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Editore Mektuba Cevaben

“Bulutlar kiire, daglar koni degildir”
Benoit Mandelbrot (Gleick, 1995)

Sayin Editor,

Bu mektup derginizin 23. Cilt 3.5ay1’da yer alan “EDITORE MEKTUP: “Baglama Performansi
Ol¢me Aract” Konulu Makaleye Dair Birkag Not’ baslikli yaziya cevaben yazilmistir. 56z konusu yazi

ile ilgili goriislerimiz su sekildedir;

Oncelikle tarafimizdan yapilmis olan ¢alismaya (Borekci ve Dalkiran, 2020), bilimsel 6l¢litler
cercevesinde ele alindiginda kanitlar1 olmayan ve yanl bir sekilde Kalyoncu (2022) tarafindan ifade
edilen goriisler, yazarlara ve ¢alismaya golge diislirecek unsurlar tasimaktadir. Bu unsurlar asagida
Kalyoncu'nun da ilgili mektupta belirttigi gibi calismanin “tiimiine y&nelik olmayip, daha o6nce
yapilmis olan ilgili arastirma ve ¢alismalar hakkinda birkag¢ not ile sinurlidir”. Saym Kalyoncu'nun
belirtmis oldugu ilgili arastirma ve calismalara yonelik hususlarla ilgili gerekge ve bilgilendirmeler
asagida belirtilmistir. Bu hususlar bir bilimsel ¢alismada olmas1 gereken oncelikler dikkate alinarak

detayli bir sekilde kaleme alinmustur.

2

Ilgili mektupta Kalyoncu “yeni” bir dlgme aracin gelistirilmesinde “eski” 6lgme araglarmna
yonelik bir literatiir calismasi olmas: gerektigini ifade ederek kendi c¢alismas: ve diger ¢alismalarin
neden olmadiginin sorgulamasini yapmaktadir. Bu bakis acis1 elbette dogru ve olmasi gereken bir

bakis agisidir. Ancak bu sorgulamay1 yaparken neden bazi ¢alismalarin bu ¢alismanin literatiiriine

alimadiginin analizinin ve sorgulamasinin bilimsel gerekgelerle yapilmasi gerekmektedir.

S0z konusu ¢alismamizda (Borekci ve Dalkiran, 2020) Kalyoncu tarafindan bahsedilen 6nceki

calismalar neden arastirma kapsamina alinmadi?

e Arastirma kapsami olan “Giizel Sanatlar Lisesi”nde halen boyle bir 6l¢gme araci yoktur ve

kullanilmamaktadir. Bu durum amagta da net olarak belirtilmistir.

Amag; “Giizel Sanatlar Liselerindeki “Bireysel Calg: Baglama” dersi yariyil sonu sinavlarinda
yapilan 6lgmeye olumlu yonde katki saglamak icin gegerligi ve giivenirligi yiiksek olan “yeni bir
Ol¢me araci 6rnegi” gelistirmektir” (Borekci ve Dalkiran, 2020).

e Bu aragtirmanin literatiir ¢alismasina, gegerlik ve giivenirlik calismas: yapilmis konuyla

ilgili 6lgme araglar1 dahil edilmis, baglama literatiiriinde yapilmis olan degerlendirme

formlar1 vb. 6lgme araglar1 dahil edilmemistir.

