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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research is to investigateréhations the achievement motive of secondary
school students and the relations between the aetmient motive and “gender”, “class level”,
“parent education level” and “family income leveltith variables. Total 151 students studying
in high schools in the city center of Karabuk il tcademic year of 2010-2011 participated in
the research. Survey model was used in the stlidhe Achievement Motive Scale" was used as
data collecting tool developed by Ellez (2004). Tescriptive statistics, t-test and one way
variance analysis (ANOVA) were used in the analgéislata. At the end of the study, the
arithmetic mean of the views of students aboutsttede of achievement motivation has been
determined to be 3.74. The views of students abeuscale of geography lesson achievement
motivation has shown significant difference accogdio “class level”, but did not show any
significant difference according to “gender”, “math's education level”, “father's education
level” and “family income status”. Based on thedings of the study, suggestions for increasing
the achievement motivations of the students towgedgraphy curriculum have been developed.

Keywords: Geography lesson, Geography education, Achievemetivation.

INTRODUCTION

There is an important and separated place of ntadivén training process. Because motivation
in education effects the level of the learning mdividual and as well as they reflect to their
behaviours what they have learned or not. The rattm of students represents the active
participation of the students in learning proceBse curiosity and interest of the students
manifest itself with the connection to the subjeerrned, focus on the process of learning lesson
and the joy of learning [1]. The students have lve#n motivated enough does not attend class
regularly, does not listen to the lesson carefultyes not want to do homework and is irrelevant
to the issues [2].
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The definitions of‘motive” and“motivation” were made by many researchers. The common
side of these definitions is motivation’s beirthé driving force activating behaviourSome of

the definitions of motive and motivation are addwis: motive is the power gives strength and
direction to the behaviour; this power causes to fac a purpose by affecting organis3].
Motive is the driving force activating the organisgiving energy, causing a sensory uplift
(enthusiasm, desire) and directing behaviour toi@ah some specific purposes in certain
situations[4]. Motivation is a desire to succeed a goal which samngful to individual5].
Motivation tries to explain the reason why peopéeide to do something, with which decision
they go after their willingness, and how long tlaeg willing [6].

A large number of theories have been proposed ptagxthe process of incentive motivation.
These theories have emphasized different aspectsthef concept of motivation.
Motivation is one of the theories of "achievemenbtination" proposed by Atkinson
expectancy-value theory in essence. This theomafvation focuses on the process to explain
the need for achievement and fear of failure F¢hievement motivation can be defined as
making good business or the orientation to theam&iwhich is important to compel with the
perfect standardgg].

The important issue in achievement motive is thegmss according to the student's

performance targets. The achievements of the stsiddrout the course are usually determined
by the scores in examinations and the passing motelass. Achievement motivation indicates

using all his time and energy to achieve the stahdbjectives set before [9].

GoO¢ (2010) has stated the factors affecting stal@chievement motivation as; effectiveness of

the teacher, friends, the individual's attitudedodvschool, students' perceptions about their own
abilities, past experiences (positive or negati#e, importance given to the student's success,
parents approaches towards their children and $d&yo@king into account the researches done
[10].

Achievement motivation differences between high lamdof the persons shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Achievement motivation differences betweehigh and low for those

High Low

Learns to be learned. Works appear to have learned.

Put purposes in middle difficulties. Put purposesdasy or too difficult.
Qualification feelings have been developed. Quatfon feelings have not been developed.
Makes installation to the effort. Makes installatio the external factors.

It tries to overcome the difficulties encounteredarely be in defeat when faced difficulty.

Source: [11]

To take advantage of the achievement motivatiogduncational applications it should be known
what level of the achievement motivations of thedsnhts. Students with high achievement
motivation will enjoy to do challenging exercisds, answer difficult questions, to try the
chances of the remaining unsolved cases againe@idvith low motivation are needed to
ensure the knowledge of success and to increasezatiom by moderating the degree of
difficulty by the research and questions.
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The Purpose of the Research

If the students can not learn well, one of the rmaasons for this is that they are not interested i
the course. One of the important tasks of the &raishto provide the motivation of the student.
The positive classroom atmosphere established agh&es will provide confidence in the
student's teacher. As a result of this, studentsdevelop a positive attitude towards the lesson.
Increase in motivation will emerge and may incredessre to achieve [12].

