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A sense of belonging is when an individual feels part of a community or a group and feels connected to that
group. Many factors can cause a sense of belonging and may differ from person to person. One of the sources
of a sense of belonging is family belonging. People generally feel a sense of belonging to the family they
were born into and their family ties. This belonging plays an important role in shaping an individual’s identi-
ty, values, and beliefs. Commitment to family and the adoption of religious and spiritual values in the family
can strengthen one’s connection to God. Shared religious practices among family members can help a person
find a community that supports their beliefs. This, in turn, can strengthen and deepen the connection to God.
The primary purpose of this study is to reveal the nature of the relationship between family belonging and at-
tachment to God in young adults. The study employs a quantitative approach, utilizing a relational survey de-
sign. The study sample consisted of 329 young adults studying at Kastamonu University, including faculties
in education, theology, humanities and social sciences, communication, and engineering. “Family Belonging
Scale” developed by Mavili, Kesen, and Dagbas, the “Attachment to God Scale” developed by Beck and
McDonald (2004) and adapted to Turkish culture by Subasi were used as data collection tools. According to
the study results, increased family belongingness increases individuals® secure attachment to God. This re-
veals that strong family ties encourage individuals to perceive God as a source of trust. Higher levels of fami-
ly belongingness indicate that individuals develop a less anxious attachment to God. Similarly, increased
family belongingness decreases individuals’ emotional distance from God, and they develop a less avoidant
attachment style.

Keywords: Family belonging, Attachment to God, Secure attachment, Anxious attachment, Avoidant attach-
ment.

Introduction

A sense of belonging is an individual’s feeling of being a part of a community and feeling connect-
ed to this community. As social beings, humans need to establish relationships that satisfy their sense of
belonging, which strongly impacts the individual’s psychological health and social functioning [1].
Family is the basic unit where individuals experience their first sense of belonging. The transformative
effect of the sense of belonging on individuals, especially in the family context, is one of modern psy-
chology’s most striking research topics. The family forms the basis of a healthy life and supports indi-
viduals’ well-being throughout their lives [2, 3, 4, 5]. Attachment relationships developed in the family
environment, especially during childhood, shape the quality of the relationships and emotional well-
being of the individual throughout life [6]. Secure attachment relationships support self-esteem and so-
cial adaptation skills by making the individual feel valuable, loved, and safe [7]. Secure ties, supportive
relationships, and shared values in the family strengthen individuals’ sense of belonging [6, 7, 8, 9, 10].
Secure ties increase individuals’ psychological health and social cohesion [11, 12, 13]. The bond and
sense of belonging among family members support individuals to gain resilience and develop the ability
to cope with problems. Family belonging is critical to the individual’s identity development and resili-
ence capacity. Supportive relationships within the family help individuals develop skills to cope with
stress and increase their resilience when faced with challenges [14].

Researchers have shown that family structure also affects the sense of belonging. Having a nuclear
family structure [15] and living with two parents compared to one parent increases the sense of belong-
ing [16, 17]. Parenting attitudes are also practical. Those who grew up with parents with democratic atti-
tudes and experienced sensory warmth have a higher sense of family belonging [18]. Assertive commu-
nication for the family, the frequency of spending regular time with the family, and the quality of family
relationships strengthen family belonging, while strong family belonging positively affects altruistic
behaviors [19] and empathic tendencies [20]; domestic violence fundamentally undermines family be-
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longing, which is positively related to feelings of well-being, trust, love, and commitment [21]. The in-
dividual who is exposed to violence does not feel safe and may lose emotional ties, which leads to al-
ienation and isolation. The sense of belonging to the family, as a structure that provides essential social
support, emotional security, and a sense of community, is negatively correlated with feelings of loneli-
ness [22, 23].

Research has shown that family belonging has a profound and significant impact on the emotional
and social life of the individual. Family belonging is a critical factor that strengthens or weakens an in-
dividual’s religious attachment. This is because the family is often the environment in which an individ-
ual first learns religious values and experiences religious practices. A strong sense of belonging within
the family can positively affect an individual’s religious attachment, as feelings of trust, love, and com-
mitment can be reflected in religious beliefs. On the other hand, negative factors within the family, such
as disconnection, violence, or indifference, can weaken an individual’s religious attachment or cause
them to move away from religious beliefs altogether. In this context, religious beliefs, rituals, and prac-
tices within the family are often passed down from generation to generation. This creates a bond be-
tween family members and deepens the religious/spiritual experience by sharing it [24, 25, 26]. The im-
pact of family ties and relationships with God on individuals’ emotional and spiritual lives constitutes a
multidimensional field of study. Bowlby’s attachment theory suggests that the attachment styles that
individuals establish with their parents in the early period leave lasting effects on their lifelong relation-
ships and spiritual development [6]. By integrating this theory with the psychology of religion, the con-
cept emerged that God can serve as an 'attachment figure’ for individuals. Kirkpatrick’s pioneering work
sheds light on religious attachment processes and emphasizes that attachment theory provides a robust
framework for understanding religious beliefs and experiences [27, 28, 29, 30]. As an important comp o-
nent of individuals’ spiritual lives, attachment to God is influenced by early life experiences such as
family belonging. According to Kirkpatrick, individuals with secure attachment experiences in child-
hood associate their religious beliefs with a loving perception of God.

