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Abstract

The present causal-comparative study explored parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights by
some predefined variables. The sample consisted of conveniently selected 477 parents living in
seven different regions of Tiirkiye, and the data were collected online using a demographic
information form and the Parental Attitude Scale for Children’s Rights. The findings revealed
that parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights did not significantly differ by gender, age,
socioeconomic status, family type, and the other parent’s educational attainment (p > 0.05).
Yet, the participants with knowledge of the Convention on the Rights of the Child and with a
spouse with higher education demonstrated higher attitudes toward children’s rights (p < 0.05).
Overall, it may be recommended that family socialization should be built on democratic values
and skills, that relevant experts should carry out activities to contribute to knowledge and
awareness about children’s rights, and that children should be informed about their rights by
age and developmental characteristics.
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Among the fundamental concepts of sociology that are considered the key
sociological basis of social behavior patterns and habits as well as daily life (Dogan,
2016), social structure refers to an analytical means designed to explain modern
society to help understand how people behave in social life (Marshall, 2021). In that
case, if a particular social structure is observed and explored well, then it becomes
easier to perceive and learn the pertaining cultural structure (Dogan, 2016) because
“social structure reveals itself in the relations living in a particular social unity.” To
put it another way, “what is embodied in interpersonal relations is exactly in the social
reality” (Sayin, 1993, p. 15). In this sense, “children with practices of constructing
and interpreting social reality” (Guglii, 2016, p. 8) constitute a noteworthy social
category within the social structure.

Indeed, children’s being overlooked in sociological research may be the primary
consequence of the dominant paradigm of the 19th century and the complex
interaction of two big historical events - the French and Industrial Revolutions -
leading to social, economic, cultural, and political transformations. Unfortunately,
children could not find a space in the center of sociology due to the efforts of sociology
only directed to yield solutions for the problems of modern societies. Eventually,
when the said dominant paradigm began to give way to the approaches emerging in
the first quarter of the 20th century and suggesting that individuals are the key actors
establishing social reality, children began to appear in sociology on the basis of the
“dichotomy” of modern sociology that establishes an opposition between them and
adults (Gtirdal, 2013).

Childhood, an unchanging and inevitable ring of the human life cycle, is a
socially constructed concept, primarily through images, designs, and codes in
different societies and historical stages (Onur, 2007; Postman, 1995; Tan, 1989).
While a society’s understanding of childhood is forged within its history and culture
(Onur, 1994), it also is built on a social structure driven by social behavior patterns
and changing by region, social environment, religion, personal views, and different
social structures and historical periods. Moreover, it can be proposed that childhood
is accepted as a particular period apart from adulthood (Dogan, 2000; Erdogan &
Vakif, 2020).

The social construction of the understanding of childhood, designated by diverse
geographical and social realities in traditional eastern and western societies, has
become the universal discourse of modern societies upon a common destiny mandated
by industrialization (Dogan, 2004), leading to the emergence of the idea of children’s
rights to allow children to develop physically, mentally, emotionally, and socially
(Kepenekei, 2008). Therefore, the long way pounded on “child, childhood
understanding, and the idea of children’s rights” can be considered to be driven mainly
by historical and sociological developments.

Undoubtedly, it is of great importance to offer opportunities to children to lead
a quality life. In this sense, priority may need to be attached to evaluating and settling
the issues of children. The idea of protecting children, a soft product of the Industrial
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Revolution, revived the very first social policy measures for them, and, finally, the
United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) approved the Convention on the Rights
of the Child in the last quarter of the 20th century. Tiirkiye also ratified the convention
in 1994. State parties guarantee to shape their policies toward children upon the terms
of the convention. In addition to protecting children’s right to life and recognizing
their right to health and education, the convention has also brought privileges to
children to allow them to develop themselves in all domains of social life (Karakas &
Cevik, 2016).

On the other hand, since children are recognized as “subjects of rights” by the
convention (UNICEF, 1998), the basic principles and standards of the convention
seem critical, particularly for children who are in poverty, deprived of fundamental
needs of nutrition, health, and education, and exploited by employment or subjected
to sexual exploitation (UNICEF, 2004). The said principles and standards mainly
address parent-child relations, parental responsibilities, children’s rights against their
parents, and the state’s responsibilities toward these rights. In addition, to ensure the
quality of education, relevant responsibilities are allocated to education systems both
for teaching the said rights and for providing the conditions that will enable
individuals to attain the competence to be able to use their rights (Allan & I’ Anson,
2004).

In the previous research in the relevant national and international literature, we
discovered that parents with an undergraduate degree at an upper socioeconomic
status (SES) often have positive attitudes toward children’s right to play (Celen, 2004)
that parents adopt varying attitudes toward children’s rights by child’s age (Day et al.,
2006; Wolfe, 1998), that parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights highly differ (Day
et al., 2006; Morine, 2000; Peterson-Badali et al., 2004; Sutton, 2003). The findings
of the mentioned studies imply that sociocultural differences may have a
differentiating effect on parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights. In this regard, it
seems essential to explore the factors assumed to lead to differences in parents’
attitudes toward children’s rights. In addition, it appears necessary to detect the needs
of children, implement need-specific activities, and design assessment tools after the
implementation of the said activities to raise children that are aware of their rights and
can use them when needed (Beeckman, 2004; Morrow, 1999). Overall, the present
study aimed to investigate parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights by gender, age,
educational attainment, perceived SES, family type, and knowledge of the content of
the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC). The findings are
thought to guide parents, educators, experts, and future research.

Methods

The present study deployed a causal-comparative design. Causal-comparative
research often aims to reveal any changes between two or more variables and, if so,
how inter-variable changes occur (Karasar, 2019).
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Population and Sample

The population of the research consisted of parents with a child aged 6-14 years.
Since not having elaborate data on the population, we performed power analysis to
ensure maximum sample size. Accordingly, the minimum sample size was calculated
to be 388 based on the assumptions of the population ratio to be 0.50 and the
population ratio-sampling ratio difference to be at most 0.07 (0.50-0.43). Thus, the
sample was composed of 477 conveniently selected parents living in seven different
regions of Tiirkiye.

Of the participants, 75.3% were mothers, 55.6% were aged 31-40 years, 79.5%
had higher education, 73.4% were employed, 92.9% had a nuclear family, 65.2% had
a family consisting of four to six members, 53.5% had two children, and 72.1%
perceived their SES as medium. About half of the other parents (46.3%) were aged
31-40 years, 71.3% had higher education, and 86.8% were employed.

Data Collection Tools

We collected the data using a demographic information form and the Parental
Attitude Scale for Children’s Rights (PAS-CR) developed by Yurtsever-Kiliggiin and
Oktay (2011).

The demographic information form covers questions about parents’ age and
educational attainment, employment status, SES, family type, humber of members
and children in the family, and their views on children’s rights.

Yurtsever-Kiliggiin and Oktay (2011) developed the 63-item PAS-CR. The
responses to the scale items are rated on a 5-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1
(strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). The items are clustered under three subscales
with high internal reliability: care and protection (o = 0.95), state assurance and
support (o = 0.98), and self-determination (o = 0.98). The subscales explain 17.36%,
26.11%, and 24.5% of the variance, respectively. Higher scores indicate that the
attitude toward the construct measured by the relevant subscale is high (Yurtsever-
Kiliggilin & Oktay, 2011).

In this study, we replicated the reliability analyses of the PAS-CR subscales.
Accordingly, we calculated the internal consistency coefficient to be 0.824 for the
care and protection subscale, 0.710 for the state assurance and support subscale, and
0.882 for the self-determination subscale. These findings implied that the
measurements with the said subscales would be reliable (Biiytlikoztiirk et al., 2019;
Karasar, 2019).

Procedure

Via Google Forms, the data were then collected online between July 28 and
November 4, 2021 using a questionnaire booklet covering a front page, explaining the
purpose of the study and seeking informed consent, and the data collection tools.
Administering the questionnaire booklet took about 10-15 minutes.
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Data Analysis

We resorted to the skewness-kurtosis values and Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test
to explore the normality of distribution. Accordingly, the skewness and kurtosis
values of the data exceeded the reference value of +2 (George & Mallery, 2010).
Moreover, the data on the care and protection subscale (KS = 0.116, p = 0.000), state
assurance and support subscale (KS = 0.140, p = 0.000), and self-determination
subscale (KS) = 0.067, p = 0.000) yielded significant KS statistics (Karasar, 2019).
Therefore, we analyzed the data using nonparametric tests. Pairwise comparisons
were performed using the Mann-Whitney U test, while we utilized the Kruskal-Wallis
H test for multiple comparisons. All statistical analyses were performed on SPSS, and
a p-value < 0.05 was accepted as statistically significant.

Findings
In this section, we present the findings on the PAS-CR by the participants’

demographic characteristics. The participants’ scores on the PAS-CR subscales are
summarized in Table 1.

