ABSTRACT

KIDD, Nancy K. Public school principals' knowlege and attitude
toward child abuse in relationship to their frequency of reporting
suspected cases of child abuse. M.S. in Health education, 1986.
78 pp. (Dr. Margaret Fuller Dosch)

This study analyzed the relationship of public school principals' know-

ledge and attitude toward child abuse with their frequency of reporting. -

The sample was 300 randomly selected public school principals from the o
state of Wisconsin. The Child Abuse Questionnaire was designed-for-this .. ... .
research which consisted of 37 questions. A Pearson r showed a relation- s
ship that was significant at the .05 level for elementary principals®:

knowledge of child abuse with frequency of reporting as well as thelr

knowledge of suspected cases with frequency of reporting. ~The more-

cases they suspected, the fewer they reported. A significant relat10n~ ‘

ship was indicated between junior high/middle school principals'-atti- . .. oo
tude toward child abuse with frequency of reporting. High school prin—- ...

cipals' knowledge of suspected cases with frequency of reporting was

also found significant. The more cases they suspected, the fewer ;hgy_m___f““__ﬂ:
reported. Enthusiasm for this study was demonstrated by a 58.8% response 7
to this mailed survey.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

In recent. decades, child abuse has been.recognized as a major health
and educational problem -in the United States.. Various professional.i...i..
groups involved with children and families have responded :with.research

to discover the causes of . the problem and to develop programs which iden-- -

tify, treat_and prevent the abuse of children (Turbett and O'Toole, 1983).

In 1973 the American Humane Association-was,establishsdwformphe o

purpcse of .collecting and compiling data on child abuse and neglect..
The Amerlcan -Humane Association (AHA) publlshes nat10nw1de statlstlcs
on child abuse and neglect. These figuresnare;collectsdqfrom:thEgiiﬁtyﬁﬁp__: o

states, which in turn get their figures each-year;by~counting;the cases

state (Finkeilhor, 1984),

Estimates of child abuse have ranged from’ thousands of

of thousands to hundreds of thousands to millions . (Néwberger,_‘m,Anw

These estimates are based on officially reported:cases;ofgchiiﬁ}aguﬁé}m‘

which is the cause for variability. This variation-is-the rresuit-of

these facts:

-1, Not all instances of child abuse come to public or official™

'fattentlon.

‘2. The.laws mandating reporting of child abuse:have:changed: over" S

- the years. Lo TR T S v O K __*fﬂ

3. The definition of child abuse can vary from Kempe and colleagues!



within’ professional groups (Newberder, p. 26). :i¢ ma

Schmitt (1980) found the incidence of child abuse to be approximate-
ly 500 new cases per million population per year. ‘Schmitt also found
that the types of child abuse are as follows:" e R

1. 85% physical abuse

2. 10% sexual abuse increasing due to ‘greater -awareness -

4. Emdt;onal abuse was not listed because the ‘types of casesithat =
are severe enough to prove in court are almost always associqped

with physical abuse or serious negiect' schmitt, p.rd) ot wi

" There are approximately 2,000 deaths ‘per year from- phy51cal abuse "in
the United States. This represents a major cause Of death “in: Chlldren.

.

The overall mortallty rate is approximately 3% natlonallyw(Schmlttrwégso) ___________ .

child sexual abuse nationally. This figure represents an 872%;;pcrga§em

since 1976. By the end of 1984, this figure jumped to. 123,000 reported

cases of child sexual abuse.
The enactment of child abuse and neglect reportlng laws by state

1eglslatures began in earnest in the early 1960's: (Nat1onal Center DN

Child Abusg& and Neglect,. 1985). Today all 50 states,-the District-of. ... —




Columbia, American ‘Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin:Islands have:::

reporting. legislation. -In general, these laws mandate the-reportingsofs =~

suspected maltreatment, provide penalties for failure to report,. pr6Vide
immunity to reporters from legal actions associated with: the.report: and:
define reportable conditions (National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect,

1985).

. All state statutes clearly- indicate that educators have a legal .

responsibility to report child abuse and neglect.~*Infmostrstates~theﬁw~~

statute includes all educators, but there are a few exceptions;ﬁfThéftff'

range of “educators® that are required to report is broad.:.: In. Wlscon31n,___

it includes principals, teachers, counselors, school nurses;. and: staff

of residential institutions, day care centerS-and-summer”camps}£24}32;¥if7' '

51.42 or 51.43, 1983 Wisconsin Act, 172).

