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Ozet

Kiiresellesen diinyada insana 6zgii tiim yapilar hizla degismektedir. Bu degisime zemin olan psiko-sosyal ve
sosyo-kiiltiirel yap1 da ortaya cikan yeni ihtiyaglar dogrultusunda degismektedir. Cagdas egitim ve toplumlarin
amaci kendisini taniyan, insanlar arasi iliskilerde uyumlu, iiretken ve sorumluluk sahibi bireyler yetistirmektir.
Bu baglamda bireylerin topluma uyumluluk gosterebilmesinde 6nemli yer tegkil eden sosyal onay ihtiyaci, kisiler
arasi etkilesimde yakinlagsmay1 saglamakta ve sosyal baglarin kurulmasi amacma hizmet etmektedir. Sosyal
baglar1 gelisen bireyler toplum ile uyumlu bir yasam siirebilmekte ve toplumun gelismesine onemli katkilar
saglayabilmektedir. Etkili vatandas yetistirme konusunda &nemli bir noktada bulunan sosyal bilgiler dersinin
Ogreticisi olacak 6gretmen adaylarimnin toplum ile uyumlu olmalari, nitelikli bireylerin yetistirilmesi noktasinda
onem arz etmektedir. Bu dogrultuda gerceklestirilmis olan arastirmanin amaci sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen
adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiyaglarinin gesitli degiskenler agisindan incelenmesidir. Arastirmanin ¢alisma grubunu
bir devlet {iniversitesinde 6grenim gormekte olan ve goniilliiliik esasina gore veri toplama araglarini1 dolduran
249 ogretmen aday1 olusturmaktadir. Betimsel tarama yonteminin kullanildig1 arastirmada veri toplama aract
olarak Karasar ve Ogiilmiis (2016) tarafindan gelistirilen “Sosyal Onay Thtiyaci Olgegi” ile arastirmacilar
tarafindan hazirlanan “Kisisel Bilgi Formu” kullanilmigstir. Verilerin analizinde SPSS 24.0 paket programi
kullanilmistir. Arastirma sonucunda elde edilen bulgular alan yazinda yer alan konu ile ilgili ¢alismalarin
bulgulariyla karsilastirilmis ve gesitli 6nerilerde bulunulmustur.
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Giris

Sosyal bir varlik olan insan, dogas1 geregi fizyolojik ve psikolojik ihtiyaglarim karsilayabilme
noktasinda tek basina yeterli degildir. Bu yetersizlik durumu, ge¢misten giiniimiize insanin birlikte
yasama arzusunu harekete gecirmis ve bu anlayis dogrultusunda davranis sergilemesine yol agmstir.
Sergilenen davranislarin, iginde yasanilan toplumun deger yargilarindan etkilenerek sekillenmesi,
davranisin bireysel olmaktan ¢ikip toplumsal bir boyut kazanmasina vesile olmustur. Bu noktada
bireylerin gerceklestirdigi davranislarda toplumun beklentilerini karsilayabilme ve cevap verebilme
admna onay alma istegi ise psikolojik bir ihtiya¢ olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Sosyal onay alma
ihtiyaci olarak ifade edilebilecek bu durum, Karasar ve Ogiilmiis (2016, s. 86) tarafindan “bagkalarmin
beklentilerinin 6nemli goriildiigili, diger insanlarin yargilarina 6nem verildigi ve sosyal etkilesimlerde

bireyin uyuma yonelik davranislara 6nem vermesiyle ilgili bir kavramdir” seklinde ifade edilmistir.

Bilindigi tizere toplumsal yasamda insanlar, sosyal yasamin bir sonucu olarak bir¢ok grubun
iiyesi olmak durumundadir. Bu durum gruplarin toplumun norm ve degerlerini yansitmasmin bir
sonucu olarak ortaya g¢ikmaktadir (Dogan, 2004, s. 79). Diger bir degisle insanlar bulunduklar:
gruplarda sergiledikleri davramslarin toplum tarafindan kabul goriilmesine énem vermektedirler.
Bireylerin kabul gormeye yonelik sergiledigi davranislar, toplum igerisinde fayda saglama amaciyla
ortaya ¢ikan olumlu sosyal davranislar olarak bilinmekte ve bireylerin toplumda sosyal onay alabilme

amaciyla bu bicimde hareket ettikleri diisiiniilmektedir (Kumru, Edwards ve Carlo, 2004, s. 110).

Tanhan ve Mukba (2014, s.185) tarafindan gerceklestirilmis olan bir ¢alismada da ulasilan
bulgulara gore Tiirkiye’ de yaygin olarak gozlenilen davramslar arasinda, bireylerin kendi
ihtiyaglarindan ¢ok baskalarinin ihtiyaclarina odaklanma, onlar adina sorumluluk alma ve hayir
diyememe gibi davranislar olduguna dikkat ¢ekilmistir. Sergilenen bu davraruslar dogrultusunda
sosyal onay alma ihtiyacinin toplum igerisinde zorunlu bir gereksinimden kaynakli olarak ortaya
ciktig1 soylenmektedir (Bebek, 2012, s. 32). Bu gereksinme siirecinin odak noktasinda bulunan kiiltiir
ise, bireylerin davramislarini, tutumlarini, inanglarini, tercihlerini ve yonelimlerini etkilemektedir

(Triandis’den 1995 Aktaran. Akin, 2013, s. 232).

Insanlar igerisinde bulunduklari kiiltiiriin isteklerine uygun hareket etmediklerinde
kendilerini hayal kirikligina ugramis ve engellenmis hissettiklerini ifade ederken, kiiltiire uygun
davrandiklarinda basariy: tercih ettiklerini ve onaylandiklarini hissederler (Yurtal, 2001, s. 41). Bu
noktada bireylerin sosyal onay alma ihtiya¢ diizeyleri toplulukcu ve bireyci kiiltiirlerde farklilik
gostermektedir. Bireyci kiiltlir, duyussal 6zerklik, bagimsizlik, davramslar {izerinde kontrol sahibi
olma ve basar1 oryantasyonu cercevesinde sekillenirken toplulukcu kiiltiir boyutunda ise, gruba kars1
sorumluluk duygusu ve grup normlaria uygunluk s6z konusudur (Green, Deschamps ve Paez, 2005,

5. 322).
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Bu nedenle topluluk¢u kiltliriin hakim oldugu toplumlarda yasayan bireyler iginde
bulunduklar1 gruplara sadakatle baglanmaktadir (Hofstede, 1980’den Aktaran. Kagitcibasi, 2010, s.
400). Bu gliclii baglilik bireylerde sosyal onay ihtiyacinin énemini artirmaktadir. ilgili arastirmalar
incelendiginde de sosyal onay ihtiyaci yiiksek durumda olan bireylerin bagkalarinin ne diisiindiigiine
yonelik kaygilarinin, toplulukgu kiiltiirlerde daha yiiksek oldugu sonucuna ulasilmistir (Twenge ve

Im’den 2007 Aktaran. Karasar, 2016, s. 10).

