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ABSTRACT

Parent and teacher perceptions of the behiavior patterns of exceptional children were compared before and after a series of parent-
teacher meetings The results indicated that there were no significant differences in the mean level of ratings on the pre and post
measures However, changes in the correlation between parents’ and teachers’ ratings mmdicated that the parents restructured the pattern

of their perceptions to become more sinular to those of the teachers

THE INVESTIGATION of parent-teacher relationshups,
n general, has been an arca long neglected 1n educational
1esearch (2) In any remedial setting, the ordinary need for
commumication and cooperation between parent and
teacher becomes imperative if the remediation 1s to succeed
Czermejewsk: & Tillotson (4), 1n presenting a learning dis-
ability program, noted that the total child, ncluding his
home and school situation, constitutes the environmental
structure for remedial activaty  Shaefer & Bell (13), i dis-
cussing research in the area of teacher attitude, suggested
that a future study examine the extent to whach teacher
valucs are sharcd by the parents of the classroom children

Several studies have substantiated teachers’ abilities to
act as effective observers of the chuldren’s behavior patterns
(3,7,10,15)

There have been, however, relatively few studies com-
paring parent and teacher evaluation of children’s behawvior
and results have been somewhat contradx tory

In a study of kindergarten cluldren, Medinnus & John-
son (9) found sigmficant differences in perceptions of par-
ents and teachers on semantic differential descriptions,
with greater discrepancies among pootly adjusted children
Stmilar results were obtamced by Del Sola) (5) Stedman (14)
reported that mothers tend to rate the attainment of pre-
school children higher than teachers However, Glidewell,
Domke and Kantor (6) found positive relationships between
degree of maladjustment reported by the teacher and the
number of symptoms reported by the mother Becker (1)
extracted five factors from a chuld rating schedule and cor-
related the factor scores of the parents and teachers The
correlations ranged from 40 to 26, with the average 31
He also reported simular findimgs when another rating scale
was used -

The above studies fall into two categories One group of
studies mnvestigated parent and teacher perceptions by com-
paring their means, while the second category of studies
coirefated their perceptions The former studses found daf-

ferences m elevation between parent and teacher, particu-
larly for poorly adjusted chuldien, and the latter studies
found simularity 1n the pattern of perception It 1s therefore
likely that the pattern of parent and teacher perception 1s
similar, although the levels of elevation differ

The purpose of this study was a) to compare the eleva-
tion and pattern of perceptions of parents and teachers on 4
vaniety of behavior indices of exceptional children placed in
special classes and b) to determune if parent-teacher inter-
action would brning about any change mn the relationship be-
tween parent and teacher perceptions

Method
Sample

The sample consisted of 52 children in 11 pre-placement
classes throughout New York City under the auspices and
supervision of the Evaluation & Placement Unit of the Divi-
sion of Special Education and Pupil Personnel Services of
the New York City Board of Education Chuldren in these
classes are multiply handicapped to the extent that they are
unable to adjust to regular special classes All mamifested
varous combinations of neurclogical disorders, language
mpairments and emotional disturbances The chidren
ranged n age from 6 to 11 years, thewr intelligence test
scores ranged from dull normal to supernor and their fam-
lies were in the lower and muddle socio-economic groups

Conferences between teacher and parents on the prog-
ress and behavior of the chnldren were held at teast once or
twice a month, so the degree of interaction between parents
and teacher was considerably hugher than that of regular
classes and even other spemal classes

Instruments

The instruments used were developed by Schaefer,
Aaronson & Burgoon {12) They were the Classroom Be-
havior Inventory (CBI), short form K-12, and the Home
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Iable ' Means, Standard Deviations and ¢ Values of Parent and Teacher Ratings

of Behavior on the Pretest

Parent S0 Tea her 5D t
Extraversies 15 0192 3233 14 19245 3 709 1 62
Task Orentation 12 519 3134 12 800 3 695 -0 43
Connider torgss 14 396 3139 13 733 3 872 122
Introversion 12 23 3 002 11 0768 A 117 171
Hostililv 11 75 4 063 10 646 4 879 1 62
Drstractitairt 14 0192 3 433 14 2441 3 235 -0 37

Behavior Inventory (HBI), comrpasion to the (BY, short
form K-12 Both inventories measure six behavior aicas
They are cxtraversion {emational expiession), task of enta
tion, consideratencss, itrover«iou (easc of interpersonal
relations) hostility and distractibility Hhigher scores for the
first three dumensions and lower scores for the tatter three
represent inore deswable behavior