For students with low interest in geography lessloa,issues would be cheesy and boring. To do
away with this negativity in geography teachingds&int should take an active part in the process
of learning and he is willing to participate indlprocess that is to be motivated. To acquire the
desired qualities in students and to motivate tliemgeography lesson are possible only by

planning the process of teaching and strategiedlandealization of the process in parallel this.

Factors such as the reading levels and learnirlgsstf students on the issues in geography
curriculum, the method or approach that geograplaghers will chose, the teaching materials
and teaching service to be used, education progeathurriculum are the important variables

in the process of teaching [13].

In recent years in geography lesson, studies asidgeshe different dimensions of students’
motivation have been made. For example; [14, 15k hstudied €ooperative learning [16]
“academic controversy technigy [17] “problem based learnirig [18, 19] “geographic
information systenis[20] “data show technique effects on the motivation @fsthdents [13]
“the views of the students on the factors negatafédgting motivation on geography lesson

When literature examined, no study has been fobodtaachievement motivations of secondary
school students in geography lessons. With thislystthe importance of the achievement
motivation, an important concept in education,riedt to be emphasized. Thus, providing the
achievement of motivation is considered to sheditlitp the curriculum writers, teachers,
students and families. to determine the level dliaement of motivation is important to bring
the proposals change the attitudes of the studehts have low achievement motivations
positively.

The purpose of this research is to investigatertbgvation of the secondary school students on
geography lesson, the relations between the aahienemotives and the variables of "gender”,
"class level”, "parent education” and "family ino®rstatus”. For this purpose, the problem
sentence and sub problems are given below.

Problem statement
What is the level of secondary school studentsieagment motivation towards geography
lessons?

Sub problems

1. Is there any significant difference between thieieement motivation of secondary students
on geography lesson agénder?

2. Is there any significant difference between thiei@ement motivation of secondary students
on geography lesson anthss level?

3. Is there any significant difference between thei@ement motivation of secondary students
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on geography lesson and tine mather's education level

4. Is there any significant difference between theieaement motivation of secondary students
on geography lesson atite father's education level

5. Is there any significant difference between thei@ement motivation of secondary students
on geography lesson afamily income statu®

METHOD

This research is a general survey model. Surveyelaodre the approaches describing the
interaction between attitudes by taking currentnéveelations and conditions at an earlier event
into account. General survey models are the arraagts of the scan carried out on all of the

universe or a group of sample taken from it oriedron samples in a universe composed of
many elements [21].

Study Group
151 students studying in high schools in Karabik2@10-2011 school year at first period

participated in the study. The sample formed thhotapndom sample selection. In this type of

selection, the sample is selected at random frentishset [22]. The personal information of the
students shown in Table 1.

Table 1: The personal information of students parttipating in the research

Frequency (f) | Percentage (%)
Male 68 45.0
Gender Female 83 55.0
Total 151 100.0
Ninth grade 28 18.5
Class Level Tenth grade 85 56.3
Eleventh grade 38 25.3
Total 151 100.0
Primary education 92 60.9
Mother's Education Secondary education 49 325
Status University 10 6.6
Total 151 100.0
Primary education 44 29.1
Father's Education Secondary education 70 46.4
Status University 37 24.5
Total 151 100.0
Officer 31 20.5
Worker 44 29.1
. Self employed 46 30.5
Family Income Status Retired >3 185
Unemployed 2 1.3
Total 151 100.0

As shown in Table 1, 151 students participatecha dtudy. 83 of these students were female
students, 68 of them were male students. 28 oftildents at ninth grade, 85 of them is tenth
grade and 38 of them is eleventh grade.
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Data Collection Tool

The scale was developed by Ellez (2004) in ordeddtermine the level of the students'
achievement motivation [23]. The scale consist2®fitems, and measures of the students'
achievement motive in the size stfive, participation, willingness to workndmaintaining the
working The scale has five Likert type and scoresvasy' appropriate (5)", "appropriate (4)",
undecided (3)", "not suitable (2)" and "not at ailitable (1)". To determine the reliability of the
guestionnaire, expert opinion was taken and 55 bajtool students have been piloted and the
KMO coefficient of the survey was founded as (0.8t3l Cronbach alpha reliability coefficient
(0.70). According to the results obtained, theescain be expressed as a reliable instrument [24].

