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OZET
Universie Ogrencilerinin iliskilere Bakisinin Bazx
Sosyo-Demografik Degiskenler Acisindan irdelenmesi
Hazirlayan: Gizem ONERI UZUN

Haziran, 2012

Bu c¢alismanin amaci, yas, cinsiyet, dogum yeri, yerlesim yeri vb. gibi bazi
demografik degiskenler ve yalnizlik duygusunun iliskiler ve evlilige bakisi nasil etkiledigini

arastirmaktir.

Bu amagla, Yakin Dogu Universitesi Psikolojik Danismanlik ve Rehberlik Boliimii
ogrencilerinden amagli 6rneklem teknigiyle 70 kiz 6grenci ve 70 erkek 6grenci toplam 140

kisi calismaya dahil edilmistir.

Katilimeilara Demografik Bilgi Formu, Cok Boyutlu Iliski Olgegi, UCLA Yalnizlik
Olgegi uygulanmistir. Veriler SPSS 17 programi kullanilarak analiz edilmistir. Ogrencilerin
cogu (%67) ideal evlilik yasmi 30 yastan once gormekte ve kiminle evleneceklerine

kendilerinin karar verecegini bildirmektedir. %76 gibi bir oran bekarete 6nem vermektedir.

Erkeklerin kizlara gore iliskiye daha iy1 uyum sagladiklarii diistindiigii ve iligki ile
ilgili konularda dis kontrole daha yatkin olduklar1 bulunmustur. Tiirkiyeli 6grenciler arasinda
iliskiye girerken farkindalik ve uyum daha yiiksek bulunmustur. Universitenin ilk 2 yilinda
iligki ile ilgili kaygilar son iki yildaki 6grencilere gore daha yliksektir. Anne-babalarinin
evlilik durumunun veya Ogrencilerin bekarete bakis agisinin iliskiye bakis agisini

etkilemedigi goriilmektedir.

Mevcut ¢alisma tiniversite 6grencilerinin evlilik ve iliskiye bakis agilar ile ilgili baz
temel bilgiler sunmaktadir. Benzer ¢aligmalarin tekrarlanmasi bu tutumlarda zaman iginde

ortaya ¢ikan degisimi gosterebilir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Evlilik, Es Secimi, Aile, iliski, Genclik.
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ABSTRACT

Examination Of University Students’ View On Relationships According To Some
Sociodemographic Variables

Prepared by: Gizem ONERI UZUN

June, 2012

The aim of this research is to evaluate the effects of some different demographic
variables, such as, age, gender, place of birth, location along with feelings of loneliness on

relationships and views on marriage.

With this aim, the participants were choosen from Psychological Counseling and
Guidance Department of Near East University students. At this study sampling technique

was employed on 70 female students and 70 male students.

Subjects completed a questionnaire composed of a demographic information form,
relationships between other people was measured by using Multidimensional Relationship
Questionnaire and loneliness measured by using UCLA. Daha were analysed by using SPSS
17. Most of the students (%67) have noted that the ideal age of marriage is before 30s and
they will decide with whom they will get married. The 76% percentage of them gives

importance to the virginity.

It is thought that males adjust better to the relationship than females and it has been
found that males are more prone to outer control to the issues that are related to the
relationship, and that awareness and compliance was higher between Turkish students when
being in a relationship. The students concerns about relationship is much higher at the last
two years then the first two years of university and marital status of the parents or the
perspective view of virginity does not affect the students point of view towards the
relationship.

The present study offers some basic information on university students perspectives
on relationship and marriage. On repetition of similar studies these attitudes may change over

the time resulting.

Keywords: Marriage, Choosing a partner/spouse, Family, Relationship, Young individuals.
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ABBREVATIONS

MRQ: The Multidimensional Relationship Questionnaire
UCLA: UCLA Loneliness Scale

RAS: Relationship Assessment Scale

PCG: Psychological Counseling and Guidance

RT: Republic of Turkey

TRNC: Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus



