Vluslararasi Sosyal Arastirmalar Dergisi / The Journal of International Social Research
Cilt: 11 Say:: 56 Nisan 2018 Volume: 11 Issue: 56 Aprif2018
www.sosyalarastirmalar.com Issn: 1307-9581

hittp: //dx,doi.org/10.17719 ffist. 20185639005

EXAMINATION OF ATTITUDES OF NURSING STUDENTS ON DATING VIOLENCE
Sat1 DOGAN®

Melek ALTUN™
Elif Deniz KACMAZ™

Abstract

The research was conducted to examine the attitudes of nursing students towards dating. 407 nursing students constituted the
sample of the descriptive cross-sectional study. Student Nurse Introductory Information Form and Dating Violence Attitudes Scales
were used as data collection tools in the study. It was determined that the acceptance level of dating violence of nursing studentswas
not high. It was determined that the students who experienced violence in relation to dating and students who used violence had higher
levels of acceptance of violence. Violence in relation to dating and experiencing violence may arise as the cause or consequence of the
level of acceptance of students' violence. Increasing awareness of students about dating violence plays significnt role.
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1.INTRODUCTION

According to the definition of the World Health Organization, violence is the intentionally use of
physical force or power by an individual which may possibly cause injury, death, development disorder or
loss as a treathening action (World Health Organisation, 2017).

Dating violence, which is considered among the interpersonal violence, is one of the most common
types of violence in the world.Dating violence is the physical, emotional and sexual violence action or threat
and social restrictions in dating relation (Uluocak, Gokulu & Bilir, 2014:381; Aslan et al., 2008:9). Flirt is
defined as beyond friendship, as a relationship in which two people are connected emotionally, romantically
and / or sexually, and that there is no bond such as marriage or engagement. Despite the fact that most
research in the literature includes heterosexual couples, this definition includes all flirting relationships
(Murray, & Kardatzke, 2007).

Although dating violence is observed in all age groups, it is more common in university period
(Page,& Ince, 2008:90; Murray, & Kardatzke, 2007:79; Schwartz, Griffin, Russell, & Frontovra-Duck, 2006:90).
The attitudes of the university students who are in adolescence and young adulthood period are more
sensitive subject to relations they have established and their attitudes towards relations in this period play
significance. Individuals in this age group may not be aware of the violence because the vital values are
newly formed. Dating violence negatively affects the psychological well-being of students.At the same time
they may tend to ignore violence because they do not know how to deal with the violence they have
experienced (Bugay, & Cok, 2015:16; Martins et al., 2014:132, Aslan et al.,2008:10). Besides, violence can be
concealed, due to embarrassment, fear, being blamed etc. (Kalkan, 2008:136).In this context, it is important to
examine the attitudes and behaviors of university students towards dating violence. When the national and
international literature on violence is examined, it has been seen noticed that significance was attributed to
studies on dating violence of university students (Ozaki &Otis, 2017:1076; Kamimura, Nourian, Assasnik, &
Franchek-Roa, 2016-a:51; Kamimura, Nourian, Assasnik, & Franchek-Roa, 2016-b:352; Wang, 2016:1;
Terzioglu et al., 2016:225; Edwards, 2015:359; Bugay, & Cok, 2015:16; Yumusak,& Sahin, 2014:233; Kilinger, &
Tuzgol Dost, 2014:160 ;Martins et al., 2014:129, Kepir Savoly, Ulas, & Demirtas Zorbaz, 2014:173; Umena,
Fowole, & Adeoya, 2014:1; Flake, Barros, Schraiber, & Menezes, 2013:801; Conner et al., 2013:233;
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McDermott, & Lopez, 2013:127; Beccaria et al., 2013:907; Hatipoglu, 2010:95; Chan et al., 2008:529; Aslan et
al., 2008:10 ;Murray, & Kardatzke, 2007:79; Luthra, & Gidycz, 2006:717; Schwartz, Griffin, Russell, &
Frontovra-Duck, 2006:90; Amar, & Gennora 2005:232; Straus, 2004:790).

