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ABSTRACT

Entrepreneurship is an action process that becomes more and more important, integrates with the support
provided, and as a result, contributes directly to the economy. Entrepreneurship increases its importance in
the process from past to present. The contribution of the individual to the national economy continues to be
important in terms of creating new employment areas. In a developing and diverse world, entrepreneurial
individuals are needed in every field. Entrepreneurial individuals have a significant role in ensuring social
development, solving employment problems, increasing social welfare, and improving competition. As
universities have started to play an important role in entrepreneurship, it has become very significant to
determine the trends of students in this field. Especially in university education, there is a need for students
to improve their entrepreneurial characteristics. In this regard, this study aims to reveal the current situation
by examining the entrepreneurial tendency levels of the students of Hitit University Faculty of Sport
Sciences. The universe of the study consists of students studying at Hitit University Faculty of Sport
Sciences in the 2019-2020 academic year. The sample group consists of 500 students, 164 female, 336
male, selected by random sampling method. The questionnaire form used as a data collection tool in the
study consists of two sections. "Personal Information Form" prepared by the researchers constitute the first
section of the questionnaire. “University Students Entrepreneurship Scale” designed by Yilmaz and Suinbul
(2009), consisting of 36 expressions, formed the second section of the questionnaire. Frequency
distributions, "Independent Sample T-Test", "one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA)" were used as
statistical analysis techniques. The results of the analysis of the socio-demographic characteristics of the
students are given on average, standard deviation, and percentages. The data were processed and
analyzed using SPSS 21 (Statistical Package for Social Sciences). As a result of the study, it was
determined that there was no significant difference between the variables according to demographic
information (gender, age, class, education, department, sports), and students had a “high
entrepreneurship” feature.
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INTRODUCTION

The conceptual development of interventional thinking is
quite complex. The historical process created by
chronological factors has become significant in the
development of interventional thinking. For example,
revolutions, civil wars, world wars, urban developments in
cities are among the important historical events that
affect the conceptual development of interventional
thinking (Murphy et al.,, 2006:14). Conceptually,

entrepreneurship dates back to centuries before Christ.
Since the early ages, Human beings have met their
needs throughout history, despite the adverse conditions,
to survive. Historical periods from the existence of
humankind to this time, are innovation processes that
they put forward with an entrepreneurial spirit and taking
risks (Durukan, 2007:25). In addition to maintaining
human life in the first age, they engaged in



entrepreneurship activities for trade. In the middle ages,
they engaged in entrepreneurship activities to manage
their wide-ranging projects without major risks (Wingham,
2004:2). The development of entrepreneurship has
continued from medieval times to the present day. In
these comprehensive production projects, human beings
take no risks and manage the resources provided
(Hisrich and Peters, 2001). In the 21st century,
entrepreneurship has become a concept that we
encounter in every aspect of our lives. New job
opportunities and various sectors have emerged while
information is renewed and developed in Today.
Entrepreneurship, which has existed from the past to the
present, has evolved in line with the development of
information and easier access to information.

In the literature research, entrepreneurship has been
defined from different aspects by many researchers.
Entrepreneurship is derived from the French word
"entreprendre”. Entrepreneurship was used as a term by
Richard Cantillon (Arikan, 2002). In the folk language,
"acting, starting to do a job," is described as an initiative,
while the person in this situation is called an
"entrepreneur"  (Aytag and  ilhan,  2007:107).
Entrepreneurs are also known as businessmen, traders,
managers, directors, who try to create their own business
(Kicuk, 2005:26). Entrepreneurship is an exceptional
field that shapes socially with success, which takes a civil
form with the roles such as model, trust, and image,
which first appeared through mental perception and
intuition, and psychologically, conscious emotionality
integrated with the characteristics of the entrepreneur
(Top, 2006:7). Based on all the definitions made about
the concept, the conclusion is that entrepreneurship is
considered as a process where different factors come
together (Dundar and Agca, 2007:124).