Table 1
Participants’ scores on the PAS-CR
Subscales x+SD Min. Max.
Care and protection 71.91£2.93 56 75
State assurance and support 108.42+7.61 75 115
Self-determination 110.61+7.08 84 125

As in the table above, the participants obtained a mean score of 71.91+2.93 on
the care and protection subscale, 108.42+7.61 on the state assurance and support
subscale, and 110.61+7.08 on the self-determination subscale. The results of the
comparison of the participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by parent’s gender
(mother or father) are demonstrated in Table 2.

Table 2
Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by parent’s gender
Subscales Parent n Mean Rank Sum of U p
Ranks
Care and Female 359 242.84 87180.00
protection Male 118 227.31 26823.00 19802.000 0.283
State assurance Female 359 239.30 85908.00
and support Male 118 238.09 28095.00 21074.000 0.934
Self- Female 359 245.74 88220.50

determination Male 118 218.50 25782.50 18761.500 ~ 0.062
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The findings revealed no significant differences between the participants’ scores
on the PAS-CR subscales by parent’s gender (U = 19802, p > 0.05; U = 21074, p >
0.05; U = 18761.5, p > 0.05, respectively). Table 3 shows the participants’ attitudes
toward children’s rights by age.

Table 3
Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by age
Subscales Age n Mean Rank  df a p
20-30 years 28 243.00
. 31-40 years 265 237.43
Care and protection 41-50 years 162 24132 3 0.119 0.99
51 years and older 22 235.75
20-30 years 28 233.86
State assurance and ~ 31-40 years 265 230.94
support 41-50 years 162 250.38 3 2.521 0471
51 years and older 22 258.86
20-30 years 28 219.14
I 31-40 years 265 244.09
Self-determination 41-50 years 162 234.00 3 1.159 0.763

51 years and older 22 239.77

The findings also revealed that there were no significant differences between the
participants’ scores on the PAS-CR subscales and their age (y%s, 477= 0.119, p > 0.05;
223, a11= 2.521, p > 0.05; 2, 477 = 1.159, p > 0.05, respectively). Table 4 shows the
results of the participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by educational
attainment.

;Ziglii;)ants " attitudes toward children’s rights by educational attainment
Subscales  Educational attainment n '\élaer?ﬂ SRuarEkoSf U p
protcton Highersducation 379 23416 sarargo 10737000 0128
support
determinaton Higher education 379 23674 aoagz0p 18472000 035

We found that the participants’ scores on the PAS-CR subscales did not
significantly differ by their educational attainment (U = 16737, p > 0.05; U = 17301.5,
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p >0.05; U =18472, p > 0.05, respectively). The results of the participants’ attitudes
toward children’s rights by the other parent’s age are presented in Table 5.

Table 5

Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by the other parent’s age
Other parent’s

Subscales n Mean Rank  df a p
age
20-30 years
31-40 years 21281 ggggg
Care and protection 41-50 years ' 3 1.656 0.647
51 years and 208 240.05
Y 35 259.76
older
20-30 years 18 244.08
State assurance and o140 years 21 22918
41-50 years ' 3 2.118 0.548
support 51 vears and 203 247.50
Y 35 249.11
older
20-30 years
31-40 years 21281 ggggg
Self-determination 41-50 years 203 240.67 3 3.217 0.348
51 years and '
older 35 273.17

Similar to the findings above, we could not conclude a significant difference in
the participants’ scores on the PAS-CR subscales by the other parent’s age (x%, 477) =
1.656, p > 0.05; @, 477 = 2.118, p > 0.05; %@, 477 = 3.217, p > 0.05, respectively).
Table 6 demonstrates the participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by the other
parent’s educational attainment.
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Tablo 6

Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by the other parent’s educational
attainment

Other
parent’s Mean Sum of

Subscales educational n Rank Ranks U P
attainment
High school

Care and and lower 137 243.36 33340.00 0.658

protection Higher 340 237.24 80663.00 22693.000 )
education
High school

State assurance  and lower 137 239.19 32769.00

and support  Higher 340 23892  8l23400 23264000 0.985
education
High school

Self- and lower 137 219.43 30061.50

determination  Higher 340 24689 8394150 20608500  0.049

education

As summarized in the table above, we could not find a significant difference
between the participants’ scores on the care and protection subscale and the state
assurance and support subscale by the other parent’s educational attainment (U =
22693, p > 0.05; U = 23264, p > 0.05, respectively). However, it was vice versa on
the self-determination subscale (U = 20608.5, p < 0.059). Accordingly, the
participating parents whose spouses had a higher education degree had more positive
attitudes toward children’s rights. The participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights
by perceived SES are presented in Table 7.

Table 7
Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by perceived SES
Subscales Perceived SES n Mean Rank  df a p
Care and Low 21 242.19
rotection Medium 344 243.21 2 1.442 0.486
P High 112 225.46
State assurance Low 21 257.31
and support  Viedium 344 24021 2 0.704 0.703
PP High 112 23184
Self- Low 21 22721
Medium 344 235.65 2 1.283 0.526

determination High 112 251.51
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According to the findings, the participants” scores on the PAS-CR subscales did
not significantly differ by their perceived SES (y%q, 477y = 1.442, p > 0.05; x’@, 477 =
0.704, p > 0.05; »%¢, 477 = 1.283, p > 0.05, respectively). Table 8 summarizes the
participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by family type.

Table 8
Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by family type

Subscales Family type n  MeanRank df a p

Nuclear family 443 238.34
Care and protection Extended family 14 290.89 2 2.542 0.281
Broken family 20 217.30
Nuclear family 443 237.02
Extended family 14 255.75 2 1.387 0.500
Broken family 20 271.05
Nuclear family 443 237.40
Self-determination Extended family 14 270.86 2 0.989 0.610
Broken family 20 252.08

State assurance and
support

We could not find a significant difference between the participants’ scores on
the PAS-CR subscales by their perceived SES (y%@, 477 = 2.542, p > 0.05; y%2, 477) =
1.387, p > 0.05; y’@ 477 = 0.989, p > 0.05, respectively). Table 9 displays the
participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by knowledge of the content of the
UNCRC.

Table 9

Participants’ attitudes toward children’s rights by knowledge of the content of the
UNCRC

Knowledge

Subscales of the n Mean Rank SRuarEkoSf U p
UNCRC

Care and protection \N(gs g?g gg;g; ggggg:gg 25820.000 0.125

e Y85 B S0 ngg o

Self-determination \N(gs 2 o f’égg?gg 23409500 0.002

Finally, we concluded that the participants’ scores on the state assurance and
support subscale (U = 32156.000, p < 0.05) and the self-determination subscale (U =
23409.500, p < 0.05) significantly differed by knowledge of the content of the
UNCRC. Accordingly, the participants with prior knowledge of the UNCRC had
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significantly higher scores on the mentioned subscales than those without. However,
their scores on the care and support subscale did not significantly differ by the said
variable (U = 25820.000, p > 0.05).

Discussion and Conclusion

How a society defines children and childhood and its attitudes and perceptions
toward children’s rights are highly linked with its sociocultural structure.
Undoubtedly, one adopts a parenting style according to the teachings and borders of
their personality, intelligence, family traditions, and cultural background (Redlener,
1979). In this sense, examining parents’ attitudes towards children’s rights in this
research, emphasizing the social aspect of parenting, may mean shedding light on the
sociocultural structure of our society. In addition, social policies that are argued to
rely on the criterion of conformity with the nature of children often reflect the social
images pertinent to that structure (Tan, 1989).

Our findings revealed no significant difference between the participants’
attitudes toward children’s rights by parent’s gender (i.e., being mother or father;
Table 2). The literature also hosts findings overlapping with ours (Akgiil, 2015; Bulut,
2020). Although the parents evidently had superficial knowledge of and inadequate
capacity to implement children’s rights (Ding, 2015; Giir, 2019; Kent-Kiikdirtcii, 2011;
Washington, 2010), this finding may be more related to the changing role of
fatherhood in the process of social change. In fact, mothers’ attitudes toward
children’s rights are known to be higher than fathers (Aydogdu & Dilekmen, 2016;
Kesayak, 2018; Kizilirmak & Alkan-Ersoy, 2015), but our finding may imply that
fathers, like mothers, adapt to the requirements of democratic life in the context of
children’s rights (Yurtsever-Kiliggiin, 2015). It is also known that parents give an ear
to their children’s opinions on issues concerning the whole family (Gezer-Sen, 2011).

The “child-centered” family, emerging due to the changes within parenting, is
not only unsatisfied with showing interest and affection to child members but also is
responsible for maximizing their abilities. On the other hand, while child-raising takes
much longer today, children can have a lot of demands from their families. Thus,
parents undertake burdens much more than in the past (Kasapoglu, 2018). In this
direction, modern societies seem to have increased societal expectations from parents
for their children. In addition to these social expectations, the differentiations in the
sociocultural structure with constant and rapid changes have also altered parenting
roles (Tezel-Sahin, 2007); particularly modern middle-class parents have become
more sensitive to their children’s interests and abilities (Aslan & Cansever, 2007).
The active participation of the father, an authority figure in the past, in child-raising
(Balin, 2021) can be decisive in settling democratic values, attitudes, and perceptions
within the family and also prepares a democratic environment where the child can
internalize the values of equality and justice (Belli et al., 2021; Kuzucu, 2011).
Therefore, one may assert a sociocultural change toward seeing children as
individuals with their rights and freedoms in family relations, recognizing that they
have the same rights as adults in society (Lansdown, 2005), and acknowledging they
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are no longer passive members and consumers of the adult society but productive
members of both child and adult societies and cultures (Onur, 2007). Besides, some
recent studies have highlighted high parental awareness about the necessity and
importance of children’s rights (Kurtdede-Fidan & Ozaydin, 2019). Thus, the finding
mentioned above may imply that the understanding of childhood that positions the
child as a passive entity in the traditional social structure is about to be replaced by
the understanding that sees the child as an active subject of social life (Tunca, 2020).

