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Introduction

It can be said that the scientific, economic and cultural development of societies and the quality of the
trained teachers are mutually dependent (Cruickshank et al., 1996; Darling-Hammond, 2006; TEDMEM, 2014;
Yildirim, 2013). Training qualified teachers is among the major objectives of the Republic of Turkey in the field
of education as in other countries. To do so, initial teacher training programs are revised and updated
according to the requirements of the current period. Apart from Village Institutes, which were practice-
oriented and educated teachers for the development of the society, it is not possible to say that this aim has
been achieved fully (Atanur-Baskan, 2001; Safran, 2014; Yildirim 2011).

Prior to 1982 primary school teachers were trained at First Teacher Training Schools, Education Institutes,
Village Teacher Training Courses, Village Teacher Schools and Village Institutes (Altunya, 2005; Atalnal, 1987;
Ataiinal, 1994; Cicioglu, 1983; Ministry of National Education [MoNE], 1995; Oztiirk, 1996; Oztiirk, 1998;
Oztiirk, 2005; Ozalp and Ataiinal, 1977; Higher Education Council [HEC], 1998). Middle school teachers were
trained at Education Institutes, Higher Teacher Schools, Trial Higher Teacher Schools and universities (Kavcar,
2002; Oguzkan, 1983; Sahin, 2006; Tambag, 2007; Ugan, 1982; HEC, 1998). Prior to education faculties being
the sole responsible for teacher training there were differing teacher training sources. With the transfer of the
duty of teacher training to universities in 1982, academic studies on educational sciences and teacher training
have started to be carried out in faculties of education (HEC, 2007).

Being the sole source of teacher training faculties of education initiated comprehensive updates and
restructuring of the system was initiated in 1997 via the National Education Development Project supported by
the World Bank. In this restructuring endeavour, some undergraduate programs of educational sciences were
closed on the grounds that they were dysfunctional. With the transition to the eight-year compulsory
education, school levels were organized as eight-year primary and three-year secondary education. The
faculties of education and the curricula were reviewed and restructured to meet the requirements of
compulsory primary education. Teacher competencies were emphasized and practices were added to courses.
By this way pre-service teachers were expected to reinforce their knowledge and skills related to teaching in a
real environment. With the minor programs, pre-service teachers were provided with opportunities to gain
competences in different fields of teaching (HEC, 1998, 2007, 2018). However, these programs were not
accepted due to the lack of emphasis on theoretical courses and the fact that they caused pre-service teachers
to be qualified only about general culture and content knowledge. Esme (1998), evaluating the 1997
structuring, did not find the departmental structures realistic and criticized the program by stating that the
quality of the faculties of education would decrease, that the content of the courses would be dysfunctional
due to the non-thesis master's degree programs and that the degrees from minor programs would create
difficulties in employment. Kavcar (2003) stated that the new structuring would cause problems in training field
teachers and urgent measures should be taken in this regard. Ataman (1998) stated that longitudinal teacher
training experiences were not taken into consideration in these revisions.

The teacher training undergraduate programs were revised again so as to fulfil the needs in 2006. The
structure of the education faculties changed and professional knowledge courses were embedded to the
curricula. The number of general culture courses in the programs was increased and education faculties were
authorized to determine 25% of the courses they deemed necessary. The 50-60% of the program was allocated
to content knowledge, 25-30% to pedagogical content knowledge and 15-20% to general culture. This meant
increase of general culture and elective courses and decrease of practice-oriented courses (HEC, 2007, 2018).
The goal was to equip teacher candidates with intellectual qualifications that teachers need to possess. It was
also stated that the new programs coincided with the European Union teacher training programs (HEC, 2007b).
Teacher training undergraduate programs implemented as of 2006-2007 academic year were revised again in
2018. As a result of the evaluations, it was stated that the content knowledge and pedagogical content
knowledge courses should be redesigned and more emphasis should be given to them in the programs. It was
also pointed out that the undergraduate programs training middle school field teachers showed differences
among faculties. Great emphasis was put on ensuring the compliance of the programs with official documents
such as General Competencies of Teaching Profession and Teacher Strategy, the 10th Development Plan,
Ministry of National Education (MoNE) 2015-2019 Strategic Plan, Turkey Higher Education Qualifications
Framework (THEQF), Teacher Training and Educational Sciences Content Competences. It was stated that there
was a need for further reforms in line with Bologna guidelines especially via accreditation studies in the
faculties of education. The objectives such as forming common elective courses pool to be offered in different
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teacher training programs, training of pre-service teachers ready for versatile roles and qualified enough to be
good researcher teachers (HEC, 2018).

It was stated that the updated teacher training undergraduate programs were prepared in three stages:
creation of program development commissions, conducting field surveys and carrying out the program
updating process. It was stated that during the program development process, commissions consisting of three
to five members were formed for each undergraduate program. Further commissions were also formed for
Pedagogical Content Knowledge and General Culture Courses. The commissions had meetings with alumni,
parents, school principals, teachers and faculty members. It was emphasized that the qualifications stated
under the Teacher Training and Educational Sciences field of Turkish Higher Education Qualifications
Framework and Teacher Competencies developed by the MoNE were examined. It was stated that firstly the
courses that would be removed from, combined with and added to the 2006 teacher training programs were
determined, and then the names, content, weekly course hours and credits (local credits and ECTS) of the
courses to be included in the new programs were updated. The opinions of the MoNE were first received about
the draft programs and then submitted to the Teacher Training Working Group and finally approved by the
Higher Education Council (HEC). During the updating process of the programs, workshops and meetings were
organized with the stakeholders of education from different parts of Turkey. The innovations in the 2018
undergraduate programs can be summarized as follows: In the programs, 30-35% of the curriculum was
allocated to pedagogical content knowledge courses, 15-20% to general culture courses and 45-50% to content
knowledge courses (HEC; 2018). A core program common to different teacher training programs was formed
and pedagogical content knowledge courses were revised. The names of the courses such as “Introduction to
Education, Scientific Research Methods were changed but the names of the courses such as Classroom
Management, Teaching Principles and Methods, Educational Psychology have remained the same but weekly
hours have been decreased. School Experience course was removed from the programs and extended to two
terms as Teaching Practice Course | and Il. Sociology of Education, History of Turkish Education, and Philosophy
of Education were included as common courses in all the teacher training programs. It was also stated that in
addition to the elective courses stated in the programs, depending on the interests, wishes and requirements
of the students a maximum of six courses could be added to the elective courses pool of pedagogical content
knowledge and content knowledge with the approval of the HEC and courses could be added to the general
culture elective courses by the approval of the university senate. The updated teacher training programs were
put into effect in the 2018-2019 academic year with first-year students.

Education programs enable the determination of the characteristics of individuals to be educated for a
society. Quality of the programs is one of the most important requirements for the quality of education
because poor quality programs cannot ensure a quality education (Gozlitok, 2001). It is possible to ensure high
quality of the programs via evaluations carried out at regular intervals (Erden, 1998). Program evaluation is
defined as “a process in which information about the effectiveness of a designed and implemented training
program is collected, analyzed and interpreted and ultimately a decision to continue, develop or terminate the
program is made” (Saglam & Yiiksel, 2007: p. 176). During the program evaluation process, the objectives of
the program, the appropriateness of the content to the student level, the correct selection of the teaching
methods, techniques and materials, and the extent to which the determined goals are achieved are examined
(Saylor & Alexander, 1974). Program evaluation may result in the decisions about the continuation of the
program, review and development of the program, or the termination and replacement with a new program
(Ornstein & Hunkins, 2004).

Knowing the opinions of those who implement the programs in the evaluation of the programs is important
for the implementation of the programs as planned. Obtaining the views of faculty members as practitioners is
important in terms of the acceptance of the programs and their implementation and success as planned. In the
introductory document, the statement of the chairman of the HEC “I hope that these opinions of ours as HEC
will be carried to and implemented in classroom environments by faculty members taking an active role in the
training of teachers and by teachers who will provide guidance in our schools” explicitly pinpoints the key role
taken by faculty members.

It is thought to be useful to evaluate the programs that were put into effect in the 2018-2019 academic year
on the basis of the perspectives and experiences of faculty members. It is foreseen that the results will be
useful in the renewal of the programs in the future. Therefore, the current study aimed to evaluate the 2018
initial teacher training programs. To this end, answers to the following questions were sought.
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1. What are the faculty members’ opinions about the development process of the 2018 initial teacher
training programs?

2. What are the faculty members’ opinions about the changes made in the 2018 initial teacher training
programs?

3. What are the faculty members’ opinions about the contribution of the 2018 initial teacher training
programs to the quality teacher training?

4. What are the faculty members’ opinions about the teaching practices opportunities in the 2018 initial
teacher training programs?

Method

Research Design

The basic interpretive qualitative research design (Merriam, 2013) was used in this study. In this design, it is
attempted to make sense of the experiences of the participants, their perceptions of the subject or process
being investigated and their experiences while interacting with the world. In other words, the meanings and
reflections created by the participants about the research process are taken into consideration. The aim of the
research process in the basic interpretive design is to determine how the participant, who is the data source,
makes sense of a situation or event (Altheide & Johnson, 2011). In the current study, the basic interpretive
qualitative research design was preferred as it was aimed to evaluate the renewed initial teacher training
programs put into effect in the 2018-2019 academic year in education faculties on the basis of the perspectives
and experiences of the faculty members. To this end, in line with their experiences about the initial teacher
training programs in-depth examination of the faculty members’ opinions about the 2018 initial teacher
training programs and a detailed description of the meanings and interpretations they developed in this
context were made.

Study Group

The study group of the current research is comprised of faculty members working in the Education Faculty
of a university located in the western part of Turkey. Participants of the study are 32 faculty members who are
working in the science, pre-school, elementary school, special education, computer and instructional
technology, mathematics, Turkish, social studies, music, art, English, German initial teacher training programs,
guidance and counseling, educational management and curriculum and instruction programs and participating
in the current study on a volunteer basis. In the selection of the faculty members, maximum variation sampling,
one of the purposive sampling methods, was used. Great care was taken to include faculty members from
different professional seniorities (3 to 25 years) and with different academic titles from each department. As a
result, the study group, 18 of which were males, consisted of 12 doctor instructors, 10 associate professors.

Data Collection Method and Tool

In order to determine the opinions of the faculty members a semi-structured interview form was
developed. The interview items were prepared in such a way as to determine the faculty members’ opinions
about the updated programs, what these programs mean to them and to collect in-depth information about
the new programs on the basis of their experiences and to make sense of this information. For the purposes of
the current study, an item pool was generated and the interview form was formed by selecting items from this
pool. Expert opinions were sought about the form and then it was revised on the basis of the feedbacks from
the experts. The interview form was piloted on three faculty members. After this piloting, its final form was
given to the data collection instrument. In the final version of the interview form, there are five items. Two of
these items are given as samples below: “What are your opinions about the development process of the 2018
initial teacher training programs?” and “What are your opinions about the changes made in the 2018 initial
teacher training programs?”
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Data Collection Process

In order to collect the data, first, permission was obtained from the dean of the faculty where the research
would be conducted, then, the interview process was started. The researchers gave information about the
purpose and scope of the research to the faculty members who were planned to be interviewed. They were
asked whether they were voluntary for the study. With the faculty members who had accepted to participate
in interviews, date and time for the interview were set. Then, interviews were conducted with the faculty
members. Before the interviews, permission of the participants was taken for tape-recording. The interviews
were conducted in the faculty members’ own offices so that they could feel comfortable and each interview
lasted for 20-30 minutes. The interviews were tape recorded. After giving a code each audio recording was
transcribed into written documents. Audio Recordings and their written forms are kept in a file in a computer
requiring a password to enter.

Data Analysis

The interview recordings were analyzed by strictly adhering to the participants’ opinions. The data were
analyzed by using the inductive content analysis. Written documents read few times and coded in two cycles.
In the first cycle, open and in-vivo coding was performed on the data and axis coding was performed in the
second cycle. Then, the relationships between the codes under the themes identified were explained and
interpreted, and direct quotations were used to analyze the cause and effect relationships.

Validity and Reliability Studies

The strategies of expert review, detailed description, and formation of a study group and confirmation of
the results were used to strengthen the credibility, transferability, confirmability and consistency of the current
research (LeCompte & Goetz, 1982; Linkoln & Guba, 1985; Patton, 2014; Tedlie & Tashakkori, 2009). Within the
context of the current study, a meeting was held with a researcher specialized in qualitative research methods
and information was given about the research process. The results of the research were shared with this
particular expert and the validity of the approaches and thinking styles of the researchers were evaluated
together with him. Detailed description was used to ensure the transferability of the research (Lincoln & Guba,
1985; Meriam, 2013; Teddlie & Tashakkori, 2009; Yildirim & Simsek, 2013). The participant selection process
and the characteristics of the participants, data collection and analysis processes and the role of the researcher
were explained in detail under the title of method; thus, transferability was ensured. In addition, in order to
ensure variety in the selection of individuals to be interviewed, faculty members with different seniorities and
titles were selected from each department. Moreover, the findings of the research were presented without
comment and themes were supported with direct quotations. In the data analysis process, assistance was also
received from another qualitative research specialist and the results were confirmed to ensure consistency. In
this context, the expert was asked to comment on the relevance of the themes and sub-themes created for
each data text. A consensus was reached by discussing the themes and codes on which there had been
disagreement.

Role of the Researcher

The researchers carrying out the study have been working as faculty members in the education faculty for a
long time. Both researchers have studies on teacher education and qualitative research. Therefore, it can be
said that they are experienced in the research subject and qualitative research. After the teacher training
programs were updated and this was announced to education faculties, preparations of the current study were
started. First, the framework of the study was determined, then the related literature was reviewed and the
data collection tool was developed. The process from the preparation of interview items to the reporting of the
research was carried out by the researchers who are experts in qualitative research.
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Results

In the current research evaluating the 2018 initial teacher training programs, the findings were gathered
under the following headings: the faculty members’ opinions about the development of the initial teacher
training programs; their opinions about the contributions of these programs to the quality teacher training;
their opinions about the innovations brought about by them and their opinions about the teaching practices in
these programs. The details of the opinions are given below in tables. The faculty members’ opinions about the
development of the initial teacher training programs are given in Table 1.

Table 1
Opinions about the Development of the 2018 Initial Teacher Training Programs

Themes/Codes f

Opinions about the Development of the Programs 75
General Opinions about the Program Development Process 14
The programs were not prepared in exact compliance with the program development
process
The programs were not developed in line with the requirements of the program
development process
The program development works were not systematically conducted
A centralized program development process was followed
Opinions about the Commissions in the Program Development Process 31
Invitations to the commissions were not transparent
Decisions made in the commissions were not reflected in the programs
Some commission members were not invited to the symposium
Decisions made in the commissions were changed in the symposium
Some decisions made by the commissions were not supported by the majority of the
commission members
Opinions of educational scientists were not much taken into consideration in the
commissions
The number of subject-area educators was high
The opinions of subject area educators were dominant
Subject area educators were resistant to change
Opinions about HEC in the Program Development Process
Academic autonomy is not granted to education faculties
The main focus is training of prototype teachers
The main focus is on centralized teacher training
Contents found to be suitable by HEC are imposed
HEC does not seek for the detailed opinions of stakeholders
The opinions of stakeholders do not find reflections in the programs
Not enough consideration is given to main schools of teacher training
Centralized program development process is not functional
Suggestions about Program Preparation Process
Draft programs should be prepared at universities
Education faculties should be allowed to make their own changes
Opinions of stakeholders should be sought in a more comprehensive manner
Programs should be evaluated through pilot applications
Data should be provided for the program development process by detecting the deficiencies
in the programs
There should be program development experts recruited at universities and they should
check the application of the programs
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In Table 1, the faculty members’ opinions on the preparation of the 2018 initial teacher training programs
are presented. These opinions are accumulated under the themes of; the program development process,
commissions in the program development process, HEC and suggestions for the program development process.
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It was seen that the opinions of the faculty members about the preparation process of the teacher training
undergraduate programs were negative in general. The faculty members stated that the programs were not
prepared according to the program development process (f=4) and its requirements (f=4). They criticized the
lack of planning in the works done in the program development process (f=3) and centralized development of
the programs (f=3). Some related quotations are given below.

K8: The understanding of program development has not been internalized in our country. If the
programs had been prepared in compliance with the real program development process, the problems
experienced at schools (in the programs) could have been revealed better.

K11: HEC centrally updated the undergraduate programs yet what did we do for two months? We
wrote contents for the courses they imposed on us.

K9: If the opinions were really taken into account ... Opinions may be elicited just to find justification
to the centrally imposed ideas; thus, our opinions do not find reflections in the programs. | had been
asked for my opinions about the former programs, and they were not very influential on the programs.

K2: There are few prominent figures in the field. None of them leading the field were involved in the
program development process.

The faculty members who took part in different program commissions stated that their opinions were not
taken into consideration sufficiently. The faculty members stated that there was no transparency in the
invitations to the program commissions (f=7), the decisions taken in the commission were not reflected in the
programs (f=6), some commission members were not invited to some subsequent meetings (f=5) and some of
the decisions taken at the commissions were changed in the symposium (f=4). In addition, they stated that
some decisions taken in the commissions were not by the majority vote (f=3) and the opinions of education
scientists were not taken into consideration (f=3). The reason for this according to them was the high number
of subject area educators in the commissions, their dominance on the programs and their being resistant to
change. Some related quotations are given below.

K9: In a symposium held in Eskisehir, some reaction came from somewhere or something happened in
HEC. A change was made on that program. Different results from the ones we though in the first
commission came out.

K8: What emerged at the end was different from what had been discussed in the commissions; the
views expressed in the commissions were not reflected in the programs. It is not certain which criteria
were used to invite the people into these commissions.

K11: Usually the things defended by the majority were taken into consideration; my personal opinions
were a bit overlooked.

K5: We expressed our opinions about some courses. No change was made in relation to these courses.

