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Ozet

Metaforlar, egitim arastirmalarinda deneyimlere dayali algilarin belirlenmesinde yogun bir sekilde
kullanilmaktadir. Ciinkii metaforlar, 6zellikle tartismali konulardaki farkli perspektifleri gostermek i¢in oldukga
uygundur. Bu arastirma, gelecekte vatandaslik, insan haklar1 ve demokrasi derslerini okutacak sosyal bilgiler
ogretmen adaylarmnin ‘iyi vatandas’ kavrami hakkindaki metaforik algilarimi ortaya ¢tkarmayi amaglamaktadir.
Calisma, nitel aragtirma yontemlerinde hermendétik arastirma yaklasimina gore tasarlanmistir. Calisma grubu,
Usak Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenliginde okuyan 142 6gretmen adaymdan
olusmaktadir. Yapilandirilmis metaforla toplanan veriler, metaforik analiz ve icerik analizi yontemleriyle
degerlendirilmistir. Calismaya katilan 6gretmen adaylari, ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramiyla ilgili 61 farkli metafor
tiretmislerdir. Bu metaforlar igerisinde en ¢ok Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, agag ve giines isimleri kullanilmistir. Bu
metaforlardan aydinlatici ve bilgilendirici; sadik, vatansever ve koruyucu; yol gosterici ve 6ncii; faydali; sorumlu
ve etkin; bilingli ve tecriibeli; fedakar; adil; katilimcr ve igbirlikgi; comert ve yardimsever, ¢aliskan ve uzman
vatandas olmak tizere toplamda 12 vatandaslik kategorisi g¢ikarimistir. Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, cesitli
ozellikleriyle yedi farkli kategoride yer almistir.
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Giris
Metafor, iki nesne arasindaki benzerligi gostermek icin 6zetlenmis yapinin adidir. Bu yaps,
bilinen bir varlik araciligiyla daha az bilinen varliklar hakkinda fikir sahibi olmak veya varliklar:
yorumlamak igin kullamlir (Aubusson, Harrison ve Ritchie, 2006). Insanlar, bu tiir benzetmeleri

yaparken ge¢mis bilgilerini, deneyimlerini ve tercihlerini yansitmak i¢in kullanirlar, boylece mevcut

kisisel ve toplumsal ¢evreleriyle uyumlu hale gelirler (Harrison ve Treagust, 2006).

Literatiirde yaygin olarak kabul edilen tanimlarin (Thomas, 2006; Wilbers ve Duit, 2006) aksine
metafor, yalmizca benzerlige dayanmaz. Bir metafor, iki alan (hedef ve kaynak alan) arasindaki
algilanan benzerliklere yol acan deneyimimizdeki alanlar arasi iligkilere dayanir. Ayrica metaforlar,
kiltirtin ayrilmaz bir parcasidir. Ciinkii insanlar, kendi deneyimlerini igerisinde yasadiklar:

kiiltiirlerden edinirler (Lakoff ve Johnson, 2008).

Metaforlar, farkli disiplinlerde gesitli sekillerde algilanmaktadir. Filozoflar, dilin sade olmasi
gerektigini dislindiikleri i¢in sairlerin kullandigi metaforlari anormal bulurlar. Ancak biligsel
dilbilimciler i¢in metaforlar 6nemlidir. Ciinkii onlar, metaforu anlamlarin yorumlanmas: ve bir
durumun anlagilmas: olarak goriirler. Bazi bilim adamlar1 ise metaforun olaylar arasindaki
benzerlikleri ortaya ¢ikarma meselesi oldugunu diisiiniirler (Ma ve Lui, 2008). Metaforlarin genel
ozelliklerine degindikten sonra bu ¢alismanin 6nemli pargalarindan biri olan vatandashik egitimi ve “iyi

vatandag’ kavramina deginmek gerekmektedir.
Vatandaslik Egitimi ve ‘Iyi Vatandas’ Kavrami

Devletlerin 6nemli amaglarindan biri de gelecegin vatandaslarini yetistirmektir. Bu amaci
gerceklestirmede aile ve toplum yasaminin yaninda (Quisumbing, 2002) okulun énemli bir rolii vardir
(Soder, 2003). Okullarda hem toplumun hem de devletin kurallarin bilen, toplum igin ¢alisan, insan
haklarina saygili, etkin ve bilingli bireyler yetistirilmesi amaclanmaktadir. Aslinda okullarin
vatandaslik egitiminde nihai olarak ulagsmak istedigi hedef, bireyleri ‘iyi vatandas’ olarak yetistirmektir
(Gomleksiz ve Akyildiz, 2012). ’iyi vatandas’ yetistirmek, bir {ilkede terorizmin ve kargasanin
onlenmesi, iilkenin diizeni, giivenligi ve huzuru icin gerekli olan 6nemli yatirimlardan biridir (Dere,
Kizilay ve Alkaya, 2017). Ciinkii iyi bir vatandas; kamu malini korumak, dogay1 korumak ve kurallara
(kanunlara) uymak, degerlerine sahip ¢ikmak, askere gitmek, siyasete ve topluma aktif bir sekilde
katilmak ve 6l¢iisiiz eylemlerden kaginmak gibi 6nemli niteliklere sahiptir (Prior, 1999; Westheimer ve

Kahne, 2003; Ricci, 2004; Kiling ve Dere, 2013; Dalton 2016).

Iyi bir vatandas, ayn1 zamanda etkin ve bilingli bir vatandagtir. Bunun yanminda demokrasiye
inanan, insan hak ve 6zgiirlerine saygili olan ve hak arama yollar1 bilen ve kullanan kisidir (Westheimer

ve Kahne, 2004; Pykett, 2010). Ancak yalnizca kurallara uymak ve topluma faydali olmak, iyi bir
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vatandas olmak igin yeterli degildir. Ayn1 zamanda iyi bir vatandas, toplum yararina c¢alismanin

yaninda aktif katilimla toplumdaki yanlislar1 diizeltmeye odaklanir (Westheimer ve Kahne, 2006).

Ogrencilerin yasadiklari iilkenin gelecekteki vatandaslari olarak yetistirilmesinde en 6nemli
sorumluluk, Ogretmenlere aittir (Fry ve O'Brien, 2015). Tiirk egitim sistemi igerisinde vatandas
yetistirmeyi amagclayan 6nemli derslerden biri sosyal bilgilerdir. Sosyal bilgiler dersinin Snemli
amaglar1 arasinda iiretken ve aktif vatandaslar yetistirmek yer alir. Nitekim Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretim
Programinda yer alan yedi 6grenme alanindan biri etkin vatandasliktir. Bu 6grenme alani; grup, kurum
ve sosyal Orgiitlerin ve devletin yapisim1 6gretmeyi, bireylere haklarini tanitmay: ve onlarin sosyal
katilim becerilerini gelistirmeyi amaglamaktadir (Milli Egitim Bakanligi [MEB], 2018). Bunun yaninda
sosyal bilgiler gretmeni yetistirmek igin hazirlanan 2018 Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenligi Lisans
Programina bakildiginda, vatandashk bilgisi, Tiirk hukuk sistemi, egitim hukuku, insan haklar1 ve
demokrasi egitimi (Yiiksekogretim Kurumu [YOK], (2018) gibi derslerin okutuldugu goriilmektedir.
Yani her iki program, gelecegin ‘iyi’ ve aktif vatandaslarini yetistirmek icin birbiriyle uyumlu bir sekilde
tasarlanmistir. Bu kapsamda 6gretmen adaylarindan, lisans egitiminde ilgili dersleri aldiktan ve gesitli
uygulamalar yaptiktan sonra okullarda gelecegin ‘iyi’ ve aktif vatandaslarini yetistirmeleri
beklenmektedir. Bu durum, vatandaglik egitiminin sosyal bilgiler 6gretimindeki yerini gostermesi
agisindan onemlidir. Vatandaslik egitimi ve ‘iyi vatandas’ kavraminin 6zelliklerine yer verildikten
sonra egitim arastirmalarinda metaforlarin yerini gostermekte ve vatandaslik egitimiyle ilgili yapilmis

metafor ¢alismalarina deginmekte fayda vardir.
Egitim Arastirmalarinda Metafor

Metaforlar, edebiyatta oldugu gibi egitimde de estetik ve pedagojik bir rol oynar (Botha, 2009).
Clinkii 6gretimin onemli amaglarindan biri olan anlamli 6grenme, yeni 6grenilen bilgiyle daha énce
Ogrenilmis bilgi arasinda iliski kurularak gergeklestirilir. Bu bag, 6zellikle sorgulamay1 6grenmede
onemlidir. Sorgulamay1 6grenme siirecinde; yeni sorular ve problemler tanimlanir, faaliyetler planlanir.
Ardindan Ogrenciler, sorular1 ve problemleri arastirir, 6gretmen Sgrencilerle verileri ve yorumlar
tartisirlar. Sonra 6gretmen, soru sorar, “bilinmesi gereken” bilgileri sunar ve bazen analojileri kullanir.
Eger analojiler uygunsa kavram 6grenme kolaylagir ciinkii 6gretmenler, 6grencilerin asina olduklar:
bilgi ve deneyimler ile yeni igerikler ve problemler arasinda baglant: kurmalarini (Harrison ve Treagust,

2006) saglarlar.

Metaforlarin bir veri toplama araci (Armstrong, 2007) ve cesitli disiplinlerde 6gretim araci
olarak kullanimi, Lakoff ve Johnson (1980) tarafindan metaforun sistematik bir gekilde ele alinmasindan
sonra literatiirde artis gostermistir. Diinyada Ozellikle son otuz yilda metaforlarin kullanildig:

muazzam miktarda biiytik bir literatiir tiretilmistir (MacArthur, 2011).
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Diinyada oldugu gibi Tiirkiye’de de metaforlar yogun bir sekilde kullanilmaktadir. Ozellikle
egitim alaninda yapilan metafor calismalar1 dikkat c¢ekmektedir. Bu calismalarin igerikleri
incelendiginde biiyiik bir boliimiintin “6gretmen” kavrami (Akca Berk, Giiltekin ve Cengen, 2015;
Gedikli, 2014; Kalyoncu, 2012; Ozba§ ve Aktekin, 2013; Saban, 2004; 2008) {izerine odaklandigi
goriilmektedir. Bu durum, Yildizli, Erdol, Bastug ve Bayram (2018) tarafindan yapilan “Tiirkiye'de
Ogretmen Kavrami Uzerine Yapilan Metafor Arastirmalarina Yonelik Bir Meta-Sentez Calismas1” adli
caligmada ortaya konulmustur. Ilgili ¢alismada Tiirkiye’de 2004-2016 yillar1 arasinda “&gretmen”

kavramiyla ilgili yapilmis 11 yiiksek lisans tez ¢alismas1 ve 32 makale incelenmistir.

