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Article Info Abstract

The aim of the present study is to examine whether marital attitude is predicted by
gender perception and ambivalent sexism. In addition, it was examined whether the
marriage attitude differs according to some variables (gender, whether the parents live
together, and whether victims of sexual abuse). The study group of the research consists
of 371 individuals between the ages of 18-36. The research data were collected using
the In6nu Marriage Attitude Scale, the Gender Perception Scale, and the Ambivalent
Sexism Scale. As a result of the correlation analysis, it was concluded that the marriage
attitude was positively and significantly associated with gender perception, hostile, and
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Evlilik Tutumunun Toplumsal Cinsiyet Algisi, Celisik Duygulu Cinsiyetgilik
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Arastirmada evlilik tutumunun toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, gelisik duygulu cinsiyetgilik
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Arastirma Makalesi

evlilik tutumunun bazi degiskenlere gore (cinsiyet, ebeveynlerin birlikte yasayip
yasamamas! ve cinsel istismar magduru olup olmama) farkhlasip farkhlagsmadigi da
incelenmeye c¢alisilmigtir. Arastirmanin ¢alisma grubu 18-36 yas araligindaki 371
bireyden olusmaktadir. Arastirmada verileri, inénii Evlilik Tutum Olgegi, Toplumsal
Cinsiyet Algisi Olgegi ve Celisik Duygulu Cinsiyetgilik Olgegi ile toplanmistir. Korelasyon
analizi sonucunda evlilik tutumunun toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, digmanca ve korumaci
cinsiyetgilik ile pozitif yonde anlamli bir iligki oldugu sonucuna variimistir. Regresyon
analizinde de evlilik tutumunu korumaci cinsiyetgiligin istatistiksel agidan anlamh
diizeyde yordadigi ama toplumsal cinsiyet algisinin ve diismanca cinsiyetgiligin anlamli
dizeyde yordamadigi sonucuna ulasiimistir. Yapilan t-testi sonucunda ise evlilik tutumu
cinsiyet, ebeveynlerin birlikte yasayip yasamamasi ve cinsel istismar magduru olup
olmama degiskenlerine gére anlamli diizeyde farklilastigi géralmustar.
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Introduction

People make many important decisions that effect their lives throughout their lives. It can be said that
one of these critical decisions is the decision of marriage. It is stated that individuals marry the person
they think is suitable for them because they feel the need to share their lives with another person (Ondas,
2007). Marriage is a universal institution that is formed by two individuals coming together to establish a
family and provide a lasting union (Gékengin et al., 2003), which includes sharing, agreement and
solidarity, and also have sexual, emotional, and biological aspects (Gakir, 2008). The attitude towards
marriage covers people's general feelings, thoughts, and behaviors towards the institution of marriage or
the marital relationship (Arslan, 2019). According to Arslan (2019), this attitude is shaped by the
knowledge and experiences that a person has gained throughout his life regarding marriage. In other
words, it can be said that unmarried individuals' perceptions of marriage generally come from
environmental sources. Marriage relations of parents are one of the closest examples among these
sources (Blagojevic, 1989).

For a person, the quality of the relationship between their parents constitutes the source of the first
information about marriage and determines the individual's attitude towards marriage (Maden, 2015). At
the same time, married relatives and friends, social media, and role models are among the factors that
can determine the attitudes of single people towards marriage (Arslan, 2019). In addition, some factors
affect the marriage attitude, such as individuals' age (Ondas, 2007), gender (Arslan, 2019), religious belief
(Mutlu, 2004), education level (Ozgiiven, 2000), economic status (Yildirim, 2007), and the union of their
parents (Conger et al., 2000). Positive attitudes toward marriage cause the person to develop positive
beliefs toward the marriage, while negative attitudes toward marriage cause the person to develop
negative beliefs (Blagojevic, 1989). In this context, it can be said that the individuals give meaning to
marriage according to the marital relations that they see and learn in their family and surroundings or
their own extramarital cohabitation experiences and reflects this their decisions and preferences.

When the literature is examined, it is found that there is a significant relationship between marital
attitude and family conflicts, family structure (Kozuch & Cooney, 1995; Maden, 2015), and the attitudes
of individuals who grew up in a conflicted family environment towards marriage were also negative.
Within the scope of the study, it was determined that the marriage attitudes of individuals whose parents
were not divorced were more positive than those whose parents were divorced. According to a study
conducted by Willoughby (2010), it was found that marital attitude is statistically related to age and that
the meaning that an individual place on marital attitude and marital institution increases positively as
their age increases. When other studies on marriage attitudes are examined, While there are studies in
which girls' marriage attitudes are more positive than boys (Servaty & Weber, 2011; Willoughby, 2010),
there are also studies showing that boys' marriage attitudes are more positive (Kéroglu, 2013). In this
context, it is seen that gender is an essential factor in marriage attitudes, such as age, family structure,
and the union of the parents, but a clear distinction cannot be made between the sexes. Dokmen (2004)
states that the differences between women and men result from the combined effect of sex and gender.
In this respect, it can be said that this variability between men and women is related to the concept of
gender.

While gender is a multidimensional concept that aims to explain the values, judgments, and roles
related to how men and women are perceived by society, how they are thought of, and how they are
expected to behave (Altinova & Duyan, 2013), it is also from a psychological point of view, it is the
perception of a person as a women or a man that occurs in relation to himself (Terzioglu & Taskin, 2008).
As a biological and natural concept, gender, that is, being "female" and "male" are innate and
unchangeable traits. However, the concept of gender is a cultural phenomenon created by people in terms
of defining, shaping, and suppressing the given roles (Tung, 2014). The construction process, on the other
hand, is a process that starts from the moment the gender of the individual is determined before birth
(Aycicek, 2020). The individual is made the object of a series of behavioral models that begin after birth
and is shaped and meaningful in the axis of biological sex (Vatandas, 2007).
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Looking at the literature, it is seen that a more traditional perspective is dominant especially in men
in studies conducted both in our country and abroad, while it is stated that women have more egalitarian
views (Asili, 2001; Aylaz et al., 2014; Kimberly & Mahaffy, 2002; Pinar et al., 2008). However, there are
existing studies showing that men adopt traditional roles related to gender roles, and there are also
studies indicating that women have more traditional attitudes and behaviors compared to men (Haotu &
Liao, 2003). Kagit¢ibasi and Kansu (1991) similarly found in their research that women adopt more
traditional roles than men.

The gender stereotypes that society imposes on women and men on many issues create discrimination
against women, causing women to remain in the background in public life in general and maintaining an
inequality model that cares more about men than women (Zeyneloglu, 2008). At this point, the
phenomenon of sexism, in which the male gender is superior to the female gender, comes to the fore
(Danis et al., 2020). The concept of sexism, which is defined as making gender discrimination, is defined
as making one gender superior to the other gender (Ecevit, 2011). But the important thing here is that
sexism does not always consist of negative judgments. While negative behaviors toward women in society
are perceived as sexism; studies show that not only negative attitudes but also positive attitudes and
behaviors cause sexism (Eagly, 1989; Glick & Fiske, 1996). Ambivalent sexism is a phenomenon based on
this point of view.