Data Analysis

The data collected during the research processewalsated by using “SPSS 15.0 for Windows”
package program. The arithmetic mean and standawhttbn values were used for the
distribution of the achievement motivation levelstdidents’ perceptions about geography lesson.
The"independent samples t-testas used to determine whether there is signifiddference in
students' achievement motivation levels of geogrdpksson according to gendéOne-Way
Variance Analysis (ANOVA) and LSDVas used to determine whether there is significant
difference in students' achievement motivation lev# geography lesson according to grade
level, educational level of mother, father eduaadidevel and their families' income status. The
significant difference level was discussed as 0€i88stically.

Table 2: The mean, standard deviation and percentagvalues of the perceptions of high school studerabout
the scale of achievement motivation on geographysgon

Dimensions The scale of the expressions X Ss
| try stubbornly when | failed geography lessons. ,723| 1,10
I try to do the best whatever | do. 4,24 76
Being successful at easy tasks that anyone can@®oribt give me pleasure. 3,76 1,26
I would like courses pass full. 3,15 | 1,33
Strive | enjoy answering difficult questions in geograpxams. 2,86 1,36
| try to do my best when | have work. 4,37 ,82
To take low marks in geography lesson makes me sad. 4,65 ,66
I would like to get the highest mark in geograpégsion. 4,41 ,90
Not to take high marks makes me sad. 4,47 | 1,02
| study hard to geography lessons. 3,45 ,92
| study geography lessons only test period. 3,35251,
Participation | | enjoy studying geography lessons. 3,60 | 1,12
| get bored when | start studying geography lessons 3,30 | 1,18
| want easy issues to be taught instead of diffisslues in geography lessons. 3,712 1,24
| like being successful at school. 4,78 ,64
Willingness to | | get disturbed when | can not finish my geograpbgnework. 3,74 1,20
work | don't try to learn more than taught. 2,96 | 1,26
| start studying after geography lesson. 2,68 | 1,06
| feel better when | am successful at school. 417257
Maintaining | review geography lessons even | don’t have exam. 297 | 1,13
to working | study more than homework even my teachers doalttwne to do. 267 1,11
I try to understand geography lesson. 4,38 ,67
| try to ingratiate to my geography teacher. 4,09 ,121]
Total 3.74 | 1,0z
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Findings

1) The findings related to the levels of the studési achievement motivation on geography
lesson

Mean, standard deviation and percentage valudsegberceptions of high school students about
the scale of achievement motivation on geograpsgole were given in the table 2.

When looked at the arithmetic average of the viefvdhe students about the scale for the
achievement motivation on geography lesson wasdi@um According to thisthe views of the
students about the scale for the achievement motivgeography lesson were determined to be
“appropriate” level. Among the answers given by students tosttede of achievement, the
highest arithmetic average afklike being successful at school (4.78)", “I febktter when I'm
successful at school (4.72)", “To take low markgggography lesson makes me sad (4,66%
ones with the lowest arithmetic averagestudy more than homework even my teachers don't
want me to do (2,67)", “I start studying after geaghy lesson (2,68)", “I enjoy answering
difficult questions in geography exams (2,86)”

2) The influence of ‘gendef of the students towards the achievement motivatias on
geography lesson

Thet-testwas done to know whether the achievement motimatio geography lesson level of
the secondary school students participated inttaysliffers according to the gender or not and
the data results were given in table 3.

Table 3: The mean, arithmetic average, standard divation and t-test results of the secondary school
students' views about the scale of achievement mati on geography lesson according to gender

Dimensions Gender n X Ss Sd t p
Strive F'\élr?::le 6883 3355?702 44,749118 1491 -149 1 873
Participation nale | 68 11772577 22'%?1 149 | -718 | 474
Willingness to work Fl\élr?:;e 6883 1144,3006 22’?’52538 149 | 598 | 551
Maintaining to working F'\élrilsle 6883 1188’?719 2?;?0?7 149 | 241 | 810
General F'\élr?:;e 6883 886671105 99’?67695 149 | -034 | ,973*
*P>0.05

When Table 3 was examined, the views of the matefamale students about the scale of the
achievement motivation on geography lesson haveet shown any meaningful differences on
the dimension of“strive”, “participation”, “willingness to work” and ‘maintaining to
working”. As a resultthe views of the students about the scale of tiheeaement motive on
geography lesson has not been shown any meaniagbdrding to the variable of gender
(t(106):',034;p>0-05)-

3. The influence of “class level of the students towards the achievement motivatios on
geography lesson
Whether the views of the secondary school studebtsut the scale of geography lesson
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achievement motivation differs according to “graelel” or not was determined byohe- Way
Variance Analysis (ANOVA)"When any important was founded at the end ofatteysis, it

was checked byMultiple Comparison Test (LSD)o find which group or groups cause that
difference. Descriptive statistics of secondary school studeaisut the scale of geography

lesson achievement motivation according to clasellare given in Table 4 an@ne-Way
Variance Analysis (ANOVAgsults are given in Table 5.

