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ABSTRACT

This paper purpose is to consider distribution of family structure and quality interaction of them with children,
sense of security, and effect of sexuality regard to family structure. The main claim of this article is including cases
that cause to safety and unsafety environment community of family. This study has been based on survey interviews
and distributing the Questionnaire, and included the set of individuals (female& men) 15 year and older are whom
Zanjan province residents, and sample volume according to the Cochran formula 610 people have been selected.
The finding show that traditional family have enjoyed sense of security more than democratic family and sense of
security of women in the modern and traditional family lower than men, and also women in the modern family has
been less than the traditional family enjoyed sense of security .
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INTRODUCTION

Symbol of security is peace and overall willingnass basis evolutionary interactive and dynamicsiafractional
in the human history. From this general perspecteeurity associated with all dimensions and aspafchuman
life and society, and constantly has been greatestssities and concerns of humankind. Early, theam have
been organized assembling for their security thed wreated by nature; however, it wasn't long tehanging to
kind of this form threats, nature and human sodies have brought many kind of insecurities fanmThere is
this question that whether in that time a phenornkad been safe in the specific condition of time @lace, and
the element of threatening to became in other place

The concept of security has been similar many etleérconcepts such as authority, sovereignty, ifegiing to
change and displacement in social sciences. iH, g@tiolution of security concept to make differendews on
security and this change conceptual in security emasideration to society perspective and conteatléd to
security discussion and study as absolute phendmehi this end in view, including context thaisiag a social
force under his embrace are in flounce to sigaift event in manner and nature and leads to safmsafe
conditions which caused the family.(Couks.129;1380)

Although, has been done works and studies aboutlyfassues; but can less to trace sigh of new ariical
approach on its. In addition, many of them focusfamily as shelter and special center for emotioresdds and
union and consonance on society.

374
Pelagia Research Library



Maryam Pourkasmaeiet al Adv. Appl. Sci. Res., 2013, 4(3):374-379

Family most important role in children socializatiprocess, furthermore ,its all the world that sund him.((based
on, the family play origin role in forming attituslevalues, and believes child, and can affectga@ationships of
individual class with factors and social instituto))(koen,1381).((in general, e.g. image childaiis emotional
reflection that family members have related to hamd so, person has image from self and about aditdvand

people who are surrounding him, directly affectattitudes and believes of their family.))(Tavas8ii®; 84)

Therefore, to discuss about the question of thislarsuch as does distribution of respondent farsiiiucture and
how interaction of them with children on relatiip with their sense of security? In additionsafkuality regards
to family structure is affect on sense of security.

Concepts and Theories
Based on (Giddens44.1377) security can be a situathich deal with a specific threat or minimizedperience
security is depends on risk and reliability balance

In his opinion, risk and security make are two sidéthe same coin. As, if risk has departed whemisty is, and
on the contrary, security is disorder and un- nestéd when we at grips with danger. Neverthelessses of
security are social- psychological phenomenonhatvarious dimensions. This sense results in parsirect and
indirect experience from a circumstance surroundargl different people experience to different foources
supply for sense of security for individuals anawpy different from each other’s. Therefore, sentsemse of
security relate to many factors and elements ofmamity.

However, sense of security may be real or un teabther word, identical structure and essentigbdon(like
policy and judicial criterion) sometimes may be dastrate the high security at community, but undedings of
people from social space or their information dhmibers to feeling of insecurity and mental distrthem . On the
contrary, sometimes some people have been livesblately unsafe terms, but do not show any serise
insecurity; therefore , this sense of securitypsgchological and social process only does nobsago individuals
rather most of people in community based on neei@sdst, demands, and personal ability and mengale basic
share its making or divested.

People believe that though individual act withie fihamework social system, but it's have voluntang rational
aspect and creativity and choices and evaluaticrefcAccording to People, there is two kind of noetlor practices
against the individuals; one based on personalvatitin and relies on self-interest, and other confdt to
individuals’ motivation with being value social g8 (here family structure). (Tavsoli241, 1380).

