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Abstract

The aim of this research is to assess the studies carried out in Turkey regarding the factors
influencing individuals' educational decisions. A systematic review was conducted, searching
for relevant studies using keywords related to the study title and various criteria in databases
such as ULAKBIM, Google Scholar, ERIC, the Web of Science, and Scopus between 2013 and
2023. The PRISMA checklist was used at every stage to minimize bias in the systematic review.
After scanning, 30 studies were included in this research and systematically analyzed based on
their findings. The outcomes show that the factors affecting educational decisions are
categorized under socio-cultural, occupational, individual, and environmental themes. Socio-
cultural factors include the education level of parents, annual family income, number of people
and students in the household, place of residence, public education share, and type of school.
Occupational factors consist of personal and professional development, academic career and
research skills acquisition, and economic return. Individual factors include women allocating
more budgets to education investments, awareness of education, and academic success.
Environmental factors encompass the university's reputation, opportunities, relations with other
institutions, quality of academic staff, and city opportunities. More studies are required to
identify the factors influencing individuals' educational decisions.
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Education plays an important role in improving individuals' self-awareness,
upward mobility of disadvantaged individuals, and changing their social status and
future (Yu & Wenjing, 2021). Since education, one of the basic components of human
capital, provides lifelong knowledge and personality traits that will increase future
productivity, individuals decide to continue their education by investing labour, time
and money (Karakitik & Ginbey, 2022). The decision to invest in education is one
of the most important decisions taken by individuals and this issue continues to attract
the attention of researchers. The fact that there is a strong relationship between
investment in education and the rate of return in the context of the development and
improvement of education has kept the interest in this issue alive for many years
(Dincd, 2019; Hien, 2018; Purnastuti et al., 2015). In addition to the relationship
between investment in education and income, other broader benefits such as being
more productive, healthy and engaging in behaviours that increase cultural level
reveal the importance of investment in education (Becker, 2009). Although
neuroscience studies that emphasise the complexity of the factors and processes
behind behaviours and decisions have only recently begun (Ozdem & Kara, 2022),
there is a relatively large amount of research on the behavioural factors affecting the
decision making process of continuing and investing in education. Increasing
awareness of education, which is one of the basic components of social development
and progress, is among the primary tasks of every country. The educated human
resources of a society can make beneficial contributions to society. This fact increases
the importance of education in society and leads both countries and individuals to
invest in education more than ever before.

The decision-making process regarding education is influenced by several
factors that are shaped by the unique characteristics of an individual's society,
environment, and family. The findings obtained from the studies categorise the factors
affecting individuals' educational decisions as individual preferences such as career
opportunities, intellectual development or social status (Boyer, 1987; Fischer et al.,
1987; Litten, 1991); environment, experience and skills (Pascariati & Ali, 2022);
cultural (culture, subculture, social class), social (reference groups, family, role and
position), personal (age and life cycle stages, occupation, economic status, lifestyle,
personality and self) and psychological factors (motivation, perception, learning,
beliefs and behaviours) (Biimen, 2015). The family environment has also a significant
impact on a person's decision to invest in their education. Yu and Wenjing (2021)
state that family income level is an important factor affecting the investment of urban
and rural residents in children's education; the gender, number and birth order of
children affect the distribution of family educational investment. Similarly, it is
revealed that factors such as parents' educational attainment, occupation type, and
parents' education levels include the characteristics of the parents. Studies show that
families with higher education generally send their children to kindergartens that meet
their expectations, while those with lower levels of education can send their children
to kindergartens only if their economic situation allows. It is known that parents'
awareness of education is effective in their children's educational investment
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decisions, and a study on this subject reveals the factors affecting this awareness in
the contexts of out-of-pocket expenditures, foregone earnings, return on education,
planning, process, quality and competitiveness (Wati & Sahid, 2022). The influence
of parental awareness and education levels, as well as the socio-environmental context
in which an individual resides, has been observed to significantly impact their
decision-making process concerning education. According to Tun¢ and Karakdtik
(2022), place of residence is an important factor. Accordingly, living in rural areas
creates both economic pressure and a sense of cultural isolation, and students living
in rural areas need more economic support from their families. In addition, children
from families with low educational levels are less likely to go to university. In this
context, it is possible to assert that the traits of the parents and the environment in
which the individual lives have an impact on the decisions that are made about the
individual's educational pursuits.

Individuals with a higher education level are better able to learn new
information, develop new abilities, and become accustomed to cutting-edge
technologies. Workers can increase productivity through the capital related to the
knowledge and skills they use in labour and work. If it reflects higher levels of human
capital, which is primarily a result of increased education, then there should be a
positive relationship between educational attainment and earnings (Saxton, 2000). In
this context, economic factors can be stated as a factor affecting individuals'
investment decisions in education. Education investments are too complex to be
reduced only to government expenditures and compulsory education. Because the
decision to continue education or the amount of investment - especially at the end of
the compulsory education process - is directly related to families' awareness of
education. In the Turkish context, %10 of the approximately sixteen million students
enrolled in the compulsory education system are enrolled in private schools.
Therefore, it is seen that household income is as important as the level of awareness
of the budget allocated to education. Therefore, this study aims to examine the impact
of factors such as educational investment, cost, household expenditures, and
awareness of families on individuals' decision to continue education holistically. For
this purpose, the research question is as follows:

1. What are the factors affecting the educational decisions of individuals in the
studies identified as a result of systematic review?

Method

This research was conducted using a systematic review method. A systematic
review provides a rigorous summary of all existing primary research in response to a
research question (Clarke, 2011). In addition, it is the gathering and synthesizing of
publications related to the research question according to predetermined criteria
(Higgins & Green, 2011). The main features of the systematic review are; examining
all the studies selected within the framework of certain criteria, determining a clear
and repeatable method, determining clear and clear objectives, having inclusion and
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exclusion criteria, and synthesizing and presenting the findings in a systematic way
(Bellibag & Gilimiis, 2018).

Research Model

This study aims to compile and analyse the studies in the relevant literature in
Turkey to determine the factors affecting individuals' decisions to continue and invest
in education. The research was conducted in 2023 using various criteria on indexes
and databases such as ULAKBIM, Google Scholar, ERIC, Web of Science, and
Scopus. Table 1 shows the databases and keywords used in the research.

Table 1.
Database and keywords
Database Keywords

"household expenditure” AND "education", "out-of-pocket education
expenditure” AND "factors" OR "factors", "parents' educational

preferences™ OR "school decisions", "decision to continue education”
OR "intention"

ULAKBIM

“households’ spending on education” OR “schools”, “factors” AND*“out
Google Scholar of pocket spending”, “parents decisions AND “school” OR
“education”, “Turkey” OR “Tiirkiye” OR “Turkiye”

“households’ spending on education” OR “schools”, “factors” AND “out
ERIC of pocket spending”, “parents decisions AND “school” OR
“education”, “Turkey” OR “Tiirkiye” AND “Turkiye”

“households’ spending on education” OR “schools”, “factors” AND
Web of Science  “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions AND “school” OR

“education”, “Turkey” OR “Tiirkiye” OR “Turkiye”

“households’ spending on education” OR “schools”, “factors” AND
Scopus “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions AND “school” OR

“education”, “Turkey” OR “Tiirkiye” OR “Turkiye”

The searches made with the keywords in Table 1 were narrowed down to the
fields of social sciences, educational sciences and English and Turkish language
options. The narrowing methods and extraction steps are shown in a prism pattern in
Figure 1.
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Figure 1
Data set obtained by prism method
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Compilation Criteria

One of the important steps of systematic review research is to determine certain
criteria before conducting a review. The criteria used to determine the studies included
in or excluded from the research are given in Table 2.
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Table 2

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

e
Research articles conducted in Turkey v
Articles between 2013 and 2023 v
Articles written in English and Turkish v
Proceedings v
Articles before 2013 X
Theoretical studies X
Book chapters X
Reports X
Master theses X
PhD theses X

When the criteria in Table 2 are evaluated, it is seen that field studies such as
research articles and papers that determine the factors affecting individuals' decisions
to continue education and investment decisions are determined as inclusion criteria;
book chapters, theoretical studies, theses and reports and studies conducted before
2012 are determined as exclusion criteria. Based on the assumption that education
expenditures, like other expenditures, may have been negatively affected by the
current economic structure of Turkey, studies conducted before 2013 are excluded
from the scope of this study. In addition, since the articles of master's and doctoral
theses and dissertations on household education expenditures and their effects on
education decisions can be accessed, more recent articles are included in the scope of
the study, while thesis studies and reports are not included in the study.

Analysis Steps

In this research, a systematic review process following the prism (Moher et al.,
2009) flowchart was applied. This process consists of 4 stages: In the first stage,
ULAKBIM, Google Scholar, ERIC, Web of Science, and Scopus databases were
accessed and the studies in the literature on the factors affecting individuals' decisions
to continue and invest in education were listed. In the second stage, the studies were
extracted and duplicates were separated. In the third stage, the studies were evaluated
in terms of relevance. In the fourth stage, the studies included in the scope of the
research were determined definitively. At the end of the systematic review process
carried out following the Prism flow chart, 30 publications were included in the
analysis process. Information about these works is shown in Table 3 below.
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Table 3.

Data set obtained as a result of screening

No Author/Year Summary
L Karaaslan and Using _the 2019 Household Budget Survey, this study revealed
Tekmanh (2022)  education expenditures in Turkey.
In this study, career commitment and career decision regrets of
2 Tung and Tung guidance counsellors and guidance and psychological counselling
(2022) undergraduate students were examined.
3 Ercan and Kasalak  This §tudy revegled t_he determinants of household higher
(2021) education expenditures in Turkey.
) This research analysed how education expenditures of different
4 Kose and Akyol socio-economic groups are related to their income and degree of
(2021) equality.

