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The aim of this study is to develop the political literacy scale. The study group
consisted of 440 undergraduate students studying at a university in Istanbul.
Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) were used in
the study. EFA result indicates that the scale consists of 24 items and 5 factors and
63,852% of the total variance is explained. Factors were named as Political Expertise,
Political Knowledge, Political Awareness, Political Interest and Political Participation.
As a result of the CFA, it was determined that the scale had 24 items and the fit indices
of the structure were sufficient (x2/sd = 1.53, RMSEA = 070, SRMR =.07). Item-total
correlations of the scale were found to range between .48 and .70. Cronbach Alpha
internal consistency coefficient of the scale was found to be as .89. Based on these
findings, it can be said that the scale can be used in a valid and reliable way in
measuring the political literacy skills of individuals.
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Bu calismamin amaci politik okuryazarlik Olgeginin gelistirilmesidir. Arastirmamn
caligma grubunu Istanbul’da bir iiniversitede 6grenim goren toplam 440 lisans &grencisi
olusturmustur. Calismada agimlayia faktor analizi (AFA) ve dogrulayic faktdr analizi
(DFA) kullanulmistir. Calisma kapsaminda ilk 6nce 239 6grenciden elde edilen veri ile
agimlayial faktdr analizi (AFA) yapilmustir. Daha sonra agimlayic faktdr analizinden
(AFA) elde edilen verilerle 201 6grenciden elde edilen veri ile de dogrulayici faktor
analizi (DFA) yapilmustir. AFA sonucu 6lgegin 24 madde ve 5 faktdrden olustugunu ve
toplam varyansin 63,852'sini agiklandigim gostermektedir. Faktorler “Politik Uzmanlik,
Politik Bilgi, Politik Farkindalik, Politik ilgi ve Politik Katilim” olarak isimlendirilmistir.
DFA sonucunda ise 6lgegin 24 madde oldugu ve elde edilen 5 faktorlii yapinin uyum
indekslerinin yeterli diizeyde oldugu belirlenmistir (x2/sd= 1,53, RMSEA= .70, SRMR=
.07). Olgegin toplam madde korelasyonlar1 .48 ile .70 arasinda degismektedir. Olgegin
Cronbach Alfa i¢ tutarlilik katsayisiin .89 oldugu saptanmustir. Bu bulgulardan
hareketle, dlgegin bireylerin politik okuryazarlik becerilerinin &l¢iilmesinde gegerli ve
giivenilir bir sekilde kullanilabilecegi sdylenebilir.
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Giris
Politik okuryazarlik, ekonomik okuryazarlik, medya okuryazarhig, girisimcilik, elestirel
diisiinme, sosyal katilim, isbirligi, iletisim, gozlem, tablo, grafik ve diyagram ¢izme ve yorumlama,
arastirma, mekani algilama, karar verme vb. beceriler sosyal bilgiler dersinin kazandirmay:
amacladig1 becerilerdendir. Politik okuryazarlik becerisi bireyleri toplumsal ve demokratik hayata
hazirlayan en 6nemli becerilerden birisidir. Son yillarda artan etkin vatandas yetistirme diisiincesi

politik okuryazarlik kavraminin yeniden miifredata girmesini saglamistir (Kus, 2013).

Okur-yazar kavrami harfleri ¢oziimlemeyi ifade ederken, okuryazarlik anlamlandirmaya
dayali olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Okuryazarlik kavrami giiniimiizde her gecen giin yeni terimlerle
birleserek (miizik, saglik, finansal, dijital, pedagojik, medya, elestirel, gorsel okuryazarlik, ekonomi,
yeni medya, erken, fen, matematik, duygusal, enerji, hukuk, ruh saghgi, bilgi, cevre ve istatistik
okuryazarligi vb.) anlam sahasmi genisletmektedir (Kurudayioglu ve Tiizel, 2010). Politik
okuryazarlik kavrami da giinlimiizde bireylerin kazanmas: gereken temel becerilerin basinda
gelmektedir. Cinkii demokrasin gelismesi igin politik katilim ve temsil oranmin artirilmas:
gerekmektedir. Bilingli bir politik katihim iginde politik okuryazar bireylere ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir.
Politik okuryazarlik bireylerin politik bilgiye sahip olma durumunu, bireylerin politik bir olay:
kavrayabilmelerini ve politik farkindaligr icermektedir (Krosnick, 1990; Zaller, 1992). Politik
okuryazar bir birey icinde bulundugu durumu sadece anlamakla yetinmeyip olaya aktif ve etkili bir
sekilde dahil olan ve onu yoneten, devletin kurumlari ile bu kurumlarin isleyisi hakkinda bilgi sahibi
olan, siyasi partileri ve devlet yoneticilerin nasil secildigini bilen kisidir (Inan ve Tarhan, 2018; Kus,
2013). Anderson’a (2008) gore politik okuryazarlik yaklasimi bilgi, anlama ve pratik anlamda
yeterliligi icermektedir. Politik okuryazar olan bir birey, etkili, sorumlu bir sekilde politikayla
ilgilenen, demokratik yasama aktif olarak katilan ve kendi kendine karar veren kisidir (Dirk, 2014;
Lockyer, Crick ve Annette, 2003). Politik okuryazarlik bilgisi olmayan bireyler politik konularilar ilgili
sinirli bir bilgiye sahiptirler ye demokratik yasama nasil aktif bir sekilde katilacaklarini bilemezler

(Borhaug, 2008; Denver ve Gordon, 1990).

Politik okuryazarlik, kamusal tartismalarin igerigini anlamak ic¢in gerekli olan temel
kavramlar ve olgular bilgisidir (Westholm, Lindquist ve Niemi, 1990). Politik okuryazarlik, bireyin
siyasal sistemi anlamasini ve pasif siyasal bilgileri 6ziimsemekten ziyade eylemde bulunmay ifa eder.
Politik okuryazarlik, demokratik katilimda etkili ve bilingli kararlarin alinmasi igin gerekli olan bilgi,
beceri ve degerlerin kazanilmasinin teminatim olusturur (Fyfe, 2007). Etkili vatandaslik egitimi sosyal
ve ahlaki sorumlulugu, toplumsal katilimi1 ve politik okuryazarlig: icermektedir (Advisory Group on
Citizenship, 1998). Etkin vatandaglar, verilen bilgileri dogrudan almak yerine inceleyebilmeli,
anlamlandirmali ve gerekliyse eylemde bulunabilmelidir (Faiz ve Donmez, 2016). Etkin vatandas
sorunlara kiiresel bakabilen, kiiltiirel farkliliklar1 kabullenen, isbirligi icinde ve sorumluluk alarak

calisabilen, catismalar1 siddet kullanmadan ¢6zen, elestirel diislinebilen, ¢evrenin korunmasi igin
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yasam tarzini degistiren kisidir. Bireylere vatandas olma bilinci kazandirmak farkliliklar: ortak

amaclarda birlestirmek ve bir tilkenin devamliligini saglayabilmek adina 6nemlidir (Hablemitoglu ve
Ozmete, 2012). Bu bilincin olusturulmasinda ve etkin vatandas yetistirilmesinde politik okuryazarlik

egitimi onemli bir rol iistlenmektedir.

[lk olarak ailede ortaminda baslayip daha sonrasinda okullarda sistemli bir sekilde devam
eden vatandaghk egitimi bir siire¢ olarak hak ve sorumluluklarimizi bir birey olarak nasil yerine
getirecegimizin egitimidir. Vatandashk egitiminin ve politik katilimin 6nemli bir belirleyicisi olan
politik okuryazarlik aile ve okul gibi sosyallesme baglaminda potansiyel olarak gelistirilen bir
yetkinliktir (Malafaia ve dig, 2017). Cinkii vatandashk anlayisi ancak toplumsal siire¢ iginde
etkilesimde bulunularak ve Ogrenilerek olusur (Veldhuis, 1997). Farrell’a (1998) gore bireylerin
demokratik bir vatandas olarak yetisebilmeleri igin politik okuryazarligi ve demokrasinin gerektirdigi
bilgi, beceri, tutum ve degerleri sistemli bir sekilde okulda 6grenmeleri gerekir. Ciinkii siyasi ve
politik katilimin en 6nemli unsuru siyasi, hukuk, politik, vatandaslik gibi anlamlarda bilgiye sahip
olmaktir. Bu ayni zamanda demokrasinin de temelini olusturmaktadir. Bu bilgiye de ancak siyasi,

politik ve vatandaslik egitimi ile ulasilabilecegi cesitli arastirmalarla belirtilmistir (Wilkins, 1999).