In contrast, individuals who lack secure attachment figures develop an anxious and avoidant at-
tachment to God. The perceptions of individuals with anxious attachment styles towards God are often
intertwined with feelings of fear and anxiety. They may have difficulty finding peace and fulfillment in
their relationship with God. Avoidant individuals, on the other hand, may avoid forming a bond with
God or think that this bond is unnecessary. Individuals with an avoidant attachment style may perceive
God as a punishing, judgmental, or challenging-to-reach figure. This perception may prevent them from
establishing a closer relationship with God. From the attachment theory perspective, Grangvist and
Kirkpatrick [31] reveal how religion and spirituality offer a source of trust for individuals to cope with
situations such as fear, loneliness, and stress. The study shows that individuals with early secure at-
tachment experiences perceive God as a loving and supportive figure.

In contrast, individuals with attachment difficulties perceive God as a distant or unapproachable
figure. Parent-child attachment experiences shape individuals’ attachment styles with God. An emotion-
ally cold family environment is associated with avoidant attachment to God, while an authoritarian and
overprotective family environment supports a fearful attachment style. In addition, according to the
study, a family environment with weak spirituality is associated with avoidant attachment to God. The
research highlights a strong correlation between attachment patterns with parents and with God, sug-
gesting that early attachment experiences play a crucial role in shaping religious attachment [32].

While secure family relationships have a profound and significant effect on secure attachment to
God, the consequences of secure or insecure attachment to God are also remarkable. It has shown that
attachment to God is important in understanding individuals’ emotional and personality traits. Anxious
attachment to God is negatively related to positive emotions, while it is positively related to neuroticism
and negative emotions. Avoidant attachment is negatively related to religious symbolic immortality and
compatibility. Rowatt and Kirkpatrick [33] emphasize that this relationship cannot be explained by so-
cial factors alone, as the effects of attachment to God are independent and significant even when social
liking and other religious dimensions are controlled. It was concluded that secure attachments to God
could predict loneliness independently of perceived social support [34]. Secure attachment to God was
associated with higher life satisfaction and lower levels of anxiety and depression. Secure attachment to
God is associated with better mental and physical health outcomes, while avoidant and anxious attach-
ment styles are linked to poorer health outcomes. [30, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39]. Attachment to God also deep-
ly affects religious life. It has been predicted that individuals who exhibit a secure attachment to God
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will be more willing to explore their theological “world”. It has been found that those who see God as a
“secure anchor” are more involved in theological exploration and are more tolerant of denominations
different from their own but are firmly committed to the fundamental doctrines of Christianity. It was
also found that individuals with a secure attachment to God experienced more peace and less distress in
their spiritual journeys. These results suggest that the attachment paradigm can provide valuable insights
into research on religious maturity, religious disengagement, and religious intolerance [38]. Religion, on
the other hand, Kirkpatrick noted the complex nature of the relationship between attachment to parents
and attachment to God. Secure God attachment has been associated with lower levels of loneliness, de-
pression, and anxiety, while anxious or distant attachment has been associated with adverse outcomes
[31].

Research on attachment to God in Turkish samples reveals significant relationships between adult
attachment styles and attachment styles to God [40]. Individuals generally tend to exhibit secure at-
tachment to both people and God. It is seen that individuals with theology education develop a more
secure attachment to God [41]. Cinar’s study showed that secure and anxious God attachment styles
were positively correlated with death anxiety [42]. Korkmaz concluded that secure attachment to God is
positively related to psychological well-being, and insecure attachment to God is negatively related to
psychological well-being. Yildirim [43] examined the relationship between childhood experiences of
abuse and attachment to God and showed that childhood experiences of severe violence make it difficult
for children to establish secure bonds in their interpersonal relationships with God at a later age.

It is seen that the relationship between childhood attachment styles, family belonging, and attach-
ment to God is multifaceted. Changing socio-psychological conditions make it necessary to focus on
these relationships. These changing conditions affect family structure and religious practices and re-
shape individuals’ sense of belonging. In this context, the relationship between family belonging and
attachment to God is critical for understanding how individuals fulfill their religious and spiritual needs.
On the other hand, it is observed that religious practices are becoming more and more individualized. In
this process, understanding how individuals’ religious attachment experiences are shaped by their sense
of belonging within the family is important for evaluating spiritual identity formation and individuals’
relationship with religion. In particular, how individuals associate their religious beliefs with God as an
attachment figure can be instructive in understanding the changes in social dynamics. In this context,
this study aims to examine the relationship between family belonging and attachment to God. This study
aims to understand the effect of family belonging on individuals’ attachment styles to God.

Materials and Methods
Research Design

This study was designed based on the correlational survey model. The correlational survey model
aims to determine the existence of co-variance between two or more variables [44]. This design aims to
understand whether there is a relationship between variables and if so, the direction and level of this re-
lationship. In this context, the primary purpose of this study is to examine the relationship between fam-
ily belonging and attachment to God. This relational model analyzed how family belongingness affects
individuals’ attachment styles to God or the possible effects of attachment to God on family belonging-
ness.

Within the research design framework, attachment to God (with secure, anxious, and avoidant at-
tachment sub-dimensions) was considered the dependent variable. At the same time, family belonging,
importance of religion, and gender were evaluated as independent variables. This model was supported
by multiple linear regression analysis to obtain meaningful results on the direction and level of relation-
ships between variables.