We also concluded that the participating parents’ attitudes toward children’s
rights did not differ by their own age (Table 3) and the other parent’s age (Table 5),
overlapping with the results of previous research (Arslan, 2019; Aydogdu &
Dilekmen, 2016; Ayyildiz, 2005; Bulut, 2020; Grigorenko & Sternberg, 2000;
Kesayak, 2018; Yurtsever, 2009). On the other hand, the literature also hosts findings
showing that parents aged 41-50 years had significantly higher care and protection
attitudes (Taskin, 2019) and that mothers’ attitudes toward children’s rights increase
with age (Kizilirmak & Alkan-Ersoy, 2015). It should be noted that almost all (95%)
participants in this study were younger than 51 years, and it was previously concluded
that the emotional and psychological value of the child increases among younger
parents (Celik & Cat, 2018). Therefore, our finding deserves attention in terms of
revealing the value attributed to children in the context of their rights.

Although there was no significant difference between the parents’ attitudes
toward children’s rights by their educational attainment (Table 4), we concluded that
their scores on the PAS-CR self-determination subscale significantly differ by the
other parent’s educational attainment (Table 6). The literature hosts some studies
reporting that parental educational attainment has a significant impact on their
attitudes toward children’s rights (Arslan, 2019; Flerin, 2000; Taskin, 2019); the
higher education parents have, the more democratic child-raising attitudes they adopt
(Haktanir et al., 1999; Gezer-Sen, 2011). Tatl et al. (2012) documented that mothers
with high school and higher education appear would be more democratic in child-
raising. In this study, 79.5% of the participants and 71.3% of their spouses had higher
education. In this case, highly educated parents might recognize their children as
individuals with own rights, depending on their democratic parental attitudes. On the
other hand, while parents tend to focus more on decisions to affect the child
individually, they may remain reluctant to support their participation in decisions to
affect others’ lives (Kosher, 2018). It may be reasonable to propose that the
participating parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights were positive since the scale
items are all related to children. Moreover, it is well-known that employed, highly
educated, and well-gaining parents adopt positive attitudes toward children’s rights
(Deb & Mathews, 2012). In developed societies, parental authority over the child is
only aimed at ensuring their rights to protection, health, morality, and education
(Youf, 2019), implying that parental authority in civilized communities is all in favor
of children.
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Some recent Tiirkiye-based studies concluded that families see children as
valuable beings and a source of happiness (Giir, 2019; Pesen, 2015) and that they are
perceived as innocent but not an economic burden within the family, different from
adults (Celik et al. Cat, 2018). Such perceptions, therefore, may lead parents to be
more caring and compassionate toward their children (Newman, 2009) and contribute
to meeting their needs in the context of children’s rights.

We found no significant difference between the participants’ attitudes toward
children’s rights by their perceived SES (Table 7), overlapping with some previous
findings (Taskin, 2019; Yesilkayali & Yildiz-Demirtag, 2016; Kizilirmak & Alkan-
Ersoy, 2015). SES is known to be a prominent factor directly affecting the child’s
development, protection, and quality of life (Magnuson & Votruba-Drzal, 2009), thus,
influencing the perspectives of and the expectations from the child. However, when
poverty spreads throughout society with insufficient per capita income and unequal
national income distribution, children’s access to many facilities originating primarily
from their children’s rights is restricted. Particularly children growing up in low-
income families encounter more health and education-related issues. Hence, it can be
argued that child poverty due to low household income may be a key barrier to
children’s rights.

Similar to some results in the literature (Aydogdu & Dilekmen, 2016), our
findings also revealed no significant difference between the participants’ attitudes
toward children’s rights by family type (Table 8). Although the values of
interdependence and solidarity rather than individualism, individual independence,
and autonomy are more prevalent in communities characterized by traditional culture,
Turkish families have been shifting to the nuclear family type in a western sense in
parallel with the changes in the socioeconomic structure due to industrialization,
urbanization, and modernization (Imamoglu, 1993; Karatas, 2001). This change in
family typology seems essential for children’s rights since children may have a greater
awareness of basic care rights if living in a family of four with two children (Flerin et
al., 2000). It can also be argued that family typology affects social achievement and
mobility. Accordingly, the mobility of individuals can be encouraged in the nuclear
family since individualization is emphasized. Yet, we could not report a significant
difference between the parents’ attitudes toward children’s rights by family type,
which may be associated with democratizing society and family. In democratic
societies, despite having a wide base, social mobility takes place mostly in a vertical
direction. Moreover, democratic institutions provide all kinds of support and
opportunities for the development and realization of a sense of achievement (Dogan,
2021). With regard to the family context, parents or other adult family members have
the power to hinder, facilitate, or directly enforce the fulfillment of children’s rights,
which also implies that parents have the power to indirectly affect the capacity of
children to defend their own rights. In particular, the support of the democratic family
model for children’s rights is greater than that of the patriarchal family model
(Khoury-Kassabri & Ben-Arieh, 2009). Therefore, in a democratizing society, it is
reasonable to explain parental actions to support their children’s achievement with
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their positive attitudes towards children’s rights. It may also be related to the idea that
parents can characterize their family according to changing social conditions since the
mutual personal preferences of the couples may be a natural family democratizing
instrument (Dogan, 2009).

In addition, familial control over children decreases as societies become
industrialized due to modernization and have an unstable population (Bas, 2021).
Then, children become more visible in society as individuals with specific rights and
freedoms. It may also be more appropriate to explore parents’ positive attitudes
toward children’s rights within the relationship between achievement and social
mobility. Besides, a demand for a government with a democratic understanding and
making the culture of democracy prevail in daily life should be a fundamental
requirement of being a society with prosperity and wealth. It is evident that
democratically developing societies have achieved significant developments in
equality, human rights/freedoms, the rule of law, tolerance, and pluralism compared
to the past (Ozpolat, 2010). In this sense, positive attitudes toward children’s rights
among parents may imply an increasing social demand for democracy.

We discovered that the parents with knowledge of the content of the UNCRC
had higher scores on the PAS-CR self-determination subscale and state assurance and
support subscale than those without (Table 9). Undoubtedly, the adoption of the
UNCRC in Tiirkiye has led to the establishment of various mechanisms to prevent
violations thanks to relatively increased awareness of adults on children’s rights, the
dissemination of formal education and educational campaigns, the work of non-
governmental organizations (NGOSs), the introduction of state-led models and projects
in favor of children. In addition, child-sensitive circles rallying together around civil
thoughts on children’s rights have become a robust initiative for reforms to settle
children’s problems (Inal, 2014). The fact that many international organizations,
particularly UNICEF, adopt approaches focusing on the “well-being” of children in
their actions may be one of the most prominent drivers of the said initiative (Karakas
& Cevik, 2016). Therefore, the participants’ knowledge of the content of the UNCRC
may be a fruitful consequence of such unique efforts.

Overall, family and children are the agents interacting with each other in society.
All the judicial, administrative, intellectual, economic, artistic, and scientific changes
in the social structure both affect the social structure and lead to permanent changes
in the family structure and family-child relationships (Pembecioglu, 2006). The
internalization of democratic values for child-raising and the acceptance of the rights
in the UNCRC as rights for children’s natural, social, and emotional needs may be
consequences of such changes. Thus, it can be recommended to consider democratic
values and skills to be the center of family socialization, to identify and apply the
competencies required by the democratic culture in family relations, to perform
activities to contribute to the knowledge and awareness of the families regarding
children’s rights in the scope of school-family cooperation, and to inform children
about their rights by age and developmental characteristics. Further studies may
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consider exploring the attitudes of parents with a child aged 0-6 or 14-18 years toward
children’s rights by various variables or comparing such attitudes of parents with
children in different age groups. Finally, the scholarly interest may be shifted to carry
out quantitative, qualitative, or mixed-method research to trace the views and attitudes
of both parents and children toward children’s rights.
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Sosyolojinin temel kavramlarindan olan ve giindelik yagsamin yani sira toplumsal
davranis kaliplar1 ile aligkanliklarin asil sosyolojik dayanagini olusturan toplumsal
yapt (Dogan, 2016), insanlarin toplumsal yasamlarinda nasil davrandiklarini
anlamamiza hizmet etmesi i¢in modern toplumu agiklamak {izere tasarlanmig analitik
(¢oziimlemeci) bir arag olarak tanimlanir (Marshall, 2021). O halde toplumsal yapinin
iyi gozlenmesi ve incelenmesi durumunda kiiltiirel yapiy1 algilamak ve 6grenmek
kolaylasir (Dogan, 2016). Ciinkii “toplumsal yap1, kendini, belirli bir toplumsal birlik
icinde yasayan insanlarin toplumsal iliskilerinde ortaya koyar.” Yani, “insanlar arasi
iliskilerde viicut bulan, toplumsal gergegin i¢indedir” (Sayin, 1993, p. 15). Bu
baglamda “toplumsal gergekligi insa etme ve yorumlama pratiklerine sahip ¢ocuklar”
(Giicli, 2016, p. 8), toplumsal yapinin kesitlerinden biri olarak bir toplumsal
kategoriyi olustururlar.

