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1. THE TEACHER INDUCTION PROCESS:
PRESERVING THE OLD

AND WELCOMING THE NEW:
AN INTRODUCTION

by Judy Reinhartz

Teacher induction can be considered the mortar that cements preser-
vice training to continued in-service professional development. In its
simplest form, teacher induction is the process of welcoming and helping
beginners adjust to their new roles as in-service teachers. Because as
Cruickshank and Callahan (1983) noted, the distance in linear feet may
be shortr from the teacher’s desk to the students, yet ‘... it is probably
the largest psychological distance that these young adults have traveled
in such a brief time” (pp. 251-52). The gradual introduction of new
teachers into the teaching professicn may seem quite normal and certain-
ly within the natural scheme of things, with experienced teachers assum-
ing a key role in this process.

At least in the United States, as it turns out, the process of gradually
inducting new members into the teaching profession in any systematic
way is more the exception than the rule. At best, some schools have an
informal buddy system, with a buddy functioning more as a friend than
mentor to the beginning teacher. Consequently, a buddy does not have
specific roles to play or responsibilities to facilitate the helping process
for beginning teachers (Shulman and Colbert 1987).

In fact, the teaching profession is one of the very few, if not the only
profession, in which beginners are expected to assume full responsibil-
ities the first day on the job (Huling-Austin 1988). In addition, begin-
ning teachers often are assigned multiple preparations, lower-ability seu-
dents, and no permanent classroom (Beginning Teacher Induction Plan

Jor Texas Schools 1988). In effect we give the *‘... hardest job to the
least experienced ...”” (ASCD Updaze 1987, p- 6).

The licerature supports this situation and a more systematic plan needs
to be developed to ease the newcomer into the teaching profession. The
research base is not only present, bur it provides direction for developing
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and implementing teacher induction programs. The plan selected by in-
dividual school systems should be based on local needs. Without such a
plan, beginning teachers may become discouraged and leave teaching;
the dropout rate for new teachers will continue to escalate to proportions
that could rival the number of students who drop out. As teacher sur-
pluses turn to teacher shortages, teacher retention will become more im-
portant in the future. Schlechty and Vance (1983) estimate thar at the
national levzl, 30 percent of the teachers will leave during their first or
second year of teaching and 50 percent will leave after four years. The
supply of new teachers is projected to run one-third behind demand by
1992 (ASCD Update 1987, p. 6). The situation is compounded when
recruiting and retaining minority teachers.

The case has been made time and time again that it is unrealistic and
unfair to expect new teachers to funcrion as proficiently and successfully
as veterans. Secondly, it appears clear that in-service teachers should be
regarded as the experienced members of the profession who provide on-
going support and assistance to newcomers and should regard newcomers
as underdeveloped talents. As new members of the teaching profession,
beginning teachers need help in developing “‘coping”’ strategies, strate-
gies that will lead to effective teaching. “These coping strategies can
then ‘crystallize’ into a teaching style that is arilized throughout the
teacher’s career”” (Huling-Austin 1988, p. 1). In effect, new teachers are
““...trying to make sense out of a world they thought they understood”’
(Rieger and Zimpher 1989, p. 2).

Effective teaching and delivering quality instruction are lifelong goals
and an integral part of teacher professional development. Newcomers
have tremendous potential and should be guided and encouraged te
grow and develop. They need formal, helpful supervision that is forma-
tive and not summative in nature (Beach and Reinharez 1959). Attention
needs to be focused on who is hited, their teaching assignment, and the
type and quality of the teacher induction program established (Rand
Corporation 1987). In an induction school, newcomers work side by side
with experienced colleagues who can help them meet the many chal-
lenges waiting for them in elementary as well as secondary classrooms
across the nation.

Teacher induction programs need to integrate new practices with those
found to be tried and truc. These practices will help in-service tcachers
and newcomers alike to meet the changing nature of tomorrow’s schools.
The process of reacher induction, then, should be viewed as ongoing,
comprehensive, necessary, and a way of revitalizing our profession. It is
in our own best interest that experienced teachers should not only
endorse teacher induction but become leaders in the design and imple-
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mentation of programs that meet the needs of faculty and students at
the local level. With such an approach, the tried and true methods of
teaching will be practiced along with newly developed ones. For without
both, rhe teaching profession may be in jeopardy and the students and
society will be the losers. As Mary Hatwood Futrell, President of the
National Education Association, remarked after the Rand Corporation
released the report, Effective Teacher Selection, *“You cannot ignore the
student populations; to do so may extinguish the American Dream.”’

Brooks (1987) is optimistic about teacher induction when he says that
it ““... holds promise as good medicine for the profession ...” (p. 1).
Teacher induction is gaining acceptance as more and more school systems
find it a positive force in preserving the highly prized practices that expe-
rienced teachers use and in introducing newer innovative practices found
in the teaching repertoires of beginning teachers.

This book is intended for a wide audience, with particular actention
focused on administrators and policym: kets, teacher educators, and
beginning and experienced teachers. For the administrators and policy-
makers responsible for making decisions about retention and continued
professional development, the book provides an overview of the various
forms of teacher induction programs, the current knowledge base, and
what is occurring nationally. This information may prove helpful to
those who are being given more responsibility for initiating teacher
induction at the state or local level.

It is our hope that teacher educators will use this book as the link
between what is known about preparing teachers and in-servicing new
teachers. Teacher educators are in a key position to forge a smooth tran-
sition between what is taught to those planning to teach and what they
can expect as first-year teachers. Furthermore, information regarding
induction may help to establish a closer working relationship between
supervising teachers and their roles and responsibilities as mentors to
beginning teachers. In addition, the book may prove helpful to individ-
ual beginning and veteran teachers in stimulating their thinking about
and reflecting on the complexities of their roles as teachers and instruc-
tional leaders.

This volume offers vital and timely information about the teacher in-
duction process and its different components. The following five chap-
ters provide a backdrop to the topic, with particular attention given to
what the literature says about the teacher induction process and the re-
search that has been conducted to contribute to the existing knowledge
base. A great deal has been written on this topic, particularly during the
late 1970s and 1980s. Most of what has been written focuses on the in-
structional concerns of beginning teachers, with the newer studies con-
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centrating on the situational/contextual building concerus, the role of
the principal, and personal concerns. The latter areas may oe the focus
for additional research and provide the needed direction to teacher
induction in the next decade.

The final three chapters include descriptions of several successful pro-
grams that are now in existence. Some of these programs have been
operating for some time, while others are relative newcomers. For teacher
induction programs to be judged successful, it is essential that models be
developed that help prospective users to determine why the program is
successful and wha* conditions are needed to effectively replicate it in a
different location with different administrators, faculty, and staff.

In this volume, Leslie Huling-Austin reviews the current literature
since 1977; she provides a comprehensive picture of the different types of
investigations that have been included urder the ruberic of teacher in-
duction. Huling-Austin has spent time carefully studying different types
of induction programs described in the literature and has become one of
the foremost authorities on the subject. After identifying the 17 studies
reviewed, she grouped them around five commonly accepted goals: (a) to
improve teaching performance, (b) to increase the retention of promising
beginning teachers during the induction years, (c) to promote the per-
sonal and professional well-being of beginning teachers, (d) to satisfy
mandated requirements related to induction and certification, and (e) to
transmit the culture of the system to beginning teachers. These goals
served as the organizational framework foi analyzing them. According to
Huling-Austin, teachei induction programs can be successful only if and
when the activities of the program are carefully selected and targeted
toward specific goals.

James D. Greenberg and Maurice C. Etly focus on the larger picture of
teacher induction, namely the context variables or what makes a building
supportive for new teachers. Their chapter contains a description of a re-
search project conducted by the authors that gathered data regarding the
perceptions of new teachers and the environment of the school. A ques-
tionnaire was administered to 368 new teachers hired at the beginning of
the 1986-1987 school year. Teackers responded to questions in the fol-
lowing arcas: demographics, teacher concerns, and extra duties per-
formed. The instrument included a self-report section in which the
teachers were to include three things they found helpful at the building
level, three things they did not, and three things they would like to see
done, but weren't. Greenberg and Erly are encouraged by the findings
from the study, but recommend that the data be given “‘finer cuts.”’
They believe more attention needs to be given to administrative deci-
sions made at the building level regarding teaching assignments, instruc-

7

e,




tional and n:ninstructional responsibilities, individual classes, etc.,
assigned to beginning teachers.

Sandra J. Odell describes a research study conducted at a major uni-
versity using interview data. This approach’ was used to determine the
motivation, attitudes, expectations, and concerns of beginning clemen-
tary teachers and to determine the degree of change in teacher practices
during the first year of teaching. The 18 teachers who participated in the
study were drawn from a population of 180 first-year elementary teach-
ers. Nine clinical support teachers were selected to work with the 18 be-
ginning clemen:ary teachers. The interview approach was used to collect
the data. The interview, which was taped, consisted of seven open-ended
questions and the results reported as percentages were encouraging. The
majority of the new teachers felt motivated about teaching and, more
importantly, they would make the same choice again, if given the
chance. Odell ateributes these positive atitudes to the “friendly critics’’
who provided support throughout the school year.

The results of this research effort scemed to be consistent with those
gencrated by a previous study conducted by Odell, Laughlin, and Ferrara
(1987) using disect observational approaches, with onc exception. The
one exception was the degree of help requested by first-year teachers
from clinical support teachers. A< Odell concludes that although the dara
generated in the current study do not reveal that the characteristics of
beginning teachers in the induction program direcely differ from those
not receiving induction support, it would appear thar teachers 1n her
study are more motivated to teach and more focused on instruction than
most other first-year teachers.

Louise Bay Waters and Victoria L. Bernhardt provide a derailed ac-
count of the many varied roles and responsibilities of support teachers.
Often support teachers perform tasks that are formative in nature—advi-
sor, confident, observer, and helper. Table 1 is an excellent visual that
clearly identifies the roles, focus of the responsibilities, and the charac-
teristics sought after in the support teacher. Helping experienced teach-
ers take a lead in the induction process should be applauded, but a
teacher does not automatically become a “support teacher.” It takes
work and some skills learned and practiced in 2 cooperative setting. Not
all teachers wanr or should serve as mentors (o beginning teachers. But
those who do, nced help in developing supervisory skills and abilities to
provide psychological and technical support as well. It should be a learn.
ing experience for both the veteran as well as the new teacher. Both
should benefit and Waters and Bernhardt provide the veteran teacher
with food for thought and put in perspective how important experience
is in the induction process.
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Carol P. Etheridge provides real-life scenarios of beginning teachers,
these case studies can be helpful for newcomers and veteran teachers
alike. In addition, they serve as a valuable source of information about
the triumphs, disappointments, concerns, and problems of beginning
teachers as they enter the profession. The voices of “‘real”” teachers are
often overlooked, yet information in this form offers practical knowledge
that only those involved in the situation can provide. Because practition-
er analyses remain relatively smll (Shulman and Colbert 1987), the col-
lection of case studies included here is valuable as it adds this type of
knowledge to a growing body of literature. These narrative accounts pro-
vide an understanding about teaching that only an be gained through
practitioner experience. These case studies, in some instances provide a
lesson, illustrate a principle, and/or offer thoughts and feelings about «n
experience, situation, ot incident. As the case studies are read, recurring
themes become evident that can guide a discussion and actions, and even
suggest possible direction for practice in the future.

Marvin A. Henry provides an example of a successful teacher induc-
tion program for first-year teachers. He begins with an explanation of
three types of teacher support. mentor, peer, and university support. For
Henry, mentor support, peer support, and support from teacher prepara-
tion programs are key to a teacher induction program. He agrees with
Pigge and Marso that the supervisory triad, which has scrved student
teaching so successfully, should be put in place at the in-service phase for
first-year teachers.

Henry then provides a detailed account of the CREDIT program (Cer-
tification, Renewal Experiences Designed to Improve Teaching) at Indi-
ana State University, which uses a multiple support system. Twenty new
teachers in 15 schools have been a part of the CREDIT program, and
based on data collec:ed and analyzed from questionnaires, the program
has proved to be very helpful for them. In the evaluation procedures, a
control group was used to determine whether there were changes in
teacher perceptions about teaching and tw determine whether the project
objectives were met. When compared to the control group, the CREDIT
interns demonstrated significant changes in the areas of mastery learn-
ing, motivation, use of higher-order questioning, and other measured
teacher skills. Additionally, the CREDIT interns indicated a desire to
stay in teaching, and as indicated in a follow-up study, remained for a
second year. These are significant results in light of the 26.5 percent
dropout rate for teachers in Indiana during the first two years of teach-
ing. Heary autributes the success of CREDIT to the multiple support
system.

Before describing the teacher induction for first-year teachers at the
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University of Wisconsin-Whitewater, Leonard J. Varah, Warren S.
Theune, and Linda Parker sct the stage by providing a brief, but thor-
ough review of the literature on the subject. Program designers will find
their description of the teacher induction program extremely helpfui not
only because of the derails included (goals, mentor teacher responsibil-
itics, oricntation objectives, financial arrangements), but also because of
its detailed account of the research design us.d. Although the sample
repsited was relatively small, the data presented, using interviews and
questionnaires, suggest that the teacher induction at the University of
Wisconsin-Whitewater is meeting its primary objective, namely enhance-
ment of teacher growth.

In the final chapter, Alvah M. Kilgore and Julic A. Kozisek present a
detailed description of a teacher support/induction program for begin-
ning teachers from 3 higher education perspective. They explored the
role of the college ~r university in the induction process. The induction
program described involved Teachers College of the University of
Nebraska, Concordia Teachers College, and Doane College, which were
part of a state Consortium. Students came from all three institutions and
participated in a varicty of experiences and were provided with various
services during their first year of teaching.

Kilgore and Kozisek conclude that the data between groups were not
significantly different in several arcas, but their findings are worthy of
consideration for a varicty ¢ reasans. First, the data generated by self-
reporting measures, on-site obsenvations of beginning teachers, and par-
ticipatien in regional seminars build a rather convincing case of the
“tenuous life of first-year teachers,” even when help is provided by
colleges/universitics. Sccond, the findings wnfirm and support previous
research on the wremendous influence the school environment has on so-
cializing the first-year teacher. Last, the role thai college personnel can
play may be more peripheral in nature (uffering feedbadk, mntervening to
casc the transition. serving as facilitator) rather than direct. Therefore,
the type of support that colleges/ universities can provide certainly needs
to censider the more powerful context, school variables. The list of con-
cerns of first-year teachers can also be helpful to designers of induction
programs because they serve to remind us of the “reality shock™ first-
year teachers experience.

In the Appendix, John M. Johnston reviews over 40 articles, books,
and other references. Only two of the articles were written in 1969 and
1979, respectively, others were written during the 1980s. It is an excel-
lent collection of matcrials and the annotations are descriptive and
derailed enough to provide a comprehensive picture of the program or
methodology under discussion. The Annotated Bibliography provides a
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synthesis of the knowledge that is now a part of the teacher induction
literature.

CONCLUSION

It is evident from the discussions that follow that local school systems
within several states are moving slowly to formalize and implement the
teacher induction process. For example, in 1986, 17 states had a pilot
program in place and 14 more were in the planning stages; yet 20 others
reported no action (Huling-Austin 1988). The major problem, according
to Hawk and Robards (1987), is funding. Therefore, steps need to be
taken at the local level where the concern and nurturing instinct are at
their greatest.

Now that we know what researchers have said and we have a general
idea about successful teacher induction programs, the question is, where
do we go fiom here? The answer lies with each of us as teachers and our
voices needed to be heard. Teachers need to be the leaders in shaping
and ‘mplementing teacher induction programs that will ensure for gener-
atior.s to come a way of preserving our heritage and teaching practices as
a profession.
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2. A SYNTHESIS OF RESEARCH
ON TEACHER INDUCTION PROGRAMS
AND PRACTICES*

by Leslie Huling-Austin

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
Author’s Point of View

The motivation for this [chapter] is more pragmatic than scholarly. In
my dealings with school practiioners, policymakers and researchers across
the country, I am encountering with increasing frequency the question of
what the research base ‘‘says’” about teacher induction. Those asking pri-
marily want to know if there are research data that support the assump-
tion that teacher induction programs make a difference, and if there are
rescarch findings that indicate certain induction practices or program
components are likely to have positive effects.

In order to address these questions, I have attempted to synthesize fe-
search on teacher induction programs and practices. I established three
criteria on which to select studies for inclusion in my synthesis. In order
to be included, studies must have been:

1. data-based (i.c., data must have been systematically collected and
analyzed)

2. focused on beginning teachers in an induction program (i e., teach-
ers must have been receiving some type of formal induction assis-
tance; studies of beginning teachers not in an induction program
were not included), and

3. reported since 1977.

A number of sources were used to identify studies for inclusion iz this
synthesis including. an extensive search of the ERIC database, three
ERIC Digests (1986) on related topics, a survey of members of a national
teacher induction network, programs of the annual meetings of the

*This chapter is reprinted with permission fruies Centenng Teausrer Education, Fall 1988,
pp- 19-28. Copyright 1988. Centering Teacher Education, University ot
Texas-Arlington.
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American Educational Research Associatior. (AERA) for the past five
years, a monogtaph on teacher induction (Brooks 1987), published pro-
ceedings from three conferences with a focus on teacher inductiop (Grif-
fin and Hukill 1983: Huling-Avstia, Putman, Edwards, anu Ualrez-
Hjornevik 1985; Hord, O’Neal, and Smith 1985), and several major
journals devoting theme issues to the topic of teacher induction (Educa-
tional Leadership, November, 1985: Journal of Teacher Education,
January-February, 1986; Kappa Delta 7% Record, July-August, 1986:
and Action in Teacher Education, Winter 1987 J- These sources yielded
morc than 25 studies that appeared to meet the three criteria outlined
above. After a careful analysis of each study. a number of studies were
excluded for various reasons (see “Jelection of Studies’ on pp. 16-17)
and the list was trimmed to 17 studies which sitimately were deemed
appropriate for inclusion in the synthesis. The titles and authors of these
17 studies appear in Figure 1.

I feel compelled to mention that from my viewpoint of one who has
spent considerable time studying the teacher induction literature, the list
of studies at first glance is somewhat surprising. Somc of the studies
included will be unknown to most who stay current on teacher induction
literature as the studies have not yet appeared in professional publica-
tons. Conversely, many “‘key”” induction references are not included in
the list of studies synthesized primarily because the authors were either
not reporting research or their studies were conducted on beginning
teachers who were not participating in induction programs. I would like
to emphasize that in my opinion many pieces of work not included in
this synthesis are extremely informative and useful to the field of teacher
induction; I recommend “Teacher Induction: A New Beginning”’
(Brooks 1987) and ‘“The Knowledge Base for Teacher Induction: A Se-
lected Annotated Bibliography”’ (Johnston 1988).

Finally, T believe it is important to point out that I am viewing this
[chapter] not as a finished product but rather as a modest beginning. I
certainly intend to expand and revise this description of a “‘research
base™ for teacher induction as additional studies become avajlable and I
welcome others to take this as a first step and to build upon it.

Organizational Framework

A number of organizational frameworks were considered for this syn-
thesis. Because the 17 studies vary greatly in terms of their rigor, size,
and comprchensiveness, serious consideration was given to grouping
studies 1ccording to their various characteristics and then comparing and
contrasting their findings accordingly. Another approach that was consid-
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Blackburn (1977)

Brooks (1986)

Butler (1987)

Eisner (1984)

Friske and Comnbs (1986)

Grant and Zeichner (1981)

Hegler and Dudley (1286)
Hidalgo (1986-87)

Hofiman, Edwards, O'Neal,
Barnes and Paulissen (1986)

Huffman and Leak (1986)

Huling-Austin and Murphy
(1987)

Huling-Austin, Putman and
Galvez-Hjornevik (1985)

Kilgore and Kozisek (1988)
Marockie and Looney (1988)
Odell (1986)

Summers (1987)

Wildman, Niles, Magharo,
McLaughlin and Dnil! (1987)

Figure 1
17 Studies Included in Synthesis

The First-Year Teacher. Perceived Neec | Inter-
vention Strategies and Results

Richardson Mew Teacher Induction Program. Fi-
nal Data Analysis and Report

Lessons Learned About Mentoning in Two Fifth-
Year Teacher Preparation-Induction Programs

First Year Evaluation Results from Okiahoma's
Entry-Year Assistance Committees

Teacher Induction Programs. An Oklahomez.
Perspective

Inservice Support for First Year Teachers. The
State of the Scene

Begnming Teacher Induction. A Progress Report

The Evolving Concerns of First-Year Junio:
High school Teachers in Difficult Settings'
Three Case Studies

A Study of State-Mandaied Beginning Teacher
Programs

Beginning Teacher: Perceptions of Mentor »

Assessing the Impact of Teacher induction Pro-
grams. Imphcations for Program Development

Model Teacher Induction Project Study rindings.
Final Report

The Effects of a Planned Inductic.s Program on
First-Year Teachers: A Research Report

Evaluating Teacher Induction u, Qhio Cowusiy
Schools, Wheeling, West Virginia

Induction Support of New Teachers. A Functional
Approacih: A Functional Report

Summative Evaluation Report. project CREDIT

Virginia's Colleague Teachers Project. Focus on
Beginning Teachers Adaptation to Teaching
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ered was to isolate induction practices being studied and to identify find-
ings related to the various practices across studies. However, after much
deliberation, both of these approaches were discarded because the author
feared such frameworks would quickly become so fragmented thar the re-
sulting product would not be very helpful to practitioners and policy-
makers who are requesting that a research-base be identified in order to
help them make decisions and design programs.

The framework finally selected for use in this synthesis is focused
around commonly accepted goals of teacher induction programs. Huling-
Austin (1986) identified four such goals that she believes are common to
most induction programs: These goals include:

1. to improve teaching performance

2. 10 increase the retention of promising beginning teachers during
the induction years

3. to promote the personal and professional well-being of beginning
teachers

4. 10 satsfy mandated requirements related to induction and
certification.

Since that publication, Huling-Austin (1988) has added a fifth goal to
the list that she believes is prevalent among many programs, although
probably to a lesser degree than the other four. This fifth goal is:

5. to transmit the culture of the system to beginning teachers.

In addition to categories devoted to each of the five goals above, 2a
final category of the framework is devoted to other noteworthy findings
that are either not clearly related to one of the five goals of teacher
induction programs or cut across so many of the goals that it would be
inappropriate to categorize them under a single goal. The use of this
miscellaneous category provides for the inclusion of important findings
without forcing them into categories in which they do not clearly fit.

SYNTHESIS OF SELECTED INDUCTION STUDIES

Selection of Studies

Even using the three previously explained criteria for study selection,
determining which studies to include in this synthesis was not an easy
task. In order for this synthesis to be meaningful, it was necessary to
maintain a sharp focus on induction programs and practices and thus it
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was also necessary to make a number of arbitrary decisions to clarify what
studies should and should not be included. Among the studies that were
excluded were those which were predominantly follow-up studies of
graduates from university teacher education programs (for example,
Arends 1982; McCaleb 1984). Follow-up studies were excluded because
some graduates were in settings with induction programs while others
were not, and generally no attempt was made to organize or analyze data
according to this distinction of supported induction vs. nonsupported.
Studies that focused on the general phenomena of mentoring (not in
conjunction with a formal induction program) were excluded (>ee Gal-
vez-Hjornevik 1985) as well as studies that had as their primary focus the
benefits of induction programs for experienced personnel as opposed to
beginning teachers (for example, Hawk 1984). Studies that were primari-
ly descriptions of programs and program components were also excluded
(for example Elias, McDonald, Stevenson, Simon, and Fisher 1980). It
should also be mentioned that when the same data were reported in sev-
eral different sources, the author atcempted to select the single most
comprehensive source for inclusion in this synthesis.

Even by limiting the number of studies included, it was still necessary
to select only representative findings from each study. No attempt was
made to synthesize every finding of every study, rather the author at-
tempted to identify the study’s strongest contribution(s) and focus on
these. Occasionally, a common point or finding was present in so many
different studies that it was not feasible to reference them all. In this
instance, the author chose to reference those studies that she believed
most clearly made the point. In addition, every attempt was made not to
mistepresent a study by highlighting insignificant findings or taking
findings out of context. In order not to unnecessarily belabor the point
of how studies and findings were selected for inclusion in this synthesis,
let us proceed.

Goal 1: To Improve Teaching Performance

The idiosyncratic nature of teaching makes it difficult to measure
teaching effectiveness or to compate the teaching performance of one
group of teachers with any other group of teachers. Even so, facilitators
of induction programs, like the profession at large, are beginning to
tackle this issue and to attempt to document the effects of induction
programs on teaching performance.

The only study identified that attempted to compare student achieve-
ment of first-year teachers in an induction program with first-year teach-
ers not receiving induction support, found no significane differences in
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the student achievement of control and experimental teachers (Blackburn
1977, p. 7). This study did, however, find significant differences in how
principals rated the teaching competency of experimental and control
teachers. The teaching competency of experimental teachers who had co-
operating teachers assigned to them on a one-to-one basis were rated sig-
nificantly higher than that of “‘nonsupported’’ first-year teachers.

Another controlled study was conducted by Project CREDIT (Certifi-
cation Renewal Experiences Designed to Improve Teaching), a teacher
induction program sponsored by Indiana State University and funded
through the Indiana Teacher Quality Act (PL 102-1985). This study
indicated that first-year teachers participating in the project showed spe-
cific and significant measurable changes when compared with the control
group (Summers 1987). The evaluation report indicated:

CREDIT interns demonstrated (1) a significant gain in the use of mas-
tery learning and mastery learning thecry, (2) increased motivation to
understand and use higher order questions, (3) increased inclination to
teach critical thinking skills, {4) increased awareness of state and local
curriculum guides, (5) enhanced ability to communicate with parents,
and (6) improved ability to communicate with the public at large. (pp.
33-34)

In an evaluation of the Oklahoma Entry-Year Assessment Program
(Elsner 1984), committee members including entry-year teachers, teacher
consultants, school administrators and higher education represeniatives
were asked to rate the beginning teacher’s knowledge, skills, and compe-
tencics in 10 areas at the beginning of the school year and again at the
end. Data from this sample of more than 200 respondents indicated that
first-year teachers made significant progress in planning skills, handling
class discussions, preparation of unii and lesson plans, management of
discipline problems, and the ability to teach or train others (p. 7).

In a study by Huling-Austin and Murphy (1987) in an end-of-year
interview, first-year teachers were asked what changes they had made as a
result of the assistance they had received through their induction pro-
grams. These changes were programs documented by the researchers in a
full-page figure (p. 25) which displayed jtems such as '‘I've changed lit-
tle things like voice inflection and eye contact,”” ““I've changed my pac-
ing; I was going too fast, especially through the transitions,”” and ‘‘To
use different techniques like going from the chalkboard to the overhead
in the same class.”’ The researchers comment:

It is interesting to note both the number and nature of the changes
mentioned, The list indicates that a substantial amount of change is
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attributed by first-year teachers to the assistance they ieceived through
the induction program. Also, most of the changes are of an instrucuon-
al nature and are of the type that directly influence the quality of in-
struction with students. While it is difficult to quantify, based on the
changes reported, it i1s reasonable to conclude that the teaching of the
participating first-year teachers was improved as a result of therr in-
volvement in the induction programs. (pp. 23-26)

Using a similar approach for measuring improvement in teaching per-
formance, Marockie and Looney (1988) measured beginning teachers’ use
of suggestions and recommendations acquired from their Teacher Induc-
tion Program (TIP). The 15 beginning teachers in their study listed 20
different ideas which they had used that had emanated from the TIP.
Sixty-seven percent of the beginning teachers listed “‘use of time’’ as
having impact on their instruction after presentation at a TIP seminar.
Thirty-threr percent listed “‘praise,” ““conducting class in a businesslike
manner,”’ “classtoom management techniques,” “‘use of space,”’ and
“‘recording-keeping.”” The researchers concluded:

These responses suggest that instruction was improved through the
use of practices translated from current educational research present-
ed at TIP seminars. Since research findings presented in the seminars
were those that have stood the test of time in terms of statistica! evi-
dence and systematic inquiry, it may be conjectured that instruction
may have improved in the new teachers' classrooms. (p. 6)

It is important to point out that as a profession we have a long way to
go in being able to measure teaching performance with confidence, The
problem is further compounded by the fact that it is unrealistic to use
the same evaluation standards for beginning teachers that are used for
experienced teachers. Teacher induction programs have only begun to
address the issue of program influences on tcaching performance. How-
cver, some progress has been made in this area and hopefully as im-
proved evaluation measures, techniques, and instruments are developed
specifically for use with beginning teachers, these will be incorporated
into the overall evaluation designs of more induction programs.