The types of abuse that must be reported are more diverse,:but all

states require the reporting of physical abuse (Beezer, 1985) - SchooL: i ¢

personnel are generally mandated to report suspected abuse:or: neglect,

but often the requirement is widely disregarded:-- There ------ are: seldomwciear“

cut channels for reportlng, and the extent of the school 8" 1nvolvement

is uncertain (Gabarino and Gilliam, 1980).

Many educators are still reluctant to repont cases of abuse and .

neglect because they fear that parents w111 sue them. for_defamation of

character, invasion of privacy, or viclation of some civil: rlght (Beezer,':

1985). However, this fear is not well-founded, because stateistatute55w

clearly state that an educator making a legally required or:.authorized: == =

report is immune from civil or criminal liability; as-long-as“the:report




is made in good faith. To further reassure educators and:others:who must

report, some states have even added a provision to the%immﬁﬁitYchauseé;4VTWWW“WWW

Educators are reluctant to report child abuse and neglect_alsq, bgsause :
they are not sure what constitutes abuse and neglect, don't know:exactly
how to make a report, lack confidence that the report_will_bg acted: .o
upon, and fear legal prosecution {Beezer, 1985).
Bavolek (1981) surveyed 1,637 school personnelfinntheuéﬁéte;bfgaflem.““m o
Wisconsin to gather information on why teachers are reluctant to. report

suspected cases of neglect and abuse. The results are startllng,

Bavolek found that 40% reported a “"fear of getting 1nvolvede156Ag¢,¢”

reported as having never attended any training sessions regarding:child::

abuse and detection and 63% were unsure of their legal responsibility:=:

in reporting. Many teachers, in spite of a professional and:legal:re-:- .

sponsibility to report suspected child abuse cases,;are%apparentlyﬁappreﬁaﬁ

hensive in doing so.

and neglect, but they also lack relevant information on child abuse.

(Molnar and Gliszezinski, 1983).

Need for the Study

they have almost daily contact with children above the age of flve.; In
fact, probebly only parents have greater contact with: thelr ‘own chlldren
(Roscoey 1984). Educators and others who work ﬂﬁlrectly~w1thrchlldrenmmm

have an excellent opportunity and a grave responsibility”té'identifyaéndﬁ




properly report suspected cases of child abuse and neglect (Gabarino and

Gilliam, 1980). 1In a very real sense, teachers and other sbhool¥ﬁrofesé""”""”wmﬂ

sionals are the first line, and in some cases, the last liné of defense

in the fight against child abuse (Roscoe, 1984). = -

In 1982 almost one million reports of child maltreatment:were re-=" "

ceived by state child protection agencies (National Center on Child Abuse =

and Neglect, 1985). Those reported cases represent a 9.2% ifcrease over
the 1981 total. As many as 1.5 million American children may be-suffer— -
ing from physical abuse, emotional abuse or sexual abusé=(Natiaﬁaifcenté£””
on Child Abuse and Neglect).

In 1976 it was reported that one in four females and one in seven
males will experience sore form of sexual abuse prlor to age 18 (National
Center on Child Abuse and Neglect Reports) As of 1983, chlldren under ......

the _age of four years comprised 9.1% of the victlms of substantiated:sexr

ual abuse, while children between the ages of four and ten represented over."

34% of the cases (Wisconsin Department of Health and Social Serv1ces, 1983)

In 1982 the Wisconsin Division of Community Serv1ces recelved“9 967 """""""""" e

reports of suspected child abuse and neglect; compared to 8 500 reports

in 1981, an increase of 6.7%. Of the 8 822 1nvest1gat10ns W 1ch were B

completed, l 754 or 19.9% of the reports were substantlated as 1ndlcated

cases of abuse and neglect. This represents a 1.9% 1ncreasew1nmsubshanr

tlatlon rate over 1981 and a 3. 7% increase over 1979 (WlSCOHSln Department

of Health and Soc1a1 Serv1ces, p. 4}. In Wlscon51n, reports of Chlld

sekual abuse rose 117% from 1982 to 1984. Five children out of a given -

classroom of twenty-five have been or will be sexually abused by"he::“,

time they flnlsh_hlgh school (Wisconsin Department of.Publrc,Instrugt;on;

1984).




The number of child abuse and neglect cases reported to the.. .