Entrepreneurship includes the process of awareness
and evaluation of existing opportunities. Entrepreneurship
forms the basis of the economy. The concept of
entrepreneurship was interesting as it increased both
individual and social welfare. Hence, it has taken its place
in the literature as a research area. Therefore, countries
have started to show the required importance and focus
on entrepreneurship. Entrepreneurship is the most
effective way to reveal unused potential and create new
business areas. Therefore, entrepreneurship activities
form an economic whole in the development of the region
and countries (Korkmaz, 2012:211-212). While
entrepreneurship creates new job opportunities, it also
contributes  significantly to the solution of the
unemployment problem in the economy. Therefore, the
entrepreneurs have a great responsibility in the
development of the places we live in. Also, new products
and opportunities are offered to the public, thanks to
entrepreneurs with different strategies and thinking
powers (Akyiliz, 2013:81). An entrepreneur is expressed
as an individual, who meets human needs such as
products and services, by combining capital, resources,
and workforce. We may define the entrepreneur as an
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individual who uses, evaluates, and takes responsibility
for all the factors of production activities to meet human
needs (Mucuk, 2013:5-8).

Today, entrepreneurship has gained considerable
importance. It is essential to identify people with an
entrepreneurial character and to train them properly by
institutions such as universities. Universities have several
duties for entrepreneurship education to be planned and
implemented to meet the needs of the economic sectors
(Lekoko et al., 2012). It is essential to analyze the
entrepreneurship characteristics of students, especially
those who are trained in faculties of sports sciences, and
make the necessary situation analysis. Considering the
students who graduated from the faculties of sports
sciences, entrepreneurship tendencies are considered to
be at a high level. Based on all these theoretical
knowledge and findings, it is essential to examine
entrepreneurship tendencies of university students.

METHODOLOGY
Research pattern

"General screening model, one of the descriptive
scanning methods, was used in this study. General
screening model; It is a method that tries to describe the
situation of the assets and groups and explain all the
features to reveal the existing situation. To reach a
general judgment in large groups, the whole conditions of
the universe or a sample is taken from it and tried to be
determined by describing the existing conditions (Cohen
et al., 1997).

Aim of the study

The study aims to reveal the current situation by
examining the entrepreneurial tendency levels of Hitit
University Faculty of Sports Sciences students.

The universe and the sample of the study

The universe of the study consists of students studying at
Hitit University Faculty of Sport Sciences in the 2019-
2020 academic year. The sample group consists of 500
students, 164 female, 336 male, selected by random
sampling method.

Data gathering

The questionnaire form used as a data collection tool in
the study consists of two sections. "Personal Information
Form" prepared by the researchers constitute the first
section of the questionnaire. “University Students
Entrepreneurship Scale” designed by Yilmaz and Sinbdil
(2009), consisting of 36 expressions, formed the second



section of the questionnaire.

This scale consists of 36 items on a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from 1 (never) to 5 (very often). The lowest score
obtained from the scale was 36, and the highest score
was 180. Scoring and evaluating  students'
entrepreneurship levels were determined by Yilmaz and
Sunbdl (2009) (Table 1).

The reliability of the data collection tool was tested by
calculating the Cronbach Alpha coefficient based on the
alpha value. The overall internal consistency coefficient
of the scale was 0.98. In order for the scale to have a
high level of reliability, the Cronbach Alpha coefficient
must be 0.80 and above (Kayis, 2010:405). As can be
seen, the coefficient is above acceptable limits. This
shows that the items in the questionnaire are consistent
and reliable.

Data analysis

Frequency distributions, "Independent Sample T-Test",
"one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA)" were used as
statistical analysis techniques. The results of the analysis
of the socio-demographic characteristics of the students
are given on average, standard deviation, and
percentages. The data were processed and analyzed
using SPSS 21 (Statistical Package for Social Sciences).

Table 1. Evaluation of entrepreneurship scores.

Score Entrepreneurship level

36-64 Very low entrepreneurship

65-92 Low entrepreneurship

93-123 Moderate entrepreneurship

124-151 High entrepreneurship

152-180 Very high entrepreneurship
FINDINGS

As can be seen in Table 2, there are 500 participants
(67.2% male and 32.8% female) in total. The highest
participation in terms of age range was 218 with 21-23
age range, the highest in terms of the grade was with 174
people in 1st Classes, the highest in terms of the
department was 202 with Sports Management
department, the highest in terms of the curriculum was
295 with normal education appears to be. In addition,
53.4% of the participants not doing sports.