1 Bu epigraf, Kalyoncu'nun mektubunun (2022) genelinde bahsedilen ifadelerin aslinda goriinenden uzak olduguna isaret
etmek amaciyla eklenmistir.
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Bu husus Kalyoncu(2022)'nun varsayimlar: iizerinden daha detayl ifade edilirse, makalenin
hazirlandig1 doénemlerde yapilan taramalarda “gecerligi ve giivenirligi” saglanmis bir 6l¢me aracina
rastlanmamuigtir. Nitekim burada dikkat ¢ekilmek istenen en 6nemli nokta, 6l¢me araglarinda aranan
temel Olciitiin gecerligi ve glivenirliginin ayni1 anda saglanmis olmasidir. Alan yazinda yer alan 6lgek
gelistirme calismalari ve bununla ilgili yayimnlar incelendiginde bir 6l¢gme aracinda olmasi gereken
temel Olgiitlerin, gegerlik ve giivenirlik (ve hatta kullanishlik) oldugu agiktir. Etkili bir aracin
se¢ciminde izlenmesi gereken yollarda puan giivenirligi ve gecerliginin aranmasi gerekliligi de ifade
edilmistir (Creswell, 2020, s.210). Kalyoncu(2022)' nun yazisinda yer alan diger ¢alismalar, bu Olgiitler
cercevesinde dogrudan arastirma kapsami disinda birakilmistir. Burada arastirmanin amacina uygun
olarak “gecerlik ve giivenirlik” dikkate alindigini belirtmek isteriz. Ek olarak, Kalyoncu (2022) nun
belirttigi yaymlarin disinda da goziinden kagan cesitli performans degerlendirme formlarmin ve
yaklagimlarmin kullanildig1 arastirmalarin varligr bilinmektedir (Algi, 2013, s.185; Borekci ve
Dalkiran, 2019, s.65; Séonmez, 2021, s.107; Unver, 2013, s.68; Yasar, 2011, s.259-302). Bu baglamda,
Kalyoncu (2022)'nun aslinda kendisinin de yaptigi, her yazarin kendi arastirmasinda bilimsel olgiitler
cercevesinde literatiirde yer alan hangi yayindan ne oOl¢lide yararlanacagini belirlemesi gibi bir

yaklasim ve gercekligi gozden kagirdig: diistintilmektedir.

Bu mektubun birinci yazarinin, Kalyoncu'nun belirttigi doktora tezinde (Ozata, 2019)
puanlayici oldugu, kayitlarda yer almaktadir. Bu duruma bir agiklik getirmek dogru olacaktir. Tlgili
doktora tezinde yer alan 6l¢me araci ile ilgili bilgilerin arastirmanun birinci yazari ile paylasildig: ilk
tarih 24.05.2018’dir. Olgegin son hali ise 07.09.2018 tarihinde tarafimiza ulagmistir. Ayni siire zarfinda
(2018- 2019 Egitim Ogretim Y1l1) aragtirmanin ilk yazarmin ikinci yazarindan doktora ders déneminde
olgek gelistirme {izerine ders aldig1 ve soz konusu Olgme aracini bu ders kapsaminda gelistirdigi
kayitlarda mevcuttur. Buna ek olarak, calismamiz i¢in 18.10.2018 tarihinde 6l¢gme aracinda yer almasi
gereken maddelerin ve smif diizeylerine gore Onem katsayilarinin belirlenmesi igin gesitli
iniversiteler ve Milll Egitim Bakanligi’'na bagl giizel sanatlar liselerinde gorev yapmakta olan,

baglama dersini ytiriiten 6gretim elemanlar1 ve 6gretmenlerin goriislerine bagvurulmustur.

Bu calismada (Ozata ve Kalyoncu, 2021) ilk yazar olan Ozata da bu baglamda kapsam
gecerliligi i¢in goriislerini bildirmistir. Ayrica makalemizin dergiye ilk yiiklenme tarihi 22.11.2019’dur.
Bu stirede Kalyoncu'nun belirttigi ¢alismanin (Ozata, 2019) Yiiksek Ogretim Kurumu (YOK) tez
tarama sayfasinda kisith durumda oldugu bilinmekte ve bunun ispati icin YOK ile iletisime
gecilebilecegi aciktir. Iddia edildigi {izere bir aragtirmanin icerisinde yer alan puanlayic ile arastirma
verilerinin/sonuglarinin  paylasilmayarak bunun {izerine etik olarak yapilan yaymin kusurlu
goriilmesi, kasti bir durumun varligina da isaret edebilir. Ciinkii, bir arastirmanin yapiliyor oldugu
bilgisinden ve igerisinde bulunulmasindan hareketle ya da bir arastirmanin icra edilme siirecinde yer
alinsa da ornegin; Olgek sonuglandirildi mi? Ise yaradi m1? Gegerlik ve Giivenirlik ¢alismalar: yapildi

mi1? Hangi sonuglar {iretildi? vb. gibi ¢ogaltilabilecek sorularin karsiliginin bulunmamasi, arastirmada

819



Borekci, A. ve Dalkiran, E.