Hence, for perception rate social unit from senfseeaurity should be note to relations and natdrenembers’
common separate dependence and groups in termabtygfirst or second relationship. The most intpot
socialization in major modern community is famifRash ,1377). Mental sensitiveness’s child ,hisilfligity,
particularly, make a duality primary effect of fdmiaccumulation of any external influence in hiscanscious to
informed him. In this context to appear many of keothat imply to effect training in family.(sorro&hi,1377). On
the other hand, in addition of norms family intdized the norms of community and its section ofgigssonality.

Quality contact with child it leads to build his athcter. With this assumption most sociologistst ten
psychoanalysis, claim that somehow influence olidtioiod experience which become some aspects of/ioeha

behavior ((invariable or secondary nature) in comityu (Ezazi63;13282). According to this, Laing 96€b)

suggested that after physical birth and biologiiéa) follow another generation which is a beingtihiand whereby
child feels herself as being real and live. Theaffof this metabolism, get certainty in individuhaat all other
certain rely on it. Then, individual may experiertrerself as being live and full and complete ,suadividual, is

kind of enjoyed a central core being security .

Furthermore, it can be consideration the charadieut social system. Character needs to sociamsystpport and
social system to approve in character. Thus, rhewtars communication and interaction with othetoes that

social actor for it, and at the same time, theysaigal actor for them. This foundation is the stinng that Pasonz
called it mutual dependence. In any social relatigm free will stipulated that actor seekingoi, the other hand,
the rewards that other actor scan give him anddbdsiping for him.(Gyroshe163;1376) As a result lsarclaimed

that family as place for this mutual dependencesaibl system.

Therefore, family can be seen as global bite —entst, which the everyday interactions mediated tbat
constructed and reproduce. Participate in worlda@hmon meaning not only identity the family reglibut also
continually, it is reconfirming now. Hence, famibpth inherent and within each one (in term a comtogether)
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and it has been growing and excellent, becausd Within the form of objective which can be seeall cases,
except themselves.(Bordive2004)

It has been shown that public understanding relyularcreasing about family as safe place and shelte
(Wurzbacher-kipp1895) It is the family as one oé ttemain social stability tries against abstractdoattack,
modernity and increasing pressure of being impeiscelation, commitment to tasks and trend as esighand
conformity between members. So far, we can asshatettie family in entirely competitive world is afe place.
Nevertheless, it is not a whole story. Becausainsystem family, interweaving a set of author#iation, based on
training practice in any community, lead to struatienrage which its trends nature developed basiternal
logic.

According to chang Bourdieu,(2004) can be consilleréamily as field space and its relationshiphvétrange of
principles and rules , and it is adopting necesgargpne who member of this set. However, this sitipent is not a
knowing compute or designed and purposed, rather fitom sagacity. Sagacity, which do and do nearhed
experience. Bourdieu believes that individualsverg field, engaged in struggle over the real défin and every
time established equilibrate, is threatened, irsrdaonflicts on (recapture reality) and in gentgalily can as kind
of social space and at the same time is a fie&hgth, which impose his will on social factor, batfield of conflict
that involves inner factors.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

In this study, according to study and researcHifi@s, survey interview and distributing considei@s most proper
practice for data collection. It is a mention tHave been document method used to develop a tiwdret
framework's research.

Population of this study including a set of peofiftean and woman) 15 years old and the older thaZaimon
province. These differences are in social and eeion characteristics between the individual progirend
distribution in the center of province and citieslsuburbs.

Using multi-stage classification sampling propardb to population size in each of the cities (pmipo
demography 1385); sampling method is a clustertbadise of Cochran formula has been selected 6dfigpeDue
to removal 16 questionnaires, data analysis hast&i$a respondents.

For data analysis, the statistical software, SPS®niployed in this study. Description and analydigwo —
dimensional table and explanatory and statistiesti such as L-Escoer and vi-Cramer correlationficieit were
used. Nearby in the study of seven — item measfubewer in family was used.

Seven statements show the power of structure irilffaiBach of these items scales with a five pardgd
measurement totally agree, agree, to the extes#goie, and quiet disagree. These statements bawdriziuded,;

. C children should not allow to response thefepts, because respect of parent is lost.

. A worst person is who does not respect for higpts.