K11: It was very clear that they (subject area educators) did not want to listen to. According to them,
what is important is the inclusion of an adequate number of content knowledge courses in the
programs; pedagogical content courses and educational sciences courses are not very important.
Therefore, | do not think that my views were taken into consideration.

The faculty members levelled criticisms against the preparation of the programs by HEC. In this connection,
they stated that as the programs were centrally developed, not much autonomy was granted to education
faculties (f=7), which led to training of prototype teachers (f=5) and that too much emphasis was put on
centralized training of teachers (f=4). They also stated that the contents of the programs were prepared as
stipulated by HEC (f=3), that the opinions of stakeholders were not much sought (f=2), that few opinions
received from stakeholders were reflected in the programs (f=1) and that this led to ignorance of the successful
teacher training approaches (f=1) and that autonomy in teacher training was not achieved. They also
emphasized that programs developed in this way would not be functional (f=1). Some relevant quotations are
given below.

K7: Prototype ... what | mean in a single framework. This does not work of course, expectations in each
discipline are different; they have different teacher profiles so if you try to train prototype teachers;
can this be a solution as each discipline has different requirements? Of course not ...
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K11: The teacher training undergraduate programs were centrally changed by HEC. In the first
meeting, | was able to express my opinions at least; yet, in the second meeting, | wasn’t even informed
about it

K17: The general framework of the programs was enforced by the central authority, which decreased
the functionality. If the revisions were made taking the local opinions much into consideration, then
the programs would be much more functional and effective in terms of meeting the needs of students.

The faculty members made suggestions for solving the problems in the program preparation process. In this
regard, they suggested that draft programs should be prepared at universities (f=1), that education faculties
should be allowed to make their own changes (f=1), that opinions of stakeholders should be sought in a more
comprehensive manner (f=1), that programs should be evaluated through pilot studies (f=1), that data should
be provided for the program development process by detecting the deficiencies in the programs (f=1), that
there should be program development experts recruited at universities and they should check the
implementation of the programs (f=1). In this regard, some related quotations are given below.

K8: Rather than centralized attempts, at schools for example at universities draft programs should be
developed at departments and then these draft programs should be sent to universities and then be
discussed in meetings including concerned officials from HEC.

K25: Opinions should be certainly sought and the process should proceed from bottom to top.

K16: First, deficiencies should be determined by taking the evaluations of universities about the
program. In light of the opinions expressed by universities, problems should be discussed and then
more comprehensive discussions should be conducted in congresses. Results of scientific research,
opinions of students and teachers should be used to shape the program development process, which
would be healthier. We immediately implement the program, and then we do not evaluate it for years.
We can only evaluate it 10-20 years later. On the contrary, whenever we see a shortcoming in the
program, we should look for ways of correcting it.

The faculty members’ opinions about the changes made in the 2018 initial teacher training programs are
given in Table 2.

The opinions of the faculty members about changes made in the 2018 initial teacher training programs are
related to the content, elective courses and harmony between content knowledge, pedagogical content
knowledge and general culture courses. The faculty members levelled criticisms against the reduction of class
periods in the programs (f=20), lack of balance between the time periods allocated to theoretical classes and
practice classes (f=16), the high number of courses (f=15), keeping the content the same in general (f=14),
overlapping contents of some courses (f=9) and restriction put on the proposing a different elective course
(f=1). On the other hand, they considered the addition of educational sociology and philosophy of education
into the programs as must courses (f=1) is positive development. Some related quotations are given below.

K11: In the first class period, you can deliver the lesson just for 10 or 15 minutes. In the second class
period, the students enter the class and then the lesson is wrapped up and then the class is over,
nothing efficient can be done ... when the course used to be four class hours a week in the past, it was
more efficient as we could spend some time doing practice; students used to enjoy it more.

K2: The class periods were not reduced in our course, remaining three class hours a week. What we
expected was an increase in the class hours of this course.

K10: In my department, it is very difficult to cover the content. For some courses, decreasing the
number of class hours is good while for some others, it is not good. For instance, the class hours of the
course | am teaching were reduced from three class hours to two class hours a week; it is not possible
to cover the content. Contents of most courses overlap ...

K22: In some departments, there is no problem but in our department, course load is too intense.

K2: Teaching inclusive classes was a required course. This course is not required any more. This might
have been decided by the MoNE or HEC but 30% of the classes in Turkey are inclusive classes ... 30 out
of 100 classes are inclusive classes...

K4: Addition of the educational sociology and philosophy of education courses into the programs is
good. Students need to learn these. They need to learn the theory, foundation and social content well.
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Table 2
Opinions about the Changes Made in the Initial Teacher Training Programs
Themes/Codes f
General Opinions about the Content 75
Class periods have been decreased 20
There is a lack of balance between the time periods allocated to theoretical classes and 16
practices 15
The number of courses is high 14
Course contents have remained the same in general 9
Contents of some courses are overlapping 1
Addition of education sociology and education philosophy courses has been found to be 35
useful 17
Opinions about Elective Courses 10
Positive Opinions about Elective Courses
The number of elective courses has been increased 7
The high number of elective courses indicates the existence of more autonomy- 17
oriented approach 5
Negative Opinions about Elective Courses 4
The number of instructors is not enough for elective courses 3
HEC approval for opening elective courses is restrictive 2
Deciding which field experts will give elective courses is problematic 1
There are applications not consistent with the reality 1
The possibility of offering a different elective course is limited 1
The amount of practice in courses has been decreased
Only the names of some courses have been changed
Harmony between Content Knowledge, Pedagogical Content Knowledge and Culture Courses 39
Opinions about Content Knowledge Courses 16
Number of content knowledge courses is high (According to educational scientists) 6
Basic content knowledge courses have been removed 5
HEC approval is needed for opening a new elective content knowledge course 4
Content knowledge courses are not determined according to needs 1
Opinions about Pedagogical Content Knowledge Courses 17
Class periods allocated to pedagogical content knowledge courses have been reduced 7
Pedagogical content knowledge courses are too many (According to subject area
educators) 5
HEC approval is needed for opening a new elective pedagogical content knowledge 5
course
Content Knowledge, Pedagogical Content Knowledge and General Culture Courses are 5
Balanced 1
Decreasing the Number of General Culture Courses
Suggestions toward the Content 33
Contents should be determined according to students’ needs 7
There should not be required elective courses 5
Laboratory courses should be opened again 4
Practice periods should be added to theoretical class periods 4
There should be courses that can be adapted to any given subject area 3
Courses should be practice-oriented 3
The number of content knowledge courses should be increased 2
Courses specially tailored for the qualifications of a faulty member should not be opened 2
The characteristics of the region where the faculty is located should be taken into 1
consideration 1
Students should be able to select courses according to their needs 1

Courses should be instructed by the instructors specialized on their contents

The faculty members evaluated the increase in the number of elective courses in the programs (f = 10) and the
high number of elective courses as an indication of a more-autonomy-oriented approach (f = 7). However, they
see the lack of faculty members for elective courses (f = 5) and the approval of HEC for adding elective
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pedagogical content knowledge courses (f = 4) as a limiting approach. They expressed negative opinions about
the uncertainty of which field experts will teach some elective courses (f=3), the decrease in the amount of
practice in the programs (f=1) and only changing the names of some courses (f=1). Some related quotations are
given below.

K18: Offering elective courses to students each term and students’ being able to take the courses they
like seemed to be an indication of a liberating approach initially but then during the development
process it has been turned to highly restrictive.

K6: Elective courses are a little more liberating, we can open courses at any time, but | would like it to
be more liberating in terms of being able to open the courses we want.

K7: The number of elective courses has been increased a lot. Different viewpoints, enrichment; thus,
seems to be more functional for directing students.

K1: The low number of experts in each field, or the low level of proficiency of teachers who do not
have much experience in the related field may of course lead to the problem that irrelevant courses
can be opened here.

The faculty members expressed their different opinions regarding the content knowledge and pedagogical
content knowledge courses. The faculty members working in the field of educational sciences stated that the
courses related to the content knowledge were dominant in the programs (f=6). The faculty members working
in the field of subject area education stated that they were uncomfortable with the removal of the basic
content knowledge courses (f=5). They stated that submission of elective content knowledge courses for the
approval of the HEC would be a challenge (f=4). Another criticism in this regard was that content knowledge
courses were not determined according to needs (f=1). Some relevant quotations are given below.

K1: The class periods allocated to content knowledge courses such as physics, chemistry, and biology
were decreased.

K19: In order to open a course in the field of subject area education, it should be sent to HEC and be
approved by it...

K7: On the basis of the decrease in the number of courses, | was expecting that the ratio of our courses
would be more but the exact opposite occurred in reality and the number of pedagogical content
knowledge courses decreased.

The faculty members who teach pedagogical content knowledge courses stated that they found the removal or
reduction of the amount of practice in the pedagogical content knowledge courses as a negative development
(f=7). The faculty members teaching content knowledge courses stated that pedagogical content knowledge
courses were dominant (f=5). The faculty members think that the submission of elective pedagogical content
knowledge courses to the approval of HEC may lead some problems (f=5). In addition, there are faculty
members stating that there is a balance in the distribution of pedagogical content knowledge, content
knowledge and general culture courses (f=5) and that general culture courses should be reduced (f=1). Some
related quotations are given below.

K2: Pedagogical content knowledge and content knowledge courses were set to be required courses
by HEC. Thus, it is a must to open these courses. HEC also says “if you offer another course apart from
these, then you need our approval.” This is a very long process ... In the past, with the approval of the
senate, we were able to open that course.

K6: We had a drama course. Two class hours used to be allocated to theory and the other two class
hours to practice. Now it is only two class hours to teach just theory...

K21: As stated in the books we read, there should be 50% content knowledge courses, 25% general
culture courses, 25% pedagogical knowledge courses.... it was emphasized that this was ideal for the
training of good classroom teachers. But now these ratios are very close to each other...

K8: The number of general culture courses was decreased a bit. | think each teacher should have
general culture. A teacher who does not enough general culture cannot be successful.
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The faculty members made some suggestions about the programs. They believed that the contents should be
determined to fulfil the students’ needs (f=7), there should not be “must elective” courses in the programs
(f=5), laboratory courses should be opened again (f=4), practice periods should be added to theoretical class
periods (f=4), there should be courses that can be adapted to any given subject area (f=3), courses should be
practice-oriented, the number of content knowledge courses should be increased (f=2), courses specially
tailored for the qualifications of a faulty member should not be opened (f=2), the characteristics of the region
where the faculty is located should be taken into consideration (f=1), students should be able to select courses
according to their needs (f=1), courses should be instructed by the instructors specialized on their contents
(f=1). Some related quotations are given below.

K8: What is the need of teachers for future? Is this need adequately met? If not, what is the problem?
The issue should be seen from this perspective.

K32: Elective courses are offered to reflect the richness of the instructor but we have required elective
courses.

K29: The most problematic part of the programs is the decreased practice opportunities | think that
greater emphasis put on theory than practice in the programs is a negative development.

K1: Class periods of the content knowledge courses such as physics, chemistry and biology should be
increased and new courses should be opened in this regard ...

K17: They can be more effective while developing these programs. Curriculum development experts
from different regions may be involved so that better programs more suitable for regional needs can
be created. Programs may differ from region to region taking regional needs into consideration.

The faculty members’ opinions about the contribution of the teacher training programs to the quality teacher
education are given in Table 3.

Table 3

Opinions about the Contribution of the Teacher Training Programs to the Quality Teacher Training

Themes/Codes f

The Programs’ not Contributing to the Training of Qualified Teachers 42
Decreasing number of class hours 12

Abolishment or reduction of the time allocated to practice in courses 9

Increase only in the number of theoretical class hours 7

Removal of the school experience course 7

Development of the programs without considering the needs of the field 5

Not increasing the time allocated to teaching practice 2
Suggestions about Qualified Teacher Training Programs

The amount of time allocated to teaching practice should be increased

Needs analysis should be conducted while revising the programs

Research findings should be taken into consideration while revising the programs

Program evaluation works should be conducted

Faculty members who will implement the programs should be qualified

Practice schools should be opened

Education faculties should be opened in central locations

Programs should be oriented to the training of intellectual teachers

The number of students in classes of education faculties should be decreased

Physical conditions should be improved

There should be adequate tools and equipments

There should be environments supportive to pre-service teachers’ social, cultural

development

S
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As can be seen in Table 3, some faculty members think that the teacher training undergraduate programs
would not contribute to the training of qualified teachers. The reasons proposed by them to support their
opinions include decreasing number of class hours (f=12), abolishment or reduction of the time allocated to
practice in courses (f=9), increase only in the number of theoretical class hours (f=7), removal of the school

273



Ozgiir Ulubey, Semra Basaran — Uluslararasi Egitim Programlari ve Ogretim Calismalari Dergisi, 9(2), 2019, 263-300

experience course (f=7), development of the programs without considering the needs of the field (f=6), not
increasing the time allocated to teaching practice (f=2). Some related quotations are given below.

K8: Rather than training qualified teachers ... Because of the reasons | have just mentioned ... First the
number of class hours was decreased especially the ones allocated to practice; training would be more
theory-oriented. Another important thing is that the profession of teaching is learned by doing; thus, if
you decrease their opportunity of doing practice and interacting with schools, then you will negatively
affect the quality in teacher training. It dropped to 7% here. It is not a program which is an outcome of
comprehensive thinking, scientific research and consideration of the needs of the field, which will
decrease the quality.

The faculty members made some suggestions about the 2018 initial teacher training programs so that more
qualified teachers could be trained. According to the faculty members; the amount of time allocated to
teaching practice should be increased (f=7), needs analysis should be conducted while revising the programs
(f=6), research findings should be taken into consideration while revising the programs (f=5), program
evaluation works should be conducted (f=4), faculty members who will implement the programs should be
qualified (f=4), practice schools should be opened (f=4), education faculties should be opened in central
locations (f=3), programs should be oriented to the training of intellectual teachers (f=3), the number of
students in classes of education faculties should be decreased (f=3), physical conditions should be improved
(f=2) and there should be adequate tools and equipments to train qualified teachers (f=1). Moreover, there
should be environments supportive to pre-service teachers’ social and cultural development (f=1). Some
related quotations are given below.

K4: | am very sincere that the teaching practice should be given each term because real school and
classroom environments are very different; you learn everything by practicing.

K8: The number of students in classes should be decreased. Physical conditions should be improved. It
is not possible to practice in classes having 80 students. Teaching materials in the class should be
adequate and quality. You see, there are smart boards in many schools. However, there are no smart
boards in education faculties. There is not enough equipment in laboratories. There are no
environments where students can freely express and discuss their opinions and can participate in
social and cultural activities. The more qualified a teacher is, the better it is ... There should be practice
schools. It is not good to open education faculties everywhere; they should be established in central
locations so that students can go to opera, theatre, take part in artistic activities, social activities. First
of all, the program must be good. But the program is not enough on its own. Faculty members must be
qualified as well. In which courses are they happy, which courses are more efficient, which courses are
inefficient and why? Teachers say that these courses do not make much contribution to the field,
why? Faculty members do not teach their classes effectively, just lecturing, no practice in the class. If
research findings are taken into consideration, problems can be seen; which courses are needed?
What problems are experienced by students? If we increase practice more, then we will be more
successful.

Faculty members’ opinions about teaching practices are given in Table 4. The faculty members’ opinions
about the teaching practice and school experience courses are presented in Table 4. The faculty members
stated that the time allocated to teaching practice course was not enough (f=9), that they couldn't focus on
teaching practice due to their heavy workload (f=6), that they did not go to school to make observations (f=3),
that they did not want to give teaching practice course in these conditions (f=3) and that faculty members were
distanced from teaching practice course (f=2). Some related quotations are given below.

K7: A faculty member has classes to teach, needs to do some research and at the same time has some
students that need to be monitored in their teaching practice classes. When | try to spare time to all of
these, it would not be possible to do all as they should be done ideally... Given that my workload is
very high, this does not work.

K8: As many instructors do not go to schools, they cannot observe many teaching practice classes. This
is negative. In my opinion, it is possible to go there four times, this is manageable. Yet, the instructor
has a problem; he/she has many courses to teach and they are different courses. When we think that
he/she goes to observe eight students four times for each, then he/she needs to go 32 times.
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Table 4
Opinions about Teaching Practices
Themes/Codes f
Opinions about Teaching Practice 23
Not enough time is allocated to teaching practices 9
High workload of faculty members 6
Inability of making observations at schools due to workload of faculty members 3
Faculty members’ not wanting the teaching practice course due to their workload 3
Long-time of practices make faculty members reluctant to take responsibility 2
Opinions about the Teaching Practice Course 16
Exclusion of the school experience course from the 2018 programs
Getting to know the profession 4
Preparation for the profession 4
Suggestions about Teaching Practice 32
Teaching practice should be started at earlier periods of the initial program 10

The time allocated to teaching practice should be increased 9
Initial teacher training programs should be organized to be theoretical for three 3
years and practical for one year 3
Faculty members should be paid for teaching practice classes 3
The workload of faculty members should be decreased 3
What is learned at faculties should be practiced at schools 1
Teaching practice should be taken more seriously

The faculty members also stated their opinions about the school experience course. The faculty members
criticized the exclusion of the school experience courses from the 2018 initial teacher training programs (f=8);
they thought that the school experience course is important in terms of getting to know the profession of
teaching (f=4) and for preparation for the profession (f=4); thus, it should not have been excluded from the
programs. Some related quotations are given below.

K10: Given the experiences lived by students in the school experience and teaching practice courses,
the teaching practice course should be started in the first year of the undergraduate program.

K6: 1 am pondering about two things; | was expecting the school experience course would be started in
the second term of the first year of the undergraduate education; instead, it was completely excluded
from the programs. It is something like telling a science teacher to start teaching science without
having any laboratory experience.