Esasen sosyoloji aragtirmalarinda ¢ocuklarin uzun siire gereken ilgiden yoksun
birakilmalari, 19. yiizyilin hakim paradigmasinin yani sira Fransiz ve Sanayi
Devrimleri gibi sosyal, ekonomik, kiiltiirel ve siyasi degisimlere neden olan iki tarihi
olayin karmagik etkilesiminin bir sonucudur. Sosyolojinin modern toplumlarin
yasadigi sorunlara yonelik ¢oziim {iretme g¢abasi nedeniyle ¢ocuklar sosyolojinin
merkezinde kendilerine yer bulamamiglardir. Nihayet 19. yilizyilm hakim
paradigmasi, 20. yiizyilin ilk ¢eyreginden itibaren yerini bireylerin sosyal gercekligi
kuran aktorler olduklarini 6neren yaklagimlara birakmaya basladiginda, ¢ocuklar, 19.
yiizyil sosyolojisi baglaminda yetiskinler ile aralarinda karsitlik ilkesi kurularak
modern sosyolojinin “dikotomileri” (ikililik) temelinde sosyolojide goriiniir olmaya
baglamiglardir (Giirdal, 2013).

Insan yasaminin degismez ve dogal halkalarindan biri olan ¢ocukluk, degisik
toplumlarda ve tarih evrelerinde cogu zaman imgeler, tasarimlar ve kodlar araciligiyla
toplumsal olarak kurgulanmis bir kavramdir (Onur, 2007; Postman, 1995; Tan, 1989).
Ciinkii bir toplumun ¢ocukluk anlayist o toplumun tarihi ile kiiltiirel siireci i¢inde
geligirken (Onur, 1994) toplumsal davranig kaliplarina gore belirlenen, yasanilan
bolgeye ve toplumsal ¢evreye, dini veya kisisel goriislere, degisik sosyal yapilara ve
tarihi donemlere gore degisen sosyal yap1 icinde kurgulanarak yetiskinden ayr1 ve 6zel
bir dénem olarak kabul edilen sosyo-kiiltiirel bir kavram olarak yapilandirilmistir
(Dogan, 2000; Erdogan ve Vakif, 2020).

Nihayet geleneksel dogu ve geleneksel bati toplumlarinin farkli cografya ve
toplumsal gergeklikle belirledigi cocukluk anlayisinin toplumsal olarak inga edilme
stireci, sanayilesme ekseninde ortak bir kaderden gili¢ alarak modern toplumlarin
evrensel sdylemini olusturmug (Dogan, 2004), ¢cocuklarin bedensel, zihinsel, duygusal
ve sosyal olarak geligebilmesine olanak tantyan ¢ocuk haklar1 diisiincesinin ortaya
cikigint saglamistir (Kepenekei, 2008). O halde ¢ocuk, ¢cocukluk anlayisi ve ¢ocuk
haklar1 diisiincesi ile bu konuda kat edilen mesafe biiyiik 6l¢tide tarihi ve sosyolojik
geligsmelerin sonucu olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Kuskusuz toplumlarin temelinin ve geleceginin yap1 taglari olan ¢ocuklarin
nitelikli yasam siirmesi ¢ok Onemlidir. Cocuklarin karsilagtigi  sorunlarin
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degerlendirilmesi ve bu sorunlara yonelik ¢dziimlerin saglanmasi da yasamsal 6neme
sahiptir. Sanayi Devrimi’nin bir #iriinii olan ¢ocuklarin korunma diigiincesi, onlara
yonelik ilk sosyal politika 6nlemlerini ortaya ¢ikarmis ve sonunda 20. yilizyilin son
ceyreginde Birlesmis Milletler Genel Kurulunca (BMGK) Cocuk Haklar1 S6zlesmesi
onaylanmistir. S6zlesmeyi 1994 yilinda Tiirkiye de onaylamstir. Taraf devletler,
cocuklara yonelik politikalarint bu soézlesme dogrultusunda sekillendirmistir. Bu
sozlesme g¢ocuklarim yasama hakkimin korunmasina, saglik ve egitim haklarinin
taninmasina ek olarak, cocuklara toplumsal yasamin her alaninda kendilerini
gelistirmeleri igin olanaklar taninmasini amaglayan haklar getirmistir (Karakas ve
Cevik, 2016).

Diger yandan s6zlesme ile diinya g¢ocuklari “hak ozneleri” olarak kabul
gordiigiinden (UNICEF, 1998), 6zellikle yoksulluk ¢eken, beslenme, saglik ve egitim
alanlarindaki temel gereksinimleri kargilanmayan ve calistirilarak somiiriilen ya da
cinsel somiiriiye ugrayan ¢ocuklar icin Cocuk Haklar1 Sézlesmesi’nin belirledigi
temel ilke ve 6l¢iinler (standartlar) olduk¢a 6nemlidir (UNICEF, 2004). S6zlesmenin
belirledigi temel ilke ve Olgiinler gergevesinde; ebeveynler ve gocuklar arasindaki
iligkiler, ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarina karst sorumluluklari, ¢ocuklarin ebeveynlerine
kars1 haklart ve devletin bu haklar kargisindaki sorumluluklari ele alinmaktadir. Ek
olarak, ¢ocuklarin egitimlerindeki niteligin saglanmasi igin egitim sistemlerine hem
bu haklarin 6gretilmesine iliskin hem de bireylerin bu haklarint kullanabilecekleri
yeterlige ulagsmalarini saglayacak kosullari meydana getirmeye yonelik sorumluluklar
da verilmektedir (Allan ve I'Anson, 2004).

Ulusal ve uluslararasi alanyazinda yapilan ¢ocuk haklariyla ilgili ebeveynlerin
tutumlarma yonelik aragtirmalar incelendiginde; iist sosyoekonomik diizeydeki
iiniversite mezunu ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarn oyun haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin
olumlu oldugu (Celen, 2004); cocuklarin yaslarina gore anne-babalarin c¢ocuk
haklarina yonelik farkli tutumlart benimsedikleri (Day ve dig., 2006; Wolfe, 1998);
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina iliskin tutumlarinin farklilhik gosterdigi (Day ve dig.,
2006; Morine, 2000; Peterson-Badali ve dig., 2004; Sutton, 2003) saptanmustir. S6zii
edilen aragtirmalarin sonuglari, sosyokiiltiirel farkliliklarin ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk
haklarina yonelik tutumlari tizerinde farklilastirici etkisi olabilecegini gostermektedir.
Ciinkii ebeveynlerin ¢cocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinda farkliliga neden olabilecegi
varsayilan parametrelerin incelenmesi onem kazanmaktadir. Ayrica haklarinin
farkinda olan ve onlart gerektiginde kullanabilen bir ¢ocukluk olusturabilmek i¢in
cocuklarin gereksinimlerinin belirlenmesine, gereksinimlerine yonelik etkinliklerin
uygulanmasina ve uygulama sonucunda g¢ocuklarin ulastigi diizeyi gosterebilecek
degerlendirmelere gereksinim duyulmaktadir (Beeckman, 2004; Morrow, 1999). Tiim
bu bilgiler dogrultusunda aragtirmada, ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina ydnelik
tutumlarinin bazi1 degiskenler agisindan incelenmesi amaglanmistir. Aragtirmanin
genel amaci dogrultusunda ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarin ebeveyne, ebeveynin
ve esinin yasina, 6grenim durumuna, algilanan sosyoekonomik diizeye, aile tipine ve
Birlesmis Milletler Cocuk Haklar1 Sézlesmesi’nin igerigi hakkinda bilgi sahibi olma
durumuna gore farklilik gosterip gdstermedigi incelenmistir. Aragtirmanin sonucunda
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ortaya ¢ikacak olan bulgularin; ebeveynler, egitimciler, uzmanlar ve yapilacak olan
calismalar agilarindan yararli olacag: diisiiniilmektedir.

Yontem

Ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin gesitli degiskenlere gore
incelendigi arastirma nicel boyutta, betimsel tiirde, tarama yontemlerinden iliskisel
tarama modelindedir. iliskisel arastirma yontemi iki ya da daha ¢ok sayidaki degisken
arasinda birlikte degisimin oldugunu ortaya c¢ikarmayi amaclayan bir arastirma
yontemi olup bu yontemde degismenin olup olmadigi, eger olmussa bunun nasil
oldugu belirlenmeye ¢alisilmaktadir (Karasar, 2019).

