comgabservations of Turkish and Dutch mothers
in non-demanding contexts, such as daily caregixdndgines.

Finally, second-generation Turkish immigrant moshdid not differ in their parenting
behaviors towards their sons and daughters, whanebgrkey more obedience and dependence
is expected from daughters than from sons, leaimgore external control on girls compared to
boys (Ka&itcibal, 2007; Ka&itcibagl & Sunar, 1992). Our findings confirm previousditss on
Turkish immigrant families (Citlak, Leyendecker,h®tmerich, Driessen, & Harwood, 2008;
Wissink, Dekowt, & Meijer, 2006) and support the idea that witgaed to gender roles, a shift
from traditional attitudes towards more egalitar@mes is taking place (Glngodr & Bornstein,
2008).

Overall, when interpreting the ethnic group diffieces, we need to keep in mind that
these differences become smaller when maternaléidads taken into account. Thus, maternal
education accounts for a substantial amount ofamad in ethnic group differences (see for
similar findings Bakermans-Kranenburg, Van 1Jzemdp&: Kroonenberg, 2004). This does not
take away the fact that Turkish toddlers are mdtenoreared by lower educated mothers than
Dutch toddlers and therefore as a group experilssesensitive parenting and less authoritative
discipline. But the roots of the difference in dhikearing practices should not be automatically
sought in ethnic or cultural differences as longsasio-economic disparities might be more

plausible, immediate causes.

Associations between family processes and child behavior

Based on previous empirical studies among immigfamtilies living in the Netherlands, we
expected to find similarities in the interrelaticaamong mother-reported family stress, parenting
efficacy, and toddler externalizing behaviors adl \as among observed parenting behaviors

between the second-generation Turkish immigrant twednative Dutch group. More family



stress and less parenting efficacy were indeedeckl higher levels of toddler externalizing
behaviors, and parenting efficacy was the most mapb negative predictor in both groups. The
importance of feeling efficacious as a parent dytiheir children’s toddler period is not so
surprising, as this period is challenging to pasem virtually all cultures. During this
developmental period children’s motor and cogniskéls expand and make increasing attempts
to obtain autonomy, which requires parents to dgvahd try out new parenting skills (Coleman
& Karraker, 2003; Edwards & Liu, 2002).

Parental insecurity about their abilities to dedhwheir children’s changing behavior
may be related to higher levels of child problenndgors regardless of culture, or in both
cultures children with difficult behaviors may ewoknore insecurity in their mothers’ feelings
about their parenting capacities. In order to itigase the interrelations among observed
parenting behaviors, we performed a confirmatoctdiaanalysis to fit a factor model to both
groups. In both groups supportive presence, clarfitinstruction, authoritative discipline, and
low intrusiveness loaded on one factor. Thus, nsoggportive mothers were also less intrusive,
gave clearer instructions, and disciplined theiildcn in a more authoritative manner,
irrespective of their ethnicity. This pattern isnststent with literature on parenting styles in
which high support, respect for autonomy and pasittontrol go together and reflect an
authoritative parenting style (Baumrind, 1966; Mawnc & Martin, 1983).

In both groups, authoritarian discipline did noad on the parenting factor suggesting
that these parenting behaviors represent a diffed@nension. These findings suggest that
authoritative parenting is indicative of more piesit patterns of parenting in families with
individualistic cultural backgrounds as well as s with collectivistic cultural origins. This is
in contrast with the idea that parents in collgstig cultures tend to be more authoritarian and
commonly use higher levels of control, although metessarily in combination with lower levels
of warmth (Rudey & Grusec, 2001, 2006). Howeveithassecond-generation Turkish mothers in
our sample had been exposed to the Dutch indivigtiakociety all their lives (all mothers were
born in the Netherlands), this may have led toitt 8bm their collectivistic parenting behaviors
to parenting behaviors that are similar to thosthéir resident country.

Overall, our findings support tfao-group difference” hypothesiave foundmeanlevel
differences between the second-generation Turkishigrant and native Dutch group, but the
interrelations between the variables in both groups were simAacording to this hypothesis,
differences among ethnic groups in developmentatgsses may exist, but as individuals of

different ethnic origins are exposed to influencesnmon to all ethnic groups in a society,



culturally specific experiences will not alter thesociations among developmental or parenting

dimensions (Rowe, Vazsonyi, & Flannery, 1994).

Family processes within Turkish immigrant families

Parenting, toddler aggression, and temperament

Although several studies have been conducted omémdal health (e.g., externalizing behaviors)
of (Turkish) immigrant children compared to theatime counterparts (for a review see Stevens
& Vollebergh, 2008), the moderating role of childmperament in the association between
parenting (positive parenting and authoritariancigime) and child aggressive behaviors in
Turkish immigrant families has not been investigabefore. We found that lower levels of
positive parenting were related to higher levelplofsical aggression, but only for children with
difficult temperaments. These findings support dinal-risk hypothesisvhich states that the co-
occurrence of child difficult temperament and a rpgoality rearing-environment can put
children at increased risk for aggressive behawasréhey experience two risk conditions. Similar
interaction effects were also found in previousiss that focused on the influence of a lack of
positive parenting behaviors on the developmermhdtl externalizing behaviors in native Dutch
families (e.g., Karreman, Van Tuijl, Van Aken, & EBwvi¢, 2009; Van Aken et al., 2007; Van
Zeijl et al., 2007). As positive parenting behasidhigh support, low intrusiveness, and
authoritative control) can be said to reflect dgadigulation, low levels of these behaviors seem
to have a particularly adverse effect on the saififation, impulse control, and rule
internalization of temperamentally difficult chilelr which in turn can lead to physical
aggression. Apparently, children with a difficidtperament are more strongly in need of their
mothers’ support and authoritative control comparedchildren with an easy temperament.
Finding similar interaction effects as in native tBu families supports again the no-group
difference hypothesis.