Milwaukee County Department of Social Services for Child Abuse:and. =~

Neglect (1980) increased every year for which défgigfé“availah;eai1972
through June 1980). In 1972 there were 272 abuse cases and 792 neglect
cases referred; and in the first six months of 1980 there were.989. abuse
cases and 1,199 neglect cases referred.

In 1983, La Crosse County reported 441 abuse/neg;ect,casesﬂ in.
1984, 598 abuse/neglect cases, and in 1985, 848 abuse/neglect- cases..“..m
La Crosse County also reported increases in the follow1ng categorles

from 1984 to 1985:

TABLE .1

Reported Cases of Child Bbuse/Neglect ' ... = smooreo
La Crosse County, Wisconsin

*oed - Abuse . s 1085
= et e s iy g
124 | sexual A Y3}
256 | neglect

(La:Crosse County . Department of Human Services, 1985).

Schools are in a unigue position to establlsh and nurture a v§r1eyy: ':fjﬁw

of prosocial 1nfluences in the child’'s 11fe., NO other soc1al 1nst1tu—

tlon touches the 11ves of children in so many dlfferent ways for_such

an extended amount of time (Gabarino and Gilliam, 1980). According to

Wald (1976):

Schools are concerned with the child's total adjustment and they
are in a strategic position to make early referrals of c¢hildren who
may be neglected, exploited, or abused. The schools can and should
be the most important link to the preventive and protective chain
(p- 7).




" Recent literature indicates that school personnel: generally:sser-.

iously underreport and often:mishandle suspected:child-abuse and nege

lect because of failure to recognize the signs of abuselénd failure to

report: suspected abuse to proper authorities-(Leévin,”1983);%ﬁThe.tfpésii

of individuals who report suspected:maltreatment to child:protective:’

service agencies are fairly divided between professional:sourcesi{48%) . . .. ... ...
and non-professional sourcées (52%). = Interestingly:enough:-howevets;:the:l |
victim's own friends, neighbors and relatives: constitutether 51ngle

largest group of -reporters (39%). This represents a‘significant” level

of community concern;.especially when you compare how low:the reporting .~ -

record. is for school personnel (12.6%) who'are réequired to Yeport with"®
these non-professionals who. are not required by law to reports(W.SisDez
 partment of ‘Health and Human: Services [DHSS], 1983). Zaliczynski and.

Rodolfa(1980) estimate ‘that only one of'20.cases gets: réportedi < UsS.

Department of Health and;Human:Services‘ﬁStati$ticsnwsuggéségbﬁijfdﬁé:f'”"'m'“ -

third of all abused and 'neglected children:ever;come to thésattention=i:.

of -the - child protective services system. fOnEﬁmajorﬁitemﬁthatémay“béLAﬂﬁ

internal problem-of the school is that school pr1nc1pals place ans obsta- m;m “mm;;;
cle: ln the. way: of repOrtlng, dlSCOU_]:‘ag:Lng teacher: 1nvolvernent by requlng LI
to take the: teachers' reports seriously, or by :failing to-makelan official - ... -

report - of "suspected maltreatment once a situation hasxbeén;b:oughﬁﬁtp :
their attention (U.S. Department of HealthfandiHumanUServiée£GDHSS%f'7"'” S

1983).

“When a child appears.at school: with signs of ‘having:received-gv:~

severe beating, ‘teachers and principals may feel it-improperits inmter=

verie. - Yet their refusa1~to_do So not only makes futute abiuse more<likely,



but makes them liable for civil suits; as.of 1980, every.state had .- -

statutes requiring teachers and principals to report .child.abuse .

(Mazzarella, 1983).

“ Wisconsin law mandates that educators- assist -in child sexval.assault
and abuse detection. ‘The Child Abuse and Neglect Act.(Section:48.981).:
of the Children's Code of the Wisconsin Statutes specifies. that:all

school personnel and administrators are mandated reporters.: Profess;onal_

ethics is at the heart of the problem (Wisconsin Departwment-of- Public -

1

Instruction [DPI], 1984). Educators have a keennsenSeanﬁresansibility."”"“”“m

for ‘children and must, therefore, be committed to upholdingttheihealthnj

safety; and welfare of each individual child (DPI, 1984). This sense of

personal responsibility, coupled w1th the. 1egal mandate, makes a strong
case for educator 1nvolvement (DPI 1984)