Bu durum bireylerin benlikleri {izerinde 6nemli bir etkide bulunmaktadir. Toplulukcu
kiiltiiriin etkisiyle ortaya ¢ikmis olan iliskisel benlik, Asya kiiltiirlerinde 6ne ¢ikmis bir benliktir. Bu
benlikte bireyler, kendi baslarina degil grubun bir parcasi olarak yasamlarini devam ettirmektedirler
(Kagitcibasy, 2010, s. 403). Tiirk kiiltiiriinde de iliskisel benlik ozellikleri goriilmektedir. Ancak
arastirma sonuglar1 bireylerde ayrisik benliklere de rastlanildig1 gostermektedir. Sonug itibariyla ilgili
aragtirmalarda da kiiltiirlimiizii bireycilik ve topluluk¢uluk egilimleri yoniinden simiflandirmanin
miimkiin olamayacag1 sonucuna ulasilmistir (Goregenli, 1995, s. 12). Bundan dolay1 toplumumuzda
bireyler, iligskisel benlik ve ayrisik benlik arasinda karmasik bir siire¢ yasamaktadir (Akin, 2013, s.
233).

Toplumumuzda sosyolojik ve psikolojik yonlerden saglikli bireyler yetistirilebilmesi icin
egitim kurumlar1 temel islev gormektedir. Birey ve toplum etkilesiminde onemli bir konumda

bulunan sosyal bilgiler egitimi ise egitim kurumlari igerisinde énemli bir gorevi ifa etmektedir.

Gelecegin etkin vatandaslarinin yetistirilmesi asamasinda iistlendigi konum sosyal bilgiler
derslerine ve bu derslerde rehber konumunda bulunan 6gretmenlerine ayr1 bir 6nem atfedilmesine
yol agmaktadir. Gergeklestirilen bu ¢alisma ile gelecegin sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal

onay ihtiyaclarinin incelenmesi amaglanmaktadir.
Yontem
Arastirmanin Modeli

Bu arastirma betimsel tarama (survey) modeli kullamilarak yiiriitiilmiistiir. Bu amag
dogrultusunda Karasar'in da ifade ettigi tizere “var olan durumu aynen resmetmeyi esas alan tarama

modeli” (2014, s. 34) calismanin yontemi olarak belirlenmistir.
Calisma Grubu

Arastirmanin ¢alisma grubunu bir devlet {iniversitesinin Egitim Fakiiltesinin Tiirkce ve Sosyal
Bilimler Egitimi Ana Bilim Dali, Sosyal Bilgiler Egitimi Bilim Dalinda (1 - 4. smiflar) 6grenimlerine
devam eden ve goniilliilitk esasmna gore “kisisel bilgi formu” ve “sosyal onay ihtiyact Slgegini

dolduran 151’i kadin, 98'i ise erkek olmak iizere toplam 249 6gretmen aday olusturmaktadir.
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Veri Toplama Araglar

Arastirmada veri toplama araci olarak arastirmacilar tarafindan olusturulan “Kisisel Bilgi
Formu” ve Karasar ve Ogiilmiis (2014) tarafindan gelistirilen “Sosyal Onay Thtiyact Olgegi”
kullanilmigtir. “Sosyal Onay Thtiyac1 Olgegi”nde 6grencilerin sosyal onay ihtiyaglarini belirlemeye
yonelik 25 soru bulunmaktadir. Bu sorularin degerlendirilmesi “Tamamen Katiliyorum”,

“Katiliyorum”,  “Kararsizim”, “Katilmiyorum”, “Kesinlikle Katilmiyorum” ifadeleri ile

seceneklendirilmistir.

Karagar ve Ogiilmiis (2014) tarafindan gelistirilen “Sosyal Onay Thtiyac1 Olgegi'nin” iic alt
boyutuna ve geneline yonelik Cronbach alfa katsayisinin yiiksek diizeyde oldugu sonucuna
ulagilmugtir. Olgegi olusturan {i¢ alt boyutun i¢ tutarlilik katsayisi bagkalarin yargilarma duyarlilik
icin .83, sosyal geri cekilme icin .80, olumlu izlenim birakma icin .80 bulunmustur. Olgegin genelinin

i¢ tutarlilik katsayis1 .90’dur.

Arastirmamiz da ise sosyal onay ihtiyac1 6lgeginin calisma grubuna uygulanmasi ile elde
edilen Cronbach Alpha degerleri; Bagkalarinin Yargilarina Duyarlilik faktorii igin .81, Sosyal Geri
Cekilme faktérii igin .93, Olumlu Izlenim Birakma faktoriinde ise .81 olarak hesaplanmistir. Olgegin

toplam Cronbach Alpha degeri ise .91 olarak hesaplanmuistir.
Verilerin Analizi

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin veri toplama aracindaki sorulara verdikleri cevaplara
iliskin aritmetik ortalama puanlarinin hesaplanmasinda su araliklar baz alinmistir: Kesinlikle
Katilmiyorum (1.00<X<1.80) Katilmiyorum (1.81<X<2.60) Kararsizim (2.61<X<3.40) Katiliyorum

(3.41<X<4.20) Tamamen Katiliyorum (4.21<X <5.00).

Katilimcilarin sosyal onay ihtiyaci 6lgeginden aldiklar1 puanlarin cinsiyet ve yas durumuna
gore farklilasma durumu iligkisiz 6rneklemler icin t-testi (Independent Samples t-Test) ile ortaya
koyulmaya calisilmistir. Katilimcilarin sosyal onay ihtiyaci dlgeginden aldiklari puanlarin sinif ve
kardes sayisi, durumlarma gore farklilasma durumu ise iligkisiz érneklemler icin tek yonlii varyans
analizi (One-Way ANOVA) ile belirlenmeye calisilmistir. Arastirmadan elde edilen verilerin
istatistiksel ¢oziimlemeleri IBM SPSS 24.0 programi kullanilarak yapilmis ve arastirmada anlamlilik

diizeyi [p<.05] olarak kabul edilmistir.
Bulgular ve Yorum

Calismanin bu kisminda sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin kisisel bilgi formuna ve sosyal onay

ihtiyaci Olgegine vermis olduklar: cevaplardan ele edilen bulgulara yer verilmistir.
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Tablo 1. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyag diizeyleri nasildir? Sorusuna iliskin bulgular

Madd —

N: ¢ Madde n X Diizey

1 Bfagkalar.l tarafindan onaylanmadigimda kendimi degersiz 249 343  Kathyorum
hissederim.

2 Sosyal ortamlarda hata yapmaktan korkarim. 249 3.04 Kararsizim

3 Bir kisi benimle ilgili olum‘suz blI: t.utuma sahipse, o kisinin 249 307  Kararsizim
tutumunu olumlu hale getirmek i¢in ¢abalarim.

4 Bagkalarina danigmadan bir ige baslamakta zorlanirim. 249 3.65  Katiliyorum

5 Davvramglér.lm.l{l.ba§l.<al.a.r1 tarafindan nasil 249 301 Kararsizim
degerlendirildigiyle ilgili kaygilanirim.

6 Baskalar1 beni olumsuz degerlendirdiginde incinirim. 249 3.19 Kararsizim

- ]?a@kal'ar‘l tizerinde nasil bir izlenim olusturdugum benim i¢in 249 251 Katilmiyorum
Oonemlidir.