Regarding authoritarian discipline, we did not fimdin effects of observed authoritarian
discipline on child aggression. This may be duehi® possibility that in Turkish immigrant
families, authoritarian discipline (i.e., commarglirand physical interference) reflects a
normative controlling function, particularly witlegpect to young children. Almost all parents of
toddlers need to use limit-setting in the form efithnds and commands in teaching their toddlers

rules, and will also have to physically interfecestop a child from being naughty from time to



time. It may be that the normativeness of the aitdréan behaviors measured here limits its
predictive value regarding problem behaviors indtethood. For example, in a study on the
stability and change of toddler behavior probleths, association between mothers’ controlling
behaviors and child noncompliance was not presdenvehildren were two years old, but only
emerged after the age of four (Smith, Calkins, Keaknastopoulos, & Shelton, 2004). Future
longitudinal studies are needed to illuminate tffieots of authoritarian discipline on child
aggressive behaviors at different ages in Turkigimigrant families.

The moderating effect of child temperament on #lation between positive parenting
(which includes authoritative discipline) and chéldgression corresponds with the findings of a
previous study among Dutch toddlers (Van Zeijl &t 2007). However, the absence of a
moderating effect for authoritarian discipline iarcstudy is not consistent with results of Van
Zeijl and colleagues. Apparently, authoritarian cgiBne only influences (in particular
temperamentally reactive) children’s aggressiorthi@ Dutch families. In future studies it is
important to distinguish between both types of igigee behaviors as they may have different
influences on child aggression in Turkish and Duiamilies, and because our findings have
shown that authoritarian discipline represents féerdint dimension than the other parenting

behaviors, including authoritative discipline.

Acculturation, family stress, and parenting

Depending on parents’ acculturation levels, immgriamilies may show different behaviors
with regard to child-rearing (e.g., Dumka, Roosa)a&kson, 1997; Ymnurlu & Sanson, 2008).
Supporting the bi-dimensional model of Berry (199We found no associations between
emotional connection to the Turkish and the Dutaluece, which shows that acculturation to the
Dutch society does not necessarily implicate |ésmg identification with the Turkish culture.
We did find that Turkish immigrant mothers who fethotionally more connected to the Turkish
culture experienced less daily stress and feweitah@roblems. Experiences of less daily stress
could be due to the fact that mothers may expegieiegver conflicts with their immediate
environments as most of the Turkish families irs thiudy lived in areas where many residents
had a Turkish background. Fewer marital problemyg beadue to the fact that the acculturation
gap between the mothers and their partners isylik@lbe smaller when mothers feel more
attached to the Turkish culture, and this may leafewer conflicts with their first generation

husbands.



Mothers also used less authoritative control winey twvere emotionally more connected
to the Turkish culture, suggesting that their eomdi bond to their culture of origin keeps them
from changing their disciplinary strategies towaptactices that are more typical of the host
culture. But mothers who spoke the Turkish languages often with important others, including
their children, were more sensitive in their intdiens with their toddlers. As close family
relations are important in Turkish immigrant famdj having harmonious relationships with
important others (e.g., partner, parents), who lspiee Turkish language most of the time, may
result in overall sensitive behaviors in interagtiavith the children.

On the whole, our findings on acculturation showleat maintenance of the culture of
origin in the host society can be adaptive foraiarspecific parenting practices (more sensitive
behaviors) and parental well-being (less daily ssreand marital discord) and that more
connectedness to the culture of origin does noesssrily lead to less connectedness to the

culture of the host society.

Study limitations and directionsfor futureresearch

This study had several limitations that need teelen into account. The first limitation concerns
the moderate response rate in the Turkish grougo)6that may have resulted in less
representativeness of our findings for the gen€uakish population living in the Netherlands.
Groups with a non-western background in the Netineld are generally difficult to recruit for
research purposes, and our response rate is cdoigoahat of previous studies among second-
generation non-western families (CBS, 2005). Moegpthe educational level of the second-
generation Turkish immigrant parents was compareditle the national data on the educational
level of the second-generation Turkish immigramstie Netherlands, indicating that in that
respect our sample was representative.

