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Snow White, The Little Mermaid, Cinderella, and Sleeping Beauty are all Fairy Tales that taught children at a young age the magic of a man and a woman falling deeply in love and living happily ever after. As children there is a fantasy about the romantic story between a prince and a princess sharing true love’s kiss. While these Fairy Tales contain imagination and love, showing a young man meeting, and falling love in a short 2-hour film; it lacks the display of any sense of relationship development. While fairy tales avoid the less enchanting development of a relationships, researchers have been very interested in what occurs between meeting and living happily ever after. According to Holmberg and MacKenzie (2002), turntaking is defined as “dating events based on the past and future development” of a relationship. Substantial research has been conducted to analyze relationships and the importance and complexity of the turntaking that occurs in the duration of the relationship (Allison, 2016; Baxter & Pittman, 2016; Holmberg & MacKenzie, 2002; Letcher & Carmona, 2015; Simon & Gagnon 2003). Previous research on relationship development is tall and wide covering a surplus of topics, such as the effect of correlating turntaking between couples, and the effect that college has on turntaking stages and expectations. For the purposes of this study, the researcher was particularly interested in Holmberg and Mackenzie’s (2002) study on the turntaking stages and expectations of romantic couples in college. The researcher completed a vast amount of research to gather information on relational development, university life, and the Christian faith.
 Relationships develop at different speeds and variations because everyone has different ideas of what a proper relationship is and how a proper relationship should develop. Personal relationship scripts are our personal beliefs of the normative ways a person believes that a relationship should develop (Simon & Gagnon, 2003). When a couple forms a relationship, they each come with their own personal relationship scripts, and work together to develop their relationships through turntaking. There have been several studies that have found that relationships thrive when a couple has matching or similar personal relationship expectations (Allison, 2016; Baxter & Pittman, 2016; Holmberg & MacKenzie, 2002; Letcher & Carmona, 2015; Simon & Gagnon 2003). Sexual scripts have been widely researched, studying them at different influences, such as the sexual scripts of students at universities (Bernston, Hoffman & Luff, 2013; Braithwaite, Coulson, Keddington & Fincham, 2013; Eaton & Matamala, 2013; Fielder & Carey, 2010; Garneau, Olmstead, Pasley & Fincham, 2013; Holmberg & MacKenzie, 2002; Letcher & Carmona, 2014; Lovejoy, 2015; Williams, DeFazio & Goins, 2013), the sexual scripts of people with religious backgrounds (Davidson, Moore, Earle & Davis, 2008; Penhollow, Young & Bailey, 2007; Williams, DeFazio & Goins, 2013), the influence of background on sexual scripts (Morrison, Masters, Wells, Casey, Beadnell & Hoppe, 2014), the influence of age on sexual scripts (Bernston et al., 2014), and even as specific as the influence of watching pornography (Braithwaite et al., 2014). Every person has their own interpretation of how a romantic relationship should occur, and this can be affected by many aspects.
In the transition from home life to campus life, and dependence to independence, forming romantic relations is a large part of the socialization process across college campuses. Hooking up is a casual and common component of the average college student’s social life (Allison, 2016; Fielder & Carey, 2009; Garneau et al., 2013; Letcher & Carmona, 2014; Lovejoy, 2015; Penhollow et al., 2007). Now that these young adults are gaining their information and influence from their peers, rather than their parents, relationships are often seen as more casual and nonchalant. Public universities around the nation alike are surrounded by underage drinking, fraternity and sorority parties, late night hookups which are supported by lax campus regulations and rules, and free birth control (Davidson et al., 2008). An immense amount of research completed on relational development on college campuses, with several researchers finding a distinct difference between relationships developed within a public university, than outside of the college world (Allison, 2016; Bernston et al., 2014; Braithwaite et al., 2015; Davidson et al., 2008; Eaton & Matamala, 2014; Fielder & Carey, 2010; Garneau et al., 2013; Holmberg & MacKenzie, 2002; Letcher & Carmona, 2015; Lovejoy, 2015; Penhollow et al., 2007). In all, the aspects that are emitted within a public university campus have shown that it affects the way its students form and have expectations of relationships.
The researcher will be replicating Holmberg and MacKenzie’s (2002) study on the relational development within a public university campus. This quantitative study was conducted by the use of 51 dating events that occur throughout a relationship. Thirty couples were then asked to sort these dating events based on their perception of how a relationship should develop. From this sorting, the researchers were able to complete six measures of relational well-being. In Holmberg and Mackenzie’s (2002) study a normative relationship script is “based on the conceptions of how relationships should develop. This study found a correspondence between normative scripts and predicted measures of relationship well-being (Holmberg & MacKenzie, 2002). This study was conducted in 2002, and specifically at a public university, which similar to other universities no religious affiliation has a “hook-up” culture (Allison, 2016; Braithwaite et al, 2015; Fielder & Carey, 2010; Lovejoy, 2015; Penhollow et al., 2007). This study is over a decade old, seemingly outdated, and is specific to one culture; there is much room for further study.  
Conversely to public universities, private, Christian universities often have a culture paired with strict guidelines and regulations, religion course requirements, and mandatory chapel. Despite the vast research on romantic relationship and turntaking, (specifically between young adults in a college setting), the influence that the Christian faith developed on a Christian university campus has on romantic relationships has been relatively ignored. While much has been written about the culture and romantic relationships formed on college universities, the literature has been largely focused on the public universities “hook-up” culture. Research that focuses on romantic relationships formed on private universities can create a more accurate understanding on the role that religion plays on students. Given the peculiarity of the Christian faith and its calling in contrast to the average college student’s relationship, this study examines the role that Christian faith has on college students and the development of their romantic relationships. 
