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Analysis of Effectiveness of Alternative Phonic Sequence on Phonic
Based Sentence Method in First Literacy Education*
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Abstract

In this experimental study we aimed to test the effectiveness of alternative phonic sequence by changing
the phonic sequence of Elementary Turkish Lesson’s Education Program and Guide Book’s (First and Fifth
grades) first section named First Literacy Education. Protest-Posttest control group models which are one
of the real experimental type were used. Research’s groups consists of 1. grade class students (2011-2012
academic year) where they have 2 branches at Bozkdy Primary School at Bozkdy town of Ciftlik district,
Nigde. As the result of this study: There isn’t a significant different between the time to begin reading and
speed of reading aloud, reading capacity or comprehension capacity of experimental group and control
group students. But, there is a significant difference on dictate capacity in favor of experimental group.

Key Words: First literacy education, phonic based sentence method, alternative phonics sequence.

ilk Okuma-Yazma Ogretiminde Ses Temelli Ciimle Yéntemine
lliskin Alternatif Ses Siralamasinin Etkililiginin Incelenmesi*

Ozet

Bu deneysel calismada, ilkégretim Tirkce Dersi Ogretim Programi ve Kilavuzunun (1-5. Siniflar) ilk
Okuma-Yazma Ogretimi baslikli bélimiinde verilen ses siralamasinda degisiklikler yapilarak, alternatif ses
siralamasinin etkililiginin denenmesi amacglanmistir. Gercek deneme modellerinden dntest-sontest kontrol
gruplu model kullanilmistir. Arastirmanin calisma grubunu 2011-2012 egitim-6gretim yilinda Nigde ili
Ciftlik ilgesi Bozkdy Kasabasi Bozkdy ilkégretim Okulunda 6grenim gdren 2 subeden olusan birinci sinif
ogrencileri olusturmaktadir. Calisma neticesinde su sonuclara ulasiimistir: Deney grubu ile kontrol grubu
ogrencilerinin okumaya gecis zamani, sesli okuma hizi, okuma becerisi, okudugunu anlama agisindan
manidar farkhlik géstermemektedir. Fakat dikte becerisi acisindan deney grubu lehine manidar faklilik
gostermektedir.

Anahtar Sozciikler: ilk okuma-yazma égretimi, ses temelli ciimle yontemi, alternatif ses siralamasi.

* Bu makale birinci yazarin ikinci yazar danismanhginda yapmis oldugu yiiksek lisans tezinden uretilmistir.
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Introduction

The first literacy education is a language
education process which is carried on with
parent-teacher association in first grade of
primary school in order to add reading and
writing skillsonthelanguagesskillswhichbegan
from early childhood period. For (Bas, 2006)
and Kayikci (2008), the first literacy education
is a process consist of coding with significant
marks as the source and as the receiver, giving
meanings to significant signals by decoding.
For Berninger, Abbott, Swanso, Lovitt, Trived,
Lin, Gould, Youngstrom, Shimada, Amtmann
(2010), there are three stages in reading
education. 1. Phonetic (sounds) 2. Writing
(writing language) 3. Morphology (Meaning
of the writing language). For (Kim, 2009) these
three stages are formed sequentially. Sound/
letter knowledge of children and phonetic
awareness are two important factors for the
first literacy education and reading capacities
in the future of children. At first literacy
education, it is important to know how the
reading happens. At the time of reading,
when the photons reflected from the words
on a paper reaches the retina, the information
of the white paper on which black letters,
perceived as an information fragmented
myriad items not as an entire shape by
neurons in the retina, then, it is transferred
to the brain’s visual center. Our visual center
gathers again all these information. At this
stage, both our brain converts the letters
to sounds (phonetic way) and determines
what is the word (we read) by referring to
the dictionary in our memory (lexical way).
Consequently, the letters are perceived as the
words have a particular sound and particular
meaning (Karacgay, 2011). Phonetic awareness
and letter knowledge are both important for
literacy (Treiman, 2006).

For Demirel (1999), Ozenc (2007), Erdem
(2007) and Celenk (2007), based on the
children’s basic language skills such as
listening and speaking, the common purpose
of the first literacy education is child’s achieve
basic literacy capacity used throughout his
life. Sophisticate the capacities of reading
and understanding what we read take their
places in education programs and education
period as the biggest help for becoming
meaningful a person’s life (Akyol, 2010).

According to Elementary Turkish Lesson'’s
Education Program and Guide Book’s (First
and Fifth Grade Classes), in Sound Based
Sentence Method, first to literacy instruction is
initiated with the phonics. After a few sounds
to form meaningful of all, syllables, words
and sentences are reached. The first reading-
writing instruction, sentences are arranged
to be achieved in a short time. Reading and
writing are carried out together for the first
reading-writing instruction. Read each item
being written, is read in those articles. Text
in teaching, students> development adjacent
italic letters are used as appropriate (Ministry
of Education (MEB) 2005).

