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Abstract

Purpose: In Turkey, in order to ensure equal opportunities in education and to ensure the integration of technology into education,
the Action to Increase Opportunities and Improve Technology Project (FATIH) is carried out by the Ministry of National Education
(MEB). One of the five basic pillars of this project is an online social education platform “The Educational Informatics Network
(EBA) which is presented free to students, teachers and parents and provides access to tens of thousands of educational contents.
Although there are many opportunities and benefits that EBA provides to all its stakeholders, it is not known whether teachers
who are the planners and practitioners of the teaching process are aware of what they can do with this platform. With this
research, it is aimed to reveal the EBA awareness of the teachers working in MEB schools and to examine these awareness in
terms of many variables such as the province they work, branch, school type, the professional experience, the education level,
the situation of receiving EBA education or not.

Design/Methodology/Approach: 244 teachers participated in the study. In order to collect data, a survey model was used., The
data was collected through the Personal Data Form and the “Teacher EBA Awareness Scale " developed by the researchers.

Findings: As a result of descriptive analysis and comparisons, teachers' awareness of EBA was found to be “medium” and it was
determined that this awareness differed from significantly according to the variables of branch, school type, number of
technological tools owned, the ability of using technology, the status of training related to EBA, the status of being aware of the
update made in EBA, number of EBA modules used and frequency of EBA use. However, it was determined that the status of
having BTR teachers in schools were found to be unaffected by the variables.

Highlights: Since it is important to be informed about the platform in the use of the EBA, it is thought that new applications and
features published on the platform should be announced to the teachers, measures should be taken to share them and more
effective methods should be used for promotion.

0z

Calismanin amaci: Turkiye’de egitimde firsat esitliginin saglanmasi ve teknolojinin egitime entegrasyonun saglanmasi amaciyla
Milli Egitim Bakanhigi (MEB) tarafindan Firsatlari Artirma ve Teknolojiyi lyilestirme Hareketi (FATIH) projesi yiritilmektedir. Bu
projenin 5 temel ayagindan biri olan “egitsel e-igerigin saglanmasi ve yonetilmesi” ayagini; 6grenci, 6gretmen ve velilerin Ucretsiz
erisimine sunulan ve on binlerce egitim igerigine ulasiimasini saglayan bir ¢evrimici sosyal egitim platformu olan Egitim Bilisim Agi
(EBA) olusturmaktadir. EBA’nin tiim paydaslarina sagladigi bircok imkan ve yarar bulunmasina ragmen 6gretim siireglerinin
planlayici ve uygulayicilari olan 6gretmenlerin bu platform ile yapabileceklerinin farkinda olup olmadigi bilinmemektedir. Bu
arastirma ile; MEB’e bagh okullarda gorev yapan 6gretmenlerin, EBA farkindaliklarinin ortaya gikarilmasi ve bu farkindaliklarinin
gorev yaptiklari il, brans, okul tirl, mesleki deneyim, 6grenim dizeyi, EBA egitimi alip almama durumu gibi bir¢cok degisken
agisindan irdelenmesi amaglanmistir.

Materyal ve Yéntem: iki yiz kirk dort 6gretmenin katildigi ve nicel arastirma yéntemlerinden tarama modelinin kullanildig

calismada veriler Kisisel Bilgi Formu ve arastirmacilar tarafindan gelistirilen “Ogretmen EBA Farkindalik Olgegi” ile toplanmistir.

un

Bulgular: Yapilan betimsel analizler ve karsilastirmalar sonucunda Ogretmenlerin EBA’ya iligkin farkindaliklari “”orta” diizeyde
bulunmus ve bu farkindaliklarin brang, okul turdi, sahip olunan teknolojik arag sayisi, teknoloji kullanma becerisi, EBA ile ilgili egitim
alma durumu, EBA’da yapilan giincellemeden haberdar olma durumu, kullanilan EBA modil sayisi ve EBA kullanim sikhg
degiskenlerine gore anlamli farklilik gosterdigi ancak okullarda BTR 6gretmeni bulunma durumu degiskeninden etkilenmedigi
tespit edilmistir.

Onemli Vurgular: EBA kullaniminda platform hakkinda haberdar olmanin 6nemli olmasi nedeniyle platformda yayina alinan yeni
uygulamalarin ve 6zelliklerin 6gretmenlere duyurulmasi, paylasiimasi igin tedbirler alinmasi ve tanitim konusunda daha etkili
yontemler kullanilmasi gerektigi disiinilmektedir.
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INTRODUCTION

With the use of technology in education as in all areas of life, many concepts such as e-learning, blended learning, computer
assisted learning and distance education emerged (Gokdas & Kayri, 2005; isman, 2008; Yurdakul, 2016). These activities, the use
and importance of which are increasing with each passing year, have gained even more importance after the Covid-19 cases (WHO,
2020), which emerged in December 2019 and caused millions of people to become ill and hundreds of thousands to die in the
world (Telli & Altun, 2020). As part of the measures taken in many countries in order to reduce deaths, reduce the rate of
progression of the epidemic and gain time for treatment studies, face-to-face education in educational institutions was suspended
for a while or schools were suspended (Dikmen & Bahgeci, 2020). With this epidemic also seen in Turkey as of March 2020 (Ministry
of Health, 2020), the Ministry of National Education (MEB) announced that face-to-face education will be suspended as of March
16, 2020, and distance education will be started as of March 23, 2020 (MEB, 2020a). ). The distance education process, on the
other hand, is carried out through the Education Information Network (EBA), which was initiated with the FATIH Project which has
the highest user number and most active distance education environment in Turkey as of today (MEB, 2020d).

The Movement to Increase Opportunities in Education and Improve Technology (FATIH) Project was initiated by the Ministry
of National Education for the effective use of information technology tools in lessons, in a way to appeal to more sense organs in
the learning-teaching process, in order to ensure equality of opportunity in education and training and to improve technology in
schools (MEB, 2020c) . It is stated that thanks to this project, it will be easier and faster for students to access the information they
need (Kayaduman, Sirakaya, & Seferoglu, 2011). This project, which is based on a constructivist education approach, is based on

five basic principles: "Accessibility", "Efficiency", "Equality", "Measurability" and "Quality" factors. Of the project:
It has five main components,
¢ In-service training of teachers
e Providing hardware and software infrastructure
» Effective use of Information Technologies (IT) in curricula
* Ensuring conscious, secure, manageable and measurable IT use, and
e Provision and management of educational e-content
The component of "Providing and managing educational e-content" is the EBA platform.

EBA, which was established by the Ministry of National Education and carried out by the General Directorate of Innovation
and Education Technologies (YEGITEK), affiliated to the ministry; is an online social education platform that enables students,
teachers and parents to access tens of thousands of educational content (EBA, 2020a). Many learning / teaching materials such
as lectures, presentations, e-books, videos, simulations, animations, questions, exams, experiments are included in EBA. Through
this platform, users can access the content at home, at school or wherever needed by using information technology tools. The
potential to provide equal opportunities to students with different social and economic opportunities is also frequently expressed
by the Ministry of National Education.

EBA, which has some deficiencies and flaws in some aspects previously from the eyes of teachers and students such as useless
(Ekici, Arslan & Tiiziin, 2016), lack of functional help support (Erensayin & Guler, 2017), lack of some content in the mobile version
and slow loading (Kapidere & Cetinkaya, 2017), insufficient content and unsorted content (Alabay, 2015; Karacorlu & Aici, 2019),
was introduced a new term on February 18, 2020, and a radical change was implemented in the platform.