8 Elestiri almaktan kag¢inirim. 249 3.74 Katiliyorum

9 ]..Davra@?larlmm, bagskalari tarafindan onaylanmasi benim igin 249 297  Kararsizim
onemlidir.

10 Df)g"ru oln.qa‘ldlgma inansam bile, cogunlugun kabul ettigi 249 390 Katihyorum
gortiislere itiraz etmekten kagmirim.

11 Baskalarinin davranislarindan ¢abuk etkilenirim. 249 3.32 Kararsizim

1 ]"Du§un‘ce‘ler1m1n, bagskalari tarafindan onaylanmasi benim igin 249 3.00  Kararsizim
Oonemlidir.

13 Baskalari tarafindan sevilmedigim diistincesini beni rahatsiz 249 395  Kararsizim
eder.

14 Reddedilmeyi utang verici bulurum. 249 3.70  Katihyorum

15 Olumsuz yonlerimi gizlemeyi tercih ederim. 249 3.36  Kararsizim

16 Olumlu yonlerimi 6n plana ¢ikartmaya c¢aligirim. 249 273  Kararsizim

17 Olumsuz duygularimi onaylanmayacagim korkusuyla 249 365 Katihyorum
saklarim.

18 Bagkalarinin onaylamayacag: seylerden kaginirim. 249 357  Katiliyorum

19 Begenilmek ve takdir edilmek igin ¢aba harcarim. 249 321 Kararsizim

20 Eger bir espljlye ba§kala.1j1 $u1uy9rsa, kisisel olarak komik 249 370 Katihyorum
bulmasam bile ben de giiliimserim.

21 Aldigim kararlarda bagkalarinin beklentileri etkili olur. 249 351  Katiliyorum

” Bagkalar: tarafindan onaylanmayan hareketlerimi diizeltmeye 249 278  Kararsizim
calisirim.

23 Bagkalarinin bem. olumsuz }'mr sekilde degerlendirmemesi igin 219 281 Kararsizim
davraniglarima dikkat ederim.

o4 Onaylanip onaylamadigim: anlamak i¢in insanlarin yiiz 249 247  Katlmiyorum

ifadelerine dikkat ederim.
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Baskalarinin ne diyecegini diisiinerek kendi isteklerimden

. 249 4.07  Katiliyorum
vazgegerim.

Genel Ortalama 249 3.27  Katiliyorum

Sosyal bilgiler 0gretmen adaylarnin sosyal onay ihtiyaci Olgegindeki sorulara verdikleri

cevaplara iliskin aritmetik ortalama puanlarinin hesaplanmasinda, Kesinlikle Katilmiyorum

(1.00< X <1.80), Katilmiyorum (1.81<X<2.60), Kararsizim (2.61<X<3.40), Katihyorum (3.41<X<4.20),
Tamamen Katiliyorum (4.21<X<5.00) araliklar1 esas alinmugtir. Tablo 1 incelendiginde, sosyal bilgiler
Ogretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiyaci diizeyi puan ortalamalarinin en diisiik (X=2.47) oldugu
maddenin “Onaylanip onaylamadigimi anlamak icin insanlarin yiiz ifadelerine dikkat ederim.”
maddesi (24. Madde) oldugu tespit edilmistir. Sosyal onay ihtiyac1 diizeyi puan ortalamasinin en
yiiksek oldugu maddenin (X=4.07) ise “Bagkalarinin ne diyecegini diisiinerek kendi isteklerimden

vazgegerim.” (25. Madde) maddesi oldugu sonucuna ulasiimistir.

Ogretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiyaci diizeyleri, toplam 10 maddede yiiksek
(Katiliyorum) (3.41<X<4.20), 13 maddede orta (Kararsizim) (2.61<X<3.40) ve 2 maddede ise diisiik
(Katilmiyorum) (1.81<X<2.60) diizeyindedir. Elde edilen bu bulgular dogrultusunda sosyal bilgiler
Ogretmen adaylarinin, sosyal onay ihtiyact diizeyi puan ortalamalarmin yiiksek diizeyde
(Katiliyorum) (3.41<X <4.20) oldugu goriilmektedir.

Tablo 2. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiyac diizeylerinin cinsiyet degiskenine gore
bagimsiz t-testi sonuglart

Faktorler Cinsiyet n X Ss sd t P
Bagkalarinin Kadmn 151 25.93 6.55
Yargilarina Erkek 98 25.01 6.71 247 1.069 286
Duyarlilik
- Kadin 151 30.37 5.59
Sosyal Geri 247 3.152 .002*
Cekilme Erkek 98 28.03 5.93
s Kadin 151 26.46 6.37
Olumlu Izlenim 247 2085 038*
Birakma Erkek 98 28.22 6.78
Kadin 151 82.62 15.79
Toplam 247 956 340
Erkek 98 80.65 15.89
*p< .05

Tablo 2 incelendiginde, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin cinsiyet degiskeni ile sosyal onay
ihtiyaci dlgegi faktorleri arasinda, Sosyal Geri Cekilme (tes7=3.152; p<.05) ve Olumlu Izlenim Birakma
(ten=2.085; p<.05) faktorlerinde anlamli farklihk goriiliirken, Baskalarmin Yargilarina Duyarlilik
(te4n=1.069; p>.05) faktoriinde ve Slgegin genelinde toplam puan (tes7=.956; p>.05) agisindan anlamli

bir farklihgin olmadig: goriilmiistiir. Elde edilen sonuglar dogrultusunda sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen
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adaylarmin Sosyal Onay Thtiyaci anlamlilik diizeyi, Sosyal Geri Cekilme faktoriinde kadin gretmen

adaylarinin anlamlilik diizeyi erkek &gretmen adaylarindan daha yiiksek iken, Olumlu Izlenim

Birakma faktoriinde ise erkek 0gretmen adaylarinin anlamlilik diizeyi kadin 6gretmen adaylarindan

daha yiiksek oldugu sonucuna ulasilmistir.