According to Elementary Turkish Lesson'’s
Education Program and Guide Book’s (Firstand
Fifth Grade Classes), first literacy education
according to the sound-based sentence
method is executed by following these steps
(Ministry of Education (MEB) 2005):

1.Preparation for first literacy.
2.Beginning to first literacy and advance.
a. Feeling and recognition to sound.
b. Reading and writing to sound/letter.

c. Creating syllables from sound/letter,
words from syllables and sentences from
words.

d. Creating a text.
3. Become a literate.

Sound/letter sequence and their groups which
are recommended in the literacy education
section of Elementary Turkish Lesson'’s
Education Program and Guide Book's (First
and Fifth grades were indicated at table 1:

In phonic/letter education the sequence
which indicates at table 1 should be basis, not
at the alphabet sequence. In this sequence,
Turkish’s sound structure, ease of writing
letters, the activity of production syllables and
words are taken into consideration. Moreover,
different groupings could made by changing
some phonic/letters’ position in this groups.
But, this arrangement should be conformable
to understanding of Turkish Lesson Education
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Table 1. Ministry of Education (MEB) (2005) recommendation sound/letter

1. Group el at E L AT

2. Group i,n,o,r,m i,N,O,R,M

3. Group uk1ysd UKlY,S,D
4. Group 6,b,U,s2¢ 0,8,0,5,7C
5. Group g.c¢ph G,C,PH

6. Group g,v,f,j G, V,F,J

Program, thematicapproach and sound-based on sound-based sentence method at first
sentence method (Ministry of Education, 2005: literacy education?

252).
Sub-Problems: At first literacy process of

In phonic/letter education the sequence primary school 1.grade students, in the
should be basis, not at the alphabet sequence. exercises of sound-based sentence method,
In this sequence, Turkish’s phonic structure, what is the level of effectiveness of activities
ease of writing letters, the activity of  prepared with sound sequence in Ministry
production syllables and words are taken into of Education (MEB) Elementary School
consideration. Moreover, different groupings  Turkish Lesson Education Program and Guide
could made by changing some sounds/letters’ Book (First and Fifth grades) and activities
position in this groups. But, this arrangement prepared with alternative sound sequence on
should be conformable to understanding of  students’ process of learning to read; speed
Turkish Lesson Education Program, thematic  of reading aloud; reading capacities; reading
approach and phonic based sentence method. comprehension; dictate capacity?

(Ministry of Education, 2005). . .
‘I'm Reading And I'm Writing’ book groups,

In the Elementary Turkish Lesson’s Education developed by Ozlem BAS, are applied on
Program and Guide Book’s (First and Fifth experiment group. ‘I'm Reading And I'm
grades) first section named first literacy =~ Writing’ book groups are given as free to the
education (MEB, 2005), it is indicated that experiment group. ‘I'm Learning to Read And
different groupings also can be created by  Write’ lesson book which is given as free by
changing the phonic/letters’ position in the the Ministry of Education is applied on control
sound groups of program. In this study, the group.

purpose is determine to the effectiveness
of alternative sound sequence as change
in sound sequence of Elementary Turkish
Lesson’s Education Program and Guide Book’s
(First and Fifth grades) first section named first
literacy education. When references of this
study are examined, we see that some of the

The phonic sequence (Bas, 2007a) applied on
the experiment group is shown at Table 2:

While the sound/letter sequence is being
composed at Table 2 according to Bas (2007b)
these matters are taken into attention:

class teachers think the sound sequence which 1. We paid attention to give firstly the
is indicated in program is not appropriate and continuous letters of consonants. The fj,§
they make some changes for the sequence. In letters, which cannot be easily understood,
conclusion of this experimental study we are are put into last letter group even though
going to see effectiveness of an alternative they are continuous

sound sequence. With this result, successes
of the sound sequence in this program
and alternative sound sequence would be
compared. The importance of this research,
ranking the effectiveness of alternative

2. A detailed dictionary work was done
for vowels’ issuance sequence and the
vowels are systematized according to
creation our language’s words.

phonics to reveal. 3. In order to prevent some phonic
complications (b-d, y-g, j-¢, s-z, v-f) in the

Problem Sentence: What is the level of ] :
acquisition process of reading capacity,

effectiveness of alternative sound sequence
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Table 2. The phonic sequence applied on the experiment group

Letter Group 1 2|13| 4|5 6 7 8 9
T.LetterGroup [ e | | |a | t | A E i L Yy
2.LetterGroup |QOo|Ss|n | k | r| Uu |T| UG | Cc¢
3.LetterGroup | It | m | d [Cc| g D K| O6
4. LetterGroup | b | h |Zz|VVv|Ss| Pp B N
5.letterGroup | R [ f |Jj| § IM|G| G |F| H

Vowels Continuous Consonants

the most mixed phonics are taught in
different phonic groups and with breaks.

4. In the acquisition process of writing
capacity, some letters which lead writing
mistakes take place into different letter
groups. For example; such asn, m, b, p, h
and spotty letters (i, 6, ¢, 3).

5. Because of the purpose is teaching the
literacy, bounds’ characteristics are taken
into consideration for phonic sequence.
The phonic of each letter is firstly taught
with his little symbol. The letter his phonic
is already learned is given then with his
big symbol.