It is stated that ambivalent sexism will be formed by the combination of women's dyadic (ambivalent)
power and men's structural power (Glick & Fiske, 1996). Structural strength; While it is defined as being
in a superior and privileged position in terms of religion, politics, and economy, dyadic power is defined
as being in a position to meet the needs of another individual and in a situation where their existence is
needed (Yagmurcu, 2015). While the structural power that exists in a man makes him politically, socially,
and economically stronger against women, the dyadic power that exists in women strengthens women
against men in romantic and sexual relationships and makes men dependent on women (Ayan, 2014).
Ambivalent sexism; consists of two main dimensions hostile and benevolent sexism. (Ayhan, 2015; Glick
& Fiske, 1996). While hostile sexism includes discriminatory behaviors where negative attitudes towards
women are evident, it also emphasizes that women are dependent, weak, and secondary. Although
benevolent sexism includes positive attitudes such as protecting, caring, caring, and glorifying women, it
legitimizes male authority and positions women at a lower level than men, and functions closely with the
attitudes of hostile sexism (Glick & Fiske, 1996, Sakalli Ugurlu, 2002). In this context, neither of the two
dimensions of sexism are contradictory concepts, While it is seen that hostile sexism has a direct and clear
effect, it can be said that benevolent sexism indirectly provides the continuation of genderism under the
definition of protecting women.

In some studies on the contradictory sexist attitudes of men and women in the literature, it has been
found that men exhibit more hostile attitudes than women (Glick et al., 2000). In cross-cultural
comparisons, societies with high levels of hostile and benevolent sexism have been found to have lower
levels of gender equality (Glick & Fiske, 2001). Travaglia et al. (2009), in a study investigating the
relationship between sexist attitudes and romantic partner preferences, concluded that men prioritize
the attractiveness of the opposite sex compared to women, while women attach more importance to the
status and power of the opposite sex than men.

As a result, to establish a marriage relationship, which is an important variable in terms of mental
health when considered in an individual context, as Blagojevic (1989) states, individuals must first have
positive attitudes towards marriage. Attitude toward marriage can be related to many variables, as seen
in studies (eg. Arslan, 2019; Cassinat, & Jensen, 2020; Conger et al., 2000; Keldal & Atli, 2018; Kozuch &
Cooney, 1995; Kéroglu, 2013; Maden, 2015; Mutlu, 2004; Ondas, 2007; Ozgiiven, 2000; Servaty & Weber,
2011; Willoughby, 2010; Yildirim, 2007). However, as seen in these studies, marriage attitude is generally
examined in the context of demographic variables, such as gender, economic status, and familial
characteristics, it has not been adequately examined within the scope of personality traits and attitudes,
and there are limited studies (Allendorf et al., 2019; Larson, & LaMont, 2005; Larson et al., 1998; Mosko
& Pistole, 2010; Sagkal & Ozdemir, 2019; Shimkowski et al., 2018; Shurts & Myers, 2012; Ugur, 2016).
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Therefore, in this study, it was aimed to determine whether marriage attitude is predicted by gender
perception and ambivalent sexism. In addition, in this study, it was also examined whether the attitude
to marriage differs according to some variables (gender, whether the parents live together, and whether
they are victims of sexual abuse).

Method

The research method is the survey method, one of the quantitative research methods. In their
research, Christensen et al. (2015) determined the level of relationship between two variables via
relational screening model, by which the researcher is allowed to decide whether there i a correlation
between the variables through measuring them in their natural state (Christensen et al., 2015).

Participants

The research data were collected from 371 people, 224 (60.4%) female, and 147 (39.6%) male, with
an average age of 21.5 years, through the online platform. All participants participated in the study
voluntarily.

Data Collection Tools
Personal Information Form

Information about the demographic information of the participants was obtained through the
personal information form created for this research. Within the scope of demographic information, the
participant's age, gender, mother and father's union, and whether he had a sexual abuse story were asked.

Inonu Marriage Attitude Scale

The In6nl Marriage Attitude Scale, developed by Bayoglu and Atli (2014), is one-dimensional and
consists of 21 items. It is a 5-point Likert-type measurement tool. The marriage attitude score is reached
by summing all item scores on the scale. There is no reverse-coded item on the scale. The scores that can
be obtained from the scale vary between 21 and 105. High scores indicate a positive attitude towards
marriage, and low scores indicate a negative attitude towards marriage. As a result of the factor analysis
performed to determine the construct validity of the scale, it was seen that the scale had a single factor
structure that explained 36.77% of the total variance. In the analysis regarding the reliability of the scale,
the Cronbach Alpha value as an internal consistency indicator was found to be .90 and the Spearman-
Brown Split Test value to be .88.

Perception of Gender Scale

The scale was developed by Altinova and Duyan (2013) and is a five-point Likert-type measurement
tool consisting of 25 items. 10 items were prepared to measure positive gender perception and 15 items
were prepared to measure negative gender perception. There are reverse-coded items on the scale. The
scores to be obtained from the scale vary between a minimum of 25 and a maximum of 125. As the scores
obtained increase, the positive perception of gender also increases. To determine the construct validity
of the scale, the factor structure was examined with the Principal Component Analysis method. According
to the exploratory factor analysis results, it was revealed that the scale has only one dimension. The
Cronbach Alpha value for the reliability of the scale was found to be .87.

Ambivalent Sexism Scale

The Ambivalent Sexism Scale; was developed by Glick and Fiske (1996) and adapted into Turkish by
Sakalli-Ugurlu (2002). Consisting of 22 items, the scale consists of two sub-dimensions: hostile and
benevolent sexism. Both sub-dimensions consist of 11 items. Items 2, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21 are

1703



Dombak & Celik — Cukurova Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 51(3), 2022, 1700-1720

“hostile sexism” and items 1, 3, 6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 17, 19, 20 are 'hostile sexism. explains the ' benevolent
sexism' sub-dimensions. The scale is a six-point Likert-type measurement tool and no item in the scale
requires reverse coding. Varimax rotation factor analysis performed to determine the validity of the scale
showed that there were four factors with eigenvalues greater than 1.0. These four-factor structures
explain 51.07% of the total variance. While the factor loads of the items in the hostile sexism factor varied
between .57 and.77; The factor loads of the items in the sub-factors of benevolent sexism ranged from
.57 to .81. Cronbach's alpha internal consistency values were found to be .85 for ambivalent sexism, .78
for benevolent, and .87 for hostile sexism. In addition, the test-retest reliability coefficient of the scale
was found to be .86.

Data Analysis

The analysis of the data was carried out with the SPSS 20.0 program. Descriptive statistical techniques
and regression analysis, Pearson Correlation Coefficient, and t-test analysis were used for the research
data. In this context, the relationship between marriage attitude, perception of gender, hostile sexism,
and benevolent sexism were examined with the Pearson Correlation Coefficient in this study.

Ethical Procedures

Ethical principles and rules were followed during the planning, data collection, analysis, and reporting
of the research. This research was deemed ethically appropriate with the decision numbered "30" taken
at the meeting dated 02.06.2021 and numbered 35 of Sakarya University Social and Human Sciences
Ethics Committee.