Goal 2: To Increase the Retention of Promising Beginning Teachers
During the Induction Years

It is well documented in the literature that without induction support
and assistance many potentially good teachers become discouraged and
abandon their teaching careers (Ryan, Newman, Mager, Applegate, Las-
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ley, Flora, and johnston 1980). Schlechty and Vance (1983) estimate that
approximately 30 percent of beginning teachers leave the profession dur-
ing their first two years, compared to the overall teacher turnover rate of
6 perent per year. The turnover rate of new teachers does no. level out
to the overall rate of 6 percent until the fifth or sixth year. Of all begin-
ning teachers who enter the profession, 40 to 50 percent will leave dut-
ing the first seven years of their career and in excess of two-thirds of
those will do so in the first four years of teaching. These figures are espe-
cially depressing in light of evidence that suggests that those teachcts
who are the most academically talented leave in the greatest numbers
(Schlechty and Vance 1983).

Just how much teacher induction programs have influenced the reten-
tion of beginning teachers is not well documented. However, of the evi-
dence that is available, it appears that at least some induction programs
are having the desired effects on retention of beginning teachers. For
example, Project CREDIT conducted by Indiana State University report-
ed that after one year of operation all 21 participating first-year teachers
indicated a desire to return to teaching the following year. This compares
to figures from a statewide needs assessment which indicated that 26.5
percent of Indiana teachers v'ho entered teaching dropped out within
two years and 62 percent had dropped out within five years (Summers
1987, p. 24).

Similarly impressive results have been reported by the University of
Alabama/Birmingham First-Year Teacher Pilot Program (Blackburn
1977). In this effort, data were collected from 100 first-year teachers
receiving induction support and 100 first-year tcachers in a control group
not receiving support. Of the 100 teachers in the experimental group, all
but four taugiit the following year, 20 of the ontrul teachers did not
teach the second year (p. 9).

In the fall of 1983, Doane College in Nebraska instituted an induc-
tion program as one component of its teacher education program. In
1987, the program reported 24 of the 25 teachers participating in the
induction program have remained in the teaching profession, some now
in their fourth year of teaching (Hegler and Dudley 1986, p. 54). Again,
while it is difficult to know exactly to what degree retention is influenced
by induction support, with 2 96 percent retention rate overall it is diffi-
cult to deny that the induction program is having some positive influ-
ence on retention.

It is somewhat ironic that while incteased teacher retention is probably
one of the greatest potential impacts of induction programs, this particu-
lar effect has probably been investigated less than any others. To date,
very few programs have systematically collected and reported retention
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data and this clearly is an area in need of additional investigation. How-
ever, premature as it is to spzculate, the darta reported to date indicate
that teacher induction programs potentially hold a great deal of promise
for retaining greater numbers of beginning teachers in the profession and
thus reducing the waste of resources and human putential associated with
unneccsearily high teacher attrition during the beginning years.

Goal 3: To Promote the Personal and Professional W' ell-Being of
Beginning Teachers

Not all beginning teachers experience personal and professional trau-
ma during their first year even without the support of an induction pro-
gram. However, many do and in extreme cases beginning teachers have
been known to lose self-confidence, experience extreme stress and anxi-
ety, and to question their own competence as a teacher and a person. For
example, Hidalgo (1986-87), in studying emergency credentialed teach-
ers in the Los Angeles Unified Schooi District found that teachers had
persistent personal and management preoccupations which ‘“‘obstructed,
and even paralyzed their progress toward more sophisticated use of
teaching knowledge'’ (p. 78). In several studies he described in detail
their anxieties, insecurities, and frustrations.

Huling-Austin (1986) contends that 2 profession has a responsibility
for the well-being of its members as well as its clients, and that it is pto-
fessionally irresponsible not to provide beginning teachers with personal
support when it is needed. Teacher induction programs can serve as one
avenue of providing chis support, and many studies have reported posi-
tive outcomes in this area. One such example provided by Huffman and
Leak (1986) is related to the “mentor’’ teacher component of the North
Carolina Beginning Teacher Program. ‘‘Mentor teachers were found to
have provided ‘positive reinforcement,’ ‘guidance and moral support,’
‘patience and understanding,’ and even ‘a shoulder to cry on’ "’ (p. 23).
Brooks (1936) in his work with the Richardson ISD (Texas) New Teacher
Induction Program found that beginning teachers in the program report-
ed increased feelings of competence, motivation, belonging, support,
and attention as a result of their experiences in the program.

In: their work with first-year teachers in the Virginia Beginning Teach-
er Assistance Program, researchers investigated the effects of the emo-
tional support beginning teachers received from experienced teachers in
the program (Wildman, Niles, Magliaro, McLaughlin, and Drill 1987).
They noted:
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The chance to interact with a colleague by asking questions, sharng
materials or planning collaboratively has other benefits of an emotional
nature. The beginning teachers sense this support from the helping or
nurturing attitudes of their colleegues and depend on it to get them
through those first, difficult, lonely months. The beginning teachers
report being comforted {when] the experienced teachers share their
trials and frailties with them. In addition, the recognition they receive
from the experienced colleague trat they are performing satisfactorily
is important to the beginning teact.er in developing thew positive teach-
ing self-concept. In the first several months of schoo!l a number of
beginning teachers report that the:r experienced colleague is the only
person who has commented on their teaching competence. This 1s
particularly true in our high school pais. Thus, even general feedback
on performance during the early months by the experienced colleague
reduces the unceitainty of the beginner that they are meeting expecta-
tions. This reduction of uncertainty in turn creates a feeling of secunty.

(p. 12)

Huling-Austin and Mutphy (1987) studied groups of beginning teuch-
ers across the country who were and were not participating in teacher
induction programs. Using a questionnaire designed to measure the
beginning teacher’s perception of his/her own effectiveness and the de-
sirability of the teaching profession, they found that, “Responses from
sites that had no formal mducuon program in operation were noticeably
less desirable than the oth.r sites’’ (p. 33). Summers (1987) found a sim-
ilar situation in Froject CREDIT. Control group comparisons revealed
that intern teachers completed the year with significantly healthier atti-
tudes and perceptions about teaching than did a similar group of begin-
ning teachers who did not have the CREDIT support program. Control
group data revealed that nonsupported beginning teachers reported dete-
riorating attitudes or teaching perceptions in 88 or 98 surveyed variables
(pp- 33-34). These findings from these two studies suggest that when
beginning teachers are not supported they may begin to question their
own cffectiveness and their decisions to become teachers.

Interestingly, while beginning teachers often report that the emotional
support they received was the most beneficial aspect of their teacher in-
duction program, Odell (1986) found in analyzing categories of support
provided to first-year teachers, that emotional support au.oumcd for only
a small percentage of the assistance provided. She wrote, ‘*Although
emotional support was of considerable i {MPOrtance across semesters, dlini-
al support teachers generally offered mote assistance with the formal
teaching processes to new teachers than emotional support’’ (p. 28). This
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may suggest that emotional support is very important and without it
beginning teachers have difficulty dealing with other mzuers. However,
once emotio | support is established, beginning teachers do not require
large amounts of such support but rather can “‘move on’" rather quickly
to deal with instructional matters.

Goal 4: To Satisfy Mandated Requirements Related to Induction
and Certification

Once 2 mandated program is implemented in a sense the mandate has
been satisfied, but the more important question is to what degree the
inicial “‘intent’’ of the mandate is actually being addressed. There ‘s
some evidence that mandated state induction programs are ‘‘working.""
Blackburn (1977) in his report on the University of Alabama/Bir-
mingham First-Year Teacher Pilot Program noted, “‘Despite some pro-
gram shortcomings, the project demonstrated that the local school sys-
tems, the State Department of Education, and institutions of higher
education can work together and chat the cooperative effort can result in
a positive difference in the behavior of teachers’ (p. 12).

Elsner (1984) in his evaluation of the first year of the Oklahoma
Entry-Year Assistance Program wrote:

For a new program with no model to follow the Entry-Year Assistance
Program achieved an unusual number of ther stated objectives. It
appears that much of the apprehension expressed Ly some school ad-
ministrators prior to program implementation bad disappeared and that
higher education faculty members made a wgnificant contribution to
the success of the program. Lines of communication have developed
between teacher educalors and practitroners in the field. (p. 7)

Friske and Combs (1986) also worked with the Oklahoma Entry-Year
Assistance Program and concluded that the program by-and-large has
been implemented across the state. Their concern, however, is that stud-
ies on the program to date have focused on how the program has been
implemented and the factors influencing implementation, but have not
examined the extent to which the program has fulfilled the original
intent of “‘improving the quality of teaching in Oklahoma."”

A simijar concern was expressed by another set of researchers in their
study of two state-mandated teacher induction programs (Hoffman,
Edwards, O'Neal, Barnes, and Paulissen 1986). They wrote:

At the school level, our analyses of implementation focused on the
work of the support teams with the beginning teacher. It 1s use‘ul to




dran a distinction at this level between procedural compiiance and
substanuve implementation of program requirements. Proceduraliy, the
teams included «. our sample accomplished all of the required actwi-
ties in terms of obs:2rving, confernng, completing necessary forms, and
so on. Substantivé.ty there was great vanance in terms of how tt.e pro-
gram was carned out.... In cases whe 2 no strong team leadership
appeared, the induchon program seldom rose above the procedural
compliance level. (p. 19)

These same researchers aiso nuted an interesting point related to the
gate-keeping function of teacker induction programs. From data sccured
from interviews with state officials in the two states it was indicated that
ncarly al! of the teachers statewide enrolled in both programs were rec-
ommended for certification. They corument, ““Such patterns would seem
to call into question cither the ‘gate-keeping’ capadity of such programs
or the real need for such programs in the firs' place on the grounds of
controlling for the quality of entering teachers’ (Hoffman, Edwards,
O’Neal, Barnes, and Paulissen 1986, p. 18).

Goal 5: To Transmit the Culture of the System to Beginning
Teachers

As meationed carlier, it appears that this goa! is less prevalent in
many programs than the other four. It appears that while many pro-
grams recognize that one pregram function is to “‘sodialize’” beginning
teachers and to familiarize them with the workplace norms, the program
stops far short of Jefining and transmitting the cultu.c of the system. It
can be speculated that lodally developed programs more often tend to
emphasize this “‘culture’ goal than state-mandated programs in that
local agencies are more likely to “‘own’ a common culture which they
want to transmit to the beginning teacher. In any case, the two swdies
which address this goal most directly are both locally developed
programs.

The Ohio County School Teacher Induction Program in Wheeling,
West Virginia, has as once of its objectives that teache.s would develop a
sense of ownershiz and bonding to an excellent system (Marockic and
Looney 1988). In the cvaluation report on the program, it states:

Results of evaluation of the Teacher Induction Program indicatzd that
the program was extremely successful in guiding inductees in becom-
ing bonded to the system and adopting the goals of the system.
Through a pesitive interaction betwean central office personnel and
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new teacher as well as principal and new teacher, ownership began to de-
velop Results seem to suggest that each teacher became more and more a
part of the system and the sense of belonging to an excellent system be-
came greater and greater Out of the developing ownership emerged a real
commitment to the system and the teacher's role in i. (pp. 2-3)

A similar phenomenon was described by Brooks (1986) in his work
with the Richardson ISD (Texas) induction program. He wrote, ‘‘Begin-
ning teaci.er reports of increased feelings of competence, motivation,
belonging, support, and attention combine to produce an overwhelming
perception of district competence and motivation to assist and develop
entry year professionals’” (p. 7). From this observation it can be inferred
that the Richardson program has attempted to address the goal of trans-
mitting the culture of the district to beginning teachers and has indeed
accomplished this goal to a reasonably high degr.2

It is possible that many developers and implementers of induciion
programs have not yet given much thought to the goal of transmitting
the culture of the system to the beginning teacher. As more programs
begin to incorporate this goal and report their results, it may be that
greater numbers of those working in the field will begin to recognize the
benefits of such a goal and to address it more directly in the furure.

OTHER NOTEWORTHY FINDINGS

While the 17 studies included in this synthesis collectively include
many more findings than have been discussed here, it is the author's
hope that most of the major findings have been captured in the preced-
ing sections of this [chapter]. However, the author believes there are four
additional points that are clearly present in these studies that have not
yet been discussed and are worth examining here. These four points
include: the need for flexibility in induction programs, the important
role of the support teacher, the importance of placement in beginning
teacher success, and the need to educate both the profession and the
public about teacher induction.

The Need for Flexibility in Induction Pro g7ams

Because beginning teachers are individuals, they will experience their
first year of teaching and the induction process in individual, personal
ways. In a study of the Virginia Beginning Teacher Assistance Program
(Wildman, Niles, Magliaro, McLaughlin, and Drill 1987), a great deal of
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attention was given to this point. These researchers argue that is impot-
tant to consider beginning teachers individually because their sources of
problems, their ways of reacting and their aspirations for teaching can
vary dramatically from person to person (p. 9).

Grant and Zeichner (1981) acknowledge the personal nature of teach-
ing by noting that the problems and concerns experienced by the begir-
ning teachers in their study were extremely diverse. They write:

As Lewis (1980) argues, blanket statements about what to provide for
first-year teachers are not very helpful. While general conclusions can
be drawn about the necessity of more in-school suppc.t and better on-
entations, ou" seem to indicate that the most useful thing that can
bz done with . _ard to induction 1s to personalize and individualize this
support and gear it to the needs of the specific beginning teachers. (p.
110)

Huling-Austin, Putman, and Galvez-Hjornevik (1985) recommend
that induction programs should e structured flex” ly enough to accom-
modate the emerging needs of pz.icipants. They write:

A prepackaged, '"canned” program determined in advance will not be
flexible enough to meet the vanety of needs that are likely to
emerge.... It is important to closely monitcr the specific emerging
needs and concerns of participants and to select appropniate interven-
tions accordingly. By anticipating this need in advance it 1s possible to
build in periodic assessments of the program and to plan at vanous
points in the year to make adjustments in the types and amounts of
assistance provided. (pp. 52-53)

The Important Role of the Support Teacher

Probably the most consistent finding across studies is the importance
of the support teacher (sometimes called the mentor teacher, helping
teacher, peer :eacher, buddy teacher, etc.). Huling-Austin, Putnam, and
Galvez-Hjomevik (1985) contend that, ‘“The assignment of an appropri-
ate support teacher is likely to be the most powerful and cost-effective
inter-ation in an induction program’’ {p. 50). Most of the beginning
teachers in their study reported that having a support teacher was the
single most helpful aspect of the program because it gave them someone
to turn to on a daily basis as problems arose.

The role of the support teacher or mentor teacher has probably been
most carefully studied by the staff of the Center of Excellence in Teacher
Education at Memphis State University. Butler (1987) outlined a2 number
of personal factors which appeared to support the development of posi-
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tive mentor-protege relationship. Some of these factors include: (1) prior
experiences in assisting student teachers and novice teachers in under-
standing and mastering the responsibilities of teaching, (2) years of expe-
rience as a classroom teacher, (3) willingness to commit time to the pro-
tege early in the relationship so that both had opportunities to come to
know and respect each other, (4) ability to conceive the relationship in
developmental terms with sensitivity to the need to modify the mentor
role as the protege progressed, and (5) possessing high status within the
school and within the profession, such as attainment of higher rank on
the state’s career ladder program (pp. 3-4).

From their study of mentors, Huffman and Leak (1986) made the fol-
!zwing two observations:

1 Having a mentor who teaches the same grade level or subject mat-
ter as the new teacher was highly desirable. In order to provide a
full range of assistance, addressing issues including classroom man-
agement and instructional methodology as well as content, knowl-
edge and experience in a similar discipline or grade level 1s impor-
tant.

2 Providing adequate time for informal and formal conferencing, plan-
ning, and conversation between the mentor and the new teacher is
a primary factor in addressing the needs of the beginners. Informal
conferencing with the mentor was particularly valuable to these new
teachers. (p. 24)

As to what exactly mentors do, the list of responsibilities, and activi-
ties is considerable. Huling-Austin and Murphy (1987) found that first-
year teachers in their study reported receiving help from their support
teachers in 14 different areas. Areas most frequently mentioned included
“‘someone to talk to/listen to,” followed by ‘‘locating materials’® and
“help with clerical work related to districe policies and procedures.”’
Other areas most frequently mentioned were ““lesson planning,”” “‘class-
room organization,”’ and “‘discipline’” (p. 33). Because the role of the
suppore teacher is so extensive, Huling-Austin and Murphy recommend
that support teachers should receive training in how to provide assistance
in a variety of areas and in how to work with another adult in a support-
ive manner and should be compensated for their participation in induc-
tion programs (pp. 34-35).

Kilgore and Kozisek (1988) came to a similar conclusion from their
study in which mentors were provided with neither training nor compen-
sation. They concluded from their study that the role of the mentor
teacher as envisioned was not fulfilled primaiily because mentors were
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not provided with support for assuming the duties of a mentor (e.g.,
extra pay, recognition, training) by their principals. They concluded
that, *“The school as an organization has to come to grips with how they
see mentors of career teachers helping those working their way into the
system’’ (p. 12).

The Importance of Placement in Beginning Teacher Success

Beginning teachers are often placed in teaching assignments that
would challenge even the most skillful veteran teachers. These difficult
assignments can take several forms including teaching in a subject area
for which the teacher is not ce.tified, having numerous class prepara-
tions, “‘floating”’ from classroom to classroom, working with low-ability
or unmotivated/disruptive students, or being responsible for demanding
or time-consuming extracurricular activities.

Hidalgo (1987) recently completed a study of first-year teachers in dif-
ficule sectings. His case studies give vivid accounts of novice emergency-
credentialed teachers assigned to teach high-demand subjects in low-
income, overcrowded junior high schools while they were still enrolled in
teacher preparation classes. While certainly Hidalgo’s subjects were in
extremely challenging assignments, even less extreme circumstances can
have major effects on the induction process, according to a number of
different teacher induction researchers who have noted the importance of
teaching assignment as it relates to beginning teacher success.

For example, in their study of two state-mandated programs, Hoffman
and his colleagues {1986) noted:

The programs appeared to work best when the teaching context was
appropriate to the talents and interests of the first-year teachsr. The
programs did not provide sufficient support to overcome inappropnate
placements or stressful work conditions., And, in fact, in such stuations
the programs only serve to further antagonize and exacerbate negative
feelings. (p. 20)

In another study, Huling-Austin, Putman, and Galvez-Hjornevik
(1985} came to a similar conclusion. They wrote:

Placement of firstyear teachers may well be the most influential var-
able in first-year teaching success. Which classes a first-year teacher is
assigned to teach will be extremely influential in how successful a year
that teacher is likely to have. The first-year teacher in our program who
had the most difficulty was the one who had the most difficult teaching
assignment both because not only were the students low achievers,
but also her academic background had not prepared her to teach the
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specific subject t2 which she was assigned. In companson to other
first-year teachers in the project, the teacher in the difficult assignment
appeared weak Our staff speculate that had this teacher been placed
in 2 “less difficult” assignment or that the other first-year teachers had
been placed in a similarly difficult assignment, that the resulting expern-
ences may well have appeared quite different. The interventions sup-
plied in the project were not sufficiently powerful enough to resolve the
types of problems bLeginning teachers will expenence in a difficult
teaching assignment. (p. 48)

The Need to Educate the Profession (as well as the Public) about
Teacher Induction

This final point, while it may appear to be obvious, is one that the
author fears is being overlooked in our rush to implement induction pro-
grams across the nation. Mzny of us assume that because more legisla-
tures are mandating induction programs and programs are rapidly in-
creasing in number across the nation, that there must be generzl
consensus in the profession at-large about the need and potential bene-
fits of teacher induction programs. It is this author’s experience that this
is simply not the case. For example, in a recent presentation to teachers
from more than 75 schools in Central Texas, not a single school had any
type of induction program in operation (not even the assignment of a
““buddy”’ teacher for new teachers). This evidence indicates rhat begin-
ning teacher induction is not viewed as a pressing need in the field.

Kilgore and Kozisek (1988) comment on the same issue, ““For the
most part, school personne! are not aware of the literature or effects they
have on first-year teachers. Simply stated, principals and teachers t:eat
novice teachers like they were treated, and have had no reason to tf jnk
that things should be any different’” (p. 11).

If induction programs are to succeed, school practitioners need t¢ be
educated to the needs of beginning teachers and the role of experier.ced
personnel in assisting with the induction process. In addition, those (on-
ducting induction programs need to be provided with the resotrces
needed to fulfill these roles. If this information and support is not pro-
vided, induction programs have little chance of succeeding on » wide-
spread basis. Friske and Combs (1986) perhaps summarized this point
best:

Improving the quality of education can not merely be legslated. On
paper, requirements can be met, yet still not effect true education
reform. ... Without the commitment to the quality with which each
(school practitioner) fulfills responsibilities to the beginning teacher and
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the teacher induction program, new teachers will merely be socialized
into the existing system. (p. 72)

SUMMARY

The purpose of this [chapter] was to identify and synthesize findings
from dara-based research on teacher induction programs and practices. In
order to be included in the synthesis studies must have been: (1) data
based, (2) conducted on beginning teachers in an induction program,
and (3) reported since 1977. A total of 17 studies were included in the
synthesis.

Findings were organized around five common goals of t=acher induc-
tion programs. An additional category was devoted to ‘‘Other Notewor-
thy Findings’’ for study that either did not clearly relate to one of the
five goals or that cut across so many of the goals that it would be inap-
propriate to categorize them under a single goal. The organizing frame-
work for the synthesis, therefore, include the following:

1. Goal 1: To improve teaching performance

2. Goal 2: To increase the retenticn of promising beginning teachers
during the induction years

3. Goal 3: To promote the personal and professional well-being of
beginning teachers

4. Goal 4: To satisfy mandated requirements related to induction and
certification

5.Goal 5. To transmit the culture of the system to beginning teachers
6. Goal 6: Other Noteworthy Findings.

As this synthesis reflects, there is research dara to support that induc-
tion programs can be successful in achieving each of the five goals stated
above. In addition, the studies collectively include important findings
about four other points. (1) the need for flexibility in induction pro-
grams, (2) the important role of the support teacher, (3) the importance
of placement in beginning teacher success, and (4) the need to educate
the profession (as well as the public) about teacher induction.

While there is evidence to suggest that induction programs can suc-
cessfully achieve the goals outlined above, it is important for those who
develop and implement programs to realize that for any of these goals to
be achieved to any appreciable degree, program features and activities
specifically targeted at addressing cach goal must be planned and imple-
mented. Program facilitators can make their own decisions about which
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goals to emphasize to what degree, bur it is important to recognize that
these goals will rarely be achieved *‘by accident’’ just because a program
exists. In order for the goals to be achieved, program activities specifical-
ly targeted toward identified goals must be carefully designed and imple-
mented appropriately.
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3. SCHOOL-BUILDING-LEVEL VARIABLES
AND THE INDUCTION OF NEW
TEACHERS

by James D. Greenberg and Maurice C. Exly

I have a first-year English teacher who has three different levels
of seventh grade, two levels of eighth grade, and five different liter-
ature books; and I've seen her panic a lot.

—Sylvia, experienced tezcher on beginning
teacher task force, 3/26/87

The perplexing condiuvun observed by Sylvia, the experienced teacher
quoted above, is all too common. Anyone who is now or has ever been a
classroom teacher probably experienced a similar sense of being over-
loaded and overwhelmed—either directly or through the troubles of a
colleague. Yet, while the recognition of this sort of new teacher problem
is almost universal among school professionals, scholars, and rescarchers
who have contributed to the literature on induction have given relatively
little emphasis to these “‘facts of life.”” When they do, the stress often
seems to be on the needs of the beginning teacher to learn to cope with
her/his new reality, the support available from workshops on classroom
management, effective instruction, ot the advice of a mentor, or the de-
ficiencies of preservice programs that werc supposed to prepare them
““more realistically’” anyway. Accordingly, the remedies most often dis-
cussed appear to be programmatic in nature, i.e., iraining programs,
mentor programs, staff development programs, induction programs—all
in support of the new teacher.

Howcver, the category of concerns illustrated in Sylvia’s opening
quote—referred to alternatively as ‘‘situational variables,” *‘context vari-
ables,”” and the like—are often overlooked, taken for granted, or merely
identified as problems requiring mote attention. Nor have the logical so-
lutions to some of these problems, namely, policy and administrative de-
cisions of principals and central office supervisory personnel, been exam-
ined for their potential role in relation to better induction cfforts.
Indeed, as the present authors have stated previously, ncgative context
variables—and the decisions that helped to create them—seriously affect
the potential success chances for beginning teachers.
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Itis one of the most reprehensible yet pers:stent realtties that decision
makers in education give beginning teachers hard iital assignments.
Such derisions are not made usually because the new teacher has re-
Quested such an assignment, or because an administrator ts trying to
apply some consciously conceived test of competence. Rather, it 1s
more likely that such decisions are made out of convenience and/or on
the basis of a priority system that places seniority and rank above com-
petency match factors when designing individual job assignments,
While this condition has been verbally assailed over the years, Iitle has
changed in practice. (Erly and Greenberg 1985)

PURPOSE AND METHODOLOGY

The purpose of the data collection and research effort reported here
was to investigate the current status of school building level context vari-
ables in a large school system that has made concerted attempts to im-
prove recruiting and retention procedures. Induction concerns have heen
addressed to a degre2 and continue to be addressed in this school system.
Yet, no dara existed regarding the perceptions of new teachers in terms
of the school building environments in which they were placed, or about
some of the administrative decisions and assignments that have been
noted to affect the quality and potential success of the induction period.
These areas are among the least studied in the literature, yet they repre-
sent the kinds of things that may be affected and improved simply by a
change of will, attitude, or policy—often without any direct economic
cost involved.

The method of data collection was a questionnaire, administered to
368 teachers hired into the school system at the beginning of (or during)
the 1986-1987 academic year. The questionnaire method was chosen be-
cause it was the most efficient way to obtain a large amount of baseline
data that could serve as a foundation for further in-depth study. Another
reason was related to the opportunity to include questions relevant to the
purpose of this study in a comprehensive instrument that could be di.
rectly administered to three large groups of new teachers who would
come together for day-long staff development meetings during the sec-
ond semester of the academic year. The potential for very high percent-
age rewurns, and the nced o avoid overloading the subject population,
reinforced the choice of methodology.