Etkili bir vatandashik egitiminin demokratik egitimden gectigi unutulmamalidir. Cinki
demokratik toplum demokratik bir egitimi gerektirir (Edwards, 2008). Demokratik egitimde de politik
katilimi, politik, bilgi, politik uzmanlik, politik farkindalik ve politik okuryazarlik énemli bir gorev
yerine getirmektedir. Dewey ideal bir demokrasinin bilingli, egitim diizeyi ytiiksek, politik yasamin
gorevlerini bilen bireylere ihtiya¢ duydugunu belirtmistir (Gutek, 2014). Bu agidan politik okuryazar
olan bireyler demokratik siirecleri daha da igsellestirebileceklerdir. Ciinkii demokrasi bireylerin

yasam bicimidir ve gliniimiizdeki en 6nemli sosyo-politik konulardan birini olusturmaktadir.

llgili alan yazin incelendiginde “Aktif Yurttaghk Oz Yeterlilik Olgegi” (Arslan, Dil, Cetin ve
Yazici, 2017), “Siyaset Okuryazarlik Beceri Olgegi” (Faiz, 2016), “Etkili Vatandaglik Olgegi” (Saglam,
2011), “Vatandaslik Bilinci Olgegi” (Unal, 2019), “Kiiresel Vatandaslik Olgegi” (Sahin ve Cermik, 2014)
gibi 6lceklerin gelistirildigi goriilmektedir. Ancak politik okuryazarlik ile ilgili politik okuryazarligin
boyutlarini olusturan yapilara iliskin 6zel bir 6lgek gelistirme ¢alismasina rastlanmamistir. Bu nokta
bu arastirmanin bulgularinin alandaki boslugu dolduracag: diistiniilmektedir. Politik okuryazarligin
teknolojik gelismelere bagh olarak giin gectikce daha 6nemli hale gelmesi bu ¢alismanin énemini
artirmaktadir. Ayrica sosyal medya ve yeni medya ile birlikte bireylerin politikaya olan ilgilerinin
artmasi politik okuryazarligi zorunluluk haline getirmistir. Bu dogrultuda ¢alismanin amaci “politik

okuryazarlik 6l¢eginin gelistirilmesi” olarak belirlenmistir.
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Yontem

Arastirmanin Calisma Grubu

Aragtirma Tiirkiye'nin Istanbul ilinde bulunan bir {iniversitede okuyan, yaslari 18-28 arasinda
degisen ve kolay ulasilabilir 6rnekleme yontemi ile belirlenen toplam 440 iiniversite 0grencisi ile

yliriitiilmiistiir. Asagidaki Tablo 1’de katilimcilara iliskin demografik bilgiler sunulmustur.

Tablo 1. Calisma grubuna iliskin betimsel verilerin dagilum

AFA DFA Toplam
Cinsiyet Kadin Erkek Kadin Erkek
N 129 110 100 101 440
Toplam N 239 201
% 54 46 49.8 50.2 100
Toplam % 54.3 45.7

Tablo 1 incelendiginde 239 (kiz, erkek) Ogrenci ile agimlayic faktor analizi (AFA) yapildigs,
201 (kiz, erkek) 6grenci ile de dogrulayici faktor analizi (DFA) yapildig: goriilmektedir. Ayrica tabloya
gore calisma grubunu %54.3'iinii agimlayici faktor analizi yapilan grup, %45.7’sini ise dogrulayici

faktor analizi yapilan grup olusturmaktadir.
Veri Toplama Araci

Etkin vatandaslik ve politik okuryazarlik oOlceginin gelistirilme asamalari: Madde havuzu
olusturma asamast: 6l¢me aracindaki taslak maddeleri belirleme adina ilgili alan yazin incelenmis
(Dag ve Koger, 2019; Gormez, 2018; Faiz, 2016; Faiz ve Donmez, 2019; Kus, 2013; Kus ve Tarhan, 2016;
Tarhan, 2015) ve politik okuryazarlik Olgeginin madde havuzu olusturulmustur. 5 iiniversite
Ogrencisine Olgekteki alt boyutlar1 iceren bes tane soru sorulmus ve 45 maddelik havuz
olusturulmustur. Olgek besli likert olarak 1- Kesinlikle Katilmyorum. 2- Katilmiyorum. 3- Az Katilryorum.
4- Katiliyorum. 5- Kesinlikle Katiliyorum seklinde olusturulmus ve. “Politik Uzmanlik, Politik Bilgi, Politik
Farkindalik, Politik Ilgi ve Politik Katilim” alt boyutlariyla yapilandirilmigtir. Ayrica uzmanlar
maddeleri, bilimsel agidan, dil ve anlatim yoniinden uygunluguna yonelik goriis belertmislerdir.
Gerekli diizenlemeler yapildiktan sonra tekrar uzmanlara gonderilmis ve taslak bir madde
olusturulmustur. Gelistirilen politik okuryazarlik 6lgeginde olumsuz madde yer almamakta ve
dlgekteki maddeler tersten puanlanmamaktadir. Olgekten alinabilecek en diisiik puan 24, en yiiksek
puan 120’dir. Ayrica, toplanabilirlik testi (ANOVA with Tukey's Test for Nonadditivity)

sonuglarindan hareketle 6lgegin toplam tizerinden degerlendirilebilecegi goriilmektedir.

Kapsam ve goriiniis gecerligi asamasi (Uzman Gériisii): Olgegin kapsam ve goriiniis gegerligi igin
taslak form, Tiirkce egitimi, sosyal bilgiler egitimi (politik okuryazarlik, siyasi okuryazarlik, siyasi
katilim ile ilgili calismalar1 bulunan) ve 6lceme-degerlendirme alanlarinda doktorali 6gretim iiyelerine
uzman gorisli alma adma gonderilmistir. Uzmanlardan hazirlanan taslak formdaki maddelerin
aragtirmanin amacina ve dil agisindan uygun olup olmadiginin belirlemeleri istenmistir. Ayrica

uzmanlardan arastirmanin amacina uygun madde onermeleri de istenmistir. Taslak form gonderilen
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uzmanlardan taslak formdaki maddelerin her birini “uygunluk”, “aciklik” ve “anlagilirlik” kriterlerine
gore arastirmanin alt boyutlarim1 da dikkate alarak degerlendirmeleri istenmistir. Uzmanlar taslak

formdaki her bir maddeyi Lawshe yontemine gore “uygun”, “kismen uygun”, “uygun degil” gibi {ig

kriterde degerlendirmislerdir.

Uzman doniitleri incelenmis ve bazi maddelerin diizenlemeler yapilarak ol¢gme aracina
alinmasima karar verilmistir. Gerekli diizenlemeler sonrasinda O0l¢gme aracina son sekli verilmistir.
Kapsam gecerligi verilerine iliskin uzmanlardan gelen doniitler incelenmis ve 6l¢gme aracinda bulunan
maddelerin ilgili yapiy1 Olctiigiine karar verilmistir. Arastirmanin kapsam gecerlilik indeksi Tablo

2’de yer almaktadir.