K21: If the school experience course were started in the first year, and then slow transition from
observations to practices in the class were realized, students could get to know the teaching
profession better and feel more prepared for the profession or decide whether the teaching
profession would be suitable for them or not.

The faculty members made suggestions for high quality teaching practices. They believed that teaching
practice should start at earlier periods of the initial teacher training programs (f=10), the time allocated to
teaching practice should be increased (f=9), initial teacher training programs should be organized to be
theoretical for three years and practical for one year (f=3), faculty members should be paid for teaching
practice classes (f=3), the workload of faculty members should be decreased (f=3), what is learned at faculties
should be practiced at schools (f=3) and teaching practice should be taken more seriously (f=1). Some related
guotations are given below.

K7: I want the teaching practice course to be started in the spring term of the first year; students to go
to school for observations, then | want such a course to be offered to students each term so that
students can see and experience the real school and classroom environment and atmosphere.

K2: I think; it would be better for students to go to school every day. There should be coordinators of
faculties to organize this. The only duty of this coordinator should be to control the process by visiting
the schools where students are doing their teaching practice. Even each department or program can
have a coordinator to do this. This would be healthier.
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K27: How should teaching practice be? In my opinion, at the end of the third year, theoretical courses
should be ended. The last year should be allocated to practice. Students can spend the whole year at
schools doing practice.

K5: Schools should be turned into laboratories which should be visited continuously.
K8: Teaching practice should be taken more seriously.
Discussion, Conclusion and Implications

In the current study, aiming to evaluate the 2018 initial teacher training programs, the results were
obtained regarding the opinions of the faculty members on the development of the 2018 initial teacher training
programs, changes made in the programs, their contribution to the training of qualified teachers, the school
practices and their suggestions for the programs. In this section, these results are further elaborated.

Since the development of training programs is a comprehensive and continuous work, the need for carrying
it out through commissions is emphasized. These commissions may consist of three groups: program decision
and coordination group, working group and advisory group. Faculty members in the program working groups
should be field experts (Demirel, 2015; Ornstein & Hunkins, 2014). For these groups to work effectively,
selection process of these experts must be merit-based and transparent. The views of the selected experts
should be given importance and reflected in the programs. The faculty members questioning the merits and
way of the selection of the experts invited to the 2018 initial teacher training programs development
commissions formed the basis of this recommendation. It was seen that the necessary explanations were not
made in the introduction sections of the programs. Absence of the necessary explanations about the program
development commissions has caused faculty members to develop a negative perspective on initial teacher
training programs. This could have made it difficult for faculty members to accept and implement the
programs. In addition to the problems that arose during the commissioner’s selection process, the selected
commissioners also experienced problems. The faculty members in the commissions stated that the proposals
they made during the program development process were not taken into consideration, decisions were not
taken by majority and that these decisions were changed without informing the concerned individuals.
Moreover, majority of the members in the commissions were subject area specialists. This might have resulted
in the dominance of subject area specialists in the decisions related to the development of the programs. As
the decisions were not taken by majority opinion, the suitability of the programs for quality teacher training
becomes disputable.

The faculty members stated that programs should be evaluated before they are developed. In the program
evaluation process, questions such as whether the objectives, content, instructional methods and materials of
the program are age-level appropriate and reachable are tried to be answered (Saylor & Alexander, 1974). As a
result of this evaluation, decisions about the continuation, termination, or reconstruction of the program
(Ornstein & Hunkins, 2004) could be possible. In order to prepare new programs, it is necessary to evaluate the
previously prepared programs and identify the deficiencies in these programs (Demirel, 2018; Ornstein &
Hunkins, 2004). However, when the reasons for replacing the former teacher training programs with the new
programs and the opinions of the faculty members about the program development process are examined, it is
understood that new programs are prepared without program evaluation studies. In the explanations about
the programs, it was stated that the results of the scientific studies and symposiums, panels, workshops, open
sessions, conferences organized by the MoNE and non-governmental organizations were taken into
consideration during the process of updating the programs. It was stated that the programs were renewed for
reasons such as adaptation to the changes made in primary education programs and making the programs
suitable for European Higher Education Area (HEC, 2018). In order for the programs to be renewed, they must
be thoroughly evaluated and then updated considering the evaluation results. When the explanations made by
HEC (2018) about the initial teacher training programs are examined, it is seen that the without any nationwide
study, the results of small-scale studies were taken into consideration. Though it is the first year of
implementation of the initial teacher training programs MoNe (2018a) was pointed out that they will be
revised (MoNe, 2018a). Stating that the programs could be changed again in the first year of their
implementation clearly shows the problem of coordination and sustainability in teacher training policies.

As institutions of higher education, universities are autonomous and universal. Universities must have
financial, academic and administrative autonomy. Financial autonomy refers to the management of resources
and expenditures of a university by itself (Erdem, 2013). Administrative autonomy refers to the governance and
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supervision of the university and safeguarding of rights of its personnel by bodies democratically established by
its own members (Aktan, 2008). Finally, academic autonomy refers to the ability of the university to select the
research and development areas, the education programs and the course contents, and the scientists (faculty
members) by itself, in short, the institution itself can decide what to teach and what to research and by whom
(Estermann, Nokkola & Steinel, 2011). One of the most important elements of academic autonomy is the ability
of universities to determine their own curricula and course contents. Although the faculties of science,
literature, economics and engineering within the same university can form their own programs, faculties of
education cannot prepare programs specific to their unique structure. Centrally prepared programs by HEC are
implemented in education faculties. Some faculty members criticize this situation and find it against academic
autonomy. The central development of the programs poses an obstacle against the development of unique
approaches to teacher training and the introduction of creative and original models in teacher training. Thus, it
can be said that this situation is not suitable for the academic autonomy of education faculties and that HEC
can form a general framework.

It is understood that the opinions about the changes made in the initial teacher training programs are also
negative in general. The faculty members stated that they did not find it right to decrease class periods of the
courses. They stated that it would be harder to achieve the objectives of the courses when the class periods
allocated to the courses were reduced.

The philosophy of education is seen as an effort to determine the things education should do. The
philosophy of education tries to explain the problems of education and the concepts and ideas that direct
education (Ergiin, 2015; S6nmez, 2017). As such, teachers need to think about education and wonder about
reality, human nature and society (Gutek, 2016). In order for teachers to mentally question and to make
philosophy, there must be a course such as philosophy of education.in initial teacher training programs. The
philosophy of education course can be helpful for pre-service teachers to do their profession better by gaining
a philosophical perspective towards education (Aslan, 2014). For this reason, it has been stated in the studies
that the philosophy of education course should be included in all departments of the faculties of education
(Duman & Ulubey, 2008). In the 2018 initial teacher training programs, the required philosophy of education
and educational sociology courses were included. The faculty members considered the incorporation of these
courses into the programs as a positive development. These courses are important for pre-service teachers to
gain philosophical and cultural perspectives (Eskicumali, 2001). Educational sociology is an important course
that will enable pre-service teachers to solve problems that they may encounter in different social structures
and cultures or subcultures, to act consciously in solving problems and to understand different relationships in
a social structure (Tezcan, 2016). Therefore, the pre-service teachers who actively participated in these courses
and internalized their contents would be expected to solve the problems confronted in their profession easily
and to meet the requirements of their profession better. However, taking the courses of educational sociology
and philosophy of education does not guarantee the acquisition of these features. For this reason, relating
theoretical knowledge to real life in these courses could make the lessons much more useful.

While the faculty members consider the increase in the number of elective courses as a liberating approach,
they think that the number of instructors to teach these elective courses is not adequate. The inadequate
number of instructors may lead to the conversion of elective courses into required elective courses. This may
make it difficult for programs to achieve their goals. Kiigikahmet (2007) pointed out this problem in teacher
training programs and stated that as a limited number of elective courses could be opened, these courses were
turned into “compulsory” electives. A similar situation may arise in the 2018 initial teacher training programs.
Moreover, the necessity of HEC approval for the opening of elective content and pedagogical content
knowledge courses may cause some problems. In this regard, the faculty members stated that they did not find
the obligation of seeking the approval of HEC correct. They noted that they might not propose new courses due
to the procedure for proposing new courses, and that they might even try to open some courses as general
culture courses with the approval of the university senate. Or faculty members may tend to open only elective
courses offered by HEC. This can be said to negatively affect faculty members' proposals for new creative
courses.

The faculty members stated that the courses in the programs should be given by the instructors who are
specialized in their fields. Kiigciikahmet (2007) evaluated the undergraduate programs and concluded that the
courses in the programs were taught by the instructors who have not qualified enough in their fields. The
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faculty members had the same concern about the programs put into practice in 2018 since the same issues are
valid today as well. It is thought that this application should be solved in order to train qualified teachers.

One of the important changes in the 2018 initial teacher training programs is the abolition of the class
periods allocated to practice in some courses. For example, while Instructional Technologies and Materials
Design course was four class hours, two of which were theoretical and the other two were applied; in the new
programs it changed to Instructional Technologies and the class duration was reduced to two hours of theory.
The class periods allocated to the Drama course were generally reduced to two class hours from three or four
class hours with no time for practice. Laboratory hours were removed from science courses, but it is stated in
the explanations about the programs that practices could be conducted within science classes (HEC, 2018). The
best way to prepare for the teaching profession is practice. It is thought that abolishing the applied sections of
the courses instead of increasing their number would negatively affect the quality of the teachers. Kiiglikahmet
(2007) criticized the reduction of the practices in the pedagogical content knowledge courses in the 2007 initial
teacher training programs. However, while the decrease in the number of classes allocated to practices in the
2007 programs was criticized, it is highly alarming that some of these classes were completely abolished in the
2018 initial teacher training programs. This can be seen as an important deficiency in terms of teaching
profession and the quality of the teachers. Therefore, the faculty members may think that these teacher
training programs would not contribute to the training of qualified teachers.

The faculty members expressed different opinions about the content knowledge and pedagogical content
knowledge courses. While the faculty members working in the field of educational sciences stated that the
number of the content knowledge courses is high in the programs, the faculty members who teach subject-
area courses stated that the number of pedagogical content knowledge courses is high. It can be said that in
the initial teacher training programs put into force in 1997 and 2006, the ratios of the content knowledge,
pedagogical content knowledge and culture courses were close to each other. For example, 50% of the 1997
initial teacher training programs consisted of content knowledge courses, 30% of pedagogical content
knowledge and %20 of general culture courses (HEC, 1997), while in the 2006 initial teacher training programs,
these ratios were as follows: 50-60% were content knowledge courses, 25-30% were pedagogical content
knowledge courses and 15-20% were general culture courses (HEC, 2007). In the programs put into effect in
2018, 45-50% of the programs are content knowledge courses, 30-35% are pedagogical content knowledge
courses and 15-20% are general culture courses (HEC, 2018). When the 1997, 2006 and 2018 programs are
examined, it is seen that the ratio of the content knowledge courses occupy about 50% of the programs,
pedagogical content knowledge courses occupy nearly 30% of the programs and general culture courses
occupy approximately 20%. Though not much change has occurred in the weights of the courses, the faculty
members could be thinking that the weights of the courses have changed as the number of class periods
allocated to some courses decreased and as they think the courses they specialized on are more important.

Pre-service teachers find the opportunity to question themselves professionally and realize their
shortcomings through the practices they are engaged in in the school experience and teaching practice
courses. These courses are very important as they provide opportunities for pre-service teachers to prepare for
the profession and school (Akpinar, Colak & Yigit, 2012; Kavas & Bugay, 2009). The importance of teaching
practices has also been emphasized in the decisions of the National Education Council. For example, at the 18th
National Education Council, it was decided that teaching practice should be conducted during an academic
year, as in the candidate teacher adaptation process, under the guidance of instructors and teachers (MoNE,
2010). Moreover, in the literature, it was emphasized that the teaching practice course should be extended to a
longer period and the time allocated to it is insufficient (Aslan & Saglam, 2018; Aydin, Selcuk & Yesilyurt, 2007;
Baskan, Aydin & Madden, 2006; Guizel, Cerit-Berber & Oral, 2010; Simsek, Alkan & Erdem, 2013). In the current
study, similarly the faculty members stated that the teaching practice course should be given for one year or in
every term. However, when the 2018 initial teacher training programs are examined, it is clearly seen that
previous studies and decisions of the Council were not taken into consideration. In the current study, the
faculty members stated that the duration of the teaching practice course should be increased or even that
students should spend a whole term participating in practices at school or that there should be a teaching
practice course every term.

For the teaching practice course to accomplish its objectives, pre-service teachers should be observed by
teachers and faculty members, their shortcomings should be corrected and good practices should be
reinforced. Teachers stated that they had problems in making observations because they were attending the
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lesson together with pre-service teachers. On the other hand, the faculty members stated that they had
problems in observing due to their workload and the improper planning of other courses. This result is
supported by the literature. Cepni, Aydin and Sahin (2015) reported that pre-service teachers could not be
observed sufficiently within the context of the teaching practice course as the time of the teaching practice
course overlaps with the class periods of other courses. The faculty members also stated that they could not
make observations due to the high course load (Aytach, 2012; Kiyici & Horzum, 2015; Kirksekiz, Uysal, isbulan,
Akgin, Kiyici & Horzum, 2015). Due to the high number of pre-service teachers for whom faculty members are
responsible, they cannot fulfil their responsibilities adequately (Aslan & Saglam, 2018; ilin, 2014; Topkaya,
Tokcan & Kara, 2012). The faculty members are expected to observe each of the eight students four times
which would mean a total of 32 observations (MoNE, 2018b). When the results of the current study and the
results of other studies in the literature are considered together with, it is understood that it is difficult for the
faculty members to fulfil the requirements of the teaching practice course in the departments where the
workload is high. While fees are paid to the mentor teacher and even the school administrators of the school
where the teaching practice is conducted, no fees are paid to faculty members, which could cause them to be
reluctant to conduct this course.

The school experience course is as important as the teaching practice course since it is the first time that
the pre-service teacher meets the profession. The first impressions the pre-service teacher will have in this
course shape what kind of teacher he/she will be to a great extent. In a study, it was revealed that the school
experience course increased the awareness of pre-service teachers towards the teaching profession and their
own fields (Ekinci & Tican-Basaran, 2015). However, many pre-service teachers see this course and the teaching
practice course as easy and unimportant. Therefore, they do not fulfil their responsibilities within the scope of
school experience course (Akdemir, 2013). In some cases, mentor teachers and faculty members can give high
and standard marks to pre-service teachers regardless of the extent to which they have fulfilled their
responsibilities. Another example of lack of attention to this course is the reduction of the weight of the course
in program update processes. While in the 1997 teacher training programs, there were the School Experience |
and Il courses, in the 2007 teacher training programs, the School Experience Il course was abolished.
Kigikahmet (2007) criticized the abolition of the School Experience Il course and stated that this course was
seen as an opportunity for students to get to know the school. In the 2018 initial teacher training programs, the
school experience course was completely abolished. Thus, pre-service teachers' opportunities to get to know
and prepare for the profession were reduced. In the current study, the abolition of the school experience
course was criticized during the interviews with the faculty members because in the school experience course,
students can decide whether they are suitable for the profession and whether to continue or leave the
profession. For this reason, it is thought that it would be very beneficial to start the school experience course in
the early years of the undergraduate education, let alone to abolish it.

In the current study, which aimed to evaluate the 2018 initial teacher training programs, the faculty
members stated that the programs were not prepared in accordance with the principles of curriculum
development. This result represents a negative outlook for a country like Turkey having a fairly well-established
curriculum development culture. initial teacher training programs are the most important tools for training
qualified teachers. If these tools are prepared with the right curriculum development process, it will be easier
and shorter for the country to achieve its long-term goals in a more desirable manner.

Development of the 2018 initial teacher training programs centrally, lack of full reflection of stakeholders'
views on the programs, lack of transparency in the assignment of faculty members to work in the commissions
formed during the program development process, and lack of systematic curriculum development approach
were criticized. Taking these criticisms into consideration, the opinions of all stakeholders from the lowest to
the highest level should be taken into consideration when developing the next teacher training programs.
Majority opinion should be dominant in the decisions taken in the commissions. The role of HEC in the
curriculum development process should be reduced and the academic expertise of faculty members working in
the faculties of education should be reflected in teacher training programs. Faculties should be allowed to form
their unique teacher training culture. Through piloting studies, shortcomings of the programs should be
corrected. Then they implemented. The programs should undergo a comprehensive evaluation during and at
the end of the process.

Other criticized aspects of the 2018 initial teacher training programs are the decrease in the class hours of
some courses, the need for the approval of HEC to open a new elective course in content knowledge and
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pedagogical content knowledge fields and limitation of these elective courses to six. This makes it difficult for
faculty members to propose new courses and to cover the contents of the courses whose class periods have
been shortened. Therefore, the requirement of HEC approval to propose a new elective course should be
abolished and the class periods allocated to courses can be increased. Another important issue related to the
courses is the abolition of the class periods allocated to practice. It is important that the courses be applied in
the acquisition of the skills required for the effective rendering of the teaching profession. Pre-service teachers
can be provided with the opportunity to practice what they have learned in the theoretical parts of the
courses.

Important classes in which teaching profession skills are acquired are teaching practice courses. In the new
programs, the school experience course was abolished and the duration of the teaching practice course was
doubled. However, the faculty members did not find this adequate. It is thought that this course should be
arranged in such a way that pre-service teachers will be engaged in practice throughout a whole term. Within
the context of the teaching practice course, one instructor was asked to advice up to eight pre-service teachers
and to observe each of them four times. Observing eight students four different times requires the instructor
to go to school 32 times. This does not seem realistic considering the workload of instructors. Therefore, the
regulation needs to be reviewed. The school experience course is as important as the teaching practice course
because in this course, pre-service teachers get to know the profession and decide whether or not to become a
teacher. The abolition of the course may lead to problems in terms of getting to know and preparation for the
profession. For this reason, the school experience course can be put back into the programs.