In the promotion organized by the Ministry of National Education (2020b), the principle of "Justice of Opportunity in Education"
was emphasized and it was stated that the content of the EBA (interactive school books, lecture videos, exams, applications, etc.)
was updated, the user interface was renewed, giving it a modern and simple look and smart features. It is stated that by adding a
content recommendation system according to the student's performance, it offers its users a personalized learning environment
and personalized interface options.With the renewed EBA, students can make up for their shortcomings with the follow-up of
their studies and personalized directions on the system, see their upcoming exams and events on their calendars, establish a social
sharing area with their friends and make learning more fun by earning points and badges with the gamification system in the
platform.

In terms of teachers, there are many activities-applications that can be made using EBA. The table below summarizes what
teachers can do by using the modules in EBA.
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Table 1. What teachers can do using EBA modules (EBA, 2020b).

Module Name Teachers Can

My Page - view the events in their personalised calendar
- make sharings (messaging, discussion, voting, activity) with the people in the school
- give feedback (comments, likes, etc.) on the shared message and
- follow the activity status of the students by following the works sent to the students
Lessons - access to all learning materials related to all grade levels and courses in EBA
-use the educational materials with the smart board mode and send these materials to the students as a
study when necessary

Exams - access exercises and tests related to all classes, lessons and subject areas and send them to the
students
Library -access thousands of educational and general cultural contents (e-books, e-journals, movies, videos,
audio files, etc.) belonging to different categories.
Lists - make personalized content arrangements according to teaching plans,
Studies - see the work they sent to the students
- analyze past or ongoing works
Reports ‘monitor the reports of the studies they've sent both on a student-based and study-based basis
Groups - create several groups with students and teachers

- join existing groups
- add branches.

EBA Portfolio - follow students' academic achievements, social activities, projects, etc. they participate in and EBA
actions

Files - file and share as they wish to their personal 2 GB cloud storage
Calendar - follow the activities and important days and weeks

- monitor the exam dates processed in the e-school
Content Production - produce original content

- design learning steps and course flows using the content

Question and Exam System - can access the questions and exams in EBA

- add new questions and exams
- send the exams as work
- take printouts of the exams when needed
Professional Development - participate in in-service training such as various courses, seminars, etc.
- join groups (21st Century Education World, Education Technologies, Classroom Management and
Guidance etc.) where they can share information and opinions with all their EBA using colleagues

Along with all the above-mentioned opportunities that EBA provides to students and teachers, there are findings in many
studies on the use of this platform, indicating that it provides various benefits to students and teachers (Kili¢ Kocak, 2019; Tlysiz
& Clmen, 2016). To students; Reinforcing, visualizing and concretizing the lesson for teachers with reinforcing the subjects,
preparing for the exams, conducting interactive experiments, repeating the lessons and increasing academic success (Aydinoz,
Sozcl, & Akbas, 2016; Ertem Akbas, 2019; Tuysliz & Cimen, 2016). , 2016), focusing students on the lesson (Karagorlu & Aici,
2019), facilitating classroom management (Kilig¢ Kogak, 2019), increasing motivation (Kuyubasioglu & Kilig, 2019). Achieving these
benefits depends primarily on the willingness of teachers, who are practitioners of the curriculum, to use technology in order to
integrate technology in education (Fryer & Bovee, 2016). In his research, 0z (2016) determined that cognitive awareness increases
motivation and motivation increases success, so it is deduced that "awareness" is the basis of being motivated to a job. In a
different study by Abdelrahman (2020); It has been revealed that there is a significant relationship between students' academic
achievement and academic motivation, and that metacognitive awareness contributes to success in learning.

In a study investigating the effects of metacognitive awareness on students' participation in online classes (Tsai, Lin, Hong, &
Tai, 2018), it was concluded that increased metacognitive awareness was positively related to online learning participation.
Accordingly, it can be said that being able to do a job effectively depends on motivation and therefore awareness. It can be argued
that this situation is also valid for teachers who are planners and implementers of teaching processes.

In the workshop on "EBA usage" held on February 24, 2016 with teachers participating from all schools in Girsu District of
Bursa Province, the problem that EBA is not used frequently by teachers, even not recognized, was expressed as a result of the
workshop (Ozgiimiis, 2018). Again, in many studies conducted in the literature, it is stated that teachers do not know EBA
sufficiently (Aksoy, 2017; Kurtdede Fidan, Erbasan, & Kolsuz, 2016; Saklan, 2017; Tutar, 2015) or do not use it at the expected level
(Alabay, 2015; Glivendi, 2014; Karagorlu & Aici, 2019; Nakiboglu and Gacanoglu, 2019). Teachers' awareness of EBA can be
discussed as one of the reasons why EBA is not used enough by teachers. Teachers' awareness of using the EBA platform will affect
the efficiency and quality elements of the FATIH project, which are the two principles mentioned above. For this, it has been
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evaluated that it is important to determine the awareness of teachers about EBA, which was renewed and finalized in February
2020. In addition, Karagorlu and Aici (2019) stated that examining teachers' awareness on the EBA platform will reveal the
functioning of the FATIH Project.

When the literature is examined, many studies related to Fatih Project and EBA (Erensayin and Giiler, 2019; Kalemkus, 2016;
Ozglimiis, 2018; Saklan and Unal, 2019; Yilmaz, 2013) etc. appears to be in some of these studies students (Bahgeci & Burak, 2018;
Coskunserce & Becit istiirk, 2019; Tlysiiz & Ciimen, 2016), teachers (Elgigek, 2019; Kayaduman et al., 2011; Kurtdede Fidan, 2016;
Sahin & Erman, 2019) and the platform contents (Bertiz, 2017; Erensayin, 2018; Maden and Onal, 2018) are the focus. In studies
focusing on teachers, variables such as attitude (Bayyigit Teker, 2019), opinion (Saklan & Unal, 2018), competence (Kayaduman et
al., 2011) and usage situations-frequency (Elgicek, 2019; Nakiboglu & Gacanoglu, 2019) have been discussed. . Coskunserce and
Becit incitiirk (2019) carried out a study to increase students' awareness in their study. In this literature review, no study was
found that addresses teacher EBA awareness. Determining the awareness of teachers, whose importance is emphasized above,
may be important in terms of filling this gap.

Determining the EBA awareness of teachers and revealing how these awarenesses are affected by variables such as teachers'
professional experience, education level, school type, branch, whether there is an Information Technologies Counselor in schools;
it is anticipated that it will be important in terms of contributing to the authorities related to FATIH Project-EBA and the General
Directorate of Teacher Training and Development of the Ministry and being a source for further research.

With this research; It is aimed to reveal the EBA awareness of the teachers working in the schools affiliated to the Ministry of
National Education and to examine this awareness in terms of many variables such as the province, branch, school type,
professional experience, education level, whether or not they have received EBA education. For this purpose, the problem
sentence of the research was expressed as "What is the level of EBA awareness of the teachers" and the sub-problems of the
study were determined as follows.

1- Does EBA awareness of teachers differ according to branches?

2- Does EBA awareness of teachers differ according to the type of school they work in?

3- Does the number of technological tools owned by the teachers have a significant effect on their EBA awareness?

4- Do teachers' technology use skills affect their EBA awareness?

5- Does the presence of Information Technologies Counselor (ITC) Teacher in schools change the EBA awareness of teachers?
6- Do teachers' awareness of EBA change according to their EBA education?

7- Does teachers' awareness of the latest updates in EBA significantly affect their awareness of EBA?

8- Does EBA awareness of teachers vary according to the number of EBA modules they use?

9- What is the relationship between teachers' EBA usage frequency and their awareness?

10- Which modules do teachers with EBA experience use mostly?

METHOD/MATERIALS

A descriptive survey model was used in this study, which aimed to reveal the awareness of teachers about EBA.