Egitimde yapilan diger metafor calismalarina bakildiginda Altun ve Apaydin (2013) “egitim”,
Seyhan (2014) “sosyal katilim”, Aslan (2015) “toplumsal cinsiyet”, Kilcan, Akbaba ve Giildudak (2017)
“Hoca Ahmed Yesevi’, Egiiz ve Kesten (2018) “sosyal medya” ve Yildiz, Ozen ve Yildiz (2018)

tarafindan gesitli kavramlar hakkindaki metaforik algilarin incelendigi goriilmektedir.

Bu ¢alismanin konusu olan vatandaglik egitimine yakin konulardaki ¢alismalara bakildiginda
daha ¢ok “demokrasi” (Sar1 ve Sadik, 2011; Diindar, 2012; Nasir ve Sadik, 2018) kavramina yonelik
algilarin ele alindig1 goriilmektedir. Ayrica vatandashik egitimiyle ilgili dogrudan ilgili olan Aydin ve
Celik (2017) tarafindan yapilan ¢alismada, ortaokul 6grencilerinin “etkin yurttas” ve “hukuk kurallar1”
kavramlarina iligskin algilarini metaforlar araciligiyla ortaya ¢ikarmak amaglanmistir. Arastirmanin
sonuglaria gore; dgrenciler “etkin yurttaslik” kavramina yonelik 60 farkli metafor gelistirmis olup,
bunlar “degerli ve yasam kaynag1, koruyucu ve miicadeleci, {iretim ve ¢alismanin kaynags, yirtic1 ve
gliclii, rehber ve yol gosteren seklinde bes farkli kategoride adlandirilmistir. Aym sekilde “hukuk
kurallar1” kavramina yonelik de 61 farkli metafor ¢ikmis olup, bunlar da “koruyucu, yol gosteren,
olaganiistii gii¢ kaynag1 ve kahraman, hayat veren, adalet ve dengenin kaynag1” seklinde farkli bes
kategoriye ayrilmustir. Deginildigi gibi demokrasi, etkin vatandas ve hukuk kurallar1 kavramlarina
iliskin baz1 ¢alismalar bulunmasina ragmen ‘iyi vatandas’ ya da ‘iyi vatandaslik’ kavramlariyla ilgili
metaforik algilari ele alan ¢alismaya rastlanmamustir. Literatiirdeki bu bosluktan hareketle arastirma,
ortaokul ve liselerde vatandaglik egitimi verecek sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandas’
kavrami hakkindaki metaforik algilarimi ortaya ¢ikarmayi amaglamistir. Bu kapsamda asagidaki

arastirma sorularina cevap aranmistir:

1. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylari, ‘iyi vatandas” kavrami hakkindaki algilarini ifade etmek

i¢in hangi metaforlar: tiretmistir?

2. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramin agiklamak igin kullandiklar

metaforlar, hangi kategoriler altinda toplanabilir?
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Yontem

Bu arastirma, nitel arastirma yontemlerinden yorumlayici (hermendétik) arastirma yaklagimina
gore yapilmigtir. Bu arastirma yaklasiminda gozlenebilir tek bir gercegin yerine ¢ok sayida gergegi ya
da tek bir olay1 farkli sekillerde betimleme, anlama ve yorumlama amaci vardir. Neticede ulagilan

gerceklik, coklu ya da baglam temelli olabilir (Merriam, 2009).
Calisma Grubu

Calisma grubu, Usak Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenligi boliimiinde
okuyan 142 6gretmen adayindan olusmaktadir. Katilimcilar, amagli 6rneklem yontemlerinden kolay
ulagilabilir 5rneklem yéntemine (Creswell, 2012) gore secilmistir. Ogretmen adaylarinin hangi metaforu

irettigini gostermek icin asagidaki kodlama sistemi kullanilmistir:

K\l, 1— > 1.85mmf

N

Katilimca

Bu kodlama, biitiin katilimcilar igin yapilmistir. Katihimecilarin smiflara ve cinsiyete gore

dagilimi asagidaki tabloda verilmistir:

Tablo 1. Katilimcilarin demografik bilgileri

Cinsiyet
Sinif Erkek Kadin

f % f %
1.S1uf 13 46,4 15 53,6
2.Smf 12 41,4 17 58,6

3.Smf 11 35 21 65
4.Simf 21 47,7 23 52,3
Toplam 57 42,5 76 57,5

Veri Toplama Arac1 ve Toplama Siireci

Bu arastirmada veri toplamak i¢in yapilandirilmis metafor teknigi (Wan, 2012) kullanilmaistir.
Bu formda kaynak alan, hedef alan ve gereklilik boliimleri yer almistir. Kaynak alan, normalde somut
ve bilinendir. Hedef alan, soyut ve bilinmeyen ya da daha az bilinendir (Kovecses, 2010). Gereklilik
boliimii, kaynak alan ile hedef alan arasindaki benzerligin gerekcelerinin aciklandig: boliimdiir (Jin,
Liang, Jiang, Zhang, Yuan ve Xie, 2014). Bu 6zellikler dikkate alinarak veri toplama araci, “Iyi vatandas,

....................... gibidir, ¢iinkii ...................” seklinde yapilandirilmisgtir.

Veri toplama siirecinde ilk olarak adaylara arastirmanin amaci agiklanmistir. Ardindan sosyal

bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarindan, metafor {iretmenin tek basina yeterli olmayacagi, her insanin aymn
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mecazi farkli amaglarla kullanabilecegi aciklanmis ve dolayisiyla gercek anlamlar1 ortaya ¢ikarabilmek
icin “Clinkii” bolimiinii detayl bir sekilde agiklamalar1 istenmistir (Simsek ve Yildirim, 2011).
Aciklamalardan sonra 6gretmen adaylarina metaforlarini yazmalar1 ve agiklamalari icin 30-60 dakika

arasi siire verilmistir. Toplanan formlara numaralar verilerek analiz siirecine hazirlanmistir.
Verilerin Analizi

Ogretmen adaylarinin iirettikleri metaforlar, Lakoff ve Johnson'in (2008) calismalarina dayanan
metafor analizi yontemi ve igerik analizi yontemleriyle (Bilgin, 2014) degerlendirilmistir. Ayrica Saban
(2004) tarafindan yapilan calismada takip edilen kategorik analiz siirecinden yararlanilmistir.
Degerlendirmede 9 metafor, ‘iyi vatandas’ kavrami ve ‘iyi vatandag'in nitelikleriyle ilgili herhangi bir
aciklama ya da benzetim icermedigi icin ¢ikarilmistir. Ornegin; “yagmur” metaforunu iireten bir kisi,
yagmurun 6zelliklerini agiklamak igin “Iyi vatandas, yagmur gibidir ciinkii yagmur toprag bereketlendirir,
serinlik verir, giizel koku ve his birakir.” ifadelerini kullanmistir. Goriildiigii gibi burada yalnizca
yagmurun Ozelliklerine yer verilmesine ragmen ‘iyi vatandas” kavramiyla arasinda nasil bir benzerlik
oldugu aciklanmamistir. Bu sekilde ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramiyla anlamli benzerlik kurulmayan
metaforlar, degerlendirmeden c¢ikarilmistir. Ayrica aragtirmanin giivenirligini saglamak ve metafor
analizinin tutarliligini test etmek icin uzman incelemesi (Patton, 2014) yontemi kullanilmistir. Bu
kapsamda arastirmacinin disinda 3 farkli alan uzmani, metaforlar: ve ulasilan kategorileri incelemistir.
Hedef alan ve kaynak alan arasinda uyumsuzluk tespit edilen metaforlar, goriis birligiyle arastirmadan
¢ikarilmistir. Son olarak ilgili metaforlara iliskin ytiizde, frekans ve alintilara bulgularda detayli bir

sekilde yer verilmistir.
Bulgular

Bu boliimde arastirma sorulari gergevesinde sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandas’
kavrami hakkinda iirettigi metaforlara iliskin bulgular, arastirmanin amaglar: dogrultusunda iki baslik

altinda incelenmistir.
Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin “Iyi Vatandas’ Kavramiyla Urettigi Metaforlar

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylari, ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramiri 61 farkli metafora benzeterek
aciklamislardir. Bu metaforlar icerisinde en ¢ok Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk (16), agag (16) ve giines (14)
isimlerinin tercih edildigi goriilmektedir. Bu {i¢ metaforu, en ¢ok 4. simf ogrencileri kullanmistir.

Uretilen biitiin metaforlar, Tablo 2’de verilmistir:
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Tablo 2. Uretilen metaforlarn simif diizeyine gore dagilim

Metafor

Metafor

= = h= = g h= = =i =i g
Ads E E E E & Ads E E & E =
R R - @« 90 9 g
— o ) < = — o ) < =
Mustafa Kemal 3 1 5 7 16 Hz. 1 - - - 1
Atatiirk Muhammed
Agac 1 4 4 7 16 Altin 1 1
Giines 2 5 3 4 14 Cristiano 1 - - - 1
Ronaldo
Anne 1 2 - 4 7 Engin Bey 1 - - - 1
Kitap 1 1 2 3 6 Snelman 1 - - - 1
Ogretmen 3 2 1 - 6 Filozof 1 - - -1
Karinca 1 1 1 2 5 Doktor - 1 - - 1
Toprak - - 3 1 4 Sanatg1 - 1 - - 1
Asker 2 - - - 2 Kaptan - - 1 - 1
Anahtar - - - 2 2 Copcii Balig: - 1 - - 1
Su 1 - 1 - 2 Akya Balig1 - - - 1 1
Komsu - - 2 - 2 Bal Arist - - - 1 1
Ay - - 1 1 2 Kivileim - - 1 - 1
Baba 1 - - 1 2 Dag - - 1 -1
Doga 1 - - - 1 Devlet - - - 1 1
Mahatma 1 - - - 1 Alpaslan 1 - - - 1
Gandhi Tiirkes
Omer Halisdemir - - 1 - 1 Okyanus - 1 - - 1
Ebulfez Elgibey 1 - - - 1 Yildiz - 1 - - 1
Seyit Onbas1 - - - 1 1 Deniz Feneri - - - 1 1
Fatih Sultan - - 1 - 1 Alman Milli - 1 - - 1
Mehmet Takim
Recep Tayyip 1 - - - 1 Ampute Milli - - 1 - 1
Erdogan Takim
Nelson Mandela - - 1 - 1 Ansiklopedi - - - 1 1
Kumbara 1 - - - 1 Cakmak 1 - - - 1
Ampul - 1 - - 1 fag - - - 1 1
Saat - 1 - - 1 Zincir Halkasi - - - 1 1
Semsiye - - 1 - 1 Dost - 1 - - 1
Kemer - - - 1 1 Sevgili - - 1 -1
Terazi - - - 1 1 Atmosfer - - - 1 1
Silgi - - - 1 1 Pusula - - 1 - 1
C)grenci - - 1 - 1 Kalem - 1 - - 1
Cicek - 1 - - 1