Table 4: Descriptive statistics of secondary schostudents about the scale of geography lesson ackéeent
motivation according to class level

Dimensions Grade N X S
9™ Grade 28 38,2500 3,88373
Strive 10" Grade 85 35,0118 4,39289
11" Grade 38 35,2368 4,87927
Total 151 35,6689 4,57489
9" Grade 28 18,2500 2,35112
Particination 10" Grade 85 17,0706 2,55785
P 11" Grade 38 17,6842 2,53735
Total 151 17,4437 2,54201
9™ Grade 28 15,2500 2,57660
Willingness to work 10" Grade 85 13,9882 2,60263
11" Grade 38 13,7895 2,18295
Total 151 14,1722 2,53709
9™ Grade 28 20,7500 2,33532
Maintaining to 10" Grade 85 18,6353 3,01128
working 11" Grade 38 17,9211 2,65474
Total 151 18,8477 2,95240
9" Grade 28 92,5000 8,26192
General 1ot: Grade 85 84,7059 9,57281
11" Grade 38 84,6316 8,81467
Total 151 86,1325 9,59491

Table 5: The ANOVA results of the views of the secalary school students about the scale of geography
lesson achievement motivation when compared gradevel

Dimensions Source of variance| Sum of Squares df | Mean Square| F P Mean
Between Groups 230,337 Y. 115,169 9-10
Strive Within Groups 2909,107 148 19,656 | 5,859| ,004* 9-11
Total 3139,444 15(
Between Groups 32,235 2 16,117
Participation Within Groups 937,037 148 6,331 | 2,546| ,082**
Total 969,272 15( ]
Between Groups 40,969 2 20,485 9-10
Willingness to work Within Groups 924,554 148 6,247 | 3,279| ,040* 9-11
Total 965,523 15(
Between Groups 137,789 Y. 68,895 9-10
Maintaining to working Within Groups 1169,707 148 7,903 | 8,717| ,000* 9-11
Total 1307,497 15(
Between Groups 1393,862 2 696,931 9-10
General Within Groups 12415,489 148 83,888 | 8,308| ,000* 9-11
Total 13809,351 15
*P<0.05 ; *P>0.05
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When Table 5 was examined, the views of the secgnsizhool students about the scale of
geography lesson achievement motivation has attally significant differencesaccording to
grade level in the dimension o$tfive”, “willingness of working”, “maintaining ofworking”.

As a result, the views of the students about thke sif geography lesson achievement motivation
has shown meaningful difference according to griagel[F (214s~8,308; p<05].This difference
has been seen between ninth and tenth gradesrahdanid eleventh grades.

Table 6: Descriptive statistics of secondary schostudents about the scale of geography lesson achéenent
motivation according to mother’s education level

Dimensions Educational level N X S
Primary education 92 36,0870 4,65432
Strive Se_cond_ary educa_tion 49 34,9184 4,37244
University Education 10 35,5000 4,79004
Total 151 35,6689 4,57489
Primary education 92 17,5000 2,53979
Participation Sepond_ary educa_tion 49 17,4286 2,66927
University Education 10 17,0000 2,05480
Total 151 17,4437 2,54201
Primary education 92 14,4130 2,43217
Willingness to work Sepond_ary educa_tion 49 13,6735 2,47814
University Education 10 14,4000 3,56526
Total 151 14,1722 2,53709
Primary education 92 18,9891 2,80696
Maintaining to Secondary education 49 18,5714 2,86502
working University Education 10 18,9000 4,60555
Total 151 18,8477 2,95240
Primary education 92 86,9891 9,42931
General Sepond_ary educa_tion 49 84,5918 9,36064
University Education 10 85,8000 12,14542
Total 151 86,1325 9,59491

