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Abstract

Aim: The aim of this study is to determine the perdpestof nursing students at Ataturk University Hea
Sciences Faculty about gender equality.

Method: Population of this descriptive research includegletts who study at Ataturk University Health
Sciences Faculty. Sample is made of 465 volunteeteats that were chosen with non-probability sémgpl
method. Data was collected by “Descriptive Inforimat-orm” and “Gender Equality Scale”. Average nstard
deviation, percentage distributions, t-test in peledent group and One Way Analysis of Variance wesa in
data evaluation.

Results: It was determined that the socio-demographic aittaristics such as place of birth, finished high
school, educational status of the parents, ocaupati the father, place of living, family type, ntat status and
sexual experience did not affect the gender equstiale point average (p> 0.005) It was determihed the
students’ age and grades had an effect on the wtalepoint average. The gender equality totats@verage
was 48.360+5.97. The female students’ scale tatalesaverage was 39.807 + 5.91 and male studesdke s
total average score was 39.339 + 5.56. The traditigender norms subscale average score of studeists
39.573+5.73, and the gender equality subscaleageescore was 8.756 + 2.28. The difference betvigemder
equality total score" average of male and femaldesits was statistically insignificant and bothugp® were
found to be at a moderate level.

Conclusion Accordingly, nursing students were found to be at a high lesleked to gender equality. It should
be ensured that the subject is discussed by thaerstsi and that they are aware of the traditionalvsi
formulated by society in the symposiums and pateel® organized on gender.

Keywords: gender equality, nursing , university students.

Background nursing (Baykal 2011, Koc 2010). In the
énternational literature, it is emphasized that the
ale nurses sometimes have difficulty due to the
ender roles in the occupations identified with
. males by the society (Zamanzadeh vd. 2013,
day (Kocaer 2004).). Male nurses in the worl low and Ricciardelli, 2014, Liminana-Gras et

started to be seen after the 197@&hdrrod . T
2006, and the number of male nurses in Turke?l’ 2013, Rajacich 2013). People are classified as

started to increase since 2007. However, it iromen and "men" (Bekar 2010). Gender is the

observed that male nurses have a confli enetic, physiological, and biological

between their professional roles and gender rolgharacteristics O.f a female or'male acquired
(Sari 2011, Dikmen-Ozarslan 2015) and thecongenltally. While gender equality refers to use

want to assume administrative tasks instead F existing resources, opportunities and power

In the ever-evolving and changing world, th
attitudes of society towards the nursin
profession is also changing and evolving day
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equally between men and women in the socidaterial and Method

:gsgﬁurtéoﬁaﬂsgﬁg :dsuggtrir:)'lg’ I'(];ﬁj[icvsvorrlg;ingorl.'jf;’] Population of this descriptive research includes
g 9 ’ ' P » relg students who study at Atatiirk University Health

hea_lth, gender inequality refers to more pow%c'ences Faculty in 2010-2011 academic years.
assigned one gender than the other in these sodidl o oreh sample is made of 465 volunteer
institutions (Coskun and Ozdilek 2012). Nursm%tudents that were chosen with non-probability
students' gender-related considerations are &Smolina method. Thedata were aqathered
important for the health inequalities as they ar&roﬁghgthe face-fo-face interviemetf?od In

for the professmn..lt has been revealed th%tata evaluation process; average, standard
touching female patients by male student nurS%%viation, percentage distributions, t-test in

is disapproved in EgypEgwi and Sayed, 20).1 ipdependent group and One Way Analysis of

and that both male and female nursing studenis .- .. \\cre  used. Scio-D raphic

in Pakistan are found to have difficulty N ~paracteristics Questionnaire’ and “Gender

touching someone of the opposite gend . ” :
(Fooladi, 2008). In Taiwan, male nursingeéquallty Scale” were used in order to gather data.

students tend to experience more gender rofecio-Demographic Characteristics
stress than the femalefzeng 200Pand avoid Questionnaire: The questionnaire developed by
talking about their department with other peopléhe researchers in accordance with the literature
(Cahou and Lee 2007in South Korea they tend (Sari 2011, Rajaich, Kane, Williston, Cameron
to escape from patient care and turn to tasks th2913;Abeer , El Sayed 2011;Koc, Cansev ,
believed more masculine (Bang 2011), while th8aglam 2010) includes items about the
male nursing students in Canada think thatharacteristics such as age, gender, year in
nursing is a female professioBgrtfay and school, type of high school graduated, parental
Bartfay 2007, the male nursing students in theeducation, and place of residence.