The purpose of this study was to determine whether students’

. confidence in their ability to make career decisions mediates the

5 Iiter (2021a) link between their grades and their desire to continue their
education after the undergraduate level.

Polat Husrevsahi  |n this study, the household expenditures of students in Turkey

6 ?ggz?)zturk for the Higher Education Examination were analyzed.

This study examined whether the awareness levels of university
students who are continuing their undergraduate programmes

7 flter (2021b) toward_s postgr_aduate education predict their postgraduate
education intentions.
Patrinos, This study investigated the private and social returns of
8 Psacharopoulos investment in education in Turkey using the 2017 Household
and Tansel Labour Force Survey and alternative methodologies.
(2021)
9 Altun and Karasu  This research aimed to shed light on the current state of data-
(2021) driven decision making for students receiving special education.
Yolcu and This study revealed the educational expenditures made by

10 Yesilyurt (2020)  families during early childhood care and education.

In this study, the mediating role of awareness of graduate

. education in the relationship between undergraduate academic

11 Iter (2020) achievement average and graduate education intention was
examined.

(continued)
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Table 3 (continue)

12 Calmasur and

In this study, the factors affecting the education expenditures of

Algur (2020) households were investigated.
Kiren-Giirler and  This study determined the determinants of household education
13 Demirogullart expenditures and to examine whether education expenditures

(2020)

across education levels are affected by the same determinants.

14 Aktan (2020)

The study aimed to learn teachers' perspectives on career
development considering postgraduate education, the difficulties
they face and the solutions they suggest.

15 Tabak (2020)

The research determined the effect of family income status and
educational expenses on educational participation by analysing
the views of families whose children study at private schools.

The article calculated the heavy burden effect of household
education expenditures with Logit and Tobit modelling using
TURKSTAT 2017 Household Budget Survey.

16 Kuvat and
Kizilgél (2020)
17 Calmasur and

Kilig (2018)

In this study, income elasticity values of 12 main commodity
groups were estimated using the Household Budget Survey data
of the Turkish Statistical Institute for 2014 and the commaodity
groups were evaluated in terms of their characteristics.

18 Ince (2018)

This study determined Generation Z’s career preferences, future
expectations, and the values they care about in business life.

19 Bayram (2018)

This research reflected neo-liberal economic policies by revealing
the privatisation of education in Turkey.

This study investigated the relationship between education
investments and economic growth in Turkey.

In this study, the career decision-making process was discussed.
Gender, economic status, and whether these difficulties change or
not were analysed. At the same time, the relationship between
identity and career decision-making difficulties was explained.

Using data from the Household Budget Surveys of 2003, 2007,
and 2012, this study analyzed household expenditures on
education within the framework of the Engel curve.

20 Recepoglu and
Zuhal (2017)

21 Tras and Gokge
(2017)
Acar, Cilasun

22 and Gunalp
(2016)

23 Karacabey et al.,

(2016)

The purpose of this research is to explore the factors that
influence students' decisions to enroll or remain in higher
education and to learn what they hope to gain from their
university experience.

(continued)
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Table 3 (continue)

Bayar and This study had two focal points: To analyse the determinants of
24 Yanik-ilhan education expenditures of Turkish households and to reveal the
(2016) impact of different income groups on education expenditures.
) The study revealed household expenditures by life cycle in
25 Cilasun and Turkey and the components of these expenditures through the
Kirdar (2015) 2003 Turkey Household Budget Survey.

This study aimed to determine how much money families who

send their children to public educational institutions spend on

26 Ulusoy and their children's education and whether this amount varies

Yolcu (2014) acc_ort()jling to school-related variables and some socio-economic
variables.

This study investigated the financial burden of out-of-pocket

97 Silki and education expenditures on household income using TURKSTAT
Abdioglu (2014) data.

This study investigated how the share of education expenditures
28 in the household budget varies in Turkish households with
Susanli (2013) different gender— age compositions of children.

This study aimed to determine (1) the difficulties faced by

postgraduate education candidates in the field of educational

29 Alabas et al., sciences and (2) the factors affecting the decision-making

(2012) processes of teachers with master's degrees in primary and
secondary education.

This study aimed to determine the individual return rate of
. students who completed their undergraduate education at
30 O“ZSOy z?md Eskisehir Anadolu University Faculty of Literature, Faculty of
Surmeli (2012) Education, Faculty of Law, Faculty of Communication Sciences,
and Faculty of Economics and Administrative Sciences.

Ethical Committee Approval

Since this research was not conducted on individuals, it didn’t require an ethics
committee decision.

Data Analysis

The data obtained in this study were analyzed according to the descriptive
content analysis used in systematic review research. Descriptive content analysis
summarizes the existing situation of a certain subject and sheds light on future
research to eliminate deficiencies in the field (Gough et al., 2017).
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Results

The data obtained by reviewing the studies conducted in Turkey show that the
factors affecting individuals' decisions on education expenditures are socio-cultural,
occupational, individual and environmental, respectively. The findings visualized in
Figure 2 are discussed under the relevant headings.

Figure 2.

Factors affecting education expenditures

Culture (subculture, social class)

Experiences Social
Skills Reference groups
Family
EIWIHI]HMEIITIIL Roles and positions
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Note: Generated by the researchers.

Socio-Cultural Factors

The analysed studies on education expenditures, which are directly affected by
the social and cultural lives of individuals, are gathered around recurring patterns such
as culture, subculture, social class, family structure, roles and responsibilities.
Compiled studies show that socio-cultural factors such as parents' level of education
(Bayar & Yanik-ilhan, 2016; Cilasun & Kirdar, 2015; Calmasur & Algur, 2020; Ercan
& Kasalak, 2021; Kose & Akyol, 2021; Siilkii & Abdioglu, 2014; Yolcu & Yesilyurt,
2022), annual income of the family (Acar et al., 2016; Calmasur & Algur, 2020; Ercan
& Kasalak, 2021; Kose & Akyol, 2021; Siilkii & Abdioglu, 2014; Yolcu & Yesilyurt,
2020), the number of people and students in the household (Calmasur & Algur, 2020;
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Ercan & Kasalak, 2021; Karaaslan & Tekmanli, 2022; Siilkii & Abdioglu, 2014;
Yolcu & Yesilyurt, 2020), the place where the family lives (city centre/rural)
(Recepoglu & Zuhal, 2017, Siilkii & Abdioglu, 2014; Sahin & Aydin, 2017; Yolcu &
Yesilyurt, 2020), public allocation for education (Cilasun & Kirdar, 2015; Recepoglu
& Zuhal, 2017; Sitlki & Abdioglu, 2014; Sahin & Aydin, 2017), and the type of
school the child attends (Ercan & Kasalak, 2021; Yolcu & Yesilyurt, 2020; Acar et
al., 2016; Cilasun & Kirdar, 2015; Siilkii & Abdioglu, 2014) have a significant impact
on individuals' educational decisions.

When the literature is analysed, it is seen that the share allocated from the public
to education is directly related to the region or province where the school is located,
because the literature reveals that the quality of education provided varies according
to different schools and regions. Moreover, studies emphasise the importance of
public investments in both increasing the quality of education and reducing the impact
of poverty (Sahin & Aydin, 2017). Another study conducted by Siilkii and Abdioglu
(2014) emphasized that access to education, rather than quality, should be considered
a major problem. Also, they noted that being a rural resident creates difficulties in
accessing education. This situation is explained by Recepoglu and Zuhal (2017) with
the socio-economic development levels of the provinces and the economic growth
level of the region in which they are located. Therefore, discussing the quality of
education given to the children of rural families who cannot offer social opportunities
such as cinema, theater and sports to their children creates contradictions with the
principle of equal opportunity in education.

As another situation that creates inequality in education expenditures, the type
of school attended by the child is seen as one of the issues meticulously addressed in
these studies. Families with higher socio-economic status, who are more concerned
with their children success, may send their children to private schools (Calmasur &
Algur, 2020). Although many factors such as the number of people in the household,
the employment status of the mother and the income status of the family are
mentioned, Bayram (2018) states that schools in Turkey have entered a rapid
privatisation process considering data from TURKSTAT and MoNE. The transfer of
financial resources expected to be allocated from public schools to private schools has
deepened poverty and deprived children at these socio-economic levels of their right
to quality education. Similarly, Cilasun and Kirdar (2015) state that children from
families with lower education levels are caught in the human capital trap like their
parents. Cultural and social activities, and school expenditures, require a certain
amount of investment in the decision on education expenditures. Having an internet
connection at home (Ercan & Kasalak, 2021), whether parents smoke or not, whether
they do sports or go to the cinema have an impact on household education
expenditures (Karaaslan & Tekmanli, 2022). Therefore, it is possible to say that
increasing social and cultural capital also increases intellectual capital. Individuals
with higher human capital have higher shares in education expenditures. However,
research has shown that it will not be possible to reduce the gap between private and
public schools by ensuring equality of opportunity without making it a priority
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government policy to provide education as a public right to everyone under equal
conditions.

Professional Factors

Individuals' decisions regarding education and educational expenditures are
determined by factors such as career opportunities, intellectual development, social
status or self-actualisation. Ilter (2021b) found that the level of academic achievement
and self-efficacy are directly proportional and that high achievement and self-efficacy
have a constructive effect on the decision to continue graduate programmes. There are
a number of studies on the factors affecting the decision to continue postgraduate
education for teachers (Aktan, 2020; Alabas, et al., 2012; Tabak, 2020). In these
studies, it was stated that teachers continue their education because they want to
realise their personal and professional development, academic career and research
skills. In the study conducted by Tung and Tung (2022) using a measurement tool, the
findings on career regret measured in addition to the educational decision revealed
that the career commitment of teachers working in the field of guidance and
psychological counselling was affected by educational decisions by 17%.