Results

In the study, the data were examined in terms of normal distribution and regression analysis
assumptions before being analyzed, and six data that distorted the normal distribution were deleted from
the data set. Whether the data is normally distributed or not, the skewness and kurtosis values and the
normal distribution graph were examined, and whether the data were suitable for regression analysis was
tested by examining the correlation coefficients between the variables, in addition to the normal
distribution, VIF (Variance Increase Factors Method), and Cl (Conditional Index Numbers Method). As a
result of the examinations, it was decided to perform multiple regression in line with the conclusion that
the data met the regression assumptions. The findings regarding the normal distribution of the data and
the assumptions of the regression analysis are given in Table 1 and Figure 1.

Table 1.

Descriptive Statistics and Test Results for Normality Assumption

Variables Min. Max. N X SD  Skewness Kurtosis VIF Cl
Marriage Attitude 46 105 371 7816 12.92 -.056 -.376 1.000
Perception of Gender 50 100 371 7235 10.03 .615 -.021 1.668 8.576
Hostile Sexism 11 66 371 36.31 1157 -.180 -585 1.685 11.200
Benevolent Sexism 12 63 371 39.06 10.74 -.190 -400 1.788 23.002
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Dependent Variable: Marriage Atsitude
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Figure 1. Normal Distribution Curve

In Table 1 and Figure 1, it was seen that the skewness and kurtosis values were in the range of +1 and
the VIF values were less than 10 and the Cl values were less than 30. It was concluded that the data were
free from excessive deviations, the distribution represented a normal distribution, and the data were
suitable for regression analysis.

The relations between the variables (marriage attitude, perception of gender, hostile sexism and
benevolent sexism) examined in the study were analyzed by correlation analysis and the results of the
analysis are presented in Table 2.

Table 2.
Findings of Correlation Analysis
1 2 3 4 5
Marriage Attitude 1
Perception of Gender 371%* 1
Hostile Sexism .355%* .544** 1
Benevolent Sexism 459%* .581** .586** 1
X 78.16 72.35 36.31 39.06 21.77
SD 12.925 10.034 11.574 10.742 2.294

*n<.05, **p<.01

Correlation analysis results showed that there was no statistical difference between marital attitude
and perception of gender (r=.371, p < .01), hostile sexism (r=.355, p <.01), and benevolent sexism (r=
.459, p < .01) shows that there is a significant positive relationship in terms of. However, there was no
statistically significant relationship between marriage attitude and age (r=.099, p > .05).

In the study, whether marriage attitude is predicted by gender perception, hostile and benevolent
sexism variables was examined by multiple regression analysis. The findings obtained as a result of the
multiple regression analysis performed in this framework are also given in Table 3.
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Table 3.

Findings of Multiple Regression Analysis

Dependent Predictor 2

3 . B SD 6 t P F R

Variable Variables

Constant 46.887 4.344 10.79 .000
. . Perception of Gender .167 .076 129 219 .029

Marriage Attitude . . 36.93 .232
Hostile Sexism .102 .066 .091 154 .124
Benevolent Sexism .397 .074 330 5.39 .000

p<.01

According to the regression analysis model created, it was found that gender perception and hostile
and benevolent sexism explained 23% of the marriage attitude [(R=.482); (R=.232); p =.000]. When Table
3 is examined, it is seen that benevolent sexism (6=.330, p=.000), which is one of the sub-dimensions of
ambivalent sexism, predicts marriage attitude at a statistically significant level as a result of multiple
regression analysis (p<.01). On the other hand, according to Table 3, it is seen that the variables of gender
perception (8=.129, p =.029), and hostile sexism (8= .091, p=.124) did not predict marriage attitude at a
statistically significant level.

In the study, t-test was used to test whether the marriage attitude differs according to the variables
of gender, whether the mother/father is together and whether there is a sexual abuse story. The results
of the analysis are presented in Table 4.

Table 4.
Findings of Whether The Marriage Attitude Differs According to The Variables of Gender, Whether The
Mother/Father is Together and Whether There is a Sexual Abuse Story

Levene Test T-Test

95% Confidence
Interval

N Category

X
m
A ]
~

df p
Low High

224 Female 80.19
Gender 1.19 .276 3.78 369 .000 2.455 7.756
147 Male 75.08

Whether 324  Together 79.29

Mother/Father 437 509 451 369 .000 5.019 12.753
is Together 47 Separate  70.40

Whether there 63 Yes 66.92

is a Story of 1.767 .185 -8.23 369 .000 -16.778 -10.309
Sexual Abuse 308 No 80.46

p<.01

When Table 4 is examined, it is seen that the marriage attitude is related to gender (Female X= 80.19,
Male X= 75.08, p= .000), whether the parents are together (Together X= 79.29, Separate X= 70.40, p=
.000) and sexual abuse story (Yes X= 66.92, No X= 80.46, p = .000) variables differ statistically significantly
in terms of.
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Discussion and Conclusion

According t the results of current study, a positive and significant relationship was found between the
level of marriage attitude and gender perception, hostile sexism and benevolent sexism. When the
literature is examined, research could not be found that examines the relationship between marriage
attitude, gender perception, and ambivalent sexism. Considering that the perceptions of marriage are
shaped by the cultural values of the society and individuals, the positive effect of hostile and benevolent
sexism on the marriage attitude shows that the participants have a more traditional perspective. Glick
and Fiske (2001) state that societies with higher levels of hostile and benevolent sexism have lower gender
equality. In this context, it can be said that the individuals participating in the study chose to live according
to traditional roles that are far from gender equality in marriage and family relations.

In this study, it was concluded that the marriage attitude of women is higher than that of men.
However, when the literature is examined, it is seen in a study conducted by Kéroglu (2013) with university
students that men's attitudes towards marriage are more positive than women's. While there are studies
in which men's attitudes towards marriage are higher than women'’s, there are also studies in which
women show higher attitudes towards marriage (Servaty & Weber, 2011; Willoughby, 2010). The reason
why women in this study group have higher attitudes towards marriage compared to men may be because
women have a more traditional view of marriage than men. In support of this, in a study conducted by
Bener and Giinay (2013) with young people to measure attitudes towards marriage and the institution of
family, it was observed that female students maintain the traditional structure in their attitudes towards
marriage. The reason why the attitudes towards marriage differ according to gender in the studies may
be due to the different upbringing of men and women in societies and the difference in gender roles.

This research, it was found that the level of marriage attitude showed a significant difference according
to whether the parents of the individuals were together or separated. According to the results, the
marriage attitudes of the individuals whose parents are together are more positive than those whose
parents are separated. In parallel with the finding of this study, there are studies showing that individuals
whose parents are not divorced have more positive attitudes toward marriage than those whose parents
are divorced (Jacquet & Sura, 2001; Maden, 2015; Pretorius et al., 1991). In addition, Maden (2015) stated
that marriage attitude and intra-familial conflicts were significantly related, and individuals who grew up
in a conflicted family environment had negative attitudes towards marriage. In this respect, it can be said
that the quality of the marital relationship of the non-divorced parents also has a distinctive effect on the
marriage attitude of the children. Individuals whose parents are separated may experience avoidance of
romantic relationships, insecurity, fear of abandonment, and fear of repetition of past family life due to
the traumatic effect of divorce. In this regard, the reason why individuals with separated parents have
more negative attitudes towards marriage than other individuals may be the fear of experiencing similar
processes as their own parents.