Tablo 2. Kapsam gegerlilik indeksi

Madde Numaralari U KU UD KGI
Madde 1 8 0 0 1.00
Madde 2 8 0 0 1.00
Madde 32 6 1 1 0.33
Madde 45 7 0 1 0.42
Taslak Formu Degerlendiren Uzman Sayist 8
Hesaplanan Kapsam Gegerlik Indeksi (KGI) 0.87

*U= Uygun, KU= Kismen Uygun, UD= Uygun degil., KGI= Kapsam Gegerlik Indeksi”
Tablo 2'ye gore, taslak formdaki 6lgek maddeleri 8 uzman incelemis ve KGI .87 oldugu
saptanmigtir. Kapsam gegerlilik indeksinin .87 gikmasi 6lgegin KGI degerinin iyi diizeyde oldugunu

gostermektedir.
Verilerin Toplanmasi

Politik okuryazarlik oOlceginin verileri 2019-2020 bahar yariyilinda hazirlanan gevrimici
formlar araciligiyla elde edilmistir. Arastirmanin verilerinin toplanmasinda Google formlardan
yararlanilmistir. Google formlara politik okuryazarlik Olgegindeki 45 madde girilmis ve
katilimcilardan segeneklerinden birini isaretlemeleri istenmistir. Ayrica katilimcilara elde edilen
verilerin sadece bilimsel ¢alismada kullanilacag ve tigiincii kisilerle paylasilmayacag: belirtilmistir.
Gelistirilecek oOlgegin bilimsel degerlerinin ve oOlgek maddelerinin isteyen olursa katilimcilarla
paylasilacag: belirtilmistir. Calismada arastirmacilarin goniilliigii ve aydinlatilmis onam bilgi formu

kullanilmistir. 56z konusu formlara iliskin gerekli agiklamalar asagida 6zetlenmistir.

Calisma “Politik Okuryazarlik Olgegi” gelistirmek adina yapilacaktir. Arastirmanin verileri
politik katilim, politik uzmanlik, politik bilgi, politik ilgi ve politik farkindalik sorularin icermektedir.
Arastirmacilar elde edilene verileri bilimsel amaglar disinda kullanmayacaktir. Tletisim bilgilerinizi ve
kimliginizi veri toplama aracina yazmayimz. Veri toplama aracindaki demografik bilgileri
doldurmaniz yeterlidir. Eger arastirmaya katilmay:r istiyorsamz liitfen “Evet” kutucugunu

isaretleyiniz.

Verilerin Analizi

448



KEFAD Cilt 22, Say1 1, Nisan, 2021
Elde edilen verilerin analizi kapsaminda ilk 6nce kayip ve ug degerler (Box-Plot grafigi ile

incelenmistir) incelenmis ve veri seti diizenlenmistir. Daha sonra yapilan normallik testi sonuglar1
normallik varsayiminin saglanmadig yoniindedir (Kolmogorov-Smirnov testi, Z=.106 p=.000). Ancak
Tabachnick ve Fidell, (2013)’e gore normallik varsayimminin saglanmas: i¢in basiklik ve carpiklik
degerlerinin +1.5 ile -1.5 arasinda olmasi yeterlidir. Bu ¢alismanin basiklik ve ¢arpiklik indeksinin -
1.088 ile .093 oldugu saptanmistir. Bu degerler 6lcekte bulunan maddelerin normallik varsayimini
sagladigini gostermektedir. Ayrica asagidaki islemlerde Olgekteki verilerin analizi baglaminda

yapilmustir.
Gegerlik ve Giivenirlik

Olgegin faktdr yapisini saptamak igin su islemler yapilmistir: Kapsam, 6lgiit-eszaman ve
yordama gegerligi, agimlayic1 faktor (AFA) ve dogrulayici faktor analizi (DFA). Ayrica, Olgegin
glivenirligi icin ise su islemler yapilmistir: Pearson momentler ¢arpimi, madde analizleri ve ig

tutarlilik katsayis1 (Cronbach o).
Aragtirmanin Etik Izinleri

Yapilan bu calismada “Yiiksekogretim Kurumlar1 Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigi
Yonergesi” kapsaminda uyulmas: belirtilen tiim kurallara uyulmustur. Yonergenin ikinci boliimii
olan “Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigine Aykir1 Eylemler” bashg altinda belirtilen eylemlerden

higbiri gerceklestirilmemistir.

Etik kurul izin bilgileri

Etik degerlendirmeyi yapan kurul adi = Yildiz Teknik Universitesi Etik Kurulu
Etik degerlendirme kararinin tarihi= 22.06.2020
Etik degerlendirme belgesi say1 numarasi= 73613421-604.01.02-E.2006220348

Bulgular
Gegerlik Analizlerine iliskin Bulgular

Acimlayic faktor analizi (AFA): Gelistirilen politik okuryazarlik 6lgeginin yap1 gegerliligini saglamak
adma AFA yapilmistir. AFA taslak formda hazirlanan maddelerin kag alt boyuta ayrilacagini ve bu
maddeler arasindaki iligkileri belirleme adma kullanilmaktadir (Somez ve Alacapinar, 2016). AFA
sonucunda Olgekte bulunan 45 maddeden binisiklik gosteren ve madde toplam korelasyon degerleri
.30"un altinda olan 21 madde 6lgekten ¢ikarilmistir. Olgekte bulunan maddeler incelendiginde Kaiser-
Mayer-Olkin (KMO) .86, Bartlett Kiiresellik Testinin .000 (p<.05) olarak hesaplanmistir. Bu degerler
maddelerin faktor analizine uygunluguna isaret etmektedir (Kalayci, 2016). Ayrica maddelerin ortak
varyans degerleri .52 ile .78 arasinda degismektedir. Olgege iliskin sagilma diyagrami Sekil 17 de

gOsterilmistir.
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Scree Plot

a-

Eigenvalue

T T T T T T T T T T T T T TT
1.2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

Component Number
Sekil 1. Sagilim diyagrami

Sekil 1'e gore 6lgek faktorlerinin beginci noktadan sonra maddelerin yatay eksende seyrettigi

goriilmektedir. Dolayisiyla, Olcegin bes faktorden olustugu soylenebilir. Ayrica boyutlarin

kesinlestirilmesi adina faktor 6z degerleri de incelenmis ve bilgiler Tablo 3’de sunulmustur.

Tablo 3. Oz deger faktir sayst ve agiklanan varyans oran

Baglangig¢ Oz Degerleri Kare Yiiklemelerin Oz Toplamlar1
Faktorler Toplam  Varyans % Toplanmis % Toplam  Varyans % Toplanmis %
1. Faktor 6.635 31.594 31.594 4.391 20.907 20.907
2. Faktor 2.798 13.322 44916 2.490 11.858 32.765
3. Faktor 1.568 7.468 52.384 2.333 11.111 43.876
4. Faktor 1.362 6.485 58.869 2.153 10.252 54.128
5. Faktor 1.046 4.983 63.852 2.042 9.724 63.852

Tablo 3’e gore 6z degeri 1’ den biiyiik olan beg faktdr bulunmaktadir. Ozdamar (2017)'a gore
ozdegerleri birden biiyiik 6zdeger sayis1 kadar faktor belirleme en sik kullanilan faktor belirme
kriteridir. Tabloya gore, birinci faktdr toplam varyansin %20,907’tinii, ikinci faktor %11,858 sini,
ucuncli  faktér %11,111tGn{, dordiunci  faktér %10,252°sini ve beginci  faktor %9,724’tint
aciklamaktadir. Ayrica bu bes faktor toplam varyansin %63,852'sini agiklamaktadir. Verimax

dondiirme isleminden sonra ortaya ¢ikan sonuglar asagidaki Tablo 4'te yer almaktadir.
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Tablo 4. Olgegin temel bilesenler analiz yontemindeki maddelerin faktor yiikleri