The current study was conducted with the participation of faculty members working in the education
faculty of a state university located in the western part of Turkey. The study can be repeated with a study
group consisting of faculty members from different education faculties from different parts of Turkey. The
results to be obtained from program evaluation studies to be conducted in the process of the implementation
of the teacher training programs and at the end of the first four years can be compared with the results of the
current study.
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TURKCE SURUM

Giris

Toplumlarin bilimsel, ekonomik ve kulturel olarak gelisiminin yetistirilen 6gretmenlerin niteligi ile dogru
orantili oldugu sdylenebilir. Alanyazin incelendiginde g¢alismalarin bu goriisu destekledigi gorilmektedir
(Cruickshank vd., 1996; Darling-Hammond, 2006; TEDMEM, 2014; Yildirim, 2013). Nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirme
Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin egitim alanindaki 6nemli amaclari arasinda yer almaktadir. Bunun gergeklestiriimesi
icin O0gretmen egitimi lisans programlari, icinde bulunulan dénemin gereklerine gore gozden gecirilerek
giincellenmektedir. Ogretmen yetistirme programlarinda yapilan diizenlemeler nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeyi
amaglasa da bu amacin gergeklestirilebildigini soylemek miimkiin degildir (Atanur-Baskan, 2001; Safran, 2014;
Yildirim 2011). Ancak uygulama odakli ve toplumun kalkinmasina yonelik 6gretmen yetistiren Koy Enstitiilerinin
bu genel tablodan farkh oldugu distnulmektedir.

Turkiye'de, ilkogretmen okullar, egitim enstitileri, kdy egitmen kurslari, kdy 6gretmen okullari ve koy
enstitdleri ile ilkokula 6gretmen yetistirilmistir (Altunya, 2005; Atalnal, 1987; Atalinal, 1994; Cicioglu, 1983;
Milli Egitim Bakanhig (MEB), 1995; Oztiirk, 1996; Oztiirk, 1998; Oztiirk, 2005; Ozalp & Ataiinal, 1977; Yiiksek
Ogretim Kurulu (YOK), 1998). Ortaokullara ise, egitim enstitiileri, yiiksek 6gretmen okullari, deneme vyiiksek
o6gretmen okullari ve lniversitelerde 6gretmen yetistirilmistir (Kavcar, 2002; Oguzkan, 1983; Sahin, 2006;
Tambag, 2007; Ugan, 1982; YOK, 1998). 1982'de Ogretmen yetistirme gérevinin iiniversitelere devredilmesiyle
egitim fakultelerinde egitim bilimleri ve 6gretmen yetistirmeyle ilgili akademik calismalar da yapilmaya
baslanmistir (YOK, 2007).

Ogretmen yetistirme gdrevinin egitim fakiltelerine devredilmesinin ardindan 1997 ve 2006 yillari arasinda
o6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinda kapsamli giincellemeler yapilmistir. Bunlardan ilkinde 1997 yillinda
Dinya Bankasi’'nin destekledigi Milli Egitimi Gelistirme Projesi kapsaminda hizmet 6ncesi 6gretmen yetistirme
sireci yapilandiriimistir. Bu yapilanmada, egitim bilimlerinin bazi lisans programlari islevsiz oldugu gerekgesiyle
kapatilmistir. Sekiz yillik zorunlu egitime gecilmesi nedeniyle okul kademeleri sekiz yillik ilkégretim ve Ug yillik
ortadgretim olarak dizenlenmistir. Egitim fakilteleri zorunlu ilkégretimin gereksinimlerini karsilamak uzere
yapilandiriimistir. Fakiltelerdeki bolimler ve anabilim dallar ders programlari yeniden olusturulmustur. Bu
programlarda 6gretmen yeterlikleri izerinde durulmus ve derslere uygulamalar eklenmistir. Boylece 6gretmen
adaylarindan 6gretmenlige iliskin bilgi ve becerilerini gercek ortamda pekistirmeleri beklenmistir. Yan dal
programlari ile 6gretmen adaylarinin farkli 6gretmenlik alanlarinda yetkinlik kazanmalarina firsat verilmistir.
(YOK, 1998, 2007, 2018). Ancak bu programlar kuramsal derslere agirlik verilmemesi ve 6gretmen adaylarinin
genel kultir ve alan bilgisi konusunda yetismesine neden oldugu gerekgeleriyle kabul gérmemistir. 1997
yapilanmasini degerlendiren Esme (1998), bolim yapilanmalarini gergekgi bulmamis, egitim fakultelerindeki
niteligin dusecegini, alan derslerinin tezsiz yilksek lisans nedeniyle devre disi kalacagini ve yan alanin
istihdamda zorluklar yaratacagini belirterek programi elestirmistir. Kavcar (2003) yeni yapilanmanin brans
o6gretmeni yetistirmede sorunlara neden olacagini, bu konuda acil 6nlemlerin alinmasi gerektigini belirtmistir.
Ataman (1998) ise bu modelde uzun yillara dayanan 6gretmen yetistirme deneyiminin dikkate alinmadigini
belirtmistir.

1997 yilinda hazirlanan ve 1998 vyilinda uygulanmaya baslanan programlarin ardindan 2006 yilinda
o0gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin yeniden giincellenmesi glindeme gelmistir. 1997 yapilanmasindaki
aksayan yonler gézden gegcirilmis; ilkogretim ve ortadgretim alan 6gretmenligi programlarinda bulunan meslek
bilgisi dersleri diizenlenmistir. Programlardaki genel kiltlr derslerinin sayisi artirilmis, programlarda yer alan
ortak derslerin disinda kalan yaklasik %25 oranindaki derslerin belirlenme yetkisi liniversitelere verilmistir.
Programlar, %50-60 alan bilgisi, %25-30 meslek bilgisi ve %15-20 genel kiiltir derslerinden olusmustur.
Programlarda genel kiiltiir derslerinin oranlari arttirilmistir. Buna karsin uygulama dersleri azaltilmistir (YOK,
2007, 2018). Bazi programlarda cekirdek derslerin fazlaligi nedeniyle, se¢cmeli ders sayisi daha da artirilmistir.
Bunun amaci, Universitede yetistirilen 6gretmen adayina aydin bir kiside bulunmasi gereken entelektiel
donanimin kazandirilmasi olarak belirtilmistir. Bunun yani sira programlarin Avrupa Birligi 6gretmen yetistirme
programlariyla értiistigi belirtiimistir (YOK, 2007b).

2006-2007 egitim 6gretim yilindan itibaren uygulanan 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlari 2018 yilinda
tekrar glincellenmistir. Yapilan degerlendirmeler sonucu, alan egitimine yonelik derslerle 6gretmenlik meslek
bilgisi derslerinin yeniden olusturulmasi ve programlarda bunlara agirlik verilmesi geregi ifade edilmistir. Ayrica,
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ortadgretim alan o6gretmenlikleriyle ilgili lisans programlarinin fakilteler arasinda farkhlklar gosterdigi
belirtilmistir. Programlarin Ogretmenlik Meslegi Genel Yeterlikleri ve Ogretmen Stratejisi, 10. Kalkinma Plani,
MEB 2015-2019 Stratejik Plani, Tiirkiye Yiksekdgretim Yeterlikler Cercevesi (TYG), Ogretmen Yetistirme ve
Egitim Bilimleri Alan Yeterlikleri gibi resmi belgelerle uyum saglanmasinin 6nemine vurgu yapilmigtir. Egitim
fakiltelerinde kalite ve akreditasyon c¢alismalarinin yeniden baslatiimasi, Avrupa yilksekogretim alaninda
Bologna siirecine uyum ve diinyadaki gelismelere paralel olarak ortak ¢ekirdek programlar olusturulmasina
gereksinim duyuldugu ifade edilmistir. icerigi benzer olup farkl isimlerle farkli &gretmen yetistirme
programlarinda yer alan se¢meli derslerin ortak bir se¢meli ders havuzunda toplanmasinin, programlardan
mezun olacak 6gretmen adaylarinin ¢ok yonli rol model olmasinin ve arastirmaci 6gretmen niteligi kazanmis
olarak mezun olmasinin hedeflenmesi 2018 programlarinin giincellenme gerekgeleri olarak gosterilmistir (YOK,
2018).

Glincellenen 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin, program gelistirme komisyonlarinin olusturulmasi,
alan taramasi yapilmasi ve program glincelleme sireci olmak lizere (¢ asamada hazirlandigi ifade edilmistir.
Program gelistirme siirecinde her lisans programi igin li¢c-bes tGyeden olusan komisyonlar (Egitim Programlari ve
Ogretim-Alan egitimcisi mutlaka olacak sekilde) olusturuldugu ifade edilmistir. Ogretmenlik Meslek Bilgisi ve
Genel Kultur Dersleri igin ayri komisyonlar olusturuldugu belirtilmistir. Komisyonlarin, mezunlar, veliler, okul
midiirleri, 6gretmenler ve 6gretim elemanlariyla gérismeler yaptigi ifade edilmistir. Tirkiye Yiksekogretim
Yeterlilikler Cercevesi, Ogretmen Yetistirme ve Egitim Bilimleri Alan Yeterlikleri ve MEB Ogretmenlik Meslegi
Yeterliklerinin incelendigi vurgulanmistir. 2018 Ogretmen Yetistirme Lisans Programlarindaki derslerin adi,
icerigi, haftalik saati ve kredisi (yerel kredi ve AKTS) giincellenmistir. Oncelikle 2006 &gretmen vyetistirme
programlarindan cikarilmasi, birlestiriimesi ve eklenmesi gereken derslerin belirlendigi, daha sonra yeni
programlarda yer alacak derslerin adi, igerigi, haftalik ders saati ve kredisinin (yerel kredi ve AKTS) glincellendigi
belirtilmistir. Hazirlanan taslak programlara iliskin MEB’ten gériis alinmistir. Daha sonra, Ogretmen Yetistirme
Calisma Grubuna sunulmus ve Yiiksekégretim kurulu (YOK) tarafindan onaylanmistir. Egitimin paydaglari ile
Tirkiye'nin cesitli bolgelerinde programlarin glincellenmesi slrecinde calistaylar ve toplantilar yapildigi
belirtilmistir. YOK’e (2018) gére, 2018 lisans programlarinin getirdigi yenilikler su sekilde 6zetlenebilir:
Programlarda 6gretmenlik meslek bilgisi %30-35; genel kiltir %15-20 ve alan egitimi %45-50 oraninda yer
almistir.  Ogretmen vyetistirme programlari arasinda ¢ekirdek program olusturulmustur. Tim lisans
programlarinda 6gretmenlik meslegiyle ilgili dersler, yeniden diizenlenmistir. Egitim Bilimine Giris, Bilimsel
Arastirma Yéntemleri gibi derslerin adlari degistirilmis, “Sinif Yonetimi”, “Ogretim ilke ve Yéntemleri”, “Egitim
Psikolojisi”, gibi derslerinin adlari ayni kalmis ancak haftalik ders saatleri azaltilmistir. Okul deneyimi dersi
programlardan cikarilarak, Ogretmenlik Uygulamasi Dersi | ve Il olarak iki ddneme uzatilmistir. Programlara
“Egitim Sosyolojisi”, “Turk Egitim Tarihi”, “Egitim Felsefesi” dersleri, lisans programlarinin tamaminda ortak
meslek dersleri olarak yer almistir. Programlardaki se¢meli derslere ek olarak, meslek bilgisi ve alan egitimi
secmeli ders havuzuna 6grencilerin ilgi, istek ve gereksinimleri dogrultusunda YOK’ten onay alinarak en fazla
alti ders, genel kiiltiir segmeli derslerine ise Universite senato karariyla dersler eklenebilecegi belirtilmistir.
Gincellenen 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlari, 2018-2019 egitim 6gretim yilinda birinci siniflardan
itibaren uygulanmaya baslanmistir.

Egitim programlari, bir toplum igin yetistirilecek bireylerin 6zelliklerinin belirlenmesini saglar. Programlarin
nitelikli olmasi, egitimin nitelikli olmasinin en édnemli kosullarindan biridir. Clnki niteliksiz programlar nitelikli
bir egitim gerceklesmesini saglayamaz (Go6zltok, 2001). Programlarin eksikliklerinin giderilmesi, egitimin
niteligini de artirir. Egitim programlarinin daha etkili hale getirilmesi icin programlarin degerlendirilmesi gerekir
(Erden,1998). Program degerlendirme, “tasarlanan ve uygulanan bir egitim programinin etkililigi hakkindaki
bilgilerin toplandigi, analiz edilip yorumlandigi ve sonugta programin sirdirilmesi, gelistiriimesi ya da
sonlandiriimasi kararinin alindigi bir stire¢” (Saglam & Yiksel, 2007, p. 176) olarak tanimlamaktadir. Program
degerlendirmede, programin amaglarina, icerigin 6grenci diizeyine uygunluguna, 6gretim yontem, teknik ve
materyallerin dogru secilip secilmedigine, belirlenen amaglara ne derece ulasildigina bakilir (Saylor &
Alexander, 1974). Program degerlendirmede, programin devami, gézden gegcirilip gelistirilmesi ya da bitirilip
yerine yeni bir programin gelistirilmesi s6z konusu olabilir (Ornstein & Hunkins, 2004).

Programlarin degerlendirilmesinde programlari uygulayanlarin gorislerinin  bilinmesi, programlarin
planlandigi sekilde hayata gecirilmesi icin 6nemlidir. Uygulayicilar olarak 6gretim (yelerinin goruslerinin
alinmasi programlarin kabul gérmesi ve planlandigl sekilde uygulanmasi ve basariya ulasmasi agisindan
dnemlidir. Tanitim dokiimaninda YOK baskaninin “YOK olarak bizlerin bu diisiincelerini, dgretmen egitiminde
rol alan 6gretim elemanlarinin ve bu sirecgte okullarda rehberlik yapacak 6gretmenlerimizin, okul ve sinif
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ortamlarina tasiyarak hayata gecirecegini imit ediyorum.” ifadesi 6gretim elemanlarinin Gstlendigi s6zi edilen
kilit rol agikga gostermektedir.

2018-2019 egitim 6gretim yilinda uygulanmaya baslanan programlarin 6gretim Uyelerinin bakis agilariyla ve
deneyimleriyle degerlendirilmesinin yararli olacagi duslinilmektedir. Elde edilen sonuglarin programlarin
yeniden glincellenmesi siirecinde yararli olacagi 6ngoriilmektedir. Bu nedenle arastirmada 2018 6gretmen
yetistirme lisans programlarinin degerlendirilmesi amaglanmistir. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda asagidaki sorulara
yanit aranmigtir.

Ogretim Uyelerinin;
1. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin gelistirme siirecine iliskin gérisleri nelerdir?
2. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarindaki degisikliklere iliskin gérusleri nelerdir?

3. 2018 ogretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeye katkilarina iligkin
gorusleri nelerdir?

4. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarindaki 6gretmenlik uygulamalarina iliskin gorusleri nelerdir?
Yontem
Aragtirma Deseni

Bu arastirmada, nitel arastirma desenlerinden temel yorumlayici desen kullaniimistir (Merriam, 2013). Bu
desende, katilimcilarin deneyimleri, arastirilan konuya ya da siirece iliskin algilari, diinya ile etkilesirken
yasadiklari deneyimleri anlamlandiriimaya c¢alisilir. Baska bir deyisle, katihmcilarin arastirma sirecine iligkin
olusturduklari anlam ve yansimalar dikkate alinir. Temel yorumlayici desendeki arastirma siirecinde amag veri
kaynagi olan katilimcinin bir durum ya da olayi nasil anlamlandirdiginin belirlenmesidir (Altheide & Johnson,
2011). Bu calismada temel yorumlayici nitel arastirma deseni, 2018-2019 egitim Ogretim yilindan itibaren
egitim fakiltelerinde uygulanmaya baslanan 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarini 6gretim tyelerinin bakis
acilari ve deneyimlerine dayali olarak yenilenen programlarin degerlendirilmesi amaclandigindan tercih
edilmistir. Boylece 6gretim Uyelerinin programlara iliskin deneyimleri dogrultusunda 2018 6gretmen yetistirme
lisans programlarina yonelik gorislerinin derinlemesine incelenmesi ve bu baglamda olusturduklari anlam ve
yorumlamalarinin ayrintili bir bicimde betimlenmesi s6z konusu olmustur.

Calisma Grubu

Arastirmanin katihmcilarini Tarkiye’'nin bati bélgesinde yer alan bir Gniversitenin egitim fakiiltesinde calisan
ogretim Uyeleri olusturmustur. Katiimcilar arasinda fen bilgisi, okul 6ncesi, sinif, 6zel egitim bilgisayar ve
dgretim teknolojileri, matematik, Tiirkge, sosyal bilgiler, miizik, resim is, ingilizce egitimi, Almanca ile rehberlik
ve psikolojik danismanlik, egitim programlari ve 0Ogretim, egitim ydnetimi anabilim dallarinda calisan ve
arastirmaya katilmaya goniilli olan 32 6gretim Uyesi yer almistir. Ogretim dyelerinin seciminde amagh
ornekleme yontemlerinden maksimum gesitlilik 6rnekleme kullanilmistir. Her bélimden farkli mesleki
kidemlerden (3 ile 25 yil), farkh akademik unvanlardan 6gretim Uyelerinin ¢alisma grubunda yer almasina dikkat
edilmistir. Sonug olarak ¢alisma grubunu olusturan 6gretim Uyelerinin 12’si doktor 6gretim tyesi, 10'u dogent
ve 10'u profesor iken, 18’i erkek 14’G kadindir.