FProredure

Three months after the children were placed in the
special classes, the mother and ihe teacher of each chld
were asked to fill out the mventongs Six months later the
mothers and teachers completed the mventotes agan
Scores were adjusted for differences in the number of rat-
ings n cach behavio arca

Results

Means, standard Jdeviation= and 7 values of the parent and
techer ratings on the six aress of behavior for the pretests
are presenied i Table |

The ¢ values for the differcnces between parents and
teacher on the protests were all s gnificant A diseronu-
nant function analysis separating parents and teachers was
conducted usmy all six arcas sunsltanccusly It also vielded
an insigmificant F value, | 822

Parallel analyses were performed on the post sgores
Several £ tests between parcnts d teachers were found to
be sigmficant Howcver, 4 repested measures analysis of

covanance preseated in Tahle 213 ¢ oted that these dif-
fercnces wee not siensficently greater than the tonsgmfi-
cant pre scores The diccrmumant function analysis als~
yielded an snsigmficant Fwalue 1 710

The data were aleo analyzed to deternune +f the children
~howed any improvement between the pre and cost condi-
tion The results weie generally inugnificant A wiore Je-
taledd report on the behavioral change i the clu'dren can
be found 1n Rosenshein & Ribuer {1 1)

In cfiect, then, therc wis po difference i elovation
betwes: the parents and teacher on the protest nor oud any
chang.s in elevation cccu il the posttest

In order to measare the semlarily ir the pattern of per-
ceptions between teachers and parents Pearson product
monent correlatson. were computed betweea the parents
ind teachers on the pre and post scores

[able 3 conwans the eor-elations betwoen the teacher
and parent ratings on the petest and pasttest scores

1o results indhcate that there were no sign Hieeat cor-
relations between the parents and teachers on the pretest
scodes for considerateness, task ovientabion, o iroversaon
and distracthihity Only hestihty ard ortraversinn had
signtficant positve correlations On the posttest scorgs,
hrwever, Al the correlations were sigmificant with the
exception of consnlerateness Altheugh there ire no known
procedurcs which car formally test the signsfeanices of the
diffcrences between coriclations of degenden samples
seme 2uthers have stated that o change from msigmifivance

Table 2 —Means, Standard Deviations and F Values of Parenf and Teacher Ratings

of Behavior on the Postiest

Farent SD
Extraveision 16 000 3119
ak Onentation 13 000 3 n2
Consideratencss 15 212 3 08¢
Intioversion 11 289 3 274
Hostility 11 923 4 781
Dastractibiits 13 827 3 661

feacher S5D F

14 923 3 1187 3 824
13 323 3799 158
14 400 4 180 784
19 923 3 49¢ 135
10 554 4 649 3717
14 492 3 34s 1634

s FEEEsE
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Table 3 —-Correlation Between Parent and Teacher Ratings
on the Pre- and Posttests

Behavior Pre Rating Post Rating
Considerateness - 069 267
Hostulity 362* LB63FF
Introversion 056 327¢
Extraversion 437** 427 k¥
Distractitulity 116 483%%
Task QOrientation 073 300*
*p< 05
**p<

to sigmificance can be used as an indication that a significant
change has occurred (8) A dramatic increase from 362 to
663 was also found for hostiity Thus there were signifi-
cant increases in the corretation between parents and tea-
cher on the posttest for almost all the ratings

Having established that there was greates congruence
between parents and teachers on the posttest than on the
pretest, the next step was to determuine the direction of the
change Were the parents realigning their perceptions m
accordance with the teachers or were the teachers moving
closer to the parents’ perceptions?

Accordingly, corretations were obtamned hetween (a) the
pre scores of the parenis and the post scoges of the teachers
and (b) the pre scores of the teachers and the post scores of
the parents Table 4 shows the results

Table 4 shows that with the exception of hostility, there
was no significant correlation between the parent pretest
and teacher posttest, suggesting that the teachcrs were
generally not reordering thew perceptions to those of the
parents However, there were significant correlations
between parent posttest and teacher pretest for five of the
six areas, mdicating that the parents were moving closer to
the perceptions of the teachers m extraversion, task orien-
tation, wtroversion and distractibidity

Table 4 —Correlations Between Parent Pretest Ratings aad
Teacher Postiest Ratmgs and Between Parent Posttest Ratings
and Teacher Pretest Ratings

Farent Pre Parent

Behavior Teacher Post Teacher Pre
Consideratencss 024 135
Hostilsty 417%* 437k
Introversion 150 329
Extraversion 197 426**
Distractibiity 164 358**
Task Ornientation 045 306*