Slnce Wlscon81n 1aw mandates that educators aSSlSt in the recog—

nltlon and reportlng of Suspected cases of Chlld abuse and neglect o

Pr1nc1pals and admlnlstrators will often send thelr teachers to 1nfor—--sL

mat10nal meetlngs and workshops concernlng the tOplC of chlld abuse.

w1th the intention of maklng the staff more aware of the school's.role____j

in handling this major community health problem. In sending other

staff members, instead of attending the workshops*and“meetingsﬂthemmew~
selves, possibly they are overlooking thelr own 1mportance :in the chaln
of recognltlon and reporting of suspected child abuse cases. In deve—

loping-appropriate response systems to suspected~cases#of¢ch11dﬁabuse;Qg;

and neglect, the principal ‘provides a vital link-in.the chain of.recog-

nition and reporting.




. Many. questions: have been raised and many problems have occurred due

to the lack of knowledge related to-the principals!;roleﬁinathesreportiﬁq“mmwwww

of suspected .child abuse and neglect cases. - Research is needed: toiden-
tify if the principals' degree of knowledge concerning_child"abuse‘aud
neglectrreeQQnition_influences their role.in:the reporting:of :suspected
chird.abuse_and;neglect cases. Research is also needed to identify if

the principals' attitude influences their role in the reporting of sus-
pected cases of child abuse and neglect. . This. study therefore.is-~~ﬂl?¥f.m

attemptlng to determine the principals' attitudes and: knowledge toward

hlld abuse and whether -it has an effect on their frequency of reportlng

suspected cases. of child abuse.:

"Statement of the Problem

| The purpose of thlS study is to determlne if there 1s a statlstlcal'

51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between publlc school pr1nc1paisi~kaﬁmiedge~and”
attltudes of Chlld abuse and thelr frequency of reportxng suspected :J

cases of chlld abuse. Also pr1nc1pals knowledge of suspected cases of

chlld abuse w111 be 1ncluded in thls study. The study surveyed publlc

school Drlnc1pals at the elementary, Jun1or hlgh/mldule school and hlgh

school levels 1n the state of Wiscon31n.

- Hypotheses 00 sl fnn Renc oo

1. There is no statistical significant relationship between elementary il

school pflnc1pals' knowledge of Chlld abuse and their frequency of
reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

2. There is no.statistical sn’.c_:;nificam:-~‘relaﬁ:ionship»"betv'\reen~f--‘~j1;|r133'.-‘<=)x=-----3f-1.-;i.~<_a;h%_mm_--u_wfw7wf~

middle school principals' knowledge of child abuse and:theilr :frécquency




N Y, S

of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

3. There 1s no statlstlcal 31gn1flcant relatlonshlp between hlgh school

pr1nc1pals”.kngw1edge‘qf’chlld‘abuse.and_thelr}freguencynofrrepgrt}ngﬁé

suspected cases of child abuse.

4. There.is no statistical significany relationship betveen elenentary
school principals’ attitudes toward child abuse and their frequency_of
reporting suspected cases of chiid'abuse.

5. There 1s no statlstlcal s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between 'unlor hlgh/

¢y of reportlng suspected cases of Chlld abuse.f“

poATn

6. There 1s ne statlstlcal 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between hlgh school

principals® attltudes toward chlld abuse and thelr frequency of reportlngm -

suspected cases. of ch11d abuse.

_ .'J‘ i'.,' i :_',.‘ -

7. There is ho statlstlcal s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between elementary

principals’ knowledge of suspected cases of Chlld abuse and thelr

quency of reportlng suspected cases Of.chlld.ab35$1¢

-h.' h/

8. There 1s o, statlstlcal s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between Junlo

middle SChOOl pr1nc1pals knowledge of Suspected cases of chlld abuse and . E

their frequency of reportlng suspected cases of chlld a use.ﬁ

9. There is no statlstlcal s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between hlgh school

Ly

principals’ knowledge of suspected cases of Chlld abuse and thelr fre—- IR

e o

quency of reportlng suspected cases of child abuse.

i Delimitati ORS" Somioanodwmeewiig e I

The following is a delimitation of the design of this study:-
1. The population was delimited to randomly selected public school

principals within the state of Wisconsin.
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Limitations .

This study was 11m1ted by the' follow1ng factors.