Veri Toplama Yontemi ve Araci

Egitim fakultesindeki ©6gretim Uyelerinin glincellenen 6gretmen egitimi lisans programlarina iliskin
gorislerinin belirlenmesi igin yari yapilandirilmig gérisme formu hazirlanmistir. Gériisme sorulari, 6gretim
tUyelerinin giincellenen programlara iliskin goruslerinin belirlenmesi, programlarin kendileri igin anlamini ve
onceki deneyimlerinden hareketle yeni programlara iliskin derinlemesine bilgi edinilmesi ve bu bilginin
anlamlandirilmasi i¢in hazirlanmistir. Arastirmanin amaglari dogrultusunda bir soru havuzu olusturulmus ve bu
havuzdan sorular secilerek gériisme formu olusturulmustur. Bu form igin uzman goérusi alinmis ve uzmanlarin
gorisleri dogrultusunda form vyeniden diizenlenmistir. Dizenlenen gorisme formu (¢ Ogretim Uyesine
uygulanarak deneme uygulamasi yapiimistir. Bu uygulamanin ardindan veri toplama araci son seklini almistir.
Gorisme formunun son halinde bes soruya yer verilmistir. Sorulara 6rnek olarak, 2018 6gretmen yetistirme
programlarinin hazirlanma sirecine iliskin gorisleriniz nelerdir? ve 2018 Ogretmen yetistirme lisans
programlarindaki degisikliklere iliskin gorisleriniz nelerdir? verilebilir.
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Veri Toplama Siireci

Verilerin toplanmasi igin arastirmanin yapilacagi fakiltenin dekanligindan izin alinmistir. Ardindan, egitim
fakiltesinde goérisme sireci baslatilmistir. Arastirmacilar, gorilisilmesi planlanan &gretim (Uyelerine
arastirmanin amaci ve kapsami hakkinda bilgi vermistir. Arastirma igin gonilli olup olmadiklari sorulmustur.
Gorusmeyi kabul eden 6gretim lyeleri ile gériismenin yapilacagi tarih ve saat belirlenmistir. Ardindan 6gretim
tyeleri ile goriismeler gergeklestirilmistir. Goriismeden 6nce katimcilardan ses kaydi igin izin alinmistir.
Gorusmeler kendilerini rahat bir bicimde ifade edebilmeleri igin 6gretim yelerinin odalarinda yapilmistir ve 20
ile 30 dakika arasinda slirmistir. Gorismeler ses kayit cihaziyla kayit altina alinmistir. Ses kayitlari, 6gretim
Uyelerine verilen kodlarla bilgisayar ortamina aktariimistir. Ses kayitlari ve desifreler sifreli bir bilgisayardaki
sifreli bir dosyada saklanmaktadir.

Verilerin Analizi

Gériisme kayitlar, katiimcilarin gérislerine bagh kalinarak ¢dziimlenmistir. Ogretim Uyeleri ile yapilan
gorismelerden elde edilen veriler timevarimsal icerik analizine dayali olarak ¢éziimlenmistir. Ses kayit cihazi ile
kaydedilen veriler desifre edilerek bilgisayar ortamina aktarilmis, ardindan birkag¢ kez okunmus ve iki déngide
kodlanmistir. Birinci dongtide verilere, acik ve in-vivo kodlama, ikinci donglde ise, eksen kodlamasi yapiimistir.
Daha sonra, belirlenen temalar altindaki kodlarin birbirleriyle iliskileri agiklanarak yorumlanmis, dogrudan
alintilara yer verilerek neden sonug iliskileri irdelenmeye galisiimistir.

Gegerlik ve Giivenirlik Calismalari

Arastirmanin inanihrhgi, aktanlabilirligi, teyit edilebilirligi ve tutarligi icin uzman incelemesi, ayrintili
betimleme, ¢alisma grubunun olusturulmasi ve sonuglarin teyit ettirilmesi stratejileri kullaniimistir (LeCompte &
Goetz, 1982; Linkoln & Guba, 1985; Patton, 2014; Tedlie & Tashakkori, 2009). Arastirma kapsaminda nitel
arastirma yontemleri konusunda uzman bir arastirmaci ile toplanti yapilmis ve arastirma siirecine iliskin bilgiler
verilmistir. Arastirma sonuglari da uzmanla paylasilarak arastirmacilarin yaklasim ve disinme bigimlerinin
gecerligi uzmanla birlikte degerlendirilmistir. Arastirmanin aktarilabilirliginin saglanmasi igin ayrintili betimleme
kullanilmistir (Lincoln & Guba, 1985; Meriam, 2013; Teddlie & Tashakkori, 2009; Yildirrm & Simsek, 2013).
Katilimcilarin segilme siireci ve 6zellikleri, verilerin toplanmasi, analizi ve arastirmacinin roli arastirmanin
yontem boéliimiinde ayrintih olarak agiklanarak aktarilabilirlik saglanmistir. Bunun yani sira, gériisme yapilacak
bireylerin seciminde cesitlilik saglanmasi icin her anabilim dalindan farkli kidem ve unvanda 6gretim Gyesi ile
gorustlmustir. Ayrica, arastirmadaki bulgular yorum yapilmaksizin sunulmus ve temalar dogrudan alintilarla
desteklenmistir. Tutarlilik icin verilerin analizi stirecinde nitel arastirma ve 6gretmen egitimi konusunda uzman
baska bir arastirmacidan yardim alinmis ve sonuglar teyit ettirilmistir. Bu ¢ercevede uzmandan her bir veri
metnine iliskin olusturulan temalarin ve alt temalarin uygunlugu konusunda goéris bildirmesi istenmistir. Gorils
ayriligi olan temalar ve kodlar lizerinde tartisilarak uzlasma saglanmistir.

Arastirmacilarin Rolii

Calismayi ydraten arastirmacilar egitim fakiltesinde wuzun bir slredir O6gretim elemani olarak
calismaktadirlar. Her iki arastirmacinin da Ogretmen egitimi ve nitel arastirma konusunda calismalari
bulunmaktadir. Dolayisiyla arastirma konusu ve nitel arastirmalar konusunda deneyimli olduklari séylenebilir.
Ogretmen egitimi programlarinin giincellenmesi ve fakiiltelere duyurulmasinin ardindan ¢alismanin
hazirliklarina baglanmistir. Once calismanin cercevesi belirlenmis, ardindan ilgili alanyazin incelenmis, veri
toplama araci hazirlanmistir. Gorlisme sorularinin hazirlanmasindan arastirmanin raporlanmasina kadar gegen
siireg, nitel arastirma konusunda uzman arastirmacilar tarafindan gergeklestirilmistir.

Bulgular

2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin degerlendirildigi bu arastirmada, bulgular arastirma sorulari
dogrultusunda, 6gretim Uyelerinin 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin hazirlanma (gelistirilme) sureci,
nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeye katkisi, getirdigi yenilikler ve okul uygulamalari ile ilgili gortsleri basliklari altinda
toplanmistir. Gériislerin ayrintilari tablolar halinde asagida verilmistir. Ogretim Gyelerinin dgretmen yetistirme
lisans programlarinin hazirlanmasina iliskin gorisleri Tablo 1'de verilmektedir.

Tablo 1'de Ogretim Uyelerinin 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin hazirlanisina iliskin gorusleri
yer almaktadir. Gorisler, program gelistirme siirecine, program gelistirme siirecindeki komisyonlara ve YOK’e
iliskin elestiriler ile program hazirlama sirecine iliskin 6nerileri kapsamaktadir.
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Tablo 1
2018 Ogretmen Yetistirme Lisans Programlarinin Hazirlanmasina liskin Gériisler

Temalar/Kodlar f

Programin Hazirlanmasina iliskin Goriisler 75
Program Gelistirme Siirecine iliskin Genel Gériisler 14
Programlarin tam olarak program gelistirme slrecine gére hazirlanmamasi 4
Programlarin 6gretmen yetistirme siirecinin gereksinimlere gore gelistiriimemesi
Program gelistirme ¢alismalarinin planh yapilmamasi
Program gelistirme siirecinin merkezi olarak yiritilmesi
Program Gelistirme Siirecinde Komisyonlara iliskin Goriisler
Komisyonlara davetlerde seffaflik olamamasi
Komisyonlarda alinan kararlarin programa yansimamasi
Bazi komisyon Uyelerinin sempozyuma ¢agiriimamasi
Komisyonda alinan kararlarin sempozyumda degistirilmesi
Komisyonda alinan kararlarin ¢ogulcu olmamasi
Komisyonda egitim bilimcilerin goruslerin ¢cok dikkate alinmamasi
Alan egitimcilerin sayisinin fazla olmasi
Alan egitimcilerinin gorislerinin baskin olarak yansimasi
Alan egitimcilerinin degisime direngli olmasi
Program Gelistirme Siirecinde YOK’e iliskin Gériigler
Egitim fakiltelerine akademik 6zerklik saglamamasi
Tek tip 6gretmen yetistirmeye odaklaniimasi
Merkezi olarak 6gretmen yetistirmeye odaklanmasi
YOK’iin éngordiigii iceriklerin yazilmasi
YOK’lin paydaslardan kapsaml gériis almamasi
Paydaslardan toplanan gorislerin programlara yansimamasi
Ogretmen yetistirmede ekollesmenin dikkate alinmamasi
Programlarin merkezi olarak yapilmasinin islevsel olmamasi
Program Hazirlama Siirecine iliskin Oneriler
Universitelerde taslak programlar hazirlanmali
Egitim fakultelerinin kendi degisikliklerini yapmasi saglanmall
Calistaylarda paydaslarin gorusleri alinmali
Programlarin pilot uygulamalari yapilarak degerlendirilmeli
Programlarin eksikleri belirlenerek program gelistirme siirecine veri saglanmall
Universitelerde program gelistirme uzmani olmali ve programlarin uygulamasini denetlemeli
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Ogretim Uyelerinin 6gretmen vyetistirme lisans programlarinin hazirlanma siirecine iliskin gériislerinin
genelde olumsuz oldugu gorilmektedir. Ogretim Uyeleri, programlarin tam olarak program gelistirme siirecine
(f=4) ve alanin gereksinimlerine gore hazirlanmadigini (f=4) belirtmislerdir. Program gelistirme surecindeki
galismalarin planh yapilmamasini (f=3) ve programlarin merkezi olarak hazirlanmasini (f=3) elestirmislerdir.
Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alintilar asagida verilmistir.

K8: Program gelistirme anlayisi ilkemizde tam olarak oturmadi. (Programlar) Program gelistirme
mantigiyla hazirlansaydi, okuldaki yasanan sorunlar (programlarda) daha iyi ortaya ¢ikardi.

K11: YOK lisans programlarini merkezi olarak giincelledi ama biz iki ay ne yaptik? Yine onlarin direttigi
derslere icerik yazdik.

K9: Gergekten gorisler alinmis olsa... Belki kafalarindaki merkeziyetteki goriisi onaylamak igin
yapiliyor, o da (programa) yansimiyor. Ben daha 6nceki programlara da goérus bildirdim, cok da
yansimadi programlara.

K2: Alanin duayeni dedigimiz (ic ya da dort tane hocasi var. Alana dnderlik eden ve bu hocalarin da
higbirisi yoktu bu programin igerisinde.

Farkli program komisyonlarinda yer alan 6gretim (yeleri, komisyonlarda goérislerinin yeterince dikkate
alinmadigini belirtmislerdir. Ogretim lyeleri, program komisyonlarina davetlerde seffaflik olmadigini (f=7),
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komisyonda alinan kararlarin programa yansimadigini (f=6), bazi komisyon dyelerinin daha sonraki bazi
toplantilara ¢agirnlmadigini (f=5)komisyonlarda alinan kararlardan bazilarinin daha sonra yapilan sempozyumda
degistirildigini (f=4) belirtmislerdir. Bunun yani sira komisyonlarda alinan kararlarin gogulcu olmadigini f=3) ve
egitim bilimcilerin gérislerinin dikkate alinmadigini (f=3) ifade etmislerdir. Bunun nedeni olarak komisyondaki
alan egitimcilerinin sayisinin fazla olmasi, bunlarin gorislerinin baskin olarak programlara yansimasi, alan
egitimcilerinin degisime direngli olmalari ve alanlarina sahip ¢ikmak igin ¢ok kati olmalari gosterilmistir.
Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alintilar asagida verilmistir.

K9: Eskisehir'deki sempozyumda ya bir yerden tepki geldi ya da bilmiyorum YOK'te ne oldu. O program
icin bir degisiklik oldu. Bizim dislindigumiiz o ilk komisyondakinden farkli sonuglar oldu.

K8: Soylenenler farkli ¢ikiyor, oradaki fikirler yansimiyor. Birde oraya ¢agirilanlar neye gore gagiriliyor,
o da belli degil.

K11: Cogunlugun soyledigi daha ¢ok dikkate alindigi icin benim sdylemlerim geri planda kaldi.
K5: Bazi derslerle ilgili gorus bildirtmistik 6zellikle. Onlarla ilgili herhangi bir degisiklik yapilmadi.

K11: Dinlemek istemedikleri (alan egitimcileri) de gayet acik ve netti. Onlara goére, 6zellikle lisans
programlarinda alan dersleri dizenli bir sekilde olsun, meslek bilgisi, egitim bilimleri dersleri de bir
yerlerde olsun algisi vardi. O yiizden (goruslerimin) dikkate alindigini pek diisinmiyorum.

Ogretim (yeleri, programlarin YOK tarafindan hazirlamasina yénelik elestirilerde de bulunmuslardr.
Programlarin merkezi olarak hazirlanmasi ile egitim fakultelerine 6zerklik saglanamadigini (f=7), bu durumun
tek tip 6gretmen yetistirilmesine neden oldugunu (f=5) ve merkezi 6gretmen yetistirmeye odaklanildigini (f=4)
belirtmislerdir. Programlara YOK'iin 6ngdrdiugi igeriklerin yazildigini (f=3), paydaslardan kapsamli goriis
alinmadigini (f=2), alinan gorislerin de programlara yansitilmadigini (f=1), bu durumun 6gretmen yetistirmede
ekollesmenin dikkate alinmamasina neden oldugunu (f=1) ve 6gretmen yetistirmede 6zerkligin saglanmadigini
ifade etmisledir. Bu sekilde hazirlanan bir programin islevsel olamayacagini (f=1) vurgulamiglardir. Bulgulara
iliskin dogrudan alintilar agagida verilmistir.

K7: Tek tip... Onu demek istiyorum, tek bir gercevede... Bu da islemiyor tabii ki her anabilim dalinda
dedigim gibi beklenti baska, profil baska, ilgili alanin gerektirdikleri baska oldugu igin tek tip ne kadar
¢6zUm olacak? Olmayacak...

K11: Ogretmen yetistirme lisans programi YOK tarafindan merkezi olarak degistirildi. ilk toplantida bir
kisi de olsam s6z hakkina sahiptim, Ama ikinci ... toplantidan haberdar bile edilmedim.

K17: Merkezden cerceve olarak gelmesi tabi ki isi daha da zorlastiriyor. islevselligini azaltiyor. Yereli
temel alarak distinmek ya da verilen gorusleri géz dniinde bulundurup iyilestirme yapilsaydi daha ¢ok
Ogrenciye hitap eden, daha islevsel ve etkili (program) olacakti.

Ogretim Uyeleri program hazirlama siirecindeki sorunlarin ¢dziilmesine yénelik énerilerde bulunmuslardir.
Universitelerin de taslak programlar hazirlamasini (f=1), fakiltelerin kendi degisikliklerini daha fazla yapmasini
(f=1), calistaylarda paydaslarin gorislerinin genis kapsamli olarak alinmasini (f=1), programlarin pilot
uygulamalari yapilarak degerlendirilmesini (f=1), eksiklerin belirlenerek program gelistirme siirecine veri
saglanmasini (f=1) ve Universitelerde program gelistirme uzmani olmasini ve programlarin uygulanisinin
denetlenmesini (f=1) 6nermislerdir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alintilar asagida verilmistir.

K8: Merkezilesmeden c¢ok, okullarda, mesela (niversitelerde, boliimlerde bir taslak olusturulup o
taslagin, Giniversitelere génderilmesi ve sonra YOK'e kadar giden toplantilar yapiimahdir.

K25: Mutlaka gorislerin alinarak, en alttan baslayarak tste gitmesi gerekiyor.

K16: Once tniversitelerden programla ilgili degerlendirmeler alinip eksikleri belirlenmelidir. Sorunlar
her (Universiteden gelen gorisler dogrultusunda, sorunlarin (zerinden tartisihip kurultaylarda
tartisiimalidir. Bir de arastirma sonuclari ve yapilan g¢alismalar, 6grencilerden de goriis alinip,
6gretmenlerden ve o ¢ikan goruslerin de oraya yansitildigi bir stire¢ daha saglkli olur. Biz programi
hemen uyguluyoruz, bir daha yillarca degerlendirmiyoruz. 10-20 yil sonra degerlendiriyoruz. Oysa
programi uygulayip eksik gorilenleri yeniden diizenlememiz gerekir.
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Ogretim Uyelerinin 2018 &gretmen vyetistirme lisans programlarindaki degisikliklere iliskin gériisleri Tablo
2’de verilmistir.