Nurses have important roles in the identification of individuals at risk of violence and abuse, in
providing access to support and assistance, and in planning appropriate interventions for individuals and
families (Crombie, Hooker, & Reisenhofer, 2017:2100; Doran, & Hutchinson, 2016:2286; Beccaria et al.,
2013:907; Robinson, 2010:572).When nurses are thought to be involved in protective, therapeutic and
rehabilitative teams in the community, their attitudes towards violence are thought to have a decisive role in
their training and interventions.At the same time, it is thought that, from the risky ages, the sensitivity of
student nurses to dating and awareness raising will be important in later relationships. For this reason, this
research was conducted to determine the attitudes of nursing students towards dating violence.

2.METHOD

2.1. Type of Study:Research is descriptive and sectional type.

2.2. Universe and Sampling: 407 students who agreed to participate in the research from the
students who are studying the universe of the research in a faculty of nursing have created the sample of the
research.

2.3. Data Collection Tools: Student Nurse Introducing Information Form and attitude towards
dating violence scale were used as data collection tools in the study.
Student Nurse Introducing Information Form: It is aimed to provide information about students' social
demographic (age, gender etc)family characteristics (parents education status, sibling number, sibling
presence), personal perceptions (existence of dating, number, condition of applying/being subject to
violence), that is composed of 24 questions.

TheAttitudesTowardsDating ViolenceScales: The scale developed by Price, Byers and the dating research team
(1999) was adapted to Turkish by Yumusak A. Sahin R. (2014). The scale is used to determine the attitudes of
women and men in physical, psychological and sexual violence in dating. The answers to the questionnaire
are based on an evaluation ranging from "I strongly disagree" to "I strongly agree".
TheAttitudesTowardsDatingViolence Scales involves four scales. "l. TheAttitudesTowards Male
Psychological Dating Violence Scale", "2.TheAttitudesTowards Male Physical Dating Violence Scale", "3.
TheAttitudesTowards Female Psychological Dating Violence Scale", "4, The
AttitudesTowardsFemalePhysical Dating Violence Scale". The high scores from the scales indicate the high
level of acceptance for dating violence (Yumusak & Sahin, 2014:233).

2.4. Data analysis:The data were evaluated in the SPSS 20 package program. Once the descriptive
(number, percentage, mean) statistics were made, the normal distribution aappropriateness of the data was
tested. Since normal distribution of all data, t-test and one way varianceanalysis were applied in statistical
analyzes.

2.5. Ethics:The ethics committee has been granted permission to conduct the research.Permission of
Ahmet Erdem Yumusak, who adapts the scale to Turkish, was taken due to use of Attitude towards Dating
Violence Scales as the measurement tool of the research. Before the data collection tools were applied,
students were informed about the research and written consent was obtained from the students who agreed
to participate in the study.

3. FINDINGS

The distribution of nursing students according to their descriptive characteristics is given in Table 1.
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Table 1. The distribution of nursing students according to their descriptive characteristics(n=407)

DESCRIPTIVE CHARACTERISTICS n %
Sex

Female 280 68.8
Male 127 31.2
Grade

1 143 35.1
2 106 26.0
3 98 241
4 60 14.7
Family type

Nuclear family 326 80.1
Extended family 55 13.5
Fragmented family 26 6.3
Mother education level

Primary school 182 447
Middle school 113 27.8
High school 77 18.9
College 21 52
Unschooled 14 3.5
Father education level

Primary school 118 29.0
Middle school 87 214
High school 129 31.7
College 73 17.9
Have sisters

Yes 267 65.6
No 140 344
Have brothers

Yes 232 57.0
No 175 43.0
Longest living place

Village/town 62 15.2
County 131 32.2
Province 214 52.6
Socioeconomic status

Income less than expense 53 13.0
Equal income and expenses 296 72.7
Income more than expense 58 14.3
Housing situation at the moment

With parents 98 241
With friedns 109 26.8
Alone 5 1.2
In the dormitory 195 47.9

The average age of the nursing students participating in the survey is 20.68 + 1.60. 68.8% of the
students are female, 26% are studying in the second grade.It was determined that 80.1% of the students had
a core family, 44.7% state their mothers are graduated from primary school, 31.7% of their parents had high
school graduation, 65.6% havesisters and 57% have brothers.It was determined that students mostly lived in
provinces, 72.7% of them had equal income and expenses and 47.9% of the students lived in the dormitories
at the moment (Table 1).