When the studies involving students are analysed, it is seen that the periods when
families spend the most are the exam periods of their children. It has been revealed
that the out-of-pocket expenditures of families with students who will take the Higher
Education Transition Examination are considerably higher than the expenditures in
previous years (Oztiirk, 2021). Household education expenditure studies show that
the budget allocated to education is directly related to the educational services
received (Kiren-Giirler & Demirogullari, 2020). Therefore, individuals' expenditure
decisions may be directly proportional to the return they will obtain at the end of that
education. Similarly, Ozsoy and Siirmeli (2012) state that the faculty of law has the
highest return because of the expenditures analysed on the basis of faculties.
Following the faculty of law are the faculties of communication, faculty of economics
and administrative sciences, education and science and literature, respectively.

Individual Factors

Following the sociocultural and occupational factors that shape educational
expenditures, another heading covers individual factors. Psychological factors such
as age and life cycle stages, economic status, lifestyle, personality and self,
motivation, perception, learning, beliefs, and behaviours are included under this
heading. Compiled studies show that gender is an important factor in educational
decisions (Cilasun & Kirdar, 2015; Patrinos et al., 2021; Tun¢ & Tung, 2022). Patrinos
et al. (2021) calculated that the returns to education are higher for women than men,
and it has been revealed that more budget is allocated to the education of women of
the same age than men in education investments (Cilasun & Kirdar, 2015).

Awareness can be a factor in education expenditures as much as gender.
Calmasur and Kili¢ (2018) concluded that families consider education expenditures
as luxury consumption. In studies conducted with undergraduate students, it was
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revealed that awareness of education is a significant predictor of educational intention
and positively affects the decision to continue postgraduate education (ilter, 2021b).
The same researcher underlined the mediating role of academic achievement and
awareness of graduate education in his study with graduate students (ilter, 2020a).

Environmental Factors

Discussions on environmental factors are associated with the working
environment, the location of the institution where education is received and the
opportunities it provides experience and skills. The reputation of the university, the
opportunities it offers, its relations with other institutions, the quality of its academic
staff and the opportunities offered by the city have an impact on students' university
choices (Tuncali-Yaman & Cakir, 2017). The opportunities offered and possessed by
the organisation especially affect the career preferences of Generation Z. ince's (2018)
study states that the career preferences of this generation, born in the late 1990s and
early 2000s, are shaped by their expectations and values. This generation attaches
importance to having a desk job, being the boss of their own initiatives, respectability,
being able to show their talents and enjoying their work.

In their study conducted with students and teachers, Altun and Karasu (2021)
state that teachers who can discover the learning characteristics of their students rely
on the data they collect from the environment while turning their decisions into action.
As a result of this study, it was found that the data collected from the school
environment, where students and school stakeholders are located, are combined with
the experience and skills of teachers and put into action by classifying students
according to their individual learning characteristics.

Discussion, Conclusion and Suggestions

Decision-making is one of the basic behaviours of individuals in daily life. The
decision to continue education and to invest in education differs from daily decisions
in that it is effective on individuals' lives, way of thinking, attitudes and behaviours
and its results are seen in a long time. Because of their social nature, people’s
educational choices are influenced by both their individual characteristics and their
social context. In other words, decision-making is an interactive process and many
factors affect and are affected by this process. Decisions related to education shape
the social, cultural, and economic environment of the individual and are also shaped
by these environments. Therefore, education, which is one of the most important
decisions taken by the individual, is a field that changes and transforms society and
the individual. Determining the factors affecting educational decisions, which is also
the focus of this research, is important in transforming both the individual and the
society in this context.

According to the findings obtained from the studies examined within the scope
of the review, it is seen that the factors affecting educational decisions are socio-
cultural, professional, individual and environmental, respectively. Therefore, it is seen
that socio-cultural characteristics are an important factor in educational decisions; in
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other words, the conditions of the environment in which the individual grows up
directly affect the educational decision. Considering that the most important
environment that shapes and raises the individual is the family, the characteristics of
the family play a primary role in educational decisions. Parents' awareness of the
importance of education is affected by their knowledge and level of education, and
families with a high level of awareness use the right ways when making educational
decisions about their children (Card, 1999; Kumi-Yeboah et al., 2017; Robbins, 2000;
Wati & Said, 2022). It is revealed that the economic power of the family affects the
decisions to invest in education and, in relation to this, exhibits school selection
behaviours in terms of receiving quality education. The relationship between income
and education decisions is important in providing quality education conditions and
outcomes in a context. The findings of this study also revealed that the increase in the
income level of the family affected the decision to send their children to private
schools. Some studies also reveal that the environment and conditions provided by the
educational institution greatly affect how the family will determine their goals of
investing in education (Alonso-Carrera et al., 2020; Dhanaraj, 2019). Mocetti (2012)
found that the risk of failure in school is strongly influenced by the economic and
cultural background of young people. Thus, schools may fail to fill the gaps of those
from disadvantaged families, while initial inequalities may be exacerbated by several
factors in the school environment. On the other hand, returns to education are known
to vary across observable factors such as school quality and parental education (Card,
1999).

The second of the factors affecting the educational decisions of individuals was
found to be occupational factors. It is seen that occupational factors are related to the
career and status they will have by continuing their education, as well as the
development of their intellectual development level with the education they receive
and the need for self-realisation of the knowledge they will acquire through education.
The findings obtained under this theme show that the relationship between having a
career and educational decision and educational investment comes to the fore.
Considering that a career provides status and intellectual development, it can be
emphasised that having a career by continuing education will have many outcomes.
The individual who has a certain career also wants to benefit from the advantages of
the status it brings. In the data analysed in this study, it was determined that families
invested more in students to attend faculties such as law, economics or business
administration in order for them to have a higher status and income. VVocational factor
is also considered vocational development in some studies. Positive characteristics
such as ensuring professional success, updating professional knowledge and skills,
and liking the profession underlie vocational education decisions (Eroglu & Ozbek,
2020). On the other hand, professional experience can be said to be an important part
of career development (Akos et al., 2021). It can also be argued that career is related
to motivation. London (1993) examined the relationships between career motivation,
empowerment and career development support. Ismail et al. (2013) found that career
development is an important mediating variable in the relationship between career
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programmes and personal outcomes. Gaeta and Di Maio (2015) found that having
highly educated parents with prestigious status and a good family background is
effective in the decision to enrol in university instead of dropping out. Similarly,
family background, especially parental education, strongly influences young people’s
post-secondary choices (Nguyen & Taylor, 2003).

In line with the findings obtained from these studies, it has been shown that
individual characteristics such as gender and academic achievement affect
individuals' decisions to continue and invest in education. In particular, it was
concluded that women spend more on education than men. This finding can be stated
that women have a higher awareness of education than men. The environmental factor
revealed in the studies examined within the scope of the research shows that the
identity of the institution where the individual receives education, the opportunities it
provides and the environment in which it is located affect the behaviour of investing
in and continuing education. In other words, it can be concluded that the fact that the
institution where they want to continue their education has a longer experience and
the budget they allocate for the development of their students is high affects the
individual's decision to receive education in that institution and thus causes the budget
that the individual allocates for educational investment to increase. In the literature,
there are different studies on school dropout as well as continuing education.
Especially school dropouts are among the frequently studied topics (Berger, 2019;
Brekke, 2014; Kumar et al., 2023; Peguero, 2011). Rumberger (2001) emphasised an
individual perspective focusing on individual factors associated with dropout and an
institutional perspective focusing on contextual factors found in students' families,
schools, communities and peers. Cameron and Heckman (1991) focused on the
difference between traditional high school graduation and high school graduation
through equivalence. Accordingly, high school graduates with examination
certificates are more likely to participate in post-secondary education than high school
dropouts without examination certificates. Rice (1999) argues that short-run
movements in labour demand affect the decision to invest in further education.