The sample surveyed included 368 teachers hired into the school sys-
tem sometime during the current academic year. These new teachers rep-
resented all teaching fields and levels, and included those with prior ex-
perience in other geographic areas, prior experience in this school system
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and now returning after a period of absence, and beginning teachers
with no prior cxperience save their student teaching. Data were sough:
from this sample of new teachers in the following arcas:

1. Demographic variables. Data were requested related to sex, age,
datc hired, class size, years taught, years since last taught (both in
this system, or in another school or school system), grade level
taught, secondary content area (if any). The purposc of obtaining
the demographic data was to have the ability to analyze responses
according to the variables noted, and to determine whether re-
sponse differences related to those variables.

2. Areas and levels of concern. A list of areas of concern was drawn

from the literature. The items on the list were those that were often
reported as being concern arcas for new teachers, and they were al-
most ail items pertinent to school building level variables. The pur-
pose was to see whether this large sample, ip this particular school
system, had these concerns as they reflected on their initial year
and, if so, what degrec of seriousness accompanied the concern.

Committee assignments and extra duties. Respondents were asked
to list those committee assignments and extra duties they had been
given in order to determine load and type of assignment in this cat-
cgory. As the literature suggests, this is an important area of “‘over-
load"" for new tcachers, and as thesc matters are almost certainly
unde; the control of building level decisions, this information was
requested as a separatc item.

Respondents were asked to write brief descriptions of three things
that nelped them at the building level, three things that did not
help, or hindered them, at the building level, and three things that
they wished had been done at the building level to help, but
weren't. Other comments were also requested.

RESULTS AND IMPLICATIONS

The results obtained from the questionnaires are reported here at a
quite fundamental level of analysis. However, these firse analyses and
displays of data prove quite interesting as a start. In Table 1, the levels
of concern data are presented for all items chat respondents were given.
No item was rated as a concern by less than 57 percent of the resporn-
dents; and no item was rated by more than 83 percent (NOTE. Some in-
dividual items were not marked by certain respondents, so total respon-
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Table 1
Level of Concern Expressed for 14 School Building Vanables

Level of Concern

1 2 3 4 5

ltem Number Respondents Report Tota®
and Category No % No. % No. % No. % No % No

38 Orentation 1270 29 11.0 75 285 60 228 28 106 263
39 Space 43 152 31 10 80 284 58 206 70 248 282
40 Time 28 96 28 96 68 232 83 283 86 29.4 293
41 Assignment 56 233 31 129 53 221 53 221 47 196 240
42 Resources 30 98 35 114 80 261 71 232 90 294 306
43 Class size 38 133 22 77 71 249 60 211 94 330 285
44 Studentperformance 22 76 29 100 74 255 78 269 87 300 296
45 Assistance 38 138 34 124 70 255 73 265 60 218 275
46 Administrative duties 23 83 45 163 77 277 77 2717 54 196 276
47 Lesson planning 35 137 29 113 65 254 64 250 63 24.6 251

48 Exira duttes 39 157 36 145 76 305 43 173 55 221 249

49 Opportuntytoobserve 30 11.3 22 120 65 244 71 257 68 256 266
50 Teamingopportunly 39 155 28 111 59 234 58 230 68 27.0 252
51 Collegiatrelationships 40 19.2 27 130 58 279 37 178 46 221 208

370tal Number = 368 Those not reporuing are assumed to have no concern for the item

dents do not equal 100 percent for cach item.) The top three areas of
concern, in terms of frequency of citation, were related to resources, stu-
dent performance, and time. However, when viewed according to level
of seriousness expressed about the concern, the top three arcas (rated ac-
cording to combined responses of 3, 4, and 5 on the scale of serjousness
of concern) were the same as those noted for frequency, but the order
changed. with time and student performance tied for first place and re-
sources third. The results further shew that quite a few areas are scored
as faitly serious concerns by the majority of respondents, and the data
may help building administrators and staff attend to the particular con-
cerins as they are manifested in various individual buildings.

Table 2 reports the results of extra duties and committee assignments
listed by respondents. According to this self-report, the largest number
of new teachers have been given no additional duties beyond their regu-
lar teaching (and teaching-related) loads. However, 127 new teachers re-
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port two or morc such assignments or responsibilitics. The contrast, and
he range of assignments reported, suggest that more needs to be learned
about who is being assigned these additional dutics, and why. While
credit should be given to building administrators who have protected the
largest single group of new teachers from all additional dutics, many
others apparently did not. Tl.is is a “‘classic’ area cited for destructive
cffects on the new teacher, and a number of new teachers reporting cxtra
duties noted that this was a serious concern for them.

Tables 3, 4, and 5 report the specific areas cited by respondents as
helps, hindrances, and desirable changes in relation to their own school
building. The catcgories were derived from a rough content analysis of
written comments under cach question area in the survey. The categorics
conformed well to the kinds of variables reported in the literature as sig-
nificant and relevant.

Of most dramatic interest, and perhaps of most importance, is the ut-
terly clear priority given to “‘people’ matters in the ¢jtations of cxamples
of positive assistance. In the area of helps (Table 3), the mentions related
to helpful and coogerative administrators and colleagues in the building
so overshadowed the rest of the items chat the closest “‘competitor,”’
namely the area of resources, was hardly noticeable. Administration and
staff help was mentioned cight times more than resources and over 13
times more frequently than logistical considerations, the third most fre-
quent area cited.

However, the picture changes—and the spread is much greater—in
the “*hindrance’ and *‘wishes’ domains. Administrative logistics heads
the list of ncgative citation categorics (see Table 4), and that would in-
clude the matters of misassignment, multiple preparations, nonperma-

Table 2
Extra Cn "ies and Committee Assignments Reported
Number of Commiitee an< Number of
Extra Duties Reported Respondents Repsorting
0 91
1 33
2 50
3 27
4 30
5 5
6 ¢r more 15
38
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Table 3
School Building ltems Reported as Helpful (N=368)
Item Category and Descriptors Number Reporting
Time (helpful meetings; reieased time) 0
Parents (supportive, etc.) 3
Students (positive; motivated; enjoyable) 1
Materials and supplies (resources) 50
Administration/Staff (helpful; cooperative) 403
Program (workshops; orientation) 20
Communication 2
Administrative logistics (space; schedule) 30
Miscellaneous 2
Systemwide helps? 4

aThis was not requested reference level for response, but a few reported items at this
level.

Table 4
School Building Items Reported as Hindrances {(N=368)

Item Category and Descriptors Number Reporting
Time demands (interruptions, too many meetings, etc.) 38
Parents (overly demanding, etc.) 5
Students (difficult; unmotivated) 26
Materials and supplies (inadequate, poor qualty) 85
Administration/Staff (negative; nonsupportive;

uncooperative; threatening) 97
Program (lack of orientation; instruction on testing, etc) 23
Extra duties and assignments 18
Communication (poor) 16
Administrative logistics (space; schedule, etc.) 145
Miscellaneous 5
Systemwide matters 4

nent or inadequate classroom and other space, and difficult schedules,
interruptions, administrative demands, and so on. It is this very category
that many observers are coming to realize has the most potential for
amclioration within the induction aren- yet, probably because it is not
considered staff development or training, or because it doesn’t fit in the
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target most induction efforts have assumed they must aim at—namely,
the needs/deficiencies cf the novice—there has been little attention giv-
en to the integral nature of administrative decisions in relation to poten-
tial success of induction programs. While much more specificity is need-
ed regarding the data on this item, preliminary indications are that thie
most serious hindrance to new teacher success could be substantially alle-
viated by administrative process and choices at the school building level.
Such an interpretation may be reinforced by the recognition that the sec-
ond most cited hindrance category is the one reflecting administration
and staff nonsupport and the negative limate and morale decline that
accompanies such a perspective.

The data on wishes (Table 5) also reflect a range of concerns, and im-
plied suggestions, and no single category dramatically outdistances the
rest. As expected from the citation of administrative logistics as the cate-
gory perceived to be the greatest hindrance, respondents noted that area
as the one they most wished would be improved in the future. Close be-
hind, however, was the notation by 55 respondents that more program
provision would have been desirable. Orientation, informati~s and skill
development in testing procedures and preparation, and instructional
improvement assistance were items induded by respondents who wrote
on this category. It is assumed that requests related to buiid g level pro-
gram help, both for the sake of relevance and accessibility. Coupled with
the overwhelming frequency of citations regarding administrator and col-
league support as significant help reccived, it scems clear that mentor

Table 5
School Building Areas Wished for Improvement
ltem Category and Descnptors Number Reporting
Time (more; better allocated) 15
Parents (more helpiul) 2
Students (better; more positive) 5
Miaterials and supplies (better and more) 32
Administration/staff (more positive, help more) 37
Program (more and better) 55
Communication (better) 12
Administrative logistics (better schedulefassignment,
betler space, etc.) 67
Miscellaneous 8
Systemwide matters 2
40
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arrangements, a d/or school-based team support arrangements, could
provide both the personal and program support structure needed and
valued by new teachers.

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

There is still much that needs to be done with the data collecied in
this study. Demographic variables need to be analyzed in relation to the
results reported in order to dr .ermine whether any (e.g., date of employ-
ment, years of prior experience, teaching level) appear to differentiate on
some of the variables studied. It would make a great difference, for ex-
ample, that the new teachers who reported lots of extra duty assignments
were experienced in another system as opposed to being brand new
teachers right o+ of undergraduate teacher education programs. Similar-
ly, it would be instructive if most of the concerns about resources, or
about misassignment, came from secondary as opposed to elementary
teachers. Given such finer ““cuts’ on the data, the value and utility of
the information for decision makers and staff developers could increase
substantially.

Another step for future study would be to interview a sample of re-
spondents in order to gain enriched perspective on the meaning and the
implications of the data collected in this study. Much of the analysis and
interpretation would be greatly enhanced by checking perceptions and
reasoning behind some of the choices made on the levels of concern
component, and by learning more detail about the kinds of administra-
tive decisions and behaviors perceived to be particularly supportive and
helpful as well as those perceived to be detrimental and destructive in
the induction period.

Finally, it appears that there is reason to believe that much hope can
be Placed in the potential for improving the “‘induction system’" by pay-
ing artention to school level context variables, and the decisions and
choices that can cause such variables to be seen as supportive of success-
ful induction or, conversely, as detrimental to it. While traditional forms
of assistance will always be important parts of a .omprehensive induction
program, insights into what makes school buildings supportive of new
teachers can be an enormous contribution to establishing contexts that
can make induction into the profession a positive process.
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4. CHARACTERISTICS OF BEGINNING
TEACHERS IN AN INDUCTION
CONTEXT*

by Sandra J. Odell

Structured teacher induction programs have emerged across the coun-
try. Eleven states have mandated induction programs for all school dis-
tricts, and 21 other states are either piloting or planning statewide nduc-
tior efforts (Hawk and Robards 1987). As induction programs continue
to emerge, it becomes increasingly important to characterize fully the be-
ginning teacher within an induction context.

Our previous research has been directed toward identifying those
needs that are . 1ique to beginning teachers undergoing induction to the
teaching profession. This has been accomplished by observing the actual
functioning of an elementary induction support program (Odell 1986b),
by recording the questions new elementary teachers ask of induction sup-
port personnel across their first year of teaching (Odell, Loughlin, and
Fertaro 1987), and by identifying the developmental level of teaching for
new teachers using a Stages of Concerns questionnaire (Odell 1987). In
general, this research has served to characterize the evolution of the new
teacher and tentatively to define the types of support needed in the in-
ducrion of developing teachers.

The present research used the interview method to describe further
the craraceeristics of new elementary teachers in an induction context. In
particulas, the research was designed (1) to rcveal new teacher motiva-
tions, attitt des, and expectations, (2) to identify the concerns of begin-
ning teachers and the support personnel must helpful to beginning
teachers; (3) to assess the impact of the teaching context on the first year
of teaching; and (4) to reveal what changes in teacher practice new teach-
ers wouid make in a new year.

*The author cxpresses her apprediation to the inial support teachers, espeaally Nancy
Colc and Shirley McGuire, who collected and helped analyze data for this study and, 1m-
portantly, who helped the first-year trachers to hecome better mstructional leaders.
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PROCEDURE

The data were obtained within the context of a large-<cale elementary
school teacher induction program that is a collaborative effort between a
college of education and a major school district (Odell 19862). The sub-
jects were 18 teachers, 16 females, and 2 males, who were drawn ran-
domly from 180 first-year elementary teachers receiving weekly induction
support from 9 clinical support teachers. The clinical support teachers
were veteran classroom teachers who were released from classroom duties
in order to work full time assisting the 180 beginning teachers. The 18
beginning teachers chosen for this study were all recent graduates hold-
ing baccalaureate degrees in elementary education.

During the course of the school year, the clinical support teachers ad-
mignistered an interview three times to the 18 beginning teachers: during
the first two weeks of school, after the midyear holiday break, and in the
last month of school. On the average, an interview took approximately
30 minutes to complete.

The interview consisted of seven open-cnded questions that were read
to the beginning teachers by a clinical support teacher. Four of the seven
questions were asked in each of the three interviews, while the remaining
three questions varied across the interviews. Each of the resultant inter.
view questions was assumed to access one of the following seven charac-
teristics: teacher motivation, teacher attitude, new teacher expectations,
new teacher needs, sources of new teacher support, the impact of the
teaching context, or teaching practice. The verbatim interview questions
and teaching charactezistics are listed in Table 1. Teacher responses to
questions related to new teacher challenges/concerns were further subdi-
vided into seven categories of needed support based on those used in a
previous study, as shown in Table 2 (Odell, Loughlin, and Ferraro 1987).

The interviews were tape-recorded for later transcription and aralysis.
Teacher responses to the questions as recorded and transcribed were then
tallied using verbatim. phrases so as to create a description of new teach-
ers in an induction context.

RESULTS

In order to summariz¢ the responses to the teacher motivation, teacher
attitude, teacher expect :tion, sous.es of new teacher support, teaching
context, and teaching practice questions, the percentage of subjects giv-
ing 2 particular response was determined.

With respect to teacher motivation, during Interview I, nine different
reasons were given by the 18 subjects for becoming a teacher. Enjoyment
of children or school was cited by 66.7 percent of the new teachers, and
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Table 1
Teaching Characteristics Accessed by Individual Interview Questions
During Interviews, I, Il, or Il
Teaching Characteristics Interview Questions
Motivation
Interview | Why did you decide to become a teacher?
Attitude
Interview Il How dv you fee! about your decision to become a
teacher?
Interview Il If you had it to do over again, would you decide 1o be-
ceme ateacher?
Teacher practice
Interview Il What would you do differently in a new year?
Challenges
Interviews |, i Currently, what are your biggest challenges?
Support perscnnel
Interviews, [, Il Who has been helpful in dealing with the challenges?
Interviews |, 11, Il Who has been the most helpful so far?
Concerns
Interviews |, 11, 1l What concerns you the most nght now?
Expectations
Interviews |, II, I’ In what ways has teaching been similar to or difierent
from what you expected?
Context
Interviews 1, 11, 1} What about this school or community makes teaching

particularly easy or difficult?

was the most frequently cited motivation. Wanting to be a teacher since
childhood was mentioned by 22.2 percent and 16.7 percent mentioned
being motivated by prev.ous teachers of their own. The remaining re-
sponses were more individualistic and followed no discernible wrend.

In general, the new teacher attitude questions revealed that the new
teachers had very positive feelings about teaching. In Interview 11, teach-
ers were asked how they felt abourt their decision to be a teacher. Afl
teachers but one responded positively with comments such as: “feels
good,” “‘right choice,”” “‘enjoy the profession,” and *‘satisfied.”” The
one other teacher said that she felt ““good and bad depending on the
day.” Interview III revealed a similarly positive attitude about teaching,
with 100 percent of the new teachers saying that they would decide to be
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Table 2
Categories of Needed Support Used to Charactenze
Challenges and Concerns of New Teachers

Example Needed Description of

Chalienge/ Support Support

Concern Category Cateyory

Individualizing math Instiuction Giving information o new teachers about

aclivities teaching strategies

Meetling administra- System Givinginformation to .iew teachers related

tive expectations to procedures and guidelines of the school
disirict

Accumulating teach Resource Collecting, disserminating, or locating re-

ing materials sources for use by new teachers

Surviving the first Emotional Offenng new teachers personal support

year through empathic listening and by sharing
experiences

Time allocation for in- Managenal Helping new teachers manage and orga-

struclion nize the schoo! day

Dealing with parental Parental Giving new teachers heip with ideas related

expectations to conferencing with parents

Maintaining control Disc:phne Giving new teachers ideas related to man-

aging children

a teacher if they had it to do over again. The expanded answers to this
question, such as ‘“Teaching is challenging,” ‘I love working with the
kids,” and “I find teaching rewarding,”” also suggested uniformly posi-
tive attitudes about teaching.

The teacher expectation question revealed that subjects more often say
that teaching is different than they expected than they say that it is the
-ame as expected. Specifically, responses that teaching is different than
expected encompassed 88.5 percent, 94.4 percent, and 76.2 percent of
all the expectation responses in Interviews I, II, and III, respecuively.
Subjects were less consistent regarding the particular ways that teaching
is different than they expected. In Interview 1, 33 percent of the subjects
said that teaching is more difficult than they expected, and 16.7 percent
listed classroom management as different than expected. The remaining
responses specifically identifying the ways that teaching ;s different were
quite variable and mentioned by only one new teacher. In Interview II,
16.7 percent of the subjects listed time management as more difficult
than expected. In Interview III, 16.7 percent of the subjects responded
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that the work was harder than expected. All other responses to the ex-
pectation question in Interviews I and III were completely individual
and demonstrated no particular pattern of response.

Sources of support for new teachers were determined through two
questions in Interviews I and II and through one question in Interview
IIL In response to the question of who has been helpful in dealing with
challenges and concerns faced by the new teachers, colleague teachers
were identified by 58.4 percent, 55.6 percent. and 50 percent of the sub-
jects, clinical support teachers were identified by 44.7 percent, 58.3 per-
cent, and 83.3 percent of the subjects, and principals were listed by 13.9
percent, 13.9 percent, and 33.3 percent of the subjects in Interviews I,
I, and III, respectively. Several other sources of support in dealing with
concerns and facing challenges were identified but were listed by no
more than one subject. There was 2 tendency, however, to list family
members such as mother, spouse, and brother.

The impact of the teaching context on teaching was explored 1n all
three interviews by asking teachers whether there was anything about
their school or community that makes teaching particularly easy or diffi-
calt. In all three interviews, responses included factors that make teach-
ing difficult. Parent or family difficulties comprised 36 percent of the 14
factors listed in Interview I, 46 percent of the 13 factors listed in Iniet-
view II, and 100 percent of the seven factors listed in Interview III. No
other factors related to d'fficulty wers listed more than once. In terms of
the factors that make teaching particularly easy, the modal factor in In-
terviews 1, 11, and 111, respectively, was staff sapport (33.3%), parental
support (45.4%), and principal support (41.2%).

One teacher-practice question, “What will you do differently next
year?” was asked in lnterview Iil. There were a total of 26 fesponses
from the 18 new teachers, 50 percent of which were related directly to
insttuction (e.g., “‘restructure the reading program,”” “plan more small-
group instrucrion,”’ ‘‘individualize instruction more’’). The other 50
percent of the responses were related to changes the new teachers would
make in their own behaviors (e.g., “‘relax more,”" “‘be more flexible,”
“set higher expectations for children’’).

New-teacher needs were determined through two questions in each of
the three interviews. The respouses to the questions of what are your big-
gest challenges and concerns were subdivided into seven categories of
needed support, as shown previously in Table 2. Table 3 lists the per-
centage of responses in each of the seven neod categories for all chrec in-
terviews, as well as the mean percent responses for the three interviews
combined.
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Table 3
Percentage of Challenge and Concern Responses Made by
New Teachers in Fach Category of Needed Support for Each Interview
and for :he Mean of the Three Interviews Combined

Needed Support Interview Interview Interview Mean
Category | ] m Percent
Instruction 36.4 56.8 45.8 46.3
System 9.9 2.8 20.8 11.2
Resource 3.7 0.0 0.0 1.2
Emotional 3.9 2.8 6.2 4.3
Managerial 232 13.4 8.3 15.0
Parental 5.9 5.5 6.3 5.9
Discipline 17.1 18.7 12.5 16.1

By way of overview, instructional needs were identified most frequent-
ly in each inierview, occurring 36.4 percent, 56.8 percent, and 45.8 per-
cent of the time in Interviews I, II, and III, respectively. System needs
fell from 9.9 percent in Interview I to only 2.8 percent in Interview II,
but increased to 20.8 percent in Interview III as the new teachers evinced
concern over their job status for the ensuing school year. The resource,
emotional, and parental categories received less focus with all percent-
ages failing below 7 percent. Management needs were identified fre-
quently during Interview I (23.7%) and declined over time in Interviews
IT1 (1..4%) and III (8.3 %) as teachers presumably became more effective
in organizing the school day. Needs related to discipline remained fairly
stable from Intetview I (17.1%) to Interview II (18.7%), but fell some-
what at Interview 111 (12.5%).

DISCUSSION

The data presented above, obtained in a teacher induction context,
indicate that the majority of teachers are motivated to begir. teaching by
their enjoyment of children and school and that they maintain a very
positive aztitude about teachiny across the induction year. Indeed, all of
the new teachers at the end of their first year said that they would decide
to begin teachir g if they had that decision to make over again. This is
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encouraging, given the disturbing statistic that 15 percent of new teach-
ers not in structured induction programs leave the profession after the
first year (Schlechty and Vance 1983).

Over the past several years, there has been considerable attention giv-
en t the perils of beginning teaching (Glassberg 1979; Sprinthall and
Thies-Sprinthall 1983; Veenman 1984). More specificaiiy, teachers entet-
ing the profession without induction support suffer “‘reality shock,” in
which there is a collapse of ideals formed in the process of teacher train-
ing, under the tremendous pressures of classtoom teaching. It is a tribute
to the concept of teacher induction that the new teachers in this program
maintained a very positive attitude about teaching. This may be because
the induction support offered to the new teachers served to lessen the
teaching pressures they experienced. Almost all of the new teachers did
say, however, that teaching is different from what they had expected in
that teaching and aspects of time management were considerably more
difficult than they had anticipated.

All of *he new teachers found a variety of sources of support in deal-
ing with the concerns and challenges they face. Somewhat more than
half of the teachers found support in their teaching colleagues through-
out the school year, although the influence of these colleagues declined
some across time. Interestingly, the clinical support ¢cachers became in-
creasingly refied upon for support as the school year orogressed, with
more than 80 percent of the teachers using them as a source of support
at the end of the school year. School principals were also seen as support-
ive by some of the teachers, but overall, school principals were not
viewed as a particularly strong source of support by the new teachers.

First-year teachers are often uncomfortable with those in evaluative
positions (Fox and Singletary 1986). In a study by Huffman and Leak
(1986), new teachers viewed support personnel as “‘friendly critics’ of-
fezing bencficial feedback and constructive criticism only if the support
personnel were not in a formal evaluative role. In the present induction
context, clinical support teachers were not involved in the evaluative pro-
cess. Accordingly, it is not suzprising that the clinical support teachers,
vho were offering assistance without assessment were identified by the
new teachess as ultimately the most supportive in helping to meet the
challenges and concerns of beginning teaching.

With respect to the teaching context, parental and family difficulties
clearly represent a negative contextual factor for the major number of
new teachers. This widely recognized contextual adversity is not com-
pletely ameliorated by a teacher induction context, and most likely will
not be eliminated altogether in the absence of broader sodial change.

Of the significant categories of support neecded by the new teachers
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that were cevealed in the present interviews, two changed across time in
predictable fashions. Support relating to administrative procedures of the
school district was more needed at the end of the school year as teachers
became concerned about their future employment. Support in managing
and organizing the school day was most needed at the beginning of the
school year and became less important at the end of the vear when the
new teache.s had gained experience as a classroom instructional leader.

The two most frequently identified needs of the new teackers, thosc
of support in the instructional process and in managing children, re-
mained evident across the school year. In our previous research, the
needs of new teachers in an induction contex were assessed by observing
the nature of support offered to new teachers by clinical support teachers
(Odell 1986b), and by recording the questions that new teachers asked of
clinical support teachers across their first year of teaching (Odell, Lough-
lin, and Ferraro 1987). Both of these approaches yielded data consistent
with the present interview data in finding that supporting new teachers
in the instructional process is far and away the most critical aspect of 2
teacher induction program.

On the other hand, the prior research found that new teachers only
infrequently asked clinical support teachers for guidance and ideas relat-
ed to managing children and that clinical support teachers rarely offered
new teachers spontaneous discipline support as compared to other cate-
gories of suppore. These data clearly indicated that discipline does not
reptesent 2 major concern of new teachers. This conclusion is at odds
with other dara obtained using an interview procedure (Veenman 1984),
including the present interview data, which show that discipline is a con-
cern of major proportions to the new teacher. It may well be that the
various methods of assessing the needs of beginning teachers in an in-
duction context tap different dimensions of teacher needs. For example,
the previously used direct observational approaches may be primarily re-
cording the frequency of needed teacher support, while the present post
hoc interview procedure may be primarily assessing the intensity of
teacher concerns. In other words, discipline problems may not occur with
a very high frequency for the new teacher, but when they do, they may
be perceived by the new teacher to be of considerable intensity.

The present data do not directly reveal whether the characteristics of
new teachers in an induction context differ substantially from those of
new teachers not receiving structured induction support. However, in
contrasting the present induction context data with the general literature
pertaining to the characteristics of new teachers (e.g., Hawk 1984; Lortie
1975; Ryan et al. 1980), it would appear that the teacher induction con-
text may produce new teachers who are characterized as being more mo-
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tivated to continue teaching, more open to the receipt of support, and
more focused on the instructional process during their initial teaching
year.
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5. PROVIDING EFFECTIVE INDUCTION
PROGRAM SUPPORT TEACHERS:
[T’"S NOT AS EASY ASITLOOKS

by Louise Bay Waters and Victoria L. Bernhardt

Variously called “consulting teachers,” *‘teacher consultants,’" or
“‘support teachers,”” experienced teachers paired with novices is one of
the most common eclements of induction programs (Hoffman et al.
1986). According to Huling-Austin, Putman, and Galvez-Hjornevik
(1985, p. 50), “‘The assignment of an appropyiate support teacher is like-
ly to be the most powerful and cost-effective intervention in an induc-
tion program.’’ However, the potential effectiveness and apparent ready
availability and low cost of support teachers masks the complexity of de-
signing this important induction program feature. Without care in the
initial program design, support teacher effectiveness is likely to be vari-
able ("7ard and Tikunoff 1987) and difficult to sustain over time. In this
chapter, we present the optimal induction support by experienced teach-
ers as taking place when there is a convergence of s ppropriate and rein-
forcing role expectations, training (in-service) programs, incentive plans,
and selection procedure. Unfortunately, thete are dilemmas in each of
these areas that constzain the ability of a given program to implement
what might potentially be the most effective type of consulting teacher
support. In general, these dilemmas involve tensions between certain
types of effectiveness and ease of implementation.

The prblems inherent in the design of training programs, incentive
plans, and selection procedures for support teachers wili be derailed in
the sections that follow. First, though, we will delincate a variety of po-
tential roles for these teachers. It is the definition of these roles that pro-
vides the paramczers for the design of the training component. In turn,
the role definition and training expectations have significant implications
for incentives and sclection.