Arastirmanin Evreni ve Orneklemi

6-14 yas arasinda c¢ocuga sahip ebeveynler arastirmanin evrenini
olusturmaktadir. Populasyon hakkinda bir bilgi olmadigindan, 6rnek hacminin
maksimum olmasini saglamak iizere gii¢ analizi yapilmistir. Gii¢ analizine gore,
materyal oraniin (Population Proportion) 0,50 oldugu ve populasyon orani ile 6rnek
orani arasindaki da farkin en fazla 0,07 (0,50-0,43) olmasi varsayimlari altinda
yapilan orneklem hacmi 388 olarak belirlenmistir. Arastirmanin drneklemine ise,
amacli ve uygun 6rnekleme yontemiyle segilen ve Tiirkiye’nin yedi farkli bélgesinde
yasayan 477 goniillii ebeveyn dahil edilmistir.

Aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerden %75,3iiniin anne oldugu, %55,6’sinmn 31-
40 yas arasinda, %79,5’inin iiniversite mezunu oldugu ve %73,4linlin calistigy;
eslerinin %46,3’iiniin 31-40 yas arasinda, %71,3{iniin iiniversite mezunu oldugu ve
%86,8’inin ¢alistigi, %72,1’inin gelir diizeyini orta algiladigi, %92,9’unun ¢ekirdek
aileye sahip oldugu, %65,2’sinin ailesinin dort-alt1 bireyden olustugu ve %53,5’inin
iki gocugunun oldugu saptanmistir.

Veri Toplama Araclari

Aragtirmanin verileri “Genel Bilgi Formu” ve Yurtsever-Kiliggiin ve Oktay’in
(2011) gelistirdigi “Cocuk Haklarma Yonelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgegi” ile
toplanmustir.

Genel Bilgi Formu, aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin yasi, esinin yasi, 6grenim
durumu, ¢alisma durumu, sosyoekonomik diizeyi, aile tipi, ailedeki birey ve ¢ocuk
sayist, cocuk haklar1 kapsaminda goriislerine iliskin sorulari igermektedir.

Cocuk Haklarma Yénelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgegi, Yurtsever-Kiliggiin ve Oktay
(2011) tarafindan gelistirilmis, 63 maddeden olusan besli likert tipinde 6lgektir. Olgek
“Timiyle Katiliyorum (5)”, “Kismen Katiliyorum (4)”, “Kararsizim (3)”, “Pek
Katilmiyorum (2)” ve “Higbir zaman Katilmiyorum (1)” bigiminde
derecelenmektedir. “Bakim ve Koruma (0=0,95)”, “Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi
(0=0,98)" ile “Kendi Kendine Karar Verme (0=0,98)” alt boyutlarindan olusan
Olcegin igtutarlik katsayilari yiiksektir. 23 maddeden olusan Devlet Giivencesi ve
Destegi alt boyutunun faktor agiklayiciligr %26,11, 15 maddeden olusan Bakim ve



Toplumsal-Kiiltiirel Baglamda Ebeveynlerin Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarimin Incelenmesi 565

Koruma alt boyutunun faktor aciklayiciligt %17,36, 25 maddeden olusan Kendi
Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutunun faktor agiklayiciligi %24,5 dir. Olgekten alian
yiiksek puan ilgili alt boyuta ait tutumun yiiksek oldugunu gostermektedir (Yurtsever-
Kiliggiin ve Oktay, 2011).

Bu arastirmada alt boyutlarin giivenirlik analizleri yeniden yapilmistir. Buna
gore; Bakim ve Koruma alt boyutu (0=0,824), Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt boyutu
(0=0,710), Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutu (0=0,882) igin hesaplanan ig
tutarlik katsayilari alt boyutlarin giivenilir oldugunu géstermektedir (Biyiikoztiirk ve
dig., 2019; Karasar, 2019).

Veri Toplama Yontemi

Arastirmanin yapilabilmesi icin gerekli olan dlgek kullanim izni ve Ankara
Universitesi Etik Kurulu Baskanligi’ndan onay alnmustir (28.06.2021/125).
Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlere Google Form aracilifiyla, arastirmanin amact ve
yontemi ag¢iklanmis, aydinlatilmis onamlart alinmis ve veri toplama araglarini
doldurmalart saglanmistir. Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerden 477’si Genel Bilgi
Formunu ve Cocuk Haklarma Yonelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgegini eksiksiz
doldurmustur. Arastirmanin verileri 28 Temmuz-4 Kasim 2021 tarihleri arasinda
toplanmis olup uygulama yaklasik 10-15 dakika kadar siirmiistiir.

Verilerin Analizi

Verilerin normallik sinamasinda Kolmogorov-Smirnov testi kullanilmigtir. Buna
gore “Bakim ve Koruma (KS=0,116, p=0,000)”, “Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi
(KS=0,140, p=0,000)" ile “Kendi Kendine Karar Verme (KS=0,067, p=0,000)" alt
boyutlarindan alinan puanlarin normal dagilim gostermedigi gozlenmistir (Karasar,
2019). incelenecek alt boyutlari basiklik ve carpiklik degerleri +2 disinda oldugu ve
normal dagilim gostermedigi igin nonparametrik testler kullanilmistir (George ve
Mallery, 2010).

Normal dagilim gostermeyen verilerin analizinde ikili karsilastirmalarda Mann
Whitney U ve ¢oklu karsilagtirmalarda Kruskal Wallis H testi kullanilmustir.
Degerlendirmelerde istatistiksel anlamlilik sinir1 p<0,05 olarak kabul edilmistir.

Bulgular

Bu bdliimde arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin goriislerine gére Cocuk Haklarina
Yénelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgegi’'nden elde edilen bulgular yer almaktadr.
Ebeveynlerin ¢cocuk haklarina yonelik ebeveyn tutum 6lgegininden aldiklar puanlar
Tablo 1’de verilmistir.
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Tablo 1

Ebeveynlerin Cocuk Haklarina Yénelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgegininden Aldiklar:
Puanlar

Alt boyutlar XS Minimum Maksimum
Bakim ve Koruma 71,91+£2,93 56 75
Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi 108,42+7,61 75 115
Kendi Kendine Karar Verme 110,61+7,08 84 125

Tablo 1°de ebeveynlerin Cocuk Haklarina Yénelik Ebeveyn Tutum Olgeginin
Bakim ve Koruma alt boyutundan 71,914+2,93, Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt
boyutundan 108,42+7,61, Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan 110,61+7,08
puan aldiklar1 goriilmektedir. Aragtirmaya alinan ebeveynlerin ebeveyne gore ¢ocuk
haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin U Testi sonucu Tablo 2’de verilmistir.

Tablo 2
Ebeveyne Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin U Testi Sonucu
Alt Sira Sira
bovutlar Ebeveyn n Ortalamasi Toplami U p
y (SO) (ST)
Bakim ve Anne 359 242,84 87180,00
Koruma  Baba 118 22731 2682300 19802000 0,283
Devlet
Giivencesi Anne 359 239,30 85908,00
ve Baba 118 238,09 28095,00 21074,000 0,934
Destegi
Kendi
Kendine Anne 359 245,74 88220,50
Karar Baba 118 218,50 25782,50 18761,500 0,062
Verme

Tablo 2 incelendiginde, arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin anne ya da baba olma
durumuna gore Bakim ve Koruma boyutu [U=19802, p>0,05], Devlet Giivencesi ve
Destegi alt boyutu [U=21074, p>0,05] ve Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan
[U=18761,5, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlarin anlamli farklilik géstermedigi bulunmustur.
Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin yasa gore ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin
Kruskal Wallis H testi sonucu Tablo 3°te verilmistir.
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Tablo 3
Yasa Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi Sonucu
Alt boyutlar Ebeveynin Yast n SO sd a p
20-30 yas 28 243,00
31-40 yas 265 237,43
Bakim ve Koruma 41-50 yas 162 24132 3 0,119 0,99
51 yas ve lizeri 22 235,75
20-30 yas 28 233,86
Devlet Giivencesi ve  31-40 yas 265 230,94
Destegi 41-50 yas 162 25038 o 2921 0471
51 yas ve lizeri 22 258,86
20-30 yas 28 219,14
Kendi Kendine Karar ~ 31-40 yas 265 244,09
Verme 41-50 yas 162 23400 o 1159 0763
51 yas ve tizeri 22 239,77

Tablo 3 incelendiginde arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin yaslari ile Bakim ve
Koruma alt boyutu [y%sd=3, n=477=0,119, p>0,05], Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt
boyutu [y%sd=3, n=477=2,521, p>0,05] ile Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan
[%%sd=3, n=477=1,159, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlar arasindaki farkin anlamli olmadig
belirlenmistir. Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin 6grenime gore ¢ocuk haklarina
yonelik tutumlarinin U testi sonucu Tablo 4’te verilmistir.

Tablo 4
Ogrenime Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yénelik Tutumlarn U Testi Sonucu
Alt n
boyutlar Ogrenim n SO ST U p

Bakim ve Lise ve 6ncesi 98 257,71 25256,00

Koruma Universite 379 234,16 88747,00 16737,000 0128

Devlet . .