The distribution of nursing students according to their dating and violence experience is given in
Table 2.
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Table 2. The distribution of nursing students according to their dating and violence experience(n=407)

Dating And Violence Experiences n %
Have a dating relationship

Yes 194 47.7
No 213 52.3
Dating time

0-1 year 97 49.2
2-4 years 87 44.2
5 years and over 13 6.6
Exposed to violence in dating

Yes 28 6.9
No 379 93.1
Reaction to violence in dating (n=27)

Felt sorry 8 29.6
Felt angry 3 11.1
Did not talk 3 111
End a relationship 7 25.9
Used violence 1 3.7
Felt sorry and angry 4 14.8
Felt angry ve used violence 1 3.7
Used violence in dating

Yes 29 7.1
No 378 92.9
Reaction to violence in dating of partner

(n=28) 11 39.3
Felt sorry 5 179
Felt angry 3 10.7
Reacted normally 5 17.9
Did not talk 2 7.1
Used violence 1 3.6
Felt sorry and angry 1 3.6
Felt sorry and angry and used violence

After use violence in dating, I..... (n=27)

Felt sorry 10 37.0
Felt angry 1 3.7
Regreted 8 29.6
Thougth that deserved 6 222
Felt sorry and angry 1 3.7
Felt sorry and regreted 1 3.7
Someone who used violent in family

Yes 66 16.2
No 341 83.8
Who used violence in family (n=66)

Mother 9 13.6
Father 37 56.1
Sister 1 1.5
Brother 10 15.2
Father and brother 5 7.6
Mother and father 3 4.5
Stepfather 1 1.5
Exposed to violence 1n family

Yes 49 12.0
No 358 88.0

It was determined that 47.7% of the students had a dating relationship and 49.2% of the students had
a maximum of one year of dating. It was determined that 6.9% of the students were exposed to violence in
dating, 29.6% felt sorry for this situation 7.1% engaged in violence and 39.3% of said their partners and %37
themselves felt sorry for this case.lt was determined that 16.2% of the students were violent in the family,
56.1% of them were subject to violence from their fathers and 12% of them were victims of domestic violence
(Table 2).
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The average scores of the nursing students' attitude scales for violence in dating are given in Table 3.

Table 3. The average scores of the nursing students' attitude scales for violence in dating(n=407)

SCALES MeantSD Research Scale
Min-Max Min-Max

The Attitudes Towards 30.35+0.48 15.00-67.00 15.00-75.00

Male Psychological

Dating Violence Scale

The Attitudes Towards 20.19+0.41 12.00-53.00 12.00-60.00

Male Physical Dating

Violence Scale

The Attitudes Towards 23.83+0.37 11.00-54.00 11.00-55.00

Female Psychological

Dating Violence Scale

The Attitudes Towards 23.65+0.44 12.00-58.00 12.00-60.00

Female Physical Dating

Violence Scale

It was determined that the average point obtained from TheAttitudesTowards Male Psychological
Dating Violence Scale is 30.35+0.48, the average point obtained from TheAttitudesTowards Male Physical
Dating Violence Scale is 20.19+0.41, the average point obtained from TheAttitudesTowards Female
Psychological Dating Violence Scale is 23.832£0.37 and the average point obtained fromThe
AttitudesTowardsFemalePhysical Dating Violence Scale is 23.65+0.44 (Table3).