The second limitation of our study is that we usedernal reports of child behaviors. As
the level of child behavior problems may dependtimm informant, we do not know to what
extent we measured perceptions of child extermaizbehaviors instead of the actual
externalizing behaviors of children. Moreover, campg maternal reports of parents with
different cultural backgrounds may reflect cultudifferences in ideas of what constitutes
appropriate normal child behaviors (Stevens & Mutigh, 2008). However, in our study, we
used the Child Behavior Checklist which containgotive descriptions of child behaviors where
mothers only report on the frequency of its ocawree instead of giving value judgments.

Furthermore, using this checklist, Weisz and Mcg&t099) investigated whether parents from



various cultures differ in their reports of chiléhavior problems and found no or negligible
differences in these comparisons, which suggeatsttire is little evidence for cultural bias with
respect to the checklist.

In this study, we obtained information on childerxializing behaviors through mother-
reports, without asking for the father's observagio as mothers are most often primary
caregivers, especially in Turkish families. Futstedies may try and include Turkish immigrant
fathers to examine paternal influences on childaln problems, and observational measures of
child externalizing behaviors are needed to shgiut lon issues of cultural bias in parent-report
measures.

Although standardized observations were used tesagsarenting behaviors in both the
Turkish immigrant and the native Dutch familiese thbservations in the Turkish group were
conducted at home, whereas they were conductedlabaatory setting for the Dutch group.
Although we had attempted to observe parenting\nefsgof Turkish mothers in the laboratory,
the majority of the mothers unfortunately refusedravel to the university, even when offered a
financial compensation or the possibility of beiagcompanied during their travel. Observing
parenting behaviors in different environmental eatd may have influenced our results on the
mean level differences in parenting behaviors.dxample, mothers observed in the home and in
the laboratory were almost twice as active andaesipe when in the laboratory than when at
home (Belsky, 1980). However, other studies foumdnmean level differences in parenting
behaviors observed in home and laboratory set{jegs, Bornstein et al., 2006; Van der Mark,

Bakermans-Kranenburg, & Van IJzendoorn, 2002).

| mplications for interventions

The present thesis provides evidence for the noggudifference hypothesis of parenting and
child development in different cultures: there amean level differences in family stress and
parenting behaviors between second-generation Juikimigrant and native Dutch families, but
the interrelations between these family processes@mparable. In future parenting intervention
programs for Turkish immigrant families, professitm should be made aware of the higher
prevalence of family stress that can be a riskdoild externalizing behaviors, and of the
importance of maintaining the culture of origin the parent’'s experience of lower family stress
and more sensitive behaviors. Our no-group diffeeefindings suggest that the focus of
parenting interventions can be similar to that xifting programs for native parents of young

children. As in native Dutch families, sensitiviyd authoritative discipline are related to more



optimal parenting and child development in Turkishmigrant families, indicating the
importance of these parenting behaviors for pravenintervention efforts. However, it is
important to adapt therocedureof these interventions to the specific culturaitext in Turkish
immigrant families (e.g., conducting home-visitfJesman & Yaman, in press). Based on the
results of this thesis, a study has recently statte test the effectiveness of a preventive
intervention programVideo-feedback intervention to promote positivequding and sensitive
discipline (VIPP-SD)"adapted to the specific child-rearing context ofkish immigrant families
(VIPP-TM). We hope that this study can provide acmueeded evidence-based culturally
sensitive intervention for Turkish families in tNetherlands experiencing problems in managing
difficult toddler behaviors.
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Appendix A

Samenvatting (Summary in Dutch)



Samenvatting

In de jaren '60 en '70 kwamen Turkse gastarbeiders Nederland met de intentie om geld te
verdienen en vervolgens weer terug te keren naakij@u De overgrote meerderheid van
gastarbeiders liet echter op den duur het gezin Naderland overkomen in het kader van de
gezinshereniging. Momenteel wonen in Nederland BX¥.personen van Turkse afkomst;
daarmee vormen zij de grootste etnische minderineiederland. Van deze groep bestaat 48%
uit tweede-generatie migranten (182.000). De heidigei van de Turkse populatie in Nederland
komt voornamelijk door de toename van de tweedesgeie gezinnen. Volgens de meest recente
prognoses (CBS, 2008) zal in 2050 60% (279.000) demurkse bevolking in Nederland uit
tweede-generatie migranten bestaan.