Methodology
Participants

Research field consists of primary schools
of Nigde city. In chose of example, simple
random sampling method was used. In simple
random sampling, all parts of field have
equal chance to enter the example. Thus,
same weight will be given to each element
in the calculations. (Arikan, 2004). As result of
simple random sampling, research’s groups
consists of 1.grade class students (2011-2012
academic year) where they have 2 branches
at Bozkoy Primary School at Bozkdy town of
Ciftlik district, Nigde. Bozkdy. As the result of
pretests, the two branches of 1.grade classes
are determined as 1/A and 1/B class branches
that they are equal to each other. Lots are
drawn in order to determine the experiment

and the control groups. In conclusion of the
drawing of lots, 1/A has become experiment
group and 1/B has become control group. In
the student list of 1/A there are 29 students.
But 1 student has impediment, because of
this student is continuously absent, he/she
is not included to the count. So, 1/A class
experiment group has 28 students. In the
1/B students list there are 31 students. 1/A
class is made to the experimental procedure.
1/B class has learned to read and write with
the phonic sequence specified in Ministry of
Education (MEB) Elementary School Turkish
Lesson Education Program and Guide Book
(First and Fifth grades).

Data collection tools
Pretest Data Collection Tools

Atthe beginning of academicyear, the pretests
showed below are applied to determine
whether the students are equal with each
other or not.

Observation form before first literacy (To be
ready)

The observation form before first literacy (to
be ready) is developed by researcher. It is
applied for determine that the students are
ready to first literacy or not. The observation
form before first literacy (to be ready) was
completed by researcher with class teacher’s
help.
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Visual Reading Scale

Visual reading scale was developed by
researcher. It is applied to test students’ ability
to express the objects they see. It is applied in
a different way for each student. It is applied
by researcher at last week of september. The
lowest point is 0 and the highest is 5 that
can be taken from this test. Each picture is
evaluated as 1 point. In the appliance done
on students, the picture was showed to the
student. It is asked to say what is the name of
creature see at the picture. Researcher wrote
what the student said in the scale. According
to grade results, the experiment and control
groups’ marks were transferred to (SPSS 15.0)
Statistical Package Program for the Social
Sciences. It is compared that the experiment
and control groups are equal each other or
not. 3 teachers were taken for the content
validity opinions. In addition to reliability, two
experts were consulted. Reliability coefficient
has increased ,91.

Line Work Scale

Line work scale was developed by researcher.
The purpose is determine the students are
ready for literacy or not. Small hand muscles’
development state was examined. Line
work scale is applied on each student in
different ways at last week of september by
the researcher. The lowest point is 0 and the
highest is 5 that can be taken from this test.
According to grade results, the experiment
and control groups’ marks were transferred
to (SPSS 15.0) Statistical Package Program
for the Social Sciences. It is compared that
the experiment and control groups are equal
each other or not. 3 teachers were taken for
the content validity opinions. In addition
to reliability, two experts were consulted.
Reliability coefficient has increased ,93.

Posttest Data Collection Tools

In the end of experimental work, for looking
the situation between the experiment and
control groups, these posttest data collection
tools are applied:

Time to Become a Literate

Time to become a literate scale was developed
by the researcher. The Class Teacher marked
the students who become literate on this
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scale. 3 teachers were taken for the content
validity opinions. In addition to reliability, two
experts were consulted. Reliability coefficient
has increased ,100.

Reading Capacity Scale

Reading capacity scale is prepared by Obalar
(2009) on purpose to determine the students’
reading capacities, dated 2005, by taking
into consideration elementary school 1.level
students’ acquisitions where the elementary
Turkish lesson education program and guide
book (First and Fifth grades). The scale is
prepared by Obalar consists of 18 articles
with five-point likert type. The necessary
permission was taken from Obalar (2012) by
e-mail to use to the ‘Reading capacity scale’.
The last 2 articles were added on the scale
by researcher, so scale has 20 articles. The
more point you take from the scale, reading
capacity also increases. This scale is applied
on each student in different ways at first week
of june by the researcher. ‘Reading Capacity
Measurement Text’ named ‘Hasan’ is read
loudly to the students in order to determine
the students’ reading capacities. Students’
reading loudly is recorded as video by the
researcher. While the students was reading
loudly, researcher completed the ‘Reading
capacity scale’. The articles marked in this
scale were transferred to (SPSS 15.0) Statistical
Package Program for the Social Sciences. The
validity and reliability studies were carried out.

KMO and Barlett tests were done in order to
determine whether the reading capacity scale
is conformable to exploratory factor analysis
or not. In this context, the result of KMO
test should be .50 and higher, also, Barlett
globalization test results should be statistically
significant. (Jeong, 2004). As a result of
this study, KMO test result is 85 and Barlett
globalization test (p<0.01) result is significant
and it can be made a factor analysis to the
scale. In the exploratory factor analysis the
limit value is taken as 45 for factors’ load factor
and with the principle component analyses
method, varimax rotation technique which is
one of the vertical techniques is used to find
items giving them a high correlation and to
make comments easily about the factors.