Goriildiigii gibi Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, agag ve giines metaforlarindan sonra, ‘iyi vatandas’in
nitelikleriyle anne (7), kitap (6), 6gretmen (6), karinca (5) ve toprak (4) metaforlarinin 6zellikleri
arasinda benzerlik kurulmustur. Uretilen metaforlar kategorik olarak incelendiginde, 13 lider, iinlii
veya yazar ismi, 13 gesit arag, 10 farkli dogal kaynak, bitki ve varlik (canli ve cansiz) ismi, 7 ¢esit meslek

ismi, 5 aile, 6zel ve sosyal iliski kavrami, 4 hayvan ismi, 4 cografi kavram, 3 grup ya da topluluk ismi
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ve 2 basvuru eserinin kullanuldig1 goriilmektedir. Adaylarin ‘iyi vatandas’in niteliklerini agiklarken
kullandiklar1 bu metaforlarda, daha ¢ok insanlarin davranislarina; araglarin fonksiyonlarina;

varliklarin, kaynaklarin ve mesleklerin toplum yasamindaki énemine vurgu yaptiklari tespit edilmistir.
Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Metaforlarindan Ortaya Cikan Kategoriler

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramini acgiklamak icin kullandiklar

metaforlar incelenmis ve 12 farkli kategoriye ulasilmistir:

Aydinlatici ve Sadik,
Bilgilendirici Vatansever ve
Vatandas Koruyucu

Vatandas
Uzman

Vatandas
Yol Gosterici
ve Oncu
Vatandas

Cahskan
Vatandas

Yararh
DT Vatandashk Vatandas

Yardimsever Kategorileri
Vatandas

Sorumlu ve
Katihma ve Etkin
isbirlikgi Vatandas
Vatandas
Bilingli ve
Tecriibeli
Fedakar Vatandas
Vatandas

Sekil 1. Vatandaslik tipleri

Sekil 1'de goriildiigii gibi, iyi vatandas kavramina iliskin iiretilen kategoriler icerisinde en ¢ok

‘iyi vatandag’in aydinlatici ve bilgilendirici niteliklerine vurgu yapilmgtir.
Aydinlatia1 ve Bilgilendirici Vatandas

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin metaforlarinin en ¢ok topladig: kategori, aydinlatict ve

bilgilendirici vatandas olmugtur. Bu kategoriye iliskin ayrintilar, Tablo 3’te verilmistir:
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Tablo 3. Aydmnlatici ve bilgilendirici vatandas

Metafor Adx f %
Giines 10 43,5
égretmen 6 26,1
Kitap 2 8,7

Ay 2 8,7
Ampul 1 43
Ansiklopedi 1 4,3
Kalem 1 4,3
Toplam 23 100

‘lyi vatandag'in aydinlatici yoniinii vurgulamak igin en fazla giines metaforu kullanilmigtir.
Ozellikle giinesin dogumundan batimina kadar gevreye 151k sagmasina deginilen bu metafora iligkin
alintilardan biri su sekildedir: “Iyi vatandas, giines gibidir ¢iinkii nasil giines diinyay: aydinlatiyorsa iyi
vatandag da toplumu aydinlatmali, sorumluluklarina bagl olmalidir.” (K31, 2)

Giines metaforunun yaninda 6gretmen (bilgilendirici), kitap (bilgilendirici) ay (aydinlatma),
kalem (bilgi kazandirma), ampul (aydinlatma) ve ansiklopedi (bilgi verme) gibi metaforlara ve ilgili
ozelliklerine atif yapilmistir. Bu kategorideki aciklamalara gore iyi vatandas; cevresindeki insanlar:

aydinlatan, bilgilendiren, onlarin ufkunu genisleten ve onlara yeni bakis acilar1 kazandiran kisidir.
Sadik, Vatansever ve Koruyucu Vatandas

‘lyi vatandas’ kavramini aciklamak icin bu kategoride daha ¢ok agag, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk

ve Anne metaforlar1 kullanilmistir. Bu metaforlara iliskin bilgilere Tablo 4’te yer verilmistir:

Tablo 4. Sadik, Vatansever ve koruyucu vatandag

Metafor Ad1 f %
Agac 6 30
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 4 20
Anne 3 15
Asker 2 10
Cicek 1 5
Sevgili 1 5
Semsiye 1 5
Dag 1 5
Atmosfer 1 5
Toplam 20 100

Bu kategori kapsaminda en ¢ok kullanilan aga¢ metaforu, daha ¢ok ‘iyi vatandas'in {ilkesine

biitiin kokleriyle bagli olmasi gerektigini aciklamak i¢in kullanilmistir. Bu durum, asagidaki alintida
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goriilmektedir: “Iyi vatandas, agac gibidir ciinkii agacin kokleriyle topraga tutundugu gibi vatanina, iilkesine
baghdir. Agacin topragimi sevdigi gibi vatanini sever.” (K22, 2)

Aga¢ metaforunun yaninda Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk (vatanseverlik), anne (bagllik), asker
(koruma), ¢icek (sadakat), sevgili (baglhlik), semsiye (koruma), dag (baglilik) ve atmosfer (koruma) gibi
cesitli metaforlar iiretilmistir. Bu metaforlara gore iyi vatandas; iilkesine ve milletine bagli, tilkesinin

¢ikarlarini her seyin {istiinde tutan ve memleketini koruyan kisidir.
Yol Gésterici ve Oncii Vatandas

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin kullandig1 metaforlardan ortaya ¢ikan bir diger kategori,
yol gosterici ve oncii vatandastir. Bu kategoride kullanilan metaforlara iliskin bilgiler Tablo 5’te

verilmistir:

Tablo 5. Yol gdsterici ve éncii vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 20
Anahtar 2 13,3
Recep Tayyip Erdogan 1 6,7
Mahatma Gandhi 1 6,7
Yildiz 1 6,7
Okyanus 1 6,7
Nelson Mandela 1 6,7
Kitap 1 6,7
Ogrenci 1 6,7
Pusula 1 6,7
Kivilam 1 6,7
Deniz Feneri 1 6,7
Toplam 15 100

Bu kategoride daha ¢ok ‘iyi vatandas’in tipki Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk gibi i¢cinde bulundugu
topluma yol gosterici olmast gerektigine vurgu yapilmustir: “Iyi vatandas, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk gibidir
ciinkii topluma onciiliik etmelidir. Tleri goriislii, yeniliklere ve reformlara acik olmalidir.” (K8, 2)

Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk disinda anahtar (6ncii), Recep Tayyip Erdogan (6ncii), Mahatma
Gandhi (6ncii), Nelson Mandela (6ncii), yildiz (yol gosterici), okyanus (dncii), kitap (yol gosterici),
Ogrenci (Oncil), pusula (yol gosterici), kivileem (6ncii) ve deniz feneri (yol gosterici) gibi metaforlar

kullanilmustir. Bu sonuglara gore iyi vatandas; yol gosterici ve oncii kisidir.
Faydal1 Vatandas

Katilimcilarin iirettigi metaforlardan olusturulan dordiincii kategori, faydali vatandastir. Bu

kategoriye ait metaforlar, Tablo 6’da verilmisgtir:
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Tablo 6. Faydali vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Agag 6 40
Su 2 13,3
Toprak 2 13,3
Giines 1 7,1
Copeii Balig: 1 71
Akya Balig: 1 71
Dost 1 7,1
Toplam 14 100

Faydali vatandas kategorisinde en ¢ok kullanilan metafor, agactir. Ogrencilerin verdigi
cevaplarda agacin gevreye oksijen vermesi ve meyve vermesi gibi karsiliksiz ve her kosulda sagladig:
faydalara deginilmistir: “Iyi vatandas agag gibidir ciinkii agag dogaya énce oksijen verir. Hayvanlara barinak
ve koruyucu olur. lyi vatandas da yasadigi yere ve iilkesine olumlu katkilarda bulunur, iizerine diigen
sorumluluklari yerine getirir.” (K14, 3)

Agag¢ metaforunun disinda su, toprak, giines, ¢copgii baligi, akya balig1 ve dostun insanlara ve
dogaya olan katkilarina deginilmistir. Bu kategorideki metaforlara gore ‘iyi vatandas’, menfaat

beklentisi olmadan insanlara ve biitiin varliklara faydal olan kisidir.
Sorumlu ve Etkin Vatandas

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarina gore ‘iyi vatandas’, hem sorumlu hem de etkin bir

vatandastir. 13 farkli metaforun kullanildig1 bu kategoriye iliskin bilgilere Tablo 7’de yer verilmistir:

Tablo 7. Sorumlu ve etkin vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Anne 2 13,3
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 2 13,3
Snellman 1 6,7
Engin Bey 1 6,7
Alman Milli Takimi 1 6,7
Ampute Milli Takimi 1 6,7
Doktor 1 6,7
Toprak 1 6,7

Glines 1 6,7
Kaptan 1 6,7

Agag 1 6,7

Silgi 1 6,7

Kemer 1 6,7
Toplam 15 100

Tablo 7 incelendiginde sorumlu ve etkin vatandasin niteliklerinin en ¢ok anne metaforuyla

acgiklandig: goriilmektedir. Annenin sorumluluk anlayisi su sekilde agiklanmistir: ”fyi vatandas, anne
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gibidir ciinkii annenin de iyi vatandagin da sorumluluklar: vardir. Ikisi de sorumluluklarini yerine getirdigi
zaman yasamlan cevre daha diizgiin olur.” (K14, 2)

Anne metaforunun disinda aday Ogretmenler, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, Snellman (Beyaz
Zambaklar Ulkesi romaninin kahramani), Engin Bey (mahallenin bakkali), Alman Milli Takimi,
Ampute Milli Takimi, giines, doktor, toprak, kaptan, agag, silgi ve kemer gibi metaforlar
kullanmislardir. Burada sorumluluk sahibi olma ve sorumluluklari etkin bir sekilde yerine getirmenin
‘iyi vatandas’'in 6nemli nitelikleri arasinda olduguna dikkat ¢ekilmistir. Bu boliimdeki metaforlara gore
iyi vatandas, sorumluluk sahibi, sartlara gore cesitli sorumluluklar {istlenebilen ve aldig1

sorumluluklar: yerine getirebilen kisidir.
Bilingli ve Tecriibeli Vatandas

Katillmcilar, bu kategoride ‘iyi vatandag’in bilingli ve tecriibeli olmasimin &nemine

odaklanmuslardir. Bu kategoriyi temsil eden metaforlar, Tablo 8'de sunulmustur:

Tablo 8. Bilingli ve tecriibeli vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 21,4
Doga 2 14,3
Giines 1 13,3
Kitap 1 7,1
Altin 1 7,1
Cakmak 1 7,1
Filozof 1 7,1
Kumbara 1 7,1
Toprak 1 71
A gag 1 7,1
Mac 1 7,1
Toplam 14 100

Ogretmen adaylari, bilingli ve tecriibeli vatandas kategorisinde en ok Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk
metaforunu kullanmislardir. Atatiirk’{in bilingli ve tecriibeli bir isim olmasina dikkat ¢eken adaylardan
biri sunlar1 sdylemisgtir:

“Iyi vatandas, Atatiirk gibidir ciinkii iyi bir vatandas haklarini, gorevlerini ve sorumluluklarini bilen bir
insandrr. Yapacag islerde engelleri iyi bilen, bu engellere kars: ¢oziimler iireten biridir.” (K23, 4)

Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’iin disinda doga, kitap, altin, cakmak, filozof, kumbara, toprak, agac ve
ilag metaforlar1 kullanilmistir. Bu kategorideki metaforlara gore ‘iyi vatandas’, yaptig1 her seyin

bilincinde olan, tecriibeli, zamanlama bilgisine sahip ve etkili kararlar alabilen kisidir.
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Fedakar Vatandas

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarmin kullandig1 metaforlara gore ‘iyi vatandas'in 6nemli
niteliklerinden biri de fedakédr olmasidir. Onlarin bu diisiincelerini agiklamak igin tercih ettikleri

metaforlar, Tablo 9’da verilmistir:

Tablo 9. Fedakdr vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 30
Anne 2 20

Baba 1 10
Alparslan Tiirkes 1 10
Omer Halisdemir 1 10
Ebulfeyz Elcibey 1 10
Seyit Onbasi 1 10
Toplam 10 100

Ogretmen adaylari, birgok kategoride oldugu gibi burada da fedakar vatandasin nasil olacagini
acgiklarken Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’ii 6rnek gostermistir. Bu metaforun ‘iyi vatandag’la Ortiisen
ozellikleri su sekilde agiklanmustir: “Iyi vatandas, M. Kemal Atatiirk gibidir ciinkii milletini seven, halkinin
kurtulusu icin her tiirlii bedeli goziinii kirpmadan ddeyen bir kisidir.” (K31, 3)

Bu kategoride Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’iin disinda anne, baba, Alparslan Tiirkes, Omer
Halisdemir, Ebulfeyz Elgibey ve Seyit Onbast gibi cesitli metaforlar, fedakar vatandasi temsil
etmektedir. Bu kategorideki metaforlara gore iyi vatandas, vatani i¢in her tiirlii bedeli 6demeye ve
fedakarlig1 yapmaya hazir olan kisidir.

Adil Vatandas

Katilimcilarin metaforlarina gore ‘iyi vatandas’in énemli niteliklerinden biri de adil olmaktir.
Adil vatandag1 tanimlamak i¢in kullanilan metaforlara Tablo 10’da yer verilmistir:

Tablo 10. Adil vatandas

Metafor Ad1 f %
Hz. Muhammed 1 16,7
Giines 1 16,7
Fatih Sultan Mehmet 1 16,7
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 1 16,7
Devlet 1 16,7
Terazi 1 16,7
Toplam 6 100

Bir 6gretmen adayina gore Hz. Muhammed, irk ve inang ayrimi yapmayan ve diger inanglara
saygil1 olan biri oldugu icin adil vatandasa iyi bir 6rnektir: ”fyi vatandas, Hz. Muhammed gibidir ¢iinkii o,
ki, dini ve durusu vb. énemsemeden herkese yardim ederdi. Miisliiman olmayanlarin ibadetlerine sayg

duyardr.” (K17, 1)
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Hz. Muhammed’in yaninda Fatih Sultan Mehmet (insanlara adaletli davranma), Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk (vatandaslara esit davranma), giines (herkesi 1sitma), devlet (vatandaslarina esit
davranma) ve terazi (hatasiz tartma) gibi metaforlarda esitlik ve adalet kavramlar1 vurgulanmistir. Bu
metaforlara gore ‘iyi vatandas’, insan haklarma saygili olan, insanlara adil davranan ve ayrimcilik
yapmayan kisidir.

Katilima ve Isbirlik¢i Vatandas

Ogretmen adaylarinin metaforlarindan ortaya gikarilan bir diger kategori, katilimci ve igbirlikgi
vatandastir. Bu kategoriyi agiklamak i¢in Tablo 11'deki metaforlar kullanilmistir:

Tablo 11. Katilimct ve igbirlik¢i vatandags

Metafor Ads f %
Karinca 2 33,3
Agac 1 16,7
Komsu 1 16,7
Bal Anis1 1 16,7
Zincir Halkasi 1 16,7
Toplam 6 100

Bu kategoride en ¢ok kullamilan karinca metaforunun takim iginde uyumlu bir sekilde
calisabilmesine vurgu yapilmistir:

”fyi vatandas, karinca gibidir ¢iinkii karincalar gorev bilinci olan, uyumlu icinde ¢alisan, biriktiren ve

bulundugu grup icin miicadele eden bir varliktir. lyi bir vatandas da caligkan, iiretken, birikim yapan,

karimca gibi yasadig iilkenin menfaatini diisiinendir.” (K22, 4)

Karincanin disinda agag (diger bitkilerle uyum icinde olma), komsu (isbirligi), bal arist (takim
calismasi) ve zincir halkas: (birlikte ¢alisma) gibi metaforlar kullanilmistir. Buradaki metaforlara gore
iyi vatandas, bulundugu toplumda insanlarla uyumlu bir sekilde ¢alisan ve is birligi yapabilen kisidir.

Comert ve Yardimsever Vatandas

Ogretmen adaylari, ‘iyi vatandag'in, hem comert hem de yardimsever olmasi gerektigini
diistinmektedir. Bu kategorinin metaforlar1 asagidaki tablodaki gibidir:

Tablo 12. Cémert ve yardimsever vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Cristiano Ronaldo 1 25
Baba 1 25

Agag 1 25
Komsu 1 25
Toplam 4 100

Burada comert ve yardimsever vatandas: aciklamak icin kullanilan metaforlardan en dikkat
cekici olani, Cristiano Ronaldo’dur. 1. Smif 6grencisi olan bir katilimc, ‘iyi vatandas’ olmanin geregi

olarak gordiigii onun yaptig1 bagislara su sekilde deginmistir: “Iyi vatandas, Cristiano Ronaldo gibidir
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ctinkii Afrika’daki yoksul insanlar icin her yil yardim yapan, Losemili ¢cocuklar icin kan bagis yapan biridir.”
(K20, 1)

Sonug olarak bu kategorinin metaforlarina gore iyi vatandas, insanlara yardim eden ve gerekli
durumlarda elindekilerini ihtiyag sahipleriyle paylasan kisidir.

Caliskan Vatandas

Caligkanhigiyla hikdyelere konu olan “karinca”, katiimar ve igbirlik¢i vatandag kategorisinde
oldugu gibi caliskan ve iiretken vatandas kategorisinin de en ¢ok kullanilan metaforu olmustur. Bu

kategoriye iliskin metaforlar Tablo 13’de sunulmustur:

Tablo 13. Caliskan vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Karinca 3 75
Saat 1 25
Toplam 4 100

Bu kategoride katilimcilar, karincanin stirekli ¢alismasina vurgu yapmis ve asagidaki ifadeleri
kullanmustir: ”fyi vatandas, karmca gibidir ¢iinkii karinca her daim caligir, iiretir, ¢aba gosterir.” (K1, 2) Bu
kategorideki metaforlara gore ‘iyi vatandas’, durmadan calisan ve iireten kisidir.

Uzman Vatandas

Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmenlerinin iirettigi metaforlardan ¢ikan son kategori, uzman vatandastir.
Bu kategorinin metaforlari, Tablo 14’te sunulmustur:

Tablo 14. Uzman vatandas

Metafor Adi f %
Sanatci 1 50
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 1 50
Toplam 2 100

Bu kategoride kullanilan sanat¢t ve Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk metaforlarinda uzman vatandagin
isin ehli olma ve gorevlerini dogru bir sekilde yapma gibi niteliklerine vurgu yapilmistir:

“Iyi vatandas, sanatc: gibidir ciinkii sanatcinin ortaya koydugu bir iiriin vardir. Her iyi vatandas da bir
sanat¢i gibidir. Her iyi vatandags, mesleginde, yaptid iste ne kadar basarili olursa, isini iyi yaparsa iilkesine o kadar
katkist olur.” (K18, 2)

Buradaki metaforlara gore iyi vatandas, iilkesi ve memleketi i¢in isini en iyi ve dogru yapan
kisidir. Bu boliimii 6zetlemek gerekirse sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin tirettigi metaforlardan 12

farkli kategori ortaya ¢ikmustir. Ortaya ¢ikan tiim kategoriler asagidaki Tablo 15'te sunulmustur:
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Tablo 15. Vatandaslik kategorileri

Kategori Ad1 Kategoriyi Temsil Eden
Ogrenci Sayist  Ogrenci Yiizdesi
Aydinlatia ve Bilgilendirici Vatandag 23 17,2
Sadik, Vatansever ve Koruyucu Vatandas 20 15
Yol Gosterici ve Oncii Vatandas 15 11,2
Sorumlu ve Etkin Vatandas 15 11,2
Faydal1 Vatandag 14 10,5
Bilingli ve Tecriibeli Vatandas 14 10,5
Fedakar Vatandas 10 7,5
Adil Vatandas 6 45
Katilime ve Isbirlikci Vatandas 6 4,5
Comert ve Yardimsever Vatandas 4 3
Caliskan Vatandas 4 3
Uzman Vatandas 2 1,5
Toplam 133 100

Gortildiigti gibi sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin iirettigi toplam 133 metafordan ‘iyi
vatandag’in niteliklerini agiklayan 12 farkli kategori ¢ikmistir. Katilimcilarin %17,2'sine gore iyi
vatandas'in en Onemli nitelikleri, aydinlatict ve bilgilendirici olmasidir. Sonug olarak, Ogretmen
adaylarmma gore ‘iyi vatandas’; “aydinlatici, vatansever, rehber, yararli, sorumlu, 6zverili, adil,
yardimsever, ¢aliskan ve uzman bir kisi”dir.