Ondanks de groei van de Turkse bevolking in Neaerlweten we nog relatief weinig
over de ontwikkeling van gedragsproblemen bij jokgleren in Turkse migrantengezinnen en
over de ouder- en opvoedingsfactoren die hierop imaloed kunnen zijn. Al in de vroege
kindertijd kunnen kinderen gedragsproblemen latem,zwaarbij externaliserend gedrag zoals
ongehoorzaamheid, agressie en overactiviteit adkwoorkomen (zie bijvoorbeeld Van Zeijl et
al., 2006). Meestal neemt dit gedrag af na hedeidevensjaar (zie Alink et al., 2006), maar bij
sommige kinderen bilijft dit gedrag voorkomen totiam adolescentie of volwassenheid (Loeber &
Hay, 1997). Daarnaast kan externaliserend gedrdgnid¢ot diverse problemen op latere leeftijd,
zoals leerproblemen, delinquentie of depressie (bath 1995). Uit bestaande onderzoeken in
Westerse culturen blijkt dat ouderfactoren zoalgetliikse stress, problemen in de partnerrelatie
en een gebrek aan zelfvertrouwen over de opvoesiimgenhangen met de ontwikkeling van
gedragsproblemen bij kinderen (zie bijvoorbeeld gheti, Shaw, & Gilliom, 2000; Coleman &
Karraker, 2003; Reid & Crisafulli, 1990). Opvoedsfgctoren die in veel studies in verband zijn
gebracht met gedragsproblemen zijn een gebrek easitisiteit en negatief of autoritair
disciplineren (Rothbaum & Weisz, 1994). Sensitiviteerwijst naar de mate waarin ouders in
staat zijn zich te verplaatsen in hun kind en padsn snel reageren op het gedrag van het kind.
Bij disciplineren gaat het om de strategieén didensi gebruiken om lastig gedrag te hanteren of
te voorkomen. Deze strategieén kunnen positief lofgoritatief zijn (uitleg geven, begrip
tonen), maar ook negatief ofwel autoritair (fysiegrijpen, verbieden zonder uitleg). De vraag is
of deze ouder- en opvoedingsfactoren in vergeliglmaate voorkomen in Turkse gezinnen als in
Nederlandse gezinnen en of ze op gelijke wijze sdwaiegen met gedragsproblemen bij jonge
kinderen. Ook weten we nog niet of het acculturatieau van Turkse ouders van invloed is op

hun manier van opvoeden. Acculturatie vindt plaeidra leden van een etnische groep een



verandering ondergaan als gevolg van voortdurendlaegdurig contact met een andere
(dominante) cultuur (Berry, 1997). Dit betekent d&t manier waarop Turkse moeders hun
kinderen opvoeden kan verschillen naarmate zij mieler verbonden voelen met de Turkse dan
wel de Nederlandse cultuur.

Aangezien de Turkse populatie de grootste etnistihderheidsgroep in Nederland is en
gemiddeld een slechtere sociaal-economische pds#&ft dan autochtone gezinnen, is deze
groep zeer relevant voor de jeugdhulpverlening. rdab echter gewerkt kan worden aan de
ontwikkeling van opvoedingsinterventies voor Turlgezinnen, moeten de kenmerken van de
ouders, de opvoeding en van de kinderen in dezergazin kaart worden gebracht. Deze kennis
kan dan worden aangewend om cultuur-sensitievevenées te ontwikkelen die aansluiten bij
de gezinssituaties van Turkse gezinnen in Nederl&id proefschrift richt zich opweede-
generatie Turkse migrantengezinnen (hierna: migrantengenpnavaarbij de volgende
onderzoeksvragen centraal staan:

Q) Laten peuters in Turkse migrantengezinnen neveel externaliserende
gedragsproblemen zien als peuters in Nederlanddeng:? Ervaren hun moeders net zoveel
stress, en voelen ze zich even competent bij hebamfen als Nederlandse moeders? En is de
samenhang tussen kenmerken van de ouder en gedbialgspen van het kind in beide groepen
vergelijkbaar? Daarnaast is onderzocht of verboheighmet de Turkse of Nederlandse cultuur
samenhangt met de mate waarin Turkse moeders stremien en vertrouwen hebben in hun
opvoedingsvaardighedéHoofdstuk 2)

(2) Hoe sensitief zijn Turkse moeders in vergdtigkimet Nederlandse moeders, en
disciplineren ze hun kinderen op een soortgelijlkanier? Is de onderlinge samenhang tussen
deze opvoedingsgedragingen in beide groepen vitugsdir? In de Turkse groep hebben we
bovendien onderzocht of het acculturatieniveaud@amoeders samenhangt met de mate waarin
zij sensitief opvoeden en gebruik maken van awtieie (positieve) en autoritaire (negatieve)
strategieén voor disciplinering. Daarnaast hebberbekeken of Turkse moeders hun zonen en
dochters verschillend opvoedéoofdstuk 3)

3) Voorspellen sensitiviteit en disciplineringséégieén van Turkse moeders
fysieke agressie van peuters? Hierbij is ook ora#izof de mate waarin opvoeding en agressie
van peuters samenhangt verschillend is voor kimdemet een makkelijk of een moeilijk

temperamentHoofdstuk 4)

Opzet van de studie



Verschillende gemeenten in het westen en het migdanNederland hebben adressen verstrekt
van Turkse gezinnen met 2-jarige peuters van wiendeders in Nederland zijn geboren en ten
minste één ouder hebben die in Turkije is gebob@ze gezinnen ontvingen een brief en een
folder in zowel de Turkse als de Nederlandse taluitieg over het onderzoek en de mededeling
dat de onderzoeker binnenkort zou langskomen ovnaigen of moeders wilden deelnemen aan
het onderzoek. Er zijn in totaal 384 gezinnen Ilkgrevaarvan 230 gezinnen aan dit onderzoek
hebben deelgenomen door vragenlijsten in te vul&9%). Van deze gezinnen hebben 155
moeders en hun peuters meegedaan aan de huishezdeitgeraf werden acht gezinnen
uitgesloten van de analyses, bijvoorbeeld vanweggisohe problemen van het kind. Tijdens het
huisbezoek deden moeder en kind verschillende edj@sll en taakjes die op video werden
opgenomen, zodat later de sensitiviteit en digugpingsstrategieén van de moeders gecodeerd
konden worden. Het coderen werd gedaan door onedligke codeurs die zowel de Turkse als
de Nederlandse taal beheersten. Onomisvikkelingvan moeder- en kindgedrag te bestuderen,
vond bij de gezinnen een jaar later wederom eesbkubek plaats. Aan dit vervolg heeft 91%
van de gezinnen deelgenomen.