UK withdraw from their department before theG
graduation (McLaughlin 2010, Mulholland

. P
2003)' Tr:je f'rt.St ”.‘a"?r sLudents Wh% receavetgarker 2008 The reliability and validity of the
nursing education In {urkey were Observed 1., q i Turkey was carried out by Ceber et al. in
choose the profession largely unconsciously a 09, and the Cronbach's alpha internal

accidentally, and they wanted to work ag nsistency coefficient of the scale has been
managers after graduation (Baykal 2011, Tem und to be 0.78Geber 2009 The scale consists
and Karabulut 2009, Koc 2010b), whereas th@f 24 items about violence against sexual partner,

r?t% W?S ogsc(ejrveq tgot())% Iovg:er In fen:jalte nursl'r&q\aring of responsibilities for prevention of
students (Ozdemir ). Compared to male exually transmitted diseases and reproductive

female nu_rsin_g students are more likely to thin ealth, gender roles in sexual relationship and
that nursing is a profession suitable for bot hild c’are

genders (Koc 2010, Ozdemir 2008). Nurses

have important responsibilites in adoptingrhe scale has two sub-scales, and there are 17
collective stereotypes and attitudes about gendé&@ms in the "traditional gender norms" sub-scale
roles in an egalitarian manner. This is becaug®d 7 items in the "egalitarian gender norms"
one of the main purposes of the nursing is tub-scale. The scale scores are in the range of 1-
provide training and counseling services for thé2, and increasing scores indicate that respondent
individual, the family and the community on thehas positive attitudes towards the gender
issues they need. The determination of nurseguality. The minimum and maximum scores in
attitudes towards gender roles is of gredhe egalitarian gender norms sub-scale are
importance in this sense. It is important fobetween 7 and 21, whereas this range is between
nurses to have egalitarian attitudes regardinly and 51 for the traditional gender norms sub-
gender roles in order to provide gender equ&tale. The total score calculated in the scale is
care to the individuals serve@he aim of this evaluated as high, medium, and low. Of which,
study is to determine the perspectives of nursirlg 23 points indicate a low equality, 24-47 points
students at Ataturk University Health Science#dicate a medium equality, and 48-72 points
Faculty about gender equality. indicate a high gender equality (24).

ender Equality Scale: It has been developed by
ulerwitz and Barker in 2008P¢lerwitz and

www.inter national jour nal ofcaringsciences.org



International Journal of Caring Sciences January-April 2018 Volume 11 | Issue 1| Page 110

Ethical matters Gender Norms Sub-Scale was 39.807+5.91 and
that of male students was 39.339+5.56. As a

principles was  evaluated by the Ethicéesu“ of the comparisons, no statistically
Committee of Erzurum  Atatiirk UniversitySigniﬁcant difference was found between the

Health Sciences Faculty. Written permission Wiroups (p>0.05). When the mean scores of

The compatibility of the study with ethical

received in order for the study to be carried ou emale and male students in tttgalitarian

In the process of gathering data, questions of t eender Norms Sub-Scale were compared, the

students who agreed to participate in the stu@e%ngggfzr%gf wﬁ;‘;ﬂ;gl?hiugigtﬁ \;stréog??ﬁg
were answered and individual counselling wa o

conducted in line with care necessities. male stgdents was 8.8282.22. Accordm_g to the
comparisons, there was no statistically
Results significant difference between the groups

The  distribution of the introductory (p>0.05).