yer alan kisilerin inisiyatifi ya da gortisleri dogrultusunda meydana gelen bir durumu ifade edemez.
Bu durum “paylasilmayan bilginin paylasilmas1” gibi karmasik bir durumu meydana getirir ki asil bu
durum etik agidan sorunludur. Ciinkii bilimsel bir diistince aleni bir hal aldig1 zaman baskalarinin
yararlanmasina agilmis duruma gelir. Ve bu sekilde konu ile ilgili kabul gormiis veya tartigmals,
“basilmis” bilgilerle yayimlanmakta olan makale arasindaki iliski saglanmis olur (TUBA Bilim Etigi
Komitesi, 2002, s.28). Bu durum bir nevi bilim insaninin temel yiikiimliiliiklerinden birisi olarak
diisiintilebilir. Bilim insan1 ¢alismalarinda, kendi diisiincesiyle baskalarinin diistincelerini ayirt edecek
yaklagim i¢inde olmali ve alinti yaptig1 kaynagi net bir sekilde ortaya koyup belgelendirmelidir.
Nitekim Fikir ve Sanat Eserleri Kanunu (FSEK) madde 35te de alint1 yapilmas1 hakkinda; alenilesmis
bir giizel sanat eserinden veya yayimlanmis diger eserlerden bilimsel esere yapilacak atif'in ancak
amacin hakli gosterecegi bir Ol¢ii dahilinde ve igerigini aydinlatmak maksadiyla yapilabilecegi
(Yavuzdogan, 2017, s.238) belirtilirken, eserin yayinlanmis ve alenilesmis olmasi sart1 belirtilmistir.
Nitekim bunu destekler nitelikte de alint1 yapilirken kaynak gosterilmis olmakla birlikte, gosterilen
kaynagin yetersiz, yanlis veya aldatici olmasi halinde atifta sahtecilik sucunun olusacagr da

belirtilmektedir.

Bu tartismali olabilecek konularin, kisisel goriis ve diisiincelerden ziyade tarihsel olarak
netlestirilmesi bu yiizden 6nem arz etmektedir. Makalemizin, dergilerin amag ve kapsami geregi e-
posta araciligiyla Ingilizce profesyonel geviriye gonderilme tarihi 04.04.2019 olarak belgelidir (Yigit,
C., Kkisisel iletisim, Nisan 04, 2019). Bu durum bile bash basina makale ana metninin belirtilen
tarihlerin daha 6ncesinde hazirlandigini ortaya koyan bir bulgudur. Buna ek olarak Ozata'nin tezinin
son halinin de tarafimiza ulagma tarihi 13.01.2020’dir. Makalenin degerlendirme siiresi bir yil1 geckin
bir siire siirmiis ve 31.12.2020 tarihinde yayimnlanmistir. Bir makalenin olusum, olgunlasma, hakem
siireci ve yayimlanma gibi siirecleri degerlendirildiginde ayrica tezin YOK tarama sayfasinda da kisith
oldugu goz oniinde bulunduruldugunda herhangi bir art niyet ile gdz ardi etmenin ya da istemli bir
durumun s6z konusu olmadigini belirtmek isteriz. Ayni zamanda sunu da eklemek gerekir ki, benzer
zaman dilimleri icerisinde gergeklestirilen arastirmalarda bu tarz yer verme/ver(e)meme gibi

durumlarin olusabilecegi akademik ¢evrelerce de bilinmektedir.

Sonug olarak bu mektup, 6lgek calismamiza yonelik elestiride bulunan Kalyoncu (2022)'nun
elestirilerini bilimsel temellere oturtmamasi, arastirmamizi s6z konusu dergiye gonderdigimiz esnada
danismanlhigmi yaptigi tez calismasinin (Ozata, 2019) kisith ve ulasilamiyor olmasimi bilmesine
ragmen 1srarla ¢alismalarindan yararlanilmadigi seklinde bir vurgu yapmasi, mektupta ele aldig:
diger calismalar igin smirlili§imiz olan “gecerlik ve giivenirlik” 6n kosulunu akademik baglamda ele
almadan 6nceki yayinlar1 yok saydigimizi iddia etmesi iizerine yazilmistir. Ayrica bu mektup, bahsi
gecen yayinlarla ilgilenen akademisyen ve okuyucularin goriislerinde, kendi iclerinde objektif
degerlendirme yapmalar1 ve yazarlarin yillarca bilim etigine uygun gelistirmis olduklar: kisiliklerine

saygl bakimindan son derece 6nemlidir.
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Arastirmanin Etik izinleri