Participants

The sample of this study consists of undergraduate students from Kastamonu University’s Faculties
of Education, Theology, Communication, Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering, and Architec-
ture. A total of 329 students participated in the study. The sampled students varied according to their
age, gender, and faculties, and the aim was to have a heterogeneous structure of the sample.
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Table 1
Characteristics of Participants

Group Frequency %
Gender

Woman 234 71.1
Male 95 28.9
Total 329 100.0
Faculties

Faculty of Education 65 19.8
Faculty of Theology 80 24.3
Faculty of Communication 52 15.8
Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences 74 22.5
Faculty of Engineering and Architecture 58 17.6
Total 329 100.0

Table 1 summarizes the distribution of the participants according to gender and faculties. 71.1 % of the
participants were female (n = 234) and 28.9 % were male (n = 95). When the distribution by faculties is ana-
lyzed, it is seen that the highest number of participants were from the Faculty of Theology (24.3 %, n = 80),
and the lowest number of participants were from the Faculty of Communication (15.8 %, n = 52). These data
show that the sample is represented in a balanced manner from various faculties. Table 1 summarizes the
distribution of the participants according to gender and faculties. 71.1 % of the participants were female (n =
234) and 28.9 % were male (n = 95). When the distribution by faculties is analyzed, it is seen that the highest
number of participants were from the Faculty of Theology (24.3 %, n = 80), and the lowest number of partic-
ipants were from the Faculty of Communication (15.8 %, n = 52). These data show that the sample is repre-
sented in a balanced manner from various faculties. However, regarding gender, it is noteworthy that female
participants outhumbered male participants.

Data collection tools

The data were collected through the “Family Belonging Scale” developed by Mavili, Kesen, and
Dagbas [45] and the “Attachment to God Scale” developed by Beck and McDonald [46] and adapted to
Turkish culture by Subasi [41] and a demographic information form.

Family Belonging Scale: The Family Belonging Scale developed by Mavili, Kesen, and Dasbas is a
five-point Likert-type scale with 17 items. The researchers calculated a Cronbach Alpha value of 0.94 for the
entire scale. In this study, Cronbach’s alpha for the whole scale was 0.911.

God Attachment Inventory: The original form of the Attachment to God Inventory consists of 28 ques-
tions. After their factor analysis, Beck and McDonald identified the two-factor structure as avoidant and anx-
ious attachment styles. In the literature, the scales that measure the attachment style to God are generally
evaluated on secure and insecure dimensions. In contrast, the TBI is evaluated on avoidant and anxious di-
mensions. Subagi who conducted the Turkish adaptation study of the scale, revealed three dimensions based
on the factor analysis performed in his sample. Subasi named these dimensions as secure, avoidant, and anx-
ious. As a result of the internal consistency analysis of these three dimensions, he found the secure dimen-
sion as 849, the anxious dimension as 770, and the avoidant dimension as 570. He generally found the
Cronbach’s Alpha value of the Attachment to God Inventory to be 787. In this study, the Cronbach’s Alpha
calculated for the whole scale was 0.701.

Data Collection and Analysis

In this study, data were collected by the first author through in-person interviews. Participants gave in-
formed consent to participate in the study. During data collection, participants were reminded that their par-
ticipation was voluntary, that they could withdraw at any time without any explanation, and that all infor-
mation would be kept confidential. A total of 350 data collection tools were distributed to increase the num-
ber of study group participants and prevent possible data loss. Of these forms, 329 were completed thorough-
ly and accurately by the students and included in the analysis process. Incomplete or incorrectly completed
forms were excluded from the data set.

Within the scope of the study, three dependent variables, namely secure attachment to God, anxious at-
tachment, and avoidant attachment, were analyzed. The independent variables were determined, such as the
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importance of religion, gender, and family belonging. In order to examine the effects of the independent var-
iables on the dependent variables, multiple linear regression analysis was conducted for each dependent vari-
able. The data set was tested for compliance with the fundamental assumptions during the regression anal-
yses. In this context, regression assumptions such as normality of variables, multicollinearity,
homoskedasticity, outliers, and independence of errors were checked and found to be appropriate.

SPSS software was used during data analysis. In order to increase the generalizability of the findings, a

heterogeneous sample group was selected, and attention was paid to gender and faculty distributions.

Results
Table 2
Correaltions

Variables Trust Anxiety Avoidance Family The importance of

belonging religion
Trust 1 -0.027 -0.079 0.310** 0.459**
Anxiety -0.027 1 0.401** -0.149* -0.086
Avoidance -0.079 0.401** 1 -0.265** -0.154*
Family belonging 0.310** |-0.149* -0.265** 1 0.143*
The importance of religion [0.459**  |-0.086 -0.154* 0.143* 1

As seen inTable 2, positive and significant relationship was found between secure attachment and fami-
ly belonging (r=0.310r, p<.01). There is also a strong positive relationship between secure attachment and
the importance of religion (r=0.459 p<.01). Anxious Attachment A positive and significant relationship was
found between anxious attachment and avoidant attachment (r=0.401, p<.01). This shows that these two in-
secure attachment styles are interrelated. A negative and significant relationship was observed between anx-
ious attachment and family belongingness (r=-0.149 p<.05p). This indicates that increased family belonging-
ness may decrease anxious attachment. A negative and significant relationship exists between avoidant at-
tachment and family belongingness (r=-0.265 p<.01). As family belongingness increases, avoidant attach-
ment tendency decreases. A negative and significant relationship was also found between avoidant attach-
ment and the importance of religion (r=-0.154, p<.05). This suggests that increasing the importance of reli-
gion may have a decreasing effect on avoidant attachment.