. T although the kid is naughty and messy, itfasudt of mother not father.

. T here, it is not should be take woman supé¢cianen.

. The future goodness and wealfear’s children baggarents’ style and opinion.

. For women relationship with opposite sex in dgnpremarital worse than men do.

. In the gender equality are some good, but maanldralways say last word.

~NoO O~ WNRE

It is a mention that measuring the sense of sgguagtked respondents respond a question in thepfivegraded
((how the extent you have felt security in therent situation.))

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Characteristics of the sample population

Based on results, it is found that between Zanjawipce respondent, with average 37 years old, etsgmt men
and 55 percent women. About 95 percent say thhmigty as Turkey and rest of them Fars and etp@&ent
diploma, 35 percent undergraduated, and 3 percestdvs and PhD.

65 percent individuals surveyed is married and B3p# are single.inaddition,22 percent have emjoxery little
sense of security and 18 percent low ,25 percantlsbpercent high and 18 percent very high.
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About 38 percent of respondents surveyed livinthanmodern family and 62 percent in the traditipna¢ans age
men in modern family 35.7year, and most educateduadergraduate. Means age of women in family nmoedes

34, 7 years, and most educated are undergraguatedage of age women in traditional family are 3geéars and
most educated are undergraguated peoples.

Table 1: Distribution of respondents in terms of séety and traditional families

Total power structure in families  [safety
traditional Modern
125 75 50 very low
21 20.3 22.3
107 59 48 Low
18 15.9 21.4
150 86 64 some
25.3 23.2 28.6
104 74 30 High
175 20 134
108 76 32 Very high
18.2 20.5 14.3
594 370 224 Total
100 100 100
Sig=.000 | Significance level

Sense of security andwuthority structure in the family

Relationship between authority structure and serissecurity represented that authority structurehi@ family
affects on level of sense of security. So thatsanwith confidence ,traditional family are enjtne tmost sense of
security and modern family have less sense of ggcur

As it is represented in table 1, about 44percemégppondents which lives in modern family have gefba low and
very low sense of security, against, in traditiofahily, about 36 percent enjoyed a low and venry kense of
security. Furthermore, about 41 percent of respetsdehich lives in traditional family have enjoykijh and very
high sense of security, and against, in modernl§jambout 28percent have high and very high sehseaurity.

Sense of security and sexuality in modern family

Relationship between sexuality and sense of sgcuritmodern family represented that sexuality @feon level
sense of security ,so that can say with confidenmemen in the modern family to men in the same farave
enjoyed low sense of security. As it is represeriethble 2, about 48 percent of women respondientaodern
family, have enjoyed low and very low sense of s&guMoreover, about 24 percent of women, respotsidave
high and very high sense of security, and mennatjaabout 34 percent have high and very high seinsecurity.

Table 2 Distribution of respondents in terms of Sense of serity and sexuality in modern family,

SEX
total safety
female | men
50 39 11 Frequently Very low
224 | 271 13.9] Row percent
48 30 18 Frequently low
215 | 20.8 22.8] Row percent
64 41 23 Frequently some
28.7 | 285 29.1| Row percent
29 12 17 Frequently high
13 8.3 21.5| Row percent
32 22 10 Frequently .
14.3 | 15.3 12.7| Row percent very high
223 | 144 79 Frequently total
100 | 100 100 | Row percent
chi=11.1 Sig=000 Significance leve

Sense of security and sexuality in traditional fanty

Relationship between sexuality and sense of sgciumitraditional family represented that sexuyadiffects on level
sense of security, so that can say with confidemoenen in the traditional family to men in the safamily have
enjoyed low sense of security. As it is represetitethble3.about 38 percent of women respondentsdtitional
family have enjoyed low and very low sense of siégumen, against, about 34percent, have enjoyedalod very
low sense of security. Moreover, about 40 percémianen respondents have high and very high sehsecarity.
Men, against, about 34 percent, have high and higty sense of security.
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Table 3: Distribution of respondents in terms of Sese of security and sexuality in traditional family