Working Group

A total of 244 teachers, 111 women (46%) and 133 men (54%), working in public/private schools affiliated to the Ministry of
National Education in the 2019-2020 academic year from 22 different provinces, mostly from Van, participated in the working
group.

The distribution of the participants according to some demographic information such as branch, school type, education level
is presented in the table below.

Table 2. Distribution of the participants according to some demographic information

Demographic Characteristics N %
School Type Primary and Preschool 77 32
Secondary School 112 46
High School and Special Education 55 22
TOTAL 244 100
Branch Classroom Teaching 56 23
Technology Branches (Information Technology, Technology Design) 35 14
Verbal Branches (Geography, History, Social Science, Turkish Language and Literature 38 16
etc.)
Numerical Branches (Primary School Mathematics, Mathematics, Science, Physics, 35 14
etc.)
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Language Branches (English, Turkish) 28 12
Branches Requiring Special Talent (Physical education, music, visual arts, etc.) 22 9
Developmental Branches (Guidance, special education, etc.) 30 12
TOTAL 244 100
Professional Experience 0-5 Years 97 40
6-10 Years 100 41
11 Years and Over a7 19
TOTAL 244 100
Education Level Undergraduate 214 88
Postgraduate 30 12
TOTAL 244 100

As can be seen in Table 2, secondary school teachers (46%) participated in the research the most among the school types
collected in three groups. This was followed by primary and pre-school (32%) teachers, and high school and special education
(22%) teachers, respectively. Since there were participation from 22 different branches in total, the branches within the same field
were grouped in order to carry out the analysis processes more efficiently, and it was seen that the class teachers who were not
included in any group (23%) had the highest participation. This is followed respectively by verbal branches consisting of geography,
history, etc., teachers (16%), technology branches consisting of information technologies and technology design teachers (14%),
numeric branches consisting of mathematics, physics, biology, etc. teachers (14%), developmental branches consisting of
guidence, special education teachers (12%), language branches consisting of English and Turkish teachers (12%), and the branches
that require special talents consisting of physical education, music, visual arts etc. teachers. When the professional experience of
the teachers is examined, it is seen that the highest participation is from the teachers with 6-10 years (41%) experience. This is
followed by teachers with 0-5 years of experience (40%) and teachers with 11 years or more (19%) experience. While the majority
of the participants consist of undergraduate (88%) graduate teachers, a partial portion consists of postgraduate teachers (12%).

Data Collection Tools

In the study; Two data collection tools were used, the first being the "Personal Information Form" and the other being the
"Teacher EBA Awareness Scale". Personal Information Form is a 13-item data collection tool in which general information such as
the province, branch, and seniority year of the teachers are filled. The Teacher EBA Awareness Scale is a scale developed by
researchers as a 5-point Likert type, which consists of 56 items in total and includes the options "(1) Disagree","(2) Partially
Disagree", "(3) Undecided", " (4) Partially Agree", "(5) Agree".

In the development process of the Teacher EBA Awareness Scale; First of all, a literature review was conducted by an
Information Technologies and Education (CEIT) Lecturer who is an expert in the field and an Information Technologies Teacher /
CEIT Master's student, the skills under the "Help" section on the EBA web page were examined, and all the modules and functions
in the EBA teacher section were analyzed and a scale item pool was created with 81 items under a total of 15 titles consisting of
14 modules and membership titles. Opinions were received from a Turkish Language and Literature teacher in order to ensure the
linguistic validity of the created scale pool, and from four Information Technologies teachers and two academicians working in the
field of CEIT in order to increase the content validity. Finally, the scale was piloted and construct validity (exploratory factor
analysis) and reliability analyzes were applied with the IBM SPSS 22 package program.

The suitability of the data obtained as a result of the pilot application for factor analysis was examined by the Kaiser-Mayer-
Olkin (KMO) coefficient and the Barlett sphericity test. When the results were examined, it was seen that the KMO value was
0.958, and the Bartlett test was calculated as x2=19541,629, sd=2278, p=.000. According to these results, it was decided that the
scale was suitable for factor analysis (Blytikoztiirk, 2018). As a result of the factor analysis, items with factor loading values below
0.30 and items with similar load values in more than one factor (K=25) were removed from the measurement tool and the
remaining 56 items of the measurement tool were analyzed again.

When the item load values from the outputs given as a result of the factor analysis and the "Total Explained Variance" table
are examined; It was seen that the K=56 items included in the analysis were gathered under two factors with an eigenvalue greater
than 2. The variance explained by these two factors regarding the scale is 64,401%. Accordingly, it was seen that these two factors
together explained most of the variance of the scale. After factor rotation using the Varimax method, it was determined that the
first factor consisted of 35 items and the second factor consisted of 21 items.

Table 3. Some information on the factors resulting from the analysis

Factor Number of Article Articles Related to EBA Modules Articles' Load Value Range in Factor
Factor 1 35 My Page — Courses — Exams — Library — Lists — Studies — Reports — .533-.805

Groups — Portfolios — Files — Calendar
Factor 2 21 Professional Development — Content Production — Question and .593 - .848

Exam System
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As can be seen in Table 3, the load values of the articles in Factor 1 range from ,533 to .805, while the load values of the artiles
in Factor 2 are between .593 and .848. When the EBA modules to which the articles in the first factor are related are examined,
this factor is called “Social Sharing Awareness" because all of them contain awareness about social skills such as sharing and
interacting with students. Since the EBA modules to which the articles in the second factor are related include professional
development, content production, and awareness of teachers' professional development by producing, such as creating questions
and exams, this factor is also called "Professional Development and Production Awareness".

The most frequently used method for reliability calculation in Likert-type measurement tools is the calculation of Cronbach's
Alpha coefficient (Blyukoztirk, 2018). The reliability calculation results of the Teacher EBA Awareness Scale are given in Table 4.

Table 4. Reliability results regarding the sub-dimensions of the teacher EBA awareness scale

Factors Number of Articles Cronbach's Alpha Internal
Consistency Coefficient (a)

Factor 1 — Social Sharing Awareness 35 .940

Factor 2 — Professional Development and Production Awareness 21 .937

Total 56 .946

While determining the reliability of a measurement tool, it is generally considered sufficient if the calculated reliability
coefficient is .70 or higher (Blyukoztiirk, 2018). As can be seen in Table 4, the reliability of the measurement tool used in the
research was calculated very high both in terms of sub-dimensions and total value.

While determining the participants of the research; announcements were made on digital communication platforms (forum
sites, e-mail, social Media communities, communication applications) that teachers frequently are, and teachers were determined
on voluntary hadis.

Data Analysis

The analysis of the data collected within the scope of the research was made using the IBM SPSS 22 statistical package program.
The averages of the items under the two factors in the EBA Awareness Scale applied to the teachers participating in the research
were taken and these scores were categorized. Tuncer (2005) formula was used to calculate the gap width while categorizing (4
ranges / 5 options = 4/5 = 0.80). The levels were found as follows by adding 0.79 to each range, taking into account the integer
value.

1.00—-1.79: Very Low Awareness
1.80 —2.59: Low Awareness

2.60 — 3.39: Moderately Aware
3.40 —4.19: High Awareness
4.20—-5.00: Very High Awareness

It was accepted that the data showed a normal distribution as the (KMOQ) and Barlett sphericity tests, which were applied to
determine the suitability of the data for factor analysis, were significant (Blytkoztiirk, 2018). In this case, in order to determine
the findings related to the research problems, descriptive statistics, Independent Samples T-Test for pairwise comparisons, and
one-way ANOVA techniques for multiple comparisons were used. In the interpretation of the results, the level of significance was
accepted as p=0.05.