Based on the findings and results obtained within the scope of the research, it
may be useful to make some suggestions. Since the studies included in the research
within the scope of the criteria used are limited to Turkey, a systematic review can be
conducted by reaching the studies conducted in different countries using the same
criteria. Since master's or doctoral theses were not included in the scope of this study,
research can be carried out within the scope of theses related to the subject.
Researchers can examine the effects of different socio-cultural characteristics on
educational decisions. In this context, criteria such as ethnic origin, disadvantaged
groups or religious beliefs can be used. The effects of family and occupational factors
on career choice in educational decisions can be analysed in more detail. Practitioners
can create policies that ensure equal opportunities. Gender-based decisions in career
choice can be prevented. Families can be advised to raise awareness among their
children about the long-term benefits of education and to consider their interests and
abilities in their educational decisions. In conclusion, this systematic analysis
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emphasizes the importance of socio-cultural, occupational, individual and
environmental factors affecting individuals' educational decisions. These findings
may help to make educational policies and families' decisions on educational
preferences more conscious and effective.
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Egitim, bireylerin o6zfarkindalik diizeylerini gelistirmeleri, dezavantajli
bireylerin yukartya dogru hareketlilikleri, toplumsal stati ve geleceklerini
degistirmelerinde 6nemli rol oynamaktadir (Yu & Wenjing, 2021). Egitim insan
sermayesinin temel bilesenlerinden biridir. Gelecekteki tiretkenligi arttiracak bilgi ve
kisilik o6zellikleri egitim sayesinde kazanildigindan, bireyler emek, zaman ve para
yatirimi yaparak egitimlerini siirdiirme karar1 almaktadir (Karakiitik & Giinbey,
2022). Bu bakimdan egitime yatinm yapma karar1 bireylerin aldigi en 6nemli
kararlarin baginda gelmekte ve bu konu arastirmacilarin ilgisini gekmektedir. Egitime
yatirim ile getiri oran1 arasinda egitimin gelistirilmesi ve iyilestirilmesi baglaminda
giiclii bir iligkinin olmas1 bu konuya ilgiyi uzun yillardir canli tutmaktadir (Dinca,
2019; Hien, 2018; Purnastuti et al., 2015). Egitime yatirim ve gelir iligkisinin yan1 sira
daha tiretken ve saglikli olma ve kiiltiirel diizeyi arttiran davraniglarda bulunma gibi
daha genis faydalarimin olmasi egitim yatiriminin 6nemini ortaya koymaktadir
(Becker, 2009). Her ne kadar insan davraniglar1 ve kararlarinin arkasinda yatan etken
ve siireglerin davranigsal gostergelerle 6lglilemeyecek kadar karmasik oldugunu 6ne
siiren yaklagimlardan biri olan sinirbilim ¢alismalaria baslansa da (Ozdem & Kara,
2022), egitime devam etme ve yatirim yapma karar siirecini etkileyen davranigsal
etkenlere iliskin gorece ¢ok sayida arastirma bulunmaktadir. Toplumsal gelisme ve
ilerlemenin temel bilesenlerden olan egitime iliskin farkindaliginin arttirilmasi her
ulkenin birincil gorevleri arasindadir. Bir toplumun sahip oldugu egitimli insan
kaynagi bulundugu topluma katki saglayabilmektedir. Bu gercek, egitimin
toplumdaki Onemini artirmakta, hem {ilkelerin hem de bireylerin egitime her
zamankinden daha fazla yatirim yapmasi sonucunu dogurmaktadir.

Her birey iginde bulundugu toplum, ¢evre ya da ailenin 6zelliklerinin yarattigt
farkliliktan dolay1 egitime iliskin kararlar alirken ¢esitli etkenlerden etkilenmektedir.
Yapilan calismalardan elde edilen bulgular bireylerin egitim kararlarini etkileyen
etkenleri kariyer olanaklari, entelektiiel gelisim ya da sosyal statii gibi bireysel
tercihler (Boyer, 1987; Fischer ve digerleri, 1987; Litten, 1991); cevre, deneyim ve
beceriler (Pascariati & Ali, 2022); kiiltiirel (kiiltiir, alt kiiltiir, sosyal sinif), sosyal
(referans gruplari, aile, rol ve konum), kisisel (yas ve yasam dongiisii asamalari,
meslek, ekonomik durum, hayat tarzi, kisisellik ve benlik) ve psikolojik etkenler
(glidillenme, algi, Ogrenme, inan¢ ve davraniglar) (Biimen, 2015) olarak
siniflandirmaktadir. Ayni zamanda bireyi yetistiren ailenin de egitime yatirim
kararlarinda etkili oldugu goriilmektedir. Yu & Wenjing (2021), aile gelir diizeyinin,
kentsel ve kirsal kesimde yasayanlarin g¢ocuklarin egitimine yaptiklar yatirimm
etkileyen dnemli bir etken olduguna; ¢ocuklarin cinsiyeti, sayisi ve dogum sirasi aile
egitim yatinminin dagilimini etkiledigini belirtirken anne-babanin egitim anlayist,
meslek turd, anne- baba egitim diizeyi gibi etkenlerin anne-babanin 6zelliklerinin
icerdigini ortaya koymaktadir. Arastirmalara gore yiiksekogretim diizeyinde egitim
alan aileler cocuklarmi genellikle kendi beklentilerini karsilayan anaokullarina
gondermektedirler. Buna kargin, daha diisiik egitim diizeyine sahip aileler ise
cocuklarint ancak ekonomik durumlarinin elverdigi oOlgiide anaokullarina
gonderebilmektedirler. Cocuklarinin egitime yatirim kararlarinda anne- babanin
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egitime iliskin farkindaliklarinin etkili oldugu bilinmekte ve bu konuda yapilan bir
arastirma bu farkindalig1 etkileyen etkenleri cepten yapilan harcamalar, vazgecilen
kazang egitimin getirisi, planlama, siireg, kalite ve rekabet edebilirlik baglamlarinda
ortaya koymaktadir (Wati & Sahid, 2022). Bireyin anne ve babasinin egitime iligkin
farkindaligi ve egitim diizeyi ile yasadig1 ¢evrenin egitim ile ilgili alinan kararlarda
etkili oldugu goriilmektedir. Tung ve Karakiitiik (2022), yerlesim yerinin 6nemli bir
degisken oldugunu belirterek ozellikle kirsal bolgede yasamanin bireylere hem
ekonomik baski hem de kiiltiirel yalitilmislik (izolasyon) duygusu yarattigi, kirsal
bolgelerde yasayan dgrencilerin digerlerine gore ailelerinin ekonomik destegine daha
fazla gereksinim duyduklarini belirtmektedir. Buna ek olarak egitim diizeyi diisiik
ailelerin ¢ocuklarinin, iiniversiteye gitme olasiliklart da diisiik olmaktadir. Bu
baglamda anne-babanin ve bireyin yasadigi ¢evrenin Ozelliklerinin egitim
kararlarinda etkili oldugu sdylenebilir.

Bireylerin egitim diizeyi yiikseldikce, yeni bilgileri 6ztimseme, yeni beceriler
edinme ve yeni teknolojilere uyum saglama diizeyleri de yiikselmektedir. Calisanlar
iiretkenliklerini emekleri ve igyerinde kullandiklari bilgi ve beceri sermayeleri yoluyla
arttirabilir. Artan egitim sonucunda daha yiiksek insan sermayesi elde ediliyorsa,
egitim kazanimi ile kazanglar arasinda pozitif bir iliski olmast beklenmektedir
(Saxton, 2000). Bu baglamda bireylerin egitime yatinm kararlari etkileyen
etkenlerden biri ekonomik etkenler olarak belirtilebilir. Egitim yatirimlari, sadece
devlet harcamalar1 ve zorunlu egitime indirgenemeyecek kadar karmagiktir. Ciinki
egitime devam etme ya da yatirim miktar1 karari, 6zellikle zorunlu egitim siirecinin
sonuna gelindiginde, ailelerin egitime iligkin farkindaliklar ile dogrudan iliskilidir.
Tiirkiye baglaminda diisiintildiigiinde, Tiirkiye’deki zorunlu egitim sistemindeki
yaklasik on alt1 milyon &grencinin %10’u 6zel okullara kayithdir. Bu egitime ayrilan
biitce iizerinde farkindalik diizeyi kadar hane halk: gelirinin de etkili oldugu ortaya
koymaktadir. Dolayisiyla, bu ¢alismani amaci egitim yatirimi, maliyet, hane halki
harcamalari, ailelerin farkindalig1 gibi etkenlerin bireylerin egitime devam etme karar1
tizerindeki etkisini biitlinciil bir sekilde ele alabilmektir. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda
aragtirma sorusu soyle betimlenebilir:

1. Sistematik derleme sonucu belirlenen arastirmalarda bireylerin egitime
iliskin kararlarini etkileyen etkenler nelerdir?

Yontem

Bu aragtirma sistematik derleme yontemiyle gergeklestirilmigtir. Sistematik
derlemenin amaci, bir arastirma sorusuna yanit olarak varolan tiim birincil
arastirmalarin titiz bir 6zetini sunmaktir (Clarke, 2011). Ayrica arastirmanin sorusuna
iliskin yaymlarin 6nceden belirlenen élcltlere gore bir araya getirilip sentezlenmesidir
(Higgins & Green, 2011). Sistematik derlemenin temel &zellikleri; belirli 6lctt
cergevesinde secgilen caligmalarin tamaminin incelenmesi, agik ve yinelenebilir bir
yoéntemin belirlenmesi, agik ve net amaglarinin belirlenerek dahil etme ve hari¢ tutma
Olgiitlerinin olmasi, bulgularin sistematik bir bicimde sentezlenip sunulmasi olarak
belirtilmektedir (Bellibas & Giimiis, 2018).
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Arastirma Modeli

Bu caligmada bireylerin egitime devam etme ve yatinm yapma kararlarini
etkileyen etkenleri belirlemek icin Tiirkiye’de ilgili alanyazinda yer alan ¢aligmalarin
derlenmesi ve analiz edilmesi amaglanmaktadir. Aragtirma 2023 yilinda ULAKBIM,
Google Scholar, ERIC, Web of Science, Scopus gibi indeks ve veri tabanlari {izerinde
cesitli 6l¢iitler kullanilarak gergeklestirilmigtir. Tablo 1 veri tabanlari ve aragtirmada
kullanilan anahtar sézciikleri gostermektedir.