DEFINING THE ROLE OF THE SUPPORT TE£CHER

As derailed in Table 1, the support teacher role can encompass a wide
range of feawures. In general, these can be categorized as providing orien-
tation and resources; psychological support, curriculum and instructional
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Table 1
The Interrelation of Support Teacher Role Expectations,
Training, Incentives, and Selections

Instructional advice 4L

If s.pport is informal
and limited to these
areas, fewer incentives
needed

Role Focus of Implcations for Criteria
Expectations Training Incentive Plan for Selection
Orientation Handbook/ref- Expenence in district
erence material and site
Psychological support  Coaching Appropriate personal-
ity, proximity,

confidentialty

Curricular advice Matchn subject,
grade, proximity, ex-
cellent teaching skills

Modeling Need released time Willingness to be
observed

Observation and Sup<ivision Need released time Ability to be facilitative,

feedback (climical) confidentiality

Implementation of a Jpecific methods  Time consuming, will Interest and ability in

specific instructicnal of program probably require great-  program focus

program (i.e., M. Hunt- erincentives

er, C. M. Charles, co-

operative learning)

Assessment Assessment Can conflict with Willingness to assess,

implementation  teacher contract fairness, rehability
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advice; classroom modeling, observation and feedback, assistance in im-
plementing a specific instrucional program, and assessment. Within
cach of these broad categories are a variety of options more specifically
defining the type of service consultants provide.

Historically, schools have recognized the need to provide some type of
new teacher orientation. Orentation to the school and district is still
needed and, when support teachers can be chosen prior to the beginning
of the school year, this person is the logical one to provide it. However,
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cven when teacher consultants are not involved in initiai orientation,
orientation-like support is an important aspect of their role throughout
the year. In this role they may direct new teachers to district resources,
clarifying who to see about what and how to seek information in a way
that is likely to get results.

The second type of assistance provided by experienced teachers is psy-
chologizal support. Induction programs frequently see the consulting
teacher as the one person most involved with helping the new teacher
handle the reality shock of being totally responsible for teaching a
group(s) of children for the first time. Many beginning teachers are not
prepared for the stress, time demands, and isolation of their first job
(Marso and Pigge 1986). Almost universally, they have difficulties witt.
some aspect of classroom management and question their suitability for
the profession (Gray and Gray 1985). The psychological support provid-
ed by the consulting teacher is, at the very least, a shoulder to cry on and
a well-timed pep talk (‘““You’re better than I was when I first started.”").
It can also involve helping the new wcacher learn to balance personal life
and work demands to keep from burning out (Wildman et al. 1987).
Critical to psychological support is trust and confidentiality.

Consulting teachers are also a source of advice on curriculum and in-
struction. Most commonly this involves pragmatic, how-to advice (i.e.,
classroom management tips, how to set up grade books, ideas for teach-
ing fractions). Relatedly, it can also include the sharing of resources such
as lab equipment, math games, or read-aloud stories (Huling-Austin and
Murphy 1987). In some induction programs, the involvement of teacher
consultants in curriculum and instruction is much more formalized and
enuails c/assroom observations and feedback using coaching and/or clini-
cal supervision techniques. Such programs often provide opportunities
for consultants to zode/ instructional techniques in their own or the rew
teacher’s classroom (Ward 1987; Schlechty 1985). In addition, some in-
duction projeces include the development of specific instructional skills
designed to increase the effectiveness of the new teacher. These might
include Improved Instruction (Hunter 1973), Building Classroom Disci-
Pline (Charles 1985), cooperative learning, ESL techniques, or any num-
ber of other instructional approaches. Modeling, observation, and feed-
back may be specifically tied to these instructional goals.

A final potential role for support teachers is that of assessment. In a
number of states, the assessment of new teachers Prior to permanent cer-
tification has been legislated as a companion to the provision of new
teacher support (Odell 1987). In some of these states, the consulting
teacher is one of a team (often with an administrator and a university
person) that observes and evaluates the beginning teacher. Other states
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maintain this basic format but specifically designate the consultant as the
one who helps the new teacher prepare 2 portfolio for evaluation or who
presents this porefolio to the committee as the new teacher’s advocate.
Whatever form it takes, involvement of the consulting teacher in new
teacher assessment dramatically changes the nature of the support rela-
tionship—no longer is it strictly conf:dential and nonevaluative. Conse-
quently this change affects decisions made in relation to the training
and selection of, and incentives offered to teacher consultants (Odell
1987).

TRAINING

The basic decisions about s::pport teacher training {low naturally from
the definition of their role—whether it is basically orientation, psycho-
logical support, curricular or instructional advice, observation and feed-
back, modeling effective teaching techniques, facilitating specific instruc-
tional approaches, assessment, or a combination of these. Implicit in all
of these potential roles is the assumption that the consulting teacher pOs-
sesses good communication skills and can facilitate prol lem identifica-
tion by the new teacher. These skills are particularly needed when pto-
viding psychological support and cannot be taken as givens. Their
importance points to a need for training in coaching techniques. If sup-
port teachers are expected to provide orientation or curricular or instruc-
tional advice, training may be limited to distributing handbooks and re-
source lists or to encouraging consultants to share ideas among
themselves.

An expectation of classroom observation and feedback suggests that
coaching training incorporate elements of c/inical supervision to enable
consulting teachers to provide explicit and nonevaluative input to their
partner (Kester and Marockie 1987). When observation, feedback, and
modeling are desigr.ed to reinforce specific teaching strategies, the teach-
ir consultant must receive training in the specific meethodologies as well
as in coaching and observation processes. Finally, if consulting teachers
are also required to participate in beginning teacher as-cssment, training
in the assessment program to be implemented is essential. In this in.
stance, rraining is not simply advisable in order to increase support effec-
tiveness, it is mandatory because decisions affecting the future of the
novice are based on the results of the consultant's evaluation.

Once the purpose and content of consultant training has been estab-
lished, procedural decisions must be made. A key procedural question is,
should training take place during the school day or on the teacher con-
sultants’ own time? Training during the day has the advantage of maxi-
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mizing reacher energy and making high levels of atrendance most likely.
On the negative side, released time is expensive and in seme districts
quality substitutes are difficult to find. In addition, many experienced
teachers are reluctant to leave their classes frequently—an important con-
sideration if released days are neeied for modeling and observation as
well as for training.

A second procedural question must be addressed if tue induction pro-
gram involves training in specific instructional aprroaches. The question
hete is whether some aspects of the training shoz .d take place with both
the new teacher and support teacher in attendan.~ In such a design. the
partners receive information about the new m. .cdology together and
practice it during the training. Then the cupport teachers model it in
their own classrooms and later obsetve and provide feedback when the
new teachers practice with their clusses (Bernharde 1988). Obviously,
such a design is complicated to implement. However, it promotes a very
consistent and focused program and contains all of the elements identi-
fied by Joyce and Showers (1980) as necessary for true changes in teacher
behavior to take place.

INCENTIVES

As ourlined in Table 1, induction programs where the support teach-
er’s role is limited to orientation, psychological support, and advice re-
quire minimal training and may not requirc extensive incentives. On the
other hand, programs featuring ir-depth training and released time for
modeling and observation may requitc greater incentives, particularly to
sustain them over the lorg term.

As has already been atluded to, there are many disincentives to be-
coming a support teacher: the amount of personal time required, ab-
sences from one’s own classes, and substitute problems. Fear of being
paired with an unsuccessful beginning teacher, whose lack of success
could be blamed on the teacher consultant, can also serve as a deterrent.
And, in some school cultures, any attempt to differentiate oneself from
other teachers can lead to resentment and peer isolation. What, then,
can an induction program offer as inducements for the participation of
expe‘enced teachers? The most powerful incentive is one that can only
be sought, not provided. This is a commitment to the profession and a
desire to play a role in its improvement. Incentives that induction pro-
gr-ms can offer include the opportanity for professional growth through
tht training sessions, revitalization by a change in role (from classtoom
teacher to consultant), recognition, a chance simpl, to get out of the
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classtcom periodically, and an opportunity to reduce their own profes-
sional isolation. These incentives can be heightened if becoming a con-
sulting teacher is seen as a step toward becoming a mentor teacher, a
curriculum specialist, or some other carecr-enhancing move. More tangi-
ble rewards include wniversity units, siipends, and reimbursements for
professional materials (Bernharde 196, , Ward an. Tikunoff 1988, Wa-
ters 1988). Each of these is potentially useful but can be problematic.
University units are good only for consulting teachers who ate not at the
top of the salary schedule or who do not already have a master’s degree.
Stipends can be seen as compensation by teachers’ associations and thus
potentially subject to collective bargaining agreements. And reimburse-
ments necessitate extensive paperwork for both the teacher consultant
and the project (Ward and Tikunoff 1988). Another practical consider-
ation is that small districts or districts with high teacher turnover must be
careful to design their training and incentive programs so that experi-
enced teachers are encouraged to serve as teache: consultants more than
once (Bernhardt 1988). Once .gain, there is no one perfect incentive
package and districts are left to weigh the various options in terms of
their program resources and constraints.

SELECTION

The definition of the consulting teacher’s role, along with the training
required and incentives offered, lays the groundwork for the selection
criteria and procedures. An otientation role calls for experience at the site
and in the district. An expectation of psychological support necessicates
personal characteristics such as warmth, empathy, listening skills, and an
ability to instill trust and provide ¢ -fidentiality. Ideally, there wouald
also be an opportunity to provide some ype of personality fit between
the wperienced teacher and the novice. The responsibility of offering
curricular or instructional advice, modeling, providing observation and
feedback, and facilitating the development of specific instructional skills
all demand that the consultant be an excellent and experienced teacher.
Optimally, such a suppott teacher would also be closely matched with
the novice in terms of classroom proximity, grade level, subject, and spe-
cial features such as being in a bilingual program or the same year-round
track (Gray and Gray 1985). The teache. wonsultant roles of modeling
and assessment require a special sclection consideration—willingness.
Some teachers are uncomfortable being vbserved. Many more are retice 1t
to evaluate their peers. Such responsibilities, then, must be laid out
clearly when consulting teachers are being recruited and selected.
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An additional consideration in selection involves time. Effective reach-
er consultants must spend a significant amount of time with their new
teachers. Not only must they have the commitment 1o make this time
available, but they cannot be ov.rcommitted with other school leader-
ship or community activities. Cften the best role models, and potentially
the most committed, are also overcommitted.

Unfortunately, these idew! conditions are not always possible, particu-
larly in small schools or schools eceiving large numbers of new teachers.
In such cases, judgments must be made. Even in the best of situations,
where ample numbers of quality prospective support teachers can be
found, a basic dilemma exists: the need for careful selection to assure
quality and match versus the need for timeliness. The most stressful peri-
od for new teachers is often at the beginning of that first year (Martin-
Necwman 1988). Ideally, this is when the consultant should be most
available for orientation and psychological supporc. The matching pro-
cess is enhanced by new teacher input (to help ensure compaubility) and
administrative participation (to generate program ownership and to gain
a wider perspective on the ability and availability of prospective consul-
tants). But given the chaotic nature of the fitst few weeks before and af-
ter the beginning of school and the late hiring of many new teachers,
careful selection makes immediate pairing extremely difficule. Further
complications arise if a selection panel of teachers is also used either be-
cause of the teachers’ unique permective to generate program support,
or because of contractual agreements (when payment is involved). The
complications just detailed are cxacerbated when there is distrust be-
tween any of the parties involved.

One California school district’s response to the tension between pro-
viding ¢ ely orientation support and careful consulting teacher selection
has been to assign a district mentor from the State Mentor Teacher Pro-
gram to each new teacher on hire. At this point, a general match (grade
level, subject area, and section of town) is made. This provides orienta-
tion and rudimentary psychological support for the opening of school
and allows time for 2 more careful selection of the permanent consulting
teacher (Waters 1988).

CONCLUSION

Experienced teacher support is a poten. elemen. in the induction of
beginning teachers. Through this partaership, new cachers can receive
orientation, psychological support, instructional aw .e, and what can
become a year-long individualized instructional development program.
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Such support not only increases retention but also improves teaching per-
formance (Huling-Austin 1988). Intetestingly, it can also improve the
classroom effectiveness of experienced teachers (Bernhardt 1988). Howev-
er, these gains are not automatic. In order to realize the full potential of
experienced teacher support, care must be taken so that the role expecta-
tions, training programs, incentive plans, and selection procedures are
mutually reinforcing. Congruency is the key word in establishing the
mutually reinforcing components for support teacher success. Role expec-
tations must be clear and well-thought through so that teacher consui-
tant support does indeed result in the desired outcumes of the pro-
gram—be these increased new teacher effectiveness, psychological well-
being, retention, or any other programmatic goal. Sefection cruer. must
then be tailored to bring on board consulting teachess appropriate t¢ the
roles they are expected to fulfill. Once role expectations and selection cri-
teria have been established, #raining to enable support teachers to meet
these expectations can be designed. This training must be clearly focused
and intense enough to allow support teachers to implement the specific
induction model on their vwn without continual monitoiing by projecr
administrators. And finally, Zncenitves fot experienced teacher participa-
tion must be tied both to the demands cf the support teacher role and to
the values of the types of individuals sikely 10 be selected. Important
choices must be made in each arena—roles, t-aining, inc.ntives, and se-
lection—to tailor a program that meets the unique needs and resources
of cach district. But the care taken in the planning stage can pay great
dividends in the success of an induction program.
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6. INDEPENDENT ACTION: CASE
STUDIES OF ITS ROLE IN BEGINNING
TEACHERS’ INDUCTION

™ot

by Carol P. Etheridge

Despite recommendations and efforts to provide beginning teachers
support through the preparaticn/induction petiod (Huling-Austin and
Murphy 1987, Barnes 1983), too many beginning teachers have problems
applying their pedagogical learning in the r:al-life situation. They learn
how to cope with the problems of teaching through on-the-job experi-
ence. Thus, each generation of teachers rediscovers the pedagogical
wheel. Shulman (1987) called this situation “‘collective amaesia.”” It ex-
ists because the cducation profession lacks a case literature to provide the
wisdom of practice.

Case reports are holistic data that ‘‘rerain the meaningful characteris-
tics of real-life events” (Yin 1984, p. 14). They can be an integral part
of teacher preparation because case reports provide first-hand apprecia-
tion of, and experience with, the application of knowledge to practice
(Christensen and Hansen 1987). Cases are a mirr 'r and mechanism for
more complete understanding of teacher thinking and action—for both
professors and students of teaching. By reading and discussing cases,
teacher education students begin to cumulatively acquite, comb;ne, and
reorder a set of experiences. This then allows them to discover and devel-
op their own unique framework for approaching, understanding, and
dealing with education problems before entering the real world of prac-
tice. Thus, they acquire working knowledge of school realities and realize
that there are no recipes for reaching. For practicing teachers, cases be-
come 2 catalyst to reexamine familiar frameworks or to develop new con-
cepts and priorities regarding teaching.

As part of the formative evaluation of two teacher preparation pro-
grams,* a group of 31 b-ginning teachers were followed from the begin-
ning of their preparation/induction programs into their second teaching
year. Data were collected through participant observation in summer

*The project was sponsored by the € Lter of Excellence in Teacher Educauon, College of
Educacdion, Memphis State University.
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coursework and in-depth interviews conducted throughout coursework,
internships, and the first and second teaching vears. In addition to intet-
viewing the beginning teachers, principals, supervising teachers. and pro-
fessors who worked with the beginning teachers were interviewed. From
the detailed data collected, ten case studies were completed representing
varied themes.

The three cases presented here illustrate independent action as it was
exhibited by the beginning teachers. To simulate how the cases may be
used in teacher preparation, ask yourself the following questions about
each case:

1. How did the teacher exhibit independence?

2. Wha significant factors seemed to contribute to the teacher’s cho-
sen course of action?

3. What are the pros and cons of the teacher’s actions?
4. What alternate actions might the teacher have taken?

CLARA

Thirty-four years old, married, with two preschool children, confi-
dently capable, businesslike, self-directing, and commutted to teaching
well, Clara’s watchwords might be , *'If you aren't going to lead or fol-
tow, get out of the way.” When entering the phased internship pro-
gram, Clara held a bachelor’s degree in Aumanities, a masier's degree
in mathematics, and the determination to teach. She embarked on a
degree in education with embarrassment, but it was the only avenue to
certification.

I'want to be a teacher. | do not want to be an education dummy.
I will be teaching and ! will be teaching for a long time because |
like to teach. But, | am going to go back (to the university) some-
day and get a real degree, a real content degree. Thousands get
degrees in education.

Clara’s third internship placement at Queensland Junior High, an ur-
ban school serving an integrated poor and working class population,
helped her to discover and become comfortable with the teaching
methods that she preferred. Her case s best told in her words.

Phased Internship

In the first two teaching placements, my teachers were very high-
strung, very tense, almost antagonistic. They made abrasive state-
ments. In phase three, the teacher was very relaxed in a situation
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where the students were not terrific. They were low-income Black kids
and the potential existed for serious discipline problems, but she was
relaxed, not tense and upset. She didn't hate the system, kids, or the
school. She didn’t hate what she was doing. | thought, "WOW, she's
been teaching for 12, 18 years and still has feelings like that, there aie
people who real'y like teaching.” Then I thought, "'l can do that.”

My teacher could change her mood according to what the kids
needed. Some of her classes were very structured, some were not.
She was comfortable being down with the kids, all the kids -came
around her in a circle and she sat in the middle. Other teachers
wouldn't get close to the kids. They needed to have some kind of a
fence but this teacher, my teacher, wasn't like that. | thought, "That's
how | wanted to teach all alor.g!" | realized that people can be suc-
cessful at teaching this type of child by being human and | thought |
could be human and be a successful teacher.

First Teaching Year

I was hired on an interim contract at Pine Vauey Junior High. No
one wants to teach here. The teachers are etther beginning teachers
with no choice, or the teachers have been here a long while and like it
because there is no accountability. No one checks on them, no par-
ents come arcund and ask about what is taught.

| teach five sections of eighth grade math—one preparation. Some
are ahead of the others but basically they are all the same. | teach ba-
sic skills and go over and over them. These students don't plan ahead,
o we take each day at a time. Even then, | divide ihe period an3 say
that they have only 30 minutes left, they can deal with that. | tell them
how many days are left in the six weeks, how many weeks are left in
the semester.

I was evaluated several times this year. At first, they toid me that |
must teach from the curriculum guide. | quickly figured out that |
couldn’t teach thcse objectives because these students don't have
good preparation. During the first month | was here, a supervisor
asked why | wasn't teaching to the objectives in the guide. | told her
that my students didn’t know how to bring books to class and that was
what we were working on. When they knew to do that, | would get
around to teaching math. | don't use the curnculum guide at all. The
principal is supportive, he says to do what the students need.

The first ten weeks were hell because | tried to be nice but firm. The
kids ran over me. | sent kids to the office and they were sent back; |
got no support for discipline. | took students to the vice principal and
he didn't do anything. | figure that | am here to teach and the office Is
supposed to keep control, but they didn't do &, so | started reading
and learned that the teacher can discipline her students as long as an
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administrator is present So | bought a big paddle and beat the heli out
of kids for three weeks. Every day | took a crowd of kids to the office
and beat them. After three weeks of beating to shape them up, | got
their attention and now | don't spank them.

I think a lot of my problems are racial. The administrator tells me not
to touch any of the kids, white teachers cannot touch kids. | told him
that nowhere in my contract does it say not to touch kids. Il touch if |
want.

A lot of my behavior has changed. ' leamed that yelling doesn't
help and for some kids, spanking doesn't help. | tried caling parents
but that was not effective either. So | do strange things, like the other
day | threw an eraser at a boy to get his attention. | also tell them tnat if
I'have to fill out a conference report iomm, they'll get suspenaed. That
works.

I 'am on the guidance committee, the Mr. and Miss Pine Valley com-
mittee, and the discipline committee. | also tutor kids after school. The
principal requires riothing, we don't even have to make lesson plans.
There are no demands. I'm looking out for m self so 1 il be ready to
move when there is an opening In a better school

Mostly | have learned on my own what | qeed to survive. No sup-
port is available from the math department. The seventh grade math
teacher is certified in science and she asks me for my answer sheets
so that she can grade her tests. | have been evaluated by the system
but | have no real idea how | am doing. | get no feedback from par-
ents, administrators, etc., and | have no (standardized) test scores yet.
I'm beginning to build my reputation and so far I think it 1s good.

Second Teaching Year

I'was declared sury.'us in August and received a letter teling me
that | was placed at Scott Junioi High. | didn't want to teach at Scott
but was told if | didn't like ihat placement | coud quit. My math super-
visor and teachers | knew in the system sad that | would be OK at
Scott, so | decided to .ake the job. I'm sorry | did. The students are not
the reason. They have no hackground, no talent, no motivation, no su-
pervision, and no money. But they have heart.

The administration is terrible, they let things slide and don't care
about the kids. They don't consistently promote any expectations from
students or teachers. For example, teachers are directed to fal no
more than 30 percent of their studerits, so the teachers have calculat-
ed how many Fs they can give each six weeks. | have not dorie this.
The first six weeks, 64 percent of my students faled and the second
six weeks, 31 percent failed. | work to teach my students and | expeci
them to work in my classes. If they come to class with no books, that's
OK. I' have extra books. They comie with no paper, that's OK. They can
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borrow some. No pencils—I sell them pencils. | make things available
for kids to be successful. If students come to class, | can teach them
but what | don't tolerate is them not working on the lesson. | realize this
i necessary if they are to learn. | force mastery and give no extra
credit; all my grading is criterion-based. Tney etther learn it or they
don't. When they ask for extra credit, | give them the last test they
failed and tell them to take it home and work on i, If they need help, |
help them. When they master the matenal, | give them credit, so no
one fails if they learn the material.

Last year, | paddled kids. This year, no—the administratiors will not
allow it Last year, they tc!d us that we weren't allowed to touch tne
Black kids, but | touched them anyway. | stili touch them, pat them,
hug them—and they touch me. | think it is good. | have to do what 1s
right for me in the classroom.

I teach seventh and eight grade math. The kids in seventh grade
look to take eighth grade math and in eighth grade, they are looking to
take ninth grade math. Nobody expects anything of them and they
don't expect anything of themselves, but | don't acce. ! * .. My stu-
dents are being prepared for prealgebra and algebrc ..iey are not
dumb and | belitve they can learn.

The principal evaliiated me a while back, | had a good lesson on
decimals. We didn't practice it the day before like cther teachers do. |
had 15 laminated menus from the Nam King res.aurant. Students
worked in groups role playing, with some being waiters and taking or-
ders, and others ordering from the menus. These kids riwver eat out
anywhere, let alone at a Chinese restaurant, so | thought maybe it was
a small chance for them to see how the rest Lf the world lves. They
looked at the menus and read the dinners and gnmaced and made
noises, but they got into the lesson. | modeled what they were to do
and they all did the lesson—they did what they were supposed to do,
caiculating totals and figuring change.

One time an incident cccu,ed when <ume students, who were basi-
cally thugs and emotionally disturbed, threatened me. Several beys
ar 1 girls were late to class. The girls entered the room and mumbled
something about being late and they went to therr seats. No b 4 deal.
Then the boys came to the door yelling profanities, caling me a bitch,
and saying that | could not tell them what to do. wamediately, | shut the
door and would not let them into the room. Thoy started kicking and
banging on the door and yelling. | called to the office for assistance.
Classs changed and the boys left but no one ever came to help.

I found a way to handle behavior problems by taking several layers
of action. First, | talk to the student. If that doesn’t work, | call for a par-
ent conference. if parents don't come in within three days, the student
is put on boar.u suspension. Tha; is such a hassle for the parents that
they come for the conference and usually the conference gets action. |
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find that simply calling parents does not work, they have to come to
school and talk face to face. Conferences create opportunity for par-
ents to see how stuclents behave in the halls and in the classrooms.
Sometimes they are surprised and embarrassed, they don't want their
children to risbehave. Parents tell their children that if they can't do
anything else, they can behave in class. | find parents to be very sup-
portive; some even thank me for contacting them.

If conferencing doesn't work, | talk with the guidance people. Final-
ly. if I still don't get results, | do a psychological referral. The counsel-
ing departiment must respond to the psychological referral within one
week and uc-ally, the student is removed. The conference-referral
combination works when the administration enforces the rules. To en-
sure that happens, | have to doubl.- and tr-ple-check on the adminis-
tration—it gets tiring.

| continue to volunteer a lot. I'm on the guidance committee and dis-
cipline committee and | work with thz craits club. | conducted a work-
shop at the community college un using nontraditional methods in tia-
ditional classrooms, and !.n on the next in-service roster to do a
workshop for the sysiem’s math teachers. | am also active in the math
teacher's associations, it provi-“es the intellectual stimulation | neeu.

| don’t know if I can do this .each in this type cf setting) much lung-
er | have to be very active and alert at alf times, moving around the
classroom and attending to the students. Teaching this type of student
means always being psychologically up. * 's very weanng. | have to
admit that my preparation program has served me better than | ongr
nally thought; | may come back for a doctorate in education.

SAM

Sam. ex-navy. held a bachelor's degree in physics and ma* and a
master’s degree in physics. Independen., personable, inte'ugent, he
was in love with his subject field. A 29-year-old bachelor when entering
the program, he married prior to ce.npletion of the internship. varous
professors encouraged him to pursue an advanced physics degree
but he opted for teacher certification. Because he had tutoring experi-
ence, Sam felt he understood the components of physics that cause
problems for students, thus, he was confident that he would be an ex-
celient physics teacher.

Sam believed that the teaching profession needed reform, especial-
ly in the quality of instruction provided to hugh school scierce students.
Arts and sciences graduates, he was convinced, were the answer to
education’s instructional and status problems and that was his justifica-
tion for being a teacher. “The lesser qualified students go to the col-
lege of education  They need ars and sciences people to straighten
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things out, which is why they set up this teacher preparation program
for folks like us.” To his surprise, Sam found education faculty to be
capable, thus, early in the program he decided that he would learn
useful knowledge and skills.

Immersion Internship

Eagerly, Sam eigaged the internship with confidence. Knowing he
would be a physics teacher at LaGrange, a suburban school with an
academic optional program, Sam went to school, sorted the lab equip-
ment, and ordered supplies before school and the internship began.
Soon he persuaded the principal to establish a physics section for ad-
vanced students, which he taught in addition to his internship assign-
ment He also declared the physics textbook to be “lousy” and re-
quested new texts. No money was available, so he devised his own
curriculum.

Sam never “talked or anything” with his cooperating teach ,
whose primary area was chemistry, but did ... help her with two labs.
Iet her know we ordered a laser and told her some labs she coulu do
with it He adopted another chemistry teacher with whom he estab-
lished a close relationship and he worked Jlosely with a physics pro-
fessor from whom he had taken coursework. Together they designed,
anc Sam taught, a curriculum for the advanced physics class.

Sam poured his energies into teaching physics. He tutored and io-
cated resource materials and people during his planning periods and
after school; he graded papers and encouraged students to call him
for assistance in the evenings. By completion of Sam's internship year,
projections were thai the next year's physics enrollment would more
than double, v.  at least 50 students taking calculus-based physics.
Sam was offered a teaching position at LaGrange, which he gladly
accepted.

First Teaching Year

Initially, Sam’s assignment included one chemistry section, four
large physics sections, homeroom, and a planning period. He disliked
large classes, so he negotiated away the planning period and home-
room for an additional physics class, thus, “'tng physics” and ''calc
physics” could be offered.