FINDINGS

Findings Regarding EBA Awareness Levels of Teachers:

The descriptive statistics regarding the EBA general awareness levels of teachers and the two factors of the Scale, Social Sharing
Awareness and Professional Development and Production Awareness, are presented below.

Table 5.1. EBA awareness mean and standard deviation values of teachers

X S
Social Sharing Awareness 3,41 1,03
Professional Development and Production Awareness 3,06 1,13
General Awareness 3,24 1,02

According to Table 5.1, the general awareness of the teachers participating in the research is "moderate" according to the EBA
awareness mean and standard deviation values. While Social Sharing Awareness, which is the first of the two factors in the scale,
was determined at "high" level, Professional Development and Production Awareness was found to be at "moderate" level.

Table 5.2. Distribution of teachers according to their EBA awareness levels
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Very Low Low Medium High Very High TOTAL

N % N % N % N % N % N %
Social Sharing Awareness 23 9,4 20 82 69 28,3 72 295 60 24,6 244 100
Professional Development and Production Awareness 36 14,8 42 17,2 76 31,1 47 193 43 17,6 244 100
General Awareness 26 10,7 29 119 78 32,0 66 27,0 45 18,4 244 100

When Table 5.2 is examined; According to the general awareness of EBA, it was found that teachers were at medium level with
78 participants (31.1%) and this was followed at high level with 66 participants (27%), very high with 45 participants (18.4%), low
with 29 participants (11%) and a very low level with 26 (10.7%) participants. EBA Professional Development and Production
Awareness of the teachers is in parallel with these statistics, while according to the Social Sharing Awareness, it is seen that the
highest number of teachers is at a high level with 72 participants (29.5%). This was followed accordingly by 69 participants (28.3%)
with a medium level, 60 participants with a very high level (24.6%), 23 participants with a very low level (9.4%), and 20 participants
with a low level (8.2%).

Findings Regarding EBA Awareness of Teachers by Branch Variable:

In order to determine whether the EBA awareness of teachers differs according to their branches, the descriptive statistics and
the findings of the one-way ANOVA test applied are presented below.

Table 6.1. Descriptive statistics for the branch variable of EBA Awareness of Teachers

N X SS
Classroom Teaching 56 3,11 1,1
0
Technology Branches 35 3,77 ,79
Verbal Branches 38 3,17 1,0
1
Numerical Branches 35 3,24 ,90
Language Branches 28 3,46 ,87
Branches Requiring Special Abilities 22 3,25 1,0
7
Developmental Branches 30 2,68 ,99
Total 244 3,23 1,0
1
Table 6.2. ANOVA results regarding the branch variable of teacher EBA awareness
Variance Source  Sum of Squares SD Squares Avarage F P Significant difference
Between 21.847 6 3,641 3,769 = .001 Techn. B> Class T., Developmental B. Language B.
groups > Developmental B.
In-group 228,959 237 ,966
Total 250,806 243

In order to test whether there is a significant difference in the EBA awareness of 244 teachers working in different branches
according to their branches, one-way analysis of variance was performed and it was observed that there was a significant
difference between the average scores of the groups (F(6-237) = 3.769, p< 0.05). Tukey test was applied to find out between which
groups the differences between the branches were. Accordingly, the teachers in the Technology Branches (X = 3.77) were found
to have more EBA awareness than the primary school teachers (X = 3.11) and the teachers in the developmental branches (X =
2.68), and the teachers in the language branches (X = 3.46) than the teachers in the developmental branches (X = 2.68). The effect
size value of the dependent variable, which indicates the ratio of the variance explained by the independent variable, was found
to be n2=.087 and showed that the branch variable had a moderate effect on teacher EBA awareness (Buyukoztirk, 2018).

Findings Regarding EBA Awareness of Teachers by School Type Variable:

In order to determine whether teachers' EBA awareness differs according to the types of schools they work in, descriptive
statistics and the findings of the one-way ANOVA test applied are presented below.

Table 7.1. Descriptive statistics of teachers' EBA Awareness regarding school type variable

N X SS

Primary and Preschool 77 3,03 1,1
0

Secondary School 112 3,44 .87
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High School and Special Education 55 3,11 1,0
8

Total 244 3,23 1,0
1

Table 7.2. ANOVA results of teachers' EBA awareness regarding to school type variable

Variance Source  Sum of Squares SD Squares Average F P Significant difference
Between 8,818 2 4,409 4,391 .013 Secondary > Primary and preschool
groups

In-group 241,988 241 1,004

Total 250,806 243

A one-way analysis of variance was performed to test whether there was a significant difference in the EBA awareness of 244
teachers participating in the study according to the type of school they worked in, and it was observed that there was a significant
difference between the average scores of the groups (F(2-241) = 4.391, p< 0.05. Tukey test was applied in order to find out
between which groups the differences are according to the type of school in eba awareness. According to this, it was seen that
the teachers working in secondary schools (X = 3.44) had more EBA awareness than the teachers working in primary and pre-
school schools (X = 3.03). The effect size value, which indicates the ratio of the variance explained by the independent variable,
was found to be n2=.035 and showed that the school type variable had a moderate effect on teacher EBA awareness.

Findings Regarding the Effect of Technological Tools on EBA Awareness:

The results of the independent samples t-test applied to see the effect of the number of technological tools that teachers have
on their EBA awareness are presented below.

Table 8. Teacher EB by the number of technological devices owned awareness t-Test Results

Tool number N X SS sd t p
lor2 151 3,11 ,98 242 -2,52 .012
3or4 93 3,44 1,03

According to the independent sample t-test results in Table 8, it was observed that there was a statistically significant
difference in the EBA awareness of teachers according to the number of technological tools they had [t(242) = -2.52, p=.012].
Accordingly, it can be said that teachers who have 3 or 4 technological tools (X = 3.44) have more EBA awareness than teachers
who have 1 or 2 tools (X = 3.11). The effect size value of the dependent variable, which indicates the ratio of the variance explained
by the independent variable, was found to be n2=.026 and showed that the variable of the number of technology owned had a
moderate effect on teacher EBA awareness.

Findings on the Effect of Teachers' Technology Use Skills on EBA Awareness:

One of the questions in the Personal Information Form, which is one of the data collection tools used within the scope of the
study, is "What level do you think your technology use skills are?" consisting of two options as "Low" and "High". is the question.

The results of the independent samples t-test applied to see the effect of teachers' technology use skills on their EBA awareness
are presented below.

Table 9. T-test results of teacher EBA awareness according to technology use skills

N X SS sd t p
Low 98 2,82 ,96 242 -5,56 .000
High 146 3,51 /95

According to the independent sample t-test results in Table 9, there was a statistically significant difference in teachers' EBA
awareness according to their technology use skills [t(242) = -5.56, p < .05]. Accordingly, it can be said that teachers with high
technology use skills (X = 3.51) have more EBA awareness than teachers with low technology use skills (X = 2.82). The effect size
value of the dependent variable, which indicates the ratio of the variance explained by the independent variable, was found to be
n2=.114 and showed that the technology use skill variable had a moderate effect on teacher EBA awareness.

Findings on the Relationship Between Having ITC Teachers in Schools and EBA Awareness of Teachers:

The results of the independent samples t-test, which was applied to see the effect of the presence of ITC teachers in the schools
where the teachers participating in the research, on their EBA awareness are presented below.

Table 10. T-test results showing the EBA awareness of teachers according to the presence of ITC Teachers in schools

Is there ITC? N X SS sd t p
Yes 147 3,26 ,96 242 ,427 .670
No 97 3,20 1,08
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According to the independent sample t-test results in Table 10, it was seen that there was no statistically significant difference
in the EBA awareness of the teachers according to the presence of ITC teachers in the schools where they work [t(242) = 0.427, p
=.670].
Findings on EBA Awareness of Teachers According to Their EBA Education Status:

The results of the independent samples t-test applied to see the effect of the teachers' training on EBA on their EBA awareness
are presented below.