Bu calismada “Yuksekogretim Kurumlar1 Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigi Yohergesi”
kapsaminda uyulmasi belirtilen tum kurallara uyulmustur. Yohergenin ikinci bolumu’ olan “Bilimsel
Arasirma ve Yaymn Etigine Aykir1 Eylemler” bashgi altinda belirtilen eylemlerden hicbiri

gerceklestirilmemistir.
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In Response to Letter to the Editor

“Clouds are not spheres and mountains are not cones”?
Benoit Mandelbrot (Gleick, 1995)

Dear Editor,

This letter is written in response to the article titled 'LETTER TO THE EDITOR: A Few Notes
on the Article on "Baglama Performance Measurement Tool" in Volume 23, Issue 3 of your journal.

Our opinions about the article in question are as follows;

First of all, the study (Borekci & Dalkiran, 2020), which was conducted by us, has no evidence
when considered within the framework of scientific criteria, and the opinions expressed by Kalyoncu
(2022) in a biased manner carry elements that will overshadow the authors and the study. These
elements, as stated by Kalyoncu in the letter below, are "not directed to the whole study, but limited to
a few notes about the related research and studies that have been done before". The justification and
information about the issues related to the relevant research and studies mentioned by Kalyoncu are
given below. These points have been written in detail, taking into account the priorities that should be

taken into account in a scientific study.

In the related letter, Kalyoncu states that there should be a literature study on "old"
measurement tools in the development of a "new" measurement tool and questions why his study and
other studies are not available. This point of view is of course a correct and necessary point of view.
However, while making this questioning, it is necessary to analyse and question why some studies are

not included in the literature of this study with scientific justifications.

Why were the previous studies mentioned by Kalyoncu in our study (Borekci and Dalkiran,

2020) not included in the scope of the research?

2 This epigraph was added to emphasise that the statements made throughout Kalyoncu's letter (2022) are far from what
they appear to be.
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e There is still no such measurement tool in the "Fine Arts High School", which is the scope of

the research, and it is not used. This situation is also clearly stated in the purpose.

The aim is to develop a "new measurement tool sample" with high validity and reliability in
order to contribute positively to the measurement made in the end-of-semester exams of the

"Individual Instrument Baglama" course in Fine Arts High Schools" (Borekci and Dalkiran, 2020).

e In the literature study of this research, measurement tools related to the subject that have
been validity and reliability studies have been included, and measurement tools such as evaluation

forms etc. that have been made in the context literature have not been included.

If this issue is expressed in more detail through the assumptions of Kalyoncu (2022), no
measurement tool with "validity and reliability" was found in the scans made during the period when
the article was prepared. As a matter of fact, the most important point to be emphasised here is that
the main criterion sought in measurement tools is to ensure validity and reliability at the same time.
When the scale development studies and related publications in the literature are analysed, it is clear
that the basic criteria for a measurement tool are validity and reliability (and even usefulness). It is
also stated that score reliability and validity should be sought in the ways to be followed in the
selection of an effective tool (Creswell, 2020, p.210). Other studies in Kalyoncu (2022)'s article were
directly excluded from the scope of the research within the framework of these criteria. Here, we
would like to state that "validity and reliability" were taken into consideration in accordance with the
purpose of the research. In addition, apart from the publications mentioned by Kalyoncu (2022), it is
known that there are studies in which various performance evaluation forms and approaches are used
(Alg1, 2013, p.185; Borekci & Dalkiran, 2019, p.65; Sonmez, 2021, p.107; Unver, 2013, p.68; Yasar, 2011,
pp.259-302). In this context, it is thought that Kalyoncu (2022) overlooks the approach and reality that
each author determines which publications in the literature and to what extent they will benefit from

which publications in the literature within the framework of scientific criteria in their own research.