Tablo 1
Veri tabanlari ve anahtar sozciikler

Veri tabam Anahtar sozciikler

= 9 ¢

“hane halki harcamas1” VE “egitim”, “cepten ¢ikan egitim harcamalar1”
VE “etkenler” VEYA “faktorler”, “velilerin egitim tercihleri” VEYA

“okul kararlar1”, “egitime devam etme karar1”
VEYA “niyeti”

ULAKBIM

“households’ spending on education” VEYA “schools”, “factors” VE
Google Scholar ~ “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions VE “school” VEYA
“education”, “Turkey” VEYA “Tiirkiye” VEY A “Turkiye”

“households’ spending on education” VEYA “schools”, “factors” VE
ERIC “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions VE “school” VEYA
“education”, “Turkey” VEYA “Tiirkiye” VEYA “Turkiye”

“households’ spending on education” VEYA “schools”, “factors” VE
Web of Science  “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions VE “school” VEYA
“education”, “Turkey” VEYA “Tiirkiye” VEYA “Turkiye”
“households’ spending on education” VEYA “schools”, “factors” VE
Scopus “out of pocket spending”, “parents decisions VE “school” VEYA
“education”, “Turkey” VEYA “Tiirkiye” VEYA “Turkiye”

Tablo 1’deki anahtar sozciiklerle yapilan aramalar sosyal bilimler, egitim
bilimleri alanlar1 ve Ingilizce ve Tiirkge dil secenekleri ile daraltilmistir. izlenen
daraltma yontemleri ve ayiklama basamaklar1 Sekil 1°de prizma deseninde
gosterilmektedir.
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Sekil 1

Prizma yontemi ile elde edilen veri seti

"egitim yatinmlan", "egitim harcamalari", "aile egitim harcamalan",

"hane halki" "egitim harcamalan", "ebeveyn" "egitim harcamalan”,

"out of pocket spending”, "household's spending on education",
“spending on education"

@ergipa@@oogm Scho@c ERIC ) (Scopus >@eb of saenc}
e N 4 /

DergiPark: 1386
Google Scholar: 7386
ERIC: 2039
Scopus: 16
Web of Science: 11
Toplam: 10.838 calismaya
ulasildi

l

Dabhil etme/
Cikarma kriterleri | ——> | 10.794 ¢alisma cikarildi
uygulandi

. ——-) . . .
okumasina tabi ilgisiz olanlar ¢ikarildi

Kalan 44 ¢alisma
tam metin Tezler, eski QGIISm(ﬂGU
tutuldu

30 ¢alisma dahil
edildi

C Dahil Etme ) ( Ayirma ) C Tarama ) C Tanimlama )

Derleme Olcitleri

Sistematik derleme arastirmalarmin 6nemli adimlarindan biri tarama yapmadan
once belirli Olciitleri saptamaktir. Arastirmaya dahil edilen ya da arastirmadan
¢ikarilan ¢aligmalarin belirlenmesinde kullanilan 6l¢litler Tablo 2’de verilmektedir.
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Tablo 2

Dahil etme ve ¢ikarma olcitleri

Dahil etme/

Olgit Cikarma

Tiirkiye'de yiiriitiilen aragtirma makaleleri
2013-2023 yillart arasindaki makaleler
Ingilizce ve Tiirkge yazilmis makaleler
Bildiriler

2013 6ncesi makaleler

Teorik ¢aligsmalar

Kitap bolumleri

Raporlar

Yiiksek lisans tezleri

Doktora tezleri

X X X X X X < 4L &4

Tablo 2°de yer alan Slgiitler degerlendirildiginde bireylerin egitime devam etme
ve yatirim kararlarini etkileyen etkenleri belirleyen aragtirma makalesi, bildiri gibi
saha ¢alismalarinin sistematik derlemeye dahil etme 6l¢uti olarak belirlendigi; Kitap
bélumlerinin, kuramsal ¢alismalarin, tez ve raporlar ile 2012 yili 6ncesinde
gerceklestirilen ¢alismalarin ise ¢ikarma Olgiitii olarak belirlendigi goriilmektedir.
Diger masraflar gibi egitim harcamalarinin da Tiirkiye’nin ekonomik yapisindan
olumsuz etkilenmis olabilecegi varsayimiyla yola ¢ikilarak 2013 6ncesinde yapilan
caligmalar bu aragtirmanin kapsami diginda tutulmustur. Ayrica, hane halki egitim
harcamalar1 ve egitim kararlarindaki etkilerine yonelik hazirlanan yiiksek lisans ve
doktora tezlerinin makalelerine de erisim saglanabildiginden daha giincel olan
makaleler aragtirma kapsamina alinarak, tez ¢alismalar1 ve raporlar ¢calismaya dahil
edilmemistir.

Analiz Adimlan

Bu arastirmada prizma (Moher ve dig, 2009) akis semasini izleyen sistematik bir
derleme siirecine bagvurulmustur. Bu silire¢ 4 asamadan olusmaktadir: Birinci
asamada ULAKBIM, Google Scholar, ERIC, Web of Science, Scopus veri tabanlari
kapsaminda bireylerin egitime devam etme ve yatirim yapma kararlarini etkileyen
etkenler ile ilgili alanyazinda yer alan calismalarin calismalara ulagilmis ve bu
calismalar listelenmistir. Tkinci asamada calismalar ayiklanmis ve miikerrer olanlar
ayrilmistir. Uciincii asamada ¢alismalar uygunluk bakimindan degerlendirmeye tabi
tutulmustur. Dordiincii asamada ¢aligmalardan arastirma kapsamina daéhil edilenler
kesin olarak belirlenmistir. Prizma akis semasina uygun yliriitiilen sistematik derleme
siireci sonunda, bu arastirma kapsaminda 30 adet yayin analiz siirecine dahil
edilmistir. Bu yayinlara ait bilgiler agagida Tablo 3’te gosterilmistir.
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Tablo 3.

Tarama sonucu elde edilen veri seti

Say1 Yazar/Yil

Ozet

Karaaslan ve

2019 hane halki biitce anketinin kullanildigi bu arastima ile

Tekmanli (2022) Tiirkiye’de egitim harcamalari ortaya konmaya ¢alisilmigtir.
Bu calismada rehber Ogretmenler ile rehberlik ve psikolojik
Tung ve Tung . o o . -
2 danigmanlik lisans programi 6grencilerinin kariyer adanmigliklari ile
(2022) . . . o
kariyer karar1 pigmanliklari incelenmistir.
3 Ercan ve Kasalak Tiirkiye hane halki yiiksekgretim harcamalarmin belirleyicilerinin
(2021) ortaya ¢ikarilmasi bu aragtirmanin amacini olusturmaktadir.
4 Kdse ve Akyol Aragtirma, farkli sosyoekonomik gruplarin egitim harcamalarinin
(2021) gelirleri ve esitlik dereceleri ile nasil iliskili olduguna bakar.
Bu arastirmanmn amaci, Ogrencilerin kariyer kararlar1 verme
5 flter (2021a) becerilerine olan giivenlerinin, notlar1 ile lisans diizeyinden sonra
egitimlerine devam etme istekleri arasindaki baglantiya aracilik edip
etmedigini belirlemektir.
Polat . Aragtirmada, Tiirkiye'de Ogrencilerin yiiksekogretim sinavi hane
6 Husrevsahi ve halki harcamalar1 incelenmistir
Oztiirk (2021) st
Bu arastirmada heniiz lisans programina devam eden iiniversite
; ogrencilerinin lisansiistii egitime yonelik farkindalik diizeylerinin
7 Ilter (2021b) . . TS .
lisans sonrast lisansiistii egitim niyetlerini yordayip yordama durumu
incelenmistir.
Patrinos, Bu makale, 2017 hane halki isgiicii anketini ve alternatif
8 Psacharopoulos, metodolojileri kullanarak Tiirkiye'de egitime yapilan yatirimin dzel
ve Tansel (2021) ve sosyal getirilerini aragtirmaktadir.
9 Altun ve Karasu  Bu aragtirmanin amaci, 6zel egitim alan 6grenciler i¢in veriye dayali
(2021) karar vermenin mevcut durumuna 11k tutmaktir.
Yolcu ve Calismada ailelerin erken g¢ocukluk bakim ve egitimi doneminde
10  Yesilyurt yapmis olduklar1 egitim harcamalarinin ortaya konulmasi
(2020) amagclanmigtir
Bu aragtirmada, lisans akademik basari ortalamasi ile lisansiistii
11 flter (2020) egitim niyeti arasindaki iligkide lisansiistii egitime iliskin
farkindaligin aracilik rolii incelenmistir
12 Calmasur ve Bu ¢aligmada hane halklarinin yapmis olduklart egitim harcamalarini
Algur (2020) etkileyen etmenler arastirilmistir.
. . Bu c¢aligmanin amaci, hane halki egitim harcamalarinin
Kiren-Gdrler ve L - e - R
oo belirleyicilerini belirlemek ve egitim kademelerindeki egitim
13 Demirogullar R A . AP
(2020) harcamalarinin aym1  belirleyicilerden etkilenip etkilenmedigini

incelemektir.

(devam ediyor)
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Tablo 3 (devam)

14 Aktan (2020)

Calismanin amaci, 6gretmenlerin lisansiistii egitim 1s18inda kariyer
gelisimine bakis agilarini, karsilastiklar zorluklari ve onerdikleri
cOziimleri 6grenmektir.

15  Tabak (2020)

Aragtirma ¢ocu@u 0Ozel okulda 6grenim goren ailelerin egitime
katilimla ilgili goriisleri irdelenerek aile gelir durumu ve egitim
giderlerinin egitime katilim etkisini belirlemeyi amaglamaktadir.

Makale TUIK 2017 hane halki biitce anketini kullanarak Logit ve
Tobitmodellemeleri ile hane halki egitim harcamalarinin agir yik
etkisini hesaplamugtir.

16 Kuvat ve
Kizilgél (2020)
17 Calmasur ve

Kilig (2018)

Bu galismada, Tirkiye Istatistik Kurumunun 2014 yili hane halki
biitce anketi verileri kullanilarak 12 ana mal grubuna ait gelir
esneklik degerleri tahmin edilmis ve mal gruplari nitelikleri itibariyle
degerlendirilmistir.

18  Ince (2018)

Bu c¢alismanin amact Z kusaginin Kariyer tercihlerini, gelecek
beklentisini ve ishayatinda 6nemsedigi degerleri belirlemektir.