As can be seen in Table 3, the entrepreneurship score
of the research group was determined as an average of
140.00 points with a standard deviation of 20.47. This
score is 124 to 151, according to the Evaluation of
Entrepreneurship Scale developed by Yilmaz and Sunbdl
(2009) and shows that the research group has high
entrepreneurship.
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As can be seen in Table 4, there were 500 participants
(336 male and 164 female) in total. According to the
gender variable t-test results, there is no significant
difference between entrepreneurship and gender variable
(P > 0.05).

As can be seen in Table 5, the highest average (X=
140.55) with the age variable of the participants was 24
years and older. ANOVA results made by age variable
showed that there was no significant difference between
entrepreneurship and age variable (P > 0.05).

As can be seen in Table 6, the highest average (X=
140.49) of the participants was determined in the
coaching department. ANOVA results made by
department variable showed that there was no significant
difference between entrepreneurship and department
variable (P > 0.05).

As can be seen in Table 7, the highest average (X=
141.86) of the participants was determined in the 4th-
Grade. ANOVA results made by grade variable showed
that there was no significant difference between
entrepreneurship and grade variable (P > 0.05).

As can be seen in Table 8, the participants (X = 295)
were at normal education. No significant difference was
found between the data obtained from the t-test results
according to the schooling variable and the level of
entrepreneurship (p > 0.05).

As can be seen in Table 9, 267 of the participants were
not doing sports. No significant difference was found
between the data obtained from the t-test results made
according to the sports situation variable and the level of
entrepreneurship (p > 0.05).

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

This study aims to examine entrepreneurship tendency
levels of students of sports sciences. As can be
understood from the results that emerged according to
the findings, there was no significant difference between
some variables (age, gender, class, department,
program, sports status) and entrepreneurship level.
When we examine the studies conducted by age
variable, Mirza and Dagdeviren (2016) stated that there
was no significant relationship between students'
entrepreneurship characteristics and age and gender. In
their study on entrepreneurship, Tidrkmen and
Dagdeviren (2015) stated that no significant difference
was found between age and entrepreneurship level.
Other studies in the field reveal that there is no significant
difference between age and entrepreneurship level
(Cengiz et al., 2016).

Previous studies in the literature show that there was
no significant difference in terms of gender variables with
participants' entrepreneurship characteristics. In their
study on 474 students studying in different departments
of Selguk University, Yilmaz and Sinbil (2009)
concluded that there was no significant difference in



Table 2. Socio-demographic distribution of students.
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Parameter n %
Male 336 67.2
Gender Female 164 32.8
18-20 years 199 39.8
Age 21-23 years 218 43.6
24 years and older 83 16.6
1st-Grade 174 34.8
Grade 2nd-Grade 133 26.6
3rd-Grade 110 22.0
4th-Grade 83 16.6
Physical Education and Sports 87 17.4
Department Coaching 173 34.6
P Sports Management 202 40.4
Recreation 38 7.6
Schoolin Normal Education 295 59.0
9 Secondary education 205 41.0
DoinG Sports Yes 233 46.6
gsp No 267 53.4

Table 3. Averages of students'
entrepreneurship tendencies.
n Mean. Sd.
500 140.00 20.47

Table 4. Independent group t-test results according to the gender variable of entrepreneurship scale scores.

77

Gend G N X Ss est
ender roups
P X t Df P
Entrepreneurshi Male 336 138.78 20.74 -1.91 498 0.06
P P Female 164 14250 19.73 -1.95 '
p <0.05.
Table 5. One-way variance analysis (ANOVA) results of entrepreneurship scale scores according to age variable.
f_ X and SSvalues ANOVA results
Group N X SS Var. K. KT Sd KO F pP
18-20 age 218 139.61 16.25 Inter-group  99.60 2 49.800
Entrepreneurship 21-23 age 83 139.70 17.40 In-group 208892.40 497 420.307 0.18 0.90
24 age and above 199 140.55 18.45 Total 208992.00 499

p <0.05.
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Table 6. One-way variance analysis (ANOVA) results of entrepreneurship scale scores according to department variable.