In physics, he described himself as demanding but relaxed. Physics
students were allowed to drink cokes and talk because they cleaned
up after themselves and talked about physics problems. He tutored
and worked with small groups less than in the previous year because
he had no planning period, a new baby at home, and he noticed that
studentc did not study the material until at the study session. Instead of

67




tutoring individuals, Sam worked his students n groups. He reported,
“It's hard to do because they don't like working in groups. | make
them do it and as a result, | notice that at lunch they get together and
talk about physics with students from various physics classes.™

Chenistry was different. Although he was certified in chemustry, he
had not dealt with it for eight years, thus he was uncomfortable with
the content He planned no chemistry jabs becausz he felt too inexpe-
rienced and was ret.cent to risk endangering students by planning im-
properly designed labs. Demonstrations renlzced labs and no assis-
tance was sought for this problem. Chemistry students were mostly
sophomores and less serious students, so they were not aliowed to
drink cokes or talk "“They talk about their social lives instead of chem-
istry ' Because of behavior problems encountered in chemistry class,
Sam established rules of behavior and began treating his students hke
“junior k'gh school kids,” telling them what to do, when, and how.

Initially, he thought the chemistry studeris’ learning preblems
stemmed from their desire to memorize. They wanted to be told to
memorize a formula and when to apply it, but Sam encouraged them
to search for regularities. After semester break, he decided he was
pampering his chemistry students. “'lI Jot mean and nasty ard made
them work. The harder it got, the more they liked it.” He abandoned
the ~hemistry text and wrote his own chemistry curnculum. Throughout
the rest of the academic year, Sam constantly adjusted the chemstry
and physics curriculums and planned for the following year.

He rcticed that biology and chemistry were budgeted the bulk of
e school’s science furds because of higher student enrollment. He
also recognized that, “‘There is. pressure from (standardized) tests to
teach a set amount of material and content.” But he devded, "'l don't
care if | have the volume of content. | must teach the course <o a high-
er percentage of students will want to take physics:" He then hnked
with the physical science teachers by teaching them labs and demon-
strations for their class.s and offering to order equipment. They gladly
accepted the assistance as most were vained in chemustry. The link-
age created “the largest unit in the sciences,” so the following year
equipmert money was divided evenly between life sciences and physi-
cal sciences. 'l can order ey.ipment anc matenals for physiral sci-
ence that can be user in physics, so | will have the equipment 1.~ces-
sary for my labs.”

JOELLE

Capable, quiet Joelle, 29 years old, hald an engineering degree but
never worked as an eng:neer because, "'i was the first in my family to
earn a college degree and | had no contacts to help me get a job. |
turned down chances for summer internships with \ndustry because |
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wanted to finish my degree. Now | realize those internships were op-
portunities for entry into the job market that is closed to me now.”
Joeile supported herself by tutonng high school and college students
until a friend suggestec he investigate a fith-year teacher certification
program. Joelle appliec and was admitted even though, "I knew that
many people look down on teaching... but | viewed teachers as hav-
ing responsibility equal to doctors, lawyers, and engineers.”

Immersion Internship

Her internship placement, ke Sam’'s, was at LaGrange High
School Joelle taught one honors chemstry and two regular chemistry
classes. The internship was stressful because she was isolated from
the other science teachers and from 3ources of assistance I'mn a
building by myself. All the science teachers are in another bulding.
...- Nobody told me about how other teachers wouldn't have time to
help me, or that | would be given tasks with no direction, or that the
secretary wouldn't have time to explain.” In addition, she and her ¢5-
operating teacher did not communicate well and she felt he caused
her to look incompetent, as her description implies:

He told me, "Don't do a lab.” | had to give labs but he would
say, “No, don't do a lab yet.” He would do a lab ind | would
find out from the students. One day ne did a lab and told me to
do the lab with my class on that day too—no preparation, nothing
wnitten down for me to see. | took my class and they were con-
tused and so wus |. Of course, it looked like 1 had no idea what |
was doing. | decided | wou.d do labs without hir.

But chemicals were not available for her labs. (ut of desperation |
~vent to my hith school chemistry teacher who helped me. He didn't
nave the chemicals | needed but he told me to make a hist and putin a
rush order for everything | needed.” She also found suppoit and ad-
vice in the faculty lounge from the school libranan, a histury teacher,
and the typing teacher. Additionally, she ac.essed a university profes-
sor who was unrelated to her prograia. Joelle Jersevered. Despite her
disappointing internship, she applied for a position in the school sys-
tem where she interned.

First Teaching Year

She accepted a position teaching five sections of chemistry at La-
Grange. She was pleased to be back because she knew the school s
procedural nuances and some of the faculty. Additonally, she felt
teachers had more professional status a. LaGrange than at other less
esteemed schools.

As in her internship, Joelle continued teachiny in a bulding re-
moved iiom the other science teachers and had minimai contact with
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them *I did it myself,” she said, “So now | don't need people to help
me " Her ex-teacher, as department chairman, continued to discour-
age her from doing labs. “He thinks the lab is his, not ours. He does
not want me to do labs for three days out of the week but it doesn't
matter that he does labs for three days.”

Joelle taught the same basic material to her standard and honors
classes ‘hough the <tandard class, she reported, did more problem
solving L *cause of th. oook they used. Her teaching mode was direct
instruction, primarily lecture coupled with blackboard or overhead pro-
jector to illustrate or write important points. Throughout the teaching
year, she had behavior problems in labs. Her labs came directly from
the textbook which, after teaching them, she realzed were too long
and complicated for her studenis. She planned to adjust.

Second Teaching Year

In the same schoal, with the same teaching assignment, Joelle con-
tinued to like the students and felt they reciprocated. Wien her stu-
dents did poorly, she asked them why and revised her instruction or
determined whether students needed more study time, | talk to them
and find out why . ..If their reason is leytimate, | let them retake the
tst. Sometimes they tell me they can't understand the way | phrase
something or they give other constructive criticism. That helps me."”

From the beginning, Joelle expressed disnleasure with the record-
keeping, paperwork, long working hours, and poor relationship with
her chemustry colleagues. This year, however she devised ways to
ease her life. First, she improved her working relationship with chemus-
try colleagues by ‘‘complimenting everyone's teaching” and by giving
raw teachers tips about organ. ng homeroom and doing labs. She
30 reconciled the hostility with he, ex-teacher. ’| got nd of him as de-
partment chairman. It hurt his feelings but | nominated someone else.
He is a lonely man and likes to talk, so | praise him a lot and we get
along OK now.”

Joelle tried to organize the chemistry teachers to compile one mas-
ter set of lesson plans that all could use and to coordinate chemistry
labs. It never came to fruitton, so she decided to go it alone and
shared with no one unless asked. For example, she deterrmined that
last year's lab problems stemmed from labs that were to¢ long and
complicated for the equipment available at LaGr_r.ge. Therefore, she
designed simpler, shorter labs that were mc.a succ sft , she shared
them with other teachers who asked about them. She located a lab
book containing short labs and the nrincipal ~greed to buy one com-
plete set. “*H~ wants all the chemistry teachers to use it. I'm wuking out
for myself."

With interpersonal and *~chnical teaching problems resolved, Joelle
worked on decreasing the time spent on paperwork an. class prepa-
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rations {er daily planning period was inadequate for planni.g classes
and labs, doing lab setups, and grading papers, so she eliminated
some paper-grading time by giving objective tusts and machine-scor-
ing them.

To keep % um aoing schoolwork at home on weekends. she devised
several strategies. First, she taught for 25 or 30 minutes during each
class period. “l give them an assignment and | work on the next day’s
lesson. This way | get two hours each day for planning.” Then she
planned independent reading or writing activities for her students so
that she could “stop teachinc on Mondays and Fridays."” On Monday,
she planned for the rest of the week, on Friday, she did recurdkeeping
and paper grading. Thus, she elimnated considerable weekend work.
To shorten time spent on lab preparations and recordkeepinig, she
trained two students to set up labs and enter grades on the mputer.
Other efforts to create time for herself included engaging in no extra-
curricular responsibilities, exce* for minor ones reguired of all faculty
such as attending occasional athletic events. When possible, she

skipped staff develop .nt sessions because she feit her ime was bet-
ter spent on plannir . ctivities.

DISCUSSION

The teacher preparation pregrams through which Clara, Sam, and
Joelle were prepared emphasized independence, :eflection, innovation,
scasitivity to students, and diverse use of teaching strategies. It is impos-
siblc to generalize to the broader population from the experiences of
these three individuals, but pattetns emerge that shed light on what
happens to neophyte teachers who were prepared as these were. They be-
gan, if not with praise for their preparation, with the willingnes, to learn
and the certainty that they would st _ced and make a difference in the
wortld of schools. They entered their workplaces with the ability to take
independent acticn, a sense o confidence, an attitude of experimenta-
tion, and the willingness to become leaders in the field, or at least shin-
ing lights among the humdrum of the teaching population.

These beginning reachers were independent thinking and acting indi-
viduals, but their internship experiences either facilitated or forc. ' fur-
ther irdependence. Both Ciara and Sam’s intetnship experiences fac;'i-
tated their independent actions. Clara ultimately worked with a
cooperating teacher whom she admired. The teacher was the mechanism
through which Clara clarified her concept of how teaching should occur
for her, and then reinforced that concept. Though there was little evi-
dence of Clara’s independent actions in the internship, the experience
seerned to enable Clara, as a certified teacher, to maintain a positive out-
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look, act independently, and jutify her practices to others, even in the
face of bad situations and criticism from supervisors. She was able o act,
based on her students’ needs and her own survival needs, and to take ac-
tions that enhanced both.

Sam’s internship experience facilitated his independent action in a
different way. As some..mes happens when induction field experiences
ate designed to provide mechanists for support and instruction, they do
not ~lways work as planned. Sam’s arranged support system did not ma-
terialize, but he developed relationships with two individuals who effec-
tively replaced the planned support. With the support system, Sam’s in-
dependence and innovations were nurtured, giving him greater
confidencc. Thus, as a certified teacher, he continued to be innovative
and positive as he searched for teaching strategies thar would enhance his
students’ learning. Both he and C'ara, through their independent ac-
tions, wete able to be innovative and implement teaching practices that
were peaagogically soand, while making their own teachiag lives easier,

In Joelle’s case, the induction field experience forced her to be more
independent than she desited to be art the rime. Joe!le and her cooperat-
ing teacher did not interact well, and she was isolated from other science
teachers. Thus. her opportunity to establisk an alternative strong support
system was diminished and she made do with casual support from a
grour. of te..chers outside her subject field. She was forced to act inde-
pendcntly in estabiishing her teaching strategies as an intern. Her inde-
pendent actions seem=d polarized from her cooperating teacher, defen-
sive, and focused on her own survival rather than on her professional
growth and her students’ learning. Becauss she struggled to survive
alone, her view of teaching became jaced even before she was certified.
Then, as a first-year teacher, she survived vy relying on textbooks to
structure her curriculum and teaching strategies, seemingly focused on
suivival. As a second-year teacher, she focused on the negatives of her
teaching situation and on her needs. This led to failed attempts to orga-
nize cooperative plannin, - with colleagues and to implementing teaching
praciices that were not alwzys in the best interest of her students.

Clara and Sam might reasonably be ex, " to become positive forces
affecting the profession .nd students, but Joclle’s path appears bound
either for leavir; the profession or for further refining of her survival
strategies at the expense of ne- students. It seems clear that independent
action enabled these beginners to ,urvive. Independ.nce alone did not
produce actions that had the potertial to favorably affect the schools
and/or professien. But support during the internship induction experi-
ences chat nurtured the learner and aliowed and encouraged indepen-
dent and innovative action seemed to build the confidence necessary to
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take independent actions that could have a favorable impact on students,
schools, and thie prefession.
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7. MULTIPLE SUPPORT:
A PROMISING STRATEGY
FOR EFFECTIVE TEACHER INDUCTION

by Marvin A. Henry

The first year of teaching has long been reco nized zs a difficult, if
not the most difficult, year for teachers. “zonically, this usually is the
time when support from universities i v.ithdrawn and public school as-
sistance is either minimal or perceived as evaluation. The entry year is
further complicated by the fact that first-year assignments ate often the
most difficult ones that teachers face. It is not unusual for rew teachers
to be assigned low-ability classes, to have several preparauons, to be
moved to different rooms during the day, and to have a heavy extracur-
ricular load. It is small wonder that the dropout statistics of young teach-
crs are as much as 50 percent during the first five yars of teaching
(Howey uad Zimpher 1987). While other professions are prone to pro-
vide a supervised induction period, teachers have been left alone to solve
their entry problems.

THE NEED FOR SUCCESSFUL INDUCTION

If the profession is to make progress in retaining teachers, it must de-
vise successful programs that will reverse the high dropout and burnout
rate. Beginning teachers are not yet ready to be full-fledged teachers re-
gardless of the preservice program they go through (Watd 1987). When
adequate support is unavai‘able, teachers tend to leave. Unforturately,
these who leave first are more likely to be the most acadernically ralented
individuals (Lyson and Falk 1984, Mark and Anderson 1985, Schlechty
and Vatice 1983). To make matters wotsc, for the large majority of those
who remain, their teaching effectiveness wanes considerably after five
years, and more substantial declines are evident after ten years (Rosen-
holtz 1987). These problems may be superficially address=d by such
changes as higher academic standards, competency exany'. ations, and ex-
trinsic motivational te~hniques. But close cxamination of the conditions
of teaching lead to the conclusion that a more positive approach 1s need-
ed to retain teachers and improve the quality of theit work.
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After study of tne relationship between characteristics of teacher edu-
cation candidates and their attitudes, concerns, anxieties, and confidence
level during teach<: pieparation, Pigge and Marso (1987) strongly recom-
mended an induction program that would provide support for new
zeachers. Noticing that student teaching is strengthened through a sup-
port system, they speculate that it would seem likely that the first-year
teacher would also benefic from similar help. This obscrvation has been
strengthened by data {tom Rossetto and Grosenick (1987), who studied
the effects of collaborative tcacher education, an induction prograr: at
the University of Oregon that has been in place since 1963. Their conclu-
sion was that a cooperative induction program can be a positive mecha-
nism for teacher education.

Although the data prescnt a convincing case for coopcrative, or multi-
pte, suppurt for beginning teachers, the type of support given will make
all the diffezence in whether it helps to preduce effective beginning
t wche... Good suppou. focuses on the daily problems that young teach-
ers are facing and avoids linking supervision witl. evaluation. Literatu.c
shows that mentor support and peer support are quite helpful in success-
ful *~ductic  (Hoffman and Defino 1,86, Zeichner 1986; Cotnett 1985;
Edwards, 1984)

TYPES OF SUPPORT

Three types of . pport seem to offer the most promise for developing
a r.odel that will work. mentor support, peer support, and university
support. Each approaches induction in a way that no other can. If any
part of the triau is omitted, programs and beginning teachers may not
succeed. But as noted above, each must be provided at a level of quality
to be effective.

Mentor suppe~ 's the most ty  al and perhaps most critical compo-
nent of teacher induction. A mziiwut should be selected who is highly re-
spected and has demcnstrated a level of excellence in teaching. The
mentor should be : model of the standards the profession is attempting
to achieve. ™ is not enough to be a goud teacher, a mentor needs time to
work with a beginning teacher and may need to develop supervisory
skills. A successful mentor must have human relations skills and confer-
ence skills as well as the ability to analyze teacuing and provide feed-
back. The buddy system has operated for many years with varying de-
grees of success. A competent mentor will have duties more specifically
ascribed and be more prepared to provide formative supervision.
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Peer supnort offers the opportunity for those with similar experiences
to share problens and idcas and to geneiate solutions. For these reasons,
pethaps, peer support is popular among beginning teachers. Peer inter-
action, however, is not necessarily peer support. First, in order for real
peer support to exist, a procedure must be in place that systematically
gets beginning teachers together. This will likely transcend school districe
boundaries because many systems are presently adding a minimum num-
ber of new teachers to their faculties each year. Second, peer will need
to be prepared to interact with each other with trust and empathy.
Third, an agenda must be determined and a procedure developed that
will gllow for productive dialogue rather than merely sharing of
experfences.

University supervision is emerging as another support base and com-
plements peer and mentor assistance. This third dimension offers a vari-
ety of possibilities for imp.oving the quality of the first-year experience
and links teacher education to the initial performance of a teacher. Col-
leges and universities must be involved in the continuation process of
teacher education for their own credibility as well as for the needs of the
public schools and beginning teachets.

Howey and Zimpher (1987) identified eight activities in which institu-
tions of " zher education should engage in concert with the school to
contribute to 2 more ideal focus of assistance to beginning teachers:

1 Assisting in the identification of probleins and issues trendant to
entry-year assistance and the development of sound policies.

2. Communicating realistic standards of performance.

3. Clarifying and establisiving realistic ongoing working relationships
between public schools and uriversities.

4. Providing direct setvices in the way of continuing education to be-
ginning teachers.

5. Providing a varicty of services to mentors.

6. Helping to establish conditions that allow for more clinical, reflec-
tive, and inquiry-oriented approaches to teaching.

7 Providing a model for induction activities that incorporates knowl-
edge of classroom observation procedures.

8. Providing direction for needed research in how best to proceed
with providing assistance and enabling beginning teacher: to better
learn how to teach on the job.

In addition to these activities, it is evident on the part of those who
have had experience in teacher induction that there is benefit in having a
support person who is not responsible to the governance of the schor .
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This enables a supervisor from a teacher edu-tion institution to be more
candid and to be free from any intricacies and subtleties that may exist
in a school setting. Furthermore, a university supervisor should be able
to bring expertise .nd perspective on induction that may not exist in a
given school district.

Pigge and Marso (1987) suggested th~t the supervisory triad, which
has served stuc 2nt teaching so successfully, should be continued into the
first year of teaching. This is a reasonable conclusion, but such supervi-
sion must be maintained at a level that offers che possibility of success in
support for and retention of new teachers.

A MODEL FOR MULTIPLE SUPPORT

The notion that a triad of support from mentors, peers, and university
supervisors would be effective was tested at Indiana State University in
1986 involving 20 first-year teachers in 15 different schools. The premise
of the program was that integrated support would improve the quality of
first-year teaching and possibly reduce teacher dropout because each one
could make a rontribution that was not possible Ly the other. Project
CREDIT (Certification Renewal Experiences Designed to Improve Teach-
ing) was initiated as a pilot program to test the theory and possibly to
develop 2 mode! that could be incorporated into an ongeing program.

Public-school mentors were selected who were considered to be out-
standing teachers and who would devote extra time to the supervision of
the first-year teachers, called interns, in the project. Mentors were locat-
~d in the same buildings as their interns and weie involved with them
dally, acting zs role models and providing formative growth experiences.
Approximately half worked with teachers in the same subject arcas. Their
responsibilities were to provide orientation, to help with problems, to as-
sist in planning, to consult in subject-matter selection, and to help the
new teacher understand the school culture. The mentors served solely as
support persons and were not involved in the ‘ormal evaluation of the
teachers.

Peer support came in two different ways. The most popular method
was 2 monthly seminar. which was held in an informal setting where the
interns could interact and talk about common experiences and problems.
University personnel were available for participation and usually provid-
ed elaboration on 3 topic tha. might be of specific concern. Monthly
mecting tepics included discipline, methodology, testing and evaluating,
handling stress, and human relations. A monthly aewsietter containing
teaching tips and ideas was published and diseributed to the interus. The
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articles contained informative professional topics but also had features
that would help to develop common interests in the group.

University support was provided through assistance from professors
who were skilled in the supervision of field experiences. They made
monthly site visits, observed classes, and consulted with the interns,
mentors, and building adm’nistrators. Other university personnel were
available to provide consultant services as needed. Their involvement was
instrumental in developing the peer support.

The evaluation of Project CREDIT chowed that the program was suc.
cessful in intercepting derlines in teaching attitudes. The participants in
the program rompleted the year with significartly healthier attitudes and
perceptions about teaching than did a sjmilar seoup of beginning teach-
ers who did not have multiple support. In addition, CREDIT interns ex-
celled signifi--ntly over the control group in the ability to use mastery
learning, mc.uvation, higher order questions, critical thinking skills,
awareness of curtriculum guides, and communication with parents and
the community. The results indicated that in.erns with multiple support
were _tter able to cope with teaching variables than the control group
on 88 of the 98 factor. studied.

Mentor teachers and university supervisors were found to complement
cach other in the kinds of support that they were able to give to interns.
Mentors assisted interns in understanding problem:s peculiar to the
school, and university supervisors provided a surprising amount of pet-
sonal and professionai assistance that helped the beginner overcome
problems generically associated with the fizst year of teaching.

The major finding was in the area of tea 1er retention, A follow-up
study revealed that all 20 teachers in the program remained in teaching
for a second year. This result stands in sharp contrast to normal dropout
figures reported widely in the profession. The results seem to indccate
that 2 multiple support program may be an effective way to retain
teachers.

Project CREDIT is now in its third year and in  ""8, was selected as
the Association of Teacher Educators’ Distinguished Yrograr in Teacher
Education. The results have been encouraging, although some of the
barriers that inevitably surface in cooperative programs have to be
addressed.

SUMMARY

On< of the major problems in the emerging ‘ntern programs may be
that their focus may tend t be too narrow when assistance is limited to a
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mentor who may or may not be trained for the position or have time re-
leased to perform the supenisory responsibilitics. A mentor must be a
good teacher, but she/he must also be 2 good coach who understands in-
structional supcrvision and must have the time to perform the necessary
responsibilities nceded for mentoring a new teacher. Most impoatant,
perhaps, is the fact that mentoring alone may not produce a complete
induction expericnce. Peer suppoit is needed to provide the opportunity
for colleagucs to lcarn from cach other, but that learning must be struc-
tured in such a way that growth occurs. University personnel are neces-
sary to facilitate peer interaciion, to encourage mentors and first-year
teachers, to provide a more comprehensive perspective on teacher devel-
opment, and to be available as an external  2rson who can use that van-
tage point to solve problems.

The experience of Project CREDIT scems to indicate that the three key
clements of meator, peer, and university support are necessary. The eval-
uation results of a pilot program support the contention that a well-
structured support program can improve the teaching skills of first-year
teachers as well as help to retain teachess in the profession. Finally, the
program fesules scem to indicate tha multiple support effectively ex-
tends teacher education into the first year of teaching, with responsibility
being accepted by teacher education institutions as well as public
schools.
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8. BEGINNING TEACHERS:
SINK OR SWIM?*

by Leonard J. Varah, Warren S. Theune, and Linda Parker

Teacher induction was initiated by the Wisconsin Improvement Pro-
gram in 1971 and implemented in 1974 by University of Wisconsin-
Whitewater. From 1974-84, the University experimented and developed
a program to provide assistance and support for first-year teachers. Ex-
perimentation in all area: of elementary, secondary, and special educa-
tior. established that a coordinated induction program was an effective
way to develop excellent staif and to retain the new members of the pro-
fession. As a result, the Teacher Induction Piograin received recognition
from the university, the Department of Public Instruction, and the local
schools. During the 1984-85 academic year, twelve inductees from six
school districts participated in the program, and in ..5,-86, twenty-one
inductees from ten school districts are participating. The twenty-one in-
ductees are receiving support and assistance from twenty-one mentor
teachers, fourteen lo-al administrators, and .welve University faculty.

Frequently cited problems of beginning teachers are discipline, isola-
tion, evaluation of student work, and use of appropriate materials. The
research has been conducied by Ryan (1970), Lortie (1975), Elias, Fisher,
and Simon (1980), Veenman (1984), and thers. Houston et al. (1979)
reported research cxamining the problems and concerns of beginning
teachers at selected times immediately preceding and during the first
year of teaching. The researchers found that beginning teacher concerns
focused on discipline methods, administrative approval, and communica-
tion in the school social setting.

Ryan et al. (1980) identified sc. >ral areas of difficulty for first-ycar
teachers. These areas include personal life adjustment, teachers’ expecta-
tions and perceptions of teaching, the strains of daily interactions, and
the teaching assignment itself. The researchers concluded that these dif-
ficulties lead to intense strain, whic' | in turn, leads to fatigue, depres-
sion and, subsequently, for many, « ... from the profession.

Other studies have revealed the major concerns of beginning teachers

*This chapter is reprinted with permission from Juxrnal of Teacher Education, January-
February 1986, pp. 30-34 © 1986, American Association of Colleges of Teacher
Education.
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to be those of discipline and classroom mauagement (Dropkin and Tay-
lor, 1963; Grant and Zeichner 1981). In addition, discipline has been
identified in two major reviews of the literature as the problem most fre-
quently experienced by beginning teachers (Elias, Fisher, and Simon
1980; Veenman, 1984). Ryan (1974) concluded that ‘‘there is probably
no single thing that causes beginning reachers more trouble and more
anxiety than discipline problems’ (p.11).

Veenman (1984) reviewed 91 studies and found that, in addition to
discipline, the highest ranking problem areas were motivating studcits,
dealing with individual differences, assessing students, dealing with
heavy teaching loads 21d insufficient preparation time, developing rela-
tionships with colleagues, planning lessons, and preparing for tae school
day. Elias, Fisher, and Simon (1980) reported additional problems of
finding and using appropriat=  iterials, evaluating student work, ar.d
coping with a sense of isolatic.. . 1d insecurity.

Veenman (1984) observed that “‘there is remarkable homogeneity in
the conclusions of the cited studies” (p. 166). He concluded that the
more problems that a beginning teacher encountered, the more likely he
or she was to leave teaching. In Biting the Apple, Ryan et al. (1980) sta*-
cd, “Many of us who have studied what happens to first-year reachers
believe that events during this initial year contribute to the gap between
what they [beginning teackers] were capabl. of becoming and what they
have, in fact, become” (b. 4).

Housron (1979} stated: ‘“Teacher training institutions may never be
able to , repare beginning teacher: adequately unless pre-service teachers
are provided opportunity to experience fully the responsibilities of =ach-
ing” (p. 19). Bush (1983) argued that new teachers develop a survival
mentality and, that they have to i:arn to swim very quickly or sink. Dil-
lon-Peterson (1982) stated that the first yzar of teaching 1s the most cru-
cial period in a teacher’s career. Sandefur (1982) observed that lack of
appropriate induction is the major cavse of teachers’ leaving the profes-
sior during the first three years of teaching. The 1984 Wisconsin Depart-
ment of Public Instruction Task Fozce Report on Teaching and Teacher
Education indicated that (a) ths most academically able teachers tend to
be the first to leave education and are doing so in increasing numbers,
and that (b) approximately 50 percent of tl.0se who take jobs a> teachers
ieave the teaching pr~‘ession within five years.

Houston (1979) made the following rec.mmendation:

Teacher preparation programs must consider the provision of a year
of interrship as an ‘™perative for adequately training teachers. It has
been reccmmended by the AACTE Bicentenmial Commission on Edu-
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cation wr the Profession of Teaching that the internship in teacher edu-
cation be defined as a minimum of one year of supervised employ-
ment and that it be mac'2 an integral part of all teacher preparation
programs. (p. 20)

In attempting to meet this need to support and assist first-year teach-
ers, the College of Education at the University of Wisconsin-Whitewater,
in partnership with the Wisconsin Improvement Program and local
schools, developed a Teacher Induction Program.

Induction has been described in many ways. According to Schlechty
(1985), the purpose of induction is “‘to develep in new members of an
occunation those skills, forrns of knowledge, atsitudes and values that are
necessary to effectively carry out their occupational roles” (p.37). Tisner
(1982) defined induction as assisting new teachers to be professionally
competent McDonald (1980b) defined induction as encompassing the
mastery of rvo tasks—effective use of the skills of teaching and adapting
to the soanl system of the school.

Fye (1956) defined inductivn as assisting teachers in adjusting to a
new teaching environment. He explained that induction encompasses ail
activities, efforts, and experiences that arc designed to assist newcomers
to adapt satisfactorily to the new work and new situation. Eye asserted
that the induction period begins as early as “‘the decision is made by the
employing agent and the employed person to enter into 4 contractual fe-
lationship™ (p. 68).