19 Bayram (2018)

Bu aragtirma, Tlrkiye'de egitimin 6zellestirilmesini ortaya koyarak
neo-liberalekonomi politikalarini yansitmaktadir.

Recepoglu ve

20 Zuhal (2017)

Bu caligma Tirkiye’de egitim yatirimlari ile ekonomik biylime
arasindaki iligkiyiaragtirmaktadir.

Tras ve Gokge

2L (o017)

Bu aragtirmada kariyere yonelik karar verme siireci ele alinmistir. Bu
giicliiklerin  cinsiyet, ekonomik durum, degisip degismedigi
incelenmistir. Aynt zamanda kimlik ve kariyere yonelik karar verme
giicliikleri arasindaki iligki agiklanmaya calisilmustir.

Acar, Cilasun
22 ve Glnalp
(2016)

2003, 2007 ve 2012 yillar1 hane halki bltce anketleri verilerini
kullanan ¢aligmahane halkinin egitim harcamalarini Engel egrisi
gergevesinde ele almaktadir.

Karacabey,

23  Boyacive
Ozdere (2016)

Bu aragtirmanin amaci, 6grencilerin yiiksekogretime kaydolma veya
yiiksekogrenimde kalma kararlarini etkileyen faktorleri kesfederek
iiniversite deneyimlerinden ne kazanmay1 umduklarimi 6grenmektir.

Bayar ve Yanik-

24 ilhan (2016)

Bu c¢alismanin iki odak noktasi bulunmaktadir: Tiurk hane
halklarinin egitim harcamalarinin  belirleyicilerini incelemek ve
farkli gelir gruplarinin egitim harcamalari tizerindeki etkisini ortaya
koymak.

Cilasun ve

2 Kirdar (2015)

Caligma, Turkiye'de yasam ddngisine gore hane halki
harcamalarini1 ve bu harcamalarin bilesenlerini 2003 tiirkiye hane
halki bitce anketi yoluyla ortaya gikarmaktadir.

Ulusoy ve

26 Voleu (2014)

Bu ¢aligmanin amaci, ¢ocuklarini kamu egitim kurumlarina génderen
ailelerin ¢ocuklarinin egitimine ne kadar para harcadiklarin1 ve bu
miktarin  okula bagli degiskenlere ve bazi sosyo-ekonomik
degiskenlere gore degisip degismedigini ortaya ¢itkarmaktir..

Silki ve
27  Abdioglu
(2014)

Bu calismada TUIK verilerinden yola c¢ikilarak cepten egitim
harcamalarinin ~ hane halki geliri iizerindeki mali yiki
arastirilmaktadir.

(devam ediyor)
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Tablo 3 (devam)

Bu makale, hane halki butcesindeki egitim harcamalarmin payinin,

28  Susanli (2013) cocuklarin farklicinsiyet-yas kompozisyonlar1 ile TUrk hanelerinde
nasil degistigini aragtirmaktadir.

Bu caligma ile (1) egitim bilimleri alaninda lisansiistii egitim

Alabag, Kamer adaylarmin karsilastiklart  zorluklarmm ve (2) ilkdgretim ve

29 ve Polat (2012)  ortadgretimde yiiksek lisans derecesine sahip Ggretmenlerin karar
verme siire¢lerinde etkili olan faktorlerin belirlenmesi amaglanmistir.
Caligma ile lisans egitimlerini Eskisehir Anadolu Universitesi
= Edebiyat, Egitim, Hukuk, Iletisim Bilimleri ile iktisadi ve Idari
Ozsoy ve o N . e .
30 N - Bilimler Fakiiltelerinde tamamlayan &grencilerin, {iniversiteye
Surmeli (2012) . A .
yaptiklar1 yatirnmin bireysel olarak geri doniis oranini belirlemek
amagclanmigtir.
Etik Kurul Karar

Bu aragtirma bireyler iizerinde gerceklestirilmediginden etik kurul karari
gerektirmemektedir.

Verilerin Analizi

Bu arastirmada elde edilen veriler sistematik derleme arastirmalarinda
yararlanilan betimsel icerik analizine goére ¢6ziimlenmistir. Betimsel icerik analizi
belli bir konu ile ilgili var olan durunun ne oldugunu 6zetleyerek alandaki eksiklikleri
gidermek adma gelecekte yapilacak olan arastirmalara 151k tutmaktadir (Gough ve
digerleri, 2017).

Bulgular

Tirkiye’de yapilmis caligmalar taranarak elde edilen veriler bireylerin egitim
harcamalarina iligkin kararlarini etkileyen etkenlerin sirastyla sosyo-kilttrel, mesleki,
bireysel ve gevresel oldugunu gostermektedir. Sekil 2°de gorsellestirilen bulgular
ilgili basliklar altinda tartisilmistir.
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Sekil 2.
Egitim Harcamalarina Etki Eden Etkenler

Kaltdr (alt kaltdr, sosyal sinif)

Deneyimler Sosyal
Beceriler Referans gruplar
Aile
[}EUHESEL Roller ve konum
ETKENLER SOSYO KULTUREL ETKENLER
0 oo
..‘ ‘9®Q’ Yas ve yasam dongus
e v o g
asamalan
Ekonomik durum
» Hayat tarzi
Kariyer olanaklar Psikolojik etmenler
Entelektuel gelisim « Kisisellik ve benlik

« Gudalenme, algl. 6grenme,
inang ve davranislar

Sosyal statt

MESLEK] ETKENLER EGITIME i
LA BIREYSEL ETKENLER
KARARLARINA
ETKI EDEN _}. ] {_
@i ETKENLER ’v\

Not: Arastirmacilar tarafindan olusturulmustur.

Sosyo-Kulturel Etkenler

Bireylerin sosyal ve Kkiiltiirel yasantilarindan dogrudan etkilenen egitim
harcamalarina iliskin analiz edilen caligmalar kiiltiir, alt kiiltiir, sosyal sinif, aile
yapist, rol ve sorumluluklar gibi tekrar eden oriintiiler etrafinda toplanmigtir. Derlenen
caligmalar anne-babanin egitim diizeyi (Bayar ve Yanik-ilhan, 2016; Cilasun ve
Kirdar, 2015; Calmasur ve Algur, 2020; Ercan ve Kasalak, 2021; Kdse ve Akyol,
2021; Sulki ve Abdioglu, 2014; Yolcu ve Yalgim, 2022), ailenin yillik geliri (Acar ve
dig, 2016; Calmasur ve Algur, 2020; Ercan ve Kasalak, 2021; Kdse ve Akyol, 2021;
Siilkii & Abdioglu,2014; Yolcu & Yalgin, 2020); hanedeki kisi ve 6grenci sayist
(Calmasur ve Algur, 2020; Ercan ve Kasalak, 2021; Karaaslan ve Tekmanli, 2022;
Sulki ve Abdioglu, 2014; Yolcu ve Yalgin, 2020); ailenin yasadigi yer (sehir
merkezi/kirsal) (Recepoglu ve Zuhal, 2017; Silki ve Abdioglu, 2014; Sahin ve
Aydin, 2017; Yolcu ve Yalgin, 2020); kamudan egitime ayrilan pay (Cilasun ve
Kirdar, 2015; Recepoglu ve Zuhal, 2017; Sulki ve Abdioglu, 2014; Sahin ve Aydin,
2017); ¢ocugun devam ettigi okul tirl (Ercan ve Kasalak, 2021; Yolcu ve Yalgin,
2020; Acar ve dig, 2016; Cilasun ve Kirdar, 2015; Siilkii ve Abdioglu,2014) gibi
sosyo-kiiltiirel etkenlerin bireylerin egitim kararlarina 6nemli dlgiide etkiledigini
goOstermektedir.

Yapilan arastirmalar kamudan egitime ayrilan payin okulun bulundugu bélge ya
da il ile dogrudan iligkili oldugunu gostermektedir ¢iinkii aragtirmalar, verilen egitim
hizmetinin niteliginin farkli okul ve bélgelere gore degisiklik gosterdigini ortaya
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koymaktadir. Ayrica arastirmalar kamu yatinmlarmin hem egitimin niteligini
artirmada hem de yoksullugun etkisini azaltmadaki etkisinin Gnemini
vurgulamaktadir (Sahin ve Aydm, 2017). Sahin ve Aydin’in (2017) bulgular ile
benzerlik gdsteren baska bir ¢aligma Siilkii ve Abdioglu (2014) tarafindan yiiriitiilmiis
ve nitelikten daha ¢ok egitime erisimin baglica bir sorun olarak ele alinmast
gerekliligini vurgulayan g¢alismalarinda kirsalda yerlesik olmanin egitime erigim
konusunda gii¢liikler yarattigini belirtmisglerdir. Bu durum Recepoglu ve Zuhal (2017)
tarafindan illerin sosyo-ekonomik gelismislik diizeyleri ve bulunduklari boélgenin
ekonomik biliylime diizeyi ile agiklanmaktadir. Dolayisiyla, ¢ocuklarina sinema,
tiyatro, spor gibi sosyal olanaklar sunamayan kirsalda yerlesik ailelerin gocuklarina
verilen egitimin niteliginin de tartisilmasi, egitimde firsat esitligi ilkesi ile ¢eliskiler
yaratmaktadir.