3 factors were obtained as the result of
exploratory factor analysis done with reading
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capacity scale. The first factor emphasizes
%23,87 and the second factor emphasizes
%22,47 and third factor emphasizes % 22,45
of the total variance of the scale. The total
sizes of the scale shows %68,79 of the scale.
For Buyukoztiirk (2002), it is enough that if the
rate variances are explained in the scale has
one factor is %30 or higher. The data obtained
the factor analysis emphasizes that validity of
the scale is high level.

At first, Reading Capacity Scale consists of
20 articles, but then in the decided example
for this study, after dashing the substances
(3,13,14,18) which are not in any article or has
load value under .45, the scale decreased 16
articles and evaluated with those remaining
articles. Buyukozturk (2002) indicates that the
substances’ factors co-variance are close to 1
or higher than .66 is a good solution, but, in
practice it is generally difficult to accept. After
factor rotation, it is seen that the first factor of
factorincludes? substances(1,6,7,16,17,19,20);
and the second factor includes 6 substances
( 2,4,5,8,9,15) and the third factor includes 6
substances (10,11,12,15,16,17).

Cronbach’s alpha reliability statistic was
performed to determine the reliability of the
scale. According to the statistics, the Cranbach
Alpha Value is .91. Cranbach Alpha Value
related to the scale’s first and second factors
are both found.87 and Cranbach Alpha Value
related to the scale’s third factor is found .90.
Tezbasaran (1997) indicates that the quotient
of reliability which can considered enoughina
likert-type scale should be as close as possible
to 1. According to the these results it can be
said that the reliability of two factors is higher
than the last factor.

Word Comprehension Scale

Word understanding scale was developed by
researcher as profiting from ‘scales for reading
comprehension” which were prepared by
Erdogan (2009). The necessary permission
was taken from Erdogan (2012) by e-mail
to use as changing the ‘Scales of reading
comprehension’ which are also used on his
master thesis. The lowest point is 0 and the
highest is 5 that can be taken from this word
comprehension scale. This scale is applied on
each student in different ways at first week
of june by the researcher. According to point

result, marks obtained by experiment and
control groups were transferred to (SPSS 15.0)
Statistical Package Program for the Social
Sciences. The validity and reliability studies
were carried out. 3 teachers were taken for
the content validity opinions. In addition
to reliability, two experts were consulted.
Reliability coefficient has increased ,92.

Sentence Comprehension Scale

Sentence  comprehension  scale  was
developed by researcher as profiting from
‘scales for ‘reading comprehension’ which
were prepared by Erdogan (2009). The
necessary permission was taken from Erdogan
(2012) by e-mail to use as changing the ‘Scales
of reading comprehension’ which are also
used on his master thesis. The lowest point is
0 and the highest is 5 that can be taken from
this sentence comprehension scale. This scale
is applied on each student in different ways at
first week of june by the researcher. According
to point result, marks obtained by experiment
and control groups were transferred to (SPSS
15.0) Statistical Package Program for the Social
Sciences. 3 teachers were taken for the content
validity opinions. In addition to reliability, two
experts were consulted. Reliability coefficient
has increased ,90.

Dictate Capacity Scale

Dictate is defined as to say by someone else
for writing, to be wrote (TDK, 1998). Dictate
capacity scale is prepared by Obalar (2009) on
purpose to determine the students’ dictate
and writing capacities, dated 2005, by taking
into consideration elementary school 1.level
students’ acquisitions where the elementary
Turkish lesson education program and guide
book (1.-5. level classes). The necessary
permission was taken from Obalar (2012) by
e-mail to use to the ‘Dictate capacity scale’.
The scale is prepared by Obalar consists of
21 articles with five-point likert type. The
more point you take from the scale, dictate
and wring capacities also increase. ‘Dictate
Performance Text’ named ‘Advertisements’
which is conformable their levels is chosen in
order to evaluate the scale and a dictate paper
is prepared to write easily. Dictate capacity
scale is applied by the researcher at first week
of june. Dictate performance textis read by the
researcher to the all students at the same time.
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The dictate performance papers gathered
from students are evaluated one by one, by
the researcher with the dictate capacity scale.
The articles chosen at scale were transferred
to (SPSS 15.0) Statistical Package Program for
the Social Sciences. The validity and reliability
studies were carried out.

KMO and Barlett tests were done in order to
determine whether the dictate capacity scale
is conformable to exploratory factor analysis
or not. In this context, the result of KMO
test should be .50 and higher, also, Barlett
globalization test results should be statistically
significant (Jeong, 2004: 70). As a result of
this study, KMO test result is 85 and Barlett
globalization test (p<0.01) result is significant
and it can be made a factor analysis to the
scale. In the exploratory factor analysis the
limit value is taken as 45 for factors’ load factor
and with the principle component analyses
method, varimax rotation technique which is
one of the vertical techniques is used to find
items giving them a high correlation and to
make comments easily about the factors.