According to another finding obtained as a result of the research, marriage attitude differs significantly
according to whether individuals have a sexual abuse experience or not. When the findings are examined,
it is seen that individuals with sexual abuse experience have more negative attitudes toward marriage
than others. Similar results have been obtained in studies investigating the attitudes towards a marriage
of individuals who are victims of sexual abuse. The results of these studies show that individuals who were
exposed to sexual abuse in childhood have a high level of negative attitudes toward marriage, they do not
think about marriage, and they think of waiting for a long time before getting married (Larson & La Mont,
2005; Sahin, 2019). In addition, while individuals who are victims of sexual abuse experience feelings such
as anger, hopelessness, guilt and hostility (Shrivastava et al., 2017), psychological, biological, sexual and
social problems are experienced (Aktepe, 2009), and serious problems occur in romantic relationships
(Keskin & Cam, 2005). In this context, it can be concluded that people avoid romantic relationships and
develop negative attitudes towards marriage due to the feeling of guilt and insecurity resulting from
sexual abuse.
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Due to cost and time constraints, this study was limited to a specific sample, as in other studies.
Another limitation of the study is that data collection tools are mostly applied to university students and
individuals who are victims of sexual abuse hide the abuse. Variables such as the person's cognitive
structure and how they evaluate the abuse process are important (Gileg et al., 2012). Therefore, it is
possible that the participants did not rate the items sincerely. Based on these limitations of the research,
it can be emphasized that in order to generalize the results of this study, it would be beneficial to conduct
new studies on larger samples and to include different demographic characteristics in the study. In
addition, studying the variables of this research (marriage attitude, gender perception and ambivalent
sexism) with different research methods such as qualitative research methods may contribute to the
multidimensional evaluation of these variables. When the studies in the literature and the results of this
research are evaluated together, it can be said that attitudes towards marriage are shaped around the
cultural values of the society and individuals. It may be useful to examine the gender differences, marriage
attitudes, and gender roles in this study with different variables such as cultural and religious values.
Therefore, larger studies should be planned to determine young adults' attitudes towards marriage and
their perceptions based on sexism.
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Tiirkge Siirimiui

Giris

insanlar yasamlari boyunca hayatlarini etkileyen bircok énemli kararlar almaktadirlar. Bu énemli
kararlardan birisinin de evlilik karari oldugu sdylenebilir. Bireylerin hayatlarini baska bir kisiyle paylasma
ihtiyaci hissetmelerinden dolayr kendilerine uygun oldugunu duslindikleri kisi ile evlendikleri
belirtiimektedir (Ondas, 2007). Evlilik, aile kurmayi saglayan iki bireyin kalici bir birliktelik amaciyla bir
araya gelerek olusturduklari (Gokengin vd., 2003); paylasim, anlasmayi ve dayanismayi icinde barindiran,
cinsel ihtiyaglarin karsilikli olarak saglandigi ve neslin devami icin de 6nemli; duygusal, kurumsal ve
biyolojik yanlari olan evrensel bir kurumdur (Cakir, 2008). Evlilige karsi tutum, kisilerin evlilik kurumuna
veya evlilik iliskisine yonelik genel duygularini, distncelerini ve davranislarini kapsamaktadir (Arslan,
2019). Arslan’a gére bu tutum, kisinin evlilik ile ilgili hayati boyunca edindigi bilgi ve deneyimlere gore
sekillenebilmektedir. Baska bir deyisle, evli olmayan bireylerin evlilik algilarinin genellikle gevresel
kaynaklardan geldigi séylenebilir. Ebeveynlerin evlilik iliskileri bu kaynaklar arasinda en yakin érneklerden
birisidir (Blagojevic, 1989).

Bir kisi icin, ebeveynleri arasindaki iliskinin niteligi evlilikle ilgili ilk bilgilerin kaynagini olusturmakta ve
bireyin evlilige karsi tutumunu belirlemektedir (Maden, 2015). Ayni zamanda, evli akrabalar ve arkadaslar,
sosyal medya ve rol modeller de bekar kisilerin evlilige karsi tutumlarini belirleyebilecek faktorler arasinda
goriilmektedir (Arslan, 2019). Bu faktorlerin yaninda bireylerin yasi (Ondas, 2007), cinsiyeti (Arslan, 2019),
dini inanci (Mutlu, 2004), egitim diizeyi (Ozgiiven, 2000), ekonomik durumu (Yildirnm, 2007) ve
ebeveynlerinin birlikteligi (Conger vd., 2000) de evlilik tutumunu etkileyen degiskenler arasinda yer
almaktadir. Ayrica, evlilige iliskin olumlu tutumlar kisinin, evlilik kurumuna karsi pozitif inanclar
gelistirmesine, evlilige iliskin olumsuz tutumlar ise kisinin negatif inanclar gelistirmesine sebep olmaktadir
(Blagojevic, 1989). Bu baglamda, bireyin ailesinde ve cevresinde goriip 6grendigi evlilik iliskilerine veya
kendi evlilik disi birliktelik tecriibelerine gore evlilige bir anlam yukleyerek bunu kararlarina ve tercihlerine
yansittigi soylenebilir.

Alan yazin incelendiginde evlilik tutumunun aile igi catismalar ve aile yapisi (Kozuch & Cooney, 1995;
Maden, 2015) ile arasinda istatiksel olarak iliski oldugu; catismali bir aile ortaminda yetisen bireylerin
evlilige yonelik tutumlarinin da olumsuz oldugu bulunmustur. Calisma kapsaminda anne babasi
bosanmamis bireylerin anne babasi bosanmis olanlara goére evlilik tutumlarinin daha olumlu oldugu
belirlenmistir. Willoughby (2010) tarafindan yapilan bir arastirmaya gore de evlilik tutumunun yas ile
istatistiksel agidan iliskili oldugu; bireyin yasi arttikca evlilik tutumuna ve evlilik kurumuna yiikledigi
anlamin arttigl da bulunmustur. Evlilik tutumuyla ilgili cinsiyete iliskin yapilmis calismalar incelendiginde
ise; kizlarin evlilik tutumlarinin erkeklere gére daha olumlu bulundugu ¢alismalar (Servaty & Weber, 2011;
Willoughby, 2010) mevcutken, erkeklerin kizlara gére daha olumlu evlilik tutumuna sahip oldugunu ileri
siiren calismalar da vardir (Koroglu, 2013). Bu baglamda, yas, aile yapisi ve ebeveynlerin birlikteligi gibi
cinsiyetin de evlilik tutumu Gzerinde énemli bir etken oldugu fakat cinsiyetler arasinda net bir ayrim
yapilamayacagi gorilmektedir. Dokmen (2004), kadinlar ile erkekler arasinda yasanan farkhliklarin
toplumsal cinsiyet ve cinsiyetin birlikte etkisinin bir sonucu oldugunu belirtmektedir. Bu bakimdan kadin
ve erkek arasinda yasanan bu degiskenligin toplumsal cinsiyet kavramiyla iliskili oldugu soylenebilir.