1. The return rate of the survey may be 1ow because of the pr1nc1—
pals' work restrictions: - i

2. Principals may choose fot to answer all survey questions.

S RTE TSR S

Definition of Terms = .. ... .« -

1. Attltude Z extent to which a pr1nc1pal 1s.aware of hls responsmbl—':lppm;;;;m;
1ity to‘report suspected child abuse (Leav1n, 1983) ‘
2. Chlld abuse - as deflned by the 1983 Wiscon51n Act 172.
“:'a:' chlld - as any person under the age of s1xteen in sexual

Txassault cases and under the age of elghteen in fornlcatlon, [P

entlcement, sexual gratlflcatlon, and pornography

abuse - phy51ca1 1n3ury 1nf11cted on-a ch11ﬁ hv nfher than
acc1denta1 means, sexual intercourse or sexual contact and

':emotionalﬁdamage'(Wisconsin'Act'of 1983)

b phV51ca1 abuse - any phy31ca1 1n3ury 1nfi1cted on a chlld by

' other than acc1dental means.

o. child sexual abuse - is a'categéry*df‘pﬁ&éiééi*abﬁée vhich . ...

includes sexual intercourse, conduct, or exploitation, or =

“permitting or requiring 2 child to engage in prostitution:

d. child'neglect - the offense:of a parent who neglects, refus-

the necessary care of shelter so as to serlously endanger

" ‘the physical health of the child.




- 'emotlonal damage -~ harm to:a . child's psychologlcal orJlntel-_

‘lectual functioning which is exhibited by: severe- anx1ety, R

- depression, or aggression and is caused by the child's par-
uklent,qguardlan,or caretaker. HEmotional damagemmay,be.demonzmmmm__TT 
‘u,_stratedgbyvaservable,changes‘in behaviorqfem@tional T

. ~response or.learning which are incompatible.with:the child's..

. : age or state of development (Wisconsin Act O£ 1983) .-

3. ‘Corpofalnpunishment - discipline procedure;whichcmaY&inqludéf”“f*&“”*'“”: :
oatcion.. aheielng, shtiping and paddiing (Noites 1970), S
4. Rnowledge - range of information or facts concerning signs and ...
symptoms of child abuse (Leavin, 1983).

5. Maltreatment - acts of omission or commission by a parent or guard-

ian that are judged by a mixture of community values and proféésionfm__”.m

al expertise to be inappropriate and damaging to a child (Gabarino
and Gilliam, 1980). T _ L

6. Principals - an administrator that is employed by a public school

board of education or a private school as a printipal, district _

administrator or assistant district administrator. Ail public SR

administrators hold appropriate five year administrativé licenses,

(s. PI 3.05) and an Approved Master's Degree Program in school ... oo

administration or eguivalent program (WisconsinrAdministrativefeodefﬁmaf¢ﬁ4¢fl

7. Public schools - public schools are the elementary, junior high/

middle schools and high schools supported by public taxation

(Wisconsin School Law 115.01, December 26, 1985).




Grades: The educational work of public schools ismdividgd inFQ3i?¢ e

twelve grades, besides kindergarten, which are numbered from one = .

to twelve beginning with lowest.

a. elementary - grades K-6.

b. middie School or junior high - grades 5-8°or 7-9 or’7-8% This"

“structure is dependert upon individual school-districtsi™

L0

“c. “high school - grades 9-12 or 10-12, structure depéndent upon =~ - v

“individial school districts (Wisconsin School Law'115.02,”

‘Décenber 26, 1985).




CHAPTER IT

. REVIEW OF LITERATURE ”

i3 The review.of literature will examine the cultural: views-.of ;child
‘maltreatment and the problems that can -arise. if children's.basic needs. ...
-are not met. An examination of the literature as it relates to the ... . ... L

-cases-and -prevention-intervention strategies will.folloW.., :

i.0.~This review of literature is divided. into the following majo

i leo-Cultural -Views.of Child Maltreatment ... .
»: -2+ - Indicators of. Abuse .

3. .Ilearning and Behavior. Problems

4, --Incidence  of Abuse

~..5. Wisconsin's Child Abuse and Neglect. Reporting . Laws:..:::

6. . Educator's Responsibility.

7. Failure of Educators to Become Involved.. ... ooy Gt esE i

- 8. :Principals’ Role in Reporting ... -woood. 20wl oofs daw ¥

9. -Prevention and Intervention Methods -for Educators:. zu.:is

.Cultural Views of Child Maltreatment

- Historically, society has not been troubled by:the maltreatment:of

dhildren}‘“Kempe-(1978)*found'that'where-infantSCand:childrenfﬁere-not-

rwantedy‘child*mortalityffigures‘were high. . In nineteenth-century Lon<::

don, 80% of the illegitimate children who were put out to'nurse died;.