Distribution of nursing students' the atitudes towards dating violence scales average points
according to students some definitive characteristicsis given in Table 4.

Table 4. Distribution of nursing students' the atitudes towards dating violence scales average points according to students some
definitive characteristics (n=407)
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The Attitudes Towards Male The Attitudes Towards Male Physical The Attitudes Towards Female The Attitudes Towards Female
Some Definitive n Psychological Dating Violence Scale Dating Violence Scale Psychological Dating Violence Scale Physical Dating Violence Scale
Characteristics
Mean+SD t/F value p value MeantSD t/F value p value  MeantSD t/F value p value MeantSD t/F value p value
Sex
Female 280  28.65+7.97 t= 4817 0.00 18.88+7.24 t=-4.890 0.00 23.9847.70 t=0.605 0.55 23.4349.13 t=-0.730 0.47
Male 127  34.11+11.60 ) ) 23.0949.56 23.5016.63 24.13+8.30
Grade
1 143 20.38+7.74 29.2948.72 24.6617.34 25.6918.76
2 106  19.64+8.79 F=3.648 0.01 30.95+11.30 F=2.387 0.07 23.7946.92 F=3.173 0.02 22.00+8.89 F=5.198 0.00
3 98 18.7746.91 29.65+7.29 21.9846.91 21.98+8.49
4 60 23.07+9.85 32.95+11.12 24.95+8.53 24.43+8.83
Family type
Nuclear family 326 29.93+9.23 _ 19.8248.13 _ 23.61+7.18 F=0.756 047 23.30+8.78 F=1.744 0.18
Extended family 55 34.02+11.80 F=5312 0.01 23.6949.17 F=6.875 0.00 24.8247.60 25.7148.55
Fragmented family 26 27.89+6.78 17.4615.61 24.54+9.29 23.65+8.88
Mother education level
Primary school ﬁg 29.78+9.33 19.96+7.78 ig-gzig-gg ig-ggig-;g
Middle school 29.5548.45 _ 18.9417.86 _ 0E5. 3£,
High school 77 31.03+9.99 F=2.076 0.08 20.7348.89 F=3.047 0.02 23274627  F=1.137 0.34 23.77+8.86 F=1.426 022
College 21 3410+1246 24.76£10.72 26.6247.55 24.95+10.81
Unschooled 14 3035£9.59 23.6447.39 21.7948.01 23.6548.88
Father education level
Primary school 118 20724784 30.5949.98 24.60+7.07 25.75+8.30
Middle school 87 18.90+7.04 F=1.768 0.15 28.48+7.96 F=1.489 0.22 23.5548.62 F=0.893 0.45 23.3248.97 F=4.115 0.01
High school 129 1976858 30.85+9.79 23.1446.89 21.8548.76
College 73 21.66+9 48 31.30+10.22 24.1547.14 23.8449.29
Have sisters
30.93+9.86 _ 20.6048.32 _ 23.6117.16 _ 23.61+8.49 _

Yes 267 20.548.96 t=1.733 0.08 19434812 t=1.365 0.17 23,6047 81 t=0.407 0.68 237149 59 t=-0.104 0.92
No 140
Have brothers
Yes 232 ggggiggg =-0.853 0.40 20.47+8.65 t=0.788 043 23.5347.38 t=-0.939 0.35 23.7849.01 t=0.330 0.74
No 175 o 19.83+7.72 24.2347.39 ' 23.48+8.71
Longest living place
Village/town 62 31321034 22824915 251947 84 26.3619.64

131 30.37+8.98 F=3.898 0.02 20.0247.99 F=0.416 0.66 e F=1.653 0.19 Pee F=5.140 0.01
County 24 30064974 19.5448 04 24.05+7.88 24.2749.10
Province R T 23.3116.90 22.4948.32

340



Uluslararast Sosyal Aragtirmalar Dergisi A The Journal of International Social Research
Cilt: 11 Sayi: 56 3 Volume: 11 Issue: 56

For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were determined in TheAttitudesTowards Male
Psychological Dating Violence Scale according to their gender, class, family type, and the place where they
live the longest.Parent education status and sibling presence variables were not found to be effective in
students'Male Psychological Dating Violence Scale. For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were
determined in TheAttitudesTowards Male Physical Dating Violence Scale according to their family type and
educational status of mother. Class, educational status of fathers, existenceof sisters or brothers and the
longest place of living variables were not found to be effective in students'Male Physical Dating Violence
Scale.