Toplumsal cinsiyet, erkeklerin ve kadinlarin toplum tarafindan nasil algilandiklari, nasil distinaldikleri
ve nasil davranmalarinin beklendigi ile ilgili degerleri, yargilari ve rolleri agiklamayi amaglayan ¢ok boyutlu
bir kavram olmakla birlikte (Altinova & Duyan, 2013) ayni zamanda, psikolojik acidan kisinin kadin veya
erkek olarak kendisi ile ilgili olusan algisidir (Terzioglu & Taskin, 2008). Biyolojik ve dogal bir kavram olarak
cinsiyet yani “kadin” ve “erkek” olmak dogustan getirilen degistirilemez 6zelliklerdir. Fakat toplumsal
cinsiyet kavrami verilen rollerin tanimlanmasi, sekillendirilmesi ve bastirilmasi bakimindan insanlar
tarafindan olusturulmus kiiltiirel bir olgudur (Tung, 2014). insa edilme siireci ise daha dogum &ncesinde
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bireyin cinsiyeti belli oldugu andan itibaren baslayan bir siirectir (Aygicek, 2020). Birey, dogumdan sonra
baglayan ve biyolojik cinsiyet ekseninde sekillenip anlam kazanan bir dizi davranis modelinin nesnesi
haline getirilir (Vatandas, 2007).

Alan yazin incelendiginde gerek Ulkemizde gerekse yurtdisinda yapilan c¢alismalarda 6zellikle
erkeklerde daha alisilmis ve geleneksel bir bakis agisinin hakim oldugu géruliirken, kadinlarin ise daha
esitlikgi goruslere sahip olduklari belirtilmektedir (Asil, 2001; Aylaz vd., 2014; Kimberly & Mahaffy, 2002;
Pinar vd., 2008). Ancak yapilan arastirmalarda erkeklerin toplumsal cinsiyet rollerine iliskin geleneksel
rolleri benimsediklerini gésteren mevcut ¢alismalar oldugu gibi kadinlarin erkeklere kiyasla daha fazla
geleneksel tutum ve davranislara sahip olduklarini belirten ¢alismalar da bulunmaktadir (Haotu & Liao,
2003). Kagitcibasi ve Kansu da (1991) benzer sekilde arastirmalarinda kadinlarin erkeklere gore daha fazla
geleneksel rolleri benimsediklerini belirlemislerdir.

Toplumun pek ¢ok konuda kadina ve erkege yiiklenen cinsiyet kalip yargilari, kadinlara karsi bir
ayrimcilik olusturarak, kadinlarin genel olarak kamusal yasamda geri planda kalmasina ve kadindan ¢ok
erkegi onemseyen bir esitsizlik modelinin sirdirilmesine neden olmaktadir (Zeyneloglu, 2008). Bu
noktada erkek cinsiyetinin kadin cinsiyetine tstiin tutuldugu cinsiyetgilik olgusu 6ne ¢ikmaktadir (Danig
vd., 2020). Cinsiyet ayrimciligi yapmak olarak nitelendirilen cinsiyetgilik kavrami, bir cinsiyeti diger
cinsiyetten Ustilin kilmak seklinde tanimlanmaktadir (Ecevit, 2011). Fakat burada 6nemli olan cinsiyetgiligin
her zaman olumsuz vyargilardan olusmadigidir. Toplumda kadinlara yonelik olumsuz davranislar
cinsiyetgilik olarak algilanirken; arastirmalar, sadece olumsuz yaklasimlarin degil, ayni zamanda olumlu
tutum ve davranislarin da cinsiyetcilige neden oldugunu géstermektedir (Eagly, 1989; Glick & Fiske 1996).
Celisik duygulu cinsiyetcilik ise bu bakis agisina dayanan bir olgudur.

Celisik duygulu cinsiyetciligin kadinlarin dyadic glicii ve erkeklerin yapisal glicinin birlesimi ile
olusacag belirtiimektedir (Glick & Fiske 1996). Yapisal gug; din, siyaset ve ekonomi agisindan Ustin ve
ayricalikli bir konumda olmak seklinde tanimlanirken, dyadic gi¢ baska bir bireyin ihtiyaglarini
giderebilecek konumda ve varligina ihtiya¢ duyulan bir durumda olmak seklinde agiklanmaktadir
(Yagmurcu, 2015). Bir erkekte var olan yapisal glic onu kadinlar karsisinda politik, sosyal ve ekonomik
olarak daha glicli hale getirirken, kadinlarda var olan dyadic giig, romantik ve cinsel iliskilerde kadinlari
erkeklere karsi giiclendirmekte ve erkekleri kadinlara bagimh hale getirmektedir (Ayan, 2014). Celisik
duygulu cinsiyetgilik; diismanca ve korumaci cinsiyetcilik olmak Uzere iki ana boyuttan olusmaktadir.
(Ayhan, 2015; Glick & Fiske, 1996). Dismanca cinsiyetgilik, kadinlara karsi negatif tutumlarin agik¢a
gorildugu ayrimei davraniglari icerirken, kadinlarin ayni zamanda bagiml, zayif ve ikinci planda oldugunu
vurgulamaktadir. Korumaci cinsiyetgilik ise kadinlari korumak, 6nemsemek, ilgilenmek ve yiceltmek gibi
pozitif tutumlari icermesine ragmen, aslinda erkek otoritesini mesrulastirip kadinlari erkeklerden daha
asagl bir seviyede konumlandirilmasi ve diismanca cinsiyetciligin tutumlari ile yakin islev gormesidir (Glick
& Fiske, 1996, Sakalli Ugurlu, 2002). Bu baglamda cinsiyetgiligin iki boyutunun da birbirine zit kavramlar
olmadigi; diismanca cinsiyetgiligin dogrudan ve acgik bir etkiye sahip oldugu goriilirken, korumaci
cinsiyetgiligin kadinlari koruma ve kollama tanimi altinda dolayli olarak toplumsal cinsiyetgiligin devamini
sagladigi soylenebilir.

Alan yazinda kadin ve erkeklerin celisik duygulu cinsiyetgilik tutumlari tzerine yapilmis olan bazi
calismalarda erkeklerin kadinlardan daha diismanca tutumlar sergiledikleri bulunmustur (Glick vd., 2000).
Kaltarler arasi karsilastirmalarda, yliksek diizeyde diismanca ve korumaci cinsiyetcilige sahip olan
toplumlarin, daha disiik seviyelerde cinsiyet esitligine sahip oldugu tespit edilmistir (Glick & Fiske, 2001).
Travaglia ve digerleri (2009) cinsiyetci tutumlar ile romantik partner tercihleri arasindaki iliskileri
arastirdiklari bir ¢calismada, erkeklerin karsi cinsin gekiciligini kadinlara kiyasla daha 6n planda tuttuklari;
kadinlarin ise karsi cinste statii ve gli¢c sahibi olmasina erkeklere kiyasla daha ¢ok 6nem verdikleri sonucuna
ulasmislardir.

