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BSTRACT

Thinking styles are a matter of choice in individuals’ use of their abilities. In other words, they
are processes that determine individuals’ attitude towards the problems they encounter and their
way of self-expression in the face of these problems. It is considered each athlete and trainer has
unique ways in achieving their goals and succeeding. Starting from this, in our study we aim to
examine “Thinking Styles of Trainers of Different Branches”. 50 trainers, 20 females and 30
males, who coach in different branches in Elazig city center, participated in our study. In the
study, it was used a personal information form to gather participants’ demographical information
“their gender, being trainer of individual or team sports, year of coaching and educational level”
and the REI (Rational Experiential Inventory) developed by Epstein et al. to determine their
thinking styles. Consequently, it has been observed the rational and intuitive thinking styles of
the trainers from different branches are sufficient in our study. In the light of the findings, it has
been concluded that trainers of team sports have high levels of analytical-rational thinking,
“participating-not participating in cognitive activities and enjoying-not enjoying cognitive
activities”, while trainers of individual sports have high levels of intuitive thinking “data
processing and trusting-not trusting their feelings and first impressions in their daily life”. Our
study has importance since it is believed it provides enlightening information for trainers and
athletes in their choice of appropriate methods and techniques while performing and coaching
and also it forms literature for future studies.
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INTRODUCTION

We deal with thousands of thoughts while
speaking, reading, travelling, and eating in
our daily life. Where these thoughts stem
from, what they evoke and what we obtain
from them differ for each person (1).

Thinking style is defined as the way or
method individuals prefer in using their
abilities by Sternberg (1995). Thinking style
is a choice, not ability. Hence, it cannot be
characterized as good or bad. However, we
can mention its differences. Therefore,
thinking style of individuals may alter
depending upon the current situation,
problem they handle and also in time (16).

Likewise, two individuals who have
similar abilities may differ in their thinking
styles. Even though thinking styles are
determined by dominance of ability and
personality, both notions are related
(12,13,14). Thinking style varies by the
requirements of the situation. Thinking
styles are closely related with social
surroundings and may differ based upon
culture, time and situation (12).

Thinking styles are a matter of choice in
individuals’ using their abilities. In other
words, they are processes which designate
individuals’ attitude towards problems and
situations they encounter and the way of
their self-expression before these problems
(5, 13).

Psychologists who adopt different
approaches have asserted two thinking styles
that are different basically but are in
interacted with each other (7).

These styles are named with different
notions. These are intuitive, experiential,
ideational, conceptual-rational and analytical
thinking styles (17, 2). Each individual
develops specific methods and approaches
towards his/her relationship with the world,
perceiving it, achieving their goals and
solving their problems. In that process,
individual focuses on various aspects of the
truth, gathers all kinds of data, organizes

data in different ways and makes different
judgmental deduction, reaches different
decisions and performs these decisions in
different ways (18,7,3).

It is believed each athlete and trainer has
unique ways in achieving their goals and
succeeding. Based upon this, in our study
which is believed to form literature for other
studies, it is aimed to examine the thinking
styles of the trainers from different branches.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants. Fifteen trainers, 20 females
and 30 males, who coach in different
branches in Elaz1g city center, participated in
our study. 24 of the trainers coach in team
sports and 26 of them coach in individual
sports.

Tools. In the study, it was used a personal
information form to gather participants’
demographical information and the REI
(Rational Experiential Inventory) developed
by Epstein et. al (1996) to determine their
thinking styles. Analytical-Rational and
Experiential Thinking Styles comprise 31
items and 2 subscales. The first scale
contains rational thinking. It comprises
abridged 19-item form taken from the Need
for Cognition Scale (45-item) developed by
Cacioppa and Petty (1982). The scales assess
individuals’ level of participating-not
participating in cognitive activities and
enjoying-not enjoying cognitive activities.
The second scale is the Faith in Intuition
subscale and includes 12 items. The scale
measures individuals’ level of trusting-not
trusting their feelings and first impressions
in their daily life behaviors (4,5).

The scale is a 5 point likert scale.
Graduation level increases 1 to 5 and
responses are given through levels of
“Strongly Disagree” to “Strongly Agree”.
1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 9th, 10th,
11th, 13th, 15th, 16th, 18th and 19th items
of the Need for Cognition subscale are
measured reversely and the score interval of
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the scale varies between 19-95. Scoring of
the Faith in Intuition subscale is not
implemented reversely since the items are
stated as positive statements and the score
interval varies through 12-60 (5).

Statistical Analysis. Frequency
distribution, arithmetic mean, percentages,
independent sample t-test and One-Way
ANOVA with Tukey posthoc test was used to
analyze data. Data was analyzed using SPSS

software. A level of 0.05 was considered
significant.

RESULTS

When the value of distribution function
of trainers who attended the study was
examined in respect to "branch of
coaching" variable; it was seen that there
were 24 trainers by %48 participation in
team sports and 26 trainers by %52
participation in individual sports (table 1).