4 factors were obtained as the result of
exploratory factor analysis done with dictate
capacity scale. The first factor emphasizes
%27,43, the second factor emphasizes %20
,87, third factor emphasizes % 19,56 and the
fourth factor emphasizes %9,00 of the total
variance of the scale. The total sizes of the scale
shows %76,85 of the scale. For Blyukozturk
(2002), it is enough that if the rate variances
are explained in the scale has one factor is
%30 or higher. The data obtained the factor
analysis emphasizes that validity of the scale
is at high level.

At first, Dictate Capacity Scale consists of
21 articles, but then in the decided example
for this study, after dashing the substances
(3,7,13) which are not in any article or has
load value under .45, the scale decreased 18
articles and evaluated with those remaining
articles. Blyikoztirk (2002) indicates that
the substances’ factors co-variance are close
to 1 or higher than .66 is a good solution,
but, in practice it is generally difficult to
accept. After factor rotation, it is seen that
the first factor of factor includes 7 substances
(1,2,17,18,19,20,21); and the second factor
includes 6 substances (1,2,4,5,6,8,) and the
third factor includes 4 substances (9,10,11,15);
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and the fourth factor includes 3 substances
(12,14,16).

Cronbach’s alpha reliability statistic was
performed to determine the reliability of the
scale. According to the statistics, the Cranbach
Alpha Value is .93. Cranbach Alpha Value
related to the scale’s first factor is found .95,
the second factor is found .90, the third factor
is found 91 and the fourth factor is found .41.
Tezbasaran (1997) indicates that the quotient
of reliability which can considered enough
in a likert-type scale should be as close as
possible to 1. According to the these results it
can be said that the reliability of three factors
is higher and the last factor (4.) is in average
level.

Reading Speed Measurement Text

‘Reading speed measurement text’ named
‘Gokkusagi  (Rainbow) is chosen by
researcher. In order to determine how many
words they read in a minute ‘Reading speed
measurement text’ named ‘Rainbow’ is read
by all students one by one at first week of June.
Students’ readings loudly are recorded by the
researcher. The number of words which are
read by students in a minute were transferred
to (SPSS 15.0) Statistical Package Program for
the Social Sciences. Content validity is taken
for the 3 teacher opinions for text.

Procedures

Studies are made in first and second semester
of the 2011-2012 academic year. Pretest and
posttest was administered by the researcher.
Pretest was administered during the last week
of the month of September. Posttest was
administered during the first week of June.

Data Analysis

Data collected was analyzed by using
descriptive, inferential statistical analysis
methods. Reliability analysis was conducted
to test the reliability. The descriptive statistics
were conducted to report the differences
between the experimental group and control
group on achievement. For the analysis of the
data, SPSS 15.0 (Statistical Package for Social
Sciences) was used.

ITNENE
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Findings
Pretest Results of Working Group

At Table 3, there is independent t test table
of visual reading scale’s results before
experimental procedure of students in
working group:

When we examine the Table 3;in conclusion of
independent t test it was found that there isn't
a significant difference between experiment
and control groups students’ visual reading

Table 3. Visual reading scale results

Group n X s t p
Experiment 28 6,68 0,48

1,21 0,23
Control 31 6,48 0,72

capacity (t,=1,21, p>0,05). Experiment group
class and control group class are equal in
visual reading capacity.

At table 4, there is independent t test table of
line work scale’s results before experimental
procedure of students in working group:

Table 4. Line work scale results

Group n ; s t p
Experiment 28 4,39 0,57

2,94 0,005
Control 31 4,77 0,43

When we examine the Table 4; in conclusion
of independent t test it was found that there
is a significant difference (t(59)=2,94, p<0,05
between experiment and control groups
students’ lining work capacity. Lining capacity

has a significant difference in favor of control
group class’s students.

At Table 5 there is the table related to process
of learning to read:

Table 5. Time to begin independent reading

G The month he/she began to reading
rou
P January February Couldn’t begin
. n 22 5 1

Experiment

% 79 18 3

n 25 5 1
Control

% 81 16 3

n 47 10 2
Total

% 80 17 3

When we examine to the Table 5; 22 students
began on january, 5 students began on
february, 1 student couldn’t begin to the
independentreadinginthe experimentgroup.
25 students began on january, 5 students
began on february, 1 student couldn’t begin to
the independent reading in the control group.
When we examine to the data of Table 5; we
can see that there isn’t a significant difference

between the students of experiment group
and control group at time to begin reading.
When the Table 5 is examined, we see that the
students began to independent reading on
January and February.