Deze studie is een uitbreiding van de SCRIPT st@#creening and Intervention of
Problem behavior in Toddlerhood; Van 1Jzendoorn &ffdr, 2000 die is uitgevoerd onder
Nederlandse gezinnen met peuters. In de huidighestijn dezelfde vragenlijsten afgenomen en
observaties verricht als in de SCRIPT studie. Onagenlijstgegevens hebben we vergeleken
met een groep Nederlandse gezinnen die vergelijkbagen wat betreft het opleidingsniveau van
de moeder, sekse van het kind, en de aanweziglaidoroertjes en zusjes in het gezin (zie
hoofdstuk 2). In de SCRIPT studie werden de kindenet de 25% hoogste scores op de schaal
Externaliserende Problemen van de Child Behavioecklist (1% -5) geselecteerd voor
observatieonderzoek. Om de Turkse groep te vekgalimet de Nederlandse groep hebben we
een selectie gemaakt van Turkse peuters die volgemsnoeders eveneens veel externaliserend
gedrag lieten zien. Ook konden we op deze manigteken selecteren van wie de moeders
waarschijnlijk meer negatieve opvoedingsstrategigéioruikten. Deze selectie heeft geleid tot
een steekproef van 70 gezinnen (zie hoofdstuk 8jvalgens hebben we in de Turkse groep
onderzocht of de mate waarin opvoeding en fysigkessie bij peuters samenhangt verschillend
is voor kinderen met een moeilijk en kinderen meh eelatief gemakkelijk temperament (zie
hoofdstuk 4).

Omdat sociaaldemografische factoren zoals leedtijcpleidingsniveau van de moeders

en aantal kinderen in een gezin verschillend kurmijeanvoor Turkse en Nederlandse gezinnen en



van invloed kunnen zijn op het opvoedingsgedragmaeders, hebben we bij de analyses steeds

rekening gehouden met deze factoren.

Voor spellersvan externaliserend gedrag bij Turkse peuters

Onderzoek naar gedragsproblemen bij schoolgaamdieraén in Turkse migrantengezinnen heeft
aangetoond dat Turkse ouders meer gedragsproblbipéon eigen kinderen rapporteren dan
Nederlandse ouders (zie bijvoorbeeld Bengi-Ars\i&rhulst, van der Ende, & Erol, 1997). Of dit
ook geldt voor peuters was nog onduidelijk, omdateszoek naar deze groep in Nederland nog
niet eerder was gedaan. Omdat moeders in migraggamgen in twee culturen leven kan het zijn
dat ze in hun leven moeilijkheden ervaren met lieden van een balans tussen de cultuur van
herkomst en die van de omgeving (Pels, Distelb@nRostma, 2009). Hierdoor zouden ze meer
spanningen kunnen ervaren die kunnen leiden tot ekatheden over hun
opvoedingsvaardigheden. Daarnaast kiezen tweedwmajen Turkse migranten vaak voor een
huwelijkspartner die niet in Nederland is geboreaamvoor het huwelijk naar Nederland is
gekomen (Distelbrink & Hooghiemstra, 2005). Dit kaleiden tot verschillen in
acculturatieniveaus tussen de ouders. Vanwegewdzehillen kan het zijn dat Turkse moeders
meer problemen in de partnerrelatie ervaren darefettise moeders.

Onderzoek onder Westerse bevolkingsgroepen heefgedoond dat kinderen meer
externaliserend gedrag laten zien als ze moedéisehalie meer spanningen ervaren, problemen
in de partnerrelatie ondervinden en weinig vertremviiebben in hun opvoedingsvaardigheden
(zie bijvoorbeeld Van Zeijl et al., 2006). De vraagf deze verbanden ook gelden voor (Turkse)
migrantengezinnen. Volgens deo-group differencehypothese kunnen etnische groepen
verschillen in bijvoorbeeld opvoedingsgedrag, t@rde invioed hiervan op de ontwikkeling van
kinderen hetzelfde is. Daarentegen gaagmeip differencesiypothese er van uit dat in diverse
etnische groepen de invloed van het gedrag vanrsugfe de ontwikkeling van het kind zal
verschillen. Omdat er nog geen onderzoek was gedaaar de relatie tussen
opvoedingskenmerken en het externaliserend gedragpeuters in Turkse migrantengezinnen,
wisten we nog niet of deze relatie hetzelfde zdo ais bij autochtone gezinnemd-group
differencehypothese) of dat de effecten van deze opvoedamyskrken binnen de Turkse groep
tot verschillende uitkomsten zouden leidegrop differenceshypothese). Wel hebben
verschillende studies onder Turkse migrantengenirvadker steun gevonden voor de-group

difference hypothese (zie bijvoorbeeld Wissink, Dekgv& Meijer, 2006). Daarnaast is het



mogelijk dat in Turkse migrantengezinnen het aceatteniveau van moeder een rol speelt in de
opvoeding van de kinderen.