Table 11. T-test results showing teachers' awareness according to their EBA education status

EBA Training N X SS sd t p
Having 102 3,41 .95 242 2,260 .025
Not having 142 3,11 1,04

According to the independent sample t-test results in Table 11; It was seen that there was a statistically significant difference
in the EBA awareness of the teachers who received training on EBA (X = 3.41) compared to those who did not receive EBA training
(X=3.11) [t(242) = 0.427, p = .670] . The effect size value was found to be n2=.021 and it showed that teachers' EBA training had
a low level of effect on their EBA awareness.

Findings Regarding the Effects of Teachers' Awareness of the Latest Updates in EBA on EBA Awareness:

EBA was finalized, and was added on the basis of the date of this research. The distribution of the answers given by the teachers
to this question is as follows:

Do you know that Education Information Network
(EBA) on 18 February 2020 is updated?

124 (51%)

HYes MNo

Figure 1. Distribution of teachers' awareness of the latest EBA update

In Figure 1, it is seen that 51% of the teachers are aware of the latest update in EBA, while 49% of them are unaware of this
update. The results of the independent samples t-test applied to investigate the effect of this situation on EBA awareness are
presented below:

Table 12. T-test results showing EBA awareness according to the situations of being informed of the EBA update

Being Aware of The Updates N X SS sd t p
Yes 124 3,73 .81 242 8,977 .025
No 120 2,72 .95

According to the independent sample t-test results in Table 12; It was seen that there was a statistically significant positive
difference in EBA awareness of teachers (X = 3.73) who were aware of the last update in EBA compared to those who were not
aware of the update (X = 2.72) [t(242) = 8.977, p < .05 ]. The effect size value was found to be n2=.250 and it showed that teachers'
awareness of the latest update in EBA has a very high effect on their awareness of EBA (Bulylkoztirk, 2018).

Findings on Examining EBA Awareness of Teachers According to the Number of EBA Modules They Use:
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In order to determine whether teachers' EBA awareness differs according to the number of EBA modules they use, descriptive
statistics and the findings of the one-way ANOVA test applied are presented below.

Table 13.1. Descriptive statistics on EBA awareness of teachers and the number of EBA Modules they use

N X SS
Never using 24 2,10 1,10
Only one module 38 2,75 ,79
Only 2 modules 40 2,81 1,01
Only 3 modules 36 3,40 ,90
Only 4 modules 40 3,67 ,87
Only 5 modules 26 3,65 1,07
6 modules and above 40 3,93 ,99
TOTAL 244 3,23 1,01

Table 13.2. ANOVA results regarding the correlation between teacher EBA awareness and number of modules they use

Variance Source  Sum of Squares  SD  Squares Average F P Significant difference
Between 79,592 6 13,265 18,36 .000 +6 modules, only 5, only 4> none, only 1,
groups 2 only 2, only 3> none, only 1
In-group 171,215 23 722

7
Total 250,806 24

3

In order to test whether there is a significant difference in the number of modules used by the teachers in their EBA awareness,
one-way analysis of variance was performed and it was observed that there was a significant difference between the average
scores of the groups (F(6-237) = 18,362, p< 0.05). The Games-Howell test was applied to find out between which groups the
differences were. Accordingly, it is seen that EBA awareness of teachers using 6 modules or more (X = 3.93), teachers using only 5
modules (X = 3.65), and teachers using only 4 Modules (X = 3.67) have found to be significantly higher than the EBA awareness of
the teachers who have never used EBA (X = 2.10), using only 1 module (X = 2.75) and using only 2 modules (X = 2.81). In addition,
it was observed that teachers using only 3 Modules (X = 3.40) had significantly more EBA awareness than teachers who never used
EBA (X = 2.10) and only used 1 module (X = 2.75). Effect size value, which indicates the ratio of the variance explained by the
independent variable to the dependent variable was found as n2=317 and showed that the number of modules used had a very
high effect on teacher EBA awareness.

Findings on the Relationship Between EBA Usage Frequency and Awareness of Teachers:

In order to determine whether the EBA awareness of teachers differs according to the frequency of EBA use, the descriptive
statistics and the findings of the one-way ANOVA test applied are presented below.

Table 14.1. Descriptive statistics on teachers' EBA Awareness and EBA Usage Frequency

N X SS
None 27 2,27 | 1,15
Several Times a Year 38 2,76 ,95
Several times in a term 55 3,15 ,84
A Few Times A Month 47 3,52 ,80
Several Times a Week 62 3,60 ,82
Every Day 15 4,04 1,10
TOTAL 244 3,23 | 1,01

Table 14.2. ANOVA results regarding the frequency of EBA use of EBA awareness of teachers

Variance Source  Sum of Squares  SD  Squares Avarage F P Significant difference

Between 55,718 5 11,144 13,595 .000 Every Day> none, several times a year,
groups several times in a term,

In-group 195,088 238 ,820 several times a week, several times a month>
Total 250,806 243 no several times,year

several times aPeriod> no

In order to test whether there is a significant difference in the EBA awareness of the teachers according to the frequency of
EBA use, one-way analysis of variance was performed and it was observed that there was a significant difference between the
mean scores of the groups (F(5-238) = 13.595, p< 0.05). Tukey test was applied to find out between which groups the differences
were. Accordingly, teachers who use EBA every day are found to have significantly more EBA awareness than (X = 4.04); teachers
who never used EBA (X = 2.27), used it a few times a year (X = 2.76), and used it a few times a term (X = 3.15). In addition, the EBA
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awareness of teachers who used EBA a few times a week (X = 3.60) and a few times a month (X = 3.52), were found to be
significantly higher than the teachers never used EBA (X = 2.27) and a few times a year (X = 2,76). Finally, it was found that the
EBA awareness of teachers who used EBA a few times during the period (X = 3.15) was significantly higher than those who never
used EBA (X = 2.27), and the effect size value indicating the ratio of the variance explained by the independent variable of the
dependent variable was calculated as n2=222 and seen that the frequency of EBA usage has a high effect on teacher awareness.

Findings Regarding the Modules Used by Teachers with EBA Experience:

The distribution of modules used by teachers with EBA experience participating in the research is presented below.

Modules Used
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Figure 2. Usage distribution of EBA modules

As seen in Figure 2, the module most used by teachers in EBA is "Courses'. It is seen that the two modules closest to this are
the "My Page" and "Works" fields, respectively. The least used module is the "Reports' area. It is also noteworthy that the modules
that make up the Social Sharing Awareness are used more than the Professional Development and Production Awareness modules.
This situation shows parallelism with the awareness averages of the factors, which is the first finding of the study (see Table 4.1.).

DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

With this research, it was aimed to reveal the awareness levels of teachers about EBA and to examine them in terms of various
variables, with an emphasis on "awareness", which is considered to have a significant effect on teachers' use of EBA. As a result
of the descriptive analysis and comparisons made, teachers' awareness of EBA was found to be at "moderate" level and these
awarenesses were found to show meaningful differences related to the branch, school type, number of technological tools owned,
technology usage skills, education about EBA, being aware of the update made in EBA, EBA modules used and the frequency of
EBA use but determined not to be affected from the variable of ITC teacher to be present at school.