For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were determined in TheAttitudesTowards Female
Psychological Dating Violence Scale according to class.Gender, family type, educational status ofparents,
sibling presence and longest place to live variables were not found to be effective in students' Female
Psychological Dating Violence Scale.For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were determined in
TheAttitudesTowards Male Physical Dating Violence Scale according to class, status of father education and
longest place to live. Gender, family type, educational status of mother, sibling presence and longest place to
live variables were not found to be effective in students' Female Psychological Dating Violence Scale (Table
4).

Distribution of nursing students' the atitudes towards dating violence scales average points
according to students dating and family realtionshipsis given in Table 5.
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The Attitudes Towards Male The Attitudes Towards Male The Attitudes Towards Female The Attitudes Towards Female
Dating And Family n Psychological Dating Violence Scale Physical Dating Violence Scale Psychological Dating Violence Scale Physical Dating Violence Scale
Realtionships
Mean+SD t/F value p value MeantSD t/F value pvalue MeantSD  t/F value p value Mean+SD t/F value p value
Have a dating
relationship 213 29.98+9.37 t=-0.814 0.42 20.01+7.80 t=-0.458 23.01£7.17 t=-2.380 0.02 23.74+8.53 t=0.221 0.83
Yes 194 30.76£9.82 ’ ’ 20.39+8.75 0.65 24.74+7 52 23.55+9.26
No
Dating time
0-1 year 97 20.641+9.51 F=0.238 0.79 30.49+10.03 24.40+7.05 22.78+9.23
2-4 years 87 19.94+7.16 ’ ' 31.20£9.15 F=0.177 0.84 25.36+7.96 F=1.114 0.33 24.00+9.01 F=0.644 0.53
5 years and over 13 21.38+11.91 29.85+12.55 22.23+7.53 25.23+11.05
Exposed to violence in
dating
Evet 28 34.96+11.03 t=2.659 0.01 23.61+9.92 t=2.277 0.02 26.79+8.03 t=2.204 0.03 27.61+£10.35 t=2.461 0.01
Hayir 379 30.01£9.40 19.94+8.08 23.62+7.30 23.36+8.70
Used violence in dating
0.00 0.00

Evet 35.93+13.22 t=2.146 0.03 28.07+11.14 t=2.807 0.01

29 t=3.292 24.66+11.96 t=3.049 26.66+8.92
Hay1r 29.92+9.13 23.31+8.60

378 19.85+7.82 23.62+7.22
Someone who used
violent in family
Evet 29.96+10.17 23.35+10.08 t=-0.300

66 t=-0.367 0.71 20.33+9.29 t=0.149 0.88 23.23+8.26 =-0.728 047 0.76
Hayir 30.43+9.48 23.71+8.64

341 20.17+8.06 23.95+7.21
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For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were determined in TheAttitudesTowards Male
Psychological and Physical Dating Violence Scale according to their conditions of engaging and being
subject to violence.For the students, meaningful differences (p<0.05) were determined in
TheAttitudesTowards Female Psychological and Physical Dating Violence Scale according to having a
dating relationship and conditions of engaging and being subject to violence. .For the students, meaningful
differences (p<0.05) were determined in TheAttitudesTowards FemalePhysical Dating Violence Scale
according toengaging and being subject to violence (Table 5).

