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The purposes of this survey research were threefold : 1) to investigate
experience levels regarding the ‘Learner — based Learning’ pedagogy expressed by
student teachers; a) attainment during course — work studies, b) expectation during
practice — teaching period and c) real performances during practice — teaching period; 2)
to compare student teachers’ real performances and their expectations and 3) to
investigate multiple correlations between student — teachers’ real performances and their
course — work studies.

Research data were collecied from one hundred and seventy eight 2004 SWU
student — teachers from nine majors. The rubric — scoring type questionnaire previously
developed by the researcher was employed during two phases of data gathering, the
mid —~ semester and the final one. One hundred percent of the data were returned and
then analyzed by statistical means; computations of means, standard deviations, level
definings, t — tests and multiple correlations.

Research findings were :

1. experience levels were ‘moderate’ for the nine majors; a) as course — work
experiences, b)-as expected performances and c) as real performances,

2. student — teacher’s real performances were lower than their expéctations
and

3. multiple correlations between real performances and course — work

eXperiences were very high, with coefficient range of .983 to .993.