In hoofdstuk ds onderzocht of er verschillen zijn tussen TurkeeNederlandse moeders
in stress, huwelijksproblemen en onzekerheden owproedingsvaardigheden en het
externaliserend gedrag van hun kinderen, en hoe fdetoren aan elkaar gerelateerd zijn. Ook
hebben we onderzocht of het acculturatieniveau Warkse moeders gerelateerd is aan deze
factoren. We vonden dat Turkse moeders meer degeligtress en meer problemen in de
partnerrelatie hadden dan Nederlandse moeders.hdtilen Turkse en Nederlandse moeders
evenveel vertrouwen in hun opvoedingsvaardighedereeervoeren hun peuters als even lastig.
Zowel Turkse als Nederlandse peuters lieten memrmadiserend gedrag zien als de moeders
meer stress ondervonden en als moeders zich mirmdwaam voelden in  hun
opvoedingsvaardigheden. Minder vertrouwen in deereigpvoedingsvaardigheden bleek het
meest van invioed te zijn op het externaliserendrage van zowel Turkse als Nederlandse
peuters. Ten slotte is aangetoond dat naarmatesd@umkeders zich meer verbonden voelden met
de Turkse cultuur zij ook minder stress ervoereezeDuitkomsten ondersteunen m@-group
differencehypothese: hoewel Turkse moeders meer stresseerdan Nederlandse moeders, zijn
de invloeden van stress en weinig vertrouwen immeedingsvaardigheden op externaliserend
gedrag vergelijkbaar in beide groepen. Daarnassh lde resultaten zien dat het behoud van de

eigen cultuur een voordeel is voor het welbevingam Turkse moeders.

Opvoedingsgedrag van Turkse moedersin Nederland

Tweede-generatie Turkse moeders kunnen in hun meaareopvoeden beinvioed worden door
hun cultuur van herkomst, die wat meer collectisedt van aard is, en door de Nederlandse
cultuur, die wat meer individualistisch van aard Ias collectivistische culturen worden
eigenschappen als conformisme, gehoorzaamheid hemladlijkheid meer gewaardeerd dan in
individualistische culturen en worden kinderen va@&p een autoritaire manier gedisciplineerd
(zie bijvoorbeeld Ispa et al., 2004; Rubin, 1998).de Turkse cultuur worden bijvoorbeeld
kinderen die “uslu” zijn, wat gehoorzaam, rustig aiet al te luidruchtig betekent, erg
gewaardeerd (Katcibasl, 2007). Onderzoek heeft aangetoond dat ook isteeen tweede-
generatie Turkse migrantengezinnen gehoorzaamimerestatiegerichtheid van kinderen meer
worden gewaardeerd dan in autochtone Nederlands@ng®. Daarnaast is aangetoond dat
Turkse adolescenten in Nederland hun opvoeding \@skstrenger en meer conformistisch

typeren dan hun Nederlandse leeftijdgenoten (zig gen overzicht Mesman & Yaman, in druk).



Echter, diverse studies hebben aangetoond datllectiastische culturen autoritaire controle
van ouders niet altijd gepaard gaat met minder wewram een minder sensitieve houding, een
combinatie die in Westerse individualistische adtu juist wel vaak wordt gevonden (zie
bijvoorbeeld Rudy & Grusec, 2001, 2006).

Er zijn slechts weinig studies die de opvoedirtgasie in Turkse migrantengezinnen
hebben onderzocht en de resultaten van de studiedatl wel deden zijn veelal gebaseerd op
semi-gestructureerde interviews die kwalitatief amekdotisch van aard zijn, terwijl zelden
objectieve gestandaardiseerde observaties zijnuggglMesman & Yaman, in druk). Uit een
studie die dat wel deed bleek dat Turkse moedensleniondersteunend waren ten opzichte van
hun jonge kinderen tijdens taaksituaties dan Naddde moeders (Leseman & Van den Boom,
1999). Deze studie was echter niet gericht op tdigemet externaliserende gedragsproblemen
van peuters.