f. X & SSvalues

ANOVA Results

Group N X SS Var. K. KT Sd KO F pP
Recreation 38 137.82 14.27 Inter-group 290.92 3 96.97
Physical Education
87 139.25 12.38 In- 208701.08 496 420.77
E:itgepreneur and Sports wetlaHR 1.805  0.87
Sports Management 202 140.32 15.71 208992.00
Coaching 173 140.49 14.88 Total 499
p <0.05.
Table 7. One-way variance analysis (ANOVA) results of entrepreneurship scale scores according to class variable.
f X & SSvalues ANOVA Results
Group N X SS Var. K. KT Sd KO F p
Ent 1st-Grade 174 138.86 16.28 Inter-group 800.77 3 266.92 0.64
Sr?ige‘”e”e“r 2nd-Grade 110 139.12 15.32 In-group 208191.23 496  419.74 ' 0.59
3rd-Grade 83 140.59 13.70 208992.00
4th-Grade 133 141.86 11.66 Total 499
p <0.05.
Table 8. Independent group t-test results according to the schooling variable of entrepreneurship scale scores.
t
Schooling Groups X SS Test
4 df P
. Normal education 138.98 20.74 -1.33
Entrepreneurship Secondary education 141.46 19.73 -1.34 499 0.51
Table 9. Independent group t-test results according to the doing sports variable of entrepreneurship scale scores.
Doi ) G N _ SS t-test
oing sports roups
gsp P X t df p
. Yes 233 141.61 20.11 1.65
Entrepreneurship No 267 138.60 20.71 166 499 0.10
p <0.05.
terms of gender variable with the level of not find a significant difference between the class

entrepreneurship tendency. These results support the
results of the present study.

The data obtained from the study reveals that there
was no significant difference between the class variable
and the level of entrepreneurship. When we look at
similar studies, Nas and Temel (2018) showed that the
class variable was significantly influential on the level of
entrepreneurship in their research. This result is not in
line with this study. In their study, Duran et al. (2013) did

variable and the level of entrepreneurship. The result of
their study is similar to the result of the present study.
Also, the study of Doganer and Altunoglu (2010) supports
the present study.

As can be seen in Table 6, there was no significant
difference between entrepreneurship and department
variable. On the other hand, Nas and Temel (2018)
concluded that there was a significant difference between
the department variable and the level of entrepreneurship



in their study. This result is not in line with the present
study. In their similar study, Pan and Akay (2015) did not
find a significant difference between the education level
and the level of entrepreneurship. This conclusion
reached by Pan and Akay (2015) supports the present
study.

When the relationship between the education type
variable and the level of entrepreneurship tendency were
examined, the result did not differ significantly. The
results obtained from another study conducted by
Aydeniz and Akkus (2017) at Munzur University on the
subject are similar to the present study.

The relationship between the sports situation variable
and the level of entrepreneurship was determined non-
significant. However, in the literature review conducted
on the subject, Alptekin et al. (2019) revealed a
significant difference between the state of doing sports
and the level of entrepreneurship in their study on 240
individuals with special needs. This result is not in line
with the present study.

Another conclusion from the study; the level of
entrepreneurship tendency of the students of the faculty
of sports science is at the 'high entrepreneurship’ level. It
may be concluded that students' high self-esteem and
tendency to take risks, cause their entrepreneurship
levels to be high. On the other hand, Bilge and Bal
(2012), in their study on university students, revealed that
students' interest in entrepreneurship was low in general.
This result is not in line with the present study. In the
study conducted by Akcakanat et al. (2014) with 380
students at Sdleyman Demirel University, it was
concluded that students' entrepreneurship levels were
high. In a similar study conducted by Nas and Temel
(2018), at the School of Physical Education and Sports,
they found supportive findings with the present study,
concluding that the participants had a ‘high
entrepreneurship’ level. In another study, Honca and
Cetinkaya (2019) gathered supportive findings for the
present study. In their study at Ahi Evran University
School of Physical Training and Sports, they concluded
that students have a 'high entrepreneurship’ level.

As a result, the students of Hitit University Faculty of
Sport Sciences have a high entrepreneurship tendency. If
these  students are  supported with  applied
entrepreneurship training, they may be able to activate
their current potential. Today, although it is a bit difficult
for the public and private sector to host and employ such
educated and graduated students, steps can be taken to
increase employment by taking the necessary measures
to create future entrepreneurs and determining the
education policy for this. Based on all these findings, we
should state that the present study contains some
limitations. Therefore, studies that will keep the research
group larger may benefit in terms of obtaining more valid
results. In addition, with the increasing number of courses
that may direct students studying in faculties of sports
science to entrepreneurship, these students may be
encouraged, and their skills may be improved.
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