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Zoom check in -recommended settings

• Recommended settings: 
• Your camera ON
• Your microphone: OFF
• List of participants: visible
• Chat: visible
• “Gallery view” (top right corner)

• If your internet connection is robust, please turn on you camera/video. It 
does help to build a sense of community.
• Please check now, if your microphone is working.
• Please mute your audio during plenary sessions, unless you want to speak. 

There would be much background noise otherwise.
• Indicate your wish to speak by “Raise Hand”. 



How to change your Name

Click on the 
Participants 
button

Hover your mouse cursor 
over your name and click 
on More

Rename …



Network 10: Convenors
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https://eera-ecer.de/networks/10-teacher-education-research/convenors-and-reviewers/
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• Network 10   ✔
• What is the goal of this session? 
• What is the structure of the session?
• What is your task?

Introduction



What is the goal of this session?

• Engage in dialogue and foster research communication
• Support emerging researchers as well as members of NW10 

in writing their abstract for ECER21
• Share experiences and help with guidance - the dos and 

don’ts of writing an abstract

…. we do not read your drafts



Structure of the session

1. Breakout Rooms I: discussion of challenges, concerns & issues
2. Plenum: identify and cover problems  
3. Insights into conftool & the General Reviewing Criteria
4. Breakout Rooms II: you are a reviewer! Or: how to improve 

(rejected) papers
5. Plenum: outlook, questions & comments



Breakout Room I
What are your concerns, issues and questions regarding writing an abstract?



Plenum



Conftool & the Criteria





How to start a submission in conftool?
1. choose the (sub)network and the alternative network (in case of 

redirecting)
2. Write the title and the keynotes
3. Structure of the paper:
• Proposal Information (600 words)
• Methodology, Methods, Research Instruments or Sources Used 

(400 words)
• Conclusions, Expected Outcomes or Findings (300 words)
• References (400 words)



The proposal should…
• be directly related to a topic of interest for educational research

• fit well into the selected network; 

• be coherent in argumentation and methodology 

• put forward a clear research question or focus of enquiry. 

• involve systematic enquiry of an empirical or analytic nature and needs to 
set out the applied methods clearly. 

• make reference to a theoretical framework 

General Reviewing Criteria 



The proposal should…

• awareness of previous work and own contributions;  

• be set out clearly in a manner which is accessible to an international 
audience 

• take account of the European and/or international context 

• help to develop a European dialogue by reference, for instance, to 
current European policies or intellectual and educational traditions; 

Symposium submissions and roundtables 

• need to include at least 3 different countries or national perspectives. 



Breakout Room II
Where is the problem? What could be improved?





Evaluation of an educational 
intervention program
‘Garden Town’ is an intervention project based on a cooperation between a teacher 
education college and an under-privileged town. The aim of the cooperation is to 
improve the quality of education in the town as well as to provide a meaningful 
practical experience to student teachers. Included in the goals of the cooperation are: 
raising student achievement, bridging formal and informal educational frameworks, 
improving schools’ climate and introducing innovation and entrepreneurism to teachers 
and students. 120 students along with their pedagogical supervisors work with pupils, 
teachers and families within the formal and informal education system from early 
childhood through high school. Participating schools include 5 primary schools, one 
junior high school, and one high school. 

Parallel to the entry of students into the different educational settings in the town, 
teachers and principals received professional development in areas they chose based 
on their individual needs and preferences. 

The aim of the present study is to examine the impact the project had on the town’s 
educational system and the college participants during its first year. 



The theoretical framework for the study is based on 'education for meaning', a comprehensive 
educational concept which is focused on three essential educational purposes and dimensions of 
school activity – pedagogy, curriculum, and the organization of knowledge. "Positive Psychology” 
encompasses the term “positive” in two contexts: individual and social well-being (Seligman & 
Csikszentmihalyi, 2000). 

In the first year of the project the following categories were examined: The contribution of the 
program to the schools; the use of innovative teaching methods, the use of alternative assessment, 
ways of addressing diversity in the classroom, the use of technology in teaching, and the change in 
the social – educational atmosphere through the perceptions of the teachers, students, principals and 
pupils. 

Data collection tools included questionnaires which were distributed to students, principals, and 
instructors. Interviews were conducted with students, principals, and instructors. Additionally, field 
notes were collected from protocols of staff meetings, summaries of meetings of students and 
pedagogical instructors at the beginning and end of the year. 

Data were analyzed using a mixed method of quantitative and qualitative design. 

Preliminary results indicate greater use of creative, innovative teaching methods for the 
heterogeneous class, use of alternative assessment methods and increase of positive climate in the 
classrooms. 

The contribution of this research is its impact on the education system of the town as a whole, 
applying principles of ‘education for meaning' in school's educational visions and in learning 
performances and the realization of the importance and necessity for cooperation between academia 
and town for the advancement of education in a town. 
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Outlook
Deadlines, question and comments



What does the proposal need to do?





Thank you for being here!
Contact:

ML.White@ed.ac.uk @DrMLWhite
Ho6auer@hsu-hh.de
itxaso.tellado@uvic.cat

mailto:ML.White@ed.ac.uk
mailto:Hofbauer@hsu-hh.de
mailto:itxaso.tellado@uvic.cat