At Table 6 there is the table related to speed of
reading aloud:
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Table 6. Experiment and control groups’ speed of reading aloud

Group n X s t p
Experiment 28 31,46 14,88

0,56 0,58
Control 31 33,68 15,20

When we examine to the Table 6; the to speed of reading aloud (t,,=0,56, p>0,05)
experiment group’s students read aloud 31,46 between the experiment and control groups’
words in average per minute. The control students.

group’s students read aloud 33,68 words in
average per minute. As a result of independent
ttest, thereisn’t a significant difference related

AtTable 7 thereis the table related to students’
reading capacities:

Table 7. The results of reading capacity scale of experiment and control groups

Group n ; S t P
Experiment 28 3,52 0,79

1,45 0,15
Control 31 3,24 0,67

When we examine to the Table 7, in five-point the experiment and control groups. Students’
likert type reading capacity of experiment reading capacities has a good level according
group, the average is 3,52 . The average of  to the study result.

students’ reading capacity scale of control
groupis 3,24 . As aresult ofindependent t test,
there isn't a significant difference (t =145,
p>0,05) related to reading capacities between

At table 8. and 9., there are the result of
students’ reading comprehension:

Table 8. The results of word comprehension scale of experiment and control groups

Group n X S t P
Experiment 28 | 496 | 0,19

1,20 0,23
Control 31 | 468 | 1,25

When we examine to the Table 8, the average  there isn't a significant difference (t,,=1,20,
of students’ word comprehension scale of p>0,05) related to word understanding
experiment group is 4,96. The average of  capacities between the experiment and
students’ word understanding scale of control control groups.

group 4,68. As a result of independent t test,

Table 9. The results of sentence comprehension scale of experiment and control groups

Group n ; [ t P
Experiment 28 2,89 0,31

1,10 0,27
Control 31 2,71 0,824
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When we examine to the Table 9, the average
of students’ sentence comprehension scale
of experiment group is 2.89. The average of
students’ sentence comprehension scale of
control group 2,71. As aresult of independent
t test, there isn't a significant difference

(te,=1,10, p>0,05) related to sentence
comprehension capacities between the
experiment and control groups.

At table 10 there are the result of students’
dictate capacity:

Table 10. The results of dictate capacity of experiment and control groups

Group n ; S t P
Experiment 28 4,15 0,73

2,49 0,016
Control 31 3,69 0,69

When we examine to the Table 10, in five-point
likert type dictate capacity of experiment
group, the average is 4,15. The average of
students’ dictate capacity scale of control
group 3,69. As a result of independent t test,
there isnt a significant difference (t,=2,495,
p<0,05) related to dictate capacities between
the experiment and control groups.

When we examine to the Table 10, we see
that alternative phonic sequence which
is prepared by Bas (2007a) has a positive
effect on the students’ dictate capacity. As
this positive result's source, it is thought
that alternative sound sequence which is
prepared by Bas (2007a) has a positive effect
on students’ capacities of feeling, recognizing
and distinguishing to the sound.

Discussion

Itis seen that there isn't a significant difference
related to time to begin reading, reading
aloud, reading capacity and understanding
what they read capacity between the students
of experiment group and control group. In
the studies of Sahin (2005); Sahin, inci, Turan,
Apak (2006) and Bay (2008), in the phonic
based sentence method, the students began
to reading in the middle of academic year, not
at the end of academic year. In the study of
Sahin (2005), the students who have become
literates with the phonic based sentence
methodread 71,5 words in average per minute
in the end of the academic year. In the study
of Bay (2008), students’ (who have become
literates with the phonic based sentence
method) speeds of reading aloud per minute
in the end of academic year are: 18 students

who read 0-60 words in a minute, 50 students
who read 61-80 words in a minute, 30 students
who read 81-100 words in a minute, 13
students who read 101-120 words in a minute
and 5 students who read 121-140 words in
a minute. In the studies of Sahin (2005) and
Bay (2008), it is seen that students’ speeds of
reading aloud is nearly as twice as the speeds
indicated at Table 7. the studies of Sahin
(2005) and Bay (2008) are done in city center
but this study is done in town, because of this
we get such a result. This factor is the most
important one. In the studies of Sahin (2005)
and Bay (2008), Students’ speed of reading
lower than this study’s students. The reason
of this matter is thought that the students’
social-economic status and preliminary
information are effective factors. In the study
of Demirci (2008), literacy truth level of second
class students who learned literacy with
phonic based sentence method is in average
and third class students’ literacy truth level
is high. It is seen that the word and sentence
comprehension capacity of working group are
at high level. In the studies of Ozsoy (2006);
Sahin, inci, Turan, Apak (2006); Yurduseven
(2007) and Bay (2008), teachers indicate that
the word and sentence comprehension levels
of first literacy education with phonic based
sentence method are at high level. But, it is
found that there is a significant difference
related to dictate capacity between the
students of experiment group and control
group. There is a significant difference in favor
of experiment group. In the studies of Sahin
(2005) and Turan (2007), students who learned
the first literacy with phonic based sentence
method do a few writing mistakes.
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Another sources (painting book, story
book) should add on lesson books for the
students’ literacy education. Students should
be encouraged to use contiguous inclined
handwriting, mistakes should be corrected
without delay. Vowels should take place into
first 3 groups. So, creation of meaningful
syllable, word and sentence could be made
earlier. Phonics whose vocalizations are
difficult should be given at last. The letters
whose phonics can be confused are should
be take place in different groups. (For
example: n-m letters, s-z letters). Primary
school 1.grade class’s lesson books should be
written with contiguous inclined handwriting.
This situation encourages to the students
to use the contiguous inclined handwriting.
The teachers should be encourages to use
contiguous inclined handwriting and they
should be controlled. In order to reading
without syllabify they should profit from
reading quickly techniques. For example; a