4.DISCUSSION

Dating violence is unfortunately a common experience for most university students (Murray, &
Kardatzke, 2007:79). International studies have shown that university students have a range of 26-84% of
engaging dating violence and 29-30% have become subject to daing violence (Spencer, Haffejee, Candy, &
Kaseke, 2016:1129; Kamimura, Nourian, Assasnik, & Franchek-Roa, 2016-a:53; Umena, Fowole, & Adeoye,
2014:1; Chan etal.,2008:529; Amar, & Gennora, 2005:232; Straus, 2004:790).When the studies in Turkey on
dating violence experience of university students are examined, Terzioglu and colleagues (2016) stated that
attitudes of university students were not supportive on dating violence, in his study on assessing prevalance
of dating violence, Hatipoglu (2010) stated students had higher levels of becoming subject to dating violence
and increasing aggression levels in their dating relations (Terzioglu et al., 2016:231; Hatipoglu,
2010:4).Studies have shown that university students differ in terms of engaging and being subject to violence
in dting relations of university students.This may be due to differences in the extent to which students can
describe violence and be aware of the types of violence and can express the level of violence experienced.In
our study, it was determined that 6.9% of the nursing students are subject to dating violence and 7.1% have
become subject to violence.Similar to our findings, Er Giiner (2016)in study on nursing students, states that
4.1% of the students report they have engaged violence to their partners (Er Giineri, 2016:52).In addition to
these findings, in the study on nursing college students, Aslan and colleagues (2008) found that 21.6% of
students were exposed to violence while 18.4% of them had engaged in violence,Conner and colleagues
(2013) reported that 40% of nursing students were exposed to any type of violence in the partner relationship
(Aslan et al., 2008:31,33; Conner et al.,2013:236). When compared with the results of the research conducted
in the field of literature, it can be said that nursing students have lower rates of engaging and exposing to
dating violence.This may be related to the increased awareness of nursing education in the steps of
prevention and intervention of violence. However, it is thought that although the rates are low, dating
violence should not be ignored.When the averages of the scores of students obtained from Attitudes of Male
and Female Psychological and Physical violence are investigated, it was determined that students' scores for
dating violence were below the scale average.

It can be said that the levels of acceptance of students, male and female psychological violence are
higher than those of physical violence. In the study undertaken by Kabasakal and Girli (2012) on opinions
and experiences of university students subject to violence to women,it was determined that during dating
period men show behaviors of emotional and verbal violence than physical violence (Kabasakal, & Girli,
2012:117). Behaviors such as excessive control, excessive jealousy, blocking, threatening, verbal violence may
be regarded as positive features in a relationship (Bugay, & Cok, 2015:16).This may be due to students'
normalization of psychological violence in dating relationship.

Attitude scales average points of nursing students on Male Psychological and Physical violence and
Female Psychological and Physical violence are compared according to some definitive characteristics of
students. When examined by gender, male students participating in the survey were found to have a higher
acceptance level for psychological and physical violence compared to women.The literature supports this
finding. Anderson and colleagues (2011) reported in study carried out among university students that, male
students had higher levels of acceptance of psychological violence compared to women (Anderson et
al.,2011:631). Another study Wang (2016) conducted with university students indicated that men had higher
levels of acceptance of partner violence (Wang, 2016:13). Terzioglu and colleagues (2016) reported in the
study on university students that although they do not support dating violence, male students support
dating violence more than female students (Terzioglu et al., 2016:231).Studies in which violence attitudes of
university students are examined, prove that men tend to have more violent tendencies than women(Kul
Uctu, &Karahan, 2016:2899; Karabacak&Kodan Cetinkaya, 2015:16; Yiiksel, Engin, & Oztiirk Turgut,
2015:838; Kodan Cetinkaya, 2013:28).The higher levels of men's acceptance of violence and the greater
tendency to violence can be attributed to gender roles and patriarchalism's characterization of man's
violence.
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When the students were examined by family type, it was determined that those who have large
families had higher acceptance levels of psychological and physical violence in dating period other family
types. This finding may be due to the normalization of the traditional violence by men, who have a large
family structure and who grow up in a patriarchal cultural structure (Uluocak, Gokulu, & Bilir, 2014:383).