The University of Wisconsin-Whitewater Teacher Induction Program
is intended to meet the needs of recently graduated and certified teach-
ing ‘andidares who have been hired as first-year teachers. School dis-
tricts, cooperating with the university and supporting the idea of a
planned program of guidance and support for bey:nners, encourage pro-
giam parti~.pacdon by all first-year teachers employed. The goals of the
program are listed in Figure 1. The s»  1ent of goals is folloved by a
description of the structure of the pr . .

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

When the first-year teacher signs a contract in a participating school,
the Induction Support Team is formed mmmediately. This te..n consists
of 2 representative from the school’s central administration, 2 mentor
teacher, and a university consultant.

The representative from the central administration is an inwegral part
of the planning unit but is not a part of the evaluation team that is to
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Figure 1
Teacher Induction Program Goals

1 To provide a planned first-year teaching expenience that me. .es posst-
ble a broad variety of professional learning expenences.

2 To reach a level of professional skill and judgment that charactenze a
well-qualified career teacher.

3. To raise professional comoetency to a ...el distinctly above that of the
beginning teacher holding a bachelor's degree.

4. To re-examine nurierous teaching techninues and instructional strate-
gies and to experience others.

5 To develcp extencve professional urderstanding and familianty within
the inductee’s scope of certification.

6. To synthesize va'ious learring theones ar.d tc study ther ~pplcation
to difterent types of teaching and learning situations.

7 7o develop & i individual teaching style basad on broau observation,
discussic, and cor sultation.

determine the retention or dismissal of the new teacher. A mentor teach-
er ic a teacher in the unit school teaching in the same subject area ar.d at
the same grade level as the inductee. The niversity -onsulant is a spe-
cialist in the teaching methodology of the subject and the grade level of
the inductee.

Becausc the mentor is the key person who werks with the first-year
teacher, careful selection of a qualified person is crucial. Mentors are not
appointed. A teacher must war: to be « mentor. Two primary qualifica-
tions for the position are a dedication to teaching and a willingness by
the mentor to extend his or her teaching resporsibilities to inciude work
with 2 new member of the profession. A mentor needs at least three to
five years of teaching experience and demonstrated wmpetence as an ef-
fective teacher: a pers 1 whu has a thoiough understanding of the
school, of the curriculum, of learning theories, of growth and develop-
ment, of principles of learning, and of evaluation procedures. In addi-
tion, equally important i; for the mentor to have the respece of fellow
faculty and to have the atility to initiate change :n the curriculum and
<chool.

The mentor position carries many responsibilities. On= of the first is
to atten’ university-sponsored training sessions for mentor teachers.
These training sessions azsist the me 1tor in understanding and identify-
ing the purposes of the Teacher Inducticn Program as well as procedures
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for accomplishing these purposes. Specific responswilities throughout the
year include accepting the inductee as a colleague and establishing open
communication with the inductee and with other members of the jnduc-
tion teai~ Another responsibility of the mentot is orienting the inductee
to the education setting. This orientation includes an understanding of
the line and staff organization, acquaintance with ‘aculty and acquaint-
ance with services available through support personnel. The mentor pro-
vides assistance in planning for teaching, which includes preparation of
the room, a plan for management of student conduct, and a plan for
teaching the classes. Because first-year teachers are insecure, the mentce
should provide encouragement and reassurance. Inductees need assis-
tance in assessing their accomplishments in the teaching process, in iden-
tifying when learning is taking place, and in determining how to en-
hance the leatning process. Further, because evaluation is difficult for
first-year teachers, mentors must provide assistance in this area as well as
in sclf-cvaluation as a teacher.

Another important task for the mentor is to serve as a teaching model
for the inductee To prevent the frequent isolation and insulation of the
novice, time must be provided for mutual obsetvation by mentor and in-
ductee. The observations are profitable because they are followed by
planned conferences.

Additional ducies of mentor teachers are identified in Figure 2.

Figure 2
Responsibilities of Mentor Teachers

1. Assist the inductee in:
a. understanding the nature ¢ the learners;
b understanding the curriculum and resources available for use in the
subject/grade level;
C. undeistaning the total school program.
2. Serve as a resource for the indurtee
a. by planning for teaching:
(1) How much cen be coveredin a specified time?
(2) How much can be expected from the students?
(3) What can be expected from the wice varety of learners?
b. by informing inductees of administrative reports;
¢ by identitying sources of information about teact»  the schoo;,
and community,
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To assist the mentor teacher in assuming these responsikilities, the
university provides a tuition free three credit graduate course for mentor
teachers. The major emphasis of the course is to explore the role of the
mentor teacher, to identify the characteristics of an effective teacher, to
develop conference techniques with the inductee in self-evaluation proce-
dures, and to becomc proficient in supcrvisory methods.

The university provides a second .vurse for mentor teachets, which
also carries graduate credit. The errphasis of the second course in on ef-
fective teachering and supervision. In the second course, mentors wun-
duct an in depth study of effective teaching procedures, modcl these
procedures, and analyze teaching through observation.

The university consultant’s contribution to the Induction Support
Team includes providing professional expertise in the teaching method-
ology and lezrning theories for the inductee, proviging assistance to the
menter and i-ductee through monthly on-site conferences, and provid-
ing support for the inductere in self-evaluation and personal planning.

All four ream members—inductee, administrator, m.entor teacher,
+nd university specialist. —meet before school starts for a program orien-
tation session organized and sponsored by the un'versity. The purposes
of this orientation session are listed in Figur= 3.

Figure 3
Orientation Session Objectives

1 To acquaint the team members with the philosop1y and goals of the
program.

2 To begin planning for action in the classroom, which incluves an ex-
-‘anation of the curriculum, development of lesson plans for the start of
school, developrient of a plan for management of student conduct

| and a plan for student evaluation.

- To review princ ples of learning and the anatomy of a jesson.

. To identify effective relationships 1n the school setting.

To identify the chanuels of effective ccmmunication in a school setting.

ol W

The ori~ntation session acquaints 4ll participanrs with the mentoring
program and estah'ishes the communication und plannirg necessary to
assist the first-year teachers in preparing for the statt of the school year.
In this orientation scssion, the induciee initiates the Personal Develop-
ment Plan, which t.uvides 1n opportunity to identify concerns abou:
teaching in six major cate, uties. After the concerns have been iden-
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tified, the mentor and university specialist confer with the inductee to
establish nriority among these concerns and o suggest or recommend
methods and information to help in addressing the concerns. This Per-
sonal Development Plan becomes a continuons working document dut-
i=7 he firs- year. Thzough the Plan, the inductee is encouraged to seek
< ssistance from the mentor teacher on a day-to-day basis, and at daily or
weekly conferences. and from the university specialist by weekly written
reports and monthly on-site visitations. At the monthly on-site visita-
tion, the accomplishments of the first-year teacher are reviewed with the
mentor and inductee. As a result of this conference, the inductee can
identify areas of growth as a teacher and establish goals for increasing
effeciiveness.

To assist the induction team, the Domains of the Florida Performance
“easurement Systein have been used by the prograra developers. The
domains are (a) planning, (b) management of student conduct, (c) in-
structional organization and development, (d) presentazion of subject
mauet, (¢) communication, and (f) testing. The teams are encouraged to
utilize these dor ains to establish goais for the inductee and o provide a
co:nmon definit.on of effective teaching.

In addition t~ the monthly on-site visitation by the university special-
ist, monthly seminats are held to assist the team. The topics of the semi-
nars arc managemeni f student conduct, evaluation., parent conferenc-
ing, anatomy of a lesson, motivation, and dealing with exceptional
learners. All members of the induction team are encouraged to attend
thess seminars -~ review the progress of the inductee and to plan for fu-
ture growth.

FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS

School systems that have cmployed an inexpericnced teacher may vol-
vntarily pardicipate in the Teacher Induction Program. The contractual
arrangement between the school and the first-year teacher is in accord
with the master contract of the school district, with salary commensurate
with load. Additional costs to rhe participating school consizt of $600 e,
in-scrvice monies. These monies are divided cqually between in-serice
activiries developed for the benefit of the local school participants and
broad-based in-service activities sponsored by the university for rhe bepe-
fit of 31! participants.

The first-year teacher is admitted to the Graduate School and enrolls
for three to six credits of graduate work for each semester, credits that
may be applied toward a master’s degree.




E

University costs co. sist of (a) administration, (b) faculty time for su-
petvision, (c) seminars, (d) $200 pc: inductee for the broad-based in-set-
vice fund, (e) research and program evaluation, (f) graduate credit for
mentor training courses, (g) the program orientation seminar, and (h)
other incidental costs.

RESEARCH DESIGN

An experimental design was developed by Linda Parker to srudy the
University of Wisconsin-Whitewater Teacher Induction Progtum during
the 1984-85 academic year.! The design induded twelve inductees as the
experimental group and a control group of twelve randomly selected
first-year teachers who were not in an induction program. The objectives
of the experiment were to describe and evaluate the effectiveness of the
mentn. /inductee development program and to describe and evaluate the
effectiveness of a teacher induction program designed to provide assis-
tance for and support to first-year teacters. To accomplish these objec-
tives, the following procedures were used:

1. Structured interviews—A series of three in-depth interviews with
every first-year teacher in both groups was conducted to documeat
each teacher’s progress through the first year of teaching. These in-
terviews focused on (a) the kinds of proble.ns experienced by the
first-year teacher, (b) the kinds and sources of assistance provided o
the teacher, (c) perceptions regarding strengths and weaknesses in
the assistance provided, (d) petceived effects of the ssistance on the
beginner’s teaching pructices and his or her ability to solve prob-
lems, and (e) assessments of how the program might have been
improved.

2. Questionnaire— All persons involved in the delivery or service to
the first-year teachers were surveyed to determine their satisfaction
with the program, their perceptions regarding the program’s
strengths and weaknesses, and their suggestions on how the pro-
gram might be 1mproved.

RESEARCH FINDINGS
Findings from the research were:

1. All 12 members of the «xperimental group completed the 1984-85

'Mere detailed information regarding racthudology, lata wllection, and data analyss
procedures may be obtained by contacting the authors.
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academic year; only 10 of the 12 control grou;» participants com-
pleted the first year of teaching.

2 Nine of the experimental grou} teachers indicaed they planned o
be teaching in five years; only 3 of the 12 control grov.p subjecis ia-
dicated they planned to be teaching in five years.

3. The problems experienced by both groups of beginning teachers
were very similar in nature; however, inductees had less difficulty 1n
motivating students, had more success in respondiug to student
misbehav'~ts, and had more positive relatioaships with their
students.

4. Resolution of probleras of first-year teachers cun take place in a pro-
gram that provides assistance to and support for the new teacher.

5. Inductezs desaibed their first year of teaching * .nore positive
terms than-did the control group.

6. Inductees described themselves as teachers in terms of SPeC...C
teaching behaviors. Control subjects described themselves more of-
ten in terms of attitudes and personal qualities.

Finally, the results of this study suggested that observation and feed-
back on the beginming reachers’ performance by experienced teachers/
mentors are helpful and would be welcomed by most first-year teachers.

Administrators involved in the Teacher Induction Program ind catea.

1 Fewer problems with the first-year teachers when they wer. working
with the inductior program -fewer student referrals, fewer parent
calls, rewer student complaints;

2. A close working relationship between first-year teachers and the
mentors was a primarv reason for fewer problems; and

3. New possibilities for ¢ .perienced teachers to serve as mentors and to
experience the in-services that were offered.

Other findings were:

1. Most of the mentors (11 of 12) enjoyed working with the first-year
teachers.

2. All principals in the experimental group schools indicated the pro-
gram was eftective in their schools because of the assistance for the
first-year teacher and the profession:! ssimulation for the mentor
teacher.

3. Ninc of the 12 mentots reported the need for more shared time be-
tween mentor and inductce.

4 'The orientation period shoutd provide training regarding the goals
of the program and the roles of mentor a .d inductee. Furthermore,
time shonld be provided for :he induction tcam to hegin a plan of
action for the first-year teacher.

0
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SUMMARY

A collaborative teacher indu. ©  program can be an effective means
of suengthening the performai.  f a beginning teachers. The major
purposes of the experience are to he.p beginning teachers develop securi-
ty and confidence that will improve their teaching, to encourage them to
remain in the pro._ssion, and to eliminate the isolation they might expe-
rience As a concomitant benefit, a planned interactive in-service pro-
oraio lor all participating staff will yield value for inductees, mentors,
administrators, and university consultants. This interaction provides uni-
versity personinel with an opportunity for direct involvement in the tran-
sition from pre-service teachet education to in-service teacher develop-
ment and provides university faculty with an opportunity to study the
specific daily needs of first-year teachers. On a broader scale, the experi-
ence may be viewed as an effort to improve the teaching profession by
retaining the most effective teachers and, ultimately, t improve . .e
quality of education in the nation’s schools.
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9. THE EFFECTS OF A PLANNED
INDUCTION PROGRAM

ON FIRST-YEAR TEACHERS:

A RESEARCH REPORT

by Alvah M. Kilgore and Julia A. Kozisek

STATEMENT OF THE RESEARCH PROBLEM

The purpose of this chapter is to present the findings of a
college / university-based first-year teacher support/induction program on
beginning teachers. Given the fact that school-based induction programs
for new teachers were few and far between, and that NCATE indicated
that colleges have an obligation to provide support to their graduates, a
program was developed 1o answer the following questions:

1. What is the perceived knowledge base held by first-year teachers,
before and after their first year of teaching?

2. What are administrator perceptions of the skills of first-year
teachers?

3. What are the first-year teachers’ expectations and  realities
concerning teaching before and after their first year of teaching?

4. What kind of in-school support was provided to teachers during
their first year of teaching (e.g., principal, peers, mentors)?

3. What were the effects of a college-level support program on the
first-year ieacher? :

DESCRIPTION OF THE INTERVENTION PROGRAM

Teachers College, University of Nebraska, Concordia Teachers
College, and Doane College, all in the state of Nebraska and part of a
statewide consortium, developed and implemented a first-year teacher
support program from the higher education perspective. The program
included a selection of students from each college who participated in a
summer graduate program, 2 first-year on-site visitation program, and
regional seminars. Participants received direct help in finding a teaching
position, acceptance into a master’s program with completion of at least
nine hours of credit by the end of their first teaching year, help in
preparing for their fitst year of teaching, :ssignment of a mentor teacher,
on-site visits by college personnel, and employers were provided with a
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“warrant”’ indicating that the tcacher would perform well in the
classroom.

Teachers partivipated in two, threc-credit-hour workshop seminars
during the summer after graduauon and preceding their first year of
teaching. The first workshop was used to assess a variety of skill levels of
the participants (c.g., organizational ability, planning, problem analysis,
judgment, dccnslvcncss sensitivity, and written communication), and to
provide expericnces and further skill development in observation, testing
and test constrt  ‘on, socialization of first-year teachers, as well as in
plannirg and learning to antidpate situations that might occur during
their first year of teaching. Pamcnpams were also expected to make site
visits, gather information, textbooks, schedules, assignments, curricula,
etc., ‘and to bring back spcuf'c information about the community and
schvol in which they were going to wotk.

The sccond workshop consisted »f the application of plannmg and the
productior: of materials that would cnhance ths pamupams first year of
teaching. Included were such items as a yearly calenJar, bulletin boards,
lesson plans for the first two weeks of school, « curriculum outline for
the year, teacher-made tests and quizzes, a discipline plan, tansparencics
and other media to enhance instruction, and plans for develoning and
reporting grades. The objective was to try to have as many 4 sstions
about the school year answered as posslblc to lessen the “*shock™ of 1v .-
ty that would accompany their first year of icaching.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The rescarch design for the first group that entered the program was a
ore-post, nonrandon ficld-based experimental-control group format, us-
irg pretest data as o wovariate to balance group differences. Control
g Jup participant. consisted of teachers meeting all program enuy re-
quirements and invite 1 20 participate, but who, for vne reason or anoth-
er, decided not 1 be 1n the program. Twenty-two teachers made up the
cxperimental group and wmpleted the first year of the program. The
data were completed for twenty-two experimental group and cighteen
control group teachers.

Both quantitative and qualitative data were cllected during the
counse of the study. Presage data induded participant cwmpletion of the
Adjective Checklist, pt’ narily to act as a covariate, When pre- and post-
test scores were applied, there were no differences between groups, and
the summer and year of teaching made no statistically significant differ-
ence between groups, nor did their views of themselves change, at least
as indicated by using this instrument.
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Additional presage data inciuded completion of an instrument that
had the teachers indicate what they percerved their level of knowledge
and competency on selected teaching behaviors to be. The teaching
behaviors represented the major areas reported in the research on
teaching studies in which first-year teachers experience problems. The
principal of each participant was also asked to rate the competency of
each teacher using the same instrument that the teacher used, and the
teachers were asked to rerate themselves at the end of their first year of
teaching. Teachers wete also asked to respond to a questionnaire that
asked for their expectations of selected working conditions prior to
teaching, and the realities of their situation (as opposed to their
expectations) at the end of their first year (Marso and Pigge 1986).

Qualitative data were collected in three ways. First, participants were
asked o keep a weekly log during their first year of teaching. The log
required entries that followed a format provided by the researchers and
covered a variety of events that occurred to the participants. For purposes
of this study, log entries from the first and last six weeks of the first year
of teaching were compared. The second method used to collect
qualitative data were observations made while on-site b, the researchers
during visits to teachess throughout their first year of teaching. Notes
were kept and analyzed upon return to campus. Third, teachers
participated in regional seminars held during the second semester of
their first year of teaching. Notes taken frum the seminars comprised this
part of the qualitative data collection.

RESULTS: QUANT*TATIVE ANALVSES

1. Both groups of teachers began and ended the first year reporting a
high level of teaching skill. Although the experimental group’s self-
reported skills did increase across time, there was not a statistically
significant difference between the two groups. The experimental group's
perceived levei of teaching skill appeared to increase after the summer
experience, and then decreased zfter completion of the first year. Even
with this perceived skill decrease, the reported level of skill was still
higher than at the beginning of the year (Table 1). Based on this
decrease reported by the experimental group of teachers, one might
conclude either that the public school experience is having a negative
impact on these teachers or that the summer progra.n produced a false
sense of cfficacy chat was lowered on contact with the school experience.
The control group remained relatively stable across the year.

2. Both groups of teachers entered the first year with expectations
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that were not met. The experimental group’s expectations actually in-
creased after the summer experience. They left the summer experience
expecting several of the working conditions to be more positive than
when they began the summer. Once in the school, the teachers discov-
ered that what they cxpected to happen was not necessarily true. The
teachers experienced *‘reality shock.”” A conflict appears to exist between
what the first-year teacher expected and the reality of the situation (Ta-
bles 2 and 3).

3. When both groups of teachers were assessed by their principals’
perceptions of skill level (a postassessment only), there were no differ-
ences noted between groups. Generally, the principals found all the
teachers to be highly competent.

4. Further analyses compared the self-rating of teachers with the rat-
ings given them by their principals {Table 4). First-year teachers and
principals did not have the same perceptions of the elements that are
necessary for teaching effectiveness. Principals were not looking at the
same skills as the teachers when defining scccess. Principals neel to be
aware of tcachers’ expectations and definitions concerning teaching effec-
tiveness as well as their own.

5. Similar support services appeared to be offercd to both groups of
first-year teachers, although the support was not at a very high level.
Seventy-scven pereent of cxperimental group teachers did have a mentor
teacher appointed, as opposed to 11 peicent of the control group (al-
though not all mentor teachers fulfilled a true mentoring role). Over 90
percent of experimental group teachers received information from their
prindpals before and during their first year, as opposed to about 60 per-
cent of the control group. Although some other differences were noted
between how first-ycar tcachers were supported, what was noticeable was
the lack of any cunsisten. support services for either group on important
issues. For example, teachers in neither group received much feedback
on their performar ce carly in the year from prin.ipals and supervisors,
teachers were not given lighter loads, or released time to plan, or were
not assigned fewer nontcaching responsibilities, time was not provided to
obscrve and work with veteran teachers of to help with administrative pa-
perwork, and activitics were not specifically directed toward their needs,
such as in-senvice programs and the development of person.] develop-
ment plas. All in al!, vuside of a little more information at the begin-
ning of the year and a mentor teacher assigned, litde difference was not-
cd in the suppurt treatment given to first-year teachers (Table 5). The
first-year teacher was treated the same as the veteran teacher of 20 years.
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Table 1

The Perceived Knowledge Base Held by First-Year Teachers.

"osttest Comparisons:
Control and Experimental Groups
Control Expenmental
Positest Posttest
N=18 N=22
Knowledge Statement X SD X SD t
1. Classroom discipline 489 0.90 532 065 -1.87
2. Classroom managernent 528 067 523 075 +0.24
3. Motivating studants 533 084 505 059 +1.33
4, Dealing with individual differences 467 1.03 495 095 -0.96
5. Evaluation of students 506 094 505 095 +0.03
6. Relationships w:ith parents 556 092 541 080 +0.58
7. Organization of the classroom 544 092 550 1.14 -0.19
8. Organization of own time 511 113 514 1.08 -0.09
9. Teaching techmiques/methods 528 057 550 067 -122
10. Subject malter specific to area 528 046 536 073 -0.42
11. Planning and organizing 539 120 560 1.01 -0.64
12. Paperwork, records. reports 561 1.04 495 1,07 +2.06Y
13. Furstday of school 461 120 505 0.84 -1.47
14. Useof curnculum guides texts.
materals. and resources 500 077 532 095 -1.14
15. Communications with administrators,
colleagues students, parants 535 093 559 110 =C.77
16. Relationships with administrators.
colieagues. students 572 0.96 566 111 +0.19
Overall perception of being a teacher 539 0.61 536 056 +018
P> 05

Preface each stalement vath  The degree to which 1 feel competent iy
Scale used 1 =nsconfidence 7 = ve y ghtevel of confident




Table 2

Expectations and Realtties. Pre- and Posttest Comparnsons
of First-Year Teachers on Selected Criteria:
Expernmental Group

Expectation Reality
Pretest Posttest
N=22 N=22
Expectation/Reality Statement X SD X SD t
WORKING CONDITIONS
Instructional help/guidance/advice from.
1. Other teachers 582 085 559 080 +0.85
2. Administrators/supervisors/chairs 582 0.66 491 131 +3.03°
3. In-service traning 532 109 386 153 +4.29°
4. College coursework/expenences 6.00 075 6.05 059 -020
Rapport with and respect of:
5. Students 6.36 0.66 623 087 +0.50
6. Parents of students 6.00 076 573 098 +0.96
7. Other teachers 6.05 0.72 595 1.00 +036
8. Admunistrators/supervisors/chairs 609 053 555 1.14 +2.16°
¢ Community members 595 079 527 112 +252
10. Budgetary support for my teaching
area 495 1.21 436 153 +1.51
Support (and encouragement) of my
teaching area from.
11 Parents 550 096 527 138 +0.67
12, Other teachers 582 0810 555 096 +1.12
13. Admunstrators 582 073 541 118 +1.46
14. Community members 527 083 505 1.13 +0.79
15. Physical facilities for my teachingarea 518 110 495 156 +0.68
16. Equipment and matenals for my
teaching area 514 113 450 1711 +156
7. Parent-Teacher conferences 555 080 552 117 +0.10
18. Scheduling of classes (or class ime) to
complete desired Objectives 532 089 5§33 124 -0.03




Table 2 (Continued)
Expectations and Realities. Pre- and Posttest Comparnsons
of First-Year Teachers on Selected Criteria.
Experimental Group

Expectation Reality
Pretest Posttest
N =22 N=22
Expectation/Reality Statement X SD X SD t

19. Anenvironment that is conducive to
professional growth and development 564 0.85 505 116 +197

20. Feelings of accomphsnment 582 085 524 126 +1.93
21. Workload (time. energy needed.,

number of students, classes, etc.) 582 091 414 175 +4.94°
22. Behavior of students 536 100 509 115 +0.87
23. My teaching being observed by

administrators 573 077 510 155 +1.97
24. Level of satisfaction 6.14 0.71 559 113 +156
25. Joborientation 577 075 505 107 +2.40°

> 0.05.%P>0.01.
Scale used 1 = low expectation or reality.. 7 = very high expectation or reality.
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Table 3
Expectations and Realities. Pre- and Posttest Comparisons
of First-Year Teachers on Selected Criteria:
Control Group

Expectation Reality
Pretest Posttest
N=1¢ N=18
Expectation/Reality Statement X SD X SD t
WORKING CONDITIONS
Instructional help/guidance/advice from.
1. Otherteachers 567 0.77 556 133 +0.32
2. Administrators/supervisors/chairs 567 1.28 494 147 +1.87¢
2 Inservice training 561 085 4.06 147 +4.43°
4. College coursework/expenences 5.44 1,04 539 133 +0.14
Rapport with and respect of:
5. Students 6.39 0.70 6.28 083 +0.38
6. Parents of students 6.11 096 578 094 +0.41
7. Other teachers 6.11 0.68 6.06 094 +0.17
8. Administrators/supervisors/chairs 6.11  0.96 528 145 +2.18°
9. Community members 5,78 100 500 117 +2.297
10. Budgetary support for my teaching
area 4.78 1.31 4.76 123 +0.05
Support (and encouragement) of my
teaching area from:
11. Parents 522 094 541 106 -058
12. Other teachers 5.72 0.75 571 1.05 +0.03
13. Administrators 5.89 0.83 512 154 +1.97
14. Community members 5.22 0.88 488 1.11 +1.10

15. Physical facilities for my teachingarea  5.50 0.86 5.06 139 +1.20
16. Equipment and materrals for my

teaching area 561 092 5.06 155 +1.49
17 Parent-Teacher conferences 5.67 108 544 110 +0.66
18. Scheduling of classes (or class time) to

complete desired objectives 539 109 45 142 +207¢

19. Anenwvironment that is conducive to
professional growth and development  5.70 0.82 522 140 +1.37
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Table 3 (Continueq)
Expectations and Realities. Pre- and Posttest Comparnsons
of First-Year Teachers on Selected Critena:
Control Group

Expectation Reality
Pretest Posttest
N=18 N=18
Expectation/Reality Statement X sD X SD t
20. Feelings of accomphshment 606 0.64 522 131 +262°
21. Work load (time, energy needed,
number of students, classes, etc.) 489 1.41 428 190 +1.17
22. Behavior of students 550 1.04 517 129 +0.92
23. My teaching being observed by
administrators 567 09 478 190 +1.89
24, Level of salisfaction 6.17 062 539 129 +2.44°
25. Joborientation 5.44 0.86 483 150 +1.56

%>0.05,’P>0.01.
Scale used. 1 = low expectation or realty.. 7 = very nigh expectation or reaity.
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Table 4
Administrator Perceptions of First-Year Teachers'
Performances on Knowledge Base Criteria:

Posttest Only Comparisons
Control Experimental
Pretest Posttest
N=15 N=23
Knowledge Statement X SD X SD t
1. Classroom discipline 520 0.67 521 0.78 +0.04
2. Classroom management 547 0.64 038 077 -0.41
3. Motivating students 553 0.92 571 0.86 +0.29
4. Dealing with individual differences 513 0.35 546 0.83 +1.57
5. Evaluation of students 547 192 538 0.71  +0.03
6. Relationships with parents 571 (.61 538 082 +1.43
7. Organization of the classrrom 573 0.59 575 0.79 +0.09
8. Organization of own time 560 0.74 571 081 +0.44
9. Teachingtechmques/methods 567 0.90 571 095 +0.14
10. Subject matter specific to area 547 113 6.00 0.78 +1.83
11. Planning and organizing 573 0.96 583 082 +0.35
12. Paperwork, records, reports 5.67 0.62 563 065 -0.25
13. First day of school 540 0.63 571 055 +1.72
14. Use of curnculum guides, texts,
matenals, and resources 560 0.74 567 056 +0.35
15. Communications with administrators,
colleagues, students, parents 6.00 0.65 569 0.72 -1.49
16. Relationships with administrators,
colleagues, students 6.13 0.64 579 088 -1.36
Overall perception of being a teacher 557 0.94 558 076 +0.04
p>0 05,
Preface each staternent with ~ The degree to wruch the teachier . compelent in - Scale used
1 = noskili 7 = very high level of skill
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Table 5
Support Received by First-Year Teachers During
Their First Year of Teaching

Experimental Control
N =22 N=18
Type of Support Number Percent Number Percent
1. Assigned to a mentor teacher 17 77 2 1

2. Metwith principal prior *5 schoo! to

receive information about district,

school policies and philosophy,

curriculum, calendar, schedules,

etc. 20 9N 13 59
3. Received ateaching assignment

for which you were qualfied and

prepared 22 100 15 83
4. Took paitin a separate in-service/

onientation just for new teachers at

ine beginning of the year 14 64 12 66
5. Received a preschool onentation {o

gchool, community, etc. 8 36 8 44
6. Introducedto other faculty before

school started 20 91 12 66
7. Invited to social gatherings 18 82 14 77
8. Informal visits by the pnr “ipal early

in the year 11 50 9 50
9. Met with local teachers associatton 12 55 9 50

10. Received personalized notes/feed-
back from the principal early in the
year 8 36 9 50
’ 11. Given released time to observe
‘ other teachers, plan for classes,
|

etc. 8 36 7 39
12. Given a reduced workloas 2 9 1 6
13. Given areduced class size 3 14 0 0
14, Assigned fewer nonteaching

responstbilities 6 27 3 17

} 15. Provided with In-class assistance 5 23 2 1
|
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Table 5 (continued)

Support Received by First-Year Teachers During
Their First Year of Teaching

Expenmental Contro!
N=22 N=18

Type of Support Number P<scent  Number  Percent
16. Provided with ime to talk to other

beginning teachers 6 27 3 17
17. In-seivice specifically directed

toward the new teacher 1 5 4 22
18. Demonstration lessons from master

teachers 3 14 3 17
19. Orientation to the procedures for

supervision and evaluation 10 45 9 50
20. Observations by the principal 19 86 14 77
21. Feedback by the principal 18 82 15 83
22. Development of a personal devel-

opment plan to speciically ineet

your needs as a teacher 4 18 6 33
23, Videolaping of you teaching, with

time to review and cntique 1 5 0 0
24, Help with adminisirative paperwork 3 14 2 1
25, Other.

student assistants 1 6
departmental aide 1 6
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RESULTS: QUALITATIVE DATA

Teacher Journals

First-year teachers in the experimental group were asked to keep a
weekly log. They were provided with an outline for the log with tae fol-
lowing categories: (1) lifc in the classroom, (2) life in the school, (3) life
in extracurricular activities, (4) feelings for the week, and (5) future plans
based on the week. Log entries from the first and last six weeks of the
school year were analyzed for this stady. General concepts were identi-
ficd from a content-analysis framework.