Tablo 3. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarimin sosyal onay ihtiyag diizeylerinin sinif degiskenine gire one-way

anooa sonuglurl

=
:Q
% Sinif n X Ss VK KT sd KO F p
=
f: 1. Smif 64 2448 6.12 Gruplar 411.438 3 137.146
c & Arast
g 5 3.221 .023%
g A 2.Smf 72 2738 7.25 Gruplar 10431.718 245 42.578
S 8 ici
’M -
< =
B 3.Smif 80 2553 6.57 Toplam 10843.157 248 Farkin Kaynagi(Scheffe)
—
S 4.Smuf 33 23.82 541 2-1/2-4
GEJ 1. Smif 64 30.25 6.03 Gruplar 252.321 3 84.107
= Arasi
3
8" 2. Siaf 72 29.78 5.93 Gruplar 8165.302 245 33.328 2.524 .058
LGDHJ Ici
g 3.Smf 80 29.54 581 Toplam 8417.622 248
(%)
A 4.Smf 33 2697 472
1. Smif 64 26.19 6.04 Gruplar 148.276 3 49.425
g Arasi
_j: ;Es 2. Siuf 72 27.72  5.79 Gruplar 10585.924 245 43.208 1.144 332
= g Ici
£ M@
8 3.Smmf 80 26.86 6.00 Toplam 10734.201 248
4. Sif 33 28.48 9.80
1. Smif 64 80.92 15.77 Gruplar 1549.948 3 516.649
Arasi
§ 2. Siuf 72 84.88 16.26 Gruplar 60578.943 245 247261  2.089 .102
& Ici
H
3.Smmf 80 81.93 1599 Toplam 62128.892 248
4. Siuf 33 76.82 13.65
*p<.05

Tablo 3 incelendiginde, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin 6grenim gérmekte olduklar: siuf

diizeyleri ile sosyal onay ihtiyaci Olgegi faktorleri arasinda, Sosyal Geri Cekilme (F3-248=2.524; p>.05),

Olumlu Izlenim Birakma (F@2u8=1.144; p>.05) faktorlerinde ve olgegin genelinde toplam puan(Fe-

28=2.089; p>.05) acisindan bir farkliligin olmadig1 goriilmiistiir. Bagkalarmin Yargilarina Duyarlilik

(F3248=3.221; p<.05) faktoriinde ise sinif diizeyi degiskenine gore anlaml bir farklilik goriilmiistiir.
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Elde edilen sonuglar dogrultusunda Bagkalarinin Yargilarina Duyarlilik faktdriinde 2. sinifta 6grenim
gormekte olan sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyaci alt boyutlarindan baskalarinin
yargilarina karsi duyarlilik diizeylerinin 1. ve 4. siufta 6grenim gormekte olan sosyal bilgiler
O0gretmen adaylarina kiyasla daha yiiksek oldugu goriilmektedir.

Tablo 4. Sosyal bilgiler 63retmen adaylarimin sosyal onay ihtiyaci 6lgek ortalamalarinin yas degiskenine gore
bagimsiz drneklemler icin t-testi sonuclart

Faktorler Yas N X Ss sd t p
Bagkalarinin 20 Yag ve 135 25.67 6.47
Yargilarina Al
247 .260 795
Duyarlilik 21 Yag ve 114 25.45 6.80
Uzeri
20 Yag ve 135 29.84 5.66
: Altl
Sosyal geri 247 1.164 246
gekilme 21 Yagve 114 28.98 6.01
Uzeri
20 Yag ve 135 26.81 5.83
Olumlu Alta
Izlenim 247 901 369
Birakma 21 Yagve 114 27.56 7.37
Uzeri
20 Yas ve 135 82.32 15.11
Al
Toplam 247 515 .607
21 Yagve 114 81.28 16.69
Uzeri

Tablo 4 incelendiginde, Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin yas degiskeni ile sosyal onay
ihtiyaci olgegi faktorleri arasinda, Baskalarinin Yargilarina Duyarlilik (tes=.260; p>.05), Sosyal Geri
Cekilme (tew=1.164; p>.05), Olumlu Izlenim Birakma (tes=901; p>.05) faktorlerinde ve &lgegin

genelinde (te4)=.515; p>.05) toplam puan agisindan anlamh bir farkliligin olmadig1 goriilmiistiir.
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Tablo 5. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiyact dlgek ortalamalarimin kardes sayist
degiskenine gore one-way anova sonuglar

Pl
S Kardes n X Ss VK KT sd KO F p
& Sayis1
=
= Kardes Yok 6  29.83 10.13 Gruplar 227.819 3  75.940
c g Arast
=
%S 1 Kardes 56  25.18 6.54  Gruplar 10615.337 245 43.328
T ici 1.753 .157
& §
g 5
m e 2 Kardes 58 2669 6.77  Toplam 10843.157 248
-
= 3veUzeri 129 2503 6.33
c\E) Kardes 6 3217 7.60  Gruplar 48.506 3 16.169
= Yok Arast
3
e 1 Kardes 56 2954 573  Gruplar 8369.116 245 34.160
5 ici 473 701
O
S 2 Kardes 58 2921 597 Toplam 8417.622 248
0
o ..
N 3veUzeri 129 2940 5.76
Kardes Yok 6 28.83 749  Gruplar 44.099 3 14.700
£ Arast
§ o
N g 1 Kardes 56  27.05 7.37  Gruplar 10690.102 245 43.633
=l fci 337 799
— -
£ @
2 2Kardes 58 27.69 7.2 Toplam 10734.201 248
3veUzeri 129 2688 6.00
Kardes Yok 6 90.83 23.04 Gruplar 619.854 3 206.618
Arasi
5 1 Kardes 56 81.05 1590 Gruplar 61509.037 245 251.057
a ici .823 482
©
=

2 Kardes 58  82.88 15.81 Toplam 62128.892 248
3veUzeri 129 8130 15.49

Tablo 5 incelendiginde, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin kardes sayisi ile sosyal onay
ihtiyaci 6lgegi faktorleri arasinda, Baskalarinin Yargilarina Duyarlilik (F3-245=1.753; p>.05), Sosyal Geri
Cekilme (Fps5=.473; p>.05), Olumlu Izlenim Birakma (F@245=.337; p>.05) faktorlerinde ve oOlgegin

genelinde (F;245=.823; p>.05) toplam puan agisindan anlamli bir farklilik bulunmamaktadir.

Sonucg ve Tartisma
Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyaglarinin cinsiyet, yas, smif ve kardes

sayis1 degiskenleri agisindan incelenmesinin amacglandig1 bu arastirmada su sonuglar elde edilmistir:
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Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyag diizeylerinin 6lgegin genel ortalamasi
ve bagkalarinin yargilarina duyarlhlik, sosyal geri ¢ekilme ve olumlu izlenim birakma alt boyutlarinda

yiiksek diizeyde (Katiliyorum) oldugu sonucuna ulasilmistir.

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyag diizeyleri cinsiyet degiskenine gore
incelendiginde, 6lgegin genelinde ve baskalarmin yargilarina duyarhilik faktoriinde anlamli farklilik
goriilmezken, sosyal geri ¢ekilme faktoriinde kadinlar lehine, duyarlilik faktoriinde ise erkekler lehine

istatistiksel agidan anlaml farklilik bulundugu sonucuna ulasilmaistir.