Table 3

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis for Prediction of Secure Attachment to God Variable
Variables B SE B t p VIF
Constant 22.197 5.478 - 4.052 0.000 -
Family belonging 0.299 0.062 0.250 4.805 0.000 1.021
The importance of 8.907 1.075 0.433 8.288 0.000 1.028
religion
Gender (Dummy) -2.797 1.261 -0.115 -2.219 0.027 1.007
F =35.722; *p <.05; R: 0.534; R*: 0.285

In the analyses conducted for the secure attachment to God model, the assumption of normality of er-
rors was met, and it was determined that the standard error values followed a normal distribution. The
homoskedasticity assumption was also met, and the error terms showed a constant variance. The Durbin-
Watson value (2.008) indicates that the error terms are independent. Moreover, Mahalanobis distance values
exceeding the critical threshold of 16.27 are excluded from the dataset. Regarding multicollinearity, the tol-
erance value (>0.1) and VIF (<10) are within the ideal range, indicating no significant correlation between
the independent variables.

As seen in Table 3, the predictive power of the variables of importance of religion, gender, and family
belonging used to predict secure attachment to God was found to be statistically significant (F=35.722,
p<.001). These predictor variables can explain 28.5 % of the change in the trust dimension score (R=.534,
R?=.285). Regarding the effect of independent variables, the importance of religion ($=.433, p<.001) and
family belonging ($=.250, p<.001) positively and significantly predict the trust dimension. On the other
hand, the gender variable (female=0, male=1) has a negative and significant effect on the trust dimension
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(B=-.115, p=.027). According to the standardized regression coefficient (B), the relative order of importance
of the predictor variables on secure attachment to God is as follows: importance of religion, family belong-
ing, and gender. These results suggest that religion strongly influences individuals and that secure attachment
to God is closely related to an individual’s family ties and religious perceptions. It was also observed that
gender may play a determining role in this attachment style.

Table 4

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis on the Prediction of Anxious Attachment to God Variable
Variables B SE B t p VIF
Constant 24.371 3.047 - 7.997 0.000 -
Family belonging -0.079 0.035 -0.140 -2.295 0.023 1.020
The importance of -0.687 0.598 -0.070 -1.148 0.252 1.028
religion
Gender (Dummy) 0.552 0.701 0.048 0.787 0.432 1.008

F =2.625; *p <.05 R: 0.169 R% 0.029

The assumption analyses conducted for the anxious attachment model met normality, equivariant, and
independence conditions. The Durbin-Watson statistic (1.909) supports that the error terms are independent.
Regarding multicollinearity, the tolerance and VIF values are within the acceptable range, and the independ-
ent variables have no strong linear relationship. However, Mahalanobis distance values exceeding the critical
threshold of 16.27 were excluded from the data set.

As seen in the Table 4, the predictive power of the variables of importance of religion, gender, and fam-
ily belonging, which were used to predict anxious attachment to God, was not statistically significant in gen-
eral (F=2.625, p=0.051). These predictor variables can explain only 2.9 % (R=0.169, R>=0.029) of the
change in the anxious attachment dimension. The effect of the independent variables included in the model
in explaining anxious attachment was very low. Analyzing the effect of the independent variables, family
belongingness has a negative and significant impact on anxious attachment (p=-0.140, p=0.023). On the oth-
er hand, the importance of religion (f=-0.070, p=0.252) and gender (female=0, male=1) (f=0.048, p=0.432)
variables have no significant effect on anxious attachment. According to the standardized regression coeffi-
cient (B), the importance of family belonging is more significant among the variables affecting anxious at-
tachment, and the effects of other variables are not significant. These results show that the effect of inde-
pendent variables on anxious attachment to God is quite limited, but family belongingness may play a de-
creasing role in this attachment style.

Table 5

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis on the Prediction of Avoidant Attachment to God Variable
Variables B SE B t p VIF
Constant 27.639 2.765 - 9.997 0.000 -
Family belonging -0.133 0.031 -0.250 -4.255 0.000 1.020
The importance of -1.189 0.543 -0.129 -2.192 0.029 1.029
religion
Gender (Dummy) 1.172 0.639 0.107 1.835 0.068 1.009

F: 9.439; p<.001; R=0.309; R*=0.096

The analyses conducted for the avoidant attachment model showed that the regression assumptions
were largely satisfied. The normality of the errors was confirmed, and the Durbin-Watson statistic (1.906)
indicated that the errors were independent. The results of the multicollinearity analysis are consistent with
tolerance values above 0.1 and VIF values below 10, indicating no multicollinearity between the variables.
In addition, values with Mahalanobis distance exceeding the critical limit were excluded from the analysis.