Analysis of Effectiveness of Alternative Phonic Sequence on Phonic Based Sentence Method in First Literacy Education

teacher can show the words with neutral and
big word cards and want them to read at once.
The workings should be done to develop the
students’ reading speed. For example; teacher
can manage competitions in order to increase
students’ speed reading aloud in a minute.
When the parents helps and supports their
children in the process of first literacy, they
should say the phonics of letters, not their
names. At the beginning of this academic
year, a meeting for parents should be done
in order to give information about the first
literacy education and to prevent the wrong
interferences, and the parents should be
made conscious of first literacy education.
The publisher enterprise who publishes the
first literacy education book should publish
booklets in order to give information to the
parents about that process. At the beginning
of academic year, these booklets should be
given to the students as free with their lesson
books.
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Genis Ozet
Giris

ilk okuma-yazma 6gretimi, erken cocukluk
doneminde baslayan dil becerilerine okuma
ve yazma becerilerinin  kazandiriimasi
amaciyla ilkégretimin birinci basamaginda dil
dgretimi surecidir. ilk okuma-yazma égretimi;
kaynak olarak, anlamli isaretlerle kodlama
ve alia olarak, anlamli isaretlerin kodlarini
¢ozerek anlamlandirmanin 6gretimini iceren
bir sirectir. Okuma o6grenmede (i¢ safha
bulunmaktadir: 1. Fonetik (sesler) 2. Yazi (yazili
dil) 3. Morfoloji (yazili dilin anlami). Bu ti¢ safha
birbirinin devami olarak gerceklesmektedir.
GCocuklarin  ses/harf bilgisi ile fonolojik
farkindalik, ilk okuma-yazma 6grenmede ve
ileriki yillardaki okuma becerilerinde iki 5nemli
faktordir.  Seslerin/harflerin  6gretiminde
alfabedeki siralama degil; verilen siralama
ele alinmalidir. Bu siralamada Tirkce>nin ses
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yapisi, harflerin yazim kolayligi, anlamlrhece ve
kelime Uretmedeki isleklik dikkate alinmistir.
Ayrica, bu gruplardaki bazi seslerin/harflerin
yerleri degistirilerek farkh gruplamalar da
yapilabilir. Ancak bu diizenleme Tiirkce Dersi
Ogretim Programr’nin  anlayisina, tematik
yaklasima ve ses temelli cimle ydntemine
uygun olmalidir.

Yontem

Arastirma evrenini Nigde ili ilkogretim okullar
olusturmaktadir. Orneklem seciminde basit
tesadufi ornekleme yontemi kullanilmistir.
Basit tesadifi 6rneklemde evreni olusturan
her elemanin 0Ornege girme sansi esittir.
Dolayisiyla hesaplamalarda da her elemana
verilecek agirhk aynidir. Basit  tesadifi
ornekleme sonucunda; arastirmanin calisma
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grubunu 2011-2012 egitim-0gretim yilinda
Nigde ili Ciftlik ilcesi Bozkdy Kasabasi
Bozkdy ilkégretim Okulunda égrenim gdren
2 subeden olusan birinci sinif 6grencileri
olusturmustur. Bozkdy ilkégretim Okulunda
bulunan iki adet 1. sinif subesinin, ontestler
sonucunda birbirine denk oldugu anlasilan
1/A ve 1/B subeleri tespit edilmistir. Deney
grubu ve kontrol grubunu belirlemek amaciyla
kura cekilmistir. Cekilen kura sonucunda 1/A
subesi deney grubu olarak, 1/B subesi kontrol
grubu olarak belirlenmistir. 1/A subesi sinif
listesinde 29 6grenci bulunmaktadir. Ancak 1
ogrenci fiziksel engelli olup sirekli devamsiz
oldugu icin sayiya dahil edilmemistir. Bu
nedenle deney grubu sinifi olan 1/A subesi 28
ogrenciden olugsmaktadir. 1/B sinif listesinde
31 6grenci bulunmaktadir.

Buarastirmada nicel arastirmaydntemlerinden
olan deneme modeli kullanilmistir. Gergek
deneme  modellerinden  Ontest-sontest
kontrol gruplu model kullaniimistir. Deneme
modelleri, neden sonuc iliskilerini belirlemeye
calismak amaci ile, dogrudan arastirmacinin
kontroll altinda, gézlenmek istenen verilerin
Uretildigi arastirma modelidir (Karasar, 2002).
Ontest-sontest kontrol gruplu modelde,
yansizatamaile olusturulmus iki grup bulunur.
Bunlardan biri deney, 6teki kontrol grubu
olarak kullanilir. Her iki grupta da deney 6ncesi
ve sonrasi 6lgmeler yapilir.