Table 7: The ANOVA results of the views of the secalary school students about the scale of geography
lesson achievement motivation when compared mothereducation level

Dimensions Source of variance Sum of Squares df | Mean Square F P
Between Groups 43,966 2 21,983 1051 | 352%
Strive Within Groups 3095,478 148 20,915 ' '
Total 3139,444 150
Between Groups 2,272 2 1,136 174 | 8a1*
Participation Within Groups 967,000 148 6,534 ’ ’
Total 969,272 150
Between Groups 18,043 2 9,022 1409| 2a8*
Willingness to work Within Groups 947,480 148 6,402 ’ ’
Total 965,523 150
Between Groups 5,608 2 2,804 319 | 728
Maintaining to working Within Groups 1301,889 148 8,797 ’ ’
Total 1307,497 150
Between Groups 184,925 2 92,463 1004!| 369*
General Within Groups 13624,426 148 92,057 ’ ’
Total 13809,351 15(
*P>0.05
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4) The influence of ‘mother's education levélof the students towards the achievement
motivations on geography lesson

Whether the views of the secondary school studebtsut the scale of geography lesson
achievement motivation differs according“taother's education leveldr not was determined
by “One- Way Variance Analysis (ANOVA)Descriptive statistics of secondary school students
about the scale of geography lesson achievemenvation according to mother’s education
level are given in Table 6 ar@@he-Way Variance Analysis (ANOM&¥ults are given in Table 7.

When Table 7 was examined the views of studentstahe scale of the achievement motivation
on geography lesson has not been shown any meahidijferences on the dimension of
“strive”, “participation”, “willingness to work” ad “maintaining to working” according to
mothers’ educational levelAs a result, the views of the students about tleesof the
achievement motive on geography lesson has not sfe@an any meaningful according to the
variable of mother’s educational le#l 2 1487=1.004; p>05].

5) The influence of ‘father's education levél of the students towards the achievement
motivations on geography lesson

Whether the views of the secondary school studebtsut the scale of geography lesson
achievement motivation differs according‘tather's education level'or not was determined by
“One- Way Variance Analysis (ANOVA)’Descriptive statistics of secondary school students
about the scale of geography lesson achievemeination according to father’s education level
are given in Table 8 anfdne-Way Variance Analysis (ANOMWA}¥ults are given in Table 9.

Table 8: Descriptive statistics of secondary schostudents about the scale of geography lesson ackéeent
motivation according to father’'s education level

Dimensions Educational level N X S
Primary education 44 36,0455 4,51331
Strive Se_cond_ary educa_tion 70 36,0429 4,38851
University Education 37 34,5135 4,91382
Total 151 35,6689 4,57489
Primary education 44 17,1591 2,25103
Participation Se_cond_ary educa_tion 70 17,7143 2,77746
University Education 37 17,2703 2,41119
Total 151 17,4437 2,54201
Primary education 44 13,7955 2,33855
Willingness to work Sepond_ary educa'tion 70 14,7429 2,36940
University Education 37 13,5405 2,88285
Total 151 14,1722 2,53709
Primary education 44 18,8182 2,79761
Maintaining to Secondary education 70 19,3286 2,61391
working University Education 37 17,9730 3,55502
Total 151 18,8477 2,95240
Primary education 44 85,8182 9,28934
General Se_cond_ary educa_tion 70 87,8286 8,72772
University Education 37 83,2973 10,97944
Total 151 86,1325 9,59491
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Table 9: The ANOVA results of the views of the secalary school students about the scale of geography
lesson achievement motivation when compared father’education level

Dimensions Source of variance Sum of Squares df | Mean Square F P
Between Groups 65,420 2 32,710 1575| 210*
Strive Within Groups 3074,024 148 20,770 ' '
Total 3139,444 150
Bet.w_een Groups 9,802 2 4,901 756 | 471
Participation Within Groups 959,469 148 6,483
Total 969,272 15Q
Between Groups 43,803 2 21,902 3517
Willingness to work Within Groups 921,720 148 6,228 ' ,032**
Total 965,523 15Q
Between Groups 44,535 2 22,268 2609 077*
Maintaining to working Within Groups 1262,961 148 8,534 ' '
Total 1307,497 150
Between Groups 503,133 P 251,566 >708| 064*
General Within Groups 13306,218 148 89,907 ' '
Total 13809,351 15(
*P>0.05