As seen in Table 5, the predictive power of the importance of religion, gender, and family belonging
variables used to predict avoidant attachment to God was statistically significant (F=9.439, p<0.001). These
predictor variables can explain only 9.6 % (R=0.309, R>=0.096) of the change in the avoidant attachment
dimension. However, the explanatory power of the model is limited (9.6 %), and although the strong effect
of family belonging was observed, the contribution of other variables remained limited. Regarding the effect
of independent variables, the importance of religion ($=-0.129, p=0.029) and family affiliation (=-0.250,
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p<0.001) negatively and significantly affect the avoidant attachment dimension. On the other hand, the effect
of gender (female=0, male=1) on avoidant attachment was insignificant ($=0.107, p=0.068). According to
the standardized regression coefficient (B), the relative order of importance of the predictor variables on
avoidant attachment to God is family belonging, importance of religion, and gender. These results show that
family belonging and the importance of religion substantially affect avoidant attachment to God, but gender
does not have a statistically significant effect.

Discussion

This study aimed to understand the effects of individuals’ family belonging on their attachment to God
and to examine the relationships between the two concepts in depth. In particular, it aimed to reveal the role
of factors such as the strength of family ties and the importance that individuals attribute to their religious
values on attachment styles with God. In this framework, the study evaluated the effect of family belonging-
ness on secure, anxious, and avoidant attachment to God. The findings revealed significant links between
family belongingness and secure attachment to God. Specifically, a stronger sense of family belonging was
associated with higher levels of secure attachment to God, while it was negatively correlated with avoidant
and anxious attachment styles. The importance of religion also emerged as a key factor that positively influ-
enced secure attachment and reduced avoidant tendencies. These findings emphasize the multifaceted role of
family and religious values in shaping one’s attachment to God and suggest that family dynamics and reli-
gious significance are deeply intertwined in developing spiritual relationships.

The findings of this study showed that secure attachment to God was significantly affected by factors
such as the importance of religion, family belonging, and gender. The regression model explained 28.5 % of
the variance of the dependent variable secure attachment, and the model was generally significant (p<0.001).
The findings of this study showed that secure attachment to God was significantly affected by factors such as
the importance of religion, family belonging, and gender. The regression model explained 28.5 % of the var-
iance of the dependent variable secure attachment, and the model was generally significant (p<0.001).

According to the findings, family belongingness significantly and positively affects secure attachment
(B=0.250, p<0.001). This finding is in line with the basic assumptions of attachment theory. The effect of
family belongingness on secure attachment to God was significant and positive, as predicted by attachment
theory. The literature has reported that individuals who develop positive relationships with secure attachment
figures in the early period tend to develop secure attachment to God in their later years [25, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31]. According to the results obtained in this study, strong family ties contribute to individuals’ perception of
God as a secure figure. Grangvist and Kirkpatrick [31] showed a positive relationship between trust in family
and attachment to God. They found that individuals with strong family ties have stronger trust and attach-
ment to God. Belonging is strong in families where feelings such as love, affection, acceptance, and value
are frequently experienced. It has been found that in families where these feelings are experienced, individu-
als develop a positive image of God and exhibit lower levels of anxiety or avoidance [32].

According to the analysis, the importance of religion had a strong and positive effect on secure attach-
ment ($=0.433, p<0.001). The value that an individual gives to religion in his/her life expresses his/her per-
ception and attitude toward religious values, practices, and beliefs. While placing no importance to religion
reflects the individual’s complete indifference to religious beliefs and practices, giving much importance to
religion indicates that the individual puts religion at the center of his/her life. The findings of this study sug-
gest that the importance attached to religion plays a fundamental role in developing a secure bond with God.
Kirkpatrick’s [47] studies on attachment theory suggested that individuals perceive God as an attachment
figure, and individuals with a secure attachment style see God as a source of love, trust, and support. Similar-
ly, this study shows that religious perceptions strengthen secure attachment. In a Muslim context, the central-
ity of concepts such as trust and love for God in the belief system supports individuals developing secure
attachment to God as they perceive religious significance more strongly.

Gender variable significantly affects secure attachment (=-0.115, p=0.027). The effect of gender on
secure attachment shows that women develop a more secure attachment to God than men. The literature
states that women generally tend to establish a deeper connection in emotional attachment relationships and
show more sensitivity to religious beliefs. Men’s more independent religious attitudes may lead to lower se-
cure attachment scores in their relationship with God. There are studies supporting this finding in the litera-
ture [29, 48, 49, 50, 40]. However, some studies found no relationship between secure attachment to God and
gender [31, 41]. Some researchers think that women tend to seek more closeness and commitment in emo-
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tional relationships in general and that this tendency can also be seen in the relationship of attachment to
God. Women may show a stronger tendency to see God as a source of trust and comfort.

In this study, the importance of religion, family affiliation, and gender variables were examined as fac-
tors affecting the dimension of anxious attachment to God. The results of the regression analysis showed that
the model was not significant in general (p>0.05p), but the family belongingness variable had a significant
and negative effect on anxious attachment (p=0.023). The importance of religion and gender variables did
not significantly affect anxious attachment. These findings suggest that the determinants of anxious attach-
ment differ in cultural and theological contexts. Family belongingness was the only independent variable that
decreased anxious attachment to God ($=-0.140). This result shows that family ties affect an individual’s
attachment style towards God. Anxious attachment is characterized by intense fear, abandonment anxiety,
and dependence on the attachment figure [14]. In individuals with a strong family belonging, this type of
anxiety is less likely to occur because attachment figures within the family meet the emotional needs of the
individual and support the sense of security. Therefore, the tendency towards anxious attachment to God may
decrease as family belongingness increases.