Egitim harcamalarinda esitsizlik yaratan bir diger durum olarak ¢ocugun devam
ettigi okul tiiri bu c¢aligmalarda titizlikle ele alinan konulardan biri olarak
goriilmektedir. Cocuklarinin basarisiyla daha ilgili olan sosyo ekonomik diizeyi
yuksek olan aileler ¢cocuklarinmi 6zel okula gonderebilmektedir (Calmasur & Algur,
2020). Hanedeki kisi sayisi, annenin ¢alisma ve ailenin gelir durumu gibi birgok
etkenden sz edilmesine karsin Bayram (2018) TUIK ve MEB’den aldig1 veriler
1s18inda Tiirkiye’deki okullarin hizli bir 6zellesme siirecine girdigini belirtmektedir.
Devlet okullarina aktarilmasi beklenen maddi kaynaklarin 6zel okullara aktarilmasi
yoksullugu derinlestirmis ve bu sosyo-ekonomik diizeydeki ¢ocuklarin nitelikli egitim
hakkin1 ellerinden almistir. Benzer sekilde Cilasun ve Kirdar da (2015) daha diisiik
egitim diizeyine sahip ailelerin ¢ocuklarinin da ebeveynleri gibi beseri sermaye
tuzagina yakalandiklarini ifade etmektedir. Egitim harcamalarina iliskin kararda okul
harcamalar1 kadar kiiltiirel ve sosyal etkinlikler de belli oranda yatirim
gerektirmektedir. Evde bir internet baglantisinin olmasi (Ercan ve Kasalak, 2021),
ebeveynlerin sigara icip igmemesi, spor yapmalar1 ya da sinemaya gitmeleri hane
halkinin egitim harcamalarinda etkilidir (Karaaslan ve Tekmanli, 2022). Bu nedenle,
sosyal ve kiiltiirel sermayenin artirilmasiin entelektiiel sermayeyi de artirdigini
sOylemek miimkiindiir. Daha yiiksek beseri sermayeye sahip bireyler, egitim
harcamalarinda daha yiiksek paylara sahiptir. Ancak, firsat esitliginin saglanarak 6zel
ve devlet okullart arasindaki farkin azaltilmasi, egitimin bir kamu hakk: olarak
herkese esit kosullarda sunulmasinin &ncelikli hiikiimet politikas1 haline gelmeden
miimkiin olamayacag1 aragtirmalarla sunulmustur.

Mesleki Etkenler

Bireylerin egitim ve egitim harcamalarina iliskin kararlar1 kariyer olanaklari,
entelektiiel gelisim, sosyal statii ya da kendini ger¢eklestirme gibi etkenler tarafindan
belirlenmektedir. ilter (2021b) lisansiistii egitime devam etme kararimi ele aldig
calismasinda akademik basari diizeyi ile 6z yeterliklerin dogru orantili oldugunu ve
yiiksek basar1 ve 6z yeterligin de lisansiistii programlara devam etme karari iizerinde
yapici bir etkisi oldugu bulgusuna ulasmustir. Ogretmenler 6zelinde lisansiistii egitime
devam etme kararini etkileyen etkenleri irdeleyen ¢aligmalarinda Aktan (2020),
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Alabasg ve digerleri (2012) ve Tabak (2020) bu meslek grubuna ait bireylerin kigisel
ve mesleki gelisim, akademik kariyer ve arastirma becerileri kazanma hedeflerini
gerceklestirmek istedikleri i¢in dgrenimlerine devam ettiklerini ifade etmislerdir.
Tun¢ ve Tung (2022) tarafindan bir dlgme araci kullanilarak yiiriitiilen ¢aligmada,
Ogrenim kararina ek olarak olgiilen kariyer pismanligina dair bulgular rehberlik ve
psikolojik danigma dalinda ¢alismakta olan 6gretmenlerin kariyer adanmisliklarinin
egitim kararlarindan % 17 oraninda etkilendigini ortaya koymustur.

Ogrencileri kapsayan caligmalar incelendiginde ailelerin en gok harcama yaptig
donemlerin  gocuklarinin  sinav  donemleri oldugu goriilmektedir. Ozellikle
Yiiksekogretime Gegis Sinavi'na (YKS) girecek ogrencilerin ailelerinin  6zel
harcamalarinin 6nceki yillardaki harcamalara gore oldukca yiiksek oldugu ortaya
konmustur (Oztiirk, 2021). Yapilan hane halki egitim harcamalari arastirmalarinda
egitime ayrilan biitcenin alman egitim hizmetleri ile dogrudan iligkili oldugunu
gostermektedir (Kiren-Girler ve Demirogullari, 2020). Dolayisiyla bireylerin
harcama kararlari, o egitim sonunda elde edecekleri getiri ile dogru orantili
olabilmektedir. Benzer sekilde, Ozsoy ve Siirmeli (2012) fakiilteler bazinda inceledigi
harcamalarin sonucunda getirisi en yiiksek olanin hukuk fakiiltesi oldugunu ifade
etmektedir. Hukuk fakiiltesini takip edenlerin sirasiyla iletisim, iktisadi ve idari
bilimler fakiiltesi, egitim ile fen edebiyat fakiilteleri oldugu bulgusuna ulagmustir.

Bireysel Etkenler

Egitim harcamalarina yon veren sosyo-kiiltiirel ve mesleki etkenleri takip eden
bir diger baslik bireysel etkenleri kapsamaktadir. Yas ve yasam dongiisii asamalari,
ekonomik durum, hayat tarzi, bireysellik ve benlik, giidiilenme, algi, 6grenme, inang
ve davraniglar gibi psikolojik etmenler bu baslik altinda yer almaktadir. Derlenen
caligmalar cinsiyetin, egitim kararlarinda énemli bir etken oldugunu gostermektedir
(Cilasun ve Kirdar, 2015; Patrinos ve dig, 2021; Tun¢ ve Tung, 2022). Egitimin
getirileri kadinlarda erkeklerden daha yiiksek olarak hesaplanmig Patrinos ve digerleri
(2021) ve egitim yatirimlarinda ayni yastaki kadinlarin egitimine erkeklerden daha
¢ok biitge ayrildigi ortaya koyulmustur (Cilasun ve Kirdar, 2015).

Cinsiyet kadar farkindalik da egitim harcamalarinda etken bir etmen
olabilmektedir. Calmasur ve Kili¢ (2018) ailelerin egitim harcamalarini liiks tiiketim
olarak gordiigii sonucuna ulasmustir. Lisans 6grencileri ile yiiriitiilen ¢aligmalarda
egitime yonelik farkindaligin egitim niyetinin anlamli bir yordayicisi oldugu ve
lisansiistii egitime devam etme kararim olumlu etkiledigi ortaya koyulmustur (ilter,
2021b). Aym arastirmaci, lisansiistii 6grencilerle yiiriittiigli ¢alismasinda akademik
basarinin ve lisansiistii egitime iligkin farkindaligin araci roliiniin altin1 ¢izmistir (lter,
2020a).

Cevresel Etkenler

Cevresel etkenlere iliskin tartigmalar ¢aligma g¢evresi, egitim alinan kurumun
yeri ve sagladigi olanaklar, deneyim ve becerilerle iligkilendirilmistir. Ozellikle
iiniversite tercihlerinde bireylerin karar verirken iiniversitenin iinii, sundugu
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olanaklar, diger kurumlarla iliskileri, akademik kadrosunun niteligi ve sehrin sahip
oldugu firsatlar 6grenciler lizerinde etkili olmaktadir (Tuncali-Yaman ve Cakaur,
2017). Calisilan kurumun sundugu ve sahip oldugu olanaklar 6zellikle Z kusaginin
kariyer tercihlerini etkilemektedir. Ince’nin (2018) ¢alismas1 1990’larin sonunda ve
2000’lerin basinda dogan bu kusagmn kariyer tercihlerinin beklenti ve degerleri
tarafindan sekillendigini ifade etmektedir. Bu kusak, masa basi bir ig sahibi olmaya,
kendi girisimlerinin patronu olmaya, sayginlik, yeteneklerini gosterebilme ve
yaptiklar1 isten zevk almaya dnem vermektedir.

Ogrenci ve dgretmenlerle yiiriittiikleri caligmalarinda Altun ve Karasu (2021),
ogrencilerinin 6grenme Ozelliklerini kesfedebilen dgretmenlerin kararlarini eyleme
doniistiiriirken ¢evreden topladiklar1 veriye dayandiklarini belirtmektedir. Ogrenci ve
okul paydaglarinin bulundugu okul ¢evresinden toplanan veri 6gretmenlerin deneyim
ve yetenekleriyle bir araya getirilerek 6grencilerin bireysel 6grenme 6zelliklerine gore
siniflandirilarak eyleme geg¢irildigi bu ¢alisma sonucunda bulunmustur.

Tartisma, Sonuc ve Oneriler

Karar verme giinlik yasamda ya da yasamin her aninda bireylerin temel
davranisglarindan biridir. Egitimi siirdiirme ve egitime yatirim kararinin giindelik
kararlardan bireylerin yasam, diisiinme bigimi, tavir ve davranislarinda etkili olmast
ve sonuglarinin uzun siirede goriilmesi nedenleriyle farklilagmaktadir. Toplumsal bir
varlik olan insanlarin egitime iliskin kararlarindan yalnizca kendisi degil aymi
zamanda da i¢inde yasadigi c¢evre de etkilenmektedir. Es deyisle, karar vermek
etkilesimli bir siiregtir ve bu siireci etkileyen ve bu suregten etkilenen birgok etken
bulunmaktadir. Egitime iligkin kararlar bireyin sosyal, kiiltiirel ve ekonomik gevresini
sekillendirirken icinde bulundugu s6z konusu cevrelerden de sekillenmektedir.
Dolayisiyla bireyin aldigi en énemli kararlardan biri olan egitim, toplumu- bireyi
degistiren ve doniistiiren bir alandir. Bu arastirmanin da odagi olan egitim kararlarinin
etkilendigi etkenleri belirlemek bu baglamda hem bireyi hem de toplumu
doniistiirmede 6nemlidir.