Calismada cinsiyet degiskenine iliskin elde edilen sonuglara benzer olarak Karasar ve
Ogiilmiis (2016) tarafindan gergeklestirilen arastirmada da sosyal onay ihtiyag diizeyinin cinsiyet
bazinda toplam puan agisindan farklilasmadig: sonucuna ulasilmistir. Benzer arastirmalarda da onay
ihtiyacinin dolayl olarak incelendigi goriilmektedir. Erozkan (2004-2005) tarafindan gergeklestirilen
kisiler aras1 duyarlilik ve reddedilme duyarliklarmnin arastirildigi calismalarda onaylanma ihtiyact
agisindan cinsiyet bazinda farkliliklara ulagilmamistir. Goller (2010) tarafindan gergeklestirilen akilci
olmayan inang¢ Ol¢eginin onay ihtiyaci alt 6lgeginde cinsiyet bazinda farkliliklara ulasilmamustir.
Boysan (2012) tarafindan gergeklestirilmis olan arastirma bulgularinda onay ihtiyaci1 kapsayan
baskalarina odaklanma boyutu cinsiyet degiskeni agisindan farkliik gostermemektedir. Tokmak,
Turgut ve Oktem (2013) tarafindan gergeklestirilmis olan arastirmada onaylanmama kaygisinin
cinsiyet noktasinda, kadinlarin onaylanmama kaygilariin erkeklerden daha yiiksek oldugu sonucuna
ulasilmistir. Onay ihtiyaci ile ilgili Macdonald (1971, s.174) tarafindan iki farkli grup iizerine inceleme
yapilan arastirmada, onay ihtiyacinin cinsiyet agisindan, bir grupta kadinlar lehine istatiksel agidan
anlaml farklilik oldugu goriiliirken, diger grupta ise cinsiyet degiskeni agisindan anlamli bir farklilik
gostermedigi sonucuna ulasilmistir. Masterson” da (1971, s.13) gergeklestirdigi arastirmada kadinlarin
onay ihtiyacinin erkeklere kiyasla daha yiiksek oldugu sonucuna ulasmistir. Moran (1967, s.319)
tarafindan dogum sirasinin dikkate alindig1 arastirma da ise once dogan kadinlarin erkeklere kiyasla

daha yiiksek diizeyde onay ihtiyacin duyduklar1 sonucuna ulasmaistir.

Bu calismada kadinlara yonelik sosyal geri ¢ekilme faktoriinde elde edilen bu sonu¢ Aktas
(2013, s. 54) tarafindan ifade edilen ataerkil toplum yapisinin kadinlar icin iyi bir es ve anne roliinii 6n
planda tutmas: etkilidir. Bu durum kadinlarin toplum igerisinde gerceklestirdikleri etkilesim ve
rollerinde sosyal geri ¢ekilme yasamalarna gerekge olarak gosterilebilir. Bagkalarimin yargilarina
duyarlilik faktoriiniin erkekler lehine anlamh farklihk gostermesinde, erkeklerin bulundugu konum
itibariyla sosyal cevrelerinde ve iliskilerinde toplumsal tepkiye daha fazla 6nem verdikleri goriisii dile

getirilebilir.
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Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiya¢ diizeyleri yas degiskeni agisindan
incelendiginde istatistiksel a¢idan anlamh bir farklilik bulunmadig sonucuna ulasilmistir. Sosyal
onay ihtiyaci, bireylerin benligiyle iliskili bir durumdur. Bu nedenle yas diizeyinin sosyal onay ihtiyac
diizeyi ile iliskili olmadig1 ifade edilebilir. Ancak Tokmak, Turgut ve Oktem (2013) tarafindan
gerceklestirilen calismada yas degiskeni acisindan sadece onaylanma kaygisinda anlamli farkhilik
goriilmiistiir. Elde edilen bu sonug farkli arastirmalarin farkli 6rneklemler iizerinde gerceklestirilmis
olmasindan kaynaklamyor olabilir. Ileride gerceklestirilecek caligmalarda bu alt boyutta gikan bu
farkliligin nedenlerinin ortaya c¢ikarilmasmma yonelik arastirmalarin alan yazina katki saglayacagi

goriisii dile getirilebilir.

Sif degiskeninde ise O0gretmen adaylarmin sosyal onay ihtiya¢ diizeyleri, baskalarinin
yargilarina kars1 duyarlilik faktorii agisindan ikinci siufta 6grenim gormekte olan sosyal bilgiler
ogretmen adaylarmin lehine, birinci ve dérdiincii simifta 6grenim gérmekte olan 6gretmen adaylarina
gore istatistiksel agidan anlamli farklilik gosterdigi tespit edilmistir. Olgegin genelinde ve Sosyal Geri
Cekilme, Olumlu Izlenim Birakma faktorlerinde ise sif degiskeni acisindan istatistiksel agidan
anlamli bir farklilik bulunmamaktadir. Karasar ve Ogiilmiis (2016) tarafindan gergeklestirilen
arastirma bulgularinda sosyal onay ihtiyacinin siif diizeyinde anlamli bir farklilik gosterdigine
rastlanmis ve ticlincii siif diizeyindeki 6grencilerin sosyal onay ihtiyaci puanlarinin doérdiincii smaf
ogrencilerinden daha yiiksek oldugu sonucuna ulagilmistir. Ilgili aragtirmalarn sinirli olmasi
nedeniyle smif degiskenine dair dogrudan bulgulara rastlanmadig: i¢in dolayl olarak ¢alisilan diger
calismalarin bulgular ile karsilagtirma yapilmistir. Erozkan (2004) tarafindan gerceklestirilmis olan
calismada onaylanma ihtiyacinin smuf diizeyleri arasinda, birinci sinifta 6grenim goren bireylerin
ortalamasinin ikinci {iglincli ve dordiincii smifta 6grenim goren bireylerin ortalamasindan daha
yiiksek oldugu belirtilmistir. Karsilastirilan her iki ¢alismada da sinif degiskeninin farklilik gosterme

nedeninin drneklem farkindan kaynaklandig: diisiiniilebilir.

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal onay ihtiyaglar: diizeyleri kardes sayist degiskeni
agisindan incelendiginde istatiksel a¢idan anlamli bir farkliligin olmadigi sonucuna ulasilmistir.
Sosyal onay ihtiyac ile ilgili literatiir arastirmalar1 incelendiginde de kardes sayis1 degiskenine dair

bulgulara rastlanilmamustir.

Bireyin toplumsal yapinin ayrilmaz bir pargasi olmasi onun toplum tarafindan kabul gérme
diizeyi ile dogrudan iliskilidir. Bu iliski seviyesinin artirilmasi hem bireyin ig¢inde bulundugu
toplumsal yapida kendini anlamlandirmasina hem de bu yapin saglkli bir sekilde islerligini
siirdlirmesine neden olacaktir. Bu nedenle sadece formal egitim kurumlarinin degil informal egitim ve
Ogretim siirecinde bireylerin sosyal onay ihtiyaglarini destekleyecek sekilde planlanmasinin gerekli

oldugu goriisii dile getirilebilir. Halk saghigi uygulamalarinin sadece biyolojik saglik olarak ele
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alinmamasi gerektigi bunun yan sira toplumu olusturan fertlerin psikolojik sagliklarini da igerecek
sekilde tekrar planlanmasinin toplum igerisinde bireyin kendini anlamlandirmasi amacina hizmet
edecektir.
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Introduction

The human being, a social being, is by itself not enough to meet its physiological and
psychological needs. This situation of inadequacy has triggered the desire of people to live together
and has led to behaviors in line with this understanding. The fact that behaviors are influenced by the
value judgments of the society in which they live has caused behaviors to become a social dimension
rather than individual. At this point, it is a psychological need for individuals to get the approval of
the society for their behaviors in order to meet the expectations of the society. This situation, which
can be expressed as the need for social approval, is stated by Karasar and Ogiilmiis (2016, 86) as “a
concept in which others’ expectations are considered important, other people’s judgments are
attached importance, and individuals care about harmony-oriented behaviors in their social

interactions.”