Sonug, Tartisma ve Oneriler

Bu arastirmada sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylari, ‘iyi vatandas’ kavramuyla ilgili 61 farkl
metafor tiretmislerdir. Bu metaforlar icerisinde en ¢ok Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk (16), agac (16) ve giines
(14) isimlerinin tercih edildigi goriilmektedir. Bu ii¢ metaforu, en ¢ok 4. smif 6grencileri kullanmistir.
Ayrica Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk ismi, 7 farkli kategoride; aga¢ metaforu ise 6 farkli kategoride
kullanilmistir. Diger bir deyisle, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylar i¢in en uygun ‘iyi vatandas’ modeli,
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’tiir. Bir baska deyisle, 6gretmen adaylari Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk'ii en uygun

“iyi vatandas” modeli olarak gormektedir.

Ote yandan sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandag’in niteliklerini aciklamak icin
kullandiklar1 metaforlardan 12 farkli vatandaslik kategorisine ulasilmistir. Tk olarak sadik, yurtsever
ve koruyucu vatandas kategorisinde, anavatanin savunulmas: ve millete sadik olma gibi 6zelliklerin
vurgulandig1 goriilmektedir. ‘Iyi vatandag'in vatansever olmasi gerektigine iliskin benzer sonuglara
Kiling ve Dere (2013), Kizilay (2015), Yesilbursa (2015), Dere, Kizilay ve Alkaya (2017) ile Li ve Tan
(2017) tarafindan yapilan ¢alismalarda da ulasmaistir.

Katilima ve igbirlikg¢i vatandas kategorisinde, ‘iyi vatandas’in bagkalariyla uyum icinde ¢alisma

ve isbirligi yapabilme gibi 6zelliklerine atif yapilmistir. Katiime1 vatandasin bu nitelikleri, Chiodo ve
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Martin (2005) ile Alazzi (2009) tarafindan ele alinmigtir. {lgili calismalarda ‘iyi vatandag'm yasadig
topluma aktif sekilde katilma ve diger insanlarla birlikte ¢alisabilme gibi yonleri ele alinmistir. Bu

vatandaslik kategorisine gore; iyi bir vatandas, topluma uyumlu bir sekilde katilmalidir.

Sorumlu ve etkin vatandas kategorisinde ‘iyi vatandas'in; sorumluluklarimi bilme, yerine
getirme ve toplumda etkin olarak rol alma gibi 6zelliklerine vurgu yapilmistir. Ancak iyi bir vatandasin
toplumsal degisim konusundaki roliinden bahsedilmemistir. Bu ¢alismadaki sonuglardan farkl olarak,
Westheimer ve Kahne (2004), Abs ve Veldhuis (2006) ile Hoskins (2006) etkin (aktif) vatandasi; topluma
ve siyasete aktif katilan, haksizliklar1 proteste eden kisi olarak tanimlamaktadir. Her iki sonucun
birbirinden bu sekilde farkli olmasinin altinda, iilkeler arasindaki vatandasghk egitimlerinin farkl
amaglara sahip olmasi yatmaktadir. Ornegin; Tiirkiye’de vatandas yetistirmeyi amaglayan en énemli
derslerden biri olan sosyal bilgiler, vatandaslik egitimi kapsaminda 6grencilere; grup, kurum ve sosyal
orglitlerin ve devletin yapisin1 6gretmeyi, bireylere haklarmmi tanitmayr ve onlara sosyal katilim
becerisinin kazandirmayi1 amaglamaktadir (MEB, 2018). Yani aktif vatandaslik egitimini, karakter
egitimi ve topluma hizmet gibi iki dnemli motivasyon yonlendirmektedir. Ancak aktif vatandashgin
siyasete katilim boyutuna vurgu yapilmamaktadir. Bu durum, -dogal olarak- karakter egitimi ve
topluma hizmet amaglarina gore diizenlenmis bir lisans programinda 6grenim goren sosyal bilgiler
dgretmen adaylarinin ‘iyi vatandag’in nitelikleri konusundaki goriiglerine yansimaktadir. Ote yandan
Amerika, Kanada ve birgok Avrupa {ilkesinde aktif vatandashigin en &nemli boyutlarindan birisi
siyasete katilim, toplumsal degisim ve protesto gibi motivasyonlardir. Buna ragmen Westheimer ve
Kahne (2004), Amerika’daki vatandaslik egitimi sisteminin uygulamada karakter egitimi ve topluma
hizmete indirgendigi ve dolayisiyla siyasetsiz vatandasligi savundugu icin elestirmektedir. Onlar,

vatandaslik egitiminin katilimci ve adalet odakli olmas: gerektigini savunmaktadir.

Bilingli ve tecriibeli vatandas kategorisinde, ‘iyi vatandas’in bilgi birikimi, bilinci, tecriibesi ve
zamanlama konusundaki basarisi 6n plana c¢ikarilmistir. Bu vatandashk tiirti, Giirel'in (2016)
calismasinda belirlenen ve Kincal (2015) tarafindan tanimlanan bilgili vatandas tipiyle benzerlik
gostermektedir. Bu {i¢ sonucun ortak vurgusu, vatandaslarin sahip olmasi gereken bilingtir. Ayrica adil
vatandas kategorisinde ayrim yapmama, esitlik ve adalet gibi kavramlar kullanilmistir. Bu vatandaslik
tiriiyle etik vatandashk kavrami arasinda yakin iliski bulunmaktadir. Simhony (2014), etik
vatandasligin ortak iyiye ulasmak icin adalet, adil olma ve sosyal adalet gibi kavramlar: igerdigine

dikkat cekmistir. Iki vatandas kategorisinin ortak 6zelligi, adalete yapilan vurgudur.

Diger yandan cOmert ve yardimsever vatandas kategorisinde insanlara yardim etmenin
onemine deginilmistir. Benzer sekilde Giirel’in (2016) c¢alismasina katilan siuf ve sosyal bilgiler

Ogretmenleri, egitimli ve yardimsever olmayi ‘iyi vatandas'in onemli nitelikleri olduguna vurgu
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yapmuslardir. Ayrica fedakar vatandas kategorisinde ‘iyi vatandas’in vatani igin her tiirlii bedeli
O0demeye hazir olmasi gerektigine; faydali vatandas kategorisinde insanlara ve dogaya faydali olmanin
onemine deginilmistir. Bu iki vatandas tiiriiyle Orgiitsel vatandaslik davranislari arasinda ortak
nitelikler agisindan benzerlik kurulabilir. Orgiitsel vatandaglik davraniglari sergileyen bir kisi, 6rgiitiin
fonksiyonlarimin etkinligine katkida bulunmak i¢in goniillii olarak ekstra ¢aba gosterir. Herhangi bir
odiile bagh olmayan bu davramslar, kisinin resmi gorevleri arasinda bulunmaz, herhangi bir
zorunluluk icermez (Avci, 2015). Fedakarliga dayali bu davraniglar, orgiite 6nemli faydalar saglar.
Biittin  bilgiler birlikte diisiiniildiigtinde vatandaglar, Orglitsel vatandashik davramslari

sergilediklerinde hangi gorevde olurlarsa olsunlar, iilkeleri igin fedakarlik yaparak faydal: olabilirler.

Yol gosterici ve oncli vatandas kategorisinde o6zellikle Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’tin liderlik
Ozelliklerine dikkat gekilmistir. Bu vatandaslik tiiriiyle Orgiitsel vatandashik igerisinde yer alan
hizmetkar liderligin 6zellikleriyle aralarindan iliski kurulabilir. Ciinkii hizmetkar liderler; calisanlarina
ornek olur, deger verir, onlarin duygu, diisiince ve inanglarini ortak amaglar dogrultusunda yonlendirir
ve onlara yol gosterici olur (Dinger ve Oksiiz, 2011). Bu yonleriyle hizmetkar lider, yol gdsterici
vatandagin niteliklerini tagimaktadir.

Son olarak bu calismada belirlenen kategoriler igerisinde en ¢ok vurgu yapilan aydinlatic1 ve
bilgilendirici vatandas kategorisi ve en az deginilen caliskan ve uzman vatandas kategorileri,
literatiirdeki diger vatandaslik tiirleriyle dogrudan ya da dolayli olarak iligkilendirilememistir. Genel
olarak degerlendirildiginde bu arastirmanin sonuglari, dncelikle ileride vatandaslhik egitimi, insan
haklar1 ve demokrasi dersleri verecek, {ilkenin vatandaslarini yetistirecek sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen
adaylarmin iyi vatandaslik konusundaki algi ve beklentilerini ortaya koymaktadir. Ikinci olarak
adaylarin trettigi metaforlardan ‘iyi vatandas’'in niteliklerini iceren 12 farkli vatandaslik kategorisi
belirlenmistir. Son olarak, iiretilen kategorilerden yeni bir ‘iyi vatandas’ tanimi ortaya ¢ikmaktadir.
Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarina gore ‘iyi vatandas’; aydinlatici, vatansever, rehber, yararli, sorumlu,

Ozverili, adil, yardimsever, ¢aligkan ve uzman olan kisiye denir.

Bu calismada metaforlar araciligiyla belirlenen vatandaslik tiirleri bagka ¢alismalarda daha
ayrintili sekilde tanimlanarak vatandaslik beklentilerinin ortaya ¢ikarilmasinda kullanilabilir. Bu tiir bir
calisma, Tiirkiye’deki vatandaslik tiirleri ve vatandaslik kriterlerinin belirlenmesine énemli bir katk:

sunacaktir.
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Introduction

A metaphor is the name of the summarized structure to show the similarity between two
objects. This structure is used to gain an idea or interpret less known entities by using a well-known
entity (Aubusson, Harrison and Ritchie, 2006). People use such simulations to reflect their previous
knowledge, experiences, and preferences so that they become compatible with existing personal and

social environments (Harrison and Treagust, 2006).

Unlike the widely accepted definitions in the literature (Wilbers and Duit, 2006; Thomas,
2006), the metaphor is not based solely on similarity. A metaphor is based on the interrelationships in
our experience that lead to perceived similarities between the two domains (target and resource
domain). In addition, metaphors are integral parts of culture because people acquire their own

experiences from the cultures that they live in (Lakoff and Johnson, 2008).