Sonug olarak bireysel baglamda dislintldtginde ruh sagligi acisindan énemli bir degisken olan evlilik
iliskisinin kurulabilmesi icin, Blagojevic’un da (1989) belirttigi gibi, dncelikle bireylerin evlilige iliskin olumlu
tutumlara sahip olmasi gerekir. Evlilige iliskin tutumla da arastirmalarda da gorildigi gibi bircok degisken
iliskili olabilir (6rn. Arslan, 2019; Cassinat & Jensen, 2020; Conger vd., 2000; Keldal & Atli, 2018; Kozuch &
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Cooney, 1995; Kéroglu, 2013; Maden, 2015; Mutlu, 2004; Ondas, 2007; Ozgiiven, 2000; Servaty & Weber,
2011; Willoughby, 2010; Yildirim, 2007). Ancak bu arastirmalarda da goérildtgu gibi evlilik tutumunun
genelde cinsiyet, ekonomik durum ve ailesel 6zellikler gibi demografik degiskenler baglaminda incelendigi,
kisilik 6zellikleri ve tutumlar kapsaminda yeterince incelenmedigi ve sinirli sayida arastirmanin (6rn.
Allendorf vd., 2019; Larson & LaMont, 2005; Larson vd., 1998; Mosko & Pistole, 2010; Sagkal & Ozdemir,
2019; Shimkowski vd., 2018; Shurts & Myers, 2012; Ugur, 2016) oldugu goze ¢arpmaktadir. Bu nedenle bu
arastirmada evlilik tutumunun toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, gelisik duygulu cinsiyetgilik tarafindan yordanip
yordanmadiginin belirlenmesi amaglanmistir. Ayrica bu galismada evlilik tutumunun bazi degiskenlere
gore (cinsiyet, ebeveynlerin birlikte yasayip yasamamasi ve cinsel istismar magduru olup olmama)
farklilagip farklilasmadigi da incelenmeye gahlisiimistir.

Yontem

Bu calisma, nicel arastirma yontemlerinden birisi olan iliskisel tarama modeli ile yurttilmastar. Bu
arastirma modelinde arastirmaci degiskenleri dogal hallerinde 6lgerek degiskenler arasinda iliskinin olup
olmadigina karar vermektedir (Christensen vd., 2015).

Katilimcilar

Arastirma verileri yas ortalamasi 21.5 olan 224’0 (%60.4) kadin, 147’si (%39.6) erkek olmak tzere 371
kisiden toplanmigtir. Biittin katimcilar calismaya gonulli olarak katilmislardir.

Veri Toplama Araglari
Kisisel Bilgi Formu

Bu arastirma igin olusturulan kisisel bilgi formu araciligi ile katilimcilarin demografik bilgileri, hakkinda
bilgi alinmistir. Demografik bilgi kapsaminda katilimcinin yasi, cinsiyeti, anne ve babanin birlikteligi ve
cinsel istismar yasantisinin olup olmadigi sorulmustur.

inénii Evlilik Tutumu Olgedi (IETO)

Bayoglu ve Atli'nin (2014) gelistirmis oldugu inéni Evlilik Tutumu Olgegi, tek boyutlu olup 21
maddeden olusmaktadir. begli likert tipi bir 6lgme aracidir. Evlilik tutumu puanina olgekte yer alan tiim
madde puanlarinin toplanmasiyla ulasiimaktadir. Olgekte ters kodlanmis bir madde yer almamaktadir.
Olgekten elde edilebilecek puanlar 21 ve 105 arasinda degismektedir. Alinan yiiksek puanlar evlilige
yonelik olumlu tutumu, diistik puanlar ise evlilige iliskin olumsuz tutumu ifade eder. Olgegin yapi
gecerligini belirlemek icin yapilan faktor analizi sonucunda odlgegin, toplam varyansin %36,77’sini agiklayan
tek faktorli bir yapiya sahip oldugu gorilmistir. Olcegin giivenirligine iliskin analizlerde i¢ tutarlilik
gostergesi olarak Cronbach Alpha degeri .90, Spearman Brown Yarilama Testi degeri ise .88 olarak
bulunmustur.

Toplumsal Cinsiyet Algisi Olcedi

Olgek, Altinova ve Duyan (2013) tarafindan gelistirilmistir ve 25 maddeden olusan besli likert tipi bir
6lgme aracidir. Maddelerin 10’u olumlu cinsiyet algisi, 15’i ise olumsuz cinsiyet algisini 6lcmek amaciyla
hazirlanmistir. Olgekte ters kodlanmis maddeler bulunmaktadir. Olcekten alinacak puanlar en az 25 ve en
fazla 125 puanlari arasinda degismektedir. Elde edilen puanlar arttikga olumlu cinsiyet algisi da
artmaktadir. Olcegin yapi gegerligini saptamak amaciyla Temel Bilesenler Analizi yéntemi ile faktér
yapisina bakilmistir. Agiklayici faktor analizi sonuglarina gore, 6lgegin tek boyutu oldugu ortaya ¢ikmistir.
Olgegin giivenirligi icin Cronbach Alpha degerinin ise .87 oldugu tespit edilmistir.

1711



Dombak & Celik — Cukurova Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 51(3), 2022, 1700-1720
Celisik Duygulu Cinsiyetgilik Olgedi ((DCO)

Celisik Duygulu Cinsiyetgilik Olcegi; Glick ve Fiske (1996) tarafindan gelistirilmis ve Sakalli-Ugurlu (2002)
tarafindan Tiirkce’ye uyarlanmistir. 22 maddeden olusan 6lgek, diismanca ve korumaci cinsiyetgilik olmak
lzere iki alt boyuttan olusmaktadir. Alt boyutlarindan ikisi de 11’er maddeden olusmaktadir. 2, 4, 5, 7, 10,
11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21 numarali maddeler “diismanca cinsiyetgilik” 1, 3, 6, 8,9, 12, 13, 17, 19, 20 numaral
maddeler ise ‘korumaci cinsiyetgilik’ alt boyutlarini agiklamaktadir. Olcek 6’li Likert tipi bir élcme araci
olup, dlcekte ters kodlama gerektiren hichir madde bulunmamaktadir. Olcegin gegerligini belirlemek icin
yapilan varimaks rotasyonlu faktor analizi, 6zdegeri 1.0’den biyik dort faktér oldugunu gostermistir. Bu
dort faktor yapisi toplam varyansin % 51.07’sini agiklamaktadir. Dismanca cinsiyetgilik faktérundeki
maddelerin faktor ylkleri .57 ile .77 arasinda degisirken; korumaci cinsiyetgiligin alt faktorlerindeki
maddelerin faktor yikleri .57 ile .81 arasinda degismektedir. Cronbach alfa i¢ tutarlilik degerlerinin celisik
duygulu cinsiyetgilik icin .85, korumaci cinsiyetgilik .78 icin ve diismanca cinsiyetgilik icin .87 oldugu
bulunmustur. Ayrica 6lgegin test tekrar test glvenirlik katsayisi .86 olarak bulunmustur.

Veri Analizi

Verilerin analizleri SPSS 20.0 programiyla gergeklestirilmistir. Arastirma verileri igin betimleyici
istatistiki teknikler ile regresyon analizi, Pearson korelasyon katsayisi ve t-testi analizinden yararlaniimistir.
Bu baglamda calismada evlilik tutumu, toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, dismanca cinsiyetgilik ve korumaci
cinsiyetcilik arasindaki iliskiler Pearson korelasyon katsayisi ile incelenmistir.

Bulgular

Arastirmada veriler analize tabi tutulmadan 6nce normal dagilim ve regresyon analizi sayiltilari
acisindan incelenmis ve normal dagilimi bozan alti veri, veri setinden silinmistir. Verilerin normal dagilip
dagilmadigi carpiklik ve basiklik degerleri ve normal dagihm grafigi incelenerek, verilerin regresyon
analizine uygun olup olmadigi da normal dagilima ek olarak VIF (Varyans Artis Faktérleri Yontemi), Cl
(Kosullu Endeks Sayilari Yontemi) ve degiskenler arasindaki korelasyon katsayilari incelenerek test
edilmistir. Yapilan incelemeler sonucu verilerin regresyon sayiltilarini karsiladigl sonucu dogrultusunda
coklu regresyon yapilmasina karar verilmistir. Verilerin normal dagilimina ve regresyon analizi sayiltilarina
iliskin bulgular Tablo 1 ve Sekil 1’de yer verilmistir.