Faktorler
Maddeler 1 2 3 4 5
M1. Giincel politik olaylar takip ederim 787
M2. Siyasi partiler arasindaki ideolojik farkliliklar: bilirim .765
M3. Politik sorunlarin medyaya etkilerini analiz edebilirim 747
v M4. Politik sorunlarin topluma etkilerini analiz edebilirim 728
= MS5. Politikacilarin sOylemlerini elestirel bir bakis agisi ile analiz 717
% g edebilirim
~ N Meé. Politik bir konuyu diger konulardan ayirt edebilirim .609
= M?7. Politik bir olayi siireg icerisinde analiz edebilirim .606
MS8. Medyadaki politik haberlere elestirel bir bakis agisi ile .566
yaklagirim
MO9. Demokrasinin bir yasam bi¢imi olmasi gerektigini bilirim .765
M10. Egemenligin kayitsiz sartsiz milletin oldugunu bilirim. .739
& M11. Politik kavramlara iliskin bilgi diizeyine sahibim 724
% C%D M12. Toplumu olusturan biitiin bireyler yasalar 6niinde esit .603
~ olmalidir.
M13. Demokratik toplumlar1 diger toplumlardan ayirt edebilirim .586
M14. Bir vatandas olarak sorumluluklarimin neler oldugunu bilirim .749
M15. Bir vatandas olarak haklarimin farkindayim .670
& M16. Devletin vatandaslara karsi gorev ve sorumluluklarinin .602
Y g farkindayim
% £  M17. Demokratik toplumlarda diisiince 6zgiirliigiiniin olmast .583
~ f‘;e gerektiginin farkindayim
~  M18. Bilingli oy kullanmak i¢in politik okuryazar olmak gerektiginin 578
farkindayim
M19. Hiikiimet sistemlerinin nasil ¢calistigini bilmek isterim 715
4 M20. Politik konular hakkinda konugmak beni mutlu eder .659
% éb M21. Toplumu ilgilendiren sorunlarin ¢dztimiine katk: saglamak .653
~ isterim
. g M22. Politik kampanyalara katkida bulunmak isterim 743
£ =  M23. Segimlere aktif katihm gosteririm .683
E § M24. Ulke yonetiminde halkin séz sahibi olmasi gerekir .610

Tablo 4’e gore Olgegin alt boyutlarinin yiik degerleri, politik uzmanlik (8 madde) .57 ile .79,
politik bilgi (5 madde).59 ile .77, politik farkindalik (5 madde).58 ile .75, politik ilgi farkindalik (3
madde).65 ile .72 ve politik katilim (3 madde).61 ile .74 arasinda degismektedir. Olcegin alt faktorleri
ilgili alan yazin taranarak belirlenmistir. A¢imlayici faktor analizi sonucu olusan yapinin alt faktorlere
dagilimini belirlemek adina uzman goriisii alinmistir. Uzmanlarin goriisleri alan yazinla paralellik
gostermis ve alt faktorlerin isimleri Tablo 4 ‘deki gibi (Politik Uzmanlk, Politik Bilgi, Politik
Farkindalik, Politik ﬂgi ve Politik Katilim) belirlenmistir.

Dogrulayic1 faktor analizi (DFA): AFA ile olusan modeli dogrulamak adina DFA yapilmistir. Bu
acidan degerlendirildiginde DFA AFA ile olusturulan modelin yapiya uygun olup olmadiginin
irdelemesi olarak ifade edilebilir (Seger, 2015; Sonmez, 2016). Bu analiz agimlayici faktér analizi
yapilan gruptan farkl bir ¢alisma grubu ile yiiriitiilmiistiir. DFA yapmak icin 201 6gretmen adayma
agimlayicit faktor analizi sonuglart tekrar uygulanmistir. DFA sonrasinda uyum indeksleri

incelenmistir. Uyum indeksleri yorumlanmasinda Biiyiikoztirk, Sekercioglu ve Cokluk (2015) ifade
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ettigi deger araliklar1 dikkate alinmistir. Elde dilen uyum indeksi verileri asagida Tablo 5'te

sunulmustur.

Tablo 5. Olgegin uyum indeksleri

Uyum Miikemmel Uyum Iyi Uyum N .
in}clleksleri Olciitii ! yC")lgi};tii Deger Uyum Diizeyi
x2/sd 0<x2/sd <2 2<x2/sd<3 1.53 Miikemmel Uyum
RMSEA .00 < RMSEA < .05 .05 < RMSEA <.08 .070 Iyi Uyum
AGFI .90 < AGFI<1.00 .85 < AGFI <£.90 .87 Iyi Uyum
GFI 95 <GFI<1.00 90<GFI<95 90 Iyi Uyum
CFI 95 <CFI<1.00 90<CFI<.95 94 Iyi Uyum
NFI .95 < NFI<1.00 .90 < NFI<.95 93 Iyi Uyum
NNFI .95 < NNFI< 1.00 .90 < NNFI< .95 93 Iyi Uyum
RFI 95 <RFI<1.00 90 <RFI<.95 90 Iyi Uyum
IFI 95 <TFI1<1.00 90 <TFI<.95 94 Iyi Uyum
SRMR .00 <SRMR <£.05 .05 <SRMR <£.10 .07 Iyi Uyum
PNFI .95 <PNFI<1.00 .50 < PNFI < .95 .76 Iyi Uyum
PGFI .95 <PGFI<1.00 .50 < PGFI < .95 .63 Iyi Uyum

Tablo 5’e gore politik okuryazarlik 6lceginin 24 maddelik bes faktorlii yapisi iyi diizeyde

uyum gostermektedir. DFA sonucu elde edilen yol semalar1 ve maddelerin yap1 parametreleri Sekil 2

ve Sekil 3'te gosterilmistir.

“Faktor 1= Politik Uzmanlik, Faktor 2= Politik Bilgi, Faktor 3=Politik Farkindalik, Faktor 4= Politik Bilgi, Foktor 5= Politik

Sekil 2. Birinci diizey yol semasi

Katilim”
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“Faktor 1= Politik Uzmanlik, Faktor 2= Politik Bilgi, Faktor 3=Politik Farkindalik, Faktor 4= Politik Bilgi, Faktor 5= Politik
Katilim”

Sekli 3. Tkinci diizey yol semast
Sekil 2 ve 3’de belirlenen yol semalarina gore, maddelerin 6l¢meyi amagcladig1 yapilar ile
Olgme aracinda yer alan maddeler arasindaki standartlastirilmis faktor yiikleri t degerine gore
anlamhidir. Bu acgidan oOlcekteki 24 maddenin puanlarmin politik okuryazarlik Olgeginin yapisini
olusturan alt boyutlar1 olgtiigii (Politik Uzmanlik, Politik Bilgi, Politik Farkindalik, Politik Hgi ve

Politik Katilim) ve faktdriyel gecerligin saglandigini sdylemek miimkiindiir.
Giivenirlik Analizlerine iliskin Bulgular

Arastirmanin giivenilirlik analizleri icin 6l¢egin, Cronbach Alfa (i¢ tutarlilik katsayisi) degeri

hesaplanmistir. Cronbach Alfa degerine iliskin veriler Tablo 6’da sunulmustur.

Tablo 6. Cronbach alfa katsayilar:

I¢ Tutarlilik
Boyutlar Ortalama Varyans S;zgi:t Madde Sayist Al(fg)r (IEE:;SI
Politik Uzmanlik 30.4733  40.513 6.36496 8 .89
Politik Bilgi 21.8092  11.509 3.39256 5 .80
Politik Farkindalik 22.1679 8.756 2.95909 5 .79
Politik Tlgi 12.6489 5.368 2.31691 3 72
Politik Katilim 11.5668 6.483 2.54625 3 72

Tablo 6’ya gore Olgegin toplaminin i¢ tutarhik katsayisi .86, alt faktorlerin ise .72 ile .89
arasinda degismektedir. Giivenirlik katsayisinin .70’in iizerinde olmas1 dlgegin giivenirligine isaret
etmektedir (Kalayci, 2016; Ozdamar, 2017). Madde analizine iliskin bilgiler ise Tablo 7’de

sunulmustur.
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Tablo 7. Madde istatistiklerine iliskin veriler

Madde Madde Madde Diizeltilmis Kareli Coklu Madde Cikarsa

No Cikarsa Test Cikarsa Test Madde- Toplam Korelasvon Cronbach Alpha t-degeri  sd/
Ortalamast Varyansi Korelasyonu Y Degeri 5 P