Tablo 2
Ogretmen Yetistirme Lisans Programlarindaki Degisikliklere iliskin Goriisler
Temalar/Kodlar f
igerige iliskin Genel Goriigler 75
Ders siirelerinin azaltilmasi 20
Ders saati ve uygulama saati uyumsuzlugu 16
Ders sayisinin fazla olmasi 15
Der igeriklerinin genelde ayni kalmasi 14
Bazi derslerin birbirinin tekrari olmasi 9
Egitim sosyolojisi ve egitim felsefesi derslerinin konulmasinin faydali bulunmasi 1
Segmeli derslere iliskin Goriigler 35
Secmeli Derslere iliskin Olumlu Gériisler 17
Se¢meli derslerin sayisinin artmasi 10
Se¢meli derslerin coklugunun 6zglirlikeu bir yaklasim olmasi 7
Se¢meli Dersler i¢in Olumsuz Goriisler 17
Seg¢meli dersler igin 6gretim elamani sayisinin yeterli olmamasi 5
Secmeli derslerin agiimasi icin YOK onayinin sinirlandirici olmasi 4
Seg¢meli derslerin hangi alan uzmanlari tarafindan verilecegi sorunu 3
Gergeklerle uyusmayan uygulamalar 2
Farkh bir se¢meli ders 6nermenin sinirlandiriimis olmasi 1
Derslerdeki uygulamalarin azaltilmasi 1
Bazi derslerin sadece adinin degismesi 1
Alan, Meslek ve Genel Kiiltiir Derslerinin Uyumu 39
Alan Bilgisi Derslerine iliskin Gériisler 16
Alan bilgisi derslerinin yogun olmasi (Egitim bilimcilere gére) 6
Alan bilgisi temel derslerinin kaldiriimasi 5
Alan secmeli ders énerileri icin YOK onayinin alinmasi 4
Alan bilgisi derslerinin ihtiyaca gore belirlenmemesi 1
Meslek Bilgisi Derslerine iliskin Goriisler 17
Meslek bilgisi derslerinin uygulama saatlerinin azaltilmasi 7
Meslek bilgisi derslerinin yogun olmasi (Alan egitimcilerine gore) 5
Ek mesleki segmeli dersler icin YOK onay! 5
Alan, Meslek ve Genel Kiiltiir Derslerinin Dengeli olmasi 5
Genel Kiiltiir Derslerinin Azaltilmasi 1
icerige iligkin Oneriler 33
icerik 6grencilerin gereksinimlere gére belirlenmeli 7
Zorunlu se¢meli dersler olmamali 5
Laboratuvar dersleri yeniden agilmali 4
Teorik derslere uygulama saatleri eklenmeli 4
Alana uyarlanabilen dersler olmall 3
Dersler ise vuruk olmali 3
Alan dersleri arttirilmal 2
Ogretim elemanina gére ders agilmamali 2
Fakiltenin bulundugu boélgenin ozellikleri de dikkate alinmali 1
Ogrenci gereksinimine gére ders secebilmeli 1
Dersleri dersin igerigi hakkinda uzman 6gretim elemanlari vermeli 1

Tablo 2 incelendiginde 6gretim Uyelerinin 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarindaki degisikliklere
iliskin gorisleri yer almaktadir. Bunlar, icerige, se¢cmeli derslere, alan, meslek ve genel kiltir derslerinin
uyumuna ve icerige iliskin dneriler ile ilgilidir. Ogretim Uyeleri, programlardaki ders siirelerinin azaltiimasini
(f=20), ders saati uygulama saati uyumsuzlugunu (f=16), ders sayisinin fazla olmasini (f=15), icerigin genelde
ayni kalmasini (f=14), bazi derslerin birbirinin tekrari olmasini (f=9), farkli bir secmeli ders 6nermenin
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sinirlandirimis olmasini (f=1) elestirmisleridir. Buna karsin programlara zorunlu egitim sosyolojisi ve egitim
felsefesi derslerinin konulmasini (f=1) olumlu bir gelisme olarak degerlendirmislerdir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan
alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

K11: ilk ders 10 dakika ya da 15 dakika ders yapabiliyorsun. ikinci ders ¢ocuklar geldi, gitti, hop ders
bitti, hadi giile gile... Dort saatlik ders bence uygulamayla beraber devam ettiginde cok glizel ve keyifli
gecen bir dersti.

K2: Bizde ders saati diisirilmemis ama (i¢ saat olarak kalmis. Bizim beklentimiz bunun artmasiydi.

K10: Kendi anabilim dalim igin sdyleyecek olursam igerigin doldurulmasi ¢ok zor. Ders sayisinin
duslrilmesi bazi derslerde iyi, bazi derslerde iyi degil. Mesela benim verdigim bir ders haftada Ug
saatten iki saate duslrilmis, onu miimkin degil bitiremem. Derslerin ¢ogu birbirinin tekrari...

K22: Bazi anabilim dallarinda problem yok ama bizim anabilim dalinda fazla ders yiiki var.

K2: Birlestirilmis siniflarda 6gretim dersi zorunlu dersimizdi. Bu ders zorunluluktan ¢ikartiimis.
Bakanhgin éngérdiigii seyler olabilir ya da YOK'iin 6ngérdiigii seyler olabilir ama Tiirkiye'deki okullarin
%30'u birlestirilmis sinif... 100 okul varsa bunun 30 tanesi birlestirilmis...

K4: Egitim sosyolojisi ve egitim felsefesi derslerinin programa konulmasi ¢ok giizel olmus. Ogrencilerin
bunlari bilmesi gerekiyor. Olayin teorisini, altyapisini, toplumsal baglamini ¢ok iyi 6grenmesi
gerekiyordu.

Ogretim Uyeleri, programlardaki se¢gmeli derslerin sayisinin artmasini (f=10) ve se¢cmeli derslerin sayisinin
¢ok olmasini 6zgtirliik¢t bir yaklasim (f=7) olarak degerlendirmislerdir. Buna karsin segmeli dersler igin 6gretim
elamani sayisinin yeterli olmamasini (f=5), ek mesleki secmeli dersler icin YOK onayi alinmasini (f=4)
sinirlandirici bir yaklasim olarak gérmektedirler. Bazi se¢meli derslerin hangi alan uzmanlari tarafindan
verileceginin belirsiz olmasini (f=3), programlardaki uygulamalarin azaltilmasini (f=1) ve bazi derslerin sadece
adinin degismesini (f=1) olumsuz olarak degerlendirmislerdir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida
verilmistir.

K18: Seg¢melilerin her donem acilmasi ve her dénem g¢ocuklarin istedigi dersleri alabilmesi gibi
ozglirlikcu bir yaklasimla baslanmis, ancak siirecte gayet sinirlamaci bir sekilde devam etmisler.

K6: Secmeli dersler biraz daha o6zgirlikglu bir yapida, istedigimiz donem ders acabiliyoruz ama
istedigimiz dersi de acabilme baglaminda daha 6zglrlikct olmasini talep ederdim.

K7: Se¢meli dersler ¢ok arttirilmis. Farkh bakis agisi, zenginlestirme, yonlendirme igin daha islevsel
gozukiyor.

K1: Her alanda kendine, o alana 6zgii uzman bireylerin sayisinin az olmasi ya da o alanda olup ama o
alanda iyi ¢calismamis olan hocalarin yeterlilik diizeyinin disik olmasi tabii ki burada ilgisiz derslerin
acilabilecegi problemini dogurabilir.

Ogretim lyeleri dgretmenlik alan bilgisi ve meslek bilgisi derslerine iliskin farkli gérislerini dile
getirmislerdir. Egitimbilim alaninda gérev yapan 6gretim lyeleri programlarda alan bilgisine iliskin derslerin
yogun oldugunu (f=6) belirtmislerdir. Alan egitimindeki Ogretim Uyeleri alan bilgisi temel derslerinin
kaldirilmasindan (f=5) rahatsiz olduklarini dile getirmislerdir. Alan se¢meli derslerinin YOK onayina sunulmasinin
zorluk olusturacagini (f=4) belirmislerdir. Alan derslerinin gereksinimlere gore belirlenmemesi (f=1) de diger bir
elestiri konusu olmustur. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

K1: Alan bilgisi... Mesela, fizik, kimya, biyoloji derslerinin saati azaltiimis.

K19: Alan egitiminden bir ders agmak icin YOK'e gdnderip tekrardan gelmesi gerekiyor. Mevcut
derslere siz yeni bir ders 6nermek istiyorsaniz...

K7: Ders sayilarinin da, ders sayi farklarinin da azalmasindan hareketle bence bizim oranimizin daha
fazla olmasini beklerdim diye dislinlirken, su anda tam tersi meslek bilgisinin azaldigini diistinliyorum.

Meslek bilgisi derslerini veren 6gretim lyeleri, meslek bilgisi derslerindeki uygulamalarinin kaldirilmasini ya
da azaltilmasini (f=7) dogru bulmadiklarini belirtmislerdir. Alan egitiminde ders veren 6gretim Uyeleri meslek
bilgisi derslerinin yogun oldugunu(f=5) dile getirmislerdir. Ogretim lyeleri meslek bilgisi secmeli derslerinin YOK
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onayina sunulmasinin sorun (f=5) olabilecegini diisinmektedirler. Bu gorislerin yaninda alan, meslek ve genel
kaltur derslerinin dengeli (f=5) oldugunu, genel kiltlr derslerinin azaltilmasi (f=1) gerektigini belirten 6gretim
Uyesi de bulunmaktadir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

K2: Meslek bilgisi ve alan bilgisi derslerini YOK zorunlu gibi koymus. Su, su, su dersleri acacaksiniz diye
koymus. Bunun disinda ekstra ders 6nerecekseniz en son biz karar veririz. O slire¢ bayagl uzun bir
siirec... Onceden senato karariyla hemen o dersi programimiza ekleyebiliyorduk.

K6: Bizde drama dersi var. Drama dersi 6nceden iki saat teorik, iki saat uygulamaydi. Simdi iki saat
teorik...

K21: Bizim oncelikle okudugumuz kitaplarda bahsedildigi gibi %50 alan, %25 genel kiltiir, %25 meslek
bilgisi olmasi gerektigi... Mesela bir sinif 6gretmeni, ideal bir sinif 6gretmeni yetismesi i¢in boyle olmasi
gerektigi vurgulanirdi. Bu rakam birbirine yakin bir rakam, su andaki mevcut rakam yakin...

K8: Genel kiiltur dersleri biraz daha azaltilmis. Ben 6gretmenlikte genel kiiltliriin olmasinin gerektigini
diisiniyorum. Genel kiltlre yeterince sahip olmayan bir 6gretmen basarili olamaz.

Ogretim Uyeleri programlarin icerigine iliskin &nerilerde bulunmuslardir. Ogretim Uyelerine gore, igerik
ogrencilerin gereksinimlere gére belirlenmeli (f=7), programlarda zorunlu se¢meli dersler (f=5) olmamaldir.
Laboratuvar dersleri yeniden agilmal (f=4), teorik derslere uygulama saatleri eklenmelidir (f=4). Dersler, alana
uyarlanabilen (f=3) ise vuruk dersler (f=3) olmalidir. Alan derslerinin sayisi arttirilmali (f=2) ve o6gretim
elamanlarina gore dersler (f=2) agilmamalidir. Dersler egitim fakiltelerinin bulundugu bdlgenin 6zellikleri de
dikkate alinarak (f=1) belirlenmelidir. Ogrenciler gereksinimine gére ders secebilmeli (f=1) ve dersleri, dersin
icerigi hakkinda uzman 6gretim elemanlari vermeli (f=1). Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida
verilmistir.

K8: Gelecek agisindan oOgretmenler icin ihtiyaci ne? Bu ihtiya¢ yeterince karsilaniyor mu?
Karsilanmiyorsa nerede sorun var? O acidan bakilmasi gerekir.

K32: Se¢meli ders mantiginda anabilim dalindaki hocanin zenginliginin yansitmasi gerekirken zorunlu
secmeli mantigiyla segmelilerimiz var.

K29: Programlarin en eksik yanlarindan birisi uygulamalarin azaltiimasidir. Derslerin uygulamadan ¢ok
teoriye donustirilmesinin olumsuz bir etkisi olacagini dislintiyorum.

K1: Alan bilgisindeki fizik, kimya, biyolojinin ders saatlerinin arttiriimasi ve bu konuyla ilgili farkli
derslerin agilmasi...

K17: Bu programlari gelistirilirken onlar etkili olabilir. Farkliliklari program gelistirme uzmani o bolgenin
ihtiyaclarina gére dersler koydurabilir. O bdlgenin ihtiyaglarini dikkate alarak programlar farkhlasabilir.

Ogretim (yelerinin 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinin nitelikli gretmen yetistirmeye katkisina iliskin
gorusleri Tablo 3’te verilmistir. Tablo 3 incelendiginde 06gretim Uyelerinde, 6gretmen yetistirme lisans
programlarinin nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeye katki saglamayacagina yoénelik gorislerinin  oldugu
anlasilmaktadir. Bunun nedeni olarak programlardaki ders saatlerinin azaltilmasini (f=12), derslerdeki
uygulamalarin kaldiriimasini ya da azaltiimasini (f=9), sadece teorik derslerin artmasini (f=7), okul deneyimi
dersinin kaldirilmasini (f=7), alanin gereksinimlerinin dikkate alinmadan programlarin hazirlanmasini (f=6) ve
o0gretmenlik uygulamasinin arttirlmamasini (f=2) gostermislerdir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnegi
asagida verilmistir.

K8: Nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmekten cok... Biraz énce soyledigim gerekgelerden dolayi... Birincisi
derslerin saatlerinin azaltihp uygulamaya sey yapacak; ikincisi en 6nemlisi uygulama saatlerinin
azaltilmasi, derslerin daha c¢ok teoriye doniisecegini diisinliyorum. Diger bir onemli seyse,
o6gretmenler uygulama icinde 6greniyor, uygulama donemlerinin azaltilmasi, okulla yeterince iletisimin
bulunmamasi... Bunlarin 6gretmen yetistirmenin niteligini daha da azaltacagini diisiiniyorum. Burada
%7'ye distl. Bu duslinllup bilimsel ¢alisma ve alanin ihtiyaglari dikkate alinarak yapilmis bir program
degil. O anlamda da niteligi de daha duslrecek.

Ogretim Uyeleri nitelikli 8gretmen vyetistiriimesi icin 2018 dgretmen yetistirme lisans programlari icin
dnerilerde bulunmuslardir. Ogretim (yelerine gdre, 6gretmenlik uygulamasinin siiresi arttirilmali (f=7),
kapsamli bir ihtiyac analizi yapilmal (f=6) ve daha once yapilmis arastirma sonugclari dikkate alinmahdir (f=5).
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Gelistirilen programlar degerlendirilmeli (f=4), programlari uygulayacak 6gretim elemanlari donanimli (f=4) hale
getirilmelidirler. Uygulama okullari agilmali (f=4), egitim fakultelerinin sayisi azaltilarak merkezi yerlere agiimali,
(f=3). Ogretmen adaylarinin entelektiiel olmasi (f=3) saglanmalidir. Lisans programlarinda sinif mevcutlari
azaltilarak (f=3), siniflarin fiziki yapisi (f=2) ve siniftaki arag geregler (f=1), nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeye uygun
hale getirilmelidir. Ayrica, 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyo kdltlrel gelisimlerini destekleyici ortamlar (f=1)
olmalidir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

Tablo 3

Ogretmen Yetistirme Programlarinin Nitelikli Odretmen Yetistirmeye Katkisina lliskin Gériisler

Temalar/Kodlar f

Programlarin Nitelikli Ogretmen Yetistirmeye Katki Saglamamasi 42
Ders saatlerinin azaltilmasi 12

Derslerdeki uygulama saatlerinin azaltiimasi ya da kaldirilmasi 9

Sadece teorik derslerin artmasi 7

Okul deneyimi dersinin kaldiriimasi 7

Alanin gereksinimlerinin dikkate alinmadan programlarin hazirlanmasi 5

Ogretmenlik uygulamasinin arttirlmamasi 2
Nitelikli Ogretmen Yetistirme Programlari i¢in Oneriler

Ogretmenlik uygulamasi arttiriimali

Programlar giincellenirken ihtiyag analizi yapilmali

Programlar glincellenirken arastirma sonuglarinin dikkate alinmasi

Program degerlendirme ¢alismalari yapilmal

Programlari uygulayacak 6gretim elemanlari donanimli olmali

Uygulama okullari agilmali

Egitim fakulteleri merkezi yerlere agiimali

Entelektlel 6gretmen yetistirmeye donik olmali

Egitim fakiltelerinde sinif mevcutlari azaltilmali

Fiziki mekanlar uygun hale getirilmeli

Arag geregler yeterli olmali

Ogretmen adaylarinin sosyal kiiltiirel gelisimlerini destekleyici ortamlar olmali

S
w

P RPNWWWEAEPRDUON

K4: Cok samimi soyliyorum, (6gretmenlik uygulamasi) her dénem olmasi gerekiyor. Clinkii alan
bambaska bir sey, uygulama bambaska bir sey, her seyi uygulamada 6greniyorsunuz.

K8: Siniftaki 6grenci sayilarinin azaltilmasi gerekiyor. Fiziki mekanlarin daha uygun hale getirilmesi
gerekiyor. 80 kisilik siniflarda uygulamali bir siirecin olmasi ¢ok miimkin degil. Arag, gere¢ ve
donanimin iyi olmasi gerekiyor. Bakiyorsun ¢ogu okullarda (akill tahta) var. Buralarda egitim
fakiltelerinde akilli tahtalar yok. Laboratuvarlarda yeterli araglar yok. Cok fazla sosyal, kiiltiirel ortam
olup dislnebildigi, tartisabildigi, 6zglirce kendini ifade edebildigi bir 6grencilerin sosyal, kultlrel
etkinliklere katilabildigi bir ortam yok. Ogretmen ne kadar donanimli olursa o kadar giizel... Uygulama
okullarinin gercekten olmasi gerekiyor. Her yere egitim fakiltesi agmak degil, daha ¢ok merkezlere
acitlip o 6gretmenlerin operaya da gidebilecegi, tiyatroya da gidebilecegi, sanatsal etkinlikleri de
yapabilecegi, sosyal etkinliklere katilabilecegi, okuyan bir 6gretmen siireci olarak bakiyorum. Bir defa
program iyi olacak. Programi alacagiz ama program tek basina yeterli degil. Ogretim elemanlari da
nitelikli olacak. Hangi derslerden mutlu oluyorlar, hangi dersler daha verimli, hangi dersler niye
verimsiz? Orada diyor, 6gretmenler bu dersler cok alana katki getirmiyor. Neden? Ogretim Uyeleri su
dersleri iste etkili islemiyor, anlatiyor, dersi uygulamali yapmiyor. Arastirma sonuglari dikkate alinsa,
zaten sorunlar gdriiniiyor hangi alanda ders var? Ogrenciler nerede sorun yasiyor? Uygulamayi daha
cok arttirirsak daha basarili olacak.