. . Lise ve Oncesi 98 226,05 22152,50

Givencesi “yy . lorsite 379 24235 9185050 /o000 0,295
ve Destegi

Kendi

Kendine Lise ve dncesi 98 240,01 23521,00
Karar Universite 379 238,74 90482,00
Verme

18472,000 0,935

Tablo 4’e gore, aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin 6grenim durumu ile Bakim ve
Koruma alt boyutu [U=16737, p>0,05], Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt boyutu
[U=17301,5, p>0,05] ile Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan [U=18472,
p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlar anlaml farklilik gdstermemektedir. Esinin yasina gore
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cocuk haklarma yonelik tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi sonucu Tablo 5°te

sunulmustur.
Tablo 5
Esinin Yasina Gére Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi
Sonucu
Alt boyutlar Esinin Yas1 n SO sd a p
21-30 yas 18 259,69
Bakim ve 31-40 yas 221 233,06
Koruma 41-50 yas 203 240,05 3 1656 0647
51 yas ve lizeri 35 259,76
21-30 yas 18 244,08
Devlet
.. . 31-40 yas 221 229,18
OUVERCSSIVE 4150 yas 203 247,50 3 2118 0548
£ 51yasveiizeri 35 249,11
. 21-30 yas 18 256,56
Kendi
Kendine 31-40 yas 22l 230,62 3 3217 0348
Katar Verme _41-50 yas 203 240,67
51 yas ve lizeri 35 273,17

Aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin eslerinin yasi ile Bakim ve Koruma alt boyutu
[%%(se=3, n=477y=1,656, p>0,05], Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt boyutu [Zsd=3,

n=477=2,118, p>0,05] ile Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan [y

%(sd=3,

n=477y=3,217, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puan ortalamalar1 arasindaki farkin anlamli olmadig:
Tablo 5’te goriilmektedir. Esinin 6grenimine gore ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarin
U Testi sonucu Tablo 6°da verilmistir.
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Tablo 6
Esinin Ogrenimine Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin U Testi Sonucu
Alt Esinin
boyutlar Ogrenimi " SO ST U P
Bakim ve Lise ve dncesi 137 243,36 33340,00
Koruma Universite 340 237,24 80663,00 22693,000 0,658
Devlet
Gilivencesi  Lise ve Oncesi 137 239,19 32769,00
ve Universite 340 23802 8123400 252064000 0985
Destegi
Kendi
Kendine Lise ve dncesi 137 219,43 30061,50
Karar Universite. 340 24689 8394150 20608500 0049
Verme

Tablo 6’da aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin eslerinin 6grenimleri ile Bakim ve
Koruma alt boyutu [U=22693, p>0,05] ve Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt
boyutundan [U=23264, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlar arasinda manidar bir farkin
olmadig1 goriilmektedir. Buna kargin Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan
alman puanlar eslerin 6grenim durumuna gore anlamli farklilik gdstermektedir
[U=20608,5, p<0,05]. Esi iiniversite mezunu olan ebeveynlerin kendi kendi karar
vermeye yonelik tutumlari daha olumludur. Algiladiklart sosyoekonomik diizeye gore
cocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi sonucu Tablo 7’de
sunulmustur.

Tablo 7

Sosyoekonomik Diizeye Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H
Testi Sonucu

Gelir
Alt boyutlar  Diizeyini n SO sd a p
Algilama
Bakim ve Diisiik 21 242,19
Koruma Orta 344 243,21 2 1,442 0,486
Yiksek 112 225,46
Devlet Diisiik 21 257,31
Giivencesi Orta 344 240,21 2 0,704 0,703
ve Destegi Yiiksek 112 231,84
Kendi Diistik 21 227,21
Kendine Orta 344 235,65 2 1,283 0,526
Karar Verme Yiksek 112 251,51

Tablo 7’ye gore, arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin algiladigi sosyoekonomik
diizeyi ile Bakim ve Koruma alt boyutu [(%sd=2 n-477=1,442, p>0,05], Devlet
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Giivencesi ve Destegi alt boyutu [y%esd=2, n=477y=0,704, p>0,05] ile Kendi Kendine Karar
Verme alt boyutundan [y%ss=2, n=477=1,283, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puan ortalamalar
arasinda anlamli farklilik bulunmamaktadir. Aile tipine gore cocuk haklarina yonelik
tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi sonucu Tablo 8’de verilmistir.

Tablo 8
Aile Tipine Gore Cocuk Haklarina Yénelik Tutumlarin Kruskal Wallis H Testi Sonucu

Alt boyutlar Aile Tipi n SO sd a p

Cekirdek aile 443 238,34

Bakim ve Koruma Genis aile 14 290,89 2 2,542 0,281
Pargalanmus aile 20 217,30
Cekirdek aile 443 237,02

Genis aile 14 255,75 2 1,387 0,500
Par¢alanmug aile 20 271,05
Cekirdek aile 443 237,40

Genis aile 14 270,86 2 0,989 0,610
Par¢alanmig aile 20 252,08

Devlet Giivencesi
ve Destegi

Kendi Kendine
Karar Verme

Tablo 8’de aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin Bakim ve Koruma alt boyutu
[%%sd=2, n=477y=2,542, p>0,05], Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt boyutu [yZsd=2
n=a7=1,387, p>0,05] ile Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan [y%si=2,
n=477=0,989, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlarin aile tipine gore anlamli farklilik gostermedigi
gozlenmektedir. Cocuk Haklarina Dair S6zlesmenin igerigi hakkindaki bilgisine gore
cocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarin U Testi sonucu Tablo 9’da sunulmustur.

Tablo 9

Cocuk Haklarina Dair Sozlesmenin Icerigi Hakkindaki Bilgisine Gore Cocuk
Haklarina Yonelik Tutumlarin U Testi Sonucu

Alt Bilgi
bovutlar Sahibi n SO ST U p
y Olma
Bakim ve Evet 265 247,57 65605,00
Koruma Hayir 212 228,29 48398,00 25820,000 0,125
Devlet
. . Evet 265 257,62 68269,00
Gvencesi v 212 21573 4573400  2°196.000 0,001
ve Destegi
Kendi
Kendine Evet 265 256,66 68015,50
Karar Hayir 212 216,92 45987,50 23409,500 0,002

Verme
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Tablo 9°da, aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin Devlet Giivencesi ve Destegi alt
boyutu [U=32156,000, p<0,05] ve Kendi Kendine Karar Verme alt boyutundan
[U=23409,500, p<0,05] aldiklar1 puanlarin Birlesmis Milletler Cocuk Haklarina Dair
Sozlesmenin icerigi hakkindaki bilgilerine gore farklilik olusturdugu, Bakim ve
Koruma alt boyutundan [U=25820,000, p>0,05] aldiklar1 puanlarin ise farklilik
yaratmadigt goriilmektedir. Birlesmis Milletler Cocuk Haklarina Dair S6zlesmenin
igerigi hakkinda bilgi sahibi olan ebeveynlerin devlet giivencesi ve destegi ve kendi
kendine karar verme tutumlari bilgisi olmayanlara gére anlaml diizeyde ytiksektir.

Tartisma ve Sonu¢

Toplumlarin gocuk ve gocukluk siirecini nasil tanimladiklari, ¢ocuk haklarina
yonelik tutum ve algilart o toplumlarin toplumsal-kiiltiirel yapilar1 ile ilintilidir.
Kugkusuz birey kisiliginin, zekasinin, aile geleneklerinin ve kiiltiirel gegmisinin
yonerge ve sinirlarina gore ebeveynlik yapmaktadir (Redlener, 1979). Daha ¢ok
ebeveynligin toplumsal yonii vurgulanmaya c¢aligilan bu arastirmada ebeveynlerin
cocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarini incelemek, iginde bulundugumuz toplumun
toplumsal-kiiltiirel yapisina 1sik tutmak anlamina gelmektedir. Ayrica c¢ocukluk
kavramimin belirleyicilik niteligine sahip olmasi nedeniyle c¢ocuklarin dogal
yapilarina uygunluk dl¢iitiine dayandigt savunulan toplumsal siyasallar da ¢ok kez o
yapriyla ilgili toplumsal imgeleri yansitmaktadir (Tan, 1989).

Bu arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinda anne
ve baba olma durumlarina gore farklilik saptanamamugtir (Tablo 2). Arastirmanin bu
bulgusu ile ortiisen benzer bulgular da vardir (Akgiil, 2015; Bulut, 2020). Her ne kadar
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina dair bilgileri yiizeysel ve ¢ocuk haklarinin uygulanmasi
konusundaki yetersizlikleri belirgin olsa da (Ding, 2015; Giir, 2019; Kent-Kiikiirtgii,
2011; Washington, 2010) bu bulgu daha ¢ok sosyal degisim siirecinde degisen babalik
rolii ile ilgili olabilir. Esasen annelerin babalara gdre cocuk haklarina yonelik
tutumlart daha yiiksektir (Aydogdu ve Dilekmen, 2016; Kesayak, 2018; Kizilirmak
ve Alkan-Ersoy, 2015). Ancak arastirmanin bu bulgusu ¢ocuk haklar1 baglaminda
babalarin da anneler gibi demokratik yasamin gereklerine uyum sagladiklarini
gosterebilir (Yurtsever-Kiliggiin, 2015). Ayrica anne ve babalarmn ailenin tiimiinii
ilgilendiren konularda ¢ocuklarinin goriislerine de nem verdikleri bilinmektedir
(Gezer-Sen, 2011).