characteristics of nursing students is presentedTiable 3 compares the mean scores in the gender
Table 1.When Table 1 was examined, it wasquality scale according to the descriptive
determined that 75.0% of the female students astlaracteristics of the nursing students. When the
68.9% of the male students were in the 19-22 ag@erage scores of gender equality scale according
group, and that the majority of female student® age groups were examined, it was found that
was seniorstudent, whereas the majority of thehe averagdraditional Gender Norms Sub-Scale
male students was junior student. It wascore of the students who were 18 years old and
determined that 98.6% of the female students agdunger was 37.27+5.64, it was 40.29 + 5.59 for
99.1% of the male students was single. When thige students in the 19-22 age group and 38.48 +
place of birth of the students were examined, .43 for the students in the 23 and older age
was found that 72.5% of the females and 75% gftoup, and the difference between the groups
the males were born in cities, and that 69.1% efas found to be statistically significant
the female students and 73.2% of the mal@<0.001). When th&ender Equality Scale total
students were normal high- school graduates. dtore was examined, it was found that the mean
was determined that 57.8% of the mothers of thezore of the students aged 18 and below was
female students was primary school graduaté6.10+5.48, whereas it was 49.03+5.99 for the
fathers of the 44.5% of them were high schodltudents in the 19-22 age group, and that it was
graduates, and mothers of 33.9% of the maks.13+6.72 for the students in the 23 and older
students were not literate and that fathers afge group, and the difference between the groups
44.6% of them were primary school graduatesvas found to be statistically significant
When the paternal employment status of th@g<0.001).

students was examined, it was determined th twas determined that the averafigaditional
fathers of 25.2% of the female students we &
ender Norms Sub-Scale score of freshman

self-employed, and fathers of 34.8% of the mal
students were farmers. It was determined thg{udents was 38'2315'24’ whereas the average
49 9% of the female students and 50% of ma core of the senior students was 37.38+6.61, and

LT at the difference between groups was not
students were living in cities, and that 81.6% of, .. . S
the female students and 67% of the male studeﬁttgt'snca”y significant  (p<0.001). When the

were living in nuclear families. When the2VErage scores of thiggalitarian Gender Norms

. . . b-Scale were examined, it was determined that
students' sexual experiences were examlned,%f ’

was determined that 97.5% of the femaléhgggesin viﬁg:gasmit f:,s;gmgaggfztugd;r}tosr )[/;/]25
students and 75% of the male students had —o -[I9xe.

0. )
. senior students, and the difference was not
sexual experience.

statistically significant (p>0.001). When the
Table 2 compares the nursing students’ me@ender Equality Scale total score was examined,
scores in the gender equality scale of thewas determined that the total score average of
according to their genders. When Table 2 wake freshman students was 47.31+6.58 and the
examined, it was determined that the averageean score of the senior students was
score of the female students in theaditional 46.20+7.04 and the difference between the
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groups was found to be statistically significantWhen the average scores of the students were
(p<0.001). examined according to their type of high school,
Qvas found that the averadgéender Equality

When the average scores of the students Wé%core was 47.21#5.46 in the graduates of

examined according to their place of birth, it wa : .
found that the average score of tBealitarian %natollan High School, and the mean score of
the normal high school graduates was

Gender Norms Sub-Scale was 9.40+3.71 for the :
students born in a village, and 8.63 + 2.20 for t %8'6&6'26’ gnd th"’.‘t th? difference was found to
e not statistically significant (p>0.05).

students born in a city, and the difference wa
found to be not statistically significant (p>0.001)

Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the partigants

Characteristics Female Students ( n=353) Male students (n=112)
S % S %
Age
Under 18 years old 44 12.5 3 25
19-22 years 265 75.0 77 68.9
23 years and over 44 12.5 32 28.6
AcademicYear
1st Year 82 23.2 25 22.3
2nd Year 53 15.0 28 25.0
3rd Year 99 28.0 34 30.4
4th Year 119 33.8 25 22.3
Marital status
Single 348 98.6 111 99.1
Married 5 1.4 1 0.9
Place of birth
Province 256 72.5 84 75.0
District 94 26.6 26 23.2
Village 3 0.9 1.8
High School
Normal 244 69.1 82 73.2
Anatolian 11 3.1 3 2.7
Private 98 27.8 27 24.1
Mother Education
llliterate 45 12.7 38 33.9
Literate 31 8.8 25 22.3
Primary school 204 57.8 34 30.4
Middle School 28 7.9 6 5.4
High school and over 45 12.8 9 8.0
Father Education
llliterate 4 1.1 5 4.5
Literate 12 34 13 11.6
Primary school 124 35.1 50 44.6
Middle School 56 15.9 16 14.3
High school and over 157 44.5 28 25.0
Father Job
Farmer 56 15.9 39 34.8
Worker 79 22.4 21 18.8
Artisan 49 13.8 17 15.2
Officer 80 22.7 17 15.2
Other 89 25.2 18 16.0
Place of residence
Province 176 49.9 56 50.0
District 118 33.4 30 26.8
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Village 59 16.7 26 23.2
Family type