Ogretim Uyelerinin okul uygulamalarina iliskin gérisleri Tablo 4’te verilmistir. Tablo 4’te okul uygulamalari
kapsaminda 6gretmenlik uygulamasi ve okul deneyimi derslerine iliskin goriisler yer almaktadir. Ogretim
tyeleri, 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin siiresinin yetersiz oldugunu (f=9) belirtmislerdir. is yiiklerinin fazlalig
nedeniyle akademik galismalara zamanlarinin kalmadigini (f=6), okullara gidip gézlem yapamadiklarini (f=3)
ifade etmislerdir. Bu sekilde devam edilmesi halinde 6gretmenlik uygulamasini almak istemeyeceklerini (f=3) ve
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ogretim elemanlarinin 6gretmenlik uygulamasindan uzaklasabileceklerini (f=2) vurgulamislardir. Bulgulara
iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

K7: Bir 6gretim elemaninin akademik calismasi var, dersleri var ve ayni zamanda da staja giden grubu
var. Ben zaman olarak bunlara dort kez vakit ayirdigimda diger islerimle ilgili aksamanin olmamasi
mimkin degil... Ders yukimin de ¢ok oldugunu disiinsek, formil olarak islemiyor.

Tablo 4

Ogretim Uyelerinin Okul Uygulamalarina iliskin Gérisleri

Temalar/Kodlar f
Ogretmenlik Uygulamasina iliskin Goriisler 23

Ogretmenlik uygulamasinin siiresinin yetersiz olmasi 9
Ogretim elemanlarinin is yiikiiniin fazla olmasi 6
is ylikii nedeniyle 6gretim elemanlarinin okullarda gézlem yapamamasi 3
is ylikii nedeniyle 6gretim elemanlarinin 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersini istememesi 3
Uygulama siresinin fazla olmasi 6gretim elemanlarini uygulamadan uzaklastirmasi 2

Okul Deneyimi Dersine iliskin Goriisler 16
Okul deneyimi dersinin 2018 programlarinda yer almamasi

Meslegi tanima 4

Meslege hazirlk 4

Okul Uygulamalarina iligkin Oneriler 32

Okul deneyimi dersinin daha erken dénemlere alinmamasi 10

Ogretmenlik uygulamasinin siiresi arttirilmali 9
Ogretmen yetistirme lisans programlari ii¢ yil teorik, bir yil uygulama olmal 3
Okul uygulamalari dersleri icin 6gretim elemanlarina da (cret verilmeli 3
Ogretim elemanin ders sayisi azaltiimali 3
Fakiltelerde 6grenilenler okullarda uygulanmali 3
Ogretmenlik uygulamalari ciddiye alinmali 1

K8: Birgok 6gretim elemani da okullara gitmedigi icin bircok uygulamayi gézlemlemiyor, bazen disarida
oluyor. Bu olumsuz. Bence de dort defa da gitsin, gidebilir. Bu iyi ama 6gretim elemaninin séyle bir
sikintisi var; birgok dersi var, farkl dersleri var. Sadece iki saatlik uygulama verip sekiz 6grenci igin
gittigini disindigiimiizde sekiz kere dort 32 defa okulda onu izleyecek.

Ogretim lyeleri 8gretmenlik uygulamasi dersi yaninda okul deneyimi dersine iliskin gérisler belirtmislerdir.
Ogretim Uyeleri okul deneyimi dersinin 2018 programlarinda yer almamasini (f=8) elestirmislerdir okul
deneyimi dersinin meslegi tanima (f=4) ve meslege hazirlik (f=4) acisindan 6nemli oldugunu ve kaldiriimamasi
gerektigini belirtmislerdir. Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alinti 6rnekleri asagida verilmistir.

K10: Okul deneyimi ve 6gretmenlik uygulamasi derslerinin uygulama kisminda yasanilanlari dikkate
aldigimizda mutlaka okul deneyiminin birinci sinifta olmasi gerektigini dnerdim.

K6: Ben ilk seye takildim, okul deneyimi dersinin ben birinci sinifta, baharda artik gelecegini ¢ok umut
ediyordum. Oraya gelmedigi gibi G¢lUnci siniftan da kaldirimis. Bu, ¢ocugun laboratuvari gérmeden
dordinci sinifa kadar alani ¢ok iyi laboratuvar ortaminda gérmeden gidip hadi 6gretmenlik yap demek
anlamina geliyor.

K21: Oysaki (okul deneyimi) birinci siniftan baslasaydi ve ilerleyen donemlerde yavas yavas gozlemler
devam edip uygulamaya gegilseydi ¢ocuklar hem sectikleri meslegi tanima hem de kendilerini hazir
hissetme ya da bu is bana gore degil, kisa yoldan donmem lazim diyebilme tercihleri olacakti.

Ogretim Uyeleri okul uygulamalarinin etkili bir sekilde yiritilmesi igin énerilerde bulunmuslardir. Ogretim
tiyeleri, okul deneyimi dersinin daha erken dénemde olmasi (f=10) gerektigini ifade etmislerdir. Ogretim
Uyelerine gore, 6gretmenlik uygulamasinin siresi arttirilarak her donem olmali (f=9) ya da Ug yil teorik bir yil
uygulama olmalidir (f=3). Uygulama gozlemleri igin 6gretim elemanina lcret verilmeli (f=3), 6gretim elemanin
fakiltedeki ders yuki azaltilmah (f=3), fakiltelerde 6grenilenler okullarda uygulanmali (f=3) ve 6gretmenlik
uygulamasi ciddiye alinmahdir (f=1). Bulgulara iliskin dogrudan alintilar asagida verilmistir.
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K7: Uygulama derslerini hemen bahardan baslatmayi, ¢ocuklarin hemen gozleme gitmesini, ikinci
sinifta gozleme gitmesini, her dénem program igerisinde bir gdzlem dersinin olup o ortamda
bulunmalarini, okul ortaminin havasini solumalarini isterim.

K2: Her glin okula gitsin, stajini yapsin. Koordinatorler olsun tniversitelerde. Fakiltenin koordinatorleri
olsun. Bu koordinatoriin tek gérevi bunlari gozlemlemek olsun. Gitsin, onlari yerinde kontrol etsin. Her
anabilim dali, bélimiin birer koordinatéri olup bunlari takip edebilir bence. Daha saglikh olur.

K27: Ogretmenlik uygulamasi nasil yapalim? Bence ilk ii¢ yilda teorik dersler bitirilmeli. Son sinif sadece
uygulama dénemi olmali. Ogretmenler, belki farkli bir bakis agisi olacak bu, son sinifin tamaminda staj
yapabilir.

K5: Okullari tamamiyla bir laboratuvar durumuna donustiirmeli, laboratuvara strekli gidilmeli.
K8: Ogretmenlik uygulamasini ¢cok ciddiye almak gerekiyor.
Tartisma, Sonug ve Oneriler

2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin degerlendiriimesinin amaglandigl bu calismada, 6gretim
tyeleri, 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin hazirlanmasina, programlardaki degisikliklere, nitelikli
o6gretmen yetistirmeye katkisina ve 6gretim Uyelerinin okul uygulamalarina iliskin gorislerine ve programlara
yonelik onerilerine yoénelik sonuglar elde edilmistir. Bu boélimde sonuglarin ayrintilari agiklanmis ve
tartisilmistir.

Egitim programlarinin gelistirilmesi, kapsaml ve sirekli bir is olmasi nedeniyle galismalarin komisyon
araciligiyla yapilmasi yararli gorilmektedir. Bu komisyonlar program karar ve koordinasyon grubu, g¢alisma
grubu ve danisma grubu olmak Uzere lg¢ gruptan olusabilir. Program calisma gruplarinda yer alan 6gretim
elamanlarinin alan uzmani olmalari gerekmektedir (Demirel, 2015; Ornstein & Hunkins, 2014). Bu gruplarin
etkin bir sekilde galismalari icin uzmanlarin liyakate gore ve seffaf bir sekilde secilmeleri gerekir. Secilen
uzmanlarin gorislerine 6nem verilerek programlara yansitilmalidir. Ancak 6gretim Uyeleri 2018 6gretmen
yetistirme lisans programlarini gelistirme komisyonlarina davet edilen uzmanlarin liyakatlerini ve segilme
bigimlerini sorgulamaktadirlar. Programlarin tanitim bdélimlerinde de gerekli agiklamalarin yapilmadig
gorilmektedir. Program gelistirme komisyonlari ile ilgili gerekli agiklamalarin yapilmamasi 6gretim uyelerinin
o6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarina olumsuz bakis agisi gelistirmelerine neden olmustur. Bu durum
ogretim Uyelerinin programlari kabullenmelerini ve uygulamalarini zorlastirabilir. Komisyonlara secilme
siirecinde ortaya c¢ikan sorunlar disinda, komisyonda yer alan 6gretim lyelerinin de siiregte sorunlar yasadiklari
anlasiimaktadir. Komisyondaki 6gretim Gyeleri program gelistirme siirecindeki 6nerilerinin dikkate alinmadigini,
alinan kararlarin g¢ogulculuktan uzak oldugunu, hatta bu kararlarin daha sonra bilgilendirme yapilmadan
degistirildigini belirtmislerdir. Bunun yaninda komisyon Uyelerinin agirliginin alan egitimcilerinden olustugu
gorilmektedir. Bu durum alinan kararlarda alan egitimcilerinin goruslerinin baskin olarak programlara
yansimasina neden olmus olabilir. Kararlarin ¢ogulculuktan uzak olmasi programlarin nitelikli 6gretmen
yetistirmeye uygunlugunu tartismali hale getirebilir.

Ogretim (yeleri programlarin gelistiriimeden &nce degerlendirilmesi gerektigini belirtmislerdir. Program
degerlendirmede, programin hedeflerinin, belirlenen icerigin dogru ve 6grencilerin diizeyine uygun olup
olmadigi, 6gretim yontemlerinin ve materyallerinin dogru segilip secilmedigi, belirlenen hedeflere ne derece
ulasildig gibi sorulara yanit aranir (Saylor & Alexander, 1974). Bunun sonucunda programa devam edilmesi,
programin gozden gegirilip gelistirilmesi ya da bitirilip yerine yeni bir programin gelistirilmesi gibi kararlar
alinabilir (Ornstein & Hunkins, 2004). Yeni programlarin hazirlanmasi igin daha énce hazirlanan programlarin
degerlendirilmesi ve programlardaki eksiklerin belirlenmesi gerekmektedir (Demirel, 2018; Ornstein & Hunkins,
2004). Ancak 2018 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinin degisiklik gerekceleri ve 6gretim Uyelerinin program
gelistirme sirecine iliskin gorisleri incelendiginde, program degerlendirme c¢alismalari yapilmadan yeni
programlarin hazirlandigl anlasiimaktadir. Programlarla ilgili aciklamalarda, programlarin giincellenmesi
siirecinde MEB ve sivil toplum 6rgitlerince diizenlenen sempozyum, panel, ¢alistay, acikoturum, konferans gibi
akademik etkinliklerin ve yapilan bilimsel calismalarin sonuglarinin dikkate alindigi belirtiimistir. ilkégretim
programlarinda yapilan degisikliklerle uyum saglanmasi ve programlarin Avrupa Yuksekdgretim Alani’na uygun
hale getirilmesi gibi gerekgcelerle yenilendigi ifade edilmistir (YOK, 2018). Programlarin yenilenebilmesi icin 6nce
tamaminin kapsamli bir sekilde degerlendirilmesi ve devaminda degerlendirme sonuglari dikkate alinarak
glncellenmesi gerekmektedir. Programlara iliskin aciklamalar incelendiginde o6gretmen vyetistirme lisans
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programlarinin Glke genelinde degerlendirilmedigi, kiglk c¢aph arastirma sonuglarinin dikkate alindig
gorilmektedir. Ogretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin uygulanmaya baglandigi yil, 2023 Egitim Vizyon
Belgesinde yenilenecegi belirtilmistir (MEB, 2018a). Programlarin uygulamaya baslanmasinin ilk yilinda yeniden
degistirileceginin belirtiimesi 6gretmen yetistirme politikalarindaki esglidim ve surdirdlebilirlik sorununu
gostermektedir.

Yiiksekogretim kurumu olarak tniversiteler 6zerk ve evrensel kurumlardir. Universitelerde mali, akademik
ve yonetsel olmak Uzere Ug¢ Ozerkligin bulunmasi gerekir. Mali 6zerklik, Universitenin kaynaklarini ve
harcamalarini kendisinin yonetmesi durumudur (Erdem, 2013). Yonetsel oOzerklik, Gniversitelerin kendi
Uyelerinin demokratik usulle olusturduklari organlar eliyle yonetilmesi, denetlenmesi ve 06zlik haklarinin
glvencede olmasidir (Aktan, 2008). Son olarak akademik Ozerklik ise, Universitelerin arastirma-gelistirme
alanini, egitim-6gretim yaptigl programlarini ve ders igerikleri ile bilim insanlarini (6gretim elemanlarini)
kendisinin segebilmesi, kisacasi neyi Ogretecegine ve neyi arastiracagina ve kimin tarafindan arastirihp-
ogretilecegine kurumun kendisinin karar verebilmesidir (Estermann, Nokkola & Steinel, 2011). Akademik
ozerkligin en onemli unsurlari arasinda Universitelerin kendi Ogretim programlarini ve ders igeriklerini
belirleyebilmeleri yer almaktadir. Universite biinyesinde vyer alan fen, edebiyat, iktisat ve miihendislik
fakulteleri, programlarini kendileri olusturmalarina karsin egitim fakilteleri kendi 6zglin yapilarina uygun
programlar hazirlayamamaktadirlar. Egitim fakiiltelerinde YOK tarafindan merkezi olarak hazirlanan programlar
uygulanmaktadir. Bazi 6gretim Uyeleri bu durumu elestirmekte ve akademik 6zerklige aykiri bulmaktadirlar.
Programlarin merkezi olarak hazirlanmasi 6gretmen yetistirmede ekollesmeye, yaratici ve 6zgiin modellerin
ortaya konulmasina engel olusturmaktadir. Bu durumun egitim fakiltelerinin akademik Ozerkligine uygun
olmadigi ve YOK’{in genel bir cerceve olusturabilecegi séylenebilir.

Ogretmen yetistirme programlarindaki degisikliklere iliskin gériislerin de genelde olumsuz oldugu
anlasilmaktadir. Ogretim {yeleri, programlardaki ders siirelerinin azaltilmasini dogru bulmadiklarini
belirtmislerdir. Clinkli ders sirelerinin kisaltiimasi ve igerigin ayni kalmasi ile derslerin amaglarina ulasilmasinin
zorlagacagini belirtmislerdir. Akademisyenlerin belirttikleri kaygilarinin yaninda ders sayisinin fazla olmasi
Ogretim lyesi basina disen ders yikini artirabilir, bu durum 6gretim Gyelerinin arastirma yapmalarina engel
olusturabilir.

Egitim felsefesi egitimin ne yapmasi gerektigini belirlemeye galisan bir ¢aba olarak gorilmektedir. Egitim
felsefesi egitimin sorunlarini ve egitime yéne veren kavram ve dislinceleri agiklamaya calisir (Erglin, 2015;
Sénmez, 2017). Bunun i¢in 6gretmenlerin egitim lzerinde diisinmesi, gerceklige, insan dogasina ve topluma
iliskin kafa yormasi gerekir (Gutek, 2016). Ogretmenlerin zihinsel olarak sorgulamalari ve felsefe yapabilmeleri
icin egitim felsefesi gibi bir dersin olmasi ve bu dersin etkili bir sekilde ylritilmesi gerekir. Egitim felsefesi dersi
O0gretmen adaylarinin egitime yonelik felsefi bir bakis agisi kazanarak meslegini daha iyi yapmasini saglayabilir
(Aslan, 2014). Bu nedenle yapilan galismalarda egitim felsefi dersinin egitim fakiltelerinin tim bdélimlerine
konulmasi gerektigi belirtilmistir (Duman ve Ulubey, 2008). 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarina
zorunlu egitim felsefesi ve egitim sosyoloji dersleri konulmustur. Ogretim lyeleri bu derslerin programlara
konulmasini olumlu bir gelisme olarak degerlendirmektedirler. Bu dersler 6gretmen adaylarinin felsefi ve
kilturel bakis agisi kazanmalarini saglayabilecek 6nemli derslerdir (Eskicumali, 2001). Egitim sosyolojisi,
o6gretmen adaylarinin meslege basladiklarinda farkli toplumsal yapilarda ve kiiltiirlerde ya da alt kultirlerde
karsilasabilecekleri sorunlari ¢ézmelerini, sorunlarin ¢éziminde bilingli hareket etmelerini ve toplumsal
yapidaki farkh iliskileri anlamalarini saglayabilecek 6nemli bir derstir (Tezcan, 2016). Bu nedenle egitim
fakiltelerinde egitim sosyolojisi ve egitim felsefesi derslerini 6ziimseyerek katilan 6gretmen adaylarinin
mesleklerinde ortaya c¢ikabilecek sorunlari kolaylikla ¢6zmesi ve mesleklerinin gereklerini daha iyi yapmasi
beklenebilir. Ancak Egitim Sosyolojisi ve Felsefesi derslerinin verilmesi bu 6zelliklerin kazanilmasini
garantilememektedir. Bunun igin bu derslerde kuramsal bilginin yasamla iliskilendirmesi derslerin ¢ok daha
yararl olmasini saglayabilir.

