DOCUMENT RESUME

‘ED 282 878 SP 028 937
AUTHOR Brouwer, Niels
TITLE Cooperation Structures in Preservice Teacher

Education Programmes and Their Effects on Beginning
Teachers' Classroom Performance.

PUB DATE 24 Apr 87

NOTE 84p.; Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the
American Educational Research Association
(Washington, DC, April 20-24, 1987). Some tabular
material contains small print. ‘ :

AVAILABLE FROM PDI-RUU, Biology Department, Opaalveg 20, 3523, RP
Utrecht, Netherlands.

PUB TYPE Speeches/Conference Papers (150) -- Reports -

: Research/Technical (143)

EDRS PRICE MF01/PC04 Plus Postage.

DESCRIPTORS Beginning Teachers; Cooperating Teachers; *Curriculum
Design; Foreign Countries; Higher Education;
Longitudinal Studies; Preservice Teacher Education;
*Program Implementation; *Research Design; Stress
Variables; Student Teachers; Student Teacher
Supervisors; *Teacher Education Programs

ABSTRACT

In this paper the first descriptive results of a
longitudinal study of organization and learning effects of 24
preservice teacher education programs are reported. Between August
1982 and November 1986 different kinds of qualitative as well as
quantitative data were collected among 357 students and their 31
university supervisors and 128 cooperating teachers from the College
of Education, University of Utrecht, the Netherlands. The paper opens
with an introduction of the research questions and the policy context
from which they arose. Then, after dealing with the model and the
design used in the study, it presents research results about three
issues: (1) conditions of the integrative curriculum design; (2)
implementation of integrative curriculum design; and (3) "transition
shock" and beginning teachers' classroom performance. As this study
is still in proyress, the paper concludes with a discussion of some
tentative answers to the research questions. (Author)

khkkhdhhdkdhkdhhhkhhkhkhhhkhhhkhhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhhkhhhhhkhhkhhhhhhhhhhhkhhhhhhkhhdkhhkdkhk

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *
%

from the original document. *
khkkkkhkhkkdhhkkhhkhkthhhkhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhkhhhhhhhkkkkkdkhdhhhhhhhhhdhhhhhhhhhktkd




COOPERATION STRUCTURES IN PRESERVICE TEACHER EDUCATION PROGRAMMES
AND THEIR EFFECTS ON BEGINNING TEACHERS' CLASSROOM PERFORMANCE

ED282878

Niels Brouwer
College of Education
University of Utrecht (PDI-RUU)
The Netherlands

SP oz¥ 937

“PERMISSION To REPRODUCE TH
IS
M/?TERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

é 6/710 Laddd QA

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOU
RCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC).”

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Otice of Educational Reseaich and improvement

EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
CENTER (ERIC)
O This document has been reproduced as
recewed from the person of orgamzation
originating 1t.

O Minor changes have been made to improve
reproduction quality.

 Poinls of view of opinions stated inthisdocu-
ment do not necessartly represent official
QERI position of policy.

A paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American Educational

Research Association in Washington DC, 24 April 1987



C)C.N. Brouwer 1987

No part of this publication may be reproduced in any way
whatsoever without the written permission of the author.

Please send requests for reprints and other information to:
drs. C.N. Brouwer

c/o Didaktiek van de Biologie RUU

Opaalweg 20

3523 RP Utrecht

The Netherlands



ABSTRACT

In this paper the first descriptive results of a longitudinal study of
organization and 1earn1;£r2ﬁﬁ24 preservice teacher educaftion programmes
are reported. Between August 1982 and November 1986 different kinds of
qualitative as well as quantitative data were collected among 357 stu-~
dents and their 31 university supervisors and 128 cooperating teachers
from the College of Education, University of Utrecht (PDI-RUU), the
Netherlands. The paper opens with an introduction of the research ques~
tions and the policy context from which they arose. Then, after dealing
with the model and the rdesign used in the study it presents research
results about three issues:

—- conditions of integrative curriculum design,

—-- implementation of integrative curriculum design and

'transition shock' and beginning teachers' classroom performance.
As this study is still in progress, the paper concludes with a discus-

sion of some tentative answers to the research questions.
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