Tablo 1.

Betimsel Istatisik: Normal Dagilim ve Regresyon Analizi Sayiltilarina iliskin Bulgular

Degiskenler En "En N X SS Carpikhk Basiklik VIF Cl
Diisiik Yiiksek

Evlilik Tutumu 46 105 371 78.16 12.925 -.056 -.376 1.000

Toplumsal Cinsiyet Algisi 50 100 371 7235 10.034 .615 -.021 1.668 8.576

Dusmanca Cinsiyetgilik 11 66 371 36.31 11574  -180 -.585 1.685 11.200

Korumaci Cinsiyetgilik 12 63 371 39.06 10.742 -.190 -.400 1.788 23.002
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Bagumh Degigken: Evlille Tutumu
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Sekil 1. Normal Dagilim Grafigi

Tablo 1 ve Sekil 1'de carpiklik ve basiklik degerlerinin 1 araliginda oldugu ve VIF degerlerinin 10’dan,
Cl degerlerinin ise 30’dan kiiclik oldugu gorilerek verilerin asiri sapmalardan uzak oldugu, dagilimin
normal dagihmi temsil ettigi ve verilerin regresyon analizinin uygulanmasina uygun hale geldigi sonucuna
ulagilmustir.

Arastirmada ele alinan degiskenler (evlilik tutumu, toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, diismanca cinsiyetgilik ve
korumaci cinsiyetcilik) arasindaki iliskiler korelasyon analizi ile incelenmis olup analiz sonucu Tablo 2’de
sunulmustur.

Tablo 2.
Korelasyon Analizi Sonucu ve Betimsel Istatistik
1 2 3 4 5

Evlilik Tutumu 1

Toplumsal Cinsiyet Algisi 371** 1

Dismanca Cinsiyetgilik .355%* .544%** 1

Korumaci Cinsiyetgilik A59** .581** .586** 1

X 78.16 72.35 36.31 39.06 21.77
SS 12.925 10.034 11.574 10.742 2.294

*p< .05, **p< .01

Tablo 2 incelendiginde evlilik tutumu ile toplumsal cinsiyet algisi (r= .371, p < .01), diismanca
cinsiyetgilik (r=.355, p <.01), korumaci cinsiyetgilik (r=.459, p < .01) arasinda istatistiksel agidan énemli
diizeyde pozitif yonde iliski oldugu ve yas (r=.099, p >.05) arasinda istatistiksel agidan énemli diizeyde bir
iliskinin olmadigi gérilmektedir.

Calismada evlilik tutumunun toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, dismanca ve korumaci cinsiyetgilik degiskenleri
tarafindan yordanip yordanmadigi ¢coklu regresyon analizi ile incelenmistir. Bu ¢ercevede yapilan ¢oklu
regresyon analizi sonucu ulasilan bulgular da Tablo 3’te verilmistir.
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Tablo 3.
Coklu Regresyon Analizi Sonucu
Bagimli Yordayici Standart )
.. .. B T P F R
Degisken Degiskenler Hata
Sabit 46.887 4.344 10.793 .000
. Toplumsal Cinsiyet Algisi  .167 .076 129 2.190 .029
Evlilik Tutumu . L . 36.930 .232
Dismanca Cinsiyetgilik .102 .066 .091 1.540 124
Korumaci Cinsiyetgilik .397 .074 .330 5.395 .000
p<0.01

Olusturulan regresyon analizi modeline gore toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, dismanca ve korumaci
cinsiyetgilik evlilik tutumunun %23’ni acikladigi bulgusuna ulasilmistir [(R=.482); (R=.232); p=.000]. Tablo
3 incelendiginde evlilik tutumunu ¢oklu regresyon analizi sonucu gelisik duygulu cinsiyetgiligin alt
boyutlarindan olan korumaci cinsiyetgiligin (B= .330) istatistiksel agidan anlamh diizeyde yordadigi
gorilmektedir (p< .01). Diger taraftan Tablo 3’e gore evlilik tutumunu toplumsal cinsiyet algisi (B=.129 p
=.029) ve diismanca cinsiyetgilik (3= .091 p = .124) degiskenlerinin istatistiksel agidan anlaml diizeyde
yordamadigi gérilmektedir.

Arastirmada evlilik tutumunun cinsiyet, anne/ babanin birlikte olup olmadigi ve cinsel istismar
yasantisinin olup olmadigi degiskenlerine gore farklilasip farkhlasmadigini test etmek icin t-testi
yapilmistir. Yapilan analiz sonuglari Tablo 4’te sunulmustur.

Tablo 4.
Evlilik Tutumunun Cinsiyet, Anne/ Babanin Birlikte Olup Olmadi§i Ve Cinsel istismar Yasantisinin Olup
Olmadi§i Degiskenlerine Gére Farklilasip Farklilasmadigina iliskin Bulgular

Levene Testi T-Testi
95% Giiven
Arahg

N Kategori x F p t sd P
Diisiik  Yiiksek

224 Kadin 80.19
Cinsiyet 1.190 .276 3.788 369 .000 2.455 7.756
147 Erkek 75.08

Anne/ Babanin 324 Birlikte  79.29

Birlikte Olup 437 509 4.519 369 .000 5.019 12.753
Olmadig 47 Ayri 70.40

Cinsel Istismar 63 Var 66.92

Yasantisinin 1.767 .185 -8.233 369 .000 -16.778 -10.309
Olup Olmadig 308 Yok 80.46

p<0.01

Tablo 4 incelendiginde, evlilik tutumunun cinsiyet (Kiz X= 80.19, Erkek X= 75.08, p= .000), anne/
babanin birlikte olup olmadigi (Birlikte X=79.29, Ayri X= 70.40, p= .000) ve cinsel istismar yasantisinin olup
olmadigl (Var X= 66.92, Yok X= 80.46, p= .000) degiskenlerine gore istatistiksel acidan anlamli diizeyde
farklilastig1 goriilmektedir.

Tartisma ve Sonug¢

Arastirmada evlilik tutum dlzeyi ile toplumsal cinsiyet algisi, dismanca cinsiyetgilik ve korumaci
cinsiyetgilik ile arasinda pozitif yonde anlamh bir iliski bulunmustur. Alan yazin incelendiginde, evlilik
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tutumu ile toplumsal cinsiyet algisi ve celisik duygulu cinsiyetgilik arasindaki iliskiyi inceleyen bir
arastirmaya ulasilamamistir. Evlilige iliskin algilarin toplumun ve bireylerin kiltirel degerleri ile
sekillendigi dikkate alindiginda diismanca ve korumaci cinsiyetgilik tutumlarinin evlilik tutumunu olumlu
etkilemesi katiimcilarin daha geleneksel bakis agisina sahip oldugunu gostermektedir. Dismanca ve
korumaci cinsiyetgiligin yiksek oldugu toplumlarda, toplumsal cinsiyet esitliginin daha dusik dizeylerde
oldugu belirtilmistir (Glick & Fiske, 2001). Bu baglamda calismaya katilan bireylerin evlilik ve aile
yasamlarinda cinsiyet esitliginden uzak, geleneksel roller benimsedikleri séylenebilir.

