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(1) B%M:A{E (narcissistic wound )
(2) FEIMIESL / BEMIESL (subjective interview / objective interview )
(3) 8K EEE (Socrates dialogue )
(4) 812 % (saturation )
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A. Oxytocin
B. Melatonin
C. Serotonin
D. Dopamine
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A. Valence and Arousal

B. Positive and Negative

C. Behavioral Activation and Behavioral Inhibition

D. Mastering and Pleasure
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A. Bh{EZE (motor learning)

B. ZEZE{RIE (semantic priming)
C. 5 ECIE (episodic memory)
D. & &E (perceptual learning)
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A. Control

B. Change

C. Challenge

D. Commitment
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Neuroticism

Extraversion

Agreeableness

Psychoticism
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Metacognition
Attachment

Social Emotion
Triangle Theory of Love
Group Polarization

Law of Similarity
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To determine whether client demographic factors needed to be controlled for in
main analyses, we conducted initial independent sample t-tests and one-way ANOVA
to test for differences due to client sex, age, presenting concerns and past counselling
experiences on the three dimensions of WA (Working Alliance) and two types of
empathy. All tests yielded non-significant results.

To provide a general description of the data,.a correlation analysis was conducted
using average scores of all major vatiablesépotted,by therapists with all 86 clients
across 319 sessions (see Table 1). The result showed that three subscales of WAI-S
(Working Alliance Inventory=Short) were highly correlated, with.the correlation
between Goals and Tasks (7= .79, p < .01) being the highest. Intellectual.empathy and
empathic emotion were significantly correlated (» = .73, p <.001). Among WAI-S
subscales, intellectual empathy was significantly correlated to all three dimensions of

WA, but only Task was significantly correlated with.empathic'emeotion (r = .17, p
<.05).

Table 1. Means, standard deviation, and intercorrelation of variables.

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Empathic emotion 2.56 | 577/ —
2 Intellectual empathy 260 %139 575 =
3 Goals 1483 37 .098 118" =
4 Tasks 13.84 3.7, TR0 S 700
5 Bond 1476 2.87 062 oS IOl
6 WA_Total 4343 847 1260 1557 940 900" 865 -

Note: Goals, Tasks and Bond =3 dimensions of WA.
"p<.05; *p<.0L.
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In order to compare the US and Turkish graduate counselling students with
regard to the three components of mentoring (socioemotional, instrumental, and
networking), and their overall program outcomes (satisfaction with their mentoring
relationship, number of presentations, publications, and awards), a between-groups
multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) was conducted. Results of the
MANOVA indicated that there was a significant difference between US and Turkish
groups on the combined variables, F (6, 187) = 22.9, p<0.0001; Wilks’ Lambda =
0.58; partial eta squared = 0.42. When the'results,of thc'dependent variables were
considered separately, using a Bonferroni adjusted alpha ievel to reduce the chance of
type 1 error, significant differences were found in socioemotional
support, F(1, 192) = 8.91; p<0:01 and overall satisfaction with the mentoring
relationship F(1, 192)=101.8, p<0.0001. Regarding socioemotional support, an
examination of the mean scores showed that US graduate counselling students
reported significantly higher levels of socioemotional support (M=38.41) from their
mentors than did Turkish graduate counselling students (M=34.5). In addition, an
assessment of the means concerning relationship satisfaction demonstrated that US
graduate counselling students reported significantly higher overall mentoring
relationship satisfaction (M=3.84) than did Turkish graduate counselling students
(M=2.09). Table 2 summarizes the means and standard deviations of the variables in

relation to the sample groups.

Table 2. Means (and Standard Deviations) of Variables by

Country.

USA Turkey
Socioemotional 38.46 (7.29)b 34.50 (10.53)*
Instrumental 17.27 (5.80)° 16.74 (6.89)°
Networking 9.47 (3. 20)“ 8.92 (3.95)
Publications 1.65 (1.17) 1.62 (1.03)®
Presentations 2.28 (1.34)° 1.90 (1.26)°

Note: Rows with different superscripts are significantly different at
p < 0.05.

) CHERRMEE  FTFHA
i i ;~a@ LY ¢l




	pcg_105