There were several tobics that emerged from the wntent analysis of
both the beginning and ending entries. They were—

The swdents;

Planning/use of timc;

The mentor teacher;

The principal;

Classroom management;

The parents;

Extracurricular duties/activities;
Relationships with others;
Curriculum;

Professional roles; and
General and personal feclings.

—

Additionally, carly entries induded first day (and week) feclings, the
new teacher oricntation sessions and organizing the asstoom. Two cate-
gories appeared in the erd-of-year entries that were not mentioned in
the carly entries. The first area concerned instruction. Many of the first-
year teachers wrote about wanting to find new ways to meel objectives
and keep students motivated and interested. They felt tha chey mighe
be geuting into a rut and that things were starting 1o drag. Several noted
that they were trying 1o work on games, activities, and other ideas 10
deal with their concerns. The final category mentioned in the end-of-
year entries included future plans for the teachers. Concerns were raised
about *‘next year.” There was talk of one school dosing and cmploy-
ment status was unclear. Several teachers were getting married and did
not know where they would have to relocate. Searching for a new teach-
ing job was a ropic in several journals,
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On-Site Visits

As part of the program, cach first-year teacher was visited (ac lease
twice) by a college professor or representative. The visits induded time
spent observing the teacher and talking with the principal, the menter
teacher, and the first-ycar teacher. Obscrvation data provided non-
threatening fccdback to the teachers as well as some positive strekes and
the sight of a ““fricndly’* face. The familiar face of the college professor
was a welcome sight, with hugs and smiles from the teacher common
clements of the visits. Suggestions and help offered were appreciated by
the teachers as they indicated that they had not recerved much suppore
or feedback from their mentors and principals. Informal time was also
spent with the teachers, providing them with a listening car and a
sounding board. Many problems and questions that the teacher was
afraid to ask the prindpal were shared and solved during the informal
conference. Some prindpals made an attempt to observe the teacher
prior to the visit so that they could share their views with the college
representative, but this was the exception rather than the rule.

Discussions with the mentor teachers revealed that many had no idea
of what it was they were suppused to do to help the first-year teacher.
(Principals had been :ent leucrs and specific information coneerning the
role and responsibilitics of the mentor teacher and asked to share this
information with mentors. Many of rhe mentors had not received the
information.) Most of the time spent with the mentor teachers centered
around suggestions and activities that they wuld do with and for the
beginners. As the on-site visits sretched out over the first semester.
valuable time Lid been lost in building a working relationship between
the mentor and the teadier. Sorac mentors, i their own iniuative, had
taken an active zole with the teachers. Then, the visit was one of walking
about what they had done so far and offering other ideas as necessary. At
times, it was alo evident that there was lictde open commuuication
between the principal. the mentor, and the first-year teacher. As a
result, the on-site visits by ollege personnel often provided an important
link between the princdpal. the mentor teacher and the first-ycar teacher.

Seminar Sessions

Durinig the second semester of their first year, the teachers were asked
to participate in ficld-based seminars. The purpuse of the seminars was
to provide a structure through which the teachers wuld discuss and
REFLECT on somc of their first-year expericnces. Many of the teachers
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had not been able to discuss experiences and concerns with anyone else,
and they appeared eager to share with their peers what was happening to
them. Sessions were held from 2:00 p.m. to nine or ten in the evening.
Sites were at or near a restaurant so that the discussions could continue
over dinner. Questions were posed by the college renresentative that
tried to elicit specific feedback and isolate any problems as seen by the
teachers. Notes were taken at each session and assessed after the session.
Based on 2 summary of the four seminars held with these teachers, the
research team has synthesized the following areas of concern for the first-
year teachers:

1. Teachers were very frustrated, and felt unpicpared to deal with the
wide range of student abilities, habits, and behaviors that were
encountered in every classroom (from familial situations of having
children from homes with dirt floors to high-income homes in the same
classroom; to having behaviorally impaired children in the mainstream,
etc.). Many questioned their ability to reach all of the students.

2. There was a general disappointment with the manner, attitudes,
and professionalism of their more experienced peers. The general feeling
was that most teachers seemed to be negative (cynical) about their jobs,
the children in the school, the lack of support and supplies, the loads
carried, relationships, and so on. Lounge and lunchroom talk led some
of the first-year teachers to isolate themselves from the rest of the
faculty, cating in their classrooms and not attending social functions.

5. There was concern about the “‘socialization’ that was taking place
in the school, how the various messages were being received and how the
hidden norms of the schools were shared. Many teacher were put into
uncomfortable positions because no one informed them of possible
consequences of their decisions before these decisions were made. For
instance, one teacher left the building during a free period to get a
hamburger at a fast food establishment, Upon returning with his sack,
he was met by the secretary who admonished him quite severely—he
didn’t leave the building any more. Another teacher, during the holiday
scason, asked permission to put up some decorations in her ciassroom.
Permission was granted, and after she had spent the better part of a
weckend getting the room in a holiday/learning mode, 2 colleague who
walked in on Monday loudly berated and condemned her, and went to
other teachers with her complaints. As a result, the principal (from
whom permission was originally zranted) asked hcr to take down n.ust of
the decorations. Some of the ideas and reflections that dealt with the
socialization process appear to be connected with the first-year teachers’

107

o FRYA
RIC };




E

petceptions of their more experienced peers in general, however, the two
issues appear to be different enough to state as separate concerns.

4. Finally, the role of the mentor and principal was discussed by the
teachers. Not having taught before, these teachers had no comparison
base to turn to when describing their relationships with principals and
teachers. What appeared to emerge from listening o their discussions of
the roles the principals and mentors played led the researchers to believe
that: principal support was not obvious, nor was any type of evaluative
help (in general). Principals just did not get around to these teachers
very often. They were left to their own devices (although the teachers
were not necessarily negative about their principals, they were seen as
someone more distant and with little direct influences on them).
Support from the mentor teachers varied, from high involvement and
support in one case, to several having no mentor assigned, or a mentor
asigned but with no action or support given. In seve:zal cases, the new
teachers sought out someone closer to their own age and experience level
and attempted to develop a relationship with him or her.

5. The teachers expressed gratitude in being able to gather together
and ralk with other first-year teachers. As one shared. “‘It’s nice to know
that there are people going through some of the same troubles I am.’" It
was reassuring to them that their problems were not unique to just
them. One teacher left feeling her situation was not nearly as bad as she
originully thought after she heard others describe theirs. It was a valuable
experience for them to share ideas and talk with other teachers about the
ways that they were handling their situations.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The daca collected and analyzed from quantitative measures along
with the findings from the three types of qualitative data appear to build
a rather convincing picture of the tenuous life of a first-year teacher,
cven when the teacher is provided with a college-based support program.
If it were not for the extremely high level of self-confidence and high
expectations that a beginning teacher has, one might predict that the
number of teachers that leave the profession would be higher than it is
at present. Teachers who participated in this study, whether in the
support program or not, began the summer and ended the year
reporting a high level of teaching skill. These teachers believed in
themsclves, although they did not always receive the feedback to confirm
their beliefs. This efficacy, real or imagined, appears to be a necessary
ingredient in the makeup of a successful novice teacher.
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A second general conclusion zppears to indicate that the role that col-
lege personnel might play in providing support to first-year teachers is
probably peripheral rather than direct. The influence of the school envi-
ronment, peers, and especially the students on an everyday basis is so
strong that external intervention techniques make Little difference in the
behaviors of the teachers. Teachers might be comforted o know that
someone comes to visit with them on occasion, and lends a sympathetic
ear, but the process is not strong enough to make a difference. The re-
search team does believe, based on cerrain events, that there is a role for
college personnel in this pracess. The one activity that may have led to
some changes in both bekiavior and thinking of the students was the
seminar situation, the ri.ne for teachers to pause and reflect upon their
experiences. This kind of opportunity does not seem to take place in the
very busy world of any teacher, let alone a first-year novice. The second
activity that seemed beneficial to a limited extent was the opportunity to
visit with princifals and menior teachers about the induction process.
For the most part school personnel are not aware of the literature or ef-
fects they have on {irst-year teachers. Simply stated, principals and teach-
ers treat novice teachers like they were treated, and have had no reason
to think that things should be any different. Sharing the research and
suggesting practices to help first-year teachers did benefit some of the
teachers in the program. However, this seems to be a rather expensive
and time-consuming way to get the message to school personnel.

More specifically, some additional conclusions derived from the study
include:

1. Job-embedded considerati.ns for first-year teachers such as provid-
ing exura planning time, lighter loads, more observation and feedback,
released time to visit other classrooms, work with the mentor teacher or
talk with other first-year teachers, and exemptions from duties, are not
being provided for first-year teachers, nor an a college-based support
program provide this type of service.

First-year teachers were not treated differently than the veteran teach-
er. Beginning teachers should be expected to possess a wide variety of
skills but should not be expected to function as master teachers. School
officials need to realize that teachers enter with a set of skills that need
to be extended, refined, and developed. Job-embedded support is one
way to help with the developmental process of becoming a teacher. The
impact and role of the schools must be redefined to meet the needs of
the first-year teacher.
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2 This study confirmed prior research in that the influence of he
school environment appears to be a powerfui socializing force oa furst-
year teachers. Several factors had an impact upon these teachers: (1) the
isolation felt as they were left alone to teach in their own roums; (2) the
lack of support and relationships fotmed beteeen colleagucs, (3) the hid-
den and unwritten fules of the school; (4) the inabiliy 10 observe other
successiul teachers; (5) the lack of differentiation of in-service programs
for first-year teachers; and (G) the powerful role that the principal plays.
These factors were a part of the shaping process of the first year as the
teacher entered an ongoing professional and social community.

3. The principal is a major force in helping to make the transition
from student to teacher a successful one. Supervision is needed so that
the teachers do not repeat errors. Yzt the principals in this study varied
in their degree of supervision. A few were actively involved throughout
the year, but most were perceived as “‘iavisible’” by the first-year teach-
ers. Most of the teachers were left on their own, except for che informa-
tion they chose to seek. The teachers in the study were disappointed with
the lack of administrative assistance and support.

Beginning teachers want and need more direct supervisory assistance,
includiug specific instructional support and suggestions. Without super-
vision, first-year teachers can become easily overwhelmed and center on
survival tactics rather than on effective teacling strategies. Supervision
must be increased, with principals taking a more active role. Options for
consideration include a staged entry process to meet district expectations
and competencies, a career-ladder approach, involvement of college per-
sonnel in the supervision process, and the use of videotape to provide
feedback. Principals must not see first year teachers as finished products,
but rather as teachers that need onunuing supervision and instruction as
they develop into master teachers.

4. The role of the mentor teacher as envisioned to be functional, was
not fulfilled by mentors in this study. The mentor, in most cases, pro-
vided the initial link and information for the novice teacher. But as the
school year progressed, the support did not always meet the expectations
of the first-year teacher. Mentors were not provided with support by their
principal such as extra pay, recognition or training for assuming the du-
ties of a mentor. Some of the first-year teachers questioned the need for
having a mentor. Several thought 1t weuld be better to seek out their
own mentor, someone closer o their own age and interests. This, in fact,
happened with several of the {irst-year teachers during the year.
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5. Classroom management did not seem to be 2 mzjor problem for
the teachers in this so:dy, as the literature indicates. The simmer
program helpec the teachers design their discipline/management
programs for the firsu year. This component of the program seems to
have been very useful as the teachers shared their use of their
management systems. The preparation over the surmmer appeared to
help relieve some of the tension that might have been felt without such
a program.

6. Time and structure needs to be provided to the first-year teacher
for reflection. Teachers need time to think about events that happen in
the clusstoom; abour the differences in their students, and why certain
things seem to happen. Beginning teachers need someone to sharc <heir
thoughts with, who can empathize and share possible solutions 1o prob-
lems. They need tc feel that they are part of a larger, caring, and com-
mitted faculty with a mission to carry out. The teachers in this study
found themselves too often isolated (by design or by choice) fiom their
peers. The journals provided the teachers with an outlet to share their
teelings, but they were not able to get the feedback they wanted. The
on-site visits provided many of the teachers with their first opportunity
to discuss problems ard concerns with someone. The regional seminars
were effective in allowing the teachers to meet and share common con-
cerns, problems, and ideas. More opportunities need to be planned to
allow teachers to reflect about teaching. All teachers could benefit from
the chance to talk and reflect with their colieagues.

7. The needs of the first-year teachers appeared to change from the
beginning to the end of the year. By the middle of the year, they were
secure in their situations and were ready to move on to deal with
instructional matters. The teachers were eager for new ideas, methods,
and processes to be more effective in their classrooms. Yet, the first-year
teachers in the .-udy were asked to take part in the same in-service
programs as the rest of the teachers. Principals and mentors mus. be
prepared to deal with the change and growth and to anicipate and pre-
pare for the emerging needs of the first-year teacher. Muiliinle in-sz,vice
learning experiences should be provided for teachers to address the vary-
ing concerns and problems experienced. This could be done through the
use of a personal development plan, an area consortium of schools, and
better utilizations of statf within a school district. Beginning teachers
need to be provided with the opportunity for continuing instruction
based upon their needs, to allow them to grow and develop to their
fullest potential.

8. There seemed to be a difference between what the quantitative
data reported and what the teachers were sharing qualitatively. Although
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major differences were not reported between the ,.oups, the teachers
continually remarked how important and beneficial the support program
was for them. While it is difficult to quantify the statements, one might
conclude that there was some impact as a result of the first-year teacher’s
involvement in the pianned induction and support program. It may be
that future research needs to use mose of a case-study approach to study
certain parts of the induction process.

9. The role of college personnel seems to center on providing external
support, offering feedback, ar.l intervening, in some cases, to ease the
transition for first-year teachers. Perhaps the role of college personnel
should be restructured. One idea would be to put more emphasis on
working with pcncipals and faculty to smare ke knowledge base
concerning induction practices. Time could be spent in training
principals and mertor teachers to work more effectively with first-year
teachers. Another role could be that of providing assistance with
seminars for first-year teachers. This would provide the teachers with the
opportunity to reflect and make changes in their behavior.

If induction programs are to succced, the profession as well as the
public must be educated concerning the needs of the beginning teacher
and the role experienced personnel play in assisting the induction
process. A college-based inducticn and support program is not enough.
There is a need for commitment by all personnel involved. Partnerships
must be formed between the public schools and colleges. Preparing
teachers is a developmental process that requires collaboration and
ccoperation between the colleges and the public schools. Together,
schools and colleges can develop an induction program based on the
research that will make a difference in the development of first-year
teachers.

Induction programs are nect currently mecting the needs of fuist-year
teachers, regardless of where they originate. Time, cnergy, and th:ought
have not been provided by and for school personnel to carefully consider
the implications and benefits that could be derived from school-based
induction programs. Sume might think this just sumething else to do in
an already hopelessly busy schedule, but the consequences of losing
potentially good teachers might be worse.
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APPENDIX. TEACHER INDUCTION:
AN ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

by John M. Johnston

Ashburn, Elizabeth A. 1987. Current developments in teacher induction pro-
grams. Action in Teacher Education 8 (Winter). 41-44. Provides an overview of
the induction scene from the need for induction programs, to sources for exist-
ing induction programs, to the need for comparative analysis of different types
of programs. Written by the Director of the ERIC Clearinghouse of Teacher
Education, this article provides a quick overview and useful starting point for
further inquiry about teacher induction.

Bames, Susan. 1987. Assessment issues in initial year of teaching programs.
In The first year of teaching: Background papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A.
Griffin and Suzanne Millies, 115-27. Chicago. University of Illinois-Chicago.
Addresses the thorny problem of combining support for and evaluation of be-
ginning teachers. Barnes’s purpose is to address selected issues related to the as-
sessment of beginning teachers as a component of an induction program. Her
perspective is one of an assessment system operating within the induction pro-
gtam within the political, educational, and social systems in a school system, not
in isolation From this perspective, Barnes discusses policy, technical, and imple-
mentation issues encountered in developing an assessment system. The paper in-
cludes a brief discussion of the relationship of the assessment system to preser-
vice and in-service training.

Brooks, Douglas, M., ed. 1987. Teacher induction. A new beginning. Res-
ton, VA: Association of Teacher Educators. Reports the results of two years of
inquiry by members of the Association of Teacher Educators Natioral Commis-
sion on the Induction Process. This monograph provides the most up-to-date re-
port available of induction programs and activities cusrently in progress in local
school systems across the country, state induction programs that have been 1m-
plemented or that are now being piloted, the status of institutions of higher
education involvement in beginning teacher induction, and positions on teacher
induction of a varicty of professional education organizations. It is a timely,
highly readable resource that provides an iavaluable starting point for surveying
the state of current teacher induction practice in the United States.

Burke, Peter, and Notar, Ellen Elms. 1986. The school and the university:
Bridging the gap in teacher induction. Actron 11 Teacher Education 7 (Winter):

Portions of this Bibliography are adapted from Reforming Teacher Education. Issues and
New Directions, Joseph A Braun, Editor, Garland Publishing, New York, 1989.
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11-16. Outlines the role of the university in an induction program, along with
factions in the university and the school culture that both support and thwart
program development. Burke and Notar explore issues in the development of a
collaborative teacher induction program, and consider rewards for assisting be-
ginning tzachers.

|
Carter, Kathy, and Koehler, Virginia Richardson. 1987. The process and con-
tent of initial year of teaching programs. In The first year of teaching: Back-
ground papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Griffin and Suzanne Millies, 91-
l 104. Chicago. University of Illinois-Chicago. Proposes content and processes for
initial year of teaching programs. Carter and Richardson develop the general
goals of a beginning teacher program by describing the ways in which beginning
teachers differ from both preservice and experienced teachers in terms of knowl-
edge, skill, attitudes, cognitve processes, and their needs in these areas. They
lay out a foundation for such a program based on a conception of teaching, of
knowledge needs of beginning teachers, and of the learning-to-teach process.
Suggests that devclopment and use of a case literature holds particular promise
for meeting specific objectives proposed for initial year of teaching programs.

Eddy, Elizabeth M. 1969. Becoming a teacher: The passage to professional
status. New York. Teachers College Press. Examines the professional develop-
ment of twenty-two first-year teachers in inner city elementary and junior high
schools. Using weekly tape-recorded sessions as a data base, Eddy was able to
study classroom events, the experiences of thesc new teachers, their satisfactions,
problems, and changing perceptions. The purpose of this classic and still infor-
mative study 15 ‘‘to provide a greater understanding of the social relationships
within the school which deeply affect new teachers and their teaching perfor-
mance and which must be taken into account if teacher education and recruit-
ment is to become more meaningful for those who teach in slum areas’ (p. 7).

Eddy uses the anthropological concept of sodial rransition to cxplore how be-
ginning teachers learn the responsibilities and a tivities appropriate to their new
role. She also uses the concept of rites of passage to examine the experience of
beginning teachers as they scparate from their secure home and college cxis-
tence, their transition from. student to teacher, and their eventual incorporation
as a teacher .., a particular school setting. She carefully considers the roles played
by administrators, other tcachers, students and their parents in shaping the new
teachers’ professional sclf-cxpectations.

Becoming a Teacher is onc of the few publications to date that not only
chronicles the experiences of the beginning teacher, but also offers discipline-
based explanation: ~ . why and how thosc experiences owurred. Those respnsi-
ble for planning induction of new teachers will find much of value in this book,
particularly for beginning to teach in urban settings.

Etheridge, Carol. P. In press, 1989. How tcachers move from university
learnings to school-based practices. Action in Teacher Education 11 (Spring).
Describes a process through which beginning teachers” teaching behaviors be-
come cstablished, based on a synthesis of participant observations in two fifth
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year preparation/induction programs and ethnographic interviews with 31 con-
sultants over a three-year period. Consultants were beginning secondary teachers
who completed fifth year teacher preparation/induction programs and two years
as cenified teachers in rura!, urban, or suburban school districts. This study pro-
vides useful and realistic insights into how the realities of the workplace often
bring about undesirable strategic adjustments by beginning teachers.

Gehrke, Nathalic J. 1987. On helping the beginning teacher. In The first
year of teaching: Background papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Griffin and
Suzanne Millies, 105-13. Chicago: University of 1llinois-Chicago. Examines the
kinds of help for beginning teachers in light of what is known about begin-
nings She discusses creation of a new helping community for teachers, a com-
munity that benefits both beginning teachers and experienced teachers as well.
Gehike’s model is based on the notion that conditions must be created within
schools that will assure sustained care for beginning tcachers beyond those umes
when the public is concerned about teacher retention. She illustrates her helping
community by using perspectives from sociology, anthropology, psychology, lin-
guistics, and education. Gehrke cautions that the building of helping communi-
ties within cach school should reccive attention equal to, if not greater than, the
development of large-scale technical assistance programs and training packages.

Griffin, Gary A. 1987. A state program for the initial year of teaching. In
The first year of teaching: Background papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Grif-
fin and Suzenne Millies, 129-37. Chicago. University of Illinois-Chicago. Sets
forth a number of recommendations about how the state might act in relation
to developing an Illinois Initial Year of Teaching Program. His recommenda-
tions attend to planning that must be engaged in as well as specific features of
an initial year of teaching program that are believed to be essential. Griffin's
capstonc proposals are preceded by a brief presentation of the background
against which any consideration of new teacher programs must be understood.

1985 Teacher induction: Rescarch issues. Journal of Teacher Educa-
tion 36 (1) 42-46 Asserts that although available rescazch on beginning teach-
ers and on induction programs has serious limitations, progress can be made by
changing the rescarch questions asked, and by improving the balance of qualita-
tive and quantitative rescarch methods employed to answer those questions. As
have others, Griffin claims that there is little useful rescarch available for use 1n
induction programs Great Britain and Australia, he notes, have studied induc-
tion more extensively, and can provide uscful perspectives for researchers in the
United States.

Griffin discusses the important distinction between *“'research that describes
the experience of new teachers and research that gives attention to the influence
of intentional interventions in the lives and work of new teachers’’ (p. 42). He
notes that most research on new tcachers has concentrated on describing prob-
lems in adjusting to their new role, but that few ameliorative programs are
available, Griffin cautions against an overreliance on research on teaching as
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a basis for designing induction programs, particularly those tied to certification
of new teachers. He discusses several dilemmas associated with using research on
teaching as the primary basis for induction programs. Griffin concludes this use-
ful article by posing a series of quustions for future research on teacher induc-
tion, and by present:ng five pressing issues for teacher induction research.

Griffin, Gary A., and Millies, Suzanne, cds. 1987. The first years of teach-
1rg. Backyicund papers and a proposal. Chicago. University of Illinois-Chicago.
Commissioned by the Illinots State Board of Education, this most useful collec-
tion of papers was one component of an cxploration of the desirability of mov-
ing ahcad with an lllinois Initial Year of Tcaching Program. Written by recog-
nized national experts in their respective ficlds, the topics of the papers are oncs
that have been shown in other states and regions to be of importance in plan-
n g, implementing, and assessing the impact of beginning teacher induction
programs, This collection of papers, in combination with the reports of current
teacher induction practices provided in the ATE National Commission (see
Brooks 1987 above), provides an excellent starting point for understanding the
current teacher induction knowledge base, issues, and practices.

Hall, Gene. 1982. Induction. The missing link. Journal of Teacher Education
33 (3). 53-55. Notes the gap between higacr education and the local school dis-
trict responsibility for teacher induction, and calls for a carcer-long view of
teacher development that would indude the transition from preservice to in-ser-
vice. Hall observes that relatively little rescarch has been done on the induction
phase and that “‘almust no research has focused on strategies to assist teachers
during this time'* (p. 52). Like Griffin, Hall rccognizes that educators in Great
Britain and Australia have induction programs in place, and have conducted sys-
tematic studies of induction. He goes on to suggest that socialization rescarch
from industrial and organizational theory can provide uscful starting points for
educators’ study of teacher sodialization. He condudes by offering an extensive
list of research questions generated by participants in an invited AERA Division
C forum on induction. Hall suggests five topics as starting points for induction
rescarch. (a) the phenomena of induction, (b) induction teacher education pro-
grams, (c) sclection, (d) retention, and (c) linkage.

Hawk, Parmalee. 1984. Making @ difference. Reflections and thoughts of first
year teachers. Greenville, NC. School of Education, East Carolina University.
Bascd on over une hundred hours of tape-recorded interviews with twenty-cight
first-year teachers employed in public school systems in rural northeastern North
Carolina, this publication captures the thuughts and expericnces of these teach-
ers in an enlightening and interesting manner. Hawk writes that Making @ Dif
Jerence ''was not written to report hard empirical data from which highly reli-
able izferences or generalizations can be made. Rather it was written to capture
some of the impressions of . . . beginning teachers’™™ (p. ii). Drawing heavily on
quotes from the first-ycar teachers, the book is organized in seven chapters
around such themes as reasons for choosing to teach, fading the realities of pa-
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perwork and continuous responsibility, planning, instruction, evaluation, disci-
pline and relations with parents and principals.

