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" i ABSTRACT | -l
N Five western Pennsylvania state colleges developed a

consortium agreement, WES.C.T.E.C. (Western State College's Teacher
vancation Center), to operate a teaching center at the district's
Centesnlal BElementary School. The purpose of the teaching center wa
to “invoive elementary education students in a year-long field
experience in which methodology courses- (teaching of reading,
language arts, social studies, science, and mathematics) were
combined with field experiences and student teaching. Methodology
courses were organized by subject-matter specialists from each of the
five colleges, and continuing efforts were made to correlate concepts
presented in the seminars to corresponding competency needs of the
classrooa. The student field-experience activities were organized on
a progressive scale. They began with observations, then teacher-aide
activities; proceeded to tutorial activities and small-group teaching
_ sessions; and finally evolved into full teaching functions. Bach.
student vas assigned to six different classrooms.during the school
year. The first assignment was ¢concerned with noh%éndent teaching

\- experiénces, and the second -through the sixth assignments wvere

\ . = progressively concerned with student teaching responsibilities. The

o - college students assembled for biweekly practicuams which focused on
methodology and content. Feedback was obtained from the student at _

' seminars and practicums and from student surveys and interviews.
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: | K : " PART 1| - SUMMARY " BEST COPY AVAILABLE

In 1972, the five wesfern ﬁennsylvanla S+a+e Colleges: California State College,

Cjarion Stafe College, Edinboro State College, Indiana Unlversl+y, Slnppery Rock S+a+e

College and the McKeespor+ School Dis+rlc+ developed a consor+lum agreement, WES.C.T.E.C.

(Wesfern State College's Teacher Edqcafion Center), to operate a *eacﬁlng center at +he’

_diefficf's Centennial'Elemen+ary School.

“teaching of'language ar+s,-feachlng of social studies, teaching of science, and e e

-

The purpoee,of the {eaching center was to Involve elementary education students

.in a year long fleld experience in which me+hodology courses, l.e., teaching of reading,

teaching of mathematics were combined with field exoeriencee and eluden+ +eachihg.

Thirteen college stutents from the five colleges began +helr one-year experlence o

durnng the first week in September, 1973, They were initiated into the program'wlfh a
series of orientaticn meetings. The school principal, instructional leader, and
col lege personnel directed the meetings. . e

Methodology courses were organized by a subject-matter speclalls+ from each of

the five colleges and continuing efforts were made to cotrelate concepts presenfed ln

the semlnars to correspondlng competency needs of the classrooms.
\

The s*udenf fleld-experlence activities were organized on a progresslve scale.

)

They began with observa?lons, then teacher-aide aclivl+les, proceedlng +o tutorial

L7 ZNN

~

activities, small group teaching sesslons and flnally evo! ving into full +eachlng

“

funcjlons. ’ . - ‘ .

*

Each student was assigned to six different classrooms during the schoo! year. The
flrsf assignment was concerned with non-s*udenf teaching experlences and the second
fhrough the sixth assignmen+s were progresslvely concerned with student feachlng

-~

responslbnlnfues.

M_F——————~——¥he~¢ollege students assembled for bi-weekly practicums which focused on methodQlogy

- and content. The practicums were conducted by the consortium coordinator and college

'in the practicums.

resource persons. Both the principal and instructional leader frequently participated

;o . Page | of _6_'
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. In 1972, the Deans of the Sghqois of Education, the Directors of éfudenf‘
~ Teaching, the Department Chairmen of Elementary EaucaTton~of the five Wes+ern‘
Colleqes. and School Administrators of fhe McKeesport, Pennsylvania, Schoo!

Disfrlcf me+ several times to develop fhe design for the WES.T.F.C. consorfzum

‘and to effect an agreemént for the program,

* € Y [ .
e . tod ¢

Il. Objectives o '

The. fol lowing objectives were formulated:
° A. Withln fhe'Cenfennial'Elemenfary School setting the students were. involved
. t - .
-
" \n a year-long experience in which methodology courses were combineq with

L

fleld experiences .and student teaching.
IR The sfudenfs had to relafe concepts and skills from mefhodology
seminars fo appropriafe compefencnes in the classroom.