M1 94.3690 154.825 .398 487 .899 46.998

M2 94.1070 147.988 .676 744 .892 50.068

M3 94.3850 150.593 574 574 .895 47.136

M4 94.8021 157.471 294 .564 901 40.734

M5 94.2193 147.570 .644 .651 .893 44.839

Mé6 94.3636 149.469 .621 701 .894 46.672

M7 94.2941 152.069 525 .587 .896 48.045

M8 94.1818 145.956 .685 734 .892 44.102

M9 94.0909 152.900 453 .622 .898 49.369

M10 93.4759 157.552 352 .654 .900 72.039

M11 94.2460 155.928 .357 462 .900 52.338

M12 93.3316 158.911 481 515 .898 117.906 sd=167

M13 93.8717 156.650 314 489 901 55919 *p<.01

M14 93.7059 154.080 .550 .650 .896 68.794

M15 94.2246 156.627 351 521 .900 51.461

M16 93.7540 152.574 .610 .554 .895 67.974

M17 93.4813 155.412 .504 .697 .897 75.523

M18 93.5294 153.767 .607 611 .895 77.254

M19 93.6310 155.664 485 .540 .897 72.101

M20 93.9947 153.651 430 513 .898 47.960

M21 94.1818 152.709 486 571 .897 47.485

M22 94.1337 152.837 476 .500 .897 50.852

M23 94.1230 149.108 .679 .656 .893 52.944

M24 94.5775 149.901 .502 .593 .897 36.940

Tablo 7’ incelendiginde politik okuryazarlik 6lgegindeki maddelerin toplam korelasyonlarinin
48 ile .70 arasinda degistigi soylenebilir. Olgekteki korelasyon degerleri incelendiginde kabul

edilebilir araliklarda oldugu goriilmektedir.
Tartisma, Sonug ve Oneriler

Politik okuryazarlik 6lgeginin faktor yapisi igin yamag ¢izgi diyagrami, 6z degeri 1 ve 1’den
biiyiik olan faktorler ve faktorlerin madde yiik degerleri dikkate alinmistir. Sonuglar Olgegin bes
faktorlii bir yaprya sahip oldugunu gostermektedir. Belirlenen bes faktor toplam varyansin %63’iinii
acgiklamaktadir. Maddelerin faktor dagilimlar incelendiginde, “Politik Uzmanlik, Politik Bilgi, Politik
Farkindalik, Politik ﬂgi ve Politik Katilim” faktorleri altinda toplandig1 goriilmektedir. Hgili alan yazin
incelendiginde Faiz (2016) tarafindan gelistirilen dort boliimden olusan siyaset okuryazarlik anketinin
duyussal egitim boyutunun alt boyutlar1 “Duyarlilik, Hosgorii, Goniilliiliik, Esitlik ve Sorumluluk”
davranis ve beceri boyutunun alt boyutlar: ise “Adalet, Empati, Problem C6zme, Medyay: ve
Teknolojiyi Tanima, Manipiilasyon ve Ikna Etme, Sorumluluk” oldugu goriilmektedir. Olgegin alt
boyutlar1 ve maddeleri incelendiginde politik okuryazarlik Ol¢eginden tamamen farkli oldugu
sOylenebilir. Arslan, Dil, Cetin ve Yazic1 (2017) ise gelistirmis olduklar1 aktif yurttaslik 6z yeterlilik
Olcegi alt boyutlarin da “Siyasi Okuryazarlik, Katilim, Protesto ve Sorumluluk” bulunan bazi
maddelerin bu 6lgegin maddeleri ile paralellik gosterdigi ancak alt boyutlar ve Olctiigii beceriler
bakimindan farkli oldugu soylenebilir. Ornegin; aktif vatandashk 6z yeterlilik Slceginin siyaset

okuryazarlik alt boyutunda bulunan “siyasi partilerin genel diisiincelerini sdyleyebilirim” maddesi ile
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bu 6lgekte ki politik uzmanlik alt boyutunda bulunan “siyasi partiler arasindaki ideolojik farkliliklar

bilirim” benzer becerileri Ol¢tiigii sOylenebilir. Bu noktada politik okuryazarlik Olgegi ilgili alan

yazinda yeni bir ¢alisma olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Politik okuryazarlik dlgegin alt boyutlariin yiik degerleri, politik uzmanlik (8 madde) .57 ile
.79, politik bilgi (5 madde) .59 ile .77, politik farkindalik (5 madde) .58 ile .75, politik ilgi farkindalik (3
madde) .65 ile .72 ve politik katihm (3 madde) .61 ile .74 arasinda degismektedir. Ayrica, dlgegin
faktor ytikleri .50'nin iistiinde yer aldig1 goriilmektedir. Kalayc1 (2016) madde faktor yiiklerinin .30 ve
iizeri olmasi gerektigini ifade etmistir. Bu sonuglar dikkate alindiginda politik okuryazarlik 6l¢eginin
agimlayici faktdr analizi (AFA) sonuglarinin kabul edilebilir siurlarda oldugunu soylemek
miimkiindiir. Ayrica birinci ve ikinci diizey yol semalarina ait sonuglar incelendiginde, 24 maddelik
politik okuryazarlik Olgegini ve Olgege ait bes alt faktoriinii Olgtiigii ve faktoriyel gecerligin

dogruladig: soylenebilir.

Politik okuryazarlik Olgeginde yer alan birinci faktoriin yiik degerleri .57 ile .79, ikinci
faktoriin yiik degerleri .59 ile .77, {iglincti faktoriin yiik degerleri .58 ile .75, dordiincii faktoriin yiik
degerleri .65 ile .72 ve besinci faktoriin yiik degerinin .61 ile .74 arasinda degistigi belirlenmistir. Alt
faktorlere ait faktor ytikleri incelendiginde hepsinin. 30"un iistiinde oldugu goriilmektedir (Kalayci,
2016). Olgegin faktor yiiklerini incelendiginde biitiin madde faktér yiiklerinin .30"un iizerinde oldugu
sOylenebilir. Politik okuryazarlik olgeginin faktor yiikleri incelendiginde .50'nin iistiinde yer aldig:
goriilmektedir. Bu sonuglar dikkate alindiginda politik okuryazarlik 6lgeginin agimlayici faktor analizi
(AFA) sonuglarinin kabul edilebilir smirlarda oldugunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Ayrica birinci ve
ikinci diizey yol semalarina ait sonuglar incelendiginde, 24 maddelik politik okuryazarlik dl¢egini ve

Olcege ait bes alt faktoriinii Ol¢tiigii ve faktoriyel gegerligin dogruladig: sdylenebilir.

Calismada Olgegin giivenilirlik katsayisinin (Cronbach Alfa), .89 ve alt boyutlarinin ise .72 ile
.89 arasinda degistigi belirlenmistir. Cronbach Alfa katsayis1 araliklar1 incelendiginde Olgegin
giivenilirlik kriterlerini sagladigini séylemek miimkiindiir (Kalayci, 2016). Olgegin test tekrar test (.78)
katsayst yiiksek diizeyde korelasyona sahiptir. Olgegin madde toplam korelasyon degerleri .48 ile .70
arasinda degismektedir. Olgekte yer alan maddeler incelendiginde madde toplam korelasyon
degerlerinin .30'un altinda olmadig1 belirlenmistir (Biiyiikoztiirk, 2017). Ayrica 6lgekteki maddelerin t
(p< .01) degerlerine gore ayirt edici oldugu saptanmistir. Calismaya iliskin biitiin veriler
incelendiginde Olgegin politik okuryazarlik diizeyini Olgmede gegerli ve giivenilir bir sekilde

kullanilabilecegini sdylemek miimkiindiir.
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Introduction

Political literacy, economic literacy, media literacy, entrepreneurship, critical thinking, social
participation, collaboration, communication, observation, drawing and interpreting tables, graphs and
diagrams, research, space perception, decision making etc. are among the skills that the social studies
courses aim to provide. Political literacy is one of the most important skills that prepares individuals
for social and democratic life. As a matter of fact, the idea of raising active citizens, which has
increased in recent years, has led to the reintroduction of the concept of political literacy into the

curriculum (Kus, 2013).