Hawk, Parmalee, and Robards, Shirley. 1987. Statewide teacher induction
programs. In Teacher induction. A new beginning, ¢d. Douglas M. Brooks,
33-44 Reston, VA: Association of Teacher Educators. Rep arts results of a survey
of the status of statewide teacher induction programs. Reporting responses from
50 states, they discuss components of implemented statewide teacher induction
programs, as well as components of statewide programs in the pilot stage of im-
plementation. A useful name/address list of contacts for zach state is included.
An excellent and current overview of induction activity at the state level,

Hegler, Kay, and Dudley, Richard. 1987. Beginning teacher induction: A
progress report. Journal of Teacher Education 38 (January-February). 53-56.
Documents implementation of an induction program as one omponent in
teacher education reform. Hegler and Dudley identify the gencral purposes of
induction programs and describc how this specific program addresses these pur-
poses Explains the roles of the college supervisor and of the support teacher.
Describes the program’s unique features, and its strengths and weaknesses. The
authors recommend implementation of wollege-based induction programs and
present suggestions for program development and additional research.

Hitz, Randy, and Roper, Susan. 1986. The teacher’s first ycar. Implications
for teacher cducators. Action in Teacher Educanon 8 (Fall). 65-71. Assigns the
genenal needs of beginning teachers i.ito four ategurics based on a conceptual
analysis of related professional literature. The authors maintain that beginning
teachers need (a) to learn to work with other adults. parents, administrators,
and aides; (b) to learn to0 work effectively with other teachers, (¢) to0 acquire a
more realistic view of the work of teaching, and (d) to be provided a more usc-
ful and comprchensive theoretical framework on which to base imtial profession-
al development,

Howcey, Kenneth, and Bents, Richard, eds. 1979, Toward meeting the needs
of the beginning texcher. Initial training, inductions inservice. Minncapolis:
Midwest Teacher Corps Network and University of Minnesota/St. Paul Schools
Teacher Cerps Project. Addresses the nceds and issues concerning beginning
teachers; reviews lessons learned from past induction cfforts, offers wonceptual,
theoretical and operational models for teacher induction, and presents chal-
lenges, issues, and research questions for the future. This unified collection of
nine papers provides an historical overview of sume of the more common efforts
that have been employed to help beginning teachers, discusses problems facing
beginning teachers, outlines the need fur a comprehensive set of guidelines for
policy makers, reviews issues associated with internship programs, reinforces the
nced for cocperation among public schuol persunnel, higher education, state
legislatures, boards of education and certification officers, explores nceded re-
scarch and rescarch issucs related 1o the beginning years of teaching, outlines an
operational model for support of beginning tcachers from the perspective of a
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school administrator, cxpresses concern about the amount of time and type of
inttial prepatation, the overemphasis on “*hands on™ acuivity, and the tendency
of teacher sclection and sodialization to fuster a conservative vutlook and resis-
tance to change in teachers, provides a model for the induction of beginning
tcachers based on developmental theory, and condudes with a gereral frame

work for inductior. .d wnunuing teacher education that provides a means of
considering cach of the various deuisions faced in planping a comprchensive and
unificd induction program.

Howey, Kenneth R., and Zimpher, Nancy. 1987. The rolc of higher educa-
tion in +he initial year of teaching programs. In The first yea- of teaching. Back
ground papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Griffin and Suzannc Millies, 35-64.
Chicago. University of Hllinvis-Chicago. Examines appropriate roles for those in
institutions of highe: education (IHE) in terms of cnabling beginning teachers
in their inital years of teaching. Howey and Zimpher begin by emphasizing
that major changes in funding atrangements and couperative wuthing relation
ships are necessary. Their comprehensive paper is based un the assumptions that
(a) new teachers first learn much essential knowledge about teaching on the job
rather than in preservice prepatation programs, (b) induction support and op-
portunitics fur lcarning ate necessities rather than niccties for many beginning
teachers, (<) initial education of teachers is a juint tesponsibility of IHEs and K-

2 schools, and extends well into the beginning yeats of teaching, and (d) inten-
sive intervention to worreet induction prublems s lung vverduc. They discuss in
detail cight specific activitics in which THEs should engage wllabotatively with
those n K-12 schouls in urder to contribute to improveu assistance to L.ginning
teachers.

Huling-Austin, Leslic. In press. Teacher inductivn and ineernships. In Hand
book of research on tuacher eancitwmn. ed. W. Robert Houston. New York.
Macmillan and Assudation of Teacher Educators. Defines ard establishes teach-
er indudion in relation o career long teacher cducation. In her comprehensive
examination of current developments in the field of ¢ cher induction and in-
ternships, Huling-Austin reviews state and nauonal induction policy, describes
and discusses vattous sponsurs,suurees of induction programs, discusses vatious
wmmoun components of induction prograns and intermships, and explores po-
tential oneeprual paradigms uscful for struauring teacher induction programs
Her consideration of rescarch on teaches inducdion indudes studies of needs and
wneerns of beginning teachicss, rescarch on induction programs, practices, and
internships, and duscly cxamines tescarch on the influcnce of wntext un begin-
ning teachers, Huling- Austin summuatizes ateas of consensus about teacher in-
ductivn and then reviews untesolved issues. This well-urganized chapter won-
dudes with discussion of needed next steps in the arcas of policy, practice, and
tescarch, This chapter is timely and will be of assistance to thuse developing in-
duction programs and conducting research in this important area.

. 1987. Teacher induction. In Teacher induction. A new beginning,
ed. Douglas M. Bruoks, 3-21. Reston, VA. Assucation of Teacher Educators.
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Sutamarizes progress on teacher induction that has been made n the United
States during the past decadz and provides a knowledge-based context for un-
derstanding teacher induction programs and auivitics. She considers several crit-
ical profesional issues that must be addressed if teacher induction program- arc
to accompiish their goals, and concludes with a discussion of needed next steps
and recommendations for future dircctions in teacher induction fesearch
practice.

cd. 1986. Induction direcrory. Washington, DC: Association of
Teacher Educators. Contains bricf descriptions of over une hundred teacher in-
duction programs on-going in school systems and higher education institutions
across the United States. Initially a project of the Model Teacher Induction Pro-
gram (MTIP) established by the Rescarch and Development Center for Teacher
Education a¢ the University of Tesas at Austin, the Association of Teacher Edu-
cators National Commission on the Induction Process has updated the Induction
Directory based on information obtained fiom schuol sysiems, professional orga-
nizations, and institutions of higher education. Each dircutory entry contains a
contact name, address, and a brief description of the program.

Ishler. Peggy, and Kester, Ralph. 1987. Professional organizations and tcach-
er induction® Initiatives and positions. In Teaber Induction. A new beginmruny,
ed Douglas M Brooks, 61-68. Reston, VA. Assodiation of Teacher Educators.
Discusses teacher induction initiatives and positions of professional organiza-
tions Within a meaningful historical ontext, the authors summarize profes-
sional organizations’ recommendations vn nine critial issues in teacher induc-
lic:in A uscful overview of the professional perspe- tive on beginning teacher
inducuon.,

Johnston, John M 1985. Teacher induction. Problems, roles and guidelines,
In Carecr long teacher education, cd. Peter J. Burke and Robert G. Heideman,
194-222 Springficld. IL: Charles C Thomas. Proposcs goals to be awomplished
by a comprehensive induction program and then reviews problems of beginning
teachers as a context for planning . .Guction programs. Johnston’s review of the
professional needs and problems off beginning icachers indudes topics of: (a)
pupil instruction and classroom man. gement, (b) relations witis other teachers,
administrators, parents, and commun:y, (1) reality /cuhwre shock, and (d) isola-
tion, anxiety, and self-doubt. He also corsiders the personal needs and prob-
lems of beginning weachers. He discusses problems related 1o clarity of purpose
for induction programs. problems of tradition, and problems of financing.
Johnston presents guideline: for designing teacher induction programs, and dis-
cusses the need for cooperation among the three groups sharing major responst-
bility for teacher induction. Roles and contributions from the local school level,
university and teacher education program.. and state or intermediate state agen-
cies are presented and discussed. This essay concludes with « call for individual-
ized and personalized teacher induction programs.

Johnston, John M.. and Kay, Richard. 1987 The role of institutions of hign-
er educaiion in professional teacher indudtion. In Teacher mduction: A new
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beginning, ed. Douglas M. Brooks, 45-60. Reston, VA. Association of Teacher
Educators. Reports survey results from 300 responding teacher education institu-
tions who were members of the American Association of Colleges of Teacher
Education. Johnston and Kay consider roles to be played by institutions of high-
et education (IHE) in the professional induction of beginning teachers. Five
goals of teacher induction programs are presented as a context for IHE participa-
ton in teacher induction. Selected factors affecting optimal IHE involvement
are discussed. The strevey results are reported and discussed and suggestions for
IHE involvement in begianing teacher induction are presented.

Jordell, Karl. 1987. Structurz! and personal influences in the socialization of
beginning teachers. Teaching ana T:icher Education 3 (). 165-77. Discusses
the relative importance of different forms of influence on the beginning teacher
and teachers at lacge. The personal and struc.ural influences of the classroom,
the institution, the society and the teachers’ ow.. recollections of experiences as
pupils 10 schools and students in teacher education aiw explored. Jordell's useful
conceptual analysis suggests that the structural influences at the classroom level
arc of primary importance, while experiences as a pupil and as a teacher educa-
tion student probably have more limited impact.

Kester, Ralph, and Marockic, Mary. 1987. Local induction programs. In
Teacher induction. A new beginning, cd. Douglas M. Brooks, 25-32. Reston,
VA. Association of Teacher Educators. Reports the results of the Association of
Teacher Educators Nauonal Commission on the Induction Process survey of be-
ginning teacher programs in 1,100 local school systems in 17 states. Information
is provided regarding teacher induction strategies employed, amount of time
spent for induction, the intent or purpose of induction programs, evaluation of
induction programs, tssucs vt compensation for time spent in induction, volun-
tary or mandatory participation in induction activitics, and concludes with a re-
port of what factors facilitate successful induction programs.

Lasley, Thomas, cd. 1986. Teacher induction. Programs and research. Journal
of Teacher Education 37 (1). Contains a powerful and uscful thematic collection
of artidles on programs and research in teacher induction. Leslie Huling-Austin
presents four goals for teacher induction programs, as well as reasonable and un-
rcasonable expections for such programs. This artide represents an excellent
starting point for those who are designing induction programs for beginning
teachers. Cleta Galvez-Hjornevik presents a review of some of the most impor-
tant, recent fescarch on mentoring among teachers. She identifics the salient
charactenstics of successful mentor-protege relationships. She also argues that
knowledge of induction from uther dis‘rlines and fields be incorporated into
planning teacher induction programs. Sandra Fux and Ted Singletary propose a
sct of goals for tcacher induction programs and discuss components for induc-
tion programs. James Hoffman and his colleagues from the University of Texas
Rescarch and Development Center fur Teacher Education report findings from a
large-scale investigation of two state-mandac.J beginning teacher programs. The
rescarch was designed to dowument how beginning tcacher programs af-
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fect the transition from student of teaching to regular classroom teacher. Gail
Huffman and Sarah Leak report their study of 108 new teachers’ reactions to a
mentoring support program. Of particular value are their research-based recom-
mendations for design and conduct of beginning teacher mentor prograins. San-
dra Odell reports a study of the needs of both first-year teachers and *‘new to
the system”’ teachers participating in a teacher inducation program. Of particu-
lar interest is her finding that experienced teachers who are new to a school sys-
tem do not have remarkably different needs from those of first-year teachers.
Leonard Varah and _olleagues describe the University of Wisconsin-
Whitewater Teacher Induction Program, and present results of a program evalu-
ation study. Dorothy Stewart presents a useful annotation of selected articles
and documents indexed in the ERIC system. Of particular interest, Stewart
notes that “‘teacher orientation’ is the ERIC descriptor used for the concept of
teacher induction, a term so new that it is not yet included in the current ERIC
Thesaurus. She further notes that “‘begir ning teacher ind. _.on’ is being de-
veloped as 2 descriptor, and is currently ... use as an identifier. The collection of
teacher induction articles in this issue of JTE concludes with reaction to the arti-
cles from Marilyn Rauth, Executive Director of the Educational Issues Depart-
ment, American Federation of Teachers, and G. Robert Bowers, Assistant Su-
perintendent of Public Instruction, State of Ohio.

Maryland State Department of Education & Rescarch for Better Schools, Inc.
1987 Perspective on teacker induction. A review of the literature and promising
program models. Baltimore. Author. Intended for educational leaders, this
three-section monograph presents information and perspectives regardiug sup-
port given to beginning teachers. The first section reviews a variety of perspec-
tives on_the purposes that teacher induction programs can serve. Among the
perspectives addressed .re those based on studies of beginning teachers’ per-
ceived needs, effective weaching research, teacher socialization, stages of concern,
and adult development. The second section describes the types of support pro-
vided by different *~acher induction programs, including specific descriptions of
nine programs The final section summarizes suggestions found in the literature
regarding the design of teacher induction programs.

McDon...d, Frederick J., and Elias, Pat. 1982. The transition into teaching:
The problems of beginning reachers and programs 1o solve them. Summary re-
port Berkeley, CA. Educational Testing Service. Reports « study ‘‘undertaken
to determine with greater precision what is known about the problems of begin-
ning teachers, and to describe as accurately and completely as possible the
means which have been used to anticipate, prevent, resolve or ameliorate these
problems’ (p. 3) McDonald and Elias go on to present a diversified survey of
two kinds of programs. (1) internship programs, and (2) induction programs
(**  programs in which the beginning teacher participates when they arc first
employed full time with full teaching responsibility assigned to them™ (p- 3))-
As McDonald and Elias offer an analysis of characteristics of existing programs,
they chronicle the problems of beginning teachers, discuss existing inteinship

122

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

et ——




ERI!

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

and induction programs, and conclude with recommended studies of the begin-
ning teacher. In the introduction, however, they point out that after completing
the study **We are left witl, a conundrum. We do not know whether to improve
the quality of teacher preparation or whether some special form of assistance is
required during the transition into teaching, or whether radically new forms of
teacher preparation should be tried” (p. 2).

Odell, Sandra. 1987. Teacher induction. Rationale and issues. In Teacher in-
duction. A new beginning, ed. Douglas M. Brooks, 69-80. Reston, VA: Associa-
tion of Teacher Educators. Considers rationale and issues for teacher induction.
She explores beginning teacher concetns, stages of teacher development, admin-
istrative structural consideration, personnel cunsiderations, and concludes with
an excellent discussion of pedagogical considerations and issues.

Peterson, Ken. In press. Assistance and assessment of beginning teachers. In
Handbook for the evaluation of elementary and secondary schoo! teachers, ed.
Jason Millman and Linda Darling-Hammond. Beverly Hills, C4. Sage. Explores
the characteristics and the needs of beginning teachers, then discusses teacher
induction assistance systems and presents components of comprehensive induc-
tion programs. Peterson includes consideration of evaluation for tenure and be-
yond. Throughout this chapter he is careful to wonsider issucs related to forma-
tive and summative evaluation of beginning teachers. as well as the relationship
between beginning teaching and career-long development. He argues that be-
ginning teachers are in an unusual positiun with respect to evaluation. they ex-
pect it, tu2y have not been sodialized against it, or had bad experiences with it,
and they nced the feedback it provides. Peterson believes that educational sys-
tems should provide enhanced evaluation opportunities and prucedures for be-
ginning teachers.

Reynolds, M. C., ed. 1989. Knouledge base for the beginning teacher.
Washington, DC. Amcrican Assodiation of Colleges for Teacher Education. A
major reference work for preservice, in-senvice teacher educators, this volume ad-
dresses one of the major prublems in teacher education. the difference between
“statc of the art’” and the “‘state of practice.”” This major effort by AACTE
sccks to advance the state of teacher education by specifiying that body of
knowledge that peuple shuuld pussess and ultimately be able to apply in order
to begin teaching. Addresses gencral knowledge about teaching, pedagogy, the
learner in context, subject-spedific pcdagugy, and the teacher as a professional.

Rosenholtz, Susan J. 1987. Workplace conditiuns of teacher quality and com-
mitment. Implicauons for the design of teachicr induction programs. In The first
year of teaching. Background papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Griffin and
Suzanne Millies, 15-34. Chicago. University of Illinois-Chicago. Explores the
alarming trend for teachers with the putential for making the greatest academic
contributions to schools to be the must likely to leave teaching early in their ca-
reers. In this important paper, Rosenholtz wnsiders several school conditions
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required for teachers’ productive commitment to schouls. She also explores the
discouraging picture of the consequences where these workplace conditions fail
to be met. Inconsiderable detail, she outlines hov. schools can be structured to
enhance teachers’ learning opportunities and their sense of teaching efficacy,
with particular emphasis on beginning teachers. Finally, she details ten specific
policy implications for the design of teacher induction programs.

Rossetts, Celeste R., and Grosenick, Judith K. 1987. Effects of collaborative
teacher education. Follow-up of graduates of a teacher induction program. Jour-
nal of Teacher Education 38 (March-April). 50-52. Investigates perceptions of
graduates in a program that combine, on-the-job waining with induction activi-
ties. Program graduates from the past 13 years were surveyed regarding the
training they received. Results indicate that most graduates remained in teach-
ing, and rated program objectives as having been attained.

Ryan, Kevin. 1986. The induction of new teachers. Fastback #237. Bloom-
ington, IN. Phi Delta Kappa Educational Foundation. Details six of the most
common problems that face first-year teachers. the shock of the familiar, stu-
dents, parents, administrators, fellow teachers, and instructivn itself. In this
well-written booklet, Ryan cloquently describes how assistanie with these prob-
lems can come from beginning teachers themselves, school districts, and teacher
training institutions.

Ryan, Kevin, Newman, Katherine K., Mager, Gerald, Applegate, Jane, Las-
ley. Thomas, Flora, V. Randall, and Johnston, John M. 1980. Biting 42 apple.
Accounts of first year teachers. New York. Longman. Provides a detailed explo-
ration of the mismatch between beginning teacher expectations and on-the-job
realities, based on an intensive cthnographic study of eighteen first-year teach-
ers. Most of the book consists of accounts of the first-year teaching experiences
of twelve of the study’s cighteen participants. Using an inside voices—outside
cyes perspective, these acounts combine the cxperiences of the first-year teach-
crs with the perspective of the researchers who intensively studied them during
their first year. Based on hurdreds of hours of interviews, observations, informal
conversation, questionnaires, and contacts with other inhabitants of the first-
year teachers’ world, the rescarchers’ field notes have been woven into accounts
that document the successes and failures of first-year teachers in a variety of set-
tings. The wwelve awounts in Biting the Apple are fertile sources of information
about beginning teachers’ lives both inside and outside the dassroom, and as
such provide a valuable perspective for thuse seeking to understand the needs of
new teachers in the induction phase of teacher carcer development.

Schlechty, Phillip. 1985. A framework for evaluating induction into teaching.
Journal of Teacher Educativn 36 (1). 37-41. Identifics the indicators and charac-
teristis of effective induction systems. In this very useful article, Schlechty
writes “‘an effective induction system is a system that creates wonditions in which

new members to the . .. ucupation so internalize the norms peculiar to the
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group that they conform to these norms”™ (p. 37). Schlechty discusses norms in
relation to the induction of professionals, and then identifies three indicatots of
effective induction systems. (a) the way in which the norms are distributed
throughout the group, (b) the patterns of conformity that develop around the
norms, and (c) the pattezns of deviation from the norms. The bulk of the article
is devoted to discussion of eight characteristics of effective induction systems. He
then describes efforts within the Charlotte-Mecklenberg Schools™ Career Devel-
opment Prograr to incorporate these characteristics. Schlechty concludes with
an analysis of the fundamental changes needed in the way teacher education is
conceptualized by school personnel.

Shulman, J. H., and Colbert, J. A., eds. 1988. The intern teacher casebook.
Far West Laboratory for Educational Research and Development, ERIC Clearing-
housc on Educational Management, and ERIC Clearinghouse on Teacher Educa-
tion. The second in a series of Close-to-the Classroom Casebooks developed col-
laboratively by researchers, staff devciupers, and teacher trainees, this volume is
2 part of the Effective Support for Beginning Tecachers Program, and contains
cases on sclected first-year experiences, written by the trainees themselves. The
problems described are similar to those that any novice might face during the
first year of teaching in a school located in a large metropolitan arca. All the
narratives (vignettes) incduded in this book are representative of a larger dass of
experiences common to the first year of teaching. Includes cases of beginning
teachers dealing with (assroom events that are problematic eitiier 1n their won-
ception or their implementation, interactions with students who are disruptive
or tefuse tv work, and relationships with mentor teachers or other expenenced
teachers who attempt to help. Each wase wontains four parts. the academic back-
ground and previous experieace of the trainee, a descr:ption of the dassroom,
school, and students, a narration of a Jasstoom event ur interaction, and some
reflective thoughts about the account by experienced teachers or scholars.

. 1987. The mentor teacher casebook. Far West Laboratory for Educa-
tional Research and Development, ERIC Clearinghouse on Educational Manage-
ment, and ERIC Clearinghouse on Teache, Education. The first in a serics of
Close-to-the Classtoum Casebuuks, this volume was developed with researchers
and mentor teachers in a large metropolitan school district. This wasebovk pro-
vides illustrative vignettes, written by the mentor teachers, of their work with
first-year teachers. The wases presented descnbe the urcumstanees of each event,
its cunsequences, and the vagoing thoughts and feelings of the partudpants.
The wase narratives are grouped by issucs and are acompanied by brief analyti-
cal commentaries by the litors. The cases included in this book focus on the
process of mentoring. cstablishing the working relationship, individual consulta-
tion, vbserving and cvaching, and moudcling, relationship between mentors and
prinupals, and issues affecting the life of a mentor. novice teachers with novice
mentors, rewards, trustrations, reiations with others, «nd friendships with other
teachets.
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Smith, David C., and Wilson, Garfield W. 1986. The Florida Beginning
Teacher Program. In The dynamics of change in teacher education. Volume 1.
Background pape s for the National Commission for Excellence in Teacher Edu-
cation, ed. Thomas J. Lasley, 127-41. Washington, DC. American Association
of Colleges for Teacher Education. Describes how a comprehensive and integrat-
ed system of support, training, and evaluation is designed to accomplish two
central purposes: the improvement of beginning teachers and the documenta-
tion of their successful performance. The legislative background, development
of the model, and implementation of the program is described. The outcomes
yielded by the Florida Beginning Teacher Program are described.

Veenman, S. 1984. Perceived problems of beginning teachers. Review of
Educational Research 54 (2). 143-78. Reviews and analyzes research on the per-
ceived problems of beginning teachers in the most recent and most comprehen-
sive treatment of this much publicized topic. Veenman's abstract of this paper is
presented below.

Perceived problems of beginning teachers in their first year of teaching
are reviewed. Studies from different countnes are included. lssues
such as the reality shock and chanjes in behaviors and attitudes are
considered also. The eight problems perceived most often are class-
room discipline, motivating students, dealing with individual differ-
ences, assessing students’ work, relationships with parents, organiza-
tion of class work, insufficient and/or inadequate teaching matenais
and supplies, and dealing with problems of individual students. There
is a great correspondence between the problems of elementary and
secondary beginning teachers. Issues such as person-specific and sit-
uation-specific differences, views of the principals, problems of exper-
enced teachers, and job satisfactions of beginning teachers are dis-
cussed also. Three frameworks of teacher development are presented
which provide conceptuahzations of individual differences among be-
ginning teachers. Finally, forms of pianned support for beginning
teachers are noted. Research using an interactionist model for the ex-
planation of behavior is needed. (p. 143)

Ward, Beatrice. 1987. State and district structures to support initial year of
teaching programs In The first year of teahing. Background papers and a pro-
posal, cd. Gary A. Griffin and Suzanne Millies, 1-14. Chicago. University of Il-
linois-Chicago. Explores state and Jistrict structures to support initial year of
teacher programs. Ward considers several structures that have promise for sup-
porting development and installation of initial year of teaching programs. Her
perspective is shaped by rescarch on cffective teaching, cffective teacher train-
ing, school-bascd staff development, and knowledge production and utilization
in education. She recommends specific action in three arcas. (a) provision of
GAlmag and savicts f0r novice weadiers, (by interinstitutional arrangements that
foster collaboiative design and implementation of training and support services,
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and (c) standards o guide design and implementation of initial year of teaching
programs. Six structures ase proposed and discussed that support action in these
three areas. (a) mentor teachers, (b) teacher development schools, (c) school dis-
trict-umiversity collaboratives, (d) a center for quality teaching, (e) initial yeats of
teaching program standards, and (f) teacher advancement standards.

Yinger, Robert J. 1987. Learning the language of practice. Implications for
beginning year of tcaching programs. In The first year of teaching. Background
papers and a proposal, ed. Gary A. Giiffin and Suzanne Millies, 65-89. Chica-
go. University of Illinois-Chicago. Argues persuasively that a major task con-
fronung the beginning teacher is a learning to think and behave in ways appro-
priate t0 the demands of teaching, or what he refers o as “‘learning the
language of practice’ (p. 65). Yinger further argues that beginning teachers
cannot learn this language of practice until the; actually engage in teaching.
Yinger presents a comprehensive argument by examining two sets of questions.
(2) How might the knowledge and skill of the experienced practitioner best be
described? and (b) How du tcachers learn to teach? Using a study of beginning
teachers learning to teach in order to illustrate some of the issues involved in ac-
quiring a language of practice, he propuses ideas for describing the language of
praciice of teachets.

Zaharias, Jane Ann, and Frew, Thomas W. 1987. Teacher induction: An
analysis of one successfu! progtam. Actwn i Teacher Edncation 9 'Spring). 49-
55. Describes an .nduction program designed by one univessity > provide a
nonthreatening furum wherein beginning teachers could discuss won..non con-
cerns and seck the advice and assistance of master teachers. Program goals are
stated, program implementation details related to staffing, recruitment, and lo-
cation and scheduling are described. Program structure and content, and pro-
gram outcomes afe reported.

Zeichner, Kenneth. 1983. Individual and institutional factors related to the
socialization of teachers. In First years of teahing. W pal are the pertinent is-
sues? ed. Gary Griffin and H. Hukill. Austin, TX. Research and Development
Center for Teacher Education. ERIC Document Reproduction Service No. 240
109. Argues that the induction process 1s more complex, contradictory and con-
text specific than has been commonly thought. In this comprchensive essay, one
of four papcrs published in the proceedings frum a nativnal working conference
on teachet induction, Zcichner first considers who and what appear to influence
the sudalization of b ginning tcachers. Next, he cxamines how beginning teach-
ers affect the system. Third, he addresses the thorny issue of generalization in
relation to studies of beginning teacher sudialization. Finally, he discusses the
nced for an administrative respunse o the presence of beginning teachers. Ken
Zeichner is a teacher cducator who has studied and published widely about the
souallzauon of bcgmnmg tcauhcrs This thuughtful essdy 15 an excellent intro-
uut.uuu w Ins >unul.1rsmp, .mu muuuca d m.n u.u.uuu. uao. Ui u.at.ucl b\'t.ldlll:l-
tion and induction,
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