The importance of the religion variable did not significantly affect anxious attachment to God
(p=0.252). This may indicate that the anxious attachment dimension is not directly related to religious per-
ceptions. The fact that the anxious attachment dimension is not viewed as negatively in a Muslim context
compared to the West may help explain these results. Cultural and theological perceptions may lead individ-
uals with high religious significance not to consider anxiety as a negative factor in their attachment to God.
Anxious attachment is characterized by fear of abandonment and constant search for approval in the relation-
ship with the attachment figure. However, for a Muslim individual, the fear of God and the worry of losing
His love can be seen as a factor that deepens faith, not anxiety. This may explain why the importance of reli-
gion variable does not significantly affect anxious attachment.

The gender variable also did not significantly affect anxious attachment (p=0.432). However, the re-
search literature is dominated by research results supporting that women are more anxious than men [51, 52,
53]. Kirkpatrick and Shaver [52] suggest that this tendency may reflect women’s generally more emotional
and relational nature. Women’s greater predisposition to religious rituals and spiritual experiences may in-
crease their perception of God as an attachment figure. However, few studies have found that men have
higher levels of anxious attachment to God than women [54]. As in this study, some studies found no rela-
tionship between anxious attachment to God and gender [41, 55, 56]. These results suggest that the relation-
ship between attachment to God and gender warrants further investigation.

This study examined the factors influencing the avoidant dimension of attachment to God, specifically
family belonging, the importance of religion, and gender. The regression analysis results revealed that the
model was generally significant (p < 0.001) and explained 9.6 % of the variance in avoidant attachment. No-
tably, family belonging and the importance of religion were found to have significant adverse effects on
avoidant attachment to God. Gender, however, did not show a statistically significant effect.

Family belonging emerged as the strongest predictor of avoidant attachment (3=—0.250, p<0.001). This
finding underscores the direct influence of family bonds on individuals® attachment styles toward God. Ac-
cording to attachment theory [6], the attachment styles individuals develop with their caregivers in early
childhood shape their lifelong attachment behaviors. Avoidant attachment [14] is characterized by distrust
and a tendency to maintain emotional distance from attachment figures. Strong family bonds enable individ-
uals to sustain secure attachment styles, reducing the likelihood of developing avoidant attachment. Individ-
uals with high family belonging are less likely to perceive God as a punitive or distant figure and more likely
to view Him as a source of support. Family belonging fosters emotional security and reduces feelings of
loneliness, which minimizes the need to approach God in an avoidant manner [24]. Moreover, family dy-
namics and religious practices often shape attachment styles. Shared religious values and rituals within the
family promote a secure attachment relationship with God [30], reducing the tendency to develop avoidant
attitudes toward God.

The importance of religion was also found to have a significant and negative effect on avoidant attach-
ment (f=-0.129, p=0.029). This suggests that a higher degree of importance attributed to religion reduces
individuals’ avoidant attachment to God. Individuals who place great importance on religion are likelier to
perceive God as a trustworthy attachment figure. The emotional distance and fear of attachment underlying
avoidant attachment may diminish in highly religious individuals. In Islam, divine attributes such as compas-
sion, mercy, and forgiveness encourage believers to perceive God as a reliable attachment figure. Trust in
God acts as a mitigating factor against avoidant attachment.

Cepus «Uctopus. Punocodumsa». 2025, 30, 1(117) 315



C. Gulmez, O. Karakush

The gender variable did not have a statistically significant effect on avoidant attachment (p=0.068).
However, a marginal effect cannot be ruled out since the p-value is close to the significance threshold.
Avoidant attachment is often associated with viewing God as punitive, judgmental, or inaccessible. Men,
generally considered less emotionally expressive, may reinforce this perception and develop a more distant
relationship with God. Literature suggests that men tend to have higher levels of avoidant attachment than
women [40, 43, 53, 54]. Men’s lower tendency to form emotional bonds may increase the likelihood of
avoidant attachment toward God. The ambiguity in the relationship between gender and attachment to God,
whether avoidant or anxious, highlights the need for further research. Studies on the characteristics of sam-
ples, the sensitivity of measurement tools used, and the influence of religious and cultural contexts on gender
differences are needed better to understand the relationship between gender and attachment styles.

Conclusion

In this study, the relationships between the secure, anxious, and avoidant dimensions of attachment
styles to God and independent variables such as the importance of religion, gender, and family affiliation
were examined. According to the results of the analysis, it was determined that the independent variables
explained 28.5 % of the variance in the secure attachment dimension; this rate was relatively low, with 2.9 %
in the anxious attachment dimension, and a limited explanatory power was provided with 9.6 % in the
avoidant attachment dimension. This shows that the independent variables are more effective on secure at-
tachment and are limited in explaining anxious and avoidant attachment. In the secure attachment dimension,
the importance of the religion variable was found to be the strongest determinant. It was observed that as the
importance of religion increased, individuals’ secure attachment levels to God increased. This finding reveals
that religious perceptions support a secure attachment style in individuals’ relationships with God. In addi-
tion, the family belongingness variable also significantly and positively affected secure attachment. Strong
family ties contribute to developing a more secure relationship with God. Regarding gender, it was deter-
mined that women had higher secure attachment scores than men.