The determination of teachers' EBA awareness as medium (X =3.24) shows that these awarenesses are not yet at the desired
and expected level. In a similar study, S6zct and Karatas (2014) stated that teachers' awareness of the FATIH Project is weak. In
other studies in the literature; Givendi (2014) emphasizes that EBA is not introduced to teachers, Tutar (2015) suggests that
teachers do not have knowledge about EBA, that it should be promoted and encouraged in schools, Alabay (2015) states that EBA-
related training is needed and necessary promotions should be made to increase awareness about EBA. Kurtdede Fidan et al.
(2016) say that teachers do not have enough knowledge about EBA, and Ozgiimiis (2018) state that EBA can be promoted through
public service announcements or different broadcasting methods. The fact that even the teachers who are expected to guide
students about the use of the EBA system do not have enough awareness about EBA reveals the necessity of implementing a new
promotional model.

Considering the two sub-dimensions of the scale; It has been observed that the average of "Professional Development and
Production Awareness", which includes Professional Development, Content Production and Question and Exam System modules,
is lower and at "moderate" level compared to "Social Sharing Awareness". When the modules used by the teachers are examined,
it is seen that the same modules are used less than the others. Aksoy (2017), Glvendi (2014) and Tutar (2015) stated that teachers
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use EBA in order to benefit from existing content rather than producing content, Karagorlu and Aici (2019) teachers do not use
content production system, Kurtdede Fidan (2016) stated that they did not develop relevant content related to their own fields.
Pekdemir Gerede (2019) concluded that the videos uploaded by the teachers in the EBA Content module are not suitable for
multimedia criteria. According to Tanrikulu (2017), although simple interface programs were added to EBA to prepare content,
the purpose could not be achieved in terms of content. Ayan (2018), on the other hand, found in his thesis study that teachers do
not sufficiently attend vocational courses in EBA. From all these, it can be deduced that teachers do not have enough awareness
to participate in vocational courses and develop content-question-exams and that there is a need to take precautions in this
context.

In the previous studies, Kuyubasioglu and Kilig (2019) found that the level of EBA use did not differ in terms of branch variable,
contrary to this study, in their study that aimed to determine the level of EBA use of secondary school teachers and to examine
them in terms of various variables. In a similar study, Alabay (2015) determined that there is a significant difference between
branches in terms of usage level. In this study, when the EBA awareness on the basis of the branch variable was examined, it was
seen that the teachers in the Technology Branches had more EBA awareness than the classroom teachers and the teachers in the
developmental branches (Special Education - Guidance - Preschool), and the teachers in the language branches had more EBA
awareness than the teachers in the developmental branches. It is thought that this situation is due to the difference in
technological literacy levels among teachers. It is thought that the high technological literacy of technological branches such as
information technology teachers, together with the training they receive before service, has a positive effect on EBA awareness.
In addition, it can be evaluated that this situation arises from the fact that teachers in developmental branches give more
importance to face-to-face interaction and concrete materials.

Considering the EBA awareness of the teachers according to the school type variable, it was seen that the teachers working in
secondary schools had more EBA awareness than the teachers working in primary and pre-school schools. In a similar study,
Glvendi (2014) concluded that primary and secondary school teachers use EBA more than high school teachers. The reasons for
this situation can be examined with further research.

When the EBA awareness of teachers is examined according to the number of technological tools, which is another variable of
the research; As the number of technological tools owned increases, it is seen that EBA awareness also increases. Whether the
application of tablet distribution to some of the teachers with the FATIH project of the Ministry of National Education supports
this situation may be the subject of research.

Considering the relationship between teachers' technology use skills and EBA awareness, it is seen that teachers with high
technology use skills have more EBA awareness. In this context, it may be important to increase the technological literacy of
teachers before or in-service to increase EBA awareness.

In the schools practicing this project which was started by the Ministry of National Education with the FATIH project, there are
ITC teachers who were assigned by the provincial/district National Education Directorates. One of the main duties of these
teachers is to introduce and inform the teachers and students in the school about the use of EBA (Tekirdag il MEM, 2017). One of
the results of this research is the finding that the presence of ITC teachers in schools does not have a significant effect on EBA
awareness. In line with this finding, it can be suggested to review the effectiveness of teachers working as ICT in schools.

Many previous studies have revealed that: promotional and training activities significantly increase the rates of EBA usage
(Alabay, 2015; Coskunserce and Becit istiirk, 2019; Giivendi, 2014; Kuyubasioglu and Kilig, 2019). In Aksoy (2017)'s research,
teachers stated that adequate in-service training about EBA was not provided as the reason why other teachers could not use EBA
competently. Becit isgitiirk and Turan (2018) stated that teachers' lack of training on EBA or that they do not find the training they
receive sufficient affects their use of EBA negatively. EBA-related education status of teachers, which is thought to be an important
variable in this study, positively affects their awareness of EBA. However, it is very thought-provoking that almost half of the
teachers participating in the research (N = 102) have not received any training on EBA. In this case, as stated in previous studies
(Alabay, 2015; Karagorlu & Aici, 2019; Pekdemir Gerede, 2019), the number of in-service training for teachers on EBA can be
increased and more teachers can use EBA. In addition, in line with the finding that was the subject of the previous discussion;
presentations for other teachers by BTR teachers during the beginning and end of the year professional development programs
of teachers, etc. By organizing activities, both the use of EBA and the effectiveness of BTR teachers can be increased.

Within the scope of the research, the teachers were asked whether they were aware of the revision on February 18, 2020,
which was the last update of the EBA as of the date of implementation. It is noteworthy that 49% (N = 120) of the teachers were
not aware of this revision. Similarly, in the study of Saklan and Unal (2019), the promotion of EBA was found insufficient. EBA
Alabay (2015) found in his study that teachers who have knowledge about the FATIH project use EBA more than those who do
not. In this study, the relational analysis showed a similar situation. Being aware of the updates had a high positive effect on
teachers' EBA awareness.

When EBA awareness of teachers is examined according to the variables of the number of modules used and the frequency of
EBA use, it can be said that the number of modules and their frequency of use have a positive effect on their EBA awareness. It
can be said that teachers who use a large number of modules and teachers who use EBA more frequently have more EBA
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awareness. It would not be wrong to express this in reverse: As EBA awareness increases, teachers use EBA more frequently and
more modules. If it is aimed to increase the use of this platform, teachers' awareness of EBA should be increased in line with this
finding.

As a result, the findings obtained in this study revealed the following: Teachers' awareness of EBA is at ""moderate" level and
these awarenesses are; It differs significantly according to the variables of branch, school type, number of technological tools
owned, technology usage skills, EBA education, being aware of the update made in EBA, the number of EBA modules used and the
frequency of EBA use, but is not significantly affected by the variable of the presence of ITC teachers in schools. In this regard, the
following recommendations are made to the relevant authorities and researchers in the field:

e Since it is important to be aware of the platform when using EBA, taking measures to announce and share new applications
and features published on the platform to teachers can increase awareness. In this sense, it can be suggested to use more effective
methods for promotion.

e Providing technical support to teachers regarding EBA, especially during the entry process, can increase both awareness and
level of use.

e The modules that teachers prefer less to use in EBA can be determined through the statistics in the system and measures
can be taken for this.

» Considering the in-service training provided, courses focusing on “practice” can be organized to increase the use of EBA, as
stated in previous studies.

* Various events (competitions, awards, etc.) can be organized to draw attention to the use of EBA.

¢ Considering that one of the findings obtained in the study is the low level of teacher use of content creation modules in EBA;
a standard content preparation guide can be created for teachers. In addition, considering that the presence of an ITC teacher,
which is another finding, does not have a significant effect on EBA awareness; It can be ensured that both the level of use of these
modules and the effectiveness of ITC teachers can be increased with applied content production activities for other teachers by
ITC teachers during the beginning and end of the year professional development programs of teachers.