Derleme kapsaminda incelenen arastirmalarda elde edilen bulgulara gore egitim
kararlarinmi etkileyen etkenlerin sirasiyla sosyo-kiltirel, mesleki, bireysel ve gevresel
oldugu gorilmektedir. Dolayisiyla sosyo-kiiltiirel 6zelliklerin egitim kararlarinda
Onemli bir etken oldugu; bir diger deyisle bireyin yetistigi ¢evrenin kosullarinin egitim
kararmi dogrudan etkiledigi goriilmektedir. Bireyi sekillendiren ve yetistiren en
6nemli ¢evrenin aile oldugu diisiiniildiigiinde ailenin &zelliklerinin egitim kararlarinda
birincil rolii bulundugu séylenbilir. Anne ve babanin egitimin 6nemine iligkin
farkindaliklar1 onlarm sahip oldugu bilgi ve egitim diizeyinden etkilenmektedir.
Biling diizeyi yliksek olan aileler ¢ocuklar ile ilgili egitim kararlar alirken dogru
yollar1 kullanmaktadir (Card, 1999; Kumi-Yeboah ve dig, 2017; Robbins, 2000; Wati
ve Said, 2022). Ailenin ekonomik giiciiniin egitime yatirim Kararlarini etkiledigi ve
bununla iligkili olarak nitelikli egitim alma konusunda okul se¢me davraniglari
sergiledigi ortaya c¢ikmaktadir. Gelir ve egitim karar iligkisi bir baglamda nitelikli
egitim kosullarin1 saglama ve ¢iktilarin1 almada 6nemlidir. Bu arastirmanin bulgular
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da ailenin gelir diizeyinin artmas1 6zel okula ¢ocuklarini génderme kararini etkiledigi
sonucunu ortaya ¢ikarmugtir. Bazi aragtirmalar da egitim kurumunun bulundugu
ortamin ve sagladigi kosullarin, ailenin egitim alanina yatirim yapma hedeflerini nasil
belirleyeceklerini biiyiik ol¢tide etkiledigini ortaya koymaktadir (Alonso-Carrera ve
dig, 2020; Dhanaraj, 2019). Mocetti (2012) ise okulda basarisizlik riskinin, gen¢lerin
ekonomik ve Kkiiltiirel gegmisi tarafindan giiglii bir sekilde etkilendigini ortaya
¢ikarmigtir. Bu nedenle, okullar dezavantajli ailelerden gelenlerin bosluklarin
doldurmakta basarisiz olabilirken, baslangictaki esitsizlikler okul ortamindaki
birtakim faktorlerle giderek daha da derinlesebilmektedir. Diger yandan egitim
getirileri, okul kalitesi ve ebeveyn egitimi gibi goézlemlenebilir faktorler arasinda
degisiklik gosterdigi bilinmektedir (Card, 1999).

Bireylerin egitim kararlarin1 etkileyen unsurlarin ikincisinin mesleki etken
oldugu saptanmistir. Mesleki etkenlerin egitime devam ederek sahip olacaklar
kariyer ile statii, ayn1 zamanda entelektiiel gelisim diizeylerinin aldiklar1 egitim ile
gelismesi ve egitimle elde edecegi bilgi birikiminin kendini gergeklestirme
gereksinimini ile iliski oldugu goriilmektedir. Bu tema altinda elde edilen bulgular
kariyer sahibi olma ile egitim karar ve egitim yatirimi arasindaki iligkinin 6n plana
ciktigini gostermektedir. Kariyerin statli ve entelektiiel gelisim sagladigi da
disiiniildiigiinde egitime devam ederck kariyer elde etmenin ¢ok fazla ¢iktisinin
olacagi vurgulanabilir. Belirli bir kariyere sahip olan birey, getirdigi statiiniin
iistlinliiklerinden de yararlanmayi istemektedir. Bu arastirmanin inceledigi verilerde
ailelerin 6zellikle daha {ist statii ve gelir sahibi olmalart i¢in hukuk, iktisat ya da
isletme gibi fakiiltelere gidebilmeleri i¢in daha fazla yatirim yaptiklari belirlenmistir.
Mesleki etken bazi aragtirmalarda mesleki gelisim olarak da ele alinmaktadir. Mesleki
egitim kararlarimin altinda mesleki basariyr saglama, mesleki bilgi ve becerileri
giincelleme, meslegi sevme gibi olumlu 6zellikler yatmaktadir (Eroglu ve Ozbek,
2020). Ote yandan, mesleki deneyim kariyer gelisimin énemli bir pargasi oldugu
sOylenebilir (Akos ve dig, 2021). Kariyerin motivasyon ile iligkili oldugu da ileri
suiriilebilir. London (1993) kariyer motivasyonu, giiclendirme ve kariyer gelisimi
destegi arasindaki iligkileri incelemistir. Ismail ve digerleri (2013) ise kariyer
gelisiminin kariyer programui ile kisisel sonuclar arasindaki iliskide 6nemli bir araci
degisken oldugunu ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Gaeta ve Di Maio (2015) ise prestijli statiiye
sahip yiiksek egitimli ebeveynlere ve iyi bir aile ge¢gmisine sahip olmanin, 6grenimi
birakmak yerine iiniversiteye kaydolma kararlarinda etkili oldugunu bulmuslardir.
Benzer sekilde dzellikle ebeveyn egitimini igeren aile gegmisi genglerin lise sonrast
se¢imini giiglil bir sekilde etkilemektedir (Nguyen ve Taylor, 2003).

S6z konusu arastirmalardan elde edilen bulgular dogrultusunda cinsiyet ve
akademik basar1 gibi bireysel 6zelliklerin bireylerin egitime devam etme ve yatirim
yapma kararlarim1 etkiledigini gostermistir. Ozellikle kadinlarin erkeklere gore
egitime daha fazla harcama yaptig1 sonucuna ulagilmistir. Bu bulgu kadinlarin egitime
iliskin farkindaliginin erkeklere gore yiiksek oldugunu seklinde belirtilebilir.
Arastirma kapsaminda incelenen calismalarda ortaya cikan cevresel etken, bireyin
egitim aldig1 kurumun kimligi, sagladigi olanaklari ve bulundugu c¢evrenin egitime
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yatirim yapma ve devam etme davranisini etkiledigini gostermektedir. Bir diger
deyisle egitime devam etmek istedikleri kurumun daha uzun bir deneyime sahip
olmast ve Ogrencilerinin gelisimlerine ayirdiklari biitgenin fazla olmasi bireyin o
kurumda egitim alma kararini etkiledigini ve bdyle bireyin egitim yatirimina ayirdigi
biitcenin de fazlalagmasina neden oldugu sonucuna ulasilabilir. Alanyazinda egitime
devam etmenin yani sira okulu terk etme ile ilgili de farkli c¢aligmalar
gozlemlenmektedir. Ozellikle okul terkleri sikilikla calisilan konular arasindadir
(Berger, 2019; Brekke, 2014; Kumar ve dig, 2023; Peguero, 2011). Rumberger (2001)
arastirmasinda okulu birakmayla iligkili bireysel faktorlere odaklanan bireysel bir
bakis acisina ve 6grencilerin ailelerinde, okullarinda, topluluklarinda ve akranlarinda
bulunan baglamsal faktoérlere odaklanan kurumsal bir bakis agisina vurgu yapmuistir.
Cameron ve Heckman ise (1991) geleneksel lise mezuniyeti ve denklik yoluyla lise
mezuniyeti arasindaki farka odaklanmistir. Buna gdre smav sertifikali lise
mezunlarinin, smav sertifikali olmayan lise terklere kiyasla lise sonrasi egitime
katilma olasilig1 daha yiiksektir. Rice (1999) ise isgiicii talebindeki kisa donemli
hareketlerin ileri egitime yatirim yapma kararini etkiledigini ifade etmektedir.

Arastirma kapsaminda elde edilen bulgulardan ve sonuglardan yola ¢ikarak
birtakim oOnerilerde bulunmak faydali olabilir. Kullanilan &lgiitler kapsaminda
aragtirmaya dahil edilen ¢alismalar Tiirkiye ile smirli oldugundan ayni Olgiitler
kullanilarak farkli {ilkelerde yapilan arastirmalara ulasilarak sistematik inceleme
yapilabilir. Bu arastirmada yiiksek lisans ya da doktora tezleri inceleme kapsaminda
alinmadigindan konu ile ilgili tezler kapsaminda arastirmalar gergeklestirilebilir.
Arastirmacilar farkli sosyo-kiiltiirel 6zelliklerin egitim kararlar tizerindeki etkilerini
inceleyebilir. Bu baglamda etnik kdken, dezavantajli gruplar ya da dini inan¢ gibi
oOlgiitler kullanilabilir. Egitim kararlarinda aile faktorii ve mesleki etkenlerin kariyer
tercihindeki etkisi daha detayli incelenebilir. Uygulayicilar firsat esitligini saglayici
politikalar olusturabilir. Meslek se¢iminde cinsiyet temelli kararlarin alinmasi
engellenebilir. Ailelerin ise egitimin uzun vadeli getirileri konusunda c¢ocuklarina
farkindalik olusturmasi ve onlarin egitim kararlarinda ilgi ve yeteneklerini dikkate
almasi1 tavsiye edilebilir. Sonu¢ olarak, bu sistematik analiz, bireylerin egitim
kararlarini etkileyen sosyo-kulturel, mesleki, bireysel ve gevresel faktdrlerin 6nemini
vurgulamaktadir. Bu bulgular, egitim politikalarinin ve ailelerin egitim tercihleri
konusundaki kararlarinin daha bilingli ve etkili bir sekilde yapilmasma yardime1
olabilir.
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