*p< 0§
*# < (O}

Table 5 —Partial Cosrelation Between Parent Pre and Teacher Post
with Teacher Pre Partialled Out and Between Parent Post and
Teacher Pre wath Parent Pre Parhalled Out

Parent Pre Parcnt Post

Behavtor Teacher Post Teacher Pre
Considerateness 072 154
Hostihty 265 636**
Introversion 140 308%*
Extraversion 004 . 352%
Distractibility 122 343%
Task Onentation - 002 313*

*p< 0§
** < 01

The direction of the change becomes clearer and more
dramatic when two scries of partial correlations are com-
pared Teacher pre scores were correlated with parent post
scores, partialling out parent pre scores, teacher post scores
were correlated with parent pre scores, pachialling out tea-
cher pre scores The results are shown i Table S None of
the parent pre and teacher post score correlations (which
are now independent of the teacher pre scores) was signt-
ficant, while all of the parent post and teacher pre partial
correlations were significant, with the exception of con-
sideratencss

The results indicate that there was no significant cor-
relation between parents and teachers 1n four areas at the
tune of the pretest As a result of interaction between
parents and teachers, perceptions of the parents changed
and significant partial correlations were obtaned for five
areas The sixth area shows a sumilar but wnsignificant
pattern

Canomecal correlations using ali six behavior areas simul-
taneously were performed between parent and teacher pre,
parent and teacher post, parent pre and teacher post, parent
post and tcacher pre The results of the first canonical
varlates are shown m Table 6 All the second or hugher cor-
relations are msignificant

The results show the same pattern of relationships as
those of the simple correlations Canonical correlations of

Table 6.—Fust Order Canonicat Correlatrons of the Six Behavior Areas
For Three Sets of Parent and Teacher Vanables

Canonmical  Wilk’s

Varable Set Corrclatton  Lambda Df  ChiSquare

Parent Pre-Teacher Pre 6048 3528 36 47 402

Patent Post-Teacher Post 7649 1788 36 T8 337**

Parent Pre-Teacher Post 6038 2815 36 57 671%

Parent Post-Teacher Pre 554 4515 36 37 766
¥p< 05

**p < 01
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the pretest ratings of parent and teacher werc msignificant,
while Lhie posttest ratings were significant The evidence
aleo suggests that the psrent< were changing their percep
tions to be more consistent with the teachers, as indicated
by the significant canonical correlations betwecn parent
post and teacher pre and insignificant canomeal correlation
between parent pre and teacher post

Discussion

Results of the study show that there were no sigruficant
differznces in the elevation between parents and teachers
on the pre scores Neither did a change in elevation occur
after a s1x month period of interaction between the groups

Pievious studies have .ndwated that perceptions of par-
ents and teachers differ in elevation Although the durec-
tron of the difference 1> not Jea |, the mdscations are that
the parents tend to view the child more favorably (5 14)
The other studies were conducted on cluldren 1n normal
settings, while ctuldren in the present study were 1dentified
as learming disabled The parents of the children had been
advised of the children’s dwisabilities, usually by severd
ageneies, and concurred n this evaluaiion by either seeking
or agreeing lo speclal placement [t 1s possible that no dif-
ferences were found because the parents have accepted the
chuldren’s dtsabilities

In terms of simmularity between the protiles of parent and
teacher perceptions, strilarity was found at the time of the
pretest i only two arcas However, after a pericd of mter-
action, significant correlations were obtamed 1a five areas
The strength of the correlations ranged from 30 to 48,
which s simular to Becker’s (1) Dindings

Interpretation of the present findings in the hight of pre-
vious studies suggests that there 15 a difference between
parents and teachers of normal children and of maladjusted
cldren m normal settings i the subective poutioning of
the scale as a whole Parents in effect do not have the same
exposure that teachers do to what the average chuld 1s like
They scc the average chuld as having fewer of the desirable
tra1ts than their own chuld 1he average parental rating as
a result of such a process would come out hughe: than the
average teacher 1ating

Inhe present study apphes to children with known: learn-
ing disabilities Their parcnts, who have been eaposed
through the refenal process and subsequent placement to
the poor school adjustment of their chuldren, may have
beceme mere realistic 1n theu subjective placement of therr
chuldren on the various scales or at least agree more with
the teacher’s subjective placement of chuldren on the scale
However, mven the absence of level differences, the parent
can still be influenced to adjust his perception of where his
paritcular child stands on any given scale Further study 1s
suggested to verify this interpretation
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