Ogretim Uyeleri programlardaki se¢meli derslerin sayisinin artmasini &zgiirlilkgi bir bakis olarak
degerlendirirken, secmeli dersler igin &gretim elamani sayisinin yeterli olmayacagini diisiinmektedir. Ogretim
elemani sayisinin yeterli olmamasi segmeli olarak agilan derslerin “zorunlu segmeli” derse donlismesine neden
olabilir. Bu durum ise programlarin hedeflerine ulagsmasini zorlastirabilir. Kiicikahmet (2007) calismasinda
6gretmen yetistirme programlarinda bu soruna dikkat ¢cekmis, sinirli sayida se¢meli dersin agilmasi nedeniyle
bu derslerin zorunlu se¢meliye dénistiginil belirtmistir. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinda benzer bir
durum ortaya ¢ikabilir. Bununla birlikte secmeli meslek ve alan bilgisi derslerinin agilmasi icin YOK onayinin
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gerekli olmasi bazi sorunlari da beraberinde getirebilir. Bu konu ile ilgili 6gretim tyeleri YOK onayini dogru
bulmadiklarini belirtmislerdir. Yeni ders ©6nerme konusunda ortaya c¢ikan silire¢ nedeniyle yeni ders
onermeyebileceklerini, hatta bazi dersleri liniversite senatosu onayi ile genel kiltir dersi gibi agilmasina yonelik
caba gosterebileceklerini séylemislerdir. Bununla birlikte dgretim Uyeleri sadece YOK'iin énerdigi secmeli
dersleri agma egiliminde olabilirler. Bu durumun, 6gretim Gyelerinin yeni yaratici dersler 6nermelerini olumsuz
etkileyebilecegi sdylenebilir.

Ogretim Uyeleri programdaki derslerin uzmanlik alani olan &gretim elemanlar tarafindan verilmesi
gerektigini belirtmislerdir. Kiglkahmet (2007) 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarini degerlendirdigi
¢alismasinda, programdaki derslerin uzmanhg olamayan 6gretim elemanlari tarafindan verildigini belirtmistir.
Ogretim Uyeleri bu kaygryr 2018 yilinda gelistirilen program icin de duymaktadirlar. Yillar ve programlar degisse
de ogretim Uyelerinin uzmanlk alani diginda ders verme durumlari devam etmektedir. Nitelikli 6gretmen
yetistirilebilmesi i¢in bu uygulamanin ¢dziime kavusturulmasi gerektigi diistiniilmektedir.

2018 oOgretmen yetistirme programlarinda dikkati ¢eken onemli degisikliklerden birisi bazi derslerin
uygulama saatlerinin kaldirilmasidir. Ornegin Ogretim Teknolojileri ve Materyal Tasarimi dersi iki saat kuramsal
iki saat uygulamali iken adi Ogretim Teknolojileri olarak degistirilerek iki saat teorik bir derse dénustirilmustiir.
Drama dersleri genelde U¢ veya dort saat iken iki saate dusirilmiis ve uygulama konulmamistir. Fen
derslerindeki laboratuvar dersleri kaldirilmis ancak programlara iliskin yer alan agiklamalarda derslerde
uygulama yapilabilecegi belirtilmistir. Ogretmenlik meslegine hazirlanmanin en iyi yolu derslerin uygulamali
yapilmasidir. Derslerdeki uygulamalarin arttirilmasi yerine kaldirilmasi 6gretmenlerin nitelikli bir sekilde
yetistirilmelerini olumsuz etkileyecegi dusliniilmektedir. Kiglikahmet (2007) calismasinda 2007 Ogretmen
yetistirme lisans programlarinda ogretmenlik meslek bilgisi derslerindeki uygulamalarin azaltilmasini
elestirilmistir. Ancak 2007 programlarindaki uygulamalarin azaltiimasi nedeniyle elestirilirken 2018 6gretmen
yetistirme programlarinda ayni derslerin uygulamalarinin tamamen kaldirilmasi oldukga distnduaricidir. Bu
durum oOgretmenlik meslegi ve 6gretmenin niteligi agisindan 6nemli bir eksiklik olarak degerlendirilebilir. Bu
nedenle 6gretim Uyeleri 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmeye katki
saglamayacagini distintyor olabilirler.

Ogretim Uyeleri 6gretmenlik alan ve meslek bilgisi derslerine iliskin farkh gériisler dile getirmislerdir. Egitim
bilimleri alaninda gorev yapan 6gretim Uyeleri programlarda, alan bilgisine iliskin derslerin yogun oldugunu
belirtirken tam tersi bir sekilde alan egitiminde ders veren 6gretim lyeleri meslek bilgisi derslerinin daha yogun
oldugunu belirtmislerdir. 1997 ve 2006 yilinda 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinda yapilan degisikliklerde alan,
meslek ve genel kiltir dersi oranlarinin birbirine yakin oldugu, gelistirilen doneme gore farklilastigi séylenebilir.
Ornegin, 1997 yapilanmasinda dgretmen yetistirme programlarinin %50’sini alan bilgisi, %30’unu 6gretmenlik
meslek bilgisi, %20’sini genel kiltiir dersleri olustururken (YOK, 1997), 2006 6gretmen yetistirme
programlarinda %50-60"in1 alan bilgisi, %25-30'unu meslek bilgisi ve %15-20’sini genel kiltir dersleri
olusturmaktadir (YOK, 2007). 2018 yilinda gelistirilen programlarin ise %45-50’sini alan egitimi dersleri, %30-
35’ini meslek bilgisi dersleri, %15-20’sini ise genel kiiltiir dersleri olusturmaktadir (YOK, 2018). 1997, 2006 ve
2018 programlari incelendiginde alan bilgisi derslerinin %50 diizeyinde, meslek bilgisi derslerimin %30 genel
kiltar derslerinin ise %20 civarinda oldugu sdylenebilir. Derslerin agirliklarinda oransal olarak ¢ok fazla bir
degisim olmasa da 0gretim Uyeleri ders sayilarinin ve sirelerin azalmasi nedeniyle ve kendi uzmanlk alanlari
olan derslerin daha 6nemli oldugunu varsayarak derslerin agirliginin azaldigini diistinms olabilirler.

Ogretmen adaylar, meslege baslamadan ®nce okul deneyimi ve &gretmenlik uygulamasi derslerinin
uygulamalarinda kendilerini mesleki olarak sorgulama ve eksikliklerinin farkina varma olanagi bulurlar. Bu
dersler 6gretmen adaylarinin meslege ve okula hazirlanmalarina imkan vermesi agisindan ¢ok o6nemlidir
(Akpinar, Colak & Yigit, 2012; Kavas ve Bugay, 2009). Okul uygulamalarinin 6nemi Milli Egitim Sura kararlarina
da yansimistir. Ornegin 18. Mili Egitim Suras’nda 6gretmenlik uygulamasinin 6gretim elemanlarinin ve
ogretmenlerin rehberliginde aday 6gretmenlik stireci gibi 6gretim yili boyunca yapilmasi gerektigine yonelik
karar alinmistir (MEB, 2010). Bununla birlikte alanyazinda 6gretmenlik uygulamasi ile ilgili yapilan ¢alismalarda
ogretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin daha uzun sireye yayilmasi gerektigi ve mevcut siirenin yetersiz oldugu
vurgulanmistir (Aslan & Saglam, 2018; Aydin, Selcuk & Yesilyurt, 2007; Baskan, Aydin & Madden, 2006; Giizel,
Cerit-Berber & Oral, 2010; Simsek, Alkan & Erdem, 2013). Bu arastirmada 6gretim Uyeleri benzer sekilde
o6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin uygulamasinin bir yil ya da her dénem olmasi gerektigini belirtmislerdir.
Ancak. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlari incelendiginde daha dnce yapilan ¢alismalarin ve Sura
kararlarinin dikkate alinmadigi sdylenebilir. Arastirmada 6gretim Uyeleri 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin

294



Ozgiir Ulubey, Semra Basaran — Uluslararasi Egitim Programlari ve Ogretim Calismalari Dergisi, 9(2), 2019, 263-300

slresinin arttirilmasi hatta bir donemin tamaminda okulda uygulamaya katilmasi ya da her déonem 6gretmenlik
uygulamasinin olmasi gerektigini belirtmislerdir.

Ogretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin amacina ulasabilmesi icin 6gretmen adaylarinin égretmenler ve égretim
Uyeleri tarafindan gozlemlenmesi, eksik yonlerinin dlzeltilmesi ve iyi yapilan uygulamalarin devaminin
saglanmasi gerekmektedir. Ogretmenler, 6gretmen adaylari ile birlikte derse girmeleri nedeniyle gézlem yapma
konusunda sorun yasadiklarini ifade etmislerdir. Ogretim Uyeleri ise ders vyiiklerinin fazlalig, derslerin
uygulamalarla uygun planlanmamasi nedeniyle gozlem yapma konusunda sorun yasadiklarini belirtmislerdir.
Alanyazinda yapilan ¢alismalar bu sonucu destekler niteliktedir. Cepni, Aydin ve Sahin (2015) tarafindan yapilan
¢alismada 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersi kapsaminda 6gretmen adaylarinin alanda yeterince gozlenmedigi,
uygulama giinleri ile 6gretim Uyelerinin programlarinin uyumlu olmadigi belirlenmistir. Ogretim tyeleri, ders
yuklerinin fazla olmasi nedeniyle gézlem yapamadiklarini belirtmislerdir (Aytagh, 2012; Kiyici & Horzum, 2015;
Kirksekiz, Uysal, isbulan, Akgiin, Kiyici & Horzum, 2015). Ogretim elemanlarinin sorumlu oldugu &gretmen aday!
sayisinin fazla olmasi nedeniyle sorumluluklarini yeterince yerine getirememektedirler (Aslan & Saglam, 2018;
ilin, 2014; Topkaya, Tokcan & Kara, 2012). Ogretim elemanlarinin bir uygulama 6grencisini en az dért kez, sekiz
ogrenciyi toplam 32 kez uygulama esnasinda izlemesi beklenmektedir (MEB, 2018b). Arastirma sonucu ile
alanyazindaki diger ¢alismalarin sonuglari birlikte degerlendirildiginde, 6gretim elemanlarinin is ylkiinin fazla
oldugu bolumlerde 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin gereklerini yerine getirmelerinin zorlastigi anlagiimaktadir.
Ogretmenlik uygulamalarinda okuldaki uygulama dgretmeni hatta uygulama yapilan okulun yéneticilerine dahi
licret 6denirken uygulama Ogretim elemanlarina licret édenmemesi 6gretim elemanlarinin bu gorevleri
Ustlenmelerinde isteksiz davranmalarina neden olabilir.

Okul deneyimi dersi 6gretmen adayinin meslegi ile ilk kez karsilastigi bir ders olmasi nedeniyle, 6gretmenlik
uygulamasi dersi kadar dnemli bir derstir. Ogretmen adayinin bu derste meslegi ile ilgili edinecegi ilk izlenimler
ileride nasil bir 6gretmen olacagini bliyiik oranda sekillendirmektedir. Yapilan bir ¢alismada, okul deneyimi
dersinin okul dncesi 6gretmeni adaylarinin 6gretmenlik meslegine ve kendi alanlarina yonelik farkindaliklarini
arttirdigl ortaya konulmustur (Ekinci ve Tican-Basaran, 2015). Ancak bir¢cok 6gretmen adayi bu dersi ve
Ogretmenlik Uygulamasi Dersini kolay ve 8nemsiz dersler olarak gérmektedir. Bu nedenle okul deneyimi dersi
kapsaminda sorumluluklarini yerine getirmemektedirler (Akdemir, 2013). Kimi durumlarda uygulama
ogretmenleri ve Ogretim elemanlarinin 6gretmen adaylarinin sorumluluklarini yerine getirme dizeyine
bakmaksizin yiiksek ve standart notlar vermeleri s6z konusu olabilmektedir. Bu derse 6nem verilmemesine
baska bir 6rnek de program glincelleme sireglerinde dersin agirliginin azaltilmasi gosterilebilir. 1997 6gretmen
yetistirme programlarinda Okul Deneyimi | ve Il dersleri varken, 2007 yilinda Okul Deneyimi Il dersi
kaldirilmistir. Kiigikahmet (2007) Okul Deneyimi Il dersinin kaldiriimasini elestirmis bu dersin 6grencilerin okulu
tanimlan i¢in firsat olarak gorildiGgini belirtmistir. 2018 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinda ise okul
deneyimi dersi tamamen kaldirilmistir. Boylece 6gretmen adaylarinin meslegi tanima ve meslege hazirlanma
firsatlari azaltilmistir. Bu calismada 6gretim Gyeleri ile yapilan goriismelerde okul deneyimi dersinin kaldiriimasi
elestirilmistir. Cinkl okul deneyimi dersinde 6grenciler meslege uygun olup olmadiklari, bu baglamda meslege
devam etme ya da birakma konularinda karar verebilmektedirler. Bu nedenle okul deneyimi dersinin
kaldirilmasi bir yana erken dénemlerde yer almasinin 6gretmenlik meslegine yonelik erken deneyimlerin
kazanilmasi agisindan son derece yararl olacagi diistiintilmektedir.

2018 6gretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinin degerlendirilmesinin amaglandigi bu calismada, 6gretim
lyeleri, programlarinin program gelistirme ilkelerine uygun bir sekilde hazirlanmadigini belirtmislerdir. Bu
sonug Turkiye gibi oldukca koklli bir program gelistirme kiltlrine sahip bir tlke i¢cin olumsuz bir tablodur.
Ogretmen yetistirme lisans programlari nitelikli 6gretmen yetistirmenin en dnemli araclaridir. Bu araclar, dogru
bir program gelistirme sireci ile hazirlanirlarsa, tlkenin uzak hedeflerine ulasiimasi daha kisa ve daha istenilen
sekilde olacaktir.

2018 6gretmen yetistirme programlarinin merkezi olarak gelistirilmesi, paydaslarin gorislerinin programlara
tam olarak yansitiimamasi, program gelistirme sirecinde olusturulan komisyonlarda goérev alan Ogretim
elemanlarinin géreve davetlerinde seffaflik olmamasi ve programlarin, program degerlendirme galismasi
vapilmadan olusturulmasi elestirilmistir. Bu elestiriler dikkate alinarak, daha sonraki 6gretmen yetistirme
programlari olusturulurken en alt kademeden en (st kademeye kadar tim paydaslarin gorisleri alinmahdir.
Komisyonlarda alinan kararlarda ¢ogulcu bir anlayis hakim olmalidir. YOK’iin program gelistirme siirecindeki
rolli azaltiimali ve egitim fakiltelerinde gérev yapan ogretim elemanlarinin akademik uzmanliklari 6gretmen
yetistirme programlarina yansitilmalidir. Fakiltelerin 6gretmen yetistirme kultilrlerinin olusmasina izin
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verilmelidir. Programlarin pilot uygulamalari yapilarak islemeyen kisimlar diizeltilmelidir. Ardindan uygulamaya
baslanmalidir. Uygulanan programlar siiregte ve sonugta kapsamli olarak degerlendirilerek yeniden
diizenlenebilir.

Ogretmen yetistirme lisans programlarinda diger bir elestiri konusu derslerin siirelerinin kisaltilmasi, yeni
agilacak alan ve meslek bilgisi segmeli derslerinin YOK onayina bagli olmasi ve ders sayisinin en fazla alti
olmasidir. Bu durum o6gretim elemanlarinin yeni ders 6nermelerini, ders sirelerinin kisa olmasi da ders
iceriginin &gretimini zorlastirmaktadir. Bu nedenle segmeli ders dnerilmesi amaciyla YOK onayi kaldiriimali,
derslerin siireleri artirilmalidir. Derslerle ilgili diger nemli bir konu derslerdeki uygulamalarin kaldiriimasidir.
Ogretmenlik meslegine yénelik becerilerin kazanilmasinda derslerin uygulamali olmasi énemlidir. Ogretmen
adaylarina derslerin teorik kisimlarinda 6grendiklerini uygulama imkani saglanmalidir.

Ogretmenlik meslegi becerilerinin kazanildig1 6nemli dersler okul uygulamalaridir. Programda okul deneyimi
dersi kaldiriimig, 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersinin suresi iki katina g¢ikarilmistir. Ancak 6gretim Uyeleri bu artigi
yeterli gormemisler. Bu dersin, 6gretmen adaylarinin bir dénemin tamaminda sadece uygulama yapabilecegi
sekilde diizenlenmesinin yararli olacag disiinilmektedir. Ogretmenlik uygulamasi dersi kapsaminda, bir
ogretim elamanindan en fazla sekiz 6gretmen adayina danismanlik yapmasi ve her birini dort kez
gozlemlenmesi istenmistir. Ancak sekiz 6grencinin dort farkl kez gdzlemlenmesi 6gretim elemaninin 32 kez
okula gitmesini gerektirmektedir. Bu durum 6gretim elemanlarinin is yiki géz 6éniinde bulunduruldugunda
gercekei gorinmemektedir. Bu nedenle diizenlemenin gozden gegirilmesi gerekir. Okul deneyimi dersi de
ogretmenlik uygulamasi kadar énemli bir derstir. Cliinkii bu derste 6gretmen adaylari meslegi tanimakta ve
ogretmen olup olmamaya karar vermektedirler. Dersin kaldirilmasi meslegi tanima ve meslege hazirlik
acisindan sorunlara yol acabilir. Bu nedenle 6gretmenlik uygulamasi dersi yeniden programlara konulabilir.

Bu arastirma, Turkiye’'nin bati bolgesinde bulunan bir Gniversitenin egitim fakiltesinde gorev yapan 6gretim
tyeleri ile gergeklestirilmistir. Calisma Turkiye'nin farkli bélgelerindeki egitim fakiiltelerinde goérev yapmakta
olan &gretim elemanlari ile yeniden yapilabilir. Ogretmen yetistirme programlarinin uygulanmasi siirecinde ve
ilk dort yihn sonunda program degerlendirme c¢alismalari yapilarak elde edilen sonuglar bu arastirmanin
sonuglariyla karsilastirilabilir.

Bilgilendirme

Bu calisma 11-13 Ekim 2018 tarihlerinde Kars Tirkiye’de gergeklestirilen 6. Uluslararasi Egitim Programlari
ve Ogretim Kongresinde sozli bildiri olarak sunulmustur.
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