Table 1. Distribution of Trainers As To The ""Branch of Coaching Variable"

Branch of Coaching N %
Volleyball 6 10.2
Handball 5 10.0
Futsal 4 0.8
Football 6 10.2
Basketball 5 10.0
Box 5 10.8
Tae Kwon Do 6 10.2
Archery 2 04
Kickbox 4 0.8
Wrestling 2 0.4
Judo 3 0.6
Athletics 2 0.4
Total 50 100,0

In Table 2 and 3, when the analysis results
in respect to the points of Rational-Experiential
Thinking Styles as to gender and year of
coaching history variables of trainers on
different branches, respectively, were
examined, it was found out that there was not
significant differentiation in terms of gender
and year of coaching history variables,
respectively, from the sub-scales of Rational
Thinking and Intuitive Thinking factors
(p<0.05).

In Table 4, when the analysis results in
respect to the points of team and
individual sport trainers' Rational-
Experiential Thinking Styles on different
branches were examined, it was found out
that there was significant differentiation
in terms of  sub-scales of Rational
Thinking  (p>0.001) and Intuitive
Thinking (p>0,005) factors.

Table 2. Rational-Experiential Thinking Styles Scale as to Gender

REI GENDER N X Ss t p

Analytical-Rational Male 30 39.50 8.12 041 068
Thinking Female 20 40.60 10.76 '

Intuitive Thinking Male 30 56.00  9.25 -0.15 0.87

Female

20 56.45 11.27
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Table 3. Rational-Experiential Thinking Styles Scale as to Year of Coaching History

REI Year of Coaching N X Ss F p

. . 1-2 years 13 40.69 11.16

A”a'ﬁ;lﬁ?"‘;ﬁ]‘g'ona' 3.5 years 22 3840 917 056 057
6 years and over 15 4153 741
Total 50 39.94 9.8
1-2 years 13 55.69 11.67

Intuitive Thinking 3-5 years 22 56.77 1097 0.06 0.93
6 years and over 15 5573 7.20
Total 50 56.18 10.00

Table 4. Rational-Experiential Thinking Styles Scale as to Team and Individual Sports

REI Branch N X Ss t p
Analytical-Rational Team Sport 24 4412 8.73 341  0.001*
Thinking Individual Sport 26 36.07 791 ' '
Intuitive Thinking TeamSport 24 5216 912, g, go5e

Individual Sport 26 59.88 9.8

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Within the scope of the research, the
point average and standard deviation values
of thinking styles in respect to the gender,
being trainer of team or individual sports,
coaching year and educational level were
examined by a questionnaire which 30 male
and 20 female, total 50, trainers coaching on
different branches in the city centre of Elazig
answered.

Thinking style is a data processing
approach which the individual puts to use on
problem solving, perceiving the life and
achieving his/her goals consciously or
unconsciously. In this sense, “rational
thinking™ is described as a data processing
manner which functions on conscious level
separately from emotional effects which are
preferential analytical and verbal and
"intuitive-experiential thinking style" can be
described as a data processing manner which
the individual puts to use on data processing
and is self-acting, associative, holistic and is
not originally verbal and functions by being
affected of momentary emotions [3].

The individual's productivity, adaptation
and efficiency can rise by means of knowing
which thinking style is being used densely,
changing inefficient thinking styles to more
functional ones in time and becoming
skillful at being flexible on thinking styles as
to the situations. [9]

It was tried to ascertain whether there was
any differences between the level of thinking
styles of male and female trainers
concerning gender and thinking styles.
However, it was found any differentiation at
neither rational thinking nor intuitive
thinking styles in terms of gender according
to the analysis results. When the studies
supporting our research were examined, it
could not any statistically differences
between gender and thinking styles on the
studies conducted by Bulus (2000), Zhang
(1999), Walter and his friends (1990), Duru
(2002. These findings support our research.

When the analysis results in respect to the
points of team and individual sport trainers'
Rational-Experiential Thinking Styles on
different branches were examined, it was
found out that there was significant
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differentiation in terms of sub-scales of
Rational Thinking and Intuitive Thinking
factors. On the sub-scales of Rational
Thinking; it was found out the point average
of trainers on team sports was 44,12 and
individual sports was 36,07. Significance
level was observed as p>0,001. On the sub-
scales of Intuitive Thinking; the point
average of the trainers on team sports was
52,16 and individual sports was 59,88.
Significance level was observed as p>0,005.
According to the research findings, it was
figured out that the level of rational thinking
"attending cognitive activities or not and
enjoying cognitive activities or not" was
higher on the trainers who coached at team
sports. By contrast with, it was stated that
the level of intuitive thinking "data
processing and relying on his/her feelings
and first impressions on daily life or not"
was higher on the trainers who coached at
individual sports. This study shows
parallelism with Ozmutlu and his friends'
and Bernardo and his friends' studies (7, 2).
Within the context of the research, when
the analysis results in respect to the points of
Rational-Experiential Thinking Styles as to
coaching year of trainers on different
branches variable were examined, it was
found out that there was not significant
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