As it is known, people in social life have to be members of many groups, which occurs as a
result of the groups’ reflection of the society’s norms and values (Dogan, 2004, 79). In other words,
people attach importance to the public approval of the behaviors they exhibit in their groups.
Individuals” behaviors for approval are known as positive social behaviors, which aim to obtain social

approval (Kumru, Edwards and Carlo, 2004: 110).

According to the findings of Tanha and Mukba’s study (2014, 185), focusing on others’ needs
rather than one’s own needs, taking responsibility on behalf of others, and the inability to say ‘no’ are
among the widely-observed behaviors in Turkey. In line with such behaviors, the need for social
approval is said to have arisen from a necessary requirement within the community (Bebek, 2012, 32).
Culture, which is at the focal point of this requirement process, affects the behaviors, attitudes, beliefs,

preferences, and tendencies of individuals (Triandis, 1995 cited from, 2013: 232).

While people express themselves as disappointed and frustrated when they do not act in
accordance with the demands of their culture, they feel successful and gain approval when they act in
accordance with the culture (Yurtal, 2001, 41). At this point, individuals' need for social approval
differs in collectivist and individualistic cultures. Individualistic culture is shaped around affective
autonomy, independence, control over behaviors, and success orientation; whereas collectivist culture
is shaped within the framework of group responsibility and compliance with group norms (Green,

Deschamps and Paez, 2005, 322).

For this reason, individuals living in societies where collectivist culture prevails are loyally
connected to the groups in which they live (Hofstede, 1980 cited from Kagitcibasi, 2010, 400). This
strong commitment increases the importance of individuals’ needs for social approval. When the

related researches are examined, it is concluded that in collectivist cultures, the individuals who are in
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need of social approval are more concerned about what others think (Twenge and Im 2007 cited from

Karasar, 2016, 10).

This situation has a significant impact on individuals' identities. The relational identity that
emerged under the influence of the communist culture is a prominent identity in Asian cultures. In
this identity, individuals continue to live as part of the group, not on their own (Kagitcibasi, 2010:
403). Relational identity characteristics are observed in Turkish culture as well. However, the results
of the research show that dissociated identity is also observed in individuals. As a result, it is
concluded that it is not possible to classify our culture in terms of individualism and collectivism
tendencies (Goregenli, 1995, 12). Therefore, in our society, individuals are experiencing a complex

process between relational and dissociated identity (Akin, 2013, 233).

Educational institutions serve a basic function in educating sociologically- and
psychologically-healthy individuals in our society. Social studies education, which has an important
place in the interaction between individuals and the society, carries out an important task within the

educational institutions.

The role of the social studies courses in raising efficient citizens brings about a special
emphasis on the social studies courses and the social studies teachers. When the literature was
examined, no research directly related to social approval needs of the social studies teacher candidates
was found. However, in the study conducted by Erdzkan (2005), the need for social approval was
examined on teacher candidates in different program groups, including social studies teacher
candidates. In the studies conducted by Karasar and Ogiilmiis (2016a, 2016b), the social approval
needs of teacher candidates were examined. This study, which is carried out because of the fact that
no researches directly examining the social studies teacher candidates' social approval needs was
found, is expected to contribute to the literature in terms of the social approval needs of social studies

teachers as the teachers of the future.
Method
Research Model

This research was carried out using descriptive survey model. Since the screening method is
used to find out the attitudes, beliefs, and opinions of a selected group on a particular topic in
educational researches, the survey model was used as the basic research design in this study (Karasar,

2012, 77).
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Study Group

Appropriate sampling type, which is among the non-selective sampling methods, was used to
determine the study group. The appropriate sampling is the selection of the sample from easily-
accessible and practicable units due to the limitations of time, money, and labor force (Biiyiikoztiirk,
Kilig Cakmak, Akgiin, Karadeniz and Demirel, 2010, 91).The study group consists of 249 teacher
candidates studying in the Social Sciences Education (Grades 1 - 4) of Social Sciences and Turkish
Education Department at the Faculty of Education Faculty at a state university. The participants, 151
of whom are female and 98 of whom are male, filled out a ‘personal information file’ and “The Need

For Social Approval Scale’ on a volunteer basis.
Data Collection Tools

The data collection tools used in this study are ‘Personal Information Form” developed by the
researchers and “The Need for Social Approval Scale’ developed by Karasar and Ogiilmiis (2014). The
Need for Social Approval Scale consists of 25 questions to determine the social approval needs of
students. The evaluation of the 5-likert type scale are ranked as "I totally agree”, “I agree”, “I am

undecided”, “I disagree”, and “I strongly disagree”.

It was concluded that the Cronbach's alpha coefficient for the three sub-dimensions and
overall of The Need for Social Approval Scale by Karasar and Ogiilmiis (2014) was high. The internal
consistency coefficient of the three sub-dimensions of the scale was .83 for Social Retreat factor, .80 for
the Sensitivity to Others’ Judgments factor, and .80 for Positive Impression factor. The internal

consistency coefficient of the whole scale was .90.

In our study, Cronbach Alpha values of the scale are calculated as .81 for the Sensitivity to
Others’ Judgments factor, .93 for the Positive Impression factor, and .81 for the Social Retreat factor.

The total Cronbach Alpha value of the scale was calculated as .91.

Data Analysis

Normal distribution analysis was carried out to determine whether or not the data of the
study conformed to normal distribution. In this analysis, average score, minimum and maximum
score width, skewness, and kurtosis coefficients were calculated. Kolmogorov-Smirnov Normality
Test was performed. Since the data fit to the normal distribution, the difference between the scores of
the participants on the need for social approval in terms of gender and age was calculated through t-
test, which is one of the parametric tests for unrelated samples. The difference between the scores the
participants got from the scale of social approval requirements was analyzed by using one-way

analysis of variance (ANOVA) for unrelated samples. In addition, Scheffe Multiple Comparison Test
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was applied to determine between which group the differences are. Statistical procedures were
performed via IBM SPSS 24.0 package program. The significance level was accepted as [p <.05] in all
analyses. The calculation of the arithmetic mean scores of the social studies teacher candidates for the
answers to the questions in the data collection tool was based on the following ranges: Strongly
Disagree (1.00<X<1.80), Disagree (1.81<X<2.60), Undecided (2.61<X<3.40), Agree (3.41<X<4.20), and
Totally Agree (4.21<X<5.00).

Findings and Comments

In this part of the study, the findings obtained from social studies teacher candidates'

responses to personal information form and the scale of need for social approval were included.

Table 1. Findings Related to the Question ‘What are the Social Approval Needs of Social Studies Teacher

Candidates?’