Qualitative Method
Given the peculiarity of the Christian faith and its calling, opposite the average college student’s relationship, this study examines the role that the Christian faith has on college students and the development of their romantic relationships. Therefore, the following research question was asked:
RQ1: What effect does attending a private, Christian university have on the turntaking that students take in romantic relationships?
The research design used a qualitative approach through interviewing a population and analyzing the results gathered. These interviews will discover if, and what effects the non-secular education at a private, Christian university has on its students. 
The interviews were led by the researcher, and were given to 15 students attending a private, Christian university in the southeast region. The interviewees were selected because the students are currently engaging in the teachings and community of a religious focused community. The demographic information about the people being interviewed is that they are active members of the Trevecca community (attending school events, going to chapel, completing religion course requirements), and involved in a romantic relationship with another Trevecca student. The interviews will take place in an empty classroom, vacant of noises and distractions. These interviews will last approximately 5-7 minutes, depending on the length of the answers given from the interviewees. Access to this sample of 15 students will be granted through stratified sampling to reflect the Trevecca population, following the demographics of residency (resident/commuter), ethnicity (cultural background), and gender (female/male). This interview will be Semi-constructed with a series of open-ended questions with room to be flexible in accordance to the interviewees’ responses. The questions given to the interviewees will include:
· In what ways have you engaged in the Trevecca Community?
· How would you describe your spiritual life?
· Have you participated in romantic relationships while attending Trevecca? 
· Do you feel as if your romantic relationships will or have progressed at a different rate than if you were attending a public, non-secular university?
· If any, what effect has the teachings at Trevecca had on your view on romantic relationships?
· Do you have any other comments regarding the spiritual life and romantic relationships at Trevecca?
These interviews will be recorded using a recording device and brief note taking. The interview notes will be transcribed using a grounded theory approach to identify codes, concepts, categories, and themes that emerge from the data.
Quantitative Method
Given the peculiarity of the Christian faith and its calling, in contrast to the average college student’s relationship, this study examines the role that the Christian faith has on college students and the development of their romantic relationships. Therefore, the following hypothesis was posed:
H: Attending a private, Christian university has an impact on the turn taking that students take in romantic relationships.
The research design used a quantitative approach through surveying a population of private, Christian university students that are engaged in romantic relationships within the campus. These surveys used statistical and data analysis applications in order to discover what, if any, effects the non-secular education at a private, Christian university has on its students. The students were non-randomly selected using convenience and snowball sampling within a Christian university student population in the upper south region of the United States. Fifty students participated in this study, with the necessary demographics being: active student attending the university, and involved in a romantic relationship with another student attending the university. All participants were entered into a prize drawing to thank them for their participation in the study.
	The instrument used in this study was a survey developed by Holmberg and MacKenzie in 2002. The responses from these surveys will provide the researcher with the ordinal data of the turn taking of romantic relationships. Holmberg and MacKenzie’s instrument was reliable, scoring a 0.82. The researcher altered the instrument to comprise 30 items or interpersonal relationship turning points (located in Appendix A).
The participants were given a brief explanation of the study, and then read over and signed an informed consent form. Couples completed their surveys simultaneously, back-to-back to avoid observing, talking, or effecting each other’s answers. These surveys were completed in an empty classroom, vacant of noises and distractions. The participants were given a stack of 30 cue cards of the interpersonal relationship turning points (written one per card), and then asked to sort them in the order that their relationship has and will take place. Each stack was shuffled before being given to participants, to ensure that the cards were in a random order. The participants filled out a demographics page that received information on their age, sex, classification, race, relationship length, and campus involvement (located in Appendix B). The survey was concluded with a debriefing and thanked for their time. The data will be analyzed using appropriate statistical tests. 
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Appendix A
1. Two people meet
2. Two people begin to casually talk to one another
3. Share common interests
4. Mutual attraction
5. Begin to discuss personal Interests
6. Become friends
7. First date
8. Begin to go out on informal dates more often
9. Hold hands for the first time
10. Hugs for the first time
11. First kiss
12. Romantic aspects of the relationship (e.g., flowers, romantic dinners)
13. Learn each other’s values and morals
14. Begin to date exclusively
15. Self-disclosure (i.e., goals, dreams, secret thoughts)
16. Become involved in each other’s routine life
17. Sexual intimacy begins to increase
18. Begin to get to know each other’s friends
19. Begin to spend a lot of ‘alone time’ together
20. Become best friends
21. Discuss expectations of the relationship
22. First sexual intercourse
23. Say ‘I love you’ 
24. Meet partner’s family
25. Begin to share intimate events together (i.e., birthdays, holidays, etc.)
26. Begin to discuss a future together
27. Decide you want to spend the rest of your life with this person
28. Move in together
29. Become engaged
30. Get married


Appendix B    

Please answer the following questions regarding your demographics.
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Age: ______
2. Classification: 
Freshman      Sophomore      Junior      Senior      Other: _____________
3. Sex
Female          Male
4. Ethnicity
African American    Asian    Hispanic    Pacific Islander    White     Other:_________
5. Are you in a romantic relationship with another Trevecca student, if yes, for how long (in terms of days, months, or years)?
Yes, (length) _____________________         No
6. Rate your campus involvement (chapel, religion courses, social events, athletic event, club membership, student worker/leader, etc. . .)
Extremely involved    ___    ___    ___    ___    ___    ___    ___    Not at all involved