Nuclear family 288 81.6 75 67.0
Extended family 65 18.4 37 33.0
Sexual experience

Yes 9 25 28 25.0
No 344 97.5 84 75.0
Total 363 100.0 112 100.0

Table 2. Comparison of Gender Equality Scale Scor&verages of Nursing Students According

to Gender (n=465)

Inequitable Gender Equitable Gender Gender Equality
Norms Subscale Scores Norms Subscale Scores Scale Score
n MeanzSD MeanzSD Mean+SD
Gender
Female 353 39.807+5.91 8.685+2.34 48.495+6.47
Male 112 39.339+5.56 8.828+2.22 48.225+5.48
t=0.74 t=0.56 t=0.39
p>0.05 p>0.05 p>0.05

Table 3. Comparison of Gender Equality Scale Point Average écording to Characteristics of

Nursing Students

Inequitable Gender

Equitable Gender

Gender Equality

Characteristics n Norms Subscale Norms Subscale Scores$ Scale Score
Scores Mean+SD Mean+SD
Mean+SD
Age
Under 18 years old 47 37.27 +5.64 8.82 +2.49 46.10 + 5.48
19-22 years 342 40.29 + 5.59 8.73 +2.36 49.03 + 5.99
23 years and over 76 38.48 + 6.43 8.57+1.93 47.13 +6.72
F=7.709 p=.001 F=.212 p=,809 F=6.623 p=.001
Education Year
1st Year 107 38.23+ 5.54 9.08 +2.51 47.31 + 6.58
2nd Year 81 40.82 + 4.43 8.51 +2.05 49.34 + 4.77
3rd Year 133 42.68 + 4.23 8.47 +2.21 51.15 + 4.54
4 th Year 144 37.38 + 6.61 8.79+ 2.37 46.20 + 7.04
F=26.135p=.000 F=1.642 p=.179 F=17.947 p=.000
Place of birth
Province 340 39.80 + 5.89 8.63 +2.20 48.46 + 6.14
District 120 39.39 + 5.67 8.94+ 2.54 48.33 + 6.45
Village 5 39.20 + 5.58 9.40 + 3.71 48.60 + 9.23
KW=1.004 p=.605 KW=2.919 p=.232 KW-=. 401 p=.818
High School
Normal 326 39.85 +5.91 8.74 + 2.36 48.62 + 6.26
Anatolian 14 38.71 + 5.68 8.50+1.16 47.21 +5.46
Private 125 39.39 +5.64 8.68 +2.29 48.07 + 6.31

KW=1.137 p=.566

KW=.299 p=.861

KW=1.837 p=.399
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Mother Education
Illiterate 83 39.83 + 5.56 8.39+ 1.75 48.22 +5.66
Literate 56 40.28 + 5.30 9.05+ 2.63 49.33 +5.78
Primary school 238 39.34+ 6.33 8.75+2.32 48.13 + 6.83
Middle School 34 39.70 + 5.99 9.17 + 3.23 48.88 + 6.81
High school and ove 48 40.38 + 4.13 8.40+ 1.89 48.79+ 4.29
F=.554 p=.696 F=1.292 p=.272 F=.535 p=.710
Father Education
Illiterate 9 39.22 +7.87 10.66+4.66 49.88 + 9.51
Literate 25 38.48 +5.78 8.32 +2.05 46.80 + 6.52
Primary school 174 39.77+ 5.90 8.67 +2.00 48.49 + 6.12
Middle School 72 38.96 + 5.88 8.69+2.06 47.61+591
High school and over 185 40.10 + 5.64 8.72 +2.52 48.83 + 6.26
KW=5.168.p=.270 KW=1.901p=.754 KW=4.139 p=.388
Father Job
Farmer 95 40.77 + 5.04 8.46+ 2.26 49.32 +5.49
Worker 99 39.11 +6.72 8.67 +2.21 47,78+ 7.21
Artisan 65 38.81+ 5.55 8.92 +2.12 47.74 + 5.65
Officer 97 39.94 + 6.02 8.71 +2.28 48.65 + 6.37
Other 107 39.58+ 5.49 8.86 + 2.58 48.46 + 6.13
F=1.508p=.199 F=.528 p=.715 F=.991p=.412
Place of residence
Province 232 39.84 + 5.90 8.78 + 2.20 48.65 + 6.24
District 148 39.03 +5.90 8.47+ 1.99 47.51 +6.09
Village 85 40.44 + 5.41 8.96 + 3.00 49.41 + 6.40
F=1.738 p=.177 F=1.363 p=.257 F=2.816 p=.061
Family type
Nuclear family 363 39.60 + 6.07 8.75+ 2.36 48.38 + 6.44
Extended family 102 40.00 + 4.88 8.57 +2.11 48.57 +5.51
t=-.675 p=.500 t=.745 p=.458 t=-.294 p=.769
Marital status
Single 459 39.70 + 5.84 8.72+2.32 48.44+6.27
Married 6 39.00+4.97 8.50+1.87 47.50+4.03
MWU=1232.00 MWU=1317.50 p=.859 | MWU=1168.50
p=.657 p=.528
Sexual experience
Yes 37 38.10+5.76 9.16+2.96 47.27+5.94
No 428 39.83+5.82 8.68+2.24 48.53+6.72
t=-.743 p=.089 t=.962 p=.342 t=-1.233 p=.224