Item Item n X 59 Level

No

1 I feel worthless when I'm not approved by others. 249 343 121  Agree

2 I'm afraid of making mistakes in social situations. 249 3.04 114  Undecided

If a person bas a negfelt.we attitude about me, I try to 249 307 117  Undecided
make the attitude positive.
4 I find it hard to start a job without consulting others. 249 3.65  1.07  Agree

I'm concerned about how my behavior is evaluated

249 321 113  Undecided
by others.

6 I'm hurt when other people evaluate me negatively. 249 319  1.12  Undecided

It is important to me how I make an impression on

7 249 251 1.13  Disagree
others.

8 I avoid being criticized. 249 374 101  Agree

9 It is important for me to have my behaviors approved 249 297 122  Undecided
by others.

10 Even 1f'I believe it is not true, I 'ref'ram from objecting 249 390 106  Agree
to the views accepted by the majority.

11  I'mimpressed by the behavior of others. 249 332 110  Undecided

1 It is important for me to have my thoughts approved 219 300 121 Undecided

by others.
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13 The idea that I'm not loved by others bothers me. 249 325 120  Undecided
14 Ifind being rejected a disgrace. 249 370 110  Agree

15  I'd rather hide my negative aspects. 249 336 120  Undecided
16  Itry to highlight my positive aspects. 249 273 113  Undecided

I hide my negative emotions for fear of not being

17 249 3.65 102  Agree
approved.

18  Iavoid things that others will not approve. 249 357 1.05  Agree

19  Iendeavor to be loved and appreciated. 249 321 123  Undecided

20 If otbers laugh at a joke, I would smile even if I didn't 249 370 120  Agree
find it personally funny.

21 The. _expectatlons of others are effective on my 249 351 112 Agree
decisions.

2 I try to correct my movements that are not approved 249 278 1.06 Undecided
by others.

3 I pay attentlc?n tomy b.ehav10r so that others do not 249 281 113  Undecided
evaluate me in a negative way.

24 I'pay attention to people's facial expressions to see if 249 247 106 Disagree
I'm approved.

25 I give up my wishes thinking about what others will 249 407 104  Agree
say.

General Average 249 327 121  Agree

In the calculation of the arithmetic mean scores of the social studies teacher candidates
regarding the answers to the questions on the need for social approval, the intervals that are taken as
the basis are taken as I strongly disagree (1.00<X<1.80), I disagree (1.81<X<2.60), I am undecided (2.61
<X<3.40), I agree (3.41 <X<4.20), and I totally agree (4.21 <X<5.00). When Table 1 is examined, it is
found that the lowest average score of social studies teacher candidates' need for social approval (X=
2.47) is the item “I pay attention to people's facial expressions to see if I'm approved” (Item 24). The
item “I give up my wishes thinking about what others will say” (Item 25) is found to be the one from

which the social studies teacher candidates got the highest average score (X=4.07).

The levels of social studies teacher candidates’ need for social appraisal are high (Agree)

(3.41<X<4.20) in 10 items, moderate in 13 items (2.61<X<3.40), and low in 2 items (1.81<X<2.60). In
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accordance with these findings, it is seen that the average scores of social studies teacher candidates’

needs for social approval are high (Agree) (3.41<X<4.20).

Table 2. Independent T-Test Results of Social Sciences Teacher Candidates” Needs for Social Approval in Terms

of Gender
Factors Gender n X Ss sd t P
gthe,r? , Female 151 25.93 6.55
ensitivity to 247 1.069 286
Their Judgment. 11 98 25.01 6.71
Female 151 30.37 5.59
Social Retraction 247 3.152 .002*
Male 98 28.03 5.93
Positive Female 151 26.46 6.37
1 , 247 2.085 038*
mpression. Male 98 28.22 6.78
Female 151 82.62 15.79
Total 247 956 340
Male 98 80.65 15.89
*p< .05

According to the values in Table 2, there exists a significant difference among the genders of
social studies teacher candidates, the Social Retraction (tes=3.152; p<.05), and Making Positive
Impression (tes=2.085; p<.05) (p>.05) factors of the scale of social approval need; whereas no
significant difference is found in the total score (t (247=.956; p>.05) and the sensitivity of others to the
judges factor (t @#=1.069; p> .05) in terms of gender. In the light of the results, it is concluded that
Social Approval Requirement significance level of female social studies teacher candidates is higher
than that of male in the Social Retraction factor, while Social Approval Requirement significance level
of male social studies teacher candidates is higher than that of female teacher candidates in the

Making Positive Impression factor.
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Table 3. One-Way ANOVA Results of the Social Approval Needs of Social Sciences Teacher Candidates in

Terms of Grade Variable
»
S Class n X Ss VK KT sd KO F p
&
g L 64 2448 612 Between 417438 3 137.146
g Class Groups
- 3221 .023*
s 2 72 2738 725 InGroups 10431718 245 42578
o» 5 Class
£
5 o 3 80 2553 657 10843.157 248 Source Of Difference
= al Total
SO (Scheffe)
2
w4 33 2382 541 2-1/2-4
g Class
wn
L 64 3025 6.03 Between 557399 3 84.107
Class Groups
c
S 2. 72 2978 593 InGroups 8165302 245  33.328
£ Class 2,524 .058
g
= . 80 2954 581 o] 8417.622 248
‘5 Class
()
wn
4. 33 2697 4.72
Class
L 64 2619 6.04 Between  q14897¢ 3 49.425
) Class Groups
[
O
3 2. 72 2772 579 InGroups 10585924 245  43.208
o Class 1.144 332
£
v 3. 80 2686 6.00 Tl 10734201 248
-5 Class
B
O
~ 4. 33 2848 9.80
Class
L 64 80.92 1577 Between 1549948 3 516.649
Class Groups
2. 72 8488 1626 InGroups 0578943 245  247.261
— Class 2.089 .102
[
o
= 3. 80 81.93 15.99 62128.892 248
Total
Class
4. 33 76.82 13.65
Class
*p<.05
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Table 3 shows that there is no difference between the social studies teacher candidates'
grades and the factors of the scale of social approval need in the factors of Social Retraction (Fe-
u8=2.524; p>.05), Making Positive Impression (F@-248=1.144; p>.05), and the total score of the whole
scale (Fi-248=2.089; p>.05). However, a significant difference is found in the Sensitivity to Others’
Judgments factor (F@-248=3.221; p<.05) in terms of grade. According to the results, it is seen that the
social approval needs of the social studies teacher candidates who are studying in the 2"d grade are
higher than those of the teacher candidates in the 1st and 4™ grades in the Sensitivity to Others’
Judgments factor.