While the term "literate" refers to the process of analysing the letters, the concept of “literacy” is
manifesting itself as more based on semantics. Today, the concept of literacy is merging with new
terms every day and expanding its field of meaning (musical, health, financial, digital, pedagogical,
media, visual, new media, critical, early, science, mathematical, emotional, energy, economic, legal,
mental health, information, diversity, environmental, statistical scale, etc.) (Kurudayioglu & Tiizel,
2010). The concept of political literacy is also one of the basic skills that individuals must acquire in
today's world. Because for the development of democracy, the rate of political participation and
representation must be increased. So, politically literate individuals are required for a conscious
political participation. Political literacy involves the individual's status of having political knowledge,
their ability to comprehend a political event, and political awareness (Krosnick, 1990; Zaller, 1992). A
politically literate individual is someone who not only understands the situation in which he/ she is
located, but is actively and effectively involved in that situation and manages it and also has
knowledge about the institutions of the state and the functioning of these institutions, and knows how
the political parties and state administrators are elected (inan & Tarhan, 2018; Kus, 2013). According to
Anderson (2008), the political literacy approach includes competence in terms of knowledge,
understanding and practical sense. An individual who is politically literate is someone who is
effectively and responsibly interested in politics, actively participates in democratic life and makes

decisions on his own (Dirk, 2014; Lockyer, Crick & Annette, 2003). Individuals who are not politically
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literate have limited knowledge of political issues and do not know how to actively participate in

democratic life (Borhaug, 2008; Denver & Gordon, 1990).

Political literacy is the knowledge of basic concepts and facts which are necessary to
understand the content of public debates (Westholm, Lindquist & Niemi, 1990). Political literacy refers
to an individual's understanding of the political system and taking action rather than absorbing
passive political information. On the other hand, political literacy also constitutes a guarantee for the
acquisition of the knowledge, skills and values necessary for taking effective and conscious decisions
in democratic participation (Fyfe, 2007). Active Citizenship Education includes social and moral
responsibilities, social participation and political literacy (Advisory Group on Citizenship, 1998).
Active citizens must be able to examine and make sense of the information provided rather than
directly receiving it and take action if necessary (Faiz & Donmez, 2016). An active citizen is someone
who can look at problems on a global scale, accepts cultural differences, works cooperatively and
responsibly, solves conflicts without violence, thinks critically, and changes his/ her lifestyle for the
protection of the environment. Ensuring the continuity of a country and combining differences on
common grounds are only possible by providing the individuals with the awareness of becoming
citizens (Hablemitoglu & Ozmete, 2012). Therefore, political literacy education plays an important role

in creating this awareness and raising active citizens.

Citizenship education, which starts first in the family and then continues in schools, is an
education where the individuals acquire the knowledge and skills on how to fulfil their rights and
responsibilities emanating from the relationship between them and the society. Political literacy,
which is an important determinant of citizenship education and political participation, is a
competence potentially developed in the context of socialization including families and schools
(Malafaia et. al., 2017). Because the idea of citizenship does not arise and develop with birth, but is
formed by means of interacting and learning within the social process (Veldhuis, 1997). According to
Farrell (1998), individuals must systematically learn political literacy as well as all knowledge, skills,
attitudes and values that democracy requires in order to grow up as a democratic citizen. Because the
most important element of political participation is to have knowledge on policy, law and citizenship.
This also constitutes the foundation of democracy. And it has been stated through various studies that

this information could only be accessed through policy and citizenship education (Wilkins, 1999).

It should be noted that an effective citizenship education is only possible through democratic
education. Because democratic society requires a democratic education (Edwards, 2008). Political
participation, political knowledge, political expertise, political awareness and political literacy are also
important tasks in a democratic education. Dewey noted that an ideal democracy requires individuals
who are conscious, who have a high level of education and who are aware of the tasks of political life

(Gutek, 2014). From this point of view, individuals who are politically literate will be able to further
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internalize democratic processes. Because democracy is the way of life of the individuals and

constitutes one of the most important socio-political issues in today's world.

When the relevant literature is examined, it is observed that scales such as "Active Citizenship
Self-Sufficiency Scale" (Arslan, Dil, Cetin & Yazici, 2017), "Scale of Political Literacy Skills" (Faiz, 2016),
"Active Citizenship Scale" (Saglam, 2011), "Citizenship Awareness Scale" (Unal, 2019) and "Global
Citizenship Scale" (Sahin & Cermik, 2014) have been developed before. However, no study has been
encountered for developing a specific scale related to the structures that make up the dimensions of
political literacy. Therefore, it is considered that the findings of this research will fill the gap in the
field. The fact that political literacy is becoming more and more important due to technological
developments also increases the significance of this study. In addition, the increased interest of
individuals in politics along with the social media and new media has made “political literacy” a

necessity. In this respect, the aim of the study is to develop a scale for political literacy.
Method
Study Group

In this study, studying at a university in Turkey's Istanbul province, it was conducted with a
total of 440 university students aged determined by varying between 18-28 and easily accessible

sampling method. Demographic information about the participants is presented in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Demographic information about the participants

EFA CFA Total
Gender Female Male Female Male
N 129 110 100 101 440
Total N 239 201
% 54 46 49.8 50.2 100
Total % 54.3 45.7

When Table 1 is examined, it is seen that an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) was performed
with 239 (female, male) students, and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was performed with 201
(female, male) students. In addition, according to the table, 54.3% of the study group is the group with

exploratory factor analysis, and 45.7% is the group with confirmatory factor analysis.
Data Collection Tools
Stages of developing active citizenship and political literacy scale

Stage of Forming the Item Pool: In order to determine the items of the measurement tool, the
researches in the literature and already developed measurement tools have been examined (Dag &
Koger, 2019; Gormez, 2018; Faiz, 2016; Faiz & Dénmez, 2019; Kus, 2013; Kus & Tarhan, 2016; Tarhan,
2015) and 5 university students have been asked five questions which are containing the sub-
dimensions on the scale and a pool of 45 items has been created. The draft form of 45 items which has

been prepared in 5-likert type (1- I strongly disagree. 2- I do not agree. 3- I slightly agree. 4- I agree. 5- |
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strongly agree) and which shall be filled out by university students, consists of the sub-dimensions

namely “Political Expertise, Political Knowledge, Political Awareness, Political Interest and Political
Participation”. In addition, whether the items are appropriate in terms of language and expression as
well as the clarity and scientific suitability of the items have been examined in accordance with expert
opinions and the necessary arrangements have been made. There is no negative item in the developed
measurement tool. All items are positive and are not reverse scored. The maximum score one can get
from the scale is 120 while the lowest score is 24. As a result of the additivity test (ANOVA with
Tukey's Test for Non-additivity), it has been determined that the scale could also be evaluated on the

basis of the total score and on the basis of the sub-dimension.

Validity of content and appearance (Expert Opinion Stage): The 45-item draft form has been
forwarded to two faculty members with a doctorate in social studies education who have studies on
political literacy and political participation with regard to the validity of content and appearance; to a
faculty member who have studies on Turkish linguistics with regard to Turkish language checks and
to one faculty member with a doctorate in the field of “measurement and evaluation” and three
faculty members with a doctorate in the field of classroom education and social studies with regard to
suitability of items on the scale for their purpose, suitability in terms of language and for item
suggestions. Experts have been asked to examine each of the items in terms of “suitability”, “clarity”
and “comprehensibility” and also to determine the suitability of the items for the sub-dimension in
which they are located. The experts evaluated each item according to three criteria namely “suitable”,

“partially suitable”, “not suitable”, taking into account the Lawshe analysis method. Following the

expert evaluations, the content validity index has been calculated.