* Considering both the effect of technology use skills on EBA awareness and the fact that content production modules are not
used frequently by teachers, according to the study; A general awareness of technology usage can be created from the pre-service
period by focusing more on the design, production and use of e-content in the instructional technologies and material design
courses of the teachers during their undergraduate education.

* By making the "Technology Integration in Education" course compulsory in all faculties and departments that train teachers,
it can be ensured that all teacher candidates are technology literate individuals and they are trained knowing how to integrate
technological elements into education and training processes.

¢ Similarly, more reliable and valid studies can be conducted with a wider participant base and by considering different
variables.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The authors declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or publication of this
article.

Funding
The authors received no financial support for the research, authorship, and publication of this article.

Statements of publication ethics
We hereby declare that the study has not unethical issues and that research and publication ethics have been observed
carefully.

Researchers’ contribution rate
The study was conducted and reported with equal collaboration of the researchers.

Ethics Committee Approval Information

Ethics Committee Approval for the research was obtained from Van Yiziinci Yil University Social and Human Sciences Ethics
Committee with its official letter dated 09/06/2020 and numbered E.36805.

REFERENCES

Aksoy, N. (2017). EBA (Egitim Bilisim Ag1)’ nin kullanim amaci, karsilasilan sorunlar ve ¢éziim 6nerileri. (YUksek Lisans Tezi), Kahramanmarag Siitgl
imam Universitesi, Kahramanmaras.

| Kastamonu Education Journal, 2021, Vol. 29, No. 5|



811

Alabay, A. (2015). Ortatgretim 6gretmenlerinin ve 6grencilerinin EBA(Egitimde Bilisim Ag1) kullanimina iliskin gérisleri Gzerine bir arastirma.
(Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), istanbul Aydin Universitesi, istanbul.

Ayan, E. (2018). Ogretmenlerin egitim bilisim agi icerigini kullanma ve e-igerik gelistirme durumlarinin incelenmesi. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi),
Hacettepe Universitesi, Ankara.

Aydinézi, D., Sozcl, U. ve Akbas, V. (2016). Cografya 6gretiminde eba igeriklerinin 6grenci basarisina etkisi. Karadeniz Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi,
8(15), 339-357.

Bahgeci, F. ve Burak, E. (2018). Ogrencilerin Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) Sitesine Yonelik Goriislerinin Degerlendirilmesi. Kuramsal Egitimbilim Dergisi,
11(4), 676-692.

Bayyigit Teker, S. (2019). Ogretmenlerin teknolojik pedagojik alan bilgisi (TPAB) yeterlilikleri ile egitim bilisim ag1 (EBA) kullanimina yénelik
tutumlari arasindaki iliski. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Balikesir Universitesi, Balikesir.

Becit Iscitiirk, G. ve Turan, E. Z. (2018). Din kiiltiirii ve ahlak bilgisi 6gretmenlerinin egitim bilisim agi'na iliskin gdriisleri. Electronic Turkish Studies,
13(29).

Bertiz, Y. (2017). Cevrimici Sosyal Egitim Platformlarinin Kullanilabilirliklerinin Degerlendirilmesi: Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) Sistemi Ornegi. Bilim
Egitim Sanat ve Teknoloji Dergisi, 1(2), 62-76.

Blylikoztiirk, S. (2018). Sosyal bilimler igin veri analizi el kitabi. Pegem Atif indeksi, 001-214.

Coskunserge, O. ve Becit isgitiirk, G. (2019). Egitim bilisim agi (EBA) platformu hakkinda &grencilerin farkindaliginin artirilmasina yénelik bir durum
galismasi. Journal of Qualitative Research in Education, 7(1), 1-17.

Dikmen, S. ve Bahgeci, F. (2020). Covid-19 Pandemisi Stirecinde Kiiresel Capta Uygulanan Yiiksekogretim Kurumlarindaki Uzaktan Egitim Siregleri
Hakkinda Durum Calismasi: Firat Universitesi Ornegi. Turkish Journal of Educational Studies, 7(2), 78-98.

Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (EBA). (2020a). Hakkinda. https://www.eba.gov.tr/ adresinden 14 Mart 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (EBA). (2020b). Ogretmenlere Ozel EBA Kullanim Simiilasyonlari. https://www.eba.gov.tr/kullanim-simulasyonlari adresinden
17 Mayis 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Ekici, M., Arslan, I. ve Tiiziin, H. (2016). Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (EBA) web portali kullanilabilirliginin g6z izleme yéntemiyle degerlendirilmesi. A. isman,
HF Odabasi ve B. Akkoyunlu (Editorler) Egitim teknolojileri okumalari, 273-296.

Elgicek, A. (2019). Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (EBA) web sitesinin 6gretmenler tarafindan kullanim sikliginin incelenmesi Mardin ili Kiziltepe ilgesi 6rnegi.
(Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Sakarya Universitesi, Sakarya.

Erensayin, E. (2018). Cevrimici ders materyallerinin degerlendirilmesi: EBA ders drnegi. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Van Yiziincii Yil Universitesi, Van.

Erensayin, E. ve Giiler, C. (2017). EBA platformundaki ders materyallerinin egitsel yazilim degerlendirme 6lgltlerine gére degerlendirilmesi. Ahi
Evran Universitesi Kirsehir Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 18(1), 657-678.

Erensayin, E. ve Giiler, . (2019). Cevrimici Ders Materyallerinin Degerlendiriimesi: EBA Ders Ornegi. Hacettepe Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi
Dergisi.

Ertem Akbas, E. (2019). Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) Destekli Matematik Ogretiminin 5. Sinif Kesir Konusunda Ogrenci Basarilarina Etkisi. Journal of
Computer and Education Research, 7(13), 120-145.

Fryer, L. K. ve Bovee, H. N. (2016). Supporting students' motivation for e-learning: Teachers matter on and offline. The Internet and Higher
Education, 30, 21-29.

Gokdas, I. ve Kayri, M. (2005). E-6grenme ve Tiirkiye agisindan sorunlar, ¢dziim &nerileri. Yiiziincii Yil Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 2(2).

Gilvendi, G. M. (2014). Millt Egitim Bakanlig’nin 6gretmenlere sunmus oldugu ¢evrimici egitim ve paylasim sitelerinin 6gretmenlerce kullanim
sikhginin belirlenmesi: Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) érnegi. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Sakarya Universitesi, Sakarya.

isman, A. (2008). Uzaktan egitim: Pegem Akademi.

Kalemkus, F. (2016). Ortaégretimdeki Ogretmen Ve Ogrencilerin Egitim Bilisim Agi (Eba)’Ya iliskin Gorusleri. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Afyon Kocatepe
Universitesi, Afyonkarahisar.

Kapidere, M. ve Cetinkaya, H. N. (2017). Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) Mobil Uygulamasinin Degerlendirilmesi. International Journal of Active Learning,
2(2), 1-14.

Karagorlu, A. T. ve Atici, B. (2019). EBA Platformundaki Kavram Haritalari ve infografiklerin Kullanimina Dair Ogretmen ve Ogrenci Gérisleri. Gazi
Egitim Bilimleri Dergisi, 5, 77-96.

Kayaduman, H., Sirakaya, M. ve Seferoglu, S. S. (2011). Egitimde FATIH projesinin 6gretmenlerin yeterlik durumlari agisindan incelenmesi XIIl.
Akademik Bilisim Konferansi Bildirileri (pp. 123-129). inéni Universitesi, Malatya.

Kilig Kogak, P. (2019). Milli Egitim Bakanligi Egitim Bilisim Agi'nda bulunan biyoloji dersi elektronik iceriklerinin degerlendirilmesi. (Yuksek Lisans
Tezi), Hacettepe Universitesi, Ankara.