14
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uscrupulous nurses collected their fees and promptly did away-with:the. .

babies (Kempe, 1978). When a profit could be made; adults sometimes -

sold children into slavery or used them as a sourCeTofﬂcheapilabéfﬁﬁ |
(Kempe, 1978). Many individual parents may have cared-about-their. 7!
children, but pervasive values sanctioned manyjpractices-thatﬂwé*hOWTf“

call abusive, and even caring parents were under'theainfluencefof%these¢~~mm~%mw

values (Kempe, 1978).

Carelessness and ignorance about the physical and emotional needs. . -

of develbping children were the norm for a long time (Kempe, 1978).
Maltreatment of children has survived into fﬂé late twentieth,qentg;y}”:"%._"TQ
virtually unchallenged, because two beliefs remained strbngu(Kempe;ﬁl978),_:”
First, children were seen as their parents' property.: itQMéé;iéﬁéﬁffoff “T]fifi

granted that parents had every right to treat their~bhildréﬁmasﬁfheyiéee~

aTor

fit. Second, children were seen as their parents' responsibility.:
many centuries harsh treatment was justified by the belief that severe

physical punishment was necessary to maintain discipline,.transmit:educa-

tional decisions, and expel evil spirits (Kempe, 1978). - .

The change in cultural views can be traced to the -early:daysof the . —

Child Welfare Movement in America (LeaderS'Manual;v1980)w*%IneNéwaYdrk
in 1825, the New York Society for the Reformation of Juvenile IElinquentngufﬂﬁT

established a house of refuge, primarily for wayward-children-and-onlty ==

secondarily for the neglected and abused. The SocietyfforrthéxPﬁéﬁéﬁéioﬁ'iﬁ*iﬁi

of Cruelty to Children was founded in 1871 to stir public consciousness-

on behalf of destitute children. With similar objectives-the first: =

White House Conference was convened in 1909, and the American Association

for Study and Prevention of Infant Mortality was founded (Kempe, 1978).
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Until fairly recently the problem of child abuse and neglect-was. .

considered .only in terms of individual cases...Many. people;knéw;qghg;

person down -the.block 1s pretty hard on his kids," without reallzlng
"that person" had thousands of companions.(leaders Manual, 1980, P 45)

Not until the definition of»the}Pbattered,child”¢3yndr9mezipglgﬁzgpﬂasg;

significant public and professionaluattentiqn}foqusedfopﬁtheApﬁqugm;@ggm_
that ranks.as one of-the greatest risks to the health of our children

(Leaders Manual, 1980).

'ihdicators of Abﬁsew

Sauls and Wright (1983) found that an abused.or neglected child

needs security which can. come.only from-a relationship with a kind,

sympathetic adult who cares enough to want to help.the.childs.: A child.

who has learned. to fear, despise, and even hate.adults, needs.the:.pa—:.

tience and support .of a reliable adult model._%Manygﬁim@S'SQhQQlXPEEﬁ“

sonnel are put into this reliable adult model. When working with such

a child, the.school person should not beishDCkedatQ;eQdﬁupﬁ e

as the target, of frustration or hostility. Whenfthis_happenSm the ...

teacher must remember that the hostile-feelingsxheing;expressedébxﬁthe

child are displaced feelings that originated elsewhere. (Sauls.and-

Wright, 1983).
School personnel rust be aware of pOSSlble 81gns or 1nd1cators""”mllm o

that might be 1nd1cat1ve that a Chlld may be 1n an abuse or neglect 51t—

vation. . The following list indicates telltale signs}Which¢§hgu1dgmmapﬁﬂ

the teacher of possible child abuse and neglect::...: s




1. A child who is frequerntly absent: or late. t-% =5

2, - A’ child who ‘arrives at school too-early andﬂstaysfaftéf classes

- I3 - oo AR TR
R WO RE i A
IR NS P A

without: an apparent reason.’