In hoofdstuk 3s onderzocht of Turkse moeders minder sensitief @dan Nederlandse
moeders en of zij in vergelijking met Nederlandseeders vaker autoritaire en minder vaak
autoritatieve disciplineringstrategieén gebruikeviervolgens hebben we bekeken of de
onderlinge samenhang tussen deze opvoedingsgegeagirvergelijkbaar is in Turkse
migrantengezinnen en Nederlandse gezinnen. Daarisaasderzocht of Turkse moeders hun
zonen en dochters verschillend opvoeden en of betltaratieniveau van Turkse moeders
gerelateerd is aan hun opvoedingsgedrag. De re=ulteeten zien dat tijdens taakjes Turkse
moeders minder sensitief waren dan Nederlandse enpede gaven minder complimenten,
pakten vaker onderdelen van het taakje af en ganeder duidelijke instructies. Ook gebruikten
Turkse moeders tijdens een opruimtaakje minder \aa#britatieve disciplineringsstrategieén
zoals het geven van uitleg en complimenten. Wakfiedutoritaire disciplinering waren er geen
verschillen tussen Turkse en Nederlandse moederbgide groepen werd evenveel gebruik
gemaakt van bijvoorbeeld commanderen en afpakkem.aénzien van de onderlinge samenhang
tussen deze opvoedingsgedragingen bleek dat ine bgidepen sensitiviteit (bestaande uit
steunende aanwezigheid, helderheid van instruetiebet bieden van ruimte) en autoritatieve
disciplinering bij elkaar hoorden (dat is: vaak samvoorkwamen), terwijl autoritaire
disciplinering een andere dimensie leek te weegstem. Ook met betrekking tot
opvoedingsgedrag hebben we dus steun gevonderdegoargroup differencéypothese: Turkse
moeders waren minder sensitief en gebruikten ~mindeaak autoritatieve
disciplineringsstrategieén, maar de onderlinge séiameg tussen deze opvoedingsgedragingen
was vergelijkbaar in beide groepen. Daarnaast vonde dat Turkse moeders hun zonen en

dochters in termen van sensitiviteit en disciplimgmiet verschillend opvoeden. Wat betreft het



acculturatieniveau van Turkse moeders maakten meedi@der vaak gebruik van autoritatieve
disciplineringsstrategieén als ze zich meer verbangbelden met de Turkse cultuur, maar ook
sensitiever waren in de omgang met hun peuter elvaker de Turkse taal spraken met

bijvoorbeeld hun partner en familieleden.

Opvoeding, temperament en de ontwikkeling van fysieke agressie in Turkse

migrantengezinnen

Onderzoek in verschillende etnische groepen heséinl zien dat ouderlijke sensitiviteit en
warmte positieve effecten hebben op de ontwikkelrag kinderen (zie bijvoorbeeld Tamis-
LeMonda, Briggs, McClowry, & Snow, 2009). Maar ordgek naar de invloed van (autoritaire)
disciplinering op de sociaal-emotionele ontwikkglwvan kinderen heeft inconsistente resultaten
opgeleverd. Disciplinering blijkt bijvoorbeeld niet alle populaties op dezelfde manier samen te
hangen met de ontwikkeling en het gedrag van kemdeZo bleek dat hardhandig disciplineren
alleen in Europees-Amerikaanse gezinnen een neggatievioed had op emotionele en
gedragsproblemen van kinderen en niet in Afrikaamgerikaanse gezinnen (Deater-Deckard,
Bates, Dodge, & Pettit, 1996). Er zijn echter otldges die in verschillende etnische groepen en
(Turkse) migrantengroepen vergelijkbare resultddém zien als in Westerse gezinnen, namelijk
dat een hardhandige en strenge disciplinering esmgatieve invioed heeft op de sociaal-
emotionele ontwikkeling van kinderen (lruka, 2088;Loyd & Smith, 2002; Wissink, Dekogj

& Meijer, 2006).

Naast de invloed van opvoeding op de ontwikkeling kinderen, is het ook belangrijk
om de invloed van het temperament van het kindnezoeken. Kinderen met een moeilijk
temperament hebben bijvoorbeeld meer moeite metrdgtleren van hun emoties en het
beheersen van hun agressie dan kinderen met egiefrgemakkelijk temperament (zie voor een
overzicht Frick & Morris, 2004). Volgens de duakihypothese lopen deze kinderen een groter
risico om gedragsproblemen te laten zien als zdresmsitieve opvoeding ervaren dan kinderen
met een relatief gemakkelijk temperament. De diffiéial susceptibility hypothese gaat er van uit
dat sommige kinderen vanwege hun moeilijke temperarontvankelijker zijn voor de omgeving
dan kinderen met een relatief gemakkelijk temperdantgelsky (1997, 2005) benadrukt dat deze
kinderen niet alleen ontvankelijker zijn voor eeagatieve omgeving, maar ook voor een
positieve omgeving. Om onderscheid te maken tudeea twee hypothesen is het van belang om

zowel negatieve als positieve opvoedingsgedragiagent te onderzoeken.



In hoofdstuk 4is onderzocht of Turkse peuters meer fysieke agelsten zien als
moeders minder positief zijn in hun opvoedingsgedsensitiviteit en autoritatief disciplineren)
en meer autoritaire disciplineringsstrategieén dram. Vervolgens hebben we deal-risk
hypothese en ddlifferential susceptibilityhypothese getoetst. Weinig positief opvoeden en
autoritair disciplineren hadden beiden geen sigaifi effect op de fysieke agressie van peuters in
de hele groep. Wel vonden we bewijs voor de disi-hypothese: kinderen met een moeilijk
temperament lieten op 3-jarige leeftijd meer fysiegdgressie zien als zij ook weinig positief
werden opgevoed. Omdat dit modererende effect eampeérament ook is gevonden in een
eerdere studie onder Nederlandse peuters (Van éedl., 2007), ondersteunen onze resultaten
opnieuw deno-group differencéiypothese. We hebben geen steun gevonden vatiffelential
susceptibilityhypothese: kinderen met een moeilijk temperametérl in de context van een
positieve opvoeding niet minder fysieke agressien.ziVervolgens hebben we deze twee
hypothesen getoetst met betrekking tot autoritdiseiplinering van moeder. We vonden voor

geen van beide hypothesen steun.