In the anxious attachment dimension, the model was not significant in general (p>.05), but the variable
of family belongingness had a significant adverse effect on anxious attachment. This suggests that strong
family ties reduce anxious attachment levels. The importance of religion and gender variables did not show a
significant effect on anxious attachment. This finding suggests that anxious attachment is more influenced by
factors beyond family belonging, and that additional variables should be included in the model.

In the avoidant attachment dimension, the model was generally significant (p<.001), but the explanatory
rate of the independent variables was limited. The family belongingness variable significantly and negatively
affected avoidant attachment. However, the importance of religion also had a significant decreasing effect on
avoidant attachment. These results suggest that family ties and religious perceptions are important in indi-
viduals’ avoidant attachment to God.

In light of these findings, strengthening family ties and increasing individuals’ family belonging will
encourage secure attachment in their relationships with God, and the importance of family communication
and supportive environments should be emphasized in this context. It is recommended that the role of reli-
gious variables in secure attachment be explored in more detail, and that spiritual support programs be im-
plemented to positively enhance individuals’ religious perceptions. More comprehensive studies are needed
to examine psychological, social, and environmental factors that may effectively explain anxious attachment
levels. Research should be conducted in different cultural and social contexts to gain a deeper understanding
of the impact of gender on attachment styles.

In conclusion, this study revealed that attachment styles to God are strongly related to factors such as
family belonging and religious perceptions, and incredibly secure attachment style is positively affected by
these variables. However, qualitative studies and different variables should be included in the model to un-
derstand attachment styles more comprehensively.
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OTt0aceLibIK OaisianbicTad Kynaiira: oT0éacbiFa THECUIIK MeH
Kyaaiira neren cyilicneHIUIIK apacblHIarbl 0alJIaHbIC

Tueciminik ce3iMi — Oy ’KeKe afaM ©31H KOFaMIACTHIKTBIH HEMece TONTHIH Oip Oeiri peTiHae ce3iHyi )koHe
coJl TommeH OaimaHBICHIH ce3iHyl. KemnrereH Qakropiap THECUTUTIK ce3iMiH TyIBIPYBl JKOHE op axamzia
optypai 6oxysl MymMkiH. Tuecinminik ce3iMiHiH KaifHap Ke3naepiHiH 0ipi — ordackiHa THecimi Oory. Anamaap,
omeTTe, ©3/1epi TYBUIFaH OTOAChIHA JKOHE ONAapIbIH OTOACBUIBIK OalTaHBICTaphIHA KATBICTBUIBIK CE31MiH
cesineni. By THecininik jxKeke TyJIFaHBIH KeKe 0achH, KYHIBUIBIKTAPHIH XKaHE CeHIMAEPiH KaJbIITacThIpyaa
MaHBI3ABl pern atkapanbl. OTbGackiHa OepiNreHiK jkoHe OTOACHIHIA IIHM KSOHE PYXaHHM KYHIBUIBIKTapIIbI
KaObuiZay anamubiH KynaiiMeH OaiimaHbIChIH HbiFaiiTa amansl. OTOAckl MYIIETEpiHIH OpTaK [iHH
Toxipubenepi ajamra 3 CEHIMIEPiH KOJIATBIH KaybIMIAcTHIK TaOyra kemekrecemi. bys e3 keserinnme
Kynaiimen OaiinaHbICTBI HBIFAWUTHIN, TEpeHIETE anlaabl. 3epPTTEYHiH HETi3ri MakcaThl — JKacTap.bIH
OOMBIHIAFEI 0TOACKIHA THECUTLUTIK IeH KynaiiFa ereH cyiiCIeHIIIr apachIHIarsl OalTaHBICTHIH TaOUFATHIH
amry. 3epTTey ollici — CaHIBIK, all JUu3aliHbl — PEIISUIBIK. 3epTTeyre KactaMoHy YHHBEpPCHUTETIHIH O1iM
Oepy, TEONOTHs, TYMAaHUTApILIK JKOHE ONEYMETTIK FBUIBIMAAP, KOMMYHHKAIHSA JKOHE WHKCHEPHS
¢daxynprerTepinne okuThiH 329 amam KateicThl. MaBuin, Kecen sxone [lambam a3ipieren «OrbackiHa
THecii mKkanay, bex men Maknonanss (2004) naitbianaran sxoHe CyOaii Typik MoaeHHETIHE OeitiMaenreH
«Kynaiira KOCBLTY IIKaJIackl» JIEPEKTepi JKHHAY Kypajbl peTiHJe MaiilalaHbuIIbl. 3epTTey HoTHXKeNepiHe
colikec, 0TOACHIHA THECUTUTIKTIH apTysl agamuapasiy Kynaiira nereH ceHiMai OaiimaHbICBIH apTThIpagsl. by
KYIITi O0TOACBUIBIK OaiimaHbicTap amammapabl Kymaiael ceHiM Ke3i peTiHAe KaObuigayFa WUTepMeeHTiHiH
aitrakTaiipl.  OTOachIHIAFBl KapbIM-KAaTBIHACTBIH JKOFapbl JeHreifinme amammapaeiH Kynailira mereH
ANAHAAYMIBUIBIFEl  a3bIpaK  OONATHIHBIH KepceTedi. Coin  CHSKTBI, JKAaHYSFa OKAKbIHABIKTBIH KYIIEIOi
amamaapasie Kynaiinan sMOIMOHANIBIK apaKamIBIKTEIKTH a3aiiTaabl skOHE OJlapfia a3bIpaK >KalTapy CTHII
KaJIBIITACcaIblL.