Ozellikle ebeveynligin anlamu ile ilgili degismelere bagh olarak ortaya gikan
“cocuk-merkezli” aile, iiyesi olan ¢ocuklara sadece ilgi ve sefkat gdstermekle
yetinmeyip ayni zamanda onlarin yeteneklerini en iist diizeye ¢ikarmaktan da
sorumludur. Diger yandan giiniimiiz kosullarinda gocuk yetistirme ¢ok daha uzun
siirerken, bu siiregte ¢ocuklar ailelerinden ¢ok fazla istekte bulunmaktadirlar. Bu
nedenle ebeveynlere gecmiste oldugundan ¢ok daha fazla yiiklenilmektedir
(Kasapoglu, 2018).

Bu dogrultuda, ebeveynlerden c¢ocuklarina yodnelik toplumsal beklentiler
artmistir. Bu toplumsal beklentilerin yamn sira siirekli ve hizli bir degisimin yasandig:
toplumlarda sosyokiiltiirel yapidaki farklilagmalar ebeveynlik rollerini de
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degistirmistir (Tezel-Sahin, 2007). Ozellikle modern orta simf ailelerde ebeveynler
cocuklarinin ilgi ve yeteneklerine karsi daha duyarli olmaya baslamislardir (Aslan ve
Cansever, 2007). Gegmiste otorite figiirii olan babanmn giiniimiizde ¢ocugun
yetistirilme siirecine etkin katilimi (Balin, 2021), bir yandan aile icinde demokratik
deger, tutum ve algilarin yerlesmesinde belirleyici olabilirken diger yandan ¢ocugun
esitlik ve adalet degerlerini igsellestirebilecegi demokratik bir ortami da
hazirlamaktadir (Belli ve dig., 2021; Kuzucu, 2011). Dolayisiyla 6nce aile igi
iligkilerde ¢ocugun hak ve 6zgiirliikleri olan bir birey olarak goriilmesi, yetiskinlerle
ayni katilim haklarina sahip oldugu diisiincesinin iiyesi oldugu toplumda giderek
yayginlasmasi (Lansdown, 2005), bununla birlikte cocuklarin artik yetigkin
toplumunun edilgin iyeleri ve tiiketicileri olmayip, tam tersine hem c¢ocuk hem
yetigkin toplumunun ve kiiltliriinlin yapic1 ve liretici liyeleri olarak kabul edilmesi
(Onur, 2007) yoniinde sosyo-kiiltiirel bir degisimin yagandigini sdylemek olasidir.
Bununla birlikte son birkag yilda yapilan bazi arastirmalar, ¢ocuk haklarinin
gerekliligi ve dnemi konusunda ebeveyn farkindaliginin yiiksek oldugunu saptamistir
(Kurtdede-Fidan ve Ozaydin, 2019). Arastirmanin bu bulgusu geleneksel toplum
yapist iginde ¢ocugu edilgin bir varlik olarak konumlandiran ¢ocukluk anlayisinin
yerini ¢ocugu toplumsal yasamin etkin bir 6znesi olarak géren anlayiga birakmak
lizere oldugunun bir isareti olabilir (Tunca, 2020).

Bu arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin hem
kendi yaglarina (Tablo 3) hem de eslerinin yaslarina (Tablo 5) gore farklilagsmadig
sonucuna ulasilmistir. Bu bulgu bazi arastirmalarin bulgulari ile ortiigmektedir
(Arslan, 2019; Aydogdu ve Dilekmen, 2016; Ayyildiz, 2005; Bulut, 2020; Grigorenko
ve Sternberg, 2000; Kesayak, 2018; Yurtsever, 2009). Diger yandan bazi
arastirmalarda 41-50 yas araligindaki ebeveynlerin lehine bakim ve korunma
tutumlarinda anlamli bir farklilik bulunduguna yonelik bulgularin yani sira (Taskin,
2019) annelerin yaslart ilerledik¢e ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin arttigin
bulgulayan aragtirmalar da vardir (Kizilirmak ve Alkan-Ersoy, 2015). Bununla
birlikte bu aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin yaklasik %95°i 51 yasin altindadir ve
ebeveynlerin yasinin azalmasina bagli olarak ¢cocugun duygusal ve psikolojik degeri
artmaktadir (Celik ve Cat, 2018). Dolayisiyla aragtirmanin bu bulgusu, ¢ocuk haklari
baglaminda ebeveynlerin ¢ocuga verdigi degeri gOstermesi agisindan Onem
gostermektedir.

Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynin &grenim durumuna (Tablo 4) gore cocuk
haklarina iligkin tutumlari arasinda anlaml bir farklilik saptanmadigi halde esinin
ogrenimine gore kendi kendine karar verme alt boyutunda anlamli bir farklilik
saptanmustir (Tablo 6). Bununla birlikte ebeveynin egitim durumunun istatistiksel
olarak anlamli bir etkiye sahip oldugu arastirmalar da vardir (Arslan, 2019; Flerin,
2000; Tagkin, 2019). Buna gore egitim diizeyi arttikca ebeveynler daha c¢ok
demokratik ¢ocuk yetistirme tutumunu benimsemektedirler (Haktanir ve dig., 1999;
Gezer-Sen, 2011). Ayrica 6gretim diizeyi lise ve Universite olan annelerin daha
demokratik oldugunu bulgulayan arastirmalar da bulunmaktadir (Tatl ve dig., 2012).
Aragtirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin  %79,5’1, eslerin %71,3’1i  yiiksekdgretim
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mezunudur. Hal boyle iken yiliksek egitimli ebeveynler, demokratik anne baba
tutumlarma bagli olarak c¢ocuklarini haklari olan bir birey olarak kabul etmis
olabilirler. Diger yandan ebeveynler daha ¢ok bireysel olarak cocugu etkileyen
kararlara odaklanirlarken, bagkalarmin yasamlarini etkileyen durumlarla ilgili
kararlara ¢cocuklarin katilimma ¢ok daha az destek olurlar (Kosher, 2018). Olgekteki
maddelerin 6zellikle gocuklar ile ilgili olmas1 nedeniyle ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina
yonelik tutumlarimin olumlu oldugunu sdylemek olasidir. Ustelik calisan, yiiksek
egitimli ve gelirli ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklart konusunda olumlu tutumlara sahip
olduklar1 da bilinmektedir (Deb ve Mathews, 2012). Ayrica geligsmis toplumlarda
¢ocuk iizerindeki ebeveyn otoritesi ¢ocugun korunma, saglik, ahlak ve egitim
haklarini saglamaya yoéneliktir (Youf, 2019). Dolayistyla gelismis toplumun ¢aligan,
yiiksek egitimli ve gelirli ebeveyninin g¢ocuk iizerindeki otoritesini ¢ocugun lehine
kullandigin1 sdylemek olasidir.

Son yillarda Tiirkiye’de yapilan baz1 arastirmalarda cocugun aileleri tarafindan
degerli bir varlik ve mutluluk kaynag: olarak goriildigi (Giir, 2019; Pesen, 2015),
yetiskinden farkli olarak algilandigi, masum olarak degerlendirildigi ve aile tarafindan
ekonomik bir yiik olarak goriilmedigi sonucuna ulasilmistir (Celik ve Cat, 2018).
Ciinkii toplumun gocuklarin korunmasi gereken masum bireyler olduklarina yonelik
algisi, ebeveynleri ¢ocuklarina daha ilgili ve sefkatli davranmaya yoneltmis
olabilirken (Newman, 2009) ozellikle ¢ocuk haklari baglaminda c¢ocuklarin
gereksinimlerinin kargilanmasi konusunda olumlu etkiledigi s6ylenebilir.

Arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin algiladig1 sosyo-ekonomik diizeye gore alt
boyutlardan aldiklar1 puan ortalamalari arasinda anlamli fark saptanmamustir (Tablo
7). Bu bulgu Taskin (2019), Yesilkayali ve Yildiz-Demirtag (2016) ve Kizilirmak ve
Alkan-Ersoy (2015)’un arastirma bulgulari ile 6rtiismektedir. Ailenin sosyoekonomik
durumu ¢ocugun gelisimini, korunmasini ve yasam kalitesini dogrudan etkileyen bir
unsurdur (Magnuson ve Votruba-Drzal, 2009). Dolayisiyla ¢ocuga bakis agisini ve
¢ocuktan beklentileri de etkilemektedir. Ne var ki kisi basina diisen gelirin yetersiz
oldugu ve ulusal gelir dagilimimin adaletsiz oldugu toplumlarda yoksulluk toplumun
geneline yayildiginda, en basta ¢ocuklarin ¢gocuk haklar1 kaynakli pek ¢ok kolayliga
erisimleri kisitlanmaktadir. Ozellikle diisiik gelirli hanelerde biiyiiyen ¢ocuklar daha
fazla saglik ve egitim sorunlariyla karst karsiya kalmaktadirlar. Dolayisiyla diisik
hanehalki gelirinin neden oldugu ¢ocuk yoksullugu ¢cocuk haklarinin 6niindeki 6nemli
engellerden biridir.