Metaphors are perceived in various forms in different disciplines. Philosophers find that the
metaphors used by poets are unusual because they think that the language should be plain. However,
metaphors are important for cognitive linguists as they see metaphors as an interpretation of meaning
and a method used for understanding a situation. Some scientists think that a metaphor is a matter of
revealing similarities between events (Ma and Lui, 2008). After mentioning the general characteristics
of the metaphors, it is necessary to touch on citizenship education and the concepts of a ‘good citizen’

as one of the most important parts of this study.
Second Citizenship Education and the concept of “Good Citizen’

One of the important goals of the state is to raise the citizens of the future. In addition to
family and community life (Quisumbing, 2002), the school plays an important role in achieving this
goal. Schools aim to raise effective and conscious individuals who respect human rights and work for
the society and who also know and abide by the rules of both society and the state. In fact, the
ultimate goal of the school is to educate individuals as good citizens. Raising good citizens is one of
the important investments necessary for the order, security, and peace of the country and to prevent
terrorism and chaos in a country. This is because good citizens possess important qualities such as
protecting public property, protecting nature and obeying the rules (laws), abiding by their values,
joining the army, actively participating in politics and society, and avoiding extreme actions.

A good citizen is also an active and conscious citizen. Besides, they are a person who believes
in democracy, respects human rights and freedoms, knows, and uses the correct ways to seek these

rights (Westheimer and Kahne, 2004; Pykett, 2010). However, only following the rules and being
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beneficial to society is not enough to be a good citizen. A good citizen focuses on correcting the
mistakes in society with active participation as well as working for the benefit of society (Westheimer
and Kahne, 2006).

The most important responsibility for raising the students as the future citizens of the country
they live in belongs to the teachers (Fry and O'Brien, 2015). One of the important lessons aimed at
raising citizens within the Turkish education system is social studies. Among the important objectives
of the social studies course is to train productive and active citizens. Indeed, one of the seven learning
areas in the Social Studies Curriculum is active citizenship. This learning area; aims to teach the
structure of groups, institutions, social organizations, and the state, and to introduce their rights to
individuals and to improve their social participation skills (National Ministry of Education [NAME],
2018). In addition, 2018 Social Studies Teacher Education Undergraduate Program, which is prepared
to train social studies teacher, shows that courses such as citizenship knowledge, Turkish legal system,
education law, human rights and democracy education (Higher Education Institution [YOK], (2018)
are being taught. In other words, both programs are designed in harmony with each other in order to
train the good and active citizens of the future. Therefore, it is expected that prospective teachers will
be able to educate the good and active citizens of the future in schools after taking related courses and
performing various applications in undergraduate education. This is important in terms of showing
the place of citizenship education in social studies teaching. After mentioning the characteristics of
citizenship education and good citizen concept, it is useful to point out the place of metaphors in
educational researches and mention the metaphor studies which relate to citizenship education.

Metaphors in Educational Studies

Metaphors play an aesthetic and pedagogical role in education as well as in the literature
(Botha, 2009). Meaningful learning, one of the important aims of teaching, occurs by establishing a
relationship between new knowledge and existing knowledge. This relationship is especially
important to learn for interrogating. In the process of learning the interrogating, new questions and
problems are defined, activities are planned, then students search for questions and problems, and
teachers discuss data and interpretations with their students. Later the teacher asks questions,
provides ‘need to know’ information and sometimes offers analogies. If analogies are appropriate,
concept learning becomes easier because teachers provide students with the linkage between the
knowledge and experience, they are familiar with and the new content and problems (Harrison and
Treagust, 2006).

The use of metaphors as a means of data collection (Armstrong, 2007) and in various

disciplines as a means of teaching increased after it was systematically studied by Lakoff and Johnson
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(1980). Across the world, metaphors have generated a huge amount of research and immense
literature particularly in the last thirty years (MacArthur, 2011).

In Turkey, metaphors are used intensively like in other places around the world. Especially
the metaphoric studies carried out in the field of education are significant. In these studies, it can be
seen that a large part focuses on the concept of a "teacher” (Saban, 2004; Saban; 2008, Kalyoncu, 2012;
Ozba§ and Aktekin, 2013; Gedikli, 2014; Akca Berk, Giiltekin and Cengen, 2015). Yildizli, Erdol, Bastug
and Bayram (2018) has put this forward in their study titled “A Meta-Synthesis on the Turkish
Metaphoric Studies addressing the Concept of Teacher”. In their study, they examined 11 graduate
dissertations and 32 articles that are published between the years of 2004-2016 in Turkey which have
written about the concept of a "teacher".

When other metaphor studies conducted in education are examined, the following concepts
are examined: Altun and Apaydin (2013) "education", Seyhan (2014) "social participation”, Aslan
(2015) "social gender", Kilcan, Akbaba and Giilbudak (2017), "Khoja Ahmad Yassawi", Egiliz and
Kesten (2018) "social media" and Yildiz, Ozen and Yildiz (2018) "education program'".

In relation to citizenship education studies, often it can be seen that the perceptions regarding
the concept of "democracy" (Sart and Sadik, 2011; Diindar, 2012; Nasirct and Sadik, 2018) are
considered. In the study conducted by Aydin and Celik (2017), which is directly related to citizenship
education, intended to reveal the perceptions of middle school students about the concepts of "active
citizen" and "legal rules” through metaphors. According to the results of the research; students have
developed 60 different metaphors for the concept of "effective citizenship" and they are named in five
different categories as the following: valuable and the source of life, protective and combatant, the
source of production and work, protective and powerful, guiding and leading. In the same way, 62
different metaphors for the concept of law have emerged, and they have been divided into five
categories as the protective, guiding, extraordinary power source and heroic, livelihood, the source of
justice and equilibrium. Despite some work on the notions of democracy, active citizens and legal
rules, we could not find any article regarding metaphorical perceptions about the concepts of 'good
citizen' or 'good citizenship'. Therefore, the current study aims to reveal the metaphorical perceptions
of social studies teacher candidates who will teach citizenship values in the school. Within this scope,
we sought answers to the following research questions:

1. Which metaphors did the social studies teacher candidates produce to express their
perceptions about the concept of a ‘good citizen'?

2. What categories can be created with the metaphors that the social studies teacher candidates

produced about the concept of a 'good citizen'?
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Method

This research is based on the interpretive (hermeneutic) research approach, which is one of the
qualitative research methods. This research approach has the purposes of describing, understanding
and interpreting a number of facts or a single event in different ways rather than a single observable

reality. The reality is reached by this research approach can be multiple or contextual (Merriam, 2009).

Participants

The working group consisted of 142 teacher candidates, which attended Usak University
Faculty of Education, Social Studies Teacher Training Program. However, the metaphors produced by
10 people were not evaluated because they are not linked to the concept of a 'good citizen'.
Participants were selected according to the convenience-sampling method, one of the purposive
sampling methods (Creswell, 2012). The following coding system was used to show which metaphor

the teacher candidates produced:

First Grade

j

Participant

This coding was done for all participants. The distribution of participants by class and sex is
given in Table 1:

Table 1. Demographic information of participants

Sex

Grades Male Female

f % f %
1.Grade 13 46,4 15 53,6
2.Grade 12 41,4 17 58,6
3.Grade 11 35 21 65
4.Grade 21 47,7 23 52,3
Total 57 42,5 76 57,5

Data Collection Tool and Collection Process

The constructed metaphor technique (Wan, 2012) was used to collect data in this study. This
form includes sections such as the source, destination, and the requirement. The source field is
normally tangible and recognizable. The target field is abstract and unknown or less known
(Kovecses, 2010). The requirement section is the part where the reasons are explained for the similarity
between the source domain and the target domain (Jin, Liang, Jiang, Zhang, Yuan and Xie, 2014).
Taking these characteristics into account, the data collection was structured as "A good citizen is like

"

....................... , because ...................".
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In the data collection process, the first purpose of the research was explained to the
candidates. Then it was explained to social studies teacher candidates that producing metaphors alone
would not be enough since different people can use the same metaphors for different purposes.
Therefore, in order to reveal the true meanings, they were asked to explain in the “because” section in
detail. After the explanations, the teacher candidates were given 30-60 minutes to produce their
metaphors and explain them. After collecting the forms, we prepared them for analysis by giving
them numbers.

Data Analysis

Metaphors produced by the prospective teachers were evaluated using the content analysis
method (Bilgin, 2014) and the metaphor analysis method based on the studies of Lakoff and Johnson
(2008). In addition, the categorical analysis process followed by Saban (2004) was utilized. In the
evaluation, 10 metaphors were excluded because they did not include any explanation or analogy of
the concept of a 'good citizen' and the characteristics of a 'good citizen'. For example, one of the
participants who produced the rain metaphor wrote: "A good citizen is like rain because rain fertilizes
the soil, gives coolness, and leaves a nice smell and feel." As can be seen, although the characteristics
of the rain were mentioned, it was not explained how this resembled with the concept of good
citizens. Thus, the metaphors with no meaningful similarity with ‘good citizen” were removed from
the study. In addition, the expert review (Patton, 2014) method was used to ensure the reliability of
the research and to test the consistency of the metaphor analysis. Apart from the researcher, three
different field experts examined the metaphors and the categories reached. Metaphors, in which there
is a discrepancy between the target area and the source area, have been removed through
consultation. Finally, percentages, frequencies, and quotations for related metaphors are detailed in

the findings.
Findings

In this section, the findings of the metaphors produced by the prospective teachers on the
concept of a 'good citizen' are examined under two headings in accordance with the purposes of this

research.