Kinm coe30ep: otbacel mymenepi, Kynaiira geren cyHicreHIIiniK, CeHIM/I CyHiCIIEHIIITIK, THECUTIKTeH ayak
6omy.

Y. I'ronemes, O. Kapaky

Ot cemelHBbIX Y3 K Bo:KeCTBEHHBIM: CBSI3b MEKAY NPHUHAMAIECKHOCTHIO K ceMbe U
NPUBA3AHHOCTHIO K bory

UyBCTBO NMPUHAMIEKHOCTH — 3TO COCTOSHHE, MPH KOTOPOM YETOBEK TyBCTBYET Ce0sl 9acThI0 cOooOIIecTBa
WU TPYIIIBI ¥ 9yBCTBYET CBSA3b ¢ HUMH. UyBCTBO IPHHA/UICKHOCTH MOXKET OBITH BBI3BAHO MHOTHMH (hakTo-
paMu M OTJIMYaThCs Y pasHbIX Jtogel. OMHUM U3 UCTOYHUKOB YyBCTBA NPHUHAIEKHOCTHU SBISIETCS MPUHAM-
JIEXKHOCTh K ceMbe. JIroJi, Kak MpaBuilo, ONIYIIAIOT CBOIO MPUHAMIEKHOCTh K CEMbE, B KOTOPOIl OHM poau-
JIMCh, U K CBOUM CEMEHHBIM y3aM. DTa NPUHA/UIC)KHOCTh UTPAeT BaXKHYIO POJIb B pOPMHUPOBAHHHU JIUYHOCTH,
LIEHHOCTE! U yOexaeHui yenoBeka. [IpuBaI3aHHOCTD K CeMbE U MPUHATHE PEIUIHO3HBIX U TyXOBHBIX LIEHHO-
CTell MOTYT yKPEIHTh CBSI3b UenoBeka ¢ borom. COBMECTHBIC PEIUTHO3HBIE OOPSIbl MEXKIY WIEHAMH CEMbH
MOTYT HOMOYb Y€JIOBEKY HAaHTH COOOILECTBO, KOTOPOE MOJIEPKUBACT €ro yoexaeHus. 910, B CBOIO 04epelb,
MOXKET YKpENuTh U YIriIyOuTh cBs3b ¢ borom. OcHOBHas 1IeNb 3TOr0 MCCIEIOBaHUS — PACKPHITH MIPUPOITY
B3aUMOCBSI3U MEXKy IIPUHAJICKHOCTBIO K CEMbE U IIPUBA3aHHOCTBIO K bory y Monoasix moaei. Meron uc-
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C. Gulmez, O. Karakush

CJIeIOBaHUS] — KOJMYECTBEHHBIH, a THUII — peALHOHHbII. B nccnenoBanun npunsnm ydactie 329 MOJIOABIX
mozei, o0ydaromuxcs B YHuBepcurere KacraMoHy Ha dakyibTeTax meiaroriuku, T€OJOTHH, I'yMaHUTapHBIX
U COIIMAIbHBIX HAayK, KOMMYHUKALUH U WHXXEHEPHU. B kauecTBe HHCTPYMEHTOB cOOpa JaHHBIX HCIOJIB30Ba-
mck: «llIkana mpuHAIIEKHOCTH K ceMbey», paspaboTanHas Maswmm, Kecenom u Jlambamewm, «IlIkana mpu-
BsI3aHHOCTH K Bory», paspaborannas bekom n Maknonansnom (2004) u agantuposannas Cy6amm K Typer-
Koil KynpType. COrmacHo pesyibTaTaM HCCIECIOBaHUs, MOBBIIIECHHAS IMIPUBA3aHHOCTh K CEMbE YCUIIUBACT
HPUBSI3aHHOCTH JTofiel kK bory. DTo mokaspiBaeT, 4T0 Kpenkue ceMeiHbIe y3bI MOOYXKIAloT JIF0JIeH BOCTIPH-
HUMaTh bora kak MCTOYHMK moBepus. bonee BBICOKHH ypOBEHb NPUBSI3aHHOCTU K CEMbE YKa3bIBaeT Ha TO,
YTO y JIOfEH pa3BUBAcTCS MEHee TPEBOXKHAsS MPUBA3aHHOCTH K bory. AHanoruuHbIM 00pa3oM, MOBBIIICHHAS
MPUBS3aHHOCTh K CEMbE YMEHBIIAET SMOIHOHANBHYIO JUCTAHIMIO TI0Jel oT bora, u y HUX pa3BHBaeTCs Me-
Hee M30eTraloIui THI MPUBSI3aHHOCTH.

Knrouegvie cnosa: NpUHAJIC)KHOCTh K CEMBE, MMPUBA3aHHOCTDL K BOl"y, HaJlC)KHasA NPUBA3aHHOCTb, TPEBOKHAs
TNPUBA3aHHOCTD, I/I36€l"aIOHIaH TNpUBA3aHHOCTD.
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