Bu arastirmaya katilan ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklara yonelik tutumlarinda aile
tipine gore farklilik saptanmamigtir (Tablo 8). Bu bulgu baz1 aragtirmalarin bulgular:
ile benzerdir (Aydogdu ve Dilekmen, 2016). Her ne kadar geleneksel kiiltiirin yaygin
oldugu toplumlarda bireyselcilik, bireysel bagimsizlik ve 6zerklik degerlerinden ¢ok
karsilikli bagimlilik ve dayanisma kiiltiiriine iligkin degerler daha yaygin olsa da
Tiirkiye’de sanayilesme, kentlesme ve c¢agdaslasma dogrultusunda toplumsal-
ekonomik yapida ortaya ¢ikan degismelere kosut olarak aile kurumunda da batili
anlamda ¢ekirdek aileye dogru bir degisme oldugu sdylenebilir (Imamoglu, 1993;
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Karatag, 2001). Aile tipolojisindeki bu degisim ¢ocuk haklar1 acisindan dnemlidir.
Ciinkii ¢ocuklar, dort kisilik iki ¢ocuklu bir aileden geliyorlarsa 6zellikle temel bakim
haklar1 iizerinde daha ¢ok farkindalik diizeyine sahiptirler (Flerin ve dig., 2000). Diger
yandan aile tipolojisinin toplumsal basariy1 ve hareketliligi olumlu ya da olumsuz
etkiledigi ileri siiriilebilmektedir. Buna gore ¢ekirdek ailede bireysellesme One
ciktigindan bireylerin hareketliligi 6zendirilebilmektedir. Ancak bu arastirmada
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina ydnelik tutumlarinda aile tipine gore farklilik
saptanamamistir. Bu durum daha ¢ok demokratiklesen toplum ve aile yapisiyla ilgili
olabilir. Demokratik toplumlarda toplumsal hareketliligin yaygin ve genis bir tabani
olmakla birlikte hareketlilik daha ¢ok dikey yonde gergeklesmektedir. Diger yandan
ozellikle demokratik toplumlar, iiyelerine insana 6zgii dogal bir duygu ve yetenek
olan basar1 duygusunun gelismesi ve gerceklesmesi i¢in her tiirlii destek ve olanak
saglamaktadir (Dogan, 2021). Ailevi baglamla ilgili olarak, ebeveynler veya diger
yetigkin aile iiyeleri, cocuk haklarinin yerine getirilmesini engelleme, kolaylastirma
ve dogrudan uygulama giicline sahiptir. Ayrica bu durum ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarin
kendi haklarin1 savunma kapasitelerini dolayli olarak etkileyebilme giicline de sahip
olduklarini gdstermektedir. Ozellikle demokratik aile modelinin ¢ocuk haklarina
yonelik destegi ataerkil aile modelinin desteginden daha yiiksektir (Khoury-Kassabri
ve Ben-Arich, 2009). Dolayisiyla demokratiklesen toplumda ebeveynlerin
¢ocuklarinin basarilt olma arzularmi destekleyen diisiinlis ve eylemlerini, ¢ocuk
haklarina yonelik olumlu tutumlar ile agiklamak olanaklidir. Bu olanak ise daha ¢ok
ebeveynlerin degisen toplumsal kosullara gore aileyi niteleyebilmesi ile ilgili olabilir.
Bununla birlikte ¢iftlerin karsilikli  kisisel tercihleri ailelerin kendi icinde
demokratiklesmesini saglamistir (Dogan, 2009).

Ayrica toplumlar modernlesmeye bagli olarak sanayilestikge ve kararsiz bir
niifusa (popiilasyona) sahip olduk¢a ailelerin iiyesi olan cocuklari {izerindeki
denetimleri de azalmaktadir (Bas, 2021). Buna baglh olarak ¢ocuklar bir takim hak ve
Ozgiirliikkleri olan bireyler olarak toplumda daha ¢ok goriiniir olmaktadirlar. Bununla
birlikte ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik olumlu tutumlarini basari ve toplumsal
hareketlilik arasinda kurduklari iliskide aramak yerinde olabilir. Bunun yani sira
giiniimiizde demokratik bir anlayigla yonetilmek ve insanlarin giindelik yasamlarinda
demokrasi kiiltiirtinii hakim kilmak goéneng (refah) ve varlik icinde yasayan bir toplum
olmanin geregidir. Ciinkii demokratik yonden gelismekte olan toplumlarda esitlik,
insan hak ve ozgiirliikleri, hukukun {istiinligii, hosgori, ¢cogulculuk gibi konularda
gecmise oranla onemli gelismeler saglanmustir (Ozpolat, 2010). Bu baglamda
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik olumlu tutumlara sahip olmalar1 gercekte
toplumsal olarak demokrasiye yonelik istemin (talebin) artmakta oldugunun da bir
isareti olabilir.

Cocuk Haklar1 Sozlesmesi’nin icerigi hakkinda bilgi sahibi olan ebeveynlerin
devlet giivencesi ve destegi ile kendi kendine karar vermeye yonelik tutumlarinin,
bilgisi olmayanlara gore yiiksek oldugu gozlenmistir (p<0,05) (Tablo 9). Kuskusuz
son yillarda Tiirkiye’de Cocuk Haklar1 Sozlesmesi’nin benimsenmesiyle birlikte
¢ocugun haklar1 konusunda yetigkinlerin bilinglendirilmesi, okul egitiminin
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yayginlastirilmasi ve ¢esitli egitsel kampanyalar, sivil toplum o6rgiitlerinin ¢aligmalart,
merkezi ve yerel yonetimlerin ¢cocuklarin lehine ¢esitli model ve projeler iiretmesi ve
cesitli hukuksal calismalar vs. yaparak ¢ocuk haklari ihlallerinin Oniine cesitli
mekanizmalar olugturulmus, cocuk haklar1 konusunda “sivil diisiince” gevresinde bir
araya gelen “cocuk duyarli ¢evreler” ¢gocuk sorununun reformlarla ¢oziilebilecegine
iliskin gii¢lii bir goriisii ortaya koymuslardir (inal, 2014). Ozellikle UNICEF basta
olmak tizere birgok uluslararasi kurulusun ¢ocuklara yonelik eylemlerinde ¢ocuklarin
“iyi olma hali”ni odaga alan yaklasimlar1 benimsemeleri, bu gilicli goriisii ortaya
¢ikaran en Onemli nedenlerden biridir (Karakas ve Cevik, 2016). Dolayisiyla
ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk haklarinin igerigi hakkinda bilgi sahibi olmalar1 bu egsiz ¢abalarin
bir sonucu olabilir.

Sonugcta toplum, aile ve ¢ocuk birbirleri ile iletisim ve etkilesim halinde olan
olgulardir. Toplumsal yapida ortaya ¢ikan yargisal, yonetsel, diisiinsel, ekonomik,
sanatsal, bilimsel tim degisimler hem toplum yapisini etkilemekte hem de aile
yapisinda ve aile ¢ocuk iliskilerinde kalici degisikliklere neden olabilmektedir
(Pembecioglu, 2006). Ozellikle gocuklar igin ilk ve temel egitim kurumu olan ailede
cocuk yetistirmeye yonelik demokratik degerlerin igsellestirilmesi, bu baglamda
Cocuk Haklar1 So6zlesmesi’ndeki haklarin gocuklarin dogal, sosyal ve duygusal
gereksinimlerine yonelik haklar oldugunun kabul edilmesi bu degisikliklerin sonucu
olabilir. Diger yandan ailedeki toplumsallagsma siirecinde demokratik deger ve
becerilerin esas alinmasi, aile i¢i iliskilerde demokrasi kiiltiiriiniin geregi olan
yetkinliklerin belirlenerek uygulanmasi, uzman kisilerce okul-aile isbirligi
kapsaminda en basta ailelerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik bilgi diizeyi ve farkindaligini
arttirmaya yonelik etkinliklerin yapilmasi, ¢ocuklarin yas ve gelisim 6zelliklerine
uygun olarak ¢ocuklara bu konularda egitimler verilmesi 6nerilmektedir. Yiiriitiilecek
olan g¢aligmalarda, 0-6 ve 14-18 yaslar1 arasinda ¢ocugu olan ebeveynlerin ¢ocuk
haklarina ydnelik tutumlari cesitli degiskenler agisindan incelenebilir, farkli yas
gruplarindaki ¢ocuga sahip ailelerin ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik tutumlarinin incelendigi
karsilagtirma galigsmalari yapilabilir. Bunlara ek olarak, ¢ocuk haklarina yonelik hem
ebeveynlerin hem de ¢ocuklarin goriis ve tutumlarinin incelenecegi nicel, nitel ya da
karma desen ¢aligmalar yiiriitiilebilir..
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