Arrangements have been made on the relevant items in accordance with the opinions of
experts and the measurement tool has been given its final form. According to feedback from experts
on the validity of appearance, it has been determined that the items are capable of measuring the
relevant structure. The findings of the content validity index, calculated based on the opinions of

experts on the items, are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Conclusions about the content validity index

Item Numbers S PS NS CVI
Item 1 8 0 0 1.00
Item 2 8 0 0 1.00
Item 32 6 1 1 0.33
Item 45 7 0 1 0.42
Number of Experts Evaluating the Draft Form 8
Calculated Content Validity Index (CVI) 0.87

*S = Suitable. PS = Partially Suitable. NS= Not Suitable. CVI= Content Validity Index
The 45-item pool prepared in accordance with Table 2 has been evaluated by 8 experts and the

Content Validity Index (CVI) has been determined to be .87.
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Collection of Data

The data of the study has been collected through the forms prepared during the distance
education process in the 2019-2020 academic year. Data of the study has been obtained with the help
of Google Forms. The 45 items on the scale have been entered into Google Forms and participants
have been asked to mark the option most suitable for them. It has been stated that the research shall
only be used in the light of scientific data and shall not be revealed to a third party. It has also been
explained that the results of the scale formed with the data could be shared with the participants if
they wanted. In addition, the volunteering and informed consent forms of the subjects have been
annexed to the top of the study. Below is the volunteering and informed consent form of the

researchers.

This study will be conducted for the purpose of developing a “Political Literacy Scale”. The
data of the study consists of questions including political participation, political expertise, political
knowledge, political interest and political awareness skills. If you notice a different situation in the
questions, you may not respond and quit the research. The data obtained in the study shall only be
used for scientific purposes and shall not be used for any other purpose. Please do not enter your
name, last name and full address in the data collection tool. Just indicate your age, the department you
are studying and your gender in terms of the requirements of the study. If you want to participate in

the study, please check the box “Yes”.
Analysis of Data

Before starting the data analysis, it has been examined whether there is any lost data and end
value in the dataset (examined with the Box-Plot graph) and the data containing lost data and end
values have been removed from the dataset. Then the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test has been performed
for normality and it has been determined that the data set did not show a normal distribution (Z=.106
p=-000). Tabachnick & Fidell (2013) state that the kurtosis and skew values between -1.5 and +1.5
would satisfy the normality assumption. Within the scope of the study, the kurtosis and skew values
were found to be -1.088 and .093. As for the regression analysis, the linear relationship assumption has
been tested through scatter diagram (Kalayci, 2016) and it has been shown that there is a linear
relationship between the dependent and the independent variable. Afterwards, the following

operations have been conducted within the scope of the study.
Validity and Reliability

The following procedures were used to determine the factor structure of the scale: scope,
criterion-concurrent and predictive validity, exploratory factor (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA). Ayorca, for the reliability of the scale, the following procedures were used: Pearson product

analysis, item analysis and internal consistency coefficient (Cronbach a).
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Findings
Findings on Validity Analyses

Exploratory factor analysis (EFA): EFA has been conducted in order to determine the structure
validity of the measurement tool. EFA is a method used to determine the number of sub-dimensions
where the items contained in a measurement tool prepared and applied as a draft will be collected and
determine the type of relationship between these items (S6mez & Alacapinar, 2016). As a result of
Exploratory Factor Analysis, 21 items have been removed from the measurement tool. When the
results of the remaining items have been examined, it has been determined that the Kaiser-Mayer-
Olkin (KMO) value of the scale was .86 and the Bartlett Globality Test value is .000 (p<.05). The fact
that the KMO value is .86 indicates that the data is suitable for factor analysis (Kalayci, 2016). The
common variance values of the items included in the scale range from .52 to .78. The slope line graph

for the scale is shown in Figure 1.

Scree Plot

Eigenvalue
s
1

T 1 1 T 1 1 1T 1 T 1T T T T T T T T T
12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

Component Number

Figure 1. Slope line graph
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According to Figure 1, it is possible to say that the scale is not separated by very precise lines

after point 5 and therefore consists of five factors. Detailed information about these components has

been presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Number of factors related to eigenvalue statistics and the rate of variance explained

Initial Eigenvalues Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings

Components Total Variance % Cumulative % Total Variance % Cumulative %
Component 1 6.635 31.594 31.594 4.391 20.907 20.907
Component 2 2.798 13.322 44916 2.490 11.858 32.765
Component 3 1.568 7.468 52.384 2.333 11.111 43.876
Component 4 1.362 6.485 58.869 2.153 10.252 54.128
Component 5 1.046 4.983 63.852 2.042 9.724 63.852

In Table 3, five factors with an eigenvalue greater than 1 and the variance ratios explained by
these factors are observed. According to Ozdamar (2017), determining factors in equal number of
eigenvalues greater than 1 is the most commonly used criterion for determining factors. The first
factor explains 20,907%, the second factor explains 11,858%, the third factor explains 11,111%, the
fourth factor explains 10,252% and the fifth factor explains 9,724% of the total variance. These four
factors together explain 63,852% of the total variance. The results obtained after the Verimax rotation

have been presented in Table 4 below.
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Items

Factors

3

4

Political

Political

Political
Awareness

Political

Political
Participatio

Expertise

Knowledge

Interest

I1. 1 follow current political events

I12. T know ideological differences between political parties

I3. I can analyse the impact of political problems on the media
I4.1 can analyse the impact of political problems on society

I5. I can analyse the rhetoric of politicians from a critical point
of view

16. I can distinguish a political issue from other issues

17.1 can analyse a political event within the process

I8. 1 approach political news in the media with a critical
perspective

I9. I know that democracy should be a lifestyle

I10. I know that sovereignty rests unconditionally with the
nation.

I11. I have a level of knowledge of political concepts

I12. Individuals that make up society must be equal before
the law.

I13. I can distinguish democratic societies from other societies

I14. I know my responsibilities as a citizen

I15. I am aware of my rights as a citizen

I16. I am aware of the duties and responsibilities of the state
towards citizens

I17. I am aware that there should be freedom of thought in
democratic societies

I18. I am aware that it is necessary to be politically literate to
vote consciously

I19. I would like to know how government systems work

120. Talking about political issues makes me happy

121. I would like to contribute to the solution of problems
related to society

122. I would like to contribute to political campaigns

123. T actively participate in elections

124. The people must have a say in the administration of the
country

787
.765
747
728
717

.609
.606
.566

.765
.739

724
.603

.586

.749
.670
.602
.583

.578

715
.659
.653

743
.683
.610

When Table 4 is examined, it is observed that the load values of the political expertise factor (8

items) of the scale range from .57 to .79, the load values of the political knowledge factor (5 items)

range from .59 to .77, the load values of the political awareness factor (5 items) range from .58 to .75,

the load values of the political interest factor (3 items) range from .65 to .72, and the load values of the

political participation factor (3 items) range from .61 to .74. The sub-factors of the scale have been

determined by scanning the relevant literature. Expert opinion has been received in order to

determine the distribution of the structure formed as a result of Exploratory Factor Analysis to sub-

factors. The opinions of the experts have been deemed to be in line with the literature and the names

of the sub-factors have been determined as in Table 4 (Political Expertise, Political Knowledge, Political

Awareness, Political Interest and Political Participation).
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Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA): CFA has been conducted in order to test the model obtained as

a result of EFA. CFA is an examination of whether the model created as a result of EFA has been

verified (whether it is suitable for the structure) (Seger, 2015; Sonmez, 2016). This analysis has been

conducted with a different working group other than the one with whom the Exploratory Factor

Analysis had been performed. The study group for confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was composed

of 201 university students. Fit indexes have been examined in order to evaluate the results of

confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). The determined fit indices have been interpreted with reference to

the value ranges specified by Biiyiikoztiirk, Sekercioglu & Cokluk (2015). Statistical data on fit indices

have been presented in Table 5.