When the students were surveyed according to their longest living places, it was determined that the
students who live in villages and towns had a higher acceptence level of atitude toward male psychological
dating violence and attitude toward female physical dating violence than the students living in the other
settlements. Hatipoglu (2010) studied the prevalence of dating violence in university students and reported
that the students living in provincs are less subject to violence (Hatipoglu, 2010:92). Likewise, Aslan and
colleagues (2008) reported that the students who live in the village until the end of elementary scholl period
exposed to more violence in their current dating relations than those living in provinces and districts (Aslan
et al., 2008:37). Neill and Hammatt (2015) point out that partner dating violence in rural field is more
prevalent in their study of the severity of dating violence in rural and urban areas (Neill, & Hammatt,
2015:93). Edwards (2015) noted that the likelihood of dating violence is similar in urban and rural areas
when studying the prevalence of partner violence in urban and rural areas (Edwards, 2015:369). These
findings suggest that the attitudes of students towards violence tend to be affected by the place where
students live the longest on their individual attitudes.

The attitude scale point averages of nursing students on attitude towards male psychological and
physical dating violence and attitude towards female psychological and physical dating violence, are
compared due to dating and violence experiences.It was determined that students who were related to
dating had higher levels of acceptance of attitudes towards female psychological violence in comparison
with the ones who do not have dating relationship. Hatipoglu (2010) stated that in study examining the
prevalence of dating, women are in aggression position in terms of emotional violence in their current
relationships (Hatipoglu, 2010:53). Karabacak and Kodan Cetinkaya (2015) reported that there was no
difference in the acceptance level of violence according to the dating experence of the students in university
students (Karabacak, & Kodan-Cetinkaya, 2015:17). The existence of psychological violence in relation to
dating and the differences in acceptance can be related to innocence and ignorance since there is no concrete
evidence of violence.

Students who experienced violence in relation were found to have higher levels of acceptance of
psychological and physical violence of women and men and students who engaged violence have
higherlevels of acceptance of attitudes towards female and male psychological and physical dating violence
than the ones who do not have similar experience. Findings of the study support the literature in this aspect.
Ozaki and Otis (2017) found that verifying violence was an important predictor of implementing physical
and psychological violence to their partners in university students (Ozaki, & Otis, 2017:1076). In the study
examining partner violence of university students, Kamimura and colleagues (2016-b) reported that those
who implement violence during relationship have a higher incidence of being subject to physical violence
(Kamimura, Nourian, Assasnik, & Franchek-Roa, 2016-b:352). Temple and colleagues (2016) noted that
engging psychological violenceis related with accepting dating violence (Temple, et al., 2016:197). This
suggests that accepting dating violence may be the cause or consequence of implementing or being exposed
to violence. The finding of increased risk of violence in relation to dating and violence suggests that violence
is both cause and effect and constitutes a cycle of violence.

5.RESULT AND SUGGESTIONS

Determination of attitudes towards violence is important in terms of creating awareness in the
individuals, preventing violence and composing solutions. As a result of the research, it has been
determined that most of the students are not exposed to violence and engage in violence in relation to
dating. Accepting levels of nursing students towards dating violence is under the average.

However, levels of acceptance of psychological violence are relatively higher than levels of acceptance
of physical violence. In addition, students are more likely to accept attitudes of male physical and
psychological dating violence. Students who are experiencing and practicing violence in relation to dating
have higher levels of acceptance of violence.

As a result, although the incidence of nursing students is low, prevention of flirting violence and
adding curriculum to intervention courses, initiatives to be aware of the violence experienced by the
individuals they give care for and and if necessary,organizing seminars on problem solving and effective
communication may be suggested.Programs should be organized related with reflections of social gender
roles and preventing formation of dating violence.lt is thought that today's student nurses' attitudes
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towards dating violence would have an impact on their attitudes towards professional roles as nurses in the
future and further research is needed to take necessary measures before the problem of violence emerges.
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