When Table 9 was examined the views of studentautathe scale of the achievement
motivation on geography lesson has not been shomyn meaningful differences on the
dimension of “strive”, “participation” and “maint@ing to working” according to fathers’
educational level. The views of the secondary stlstudents about the scale of geography
lesson achievement motivation has a statisticalipiicant differences according to father’s
educational level in the dimensiowiflingness to work’[F (2 14¢73,517; p<05].As a result, the
views of the students about the scale of the aehiemnt motive on geography lesson has not
been shown any meaningful according to the variablfe father's educational level
[F(2,148):2,798; p<05]

6) The influence of “family income status” of the students towards the achievement
motivations on geography lesson

Whether the views of the secondary school studebtsut the scale of geography lesson
achievement motivation differs according“tamily income status”or not was determined by
“One- Way Variance Analysis (ANOVA)Descriptive statistics of secondary school students
about the scale of geography lesson achievemenvatioh according to family income status
are given in Table 10 ar@ne-Way Variance Analysis (ANOMA&}¥ults are given in Table 11.

When Table 11 was examined the views of studentatathe scale of the achievement
motivation on geography lesson has not been shomyn maeaningful differences on the
dimension of “strive”, “participation”, “willingnes to work” and “maintaining to working”
according to family income statuas a result, the views of the students about thé& sof the
achievement motive on geography lesson has not ¢fe@an any meaningful according to the
variable of family income statdiB 2 1487,345; p>05].
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Table 10: Descriptive statistics of secondary schbstudents about the scale of geography lesson aetement

motivation according to family income status

Dimensions Educational level N X S

Civil servant 31 35,8710 5,22648

Employee 44 35,7273 4,77086

Strive Trad_eman 46 35,6522 4,00676
Retired 28 35,3571 4,57217

Unemployed 2 36,0000 7,07107

Total 151 35,6689 4,57489

Civil servant 31 17,4194 2,06194

Employee 44 17,6364 2,90221

Participation Trad_eman 46 17,2609 2,45343
Retired 28 17,7143 2,56554

Unemployed 2 14,0000 1,41421

Total 151 17,4437 2,54201

Civil servant 31 13,8387 2,95631

Employee 44 14,5227 2,51959

Willingness to work Trad_eman 46 14,0217 2,22600
Retired 28 14,0000 2,53859

Unemployed 2 17,5000 , 70711

Total 151 14,1722 2,53709

Civil servant 31 18,2903 2,95740

Employee 44 19,5455 2,99965

Maintaining to Trademan 46 18,6957 2,64045
working Retired 28 18,4286 3,29341
Unemployed 2 21,5000 , 70711

Total 151 18,8477 2,95240
Civil servant 31 85,4194 10,54443
Employee 44 87,4318 10,12801

G | Trademan 46 85,6304 8,87032
enera Retired 28 85,5000 9,21954
Unemployed 2 89,0000 9,89949

Total 151 86,1325 9,59491

Table 11: The ANOVA results of the views of the sendary school students about the scale of geography
lesson achievement motivation when compared famiipcome status

Scholars Research Library

Dimensions Source of variance| Sum of Squares df | Mean Square| F P
Between Groups 4,369 4 1,092 051 | 995+
Strive Within Groups 3135,074 146 21,473 | ' '
Total 3139,444 15(
Between Groups 28,957 4 7,239 .
Participation Within Groups 940,314 146 6,441 1,124,348
Total 969,272 15(
Between Groups 32,874 4 8,219 1287| 278*
Willingness to work Within Groups 932,649 146 6,388 ' '
Total 965,523 15(
Between Groups 51,104 4 12,776 1485| 210*
Maintaining to working Within Groups 1256,392 146 8,605 ' '
Total 1307,497 15(
Between Groups 129,290 4 32,322 345 | 847+
General Within Groups 13680,061 146 93,699 | ' '
Total 13809,351 150
*P>0.05
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In this research, the achievement motivation ofsagondary school students towards geography
lesson and the relations between the achievemetiveancand the variables of 'gender’, 'class
level', 'mother's education level', 'father's ediocalevel' and 'family income status' has been
examined. The results of the data analysis tal@n the study were given below.

The outstanding results of the answers of the stotde participated in the study, given to the
scale of geography lesson achievement motive artobews.