Arastirma cinsiyet degiskenine gore incelendiginde kadinlarin evlilik tutumunun erkeklere gore daha
yiiksek oldugu sonucuna ulasilmistir. Alan yazin incelendiginde Koroglu (2013) tniversite 6grencileriyle
yaptigl bir calismada, erkeklerin evlilige iliskin tutumlarinin kadinlara gére daha pozitif oldugu bulgusuna
ulasmistir. Benzer sekilde Vefikulugay ve digerleri (2007) de erkeklerin is, sosyal ve aile hayatinda daha
geleneksel tutumlar sergilediklerini belirtmislerdir. Erkeklerin evlilige iliskin tutumlarinin kadinlara gére
daha yuksek oldugu calismalar oldugu gibi, kadinlarin da evlilige y6nelik daha ylksek tutumlar
gosterdikleri calismalar mevcuttur (Servaty & Weber, 2011; Willoughby, 2010). Bu ¢alisma grubundaki
kadinlarin evlilige yonelik tutumlari erkeklerle kiyaslandiginda daha yuksek bulunmasi, kadinlarin
geleneksel bir bakis agisina sahip olduklarini gésterebilir. Bener ve Giinay (2013), evlilik ve aile kurumuna
iliskin tutumlan 6lgmek amaciyla genclerde yaptiklar bir g¢alismada; kiz 6grencilerin evlilige yonelik
tutumlarinda geleneksel yapiyi koruduklari gérilirken, erkeklerin esine siddet uygulayabilecegi, kadinin
evlenmeden oOnce cinsel hayatinin olmamasi gerektigi gibi konularda erkeklerin daha kati tutum
sergiledikleri bulunmustur. Calismalar arasinda yasanan bu cinsiyet farkhliklarinin toplumun ve bireyin
kalturel degerleriyle ilgili oldugu sdylenebilir.

Arastirmada evlilik tutum dizeyleri, anne babalarinin birlikte veya ayri olmalarina gére anlamh bir
farkhhk gostermektedir. Sonuglara gore anne babasi birlikte olan bireylerin anne babasi ayri olanlara
kiyasla evlilik tutumlari daha olumludur. Arastirmanin bulgularina paralel olarak, anne babasi bosanmamis
bireylerin anne babasi bosanmis olanlara gére evlilik tutumlarinin daha olumlu oldugunu goésteren
calismalar mevcuttur (Jacquet & Sura, 2001; Maden, 2015; Pretorius vd., 1991). Maden (2015), evlilik
tutumuyla aile i¢i catismalarin iliski oldugunu ve g¢atismal bir aile ortaminda buyiyen bireylerin evlilige
yonelik tutumlarinin da olumsuz oldugunu belirtmistir. Anne ve babasi ayri olan bireyler bosanmanin
travmatik etkisinden dolayi ileriki yasaminda; romantik iliskilerden kaginma, glivensizlik, terk edilme
korkusu, gecmis aile yasantisinin tekrar edebilecegi gibi duygular yasayabilir. Bu bakimdan evlilige karsi
tutumlarinin da diger bireylere gére daha olumsuz olmasi kendi ebeveynleri gibi benzer siiregleri yasama
korkusuyla agiklanabilir.

Arastirma sonucundan elde edilen bir diger bulguya gore evlilik tutumu bireylerin cinsel istismar
yasantisinin olup olmamasina gére anlamh diizeyde farklilasmaktadir. Sonuglara gore cinsel istismar
yasantisi olan bireylerin olmayan bireylere gore evlilik tutumlarinin daha olumsuz oldugu goriilmiustr.
Alan yazinda, cinsel istismar yasantisi ile evlilik tutumu arasindaki iliskiye yonelik herhangi bir ¢calismaya
rastlaniimamistir. Cinsel istismar O0ykusi olan bireylerde 6fke, umutsuzluk, sucluluk ve dismanlk gibi
duygular (Shrivastava vd., 2017) olusurken, bununla birlikte psikolojik, biyolojik, cinsel ve sosyal sorunlar
yasandigl (Aktepe, 2009), ayni zamanda romantik iliskilerde de ciddi problemler meydana geldigi (Keskin
& Cam, 2005) belirtiimektedir. Bu baglamda bireyde olusan sucluluk ve glvensizlik duygusu kisinin
romantik iliskilerden kaginmasina ve evlilige karsi olumsuz tutum gelistirmesine sebep olabilir.

Maliyet ve zaman kisitlamalari arastirmayi belirli bir 6érneklem ile sinirlandirmaktadir. Cogunlukla
Universite 6grencilerine uygulanmasiyla birlikte ayni zamanda cinsel istismar yasantisi olan bireylerin bunu
paylasmak istememesi de arastirmanin sinirliliklari arasinda sayilabilir. Kisinin bilissel yapisi ve istismar
strecini nasil degerlendirdigi gibi degiskenler 6nem ifade etmektedir (Gilile¢ vd., 2012). Bu yiizden
katiimcilarin maddeleri samimi derecelendirmemis ihtimalleri bulunmaktadir. Elde edilen sonuglari
genelleyebilmek icin yapilacak yeni calismalarin daha biylik ve genis gruplardan olusmasi ve farkli
demografik 6zelliklerin de arastirmaya dahil edilmesi faydali olacaktir. Ayrica nitel arastirma yontemleri
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gibi farkli arastirma desenleriyle ¢alisiilmasinin evlilik tutumu, toplumsal cinsiyet algisi ve gelisik duygulu
cinsiyetgilik kavramlarinin ¢ok yonli degerlendirilmesine katki saglayacagi duisunilmektedir. Alan
yazindaki ¢alismalar ile bu arastirma sonuglari bir arada degerlendirildiginde evlilige iliskin tutumlarin
daima toplumun ve bireylerin kultlrel degerleri etrafinda sekillendigi géz éninde bulundurulmahdir.
Arastirmada cinsiyete iliskin yasanan degiskenligin, evlilik tutumunun toplumsal cinsiyet rolleri, kllttrel
ve dini degerler gibi farkl degiskenlerle de incelenmesi faydali olabilir. Bu sebeple, geng yetiskinlerin evlilik
ve aile yasamina yonelik deger kaliplarini ve cinsiyet algilarini belirlemek i¢in daha genis ¢apli arastirmalar
planlanmalidir.
Yazar Katki Orani

Arastirmanin planlanmasindan tartisma béliminiin yazilmasina kadar her asamada ¢alismanin
yazarlari esit oranda katkida bulunmustur.

Etik Beyan

“Yiksekogretim Kurumlari Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigi Yonergesinde’ yer alan tim kurallara
uyulmus ve yonergenin ikinci béliminde yer alan “Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigine Aykiri Eylemlerden”
higbiri gergeklestirilmemistir.

Catisma Beyani

Bu arastirmada herhangi bir ¢ikar catismasi yoktur.
Tesekkiir veya Notlar
Calismaya gondlli olarak katilan tiim katihmcilara tesekkir ederiz.
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