SEX
total safety
female | men

75 51 24 | Frequently Very low
20.3 | 279 12.8| Row percent

59 19 40 | Frequently low

15.9 10.4 21.4| Row percent

86 41 45 | Frequently some
23.2 22.4 24.1] Row percent

74 36 38 | Frequently high

20 19.7 20.3] Row percent

76 36 40 Frequently .
205 | 19.7 | 21.4] Row percent V&Y Migh
370 183 187 | Frequently total

100 100 100 | Row percenf

chi=17.6 Sig=000 Significance leve

Women's Sense of security and power structure in ghfamily

Relationship between authority structure family amgmen’s sense of security represented that, atyhgiructure
family affects on level sense of security; so ttah say with confidence, women'’s in the traditiofaahily have
more enjoyed sense of security , and democratiéyffamomen, have low sense of security. As it isresents in
table4. About 48percent of women respondents, wihiels in modern family, have enjoyed low and viny sense
of security. Women in traditional family, againstoait 38 percent have enjoyed low and very low sefisecurity.
In addition, about 40 percent of women which liuesraditional family, have high and very high sers security
and modern family against, about 24 percent haglke &nd very high sense of security.

Table 4: Distribution of respondents in terms of Wanen’s Sense of security and power structure in thiamily

power structure
total Safety
Female in traditional familyy Female in modern famijl

90 51 39 Frequently Very low
275 27.9 27.1 Row percent

49 19 30 Frequently Low

15 10.4 20.8 Row percenit

82 41 41 Frequently Some
25.1 22.4 28.5 Row percenit

48 36 12 Frequently High
14.7 19.7 8.3 Row percent

58 36 22 Frequently .
17.7 19.7 15.3 Row percerjt V&' high
327 183 144 Frequently Total
100 100 100 Row percent

chi=15.1 Sig=05 Significance level

Table5: Distribution of respondents in terms of saéty of men and power structure

power structure
total Safety
men in traditional family| men in modern fami

35 24 11 Frequently Very low
13.2 12.8 13.9 Row percent

58 40 18 Frequently Low
21.8 21.4 22.8 Row percent

68 45 23 Frequently Some
25.6 24.1 29.1 Row percent

55 38 17 Frequently High
20.7 20.3 21.5 Row percent

50 40 10 Frequently .
18.8 21.4 12.7 Row percenit &7 high
266 187 79 Frequently Total
100 100 100 Row percent

chi=2.945 Sig=56 Significance level
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Men’s Sense of security and authority structure irthe family
Relationship between authority structure familyl anen’s sense of security represented that, atyhstriucture
family don’t affects on level sense of securityg(éable 5)

This study in order to survey family structure emse of security; this article indicate that cotisegecurity can be
constructed social space, especially family stmactand developed in the context of social . Basefindings, it
can be concluded that one of the major forms iainbt with by transmission formative’s conceptt ikathrough
internal interaction and ego dialogue and meditatimethod and both by Interaction and talk with-seif ‘s and
others. Security that embodies in itself and evidegxample, does not have significant apart a fdrsocial world,
and it completely constructed in social. That dediand redefines in the Process socialization amcefit processes
of social interaction. It is evident that insecytid be considerate when individuals of communityspecific group
do not accept the same and standard definitioneofirty, and willing a various meaning. Becausendad
definition establishes a security thus, it is dgdPeople who feel insecure to follow give a megnin conditions,
which feel that this condition is insecure.

As many proposed, security in term of nature iselative concept. Then, it cannot be an absoluténitien
provided. The analytical is necessarily interaadl direct relationship with Distinguish and asses# external
threats, because always the external threat Willdrcontext origin of the internal vulnerablegrithplanning any
system of secure require Involves external anérmat threats identifying potential and actuallyquiees
simultaneous assessment of aspects, weaknessesgtiss; limits, own possible(Moazen jami, 791378,
Babakhanlo20, 1382)

On the other hand, there are differences signifi@bout sense of security between the men and wamen
difference structure. In other word, sense of ing&c women on construction of social and particyldamily
system that it is positivity inside defined socéducture and family, and adaptationable. In gdnéhis attitude
represented underside layers. Finally, though s#grences based on physical differences, but hawsdthe
behavior of each gender proceeds of structure Yaieild also this structure lead to insecurityhefmn.
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