Beper kingen van het onder zoek

Deze studie heeft een aantal beperkingen. De eleegterking is dat we met 60% een matige
respons hadden. Omdat we geen gegevens hebbenezamean die niet aan het onderzoek
hebben deelgenomen, weten wij niet of onze bevgatinte generaliseren zijn naar de gehele
tweede-generatie Turkse gezinnen in Nederland. taerede beperking is het gebruik van
vragenlijsten om externaliserend gedrag van kinddee meten in plaats van dit gedrag te
observeren. Toekomstig onderzoek zou ook obsesvatia kindgedrag moeten verrichten. Een
derde beperking is dat we alleen moeders in diemrwk hebben betrokken. Om meer inzicht te
krijgen in externaliserende gedragsproblemen vatksEupeuters is het ook van belang om de
invloed van het opvoedingsgedrag en de mate varat@ilturatieniveau van (veelal eerste-
generatie) Turkse vaders op deze problemen te poeken. Tot slot hebben we het
opvoedingsgedrag van Turkse en Nederlandse moeitersvee verschillende situaties
geobserveerd (thuis versus op de universiteit). @nidurkse moeders liever niet naar de
universiteit komen, is het voor de vergelijkbaadhbikelangrijk om in toekomstig onderzoek

Nederlandse moeders ook thuis te observeren.

Conclusie en aanbevelingen voor toekomstig onder zoek



De bevindingen van dit onderzoek wijzen er op datede-generatie Turkse moeders meer stress
ervaren, minder sensitief zijn en minder vaak atattieve disciplineringsstrategieén toepassen
dan Nederlandse moeders, maar dat de uitwerkinglgae kenmerken op de ontwikkeling van
externaliserend gedrag bij peuters vergelijkbaamideide groepen. Bovendien blijkt in de
Turkse groep het temperament van het kind in devikkeling van externaliserend gedrag van
belang te zijn. Kinderen met een moeilijk tempenammaijken meer vatbaar te zijn voor een
ongunstige opvoedingsomgeving dan kinderen metrelatief gemakkelijk temperament. Dit
komt overeen met de resultaten van de SCRIPT studier Nederlandse peuters (Van Zeijl et
al., 2007). Naar aanleiding van onze uitkomstemkuarnwe concluderen dat het bevorderen van
ouderlijke sensitiviteit en het aanleren van atatigve disciplineringsstrategieén ter voorkoming
van externaliserende gedragsproblemen in Turkseantigngezinnen net zo relevant is als in
Nederlandse gezinnen. In Turkse migrantengezinwenbovendien ook aandacht moeten zijn
voor het belang van het behoud van de cultuur v@akamst, omdat dit van invioed is op het
verminderen van stress en het verhogen van sdrggitiitag van moeders. De resultaten van dit
proefschrift hebben geleid tot de ontwikkeling v@am cultuur-sensitieve versie van ‘tdeo-
feedback Intervention to promote Positive Parentangd Sensitive Discipline (VIPP-SD)”,
specifiek gericht op tweede generatie Turkse migragezinnen (VIPP-TM). De effectiviteit van
deze interventie wordt in de komende jaren getowtseen gerandomiseerde studie met
controlegroep waarbij wordt gekeken of de interieerdffectief is in het bevorderen van
ouderlijke sensitiviteit en autoritatieve disciiimg en het verminderen van gedragsproblemen

bij kinderen in Turkse migrantengezinnen.
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Tijdens mijn promotietraject heb ik het erg fijnhgel met mijn (ex-)collega’s. In het begin met
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met onze etentjes en uitjes! Joke, Reineke, Ge&sther, ik heb jullie ondersteuning erg
gewaardeerd! Anja, bedankt voor de koffie en dpgdden die we daarbij hadden! Mijn mede-
promovendi bedank ik voor de gezellige etentjesleneuke gesprekken. We hebben heel veel
gedeeld samen. In het bijzonder wil ik Eveline emd@il bedanken voor hun steun en adviezen.
Ik vond het erg fijn om jullie als collega’s te lm! Linda, ik denk dat ik jou niet genoeg kan
bedanken. Je bent de meest behulpzame en geZkdligergenoot die een promovenda kan

wensen. Je stond altijd voor mij klaar en ik zah¢el erg missen!

Tot slot wil ik mijn familie graag bedanken. Ablzedankt voor al je tips en je steun. Abi, fijn dat
ik altijd op je kon rekenen. En mijn schattige negf Arda en Koray, dankzij jullie kon ik alles
om mij heen even vergeten! In het bijzonder wihikn zus Raziye bedanken die er altijd voor

mij was: Raaz, heel erg bedankt voor je begrigtgen en je positieve instelling.
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