Kurtdede Fidan, N. (2016). Sinif Ogretmenlerinin Egitim Bilisim Agi'ndan (Eba) Yararlanmaya iliskin Gériisleri. Journal of International Social
Research, 9(45), 626-626.

Kurtdede Fidan, N., Erbasan, O. ve Kolsuz, S. (2016). Sinif Ogretmenlerinin Egitim Bilisim Agi'ndan (EBA) Yararlanmaya iliskin Gériisleri. Journal
of International Social Research, 9(45).

Kuyubasioglu, R. M. ve Kilig, F. (2019). Ortaokul 6gretmenlerinin goruslerine gére EBA (Egitimde Bilisim Agi) kullanim dlzeylerinin incelenmesi.
Journal of Advanced Education Studies, 1(1), 32-52.

| Kastamonu Education Journal, 2021, Vol. 29, No. 5|


https://www.eba.gov.tr/
https://www.eba.gov.tr/kullanim-simulasyonlari

812

Maden, S. ve Onal, A. (2018). Elektronik bilisim agi1 (EBA)’ndaki ortaokul Tiirkge dersi iceriklerinin kullanimi iizerine bir arastirma. Dil Egitimi ve
Arastirmalari Dergisi, 4(2), 101-121.

Milli Egitim Bakanligi (MEB). (2020a). Bakan Selguk, Koronaviris'e karsi egitim alaninda alinan tedbirleri agikladi. http://www.meb.gov.tr/bakan-
selcuk-koronaviruse-karsi-egitim-alaninda-alinan-tedbirleri-acikladi/haber/20497/tr adresinden 15 Mayis 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Milli Egitim Bakanhgi (MEB). (2020b). Egitim Bilisim Agi'nin (EBA) yeni dénem lansmani gergeklesti. https://yegitek.meb.gov.tr/www/egitim-
bilisim-aginin-eba-yeni-donem-lansmani-gerceklesti/icerik/2999 adresinden 20 Mart 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Milli Egitim Bakanhgi (MEB). (2020c). Fatih Projesi Vizyonumuz-Misyonumuz. http://fatihprojesi.meb.gov.tr/about.html adresinden 20 Mart
2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Milli Egitim Bakanligi (MEB). (2020d). Sayilarla Uzaktan Egitim. https://vegitek.meb.gov.tr/www/sayilarla-uzaktan-egitim-23-mart-15-mayis-
2020/icerik/3047 adresinden 20 Mayis 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Nakiboglu, C. ve Gacanoglu, S. (2019). Deneyimli Kimya Ogretmenlerinin Derslerinde Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) Ders iceriklerini Kullanma
Durumlarinin incelenmesi. Necatibey Egitim Fakiiltesi Elektronik Fen ve Matematik Egitimi Dergisi, 1141-1166.

0z, H. (2016). Metacognitive Awareness and Academic Motivation: A Cross-Sectional Study in Teacher Education Context of Turkey. Procedia -
Social and Behavioral Sciences, 232, 109-121.

Ozgiimis, 0. (2018). Bursa ilinde dgrenci-veli-dgretmenlerin egitim bilisim aginin kullanim sikliginin belirlenmesi. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Bursa
Uludag Universitesi, Bursa.

Pekdemir Gerede, M. (2019). Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (Eba) 4.Sinif Ders iceriklerine Yénelik Videolarin Coklu Ortam Tasarim ilkelerine Gore incelenmesi.
(Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Gazi Universitesi, Ankara.

Saglik Bakanlhigi. (2020). Turkiye'deki Koronavirlis Glincel Durumu. https://covid19.saglik.gov.tr/ adresinden 20 Mayis 2020 tarihinde erisilmistir.

Saklan, H. (2017). Bazi fen bilimleri 6gretmenlerinin Egitim Bilisim Ag1 (EBA) hakkindaki gorisleri. (Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Gaziosmanpasa
Universitesi, Tokat.

Saklan, H. ve Unal, C. (2018). Teknoloji dostu fen bilimleri 6gretmenlerinin egitim bilisim agi (eba) hakkindaki gériisleri. Necatibey Egitim Fakdiltesi
Elektronik Fen ve Matematik Egitimi Dergisi, 12(1), 493-526.

Saklan, H. ve Unal, C. (2019). Dijital Egitim Platformlari Arasinda EBA’nin Yeri ile ilgili Fen Bilimleri Ogretmenlerinin Gériisleri. Ondokuz Mayis
Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 38(1), 19-34.

Sézci, O. F. ve Karatas, I. H. (2014). Ogretmenlerin Fatih Projesine iliskin Farkindaliklari ve Beklentileri: Bir Durum Analizi. Gaziantep University
Journal of Social Sciences, 13(4).

Sahin, M. ve Erman, E. (2019). Tarih dersi 6gretmenlerinin egitim bilisim agi’'na (eba) iliskin goruglerinin incelenmesi. Mehmet Akif Ersoy
Universitesi Egitim Fakiiltesi Dergisi(49), 256-275.

Tanrikulu, F. (2017). EBA’nin Turkge dersi 6grenme alanlarini karsilama yeterliligine yonelik 6gretmen gorusleri. Ana Dili Egitimi Dergisi, 5(3), 395-

416.

Tekirdag |l Milli Egitim Mudarlagi (MEM). (2017). Fatih Projesi Bilisim  Teknolojileri Rehberligi  Gorevi.
https://tekirdag.meb.gov.tr/meb_iys_dosyalar/2017_01/11165656_EK1_BTR_Gorevleri.pdf adresinden 8 Haziran 2020 tarihinde
erisilmistir.

Telli, S. G. ve Altun, D. (2020). Coronaviriis ve cevrimici (online) egitimin énlenemeyen yiikselisi. Universite Arastirmalari Dergisi, 3(1), 25-34.
Tuncer, M. (2005). Egitimde 6l¢me ve degerlendirme. Ankara: Akis Yayinevi.

Tsai, Y.-h., Lin, C.-h., Hong, J.-c. ve Tai, K.-h. (2018). The effects of metacognition on online learning interest and continuance to learn with
MOOCs. Computers & Education, 121, 18-29. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.02.011

Tutar, M. (2015). Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) sitesine yonelik olarak 6gretmenlerin gorislerinin degerlendirilmesi. (YUksek Lisans Tezi), Karadeniz
Teknik Universitesi, Trabzon.

Tirker, A. ve Gliven, C. (2016). Lise 6gretmenlerinin Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA) projesinden yararlanma diizeyleri ve proje ile ilgili gorlsleri. Egitim
ve Ogretim Arastirmalari Dergisi, 5(1), 244-254.

Tiysliz, C. ve Ciimen, V. (2016). EBA ders web sitesine iliskin ortaokul égrencilerinin gériisleri. Usak Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 9(27/3),
278-296.

World Health Organization (WHQ). (2020). Coronavirus. https://www.who.int/health-topics/coronavirus adresinden 15 Mart 2020 tarihinde
erisilmistir.

Yilmaz, B. A. (2013). Egitimde FATIH Projesi ve Egitim Bilisim Agi (EBA). XV. Akademik Bilisim Konferansi Bildirileri (pp. 963-964). Akdeniz
Universitesi, Antalya.

Yurdakul, B. (2016). Uzaktan egitim. Pegem Atif indeksi, 2016(5), 271-288.

| Kastamonu Education Journal, 2021, Vol. 29, No. 5|


https://yegitek.meb.gov.tr/www/sayilarla-uzaktan-egitim-23-mart-15-mayis-2020/icerik/3047
https://yegitek.meb.gov.tr/www/sayilarla-uzaktan-egitim-23-mart-15-mayis-2020/icerik/3047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2018.02.011