Bulgular

Deney grubu ile kontrol grubu 6grencilerinin
okumaya gecis zamani agisindan, sesli okuma
hizi acisindan, okuma becerisi acisindan,
okudugunu anlama agisindan manidar
farkhhk gostermedigi bulunmustur. Fakat
deney grubu ile kontrol grubu 6grencilerinin
dikte becerisi acgisindan manidar farkhhk
gosterdigi  bulunmustur. Deney grubu
lehine manidar farklihk g&stermektedir.
Ogrenciler uzun kelimeleri okurken ve daha
once karsilasmadiklari  kelimeleri okurken

zorlanmaktadirlar. Ogrencilerin  bir  kismi,
siklikla rastlamadiklar  kelimeleri okurken,
bildikleri  kelimelere  benzeterek yanls

olarak okumaktadirlar. Aileler cocuklarina
ilk okuma-yazma siirecinde destek verirken,

harflerin seslerini degil harflerin adlarini
soylemektedir. Bu durum olumsuzluklara
neden olmaktadir. Ogrencilerin  kelime

hazinesinin azligi nedeniyle okuma hizi

olumsuz etkilenmektedir. Ogrencilerin bir
kismi dikte calismasinda harfleri birbirine
karistirarak yazmistir (m-n, r-l, f-v, s-z, g-h).
Ogrencilerin bir kismi dikte calismasinda
noktal harfleri (¢, i, j, 6, s, U,) yazarken harflerin
noktalarini koymamustir. Ogrencilerin bir kismi
dikte calismasinda satira sigmayan kelimeleri
kisa cizgiyle ayirirken, kelimeyi yanhs olarak
bolmustir  (Ur-Unleri,  tasarla-nmaktadir).
Ogrencilerin bir kismi noktalama isaretlerini
yerinde kullanmamistir. Ogrencilerin bir kismi
dikte calismasinda okunan metni eksik olarak
yazmiglardir. Ogrencilerin  bir kismi dikte
calismasinda okunan kelimeleri eksik olarak
yazmiglardir (satmak-satma, icecekler-icekler,
clrimistir-ciritir). Ogrencilerin bir kismi
dikte calismasinda 6zel ismin bas harfini kiicik
harfle yazmislardir (ahmet). Ogrencilerin bir
kismi dikte calismasinda 6zel isme gelen eki
yazarken, kesmeisaretikoymamistir (Ahmetin).
Ogrencilerin bir kismi dikte calismasinda 6zel
isme gelen eki kesme isaretiyle ayirirken yanlis
yerden ayirmistir (Ahmestin). Ogrencilerin
bir kismi dikte calismasinda yazlarini egik
yazmalari gerekirken, dik olarak yazmislardir.
Ogrencilerin dikte calismasi sirasinda kagida
kalemle fazla bastirdiklari ve bu nedenle
yazilarinin bozuldugu tespit edilmistir.

Tartisma

Deney grubu ile kontrol grubu 6grencilerinin
okumaya gecis zamani, sesli okuma hiz,
okuma becerisi, okudugunu anlama agisindan
manidar farklilik gostermedigi bulunmustur.
Ancak deney grubu ile kontrol grubu
ogrencilerinin dikte becerisi acisindan manidar
farkhhk gosterdigi bulunmustur. Deney grubu
lehine manidar farklilik gostermektedir.

ilk okuma-yazma 6gretimiicin 6grencilere ders
kitaplarinin yaninda ek kaynaklar da temin
edilmelidir (boyama kitabi, hikaye kitabi).
Ogrencilerin bitisik egik el yaziyr kullanmalar
tesvik edilmeli, yanhsliklar geciktiriimeden
dizeltilmelidir. Sesli harfler ilk U¢ grupta yer
almalidir. Boylece anlamli hece, kelime ve
ciimle olusturma daha erken yapilabilecektir.
Seslendirilmesi zor olan sesler en sonlarda
verilmelidir. Sesi birbirine karistirlan harfler
farkh gruplarda yer almalidir (6rnegin: n-m,
$-z). ilkdgretim birinci sinif ders kitaplar
bitisik egik yazi ile yazilmahdir. Bu durum
ogrencilerin bitisik egik yazi kullanimini
tesvik edecektir. Ogretmenler bitisik egik yazi
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kullanimini  6zendirmeli ve denetlemelidir.
Ogrencilerin  okuma  hizlarini  gelistirici
calismalar yapilmalidir. Ornegin, &gretmen
ogrencilerin dakikadaki sesli okuma hizlarini
artirmaya yonelik yarismalar dulzenleyebilir.
Aileler cocuklarina ilk okuma-yazma siirecinde
destek olurken harflerin adlarini degil, harflerin
seslerini soyleyerek yardimc olmalidirlar.
Ailelere ilk okuma-yazma ogretimi hakkinda
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bilgi vermek ve aileler tarafindan yapilan
yanlis midahaleleri 5nlemek amaciyla egitim-
ogretim yili basinda veli toplantisi yapilmali,
aileler bilinclendirilmelidir. ilk okuma-yazma
ogretimi  kitabini basan yayimc kurulus
tarafindan, aileleri sire¢ hakkinda bilgilendirici
kitapcik basiimali, bu kitapcik sene basinda
ders kitabiyla birlikte 6grenciye Ucretsiz olarak
dagitilmahdir.