It was determined that the averaBgalitarian

it was 48.83+6.26 for the students whose fathers

Gender Norms Sub-Scale score of the students were at least high-school graduate; however, the
with illiterate mothers was 8.39+1.75, whereas iifference between the groups was found to be
was 9.17+3.23 for the students with secondaryot statistically significant (p>0.05).

school graduate mothers; however, the differenqx—;1e averageTraditional Gender Norms Sub-

between the groups was not statisticall)éCale score of the students who have an

significant (p>0.05). It was found that the
- unemployed father was found to be 39.58+5.49,
average Tragitional Gender Norms Sub-Scale whereas the average score was 39.94+6.02 for

score of the students having illiterate father w
i e students who have fathers employed as
39.22+7.87, whereas this score was 40.105. ficers; and, the difference between the groups

in those with a high- school or higher paterng as found to be not statistically significant.

education. The average gender equality SUb'SCirﬁwen theGender Equality Scale total score was
X

score of the students with illiterate patern . . .
education was found to be 49.88+9.51, whereas amined, it was determined that the total score
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average of the students with unemployed fatheasmid that most of them was junior students
was 48.46+6.13 and the mean score of tH80.4%). Of the students, 73.2% graduated from
students with fathers employed as officer wasegular high school. Of the students, 99.1% was
48.65+6.37, and that the difference between tl®ngle and 75.0% was found to have no sexual
groups was not statistically significant (p>0.001)experience. It was determined that 75.0% of the
- students who participated in the study was born
I’:I(\)/\r/ﬁ; fgj?_ g;zt ;?eﬂ?;/eg?ﬁ:ggonﬂ n(gae?r:je{h e in a city, and 50.0% was living in a city. When
éhe parental educational statuses of the students

district was 39.03+5.90, whereas it wa . ) ;
! [0)
40.44+5.41 for the students living in a Village_Were examined, it was determined that 33.9% of

however, there was no statistically significan
difference between the groups. The averags

Gender Equality Sub-Scale score of the students family (Table 1). These results were found to be

living in a district was found to be 47.51+6.09, . . ) .

whereas it was 49.41+6.40 for the students livin |m|Ia_r to s_tud|es conducted to determm_e gender

in a village; however, the difference between th ?’;\L;?r:llz lum201%O“:t~Ci]:20i%J)dems (Celik  and

groups was not statistically significant (p>0.05). 9 ' '

The egalitarian attitudes of the female students in

terms of gender perceptions can be explained by

rtllaeir strong desire to have an equal position with
ales (Kodan Cetinkaya, 2013). In this study, the

gtal score of the female students in terms of

&Faditional gender roles was found to be

not statistically significant (p>0.05). It was falin
o 39.807+5.91, whereas the mean total score of the
that the averagBgalitarian Gender Norms Sb- male students was 39.339+5.56 and the

Scale score of the students living in the nUCIea(r?gference between them was statistically
families was 8.75+2.36, whereas the mean SCO3|gniﬁcant (p>0.05) (Table 2). Studies conducted

of those living in the extended families wa .
8.5742.11, and the difference was found to ég determine the gender roles of college students
In Turkey have shown that female students have

not statistically significant (p>0.05). It was_ . " -
determined thz;f[ the? averag'eaggitional)Gender a high-level of positive thinking towards gender
equality compared to the male students