Metaphors Produced by Social Studies Teacher Candidates Regarding the Concept of
'Good Citizen'

The participants described the concept of a 'good citizen' by using 61 different metaphors.
Among these metaphors, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk (16), tree (16) and sun (14) are the most preferred.
4th-grade students mostly used these three metaphors. All the metaphors produced are given in Table

2:
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Table 2. Distribution of generated metaphors to class level

Metaphor Name Metaphor Name

T 9 3 T o S 9 3 3 -
— o B e

Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 1 5 7 16 Gold - - - - 1

Tree 1 4 4 7 16 Mohammad - - - - 1

Sun 2 5 3 4 14 (CristianoRonaldo - - - - 1

Mother 1 2 - 4 7 Engin Bey - - - - 1

Book 1 1 2 3 6 Snellman - - - - 1

Teacher 3 2 1 - 6 Philosopher - - - - 1

Ant 1 1 1 2 5 Doctor -1 - - 1

Soil - - 3 1 4 Artist -1 - - 1

Soldier 2 - - - 2 Captain - - 1 - 1

Key - - - 2 2 Scavenger -1 - - 1

Water 1 - 1 - 2 Leer Fish - - -1 1

Neighbor - -2 - 2 Honeybee - - -1 1

Moon - - 1 1 2 Spark - - 1 - 1

Father 1T - - 1 2 Mountain - - 1 - 1

Nature T - - - 1 State - - -1 1

Mahatma Gandhi T - - - 1 Alpaslan Tiirkes - - - - 1

Omer Halisdemir - -1 - 1 Ocean -1 - - 1

Ebulfez Elgibey - - - - 1 Star -1 - - 1

Corporal Seyit - - -1 1 Lighthouse - - -1 1

Fatih Sultan Mehmet - - 1 - 1 Recep Tayyip -1 - - 1

Erdogan

German Football - - - - 1 Turkish Amputee - - 1 - 1
Team Football Team

Nelson Mandela - - 1 - 1 Encyclopedia - - -1 1

Moneybox - - - - 1 Lighter - - - - 1

Bulb -1 - - 1 Medicine - - -1 1

Hour -1 - - 1 Chain Ring - - -1 1

Umbrella - -1 - 1 Friend -1 - - 1

Belt - - -1 1 Beloved - - 1 - 1

Scales - - -1 1 Atmosphere - - -1 1
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Eraser - - -1 1 Compass - - 1 - 1
Student - -1 - 1 Pen -1 - - 1
Flower -1 - - 1

As can be seen, after the metaphors of Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, tree and the sun, the
characteristics of the good citizen and the characteristics of the metaphors of mother (7), the book (6),
the teacher (6), the ant (5) and the land (4) were established. When the produced metaphors are
categorically examined, it is seen that the participants used 10 different natural resources, plants and
assets (living and non-living) names, 13 leaders, famous or author names, 13 types of vehicles names,
7 kinds of profession names, 5 family, private and social relationship concepts, 4 animal names, 4
geographical concepts, 3 group names, and 2 references. In these metaphors, which are used by
candidates to explain the qualities of good citizens, it is found that they emphasize the behavior of
people, the functions of the tools, the importance of entities, resources, and occupations in the

community’s life.

Citizenship Categories Emerging from Metaphors of Social Studies Teacher Candidates
We reached 12 different citizenship categories by examining metaphors used by the

prospective teachers to explain the concept of a 'good citizen'.

Enlightening Loyal,

and Patriotic and
Informative Protective

Citizen Citizen

Guiding and
Leading
Industrious Citizen
Citizen

Citizenship

Generous )
and Helpful Categories
Citizen

Responsible
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i Conscious
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Figure 1. Citizenship categories

As can be seen in Figure 1, in the categories produced for the concept of a good citizen, the

emphasis was given to enlightening and informative qualities of the good citizen.
The Enlightening and Informative Citizen

Most metaphors created by participants fall into the category of the enlightening and
informative citizen. The details for this category are given in Table 3:

Table 3. The enlightening and informative citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Sun 10 43,5
Teacher 6 26,1
Book 2 8,7
Moon 2 8,7

Bulb 1 43
Encyclopedia 1 43
Pencil 1 4,3
Total 23 100

The metaphor ‘sun’ was used to emphasize the 'good citizen’s enlightening aspect. One of the
quotations related to this metaphor, which is mentioned as the sun shining into the environment from
sunrise to sunset, is as follows: “A good citizen is like the sun because if the sun irradiates the earth, good

citizens must enlighten the society and be loyal to their responsibilities.” (P31, 2)

In addition to the sun, metaphors such as the teacher, the book, the moon (lighting), the pencil
(information acquisition), the light bulb (illumination), the encyclopedia (information giving), and
their related properties have been cited. According to the explanations in this category, the good
citizen is the person who enlightens, informs, broadens their horizons and gives them new

perspectives.

The Enlightening and Informative Citizen
In this category, mostly tree, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk and mother metaphors were used to

explain the concept of 'good citizen'. Information on these metaphors are given in Table 4:
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Table 4. The loyal, patriotic and protective citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Tree 6 30
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 4 20
Mother 3 15
Soldier 2 10
Flower 1 5
Beloved 1 5
Umbrella 1 5
Mountain 1 5
Atmosphere 1 5
Total 20 100

The metaphor of “tree”, was the most used metaphor in this category, and was used to explain
that a ‘good citizen’ should be connected to its country with all his/her roots. This can be seen in the
following quote: "A good citizen is like a tree because it is loyal to the land of the country, as it is held in the
soil by its roots. A 'good citizen’ love his/her country as trees love their land.” (P22, 2)

Apart from the tree metaphor mentioned in this category, various metaphors such as Mustafa
Kemal Ataturk (patriotism), mother (loyalty), soldier (protection), flower (loyalty), beloved (loyalty),
umbrella (protection), mountain (loyalty) and atmosphere (protection) were produced to explain the
concept of a 'good citizen'. As to these metaphors, a ‘good citizen” who is loyal to his/her country and
nation, who keeps the interests of his country above everything and protects his country.

The Guiding and Leading Citizen

Another category emerging from the metaphors used by the teacher candidates is the guiding
and leading citizen. Information on the metaphors in this category is presented in Table 5:

Table 5. The guiding and leading citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 20
Key 2 13,3
Recep Tayyip Erdogan 1 6,7
Mahatma Gandhi 1 6,7
Star 1 6,7
Ocean 1 6,7
Nelson Mandela 1 6,7
Book 1 6,7
Student 1 6,7
Compass 1 6,7
Spark 1 6,7
Lighthouse 1 6,7

Total 15 100
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In this category, it mostly emphasized that a ‘good citizen’ should be guiding his people like
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk: "A good citizen is like Mustafa Kemal ATATURK because he is a pioneer in his
country and leading his country. A ‘good citizen’ must be foresighted, open to innovations and reforms.” (P8, 2)

In addition to Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, metaphors such as key (pioneer), Recep Tayyip
Erdogan (pioneer), Mahatma Gandhi (pioneer), Nelson Mandela (pioneer), star (guiding), ocean
(pioneer), book (guiding), student (pioneer), compass (guiding), the spark (pioneer) and lighthouse
(guiding) were used. In compliance with these results, a ‘good citizen’ should be a guide and a
pioneer person.

The Useful Citizen

The fourth category, formed by the metaphors produced by the participants, is the useful
citizen. The metaphors of this category are given in Table 6:

Table 6. The useful citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Tree 6 40
Water 2 13,3
Soil 2 13,3

Sun 1 7,1
Scavenger Fish 1 71
Leer Fish 1 7,1
Friend 1 7,1
Total 14 100

The most widely used metaphor in the useful citizen category is the tree. In students” answers,
the tree metaphor is referred to as a beneficiary, which gives oxygen to the environment, gives fruit

unrequited, and is beneficial in all circumstances:

"A good citizen is like a tree because the tree gives oxygen. It is a shelter and protection for animals.
Good citizens also have positive contributions to their country because they fulfill their responsibilities.” (P14,
3)

Apart from the tree, the contributions of the water, the soil, the sun, the scavenger fish, the
leer fish, and the friend to people and nature are mentioned. As for the metaphors in this category, a
'good citizen' is the person who benefits people without an expectation of interest.

The Responsible and Effective Citizen

According to social studies teacher candidates, a 'good citizen’ is both a responsible and an
active citizen. Details about this category, which are used by 13 different metaphors, are presented in

Table 7:
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Table 7. The responsible and effective citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Mother 2 13,3
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 2 13,3
Snellman 1 6,7

Engin Bey 1 6,7
German Football Team 1 6,7
Turkish Amputee Football Team 1 6,7
Doctor 1 6,7

Soil 1 6,7

Sun 1 6,7

Captain 1 6,7

Tree 1 6,7

Eraser 1 6,7

Belt 1 6,7

Total 15 100

In Table 7, we can see that the qualifications of the responsible and effective citizen are
explained most with the mother metaphor. For example, one participant clarifies the understanding of
the responsibility of the mother as the following: "A good citizen is like a mother because both a mother and
a good citizen have responsibilities. When they fulfill their responsibilities, the surrounding environment will be
smoother.” (P14, 2)

Besides the mother metaphor candidate teachers used metaphors such as Mustafa Kemal
Atatiirk, Snellman (the hero of the novel of White Lilies), Engin Bey (local grocer), German Football
Team, Turkish Amputee Football Team, sun, doctor, soil, captain, tree and eraser and belt. It has been
pointed out that having responsibilities and fulfilling the responsibilities effectively are among the
important qualities of the 'good citizen' in here. According to the metaphors in this section, a ‘good
citizen’ is someone who has a responsibility, can take various responsibilities in any circumstances,
and can fulfill his/her responsibilities.

The Conscious and Experienced Citizen

The participants focused on the importance of being conscious and experienced in this

category. The metaphors representing this category are presented in Table 8:
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Table 8. The conscious and experienced citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 21,4
Nature 2 14,3
Sun 1 13,3

Book 1 71

Gold 1 71
Lighter 1 71
Philosopher 1 7,1
Money-box 1 7,1
Soil 1 7,1

Tree 1 7,1
Medicine 1 7,1
Total 14 100

Pre-service teachers mostly used the metaphor of Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk in the conscious and
experienced citizen category. They pointed out that Atatiirk is a conscious and experienced person
and say:

" A good citizen is like Atatiirk because a good citizen knows his rights, his duties, and responsibilities.
The one who knows the obstacles well in his work and produces the solutions for these obstacles.” (P23, 4)

In addition to Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, nature, sun, book, gold, lighter, philosopher,
moneybox, soil, tree, and medicine metaphors were used. Accordingly, the metaphors in this category,
good citizens are those who are aware of everything they do, who are experienced, have timing
knowledge and are able to make effective decisions.

The Devoted Citizen

According to teacher candidates, one of the important qualities of a ‘good citizen’ is to be

devoted. The metaphors they choose to explain these ideas are given in Table 9:
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Table 9. The devoted citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 3 30
Mother 2 20

Father 1 10
Alparslan Turkes 1 10
Omer Halisdemir 1 10
Ebulfeyz Elcibey 1 10
Corporal Seyit 1 10
Total 10 100

As in many other categories, teacher candidates exemplified Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk in this
category, explaining how to be a self-sacrificing citizen. The features of this metaphor that overlap
with a 'good citizen' are described as the following: “A good citizen is like Atatiirk because Ataturk has
struggled to take his nation one step further. He spent his life scarifying for the nation.” (P13, 1)

In this category, besides Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk; various metaphors such as mother, father,
Alparslan Turkes, Omer Halisdemir, Ebulfeyz Elcibey and Corporal Seyit represent devoted citizen.
According to the metaphors, a ‘good citizen’ is the one who is ready to pay all kinds of price and one
who sacrifices for the homeland.