97% of secondary school students participated m gtudy stated they feel good about
themselves when they are successful at school, &5#tem getting low marks in geography
lesson would make them sad, 91% of them try to staled geography lesson, 86% of them
want to get the highest mark in geography lessé#p 8f them try to do their best no matter
what they do, 66% of them study stubbornly whery tfeél to work, 64% of them would be
uneasy when they don’t do their geography homewg2k of them think easy issues should be
taught in geography lesson, 59% of them enjoy stgdgeography lesson, 53% of them study
geography lesson hard, 53% of them study geogrkgsispn on during test period, 42% of them
want geography lessons absent, and 42% of thentaoiotlearn more than they are taught.

The researches done in different classes, soméestsdpport the findings of this researcher
observed. G6¢ (2010) concluded in his research ithahath classes, the primary students’
motivation levels are high but they avoid to stuahd difficult issues [10]. Toy (2007) has
reached in his study that the arithmetic averaga®fichievement motive of the students toward
biology lesson is 3.70 and they are driven to achi&t the level of 74%. The statements that
students agree the most are thebéeel better when I'm successful at schoalid“l like being
successful at schoal'The statements that they agree the least drevant easy issues to be
taught instead of difficult issues in geographystes”, “I study geography lessons only test
period” and “I start studying after geography lesso[25]. Altinok (2006) revealed in his study
that the achievement motive of the fifth grade stud in primary school (n=1042) is at mid-
level and there is high relationship between sueaoescience and motivation [26]. Bulut (2006)
has concluded in his study that the achievemenivatains of the primary school students on
maths lesson are at mid-level [27]. One of the ltesaf the study examined active learning,
strategy use, mathematics achievement, the resdtiprbetween motive and gender by Ellez
(2004) is that active learning strategies affdogsrhotivation of students positively [23].

In this study the geography lesson achievementuvaiidins of the secondary school students has
not shown any meaningful difference according todge. [25, 10] have reached in their studies
that there is meaningful differences between théve® and genders of the students.

In this study, the views of the students about $bale of geography lesson achievement
motivation have shown meaningful difference acaggdio class level variation. This difference
has been seen between ninth and tenth gradesrathdanid eleventh grades in the ‘participation’
dimension. Generally, views of the students abbatdcale of geography lesson achievement
motivation have shown meaningful difference acawgdo class level dimension.

Another result taken from the study, the views lté students about the scale of geography
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lesson achievement motivation have not been showmeeaningful difference according to the
dimension of “mother’s education level”, “fatheeglucation level” and “family income status”.

Thus, the achievement motivations of the studemwgatds geography lesson look like each
other.

In general, in this research, the achievement rattim of the students towards geography lesson
is considered ‘high’ level but an important parttioeém wants to learn easy issues in geography
lesson, dont want to learn more than they taugahtwessons pass empty and study geography
lesson only test period. Studies have shown tleastiidents motivated to lesson at the beginning
of the class, their interest lasts for long urité £nd of the lesson, and also shows that they lear
better. At this point, the motivation of studenertainly should not be ignored. Among the
causes of negative attitudes of the students apeography lesson, in a certain part of the
students, it is more strong possibility that thasan is not cause from the geography issue or its
content; it is cause from the lack of the geogragagher.

The geography teacher should get used of the témljinal opportunities of the age and should
provide teaching the issue with the best and thetrappropriate way by their own personal
efforts and by choosing the most suitable methode Of the problems faced in Turkey in
geography education, without doubt, is continueube of teacher-centered method, technique
and strategy. The master’'s and doctora-level rekearhave shown that using student-centered
technique in geography lessons have positive afi@ctthe attitudes and success of the students.
[28] has reached thairoject based learning [14] cooperative learning[29] problem based
learning, [30] 4AMAT method[31,32] multiple intelligence practise$33] 5E model [34,35,36]
active learning practiseq37] experiment method38, 39] computer based learning40, 41]
Geographical Information Systems (Gl8ethod has positive effect on the attitudes of the
students towards geography lesson.

The following suggestions are made considering tesults above

1) Geography lesson teachers have idea about the enietwels of the students to raise the
motivations of the students towards geography lesso

2) The aim, importance and the importance of geograplyur lives should be taught to the

students with low motivation level.

3) Using the strategies to motive the students in gy curriculum, it should be useful for

teachers to apply the motive strategies in lesson.
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