Table 4. T-Test Results of the Independent Samples for Social Approval Needs of Social Science Teacher
Candidates in Terms of Age

Factors Age n X Ss sd t P
o 20 age 135 25.67 6.47
Sensitivity to
and
Others’ under
Judgments 247 .260 .795
21 age 114 25.45 6.80
and older
20 age 135 29.84 5.66
and
Social - under 247 1164 246
Retraction
21 age 114 28.98 6.01
and older
20 age 135 26.81 5.83
Making ani
Positive under 247 901 369
Impression 51 0e 114 2756 7.37
and older
20 age 135 82.32 15.11
and
Total under 247 515 607
21 age 114 81.28 16.69
and older

When Table 4 is examined, it can be seen that there is no significant difference between the
teacher candidates’ ages and the factors of social approval needs of teacher candidates in the
Sensitivity to Others' Judgments (t(247) =. 260; p> .05), Social Retraction (t(247) = 1.164; p>. 05), Making
Positive Impression (t(247) =. 901; p> .05), and the total score from the whole scale (t(247) =. 515; p>
.05).
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Table 5. One-Way ANOVA Results for the Mean Scores of the Social Studies Teacher Candidates’

Responses to the Scale of Social Approval Need in Terms of the Number of Siblings.

"
P
g Number Of X Ss VK KT sd KO F o p
] Sibligs
=
H NoSibling 6 2983 1013  DotWe o7g1 3 75.940
& Groups
= -
o s: i .
& § OneSbling 56 2518 654 g, 10615357 245 43328
25 Two 1753 157
Ot o 58 2669 677 Total 10843157 248
= Siblings
o
A Three And 9 9503 6.33
Above
Bet
NoSibling 6 3217  7.60 etween 48506 3 16.169
Groups
[
2
S  OneSibling 56 2954 573 8369116 245  34.160
B In Groups
kS 473 701
s Two
g L 58 2921 597 Total 8417.622 248
A Siblings
Three and
129 2940 576
Above
B
. NoSibling 6 2883 7.49 etween 44.099 3 14.700
g Groups
=
o
% One Sibling 56  27.05 7.37 In Groups 10690.102 245 43.633 337 799
.g T
Z S 58 2769  7.02 Total 10734201 248
I~ Siblings
Three and
129 2688 6.
Aboue 9 26 6.00
Bet
NoSibling 6 9083 23.04 CWEE 619854 3 206.618
Groups
- OneSibling 56 81.05 1590 61509.037 245  251.057
= In Groups
S 823 482
= Two
L 58 8288 1581 Total 62128.892 248
Siblings
Three and
129 8130 1549
Above ? 0 >

Table 5 shows that there is no significant difference between the number of siblings that

social studies teacher candidates have and factors of the scale for social approval need in the

Sensitivity to Others’ Judgments (F@-245=1.753; p> .05), Social Retraction (F (-245) =.473; P> .05), Making

Positive Impression (F3-245=.337; p> .05) factors, and the overall scale (F (3-245=.823; p> .05).
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Conclusion and Discussion
The following results have been found in this study, which is aimed to examine teacher

candidates' needs for social approval in terms of gender, age, class, and number of siblings.

It is concluded that the social approval needs of the social studies teacher candidates are high
(Agree) in terms of the general average of the scale and the factors of Sensitivity to Others' Judgments,

Social Retraction, and Making Positive Impression.

As for the levels of social studies teacher candidates’ needs for social approval in terms of
the gender variable, there is a significant difference in neither the Sensitivity to Others” Judgments
factor nor the whole scale. However, a significant difference is found in favor of female candidates in
the Social Retraction factor, while the difference is in favor of male candidates in the Making Positive

Impression factor.

Similar to the results of the study in terms of gender variable, Karagar and Ogiilmiis (2016)
also concluded that the level of the need for social approval in the whole scale did not differ in terms
of gender. It is seen that the need for social approval is examined indirectly in several studies. No
significant difference was found in the need for social approval in terms of gender in the studies by
Erozkan (2004-2005), that investigated the interpersonal sensitivity and rejection sensitivities.
Baytemir (2019) concluded that the need for social approval did not differ in terms of gender.
Similarly, no difference was found in the need for social approval in the sub-scale of the irrational
belief scale conducted by Goéller (2010) in terms of gender. Also, the findings of the research conducted
by Boysan (2012) showed that the Focusing on Others sub-dimension, including the need for social
approval, did not differ in terms of gender variable. In the study conducted by Tokmak, Turgut, and
Oktem (2013), it was concluded that females’ levels of anxiety for not being approved were higher
than the males’ anxiety levels. Macdonald (1971, p.174) conducted a study to examine the need for
approval with two different groups. The findings of the study showed that the need for approval was
statistically significant in favor of the female in one group, while it did not differ in terms of gender in
the other group. Masterson (1971, p.13) found that the approval need of the female was higher than
that of the male. In Moran’'s (1967, p.319) study, in which the order of birth is taken into consideration,
it was concluded that the approval needs of the female who were born earlier were higher than those

of the male.

In this study, it is effective that the patriarchal social structure expressed by Aktas (2013: 54)
states that the patriarchal social structure prioritizes the role of a good wife and mother for women,
which is thought to be effective on the results obtained in the Social Retraction factor in this study and

which can be the reason for the female to experience social retraction in their interactions and roles in
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society. It can be claimed that the reason why the Sensitivity to Others’ Judgments factor differs in
favor of the male is because of males’ positions in the society; males attach more importance to social

reactions in their social circles and relations.

When the social approval needs of social studies teacher candidates are examined in terms of
age variable, there is no statistically significant difference found. The need for social approval is a
situation associated with the individual's self. Therefore, it can be stated that age is not related to the
level of need for social approval. However, in the study conducted by Tokmak, Turgut, and Oktem
(2013), there was a significant difference only in the anxiety of approval in terms of age variable. This
result may be due to the fact that different studies were carried out with different samples. It can be
claimed that further researches that aim to find out the reasons for this difference in this sub-

dimension will contribute to the literature.

As for the class variable, a statistically-significant difference is found between the social
approval needs of the teacher candidates in favor of those studying in the 274 grade when compared to
the teacher candidates in the 15t and 4t grades. However, there is no statistically-significant difference
in terms of the class variable in the overall scale and in Social Retraction and Making Positive
Impression factors. In the research findings carried out by Karasar and Ogiilmiis (2016), the need for
social approval showed a significant difference at the grade level, and it was concluded that the scores
of social approval needs of the students at the 3¢ grade level were higher than those of the students at
the 4t grade. As no direct findings of the grade variable were found due to the limited number of
relevant studies, the findings of the study were compared with the findings that indirectly handled
the issue. In the study conducted by Erdzkan (2004), it was stated that in terms of need for social
approval, the mean score of the 1%t grade students was higher than that of the 24, 31, and 4t grade
students. It can be thought that the reason for the difference in terms of the grade variable in the
compared studies results from the fact that the samplings of both studies were different from each

other.

When the teacher candidates’ needs for social approval were examined in terms of the number
of siblings, no statistically-significant difference was found. As for the related literature that studied

the need for social approval, it was seen that there were no findings regarding the number of siblings.

The fact that individuals is an inseparable part of the social structure is directly related to the
level of approval individuals seek in the society. Increasing the level of this relationship will both
cause the individuals to find themselves in the social structure in which they are located and help
them maintain the healthy functioning of this structure. Therefore, it can be said that it is necessary for

educational institutions to support the social approval needs of individuals in formal and informal
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education process. Public health practices should not only be treated as biological health issue; rather,

they should also serve as a way for individuals to find themselves in the society.
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