2. The sfudenfs had to consider fheore+ical concepfs and relate them fo

practical sifuafions. ' g

-
*

B. The systems approach to-teacher education was experienced by fhe students since

"
Vo

all components of the feaching task operafed In fhe school setting. .
-C., The college students became a part of a viable mode! of feacher educaf|0n,2§ ;

. however, they were able to modify the parameters of the model somewhat :
. . 2
during the shcoo! year. ;

D. College students were afforded the opportunity to work in an urban setting

-3

with disadvantaged puplls.

] =~

E. The’college students were able to work with pupil§ from.different ethnic and
‘racial backgrounds since there is a varied pupi! population.

: F. Putlic school personne! had the opportunity to be involved in +he content

hJ

de:ivery system.

. -

. .
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Personnel'involved in the MéKBespor* Consorfium were: 23 professors from The

3 -3

 five sfafe colleges. Jhece professors were deans, deparfmenf chairmen and methodology -

.professcrs. Personnel involved from the McKeesport School District included +he

_ pfincipéj instructional leader, and approximafely 20 classroom +eachers wifhin
’ 7 I4

+he Cenfennial-School of McKeesporf

V. Budget T v ' . ' .

The only financial .support for the program was the college facuk\: comm!fmenf

as a purt of their regular teaching load.-(i. e., 1/4 load for five collc4. faculfy ~

£

members for one semgsfer and~442 load for the college coordinator for twc «omesters).

’ t
V. Contribution to the Improvement of Teacher Education

i

" The following we#e-considered to be contributions toward the Improvement of

hd n

the teacher education programs: 9 :
. ¥

A.. An integration of the on-campus and of f-campus aspects of teacher educatlon

. 4 \ -, ' v’ .

programs. ’ : .
B. A movemen+ toward the assump*ion of greater responsibility for the pre-service

components of +eacher educaflon by the public schools, and for the in-service

”
v -

components by the university. . |
Q._ The infegrafioq of theoretical knowledge and practical study for the pre-
service components of teacher education.
D. The emergence of new roles for teacher education personnel. . ' -
E. College students majorihg ip elementary education were Involved in a |
grofessiona] year concept in a public school seff!ng.tn which methodology
courses were combined with field expgrlénifs and student Teachlng..’
i : " F. College students had the opportunity to rgla}e concepts and, skills from
s ' methodology seminars with field experiences and student teaching. _ _ .
G. College students had the opportunity +o work in an “urban setting with - . ..

economucally‘disadvan*aged puplls. ‘.

3
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H. College students were afforded the opporfunlfyhfoiworkawi+h pupils from

different ethnic. and racial backgrounds since there was a diverse pupi! |

population. | . '

*

1. -Alfnoggh the coliege students®were a part of an experimental mode! of teacher

. . .oducation, they were able to-somewhat modify the parameters since the model

‘'was dynamic In na+ure; . : o . .' - e

3

J. Several professloné]s from the five Western colleges and various adm}nisfrafors |

" from the McKeesport, Pennsylvania, School District cooperatively worked

&

', together in formulating a model for teacher education that was predlcafed_an

fﬁe systems aﬁpr&ach.

4

K. . Special attention was given to competency-based teacher education, fi.e.,

provisions were made to Implement competencies from the subject-matter flelds

to the classrooms In the school.

_L. Evaluation was a continuous process on the pé}f of the supe¥fvising classroom

.
.J

fegchers, publ fc school adminl;#ra?ors. col lege students and colliege

professionals.

