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Relational uncertainty
Heba Alaa Hilal
hiba.alaa2204m@coart.uobaghdad.edu.iq
Sawsan Abid Ali Al-Sultani
sawsanabdali@coart.edu.uobaghdad.iq
Abstract:

Relational uncertainty represents an individual's inability to describe,
explain, explain, or predict behavior in a given social situation. When
there is uncertainty in interpersonal relationships, it may cause the
individual to lack perceived cognitive control, i.e. the ability to predict.
This situation is associated with increased feelings of anxiety associated
with poor Trust in relationships and other problems, including sadness,
fear, and anger.

The current research aimed to identify relational uncertainty, and to
identify differences in relational uncertainty according to gender (males
and females), number of years of marriage (1-10 years - 11 or more), and
educational level (preparatory, bachelor’s, diploma, postgraduate studies).
Number of children (none, one child, two children, three children, four or
more) and to achieve the objectives of the current research, the researcher
built a measure of relational uncertainty and it consists of (19) An item
with five-point alternatives in its final form, and after extracting the
psychometric properties (discrimination, validity, and reliability of the
items, the reliability coefficient according to the Cronbach’s Alpha
method reached (0.88). This sample was chosen by a random method
with a proportional distribution. The sample consisted of (400) married
male and female employees working in the following ministries
(Education , higher education and scientific research, labor and social
affairs, industry), After processing the research data statistically, the
research results showed that the research sample has a low level of
relational uncertainty, and there is a statistically significant difference in
relational uncertainty according to the gender variable and in favor of
females, and there is no statistically significant difference in relational
uncertainty according to the variable number of years of marriage and
level. education and the number of children. In light of these results, the
researcher reached a number of recommendations and proposals.

Key words :Relational uncertainty , Romantic relationships, distrust.
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