Table 5. Findings on fit indices

Fit Indices Perfect Fit Criterion Good Fit Criterion Value Fit Level
x2/sd 0<x2/sd<2 2<x2/sd <3 1.53 Perfect Fit
RMSEA .00 <RMSEA <.05 .05 <RMSEA < .08 .070 Good Fit
AGFI .90 < AGFI<1.00 .85 < AGFI £ .90 .87 Good Fit
GFI .95 <GFI<1.00 90 < GFI<95 .90 Good Fit
CFI .95 <CFI<1.00 90<CFI<.95 .94 Good Fit
NFI 95 <NFI<1.00 .90 < NFI<.95 93 Good Fit
NNFI .95 < NNFI< 1.00 .90 £ NNFI< .95 93 Good Fit
RFI .95 <RFI<1.00 90<RFI<.95 .90 Good Fit
IFI 95 <TFI<1.00 90 <TFI<.95 94 Good Fit
SRMR .00 <SRMR £.05 .05<SRMR <.10 .07 Good Fit
PNFI .95 <PNFI <1.00 .50 < PNFI <.95 .76 Good Fit
PGFI .95 <PGFI<1.00 .50 < PGFI<.95 .63 Good Fit

As can be seen in Table 5, when the fit indices obtained from the confirmatory factor analysis

are evaluated together, it is observed that the four-factor structure of the 24-item scale shows a good

fit level. The path diagrams and item structure parameters obtained as a result of the first and second

level confirmatory factor analysis have been shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3 below.
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Factor1= Political Expertise, Factor2= Political Knowledge, Factor3=Political Awareness, Factor4= Political Interest,

Factor5= Political Participation

Figure 2. Path diagram obtained by first-level
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Factor1= Political Expertise, Factor2= Political Knowledge, Factor3=Political Awareness, Factor4= Political Interest,
Factor5= Political Participation

Figure 3. Path diagram obtained by second-level
When the results of the first and second level confirmatory factor analysis in Figures 2 and 3
were examined, it has been determined that the standardized factor loads between the items in the
measurement tool and the structures that the items are intended to measure were statistically
significant with respect to the t value. Therefore, it is observed that the scores of 24 items included in
the measurement tool measure the sub-dimensions that make up the structure of the political literacy

scale and provide a factorial validity.
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Findings on Reliability Analyses

The Cronbach Alpha value has been calculated in order to determine the internal consistency

coefficients of the scale and the results have been given in Table 6.

Table 6. Findings on Reliability Coefficients

Internal Consistency

. . . Standard Item (Cronbach Alpha)
Dimensions Mean Variance L. .
Deviation = Number Coefficient
Political Expertise 30.4733 40.513 6.36496 8 .89
Political Knowledge 21.8092 11.509 3.39256 5 .80
Political Awareness 22.1679 8.756 2.95909 5 .79
Political Interest 12.6489 5.368 2.31691 3 72
Political Participation 11.5668 6.483 2.54625 3 72

Looking at Table 6, it is observed that the internal consistency (Cronbach Alpha) coefficient of
the” political literacy scale " measurement tool is .86, and the internal consistency (Cronbach Alpha)
coefficients for their sub-dimensions range from .72 to .89. The fact that the calculated reliability
coefficient is within the range of .72-.86 indicates that it is a fairly reliable scale (Kalayci, 2016;
Ozdamar, 2017).

Table 7. Findings regarding item statistics

Adjusted Squared Item Inference
Item Inference Item Inference .
_ Item - Total ~ Multiple  Cronbach Alpha
Item No  Test Average Test Variance . . t-value sd/p
Correlation Correlation Value

1 94.3690 154.825 .398 487 .899 46.998

2 94.1070 147.988 676 744 892 50.068

I3 94.3850 150.593 574 574 .895 47.136

14 94.8021 157.471 294 564 901 40.734

I5 94.2193 147.570 .644 651 .893 44.839

I6 94.3636 149.469 .621 701 .894 46.672

17 94.2941 152.069 525 .587 .896 48.045

I8 94.1818 145.956 .685 734 .892 44.102

I9 94.0909 152.900 453 622 .898 49.369

I10 93.4759 157.552 .352 654 .900 72.039

111 94.2460 155.928 .357 462 .900 52.338

112 93.3316 158.911 481 515 .898 117.906 sd=167
I13 93.8717 156.650 314 489 901 55.919 *p<.01
I14 93.7059 154.080 .550 .650 .896 68.794

I15 94.2246 156.627 .351 521 .900 51.461

I16 93.7540 152.574 .610 .554 .895 67.974

117 93.4813 155.412 504 697 .897 75.523

118 93.5294 153.767 .607 611 .895 77.254

119 93.6310 155.664 485 .540 .897 72.101

120 93.9947 153.651 430 513 .898 47.960

121 94.1818 152.709 486 571 .897 47.485

122 94.1337 152.837 476 .500 .897 50.852

123 94.1230 149.108 679 656 .893 52.944

124 94.5775 149.901 502 593 .897 36.940

When Table 7 is examined, it can be said that the total correlations of the items in the political
literacy scale vary between .48 and .70. When the correlation values in the scale are examined, it is

seen that they are within acceptable ranges.
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Discussion, Conclusion and Suggestions

For the factor structure of the political literacy scale, slope line graph diagram, dimensions

with eigenvalues 1 and greater than 1 and item load values were taken into consideration. The results
show that the scale has a five-factor structure.. These five factors explain 63% of the total variance.
When the factor distributions of the items are examined, it is observed that they are collected under
the factors “Political Expertise, Political Knowledge, Political Awarenes, Political Interest and Political
Participation”. When the relevant literature is examined, it is observed that the Political Literacy
Survey, consisting of four parts, developed by Faiz (2016) have an affective dimension with sub-
dimensions: “Sensitivity, Tolerance, Volunteerism, Equality and Responsibility” and a “Behaviour and Skills”
dimension, with sub-dimensions: “Justice, Empathy, Problem Solving, Recognition of Media and
Technology, Manipulation and Persuasion, Responsibility”. It is possible to say that this survey is
completely different from the political literacy scale hereby when the sub-dimensions and items of the
scale are examined. It has been observed that some of the items such as "Political Literacy, Participation,
Protest and Responsibility" of the “Active Citizenship Self-sufficiency Scale” developed by Arslan, Dil,
Cetin & Yazici (2017) were parallel to the items of this scale, but it is different in terms of the sub-
dimensions and the skills it measures. For example, it can be expressed the item “I can tell the general
opinions of political parties” found within the sub-dimension of "Active Citizenship Self-Sufficiency Scale"
and the item “I know the ideological differences between political parties” found in the sub-dimension of
political literacy scale hereby measure similar skills. At this point, the political literacy scale herein

may be considered as a new study in the relevant literature.

It has been determined that the load values of the first factor range from .57 to .79, the load
values of the second factor range from .59 to .77, the load values of the third factor range from .58 to
.75, the load values of the fourth factor range from .65 to .72, and the load values of the fifth factor
range from .61 to .74. According to Kalayca (2016), factor loads must be greater than .30. When
examining the factor loads of the scale, it may be expressed that all item factor loads are above .30. The
factor loads of the political literacy scale appear to be greater than .50. Given these results, it is
possible to say that the results of the exploratory factor analysis (EFA) of the political literacy scale are
within acceptable limits. In addition, when the first and second level confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA) results are examined, it is seen that the sub-dimensions that make up the structure of the 24-

item political literacy scale are measured and factorial validity is confirmed.

In the study, it was determined that the reliability coefficient (Cronbach Alpha) of the scale
ranged from .89 and its sub-dimensions ranged from .72 to .89. When the Cronbach Alpha coefficient
ranges are examined, it is possible to say that the scale meets the reliability criteria (Kalayci, 2016). The
test-retest (.78) coefficient of the scale has a high level of correlation. Item-total correlation values of
the scale vary between .48 and .70. When the items in the scale were examined, it was determined that

the item total correlation values were not below .30 (Biiyiikoztiirk, 2017). In addition, the items in the
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scale were found to be distinctive according to t (p <.01) values. When all the data related to the study

are examined, it is possible to say that the scale can be used in a valid and reliable way in measuring

the level of political literacy.
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