. coordination. The students were surveyed at the mid-point of 'the program. The

Evaluation

Seminars and practicums provided the means for the coordinator and the profeséorS'
o secureodlreéf feeds-back from the college students concerning the consortium. Thé'
reactions of the students were overwhelmfnély positive, but with the number of |
people involved there were occasional!ly minor problems of communication and
following questions were posed:'
A. Do you Ilke the program? 3 YES NO -

Commenfi'

B. What d» you consider to be the sfrong points of the program?

C. What do you think the weak aspects of the program are?.

‘D. Do you have any suggestions for Improvement?

— e, —————

i ~Page'4 of 6

©y o P . T rem e * .t -

N ITEER



R ‘ . - . ~ e . . i NS Lt et Bt

. - R % . BESTCOPYAVAILABLE

-

«T . Al of the college students answered affirmatively to the first question and.

. , \ , i ‘
. were conclusively positive in znswering the other questions: It is quite possible,-

however,-fhaf the "Hawthorne Effect" did'influence the éfudenf attitudes toward

- the program.

L A
v ]

. < Af the end of fhe_program each student was-briefly inferviewed pertaining to -

“his reaction to +the consorfium. Again.-fhe students were quatg pos!five In thelr
reacflons.- ‘ o - | - . -

| Durung the school year a series of meef!ngs were held Involving the supervlslng
teachers. the building principal, the insfrucfional Ieader'gnd the coordinator.
.°' 7'_* Evaluafuon focused~nof only on the past effectiveness of the program but upon a
mean§ to .improve it. The preponderance of'evaluaf!ve reécfioﬁ.was %aéorane:
Additionally the supervising +eaéhers were surveyed at the end of the year and

e the following quésfions were asked:

"A._ Do you like the program?

P e e

Comment: _
8. What do you consider to be fhé'gfrong:poin+§ of the program?
C. Whaj-&o you think the weak aspects of +he pr;gram are? »
D. Do you have any. suggestions for improvemenf? " ) | _ S -
' All of the supervising teachers answered aff!rmaf!vely to fhe first quesf!ons
'and were very positive and constiuctive in answering fhe other questions.
‘The curriculum*speciali%fs and coordinator met twice during the schoo! year forf
 the purpose of evaluation. Alfhough the evaluative réacf!ons were very pesif}ve,'
fhere was some concern expressed with the lack of communicaflon at times, problems.
rela?inq to coordinafion, and fhe physical impossibility of fransporf!ng sclence
; equipment from the college to the Cenfenn!al .School ; however. +hese concerns were

°

resolved. . . '

.‘ -
Finally, a C.B.T.E. (Competency Based Teacher Education) Planning Workshop
held at Seven Springs, Pennsylvanié, provided considerable feed-back pertaining

'3 a . R . .
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e to +ha.McKeasporl Consorfldm. The Western State Teapher £ducallon Center recelved
2 granf from “the Pennsylvania S+ale Department of Education to focus on Compefency..l\%; :
s . Based Teacher Educaflon. FZLr working groups developed generic compefencles for e
| feacher educaflon along wlfh evaluative cr +erla. +ennlnal objectives of the_
. elementary educallon program, and'assessmen+~of.changed behavior. Since each
worklng group was composed of professionals who had bee involved In the consor+lum,

.- college sluden+s. and paren+s, the consortium model he  .d to predlcale +ne outcome

'of the workshop.- "A Plar for the Development of an Jnventory of Speolalﬁzed.
; ' ° . VA .
Competencies In Elementary Education" was developed by the participants at the .

Seven Springs Consortium Workshop. These competencies were compiled in booklet

<

form and presented to the State Department of Education to be distributed to

+

Col'leges throughout the Commonwsalth as examples of competency development in. -

_elémentary education.
, WES.C.T.E.C. has continued l*s program.durlng the I974:55 school lerm. An
~added dlmenslon this year is an*attempt to zpply the comoefenclee'developed in
_the workshop to +he'program. Progress is belng made In +hle area by agplylng‘

the developed competencies to the WES.C.T.E.C. experience.

LY
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