Norms Sub-Scale score of the students who had {Eefikulucay, Zeyneloglu, Eroglu ve Taskin

hem had illiterate mothers and 44.6% of them
ad primary-school graduate fathers. Of the
udents, 67.0% was found to live in an extended

It was found that the averageaditional Gender
Norms Sub-Scale score of the students living in
the nuclear families was 39.60+6.07, whereas t
mean score of those living in the extende
families was 40.00+4.88, and the difference w.

sexual experience was 38.10+5.76, whereas 07. This result may be d to th id
mean score of the students who had no sex : ; y be due fo the rapi
experience was 39.83+5.82, and the differenégcre.ase In the f?“mbe“ Of. males rece|vm_g
was not statistically significant (p>0.05). Wherpurs'ln?. educ%t'on g]0 ZOOﬁZ’.V\l”g th?t ch?qgg n
the average scores of thegalitarian Gender ;%%LJ?? lon made in 200(Official Gazette of T.
Norms Sub-Scale were examined, it was found '

that the students with sexual experience had #nmay also be assumed that individuals move
average score of 9.1612.96, whereas thosevay from stereotyped gender roles as their age
without sexual experience had an average ahd experiences increase (Kongar 2010). When
8.68+2.24, and the difference was nothe average scores of gender equality scale were
statistically  significant (p>0.05). It was examined according to age, the mean score of the
determined that the average score of@eader participants aged 18 and under in the traditional
Equality Scale was 47.27+5.94 for the studentggender norms sub-scale was found to be
with sexual experience and 48.53+6.72 for th87.27+5.64, and the score of those aged 23 years
students without sexual experience, and that tlamd above was found to be 38.48+6.43, and that
difference between the groups was ndahe difference was statistically significant (Table
statistically significant (p>0.05). 3). According to the study conducted l9rcun

et al. (2003), there was no statistically significa
difference in terms of gender equality between
It was determined that 68.9% of the studentmales and females, but it has been stated that the
included in the study was in the 19-22 age groupendency towards traditional thought increases

Discussion
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with age. Contrary to this finding, it wasOne of the factors affecting attitudes towards
observed in our study that there is a decreasiggnder roles is the education of the parents of the
tendency in the egalitarian thought as the aggudents. It was found that they have more
progresses. The school has an important placedgalitarian attitudes as the paternal education
the lives of individuals and in the acquisition andevel increasesHrarslan and Rankin 201L3T his
continuance of gender roles. Although instructoris because well-educated and conscious parents
may think that they behave equally to thenore readily accept behaviors and interests of
students, they behave differently to females artteir daughters and boys towards the opposite
males inadvertently. Instructors develop gendgender. On the other hand, in our study, the mean
stereotypes about students in this process agender equality scale score of the students who
behave to students accordingly (Acar, Gozutokad illiterate fathers was 49.88+9.51, and the
Dilek 2017). When the students' views abounean gender equality scale score of the students
gender roles according to their type of highwith  high-school graduate fathers was
schools were examined, it was found that th¥8.83+6.26, and the difference between them
average gender equality scale score of the nornveds not statistically significant (p=.388). There
high-school graduates was 48.62+6.26, whereass no significant result in terms of paternal
the gender equality scale score average for teducation level in the study conducted by Atis.
graduates of the Anatolian High School wa3his result can be a consequence of the nursing
47.21+5.46, and the difference between theeducation provided to the studeni$e learning
was not statistically significant (p=.399) (Tableand teaching processes in the schools have the
2). It has been found in the study conducted Ipotential to transform the values and attitudes of
Zeyneloglu (2007) that students who graduatestudents in a manner that supports gender
from Super/Anatolian/Science High-School havequality (ERG 2008). When the average scores
a more egalitarian attitude towards gendesf the students according to their years in school
equality than the ones graduated from normalere examined, it was determined that the
high-schools (Vefikulucay, Zeyneloglu, Erogluaverage score of thEraditional Gender Norms
and Taskin 2007). Our research does not shdsub-Scale score of the freshman students was
similarities with the results of Zeyneloglu's studyd8.23+5.24 and the score average of the senior
in this respect. It can be said that the nursirgfudents was 37.38+6.61, and the difference
education had a positive effect on genddretween the groups was not statistically
equality. significant (p<0.001). When th@ender Equality
dScale total score was examined, it was
etermined that the total score average of the
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