The Fair Citizen

According to the metaphors of the participants, one of the important features of the good
citizen is to be fair. The metaphors are used to describe a fair citizen are listed in Table 10:

Table 10. The fair citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Mohammad 1 16,7
Sun 1 16,7
Fatih Sultan Mehmet 1 16,7
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 1 16,7
State 1 16,7
Scales 1 16,7
Total 6 100

According to one teacher candidate, Prophet Muhammad is a good example of a fair citizen
because he is a man who does not distinguish between race and faith and respects other beliefs: "A
good citizen is like Prophet Muhammad because he helped anyone, regardless of his/her religion and race. He

would respect the worship of non-Muslims.” (P17, 1).
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In addition to the Prophet Mohammad, concepts of equality and justice are emphasized in
metaphors such as the Fatih Sultan Mehmet (treating people fairly), the Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk
(treating his citizens equally) the sun (warming), the state (treating his citizens equally), and the scale
(error-free weighing). According to these metaphors, good citizens are those who respect human

rights, treat people fairly and do not discriminate against other people.
The Participant and Collaborative Citizen

Another category revealed by the metaphors of teacher candidates is the participant and

collaborative citizen. The metaphors of this category are presented in table 11 below:

Table 11. The participant and collaborative citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Ant 2 33,3
Tree 1 16,7
Neighbor 1 16,7
Honeybee 1 16,7
Chain Ring 1 16,7
Total 6 100

In this category, the most used metaphor is ‘ant’. The emphasis is on the ant metaphor is that

it can work in harmony within a team:

"A good citizen is like an ant because an ant is a creature that is task-conscious, works in harmony,
accumulates and struggles for the group it is in. A good citizen also thinks of the interests of the country, is ant-

like, and is hardworking, productive, accumulating for the country.” (P22, 4)

In addition, the metaphors such as tree (in harmony with other plants), neighbors
(cooperation), honeybees (teamwork) and chainrings (collaboration) were used. For the metaphors
here, a ‘good citizen’ is the one who can work with people in harmony and work together in the

community.
The Generous and Helpful Citizen

Teacher candidates thought ‘good citizen' should be both generous and helpful. Metaphors of
this category are given in Table 12:

Table 12. The generous and helpful citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Cristiano Ronaldo 1 25
Father 1 25

Tree 1 25
Neighbor 1 25
Total 4 100

In here, the most interesting metaphor used to describe a generous and helpful citizen is

Cristiano Ronaldo. A freshmen student mentioned the donations Ronaldo made as a necessity of
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being a ‘good citizen” as follows: “A good citizen is like Cristiano Ronaldo because he is a donor of blood for

children with Leukemia who each year helps poor people in Africa.” (P20, 1)

The bottom line, according to the metaphors of the generous and helpful category, a ‘good

citizen’ is a person who helps other people and share his/her possessions with people in need.
The Industrious Citizen

The ant, which is the subject of stories with its diligence, has been the most used metaphor of
the hard working and productive citizens category as well as the participant and collaborator citizens

category. The metaphors for this category are presented in Table 13:

Table 13. The industrious citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Ant 3 75

Clock 1 25
Total 4 100

In this category, participants strongly emphasized on the continuous operation of the ants and
they used the following statements: “A good citizen is like an ant because every ant rums, produces, and
makes an effort.” (P1, 2) Accordingly, the metaphors in this category, a 'good citizen' works and

produces constantly.
The Expert Citizen

The last category that comes out of the metaphors produced by teacher candidates is the

expert citizen. The metaphors in this category are as follows:

Table 14. The expert citizen

Metaphor Name f %
Artist 1 50

Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk 1 50
Total 2 100

Artist and Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk metaphors used in this category to emphasize the qualities

of the expert citizen as a competent worker and to perform their duties correctly:

“A good citizen is like an artist because there is a product that the artist puts out. Every good citizen is

like an artist. The more successful a person in his profession and in his work, the better he does his job.” (P18, 2)

That is, an expert citizen does his work right and in the best way possible for his/her country.
In summary, 12 different citizenship categories emerged from metaphors produced by the social

studies teacher candidates. The categories are presented in Table 15:
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Table 15. Citizenship categories

Category Names Representing the Categories
f %
Enlightening and Informative Citizen 23 17,2
Loyal, Patriotic and Protective Citizen 20 14,9
Guiding and Leading Citizen 15 11,2
Responsible and Effective Citizen 15 11,2
Useful Citizen 14 10,5
Conscious and Experienced Citizen 14 10,5
Devoted Citizen 10 7,5
Fair Citizen 6 4,5
Participant and Collaborative Citizen 6 4,5
Generous and Helpful Citizen 4 3
Industrious Citizen 4 3
Expert Citizen 2 1,5
Total 133 100

As can be seen, 12 different citizenship categories emerged from 133 metaphors produced by
social studies teacher candidates. According to the 17.2% (23) of the participants, the most important
qualities of the “good citizen’ is that they are illuminative and informative. Consequently, according to
teacher candidates, a ‘good citizen’ is "enlightening, patriotic, guiding, useful, responsible, devoted,

fair, helpful, industrious and an expert person".
Discussion, Conclusion, and Recommendations

The social studies teacher candidates produced 62 different metaphors for the ‘good citizen’
concept in this research. Among these metaphors, Mustafa Kemal Atattirk (16), tree (16) and sun (14)
are the most preferred. The 4th-grade students mostly used these three metaphors. Besides, Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk’s name was used in seven different categories; trees were used in six different

categories. In other words, teacher candidates regard Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk as the most suitable

‘good citizen' model.

12 different citizenship categories were reached from metaphors used by social studies teacher
candidates to explain the characteristics of good citizens. First of all, in the category of loyal patriotic
and protective citizens, it is seen that the features such as defending the homeland and being loyal to
the nation are emphasized. Similar results regarding the necessity of good citizens to be patriots was
found in the studies by Kilin¢ and Dere (2013) Kizilay (2015) Yesilbursa (2015) Dere, Kizilay and
Alkaya (2017) and Li and Tan (2017).
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In the category of the participant and co-operative citizen, a good citizen has been referred to
such characteristics as working and cooperating with others in harmony. Chiodo and Martin (2005)
and Alazzi (2009) mentioned these qualities of the participant citizen. In related studies, issues such as
the active participation of the good citizen to society and the ability to work with other people are
discussed. According to this category of citizenship, a good citizen should participate in society in a

harmonious way.

In the category of a responsible and effective citizen, the emphasis is placed on the ability of
the good citizen to fulfill their responsibilities and to take a proactive role in society. However, the role
of a good citizen on social change has not been mentioned. In contrast to the results of this study,
Westheimer and Kahne (2004), Abs and Veldhuis (2006) and Hoskins (2006) describe the active citizen
as the person who actively participates in society and politics and protests injustice. The fact that both
results are different from each other lies in the fact that citizenship education between countries has
different aims. For example; social studies, one of the most important lessons aimed at raising citizens
in Turkey aims to teach the structure of groups, institutions, social organizations, and the state, and to
introduce their rights to individuals and to improve their social participation skills within the scope of
citizenship education. In other words, active citizenship education is guided by two important
motivations such as character education and community service. However, there is no emphasis on
the participation dimension of active citizenship in politics. This situation is naturally reflected in the
opinions of prospective teachers on the qualifications of good citizens who are studying in a bachelor's
degree program designed for character education and community service purposes. On the other
hand, one of the most important aspects of active citizenship in America, Canada, and many European
countries is the participation in politics such as social change and protest. Westheimer and Kahne
(2004), however, criticize the system of citizenship education in the United States because it is reduced
to service training and community service in practice, and hence advocates for politics-free-nation

citizenship. They argue that citizenship education should be participatory and justice oriented.

In the conscious and experienced citizen category, the success of the good citizen in the
knowledge, awareness, experience, and timing has been highlighted. This type of citizenship is similar
to the knowledgeable type of citizen identified in the study by Giirel (2016) and defined by Kincal
(2015). The common emphasis of these three outcomes is the consciousness that citizens should have.
In addition, concepts such as non-discrimination, equality, and justice have been used in the category
of fair citizens. There is a close relationship between this type of citizenship and the concept of ethical
citizenship. Simhony (2014) pointed out that ethical citizenship includes concepts such as justice,
fairness, and social justice in order to achieve the common good. The common feature of the two

categories of citizens is the emphasis on justice.
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The importance of helping people in the category of generous and helpful citizens is
addressed. Similarly, elementary school and social studies teachers who participated in Giirel's (2016)
study emphasized that being educated and helpful are important qualities of good citizens. It has also
been emphasized in the altruistic citizen category that a good citizen should be prepared to pay any
price for his / her homeland; In the category of beneficial citizens, the importance of being beneficial to
people and nature is mentioned. A similarity can be established between these two types of citizens
and organizational citizenship behaviors. A person who exhibits organizational citizenship behaviors
makes a voluntary effort to contribute to the effectiveness of the organization's functions. These
behaviors that are not affiliated with any awards do not include any necessity between the official
duties of the person (Avci, 2015). These behaviors are based on sacrifice which provides significant
benefits to the organization. When all the information is considered collectively, citizens can be useful
by making sacrifices for their countries no matter what role they play when they exhibit

organizational citizenship behaviors.

In the guiding and pioneering citizen category, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk's leadership
characteristics were highlighted. The relationship between this type of citizenship and servant
leadership in organizational citizenship can be established. Because servant leaders become a model
for their employees, values them, directs their feelings, thoughts, and beliefs towards common aims
and guides them (Dinger and Oksiiz, 2011). In these aspects, the servant leader carries the

characteristics of the guiding citizen.

Finally, the most emphasized category of illuminating and informative citizens in the
categories identified in this study and the least emphasized category hard-working and expert citizens
could not be directly or indirectly related to other types of citizenship in the literature. In general, the
results of this study reveal the perceptions and expectations of prospective social studies teachers
about good citizenship, which will educate citizens of the country and will give citizenship education,
human rights, and democracy lessons. Secondly, 12 different categories of citizenship were identified
from the metaphors produced by the candidates. Finally, a new definition of a good citizen emerges
from the categories produced. According to social studies teacher candidates, a good citizen is a
person who is enlightening, patriotic, guide, useful, responsible, self-sacrificing, fair, helpful,

hardworking and expert.

In this study, the types of citizenship identified through metaphors can be described in more
detail in other studies and can be used to reveal citizenship expectations. Such a study will provide an
important contribution to the determination of citizenship types and the naturalization criteria in

Turkey.
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