It is on record that the first author of this letter was a rater in Kalyoncu's doctoral thesis
(Ozata, 2019). It would be right to clarify this situation. The first date on which the information about
the measurement tool in the relevant doctoral thesis was shared with the first author of the study is
24.05.2018. The final version of the scale was received by us on 07.09.2018. During the same period
(2018- 2019 academic year), it is recorded in the records that the first author of the study took a course
on scale development from the second author during the doctoral course period and developed the
measurement tool in question within the scope of this course. In addition, for our study, on 18.10.2018,
the opinions of lecturers and teachers who teach the baglama course at various universities and fine
arts high schools affiliated to the Ministry of National Education were consulted to determine the
items that should be included in the measurement tool and their importance coefficients according to

the grade levels.
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Ozata, who is the first author of this study (Ozata & Kalyoncu, 2021), also expressed his views
on content validity in this context. In addition, the first upload date of our article to the journal is
22.11.2019. Tt is known that the study mentioned by Kalyoncu (Ozata, 2019) is in a limited state on the
thesis screening page of the Council of Higher Education (CHE) and it is clear that CHE can be
contacted for proof of this. As it is claimed, the fact that the research data/results were not shared with
the rater involved in a research and the publication was considered ethically flawed may also indicate
the existence of a deliberate situation. Because, based on the knowledge that a research is being
conducted and being involved in it, or even if it is involved in the process of conducting a research, for
example; Has the scale been finalised? Did it work? Have validity and reliability studies been carried
out? Which results have been produced? etc. The absence of answers to questions that can be
reproduced, such as the absence of answers to questions that can be reproduced, cannot express a
situation that occurs in line with the initiative or opinions of the people involved in the research. This
situation creates a complex situation such as "sharing information that is not shared", which is
ethically problematic. This is because when a scientific idea becomes public, it becomes open to the
use of others. In this way, the relationship between the accepted or controversial, "published"
information on the subject and the article being published is ensured (TUBA Science Ethics
Committee, 2002, p.28). This situation can be considered as one of the basic obligations of the scientist.
Scientists should have an approach to distinguish between their own thoughts and the thoughts of
others in their studies and should clearly identify and document the source they cite. As a matter of
fact, Article 35 of the Law on Intellectual and Artistic Works (FSEK) states that the citation to be made
to a scientific work from a publicised work of fine art or other published works can only be made
within a measure justified by the purpose and for the purpose of illuminating its content
(Yavuzdogan, 2017, p.238), while the condition that the work must be published and publicized is
specified. As a matter of fact, in support of this, it is also stated that the crime of forgery in citation will

occur if the source cited is insufficient, inaccurate or deceptive.

It is therefore important to clarify these potentially controversial issues historically rather than
from personal views and opinions. In accordance with the purpose and scope of the journals, the date
of sending our article to English professional translation via e-mail is documented as 04.04.2019 (Yigit,
C., individual communication, April 04, 2019). This in itself is a finding that reveals that the main text
of the article was prepared before the specified dates. In addition, the final version of Ozata's thesis
was received by us on 13.01.2020. The evaluation period of the article took more than a year and was
published on 31.12.2020. When the processes such as the formation, maturation, referee process and
publication of an article are evaluated, and considering that the thesis is also limited on the CHE
scanning page, we would like to state that there is no intention to ignore or intentionally ignore with
any ulterior motive. At the same time, it should be added that it is also known in academic circles that

such situations such as inclusion / omission may occur in research carried out in similar time periods.
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As a result, this letter was written because Kalyoncu (2022), who criticised our scale study, did
not base his criticisms on scientific grounds, insistently emphasised that his thesis study (Ozata, 2019),
which he supervised at the time we sent our research to the journal in question, was limited and
inaccessible, and claimed that we ignored previous publications without addressing the prerequisite
of "validity and reliability", which is our limitation for other studies in the letter, in an academic
context. In addition, this letter is extremely important for academics and readers interested in the
aforementioned publications to make objective evaluations within themselves and to respect the

personalities of the authors that they have developed in accordance with scientific ethics for years.
Ethical Permissions of Research

In this study, all the rules specified to be followed within the scope of the “Higher Education
Institutions Scientific Research and Publication Ethics Directive” were complied with. None of the
actions specified under the heading “Actions Contrary to Scientific Research and Publication Ethics”,

which is the second part of the directive, have been taken.
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