P

©7'3. A child who is unkempt and/or inadequately dresgsed;o chiliivii:.
4,7 Archild who freguently has bruises, welts, anhd other injiries.
-5y A child who is hyperactive, aggressive;-disruptivé~and destruc~ -

-tive 'in behavior, Co e cher fuaad Glwmb deeso

6. A"child who is withdrawn, shy, passive and uncomminicative

“ 7+ ~A child who needs, but is not getting medicaliattentions ==Y

' 8. A child who is tired and tends toi fall'asleep-in:clagsit

9.7"A child who describes a ‘parent*s behavior-as unusual.:nd o
“10%"“The parent who becomes aggressive or abusive when approached =~

with a view to discussing the child's apparent problem;~'~7“5“

1. The parent who does nd£ bbther_£b éhow up for an appointment.

12.° ‘The-parent ‘who is slovenly, dirty, and possibly’redolent" £ -

-~aleoholy "

©+'13v The parent who will not allow the child to participate

‘cial activities or events . (Sauls and Wright,ip.::58)x

When the above mentioned problems surface concerning:d:student; the =~~~ =

teacher :is responsible for reporting the situation:(Sauls:zand Wright,: =

1983 ) k.- . . E ; ) ' : ’ T ’ ‘ AR o E . T V . .A:H ER R It v . _" o v i..é_.. o : ‘ ..._:.“.'«_L.:

Learning and Behavior Problems o '

- “Statistics reported by Hélfer and:Kefipe (1976)show:a high percen-

tage of ‘all abuse ‘is’'dirécted at children of school age." Many-abused"

children exhibit learning and behavior problems withini‘the school




"mmiﬁ"j__'”'

setting. Teachers can, therefore, play. an-active.role:in:the:identifi- ..

cation of the victims of child abuse.and=neg1ect.*?Inﬂéméﬁﬁdj{dfgéégi”Tww.”

children determined as."dependent" in Los Angeles, Broadhurst..(1978)
found that 25% of the abused children and 64% Qfgthegneglectedﬁchildrenmm"_f -

demonstrated a’ delay in motor development, while-39%%-of-the-abused: -

children and. 72% of the neglected children demonstrated-a:-delay in:the - ngw
area . of language development. - Broadhurst;alsOMfound_that;inxacademic§  -
performance, 53% of the abused children and 82% of the feglécted-children
were rated "below average" or failing. Although academic failure may

have a variety.of. causes, the‘possibility:of.childgabuseuandgpeglegpl“m o

should be considered along with other possible causes::(Molnar and::

Gliszczinski, -1983).

inéidence of Abﬁse' -

- Child abuse.and neglect usually .occur 'in the:privacy-of -the-home,

making it difficult to know exactly how many children:are.affected: .

Child abuse and neglect must be discovered.and.reported.so.the

can be protected. : There is general agreement that thls never happens
e
in a majority-of:abuse and neglect incidents-(Broadhurst,.: 1978)

- The Natlonal Center on Child Abuse and Neglect estimates: thaty
approximately one million children are maltreated*bymthexrrparents*eachMWﬁm%ﬁ%%

year . (Broadhurst, 1984). Of these children, as.many: as: 100 OOO ‘to ‘f'"ﬁ"

200,000 are physically abused, 60,000 to 100,000 are:sexually-abused;:and

the remainder of the one million are neglected (Broadhurst, 1984).

Although the above figures are startling, there: is another figure that
is even more alarming. Each year more than 2,000 children.die in

circumstances suggestive of abuse and neglect {Broadhurst, 1984).
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Estimates of the total number of abused and neglected children in

the United States per year vary widely (Ametican Humane Association™

[AHA], 1983). "Published estimates have ranged from 41,000"cases of::-

407 million (AHA, 1983). It should be noted that the low estimates:™¥:.

tend to be based on reports, or substantiated reports; when onescoens - ...
siders how many cases may go unreported for each one-that comes to the -

attention of the authorities, it becomes clear that the minimum 88ti-

mates are far below reality (AHA; 1983).
One of the most detailed of recent studies was conducted by the .. ...
Children's Division of the American Humane Association’ (1983),: whi¢h
‘analyzed ‘a sample of 100,000 abuse and neglect reports. Their’Fimd=-
‘ings showed, ' among other things, thatfbbYS“are*abuSédfaéfofténﬁasﬁgirls- ;a.;:af

“with women being responsible for the maltreatment’ in60% of the cases.

~Child abuse and neglect is known to exist 'in all racial’and: ethnic

“groups and at all levels of society. Lower income families:-are:over~. -

represented in the reports because of their visibility to the reporting

agencies (AHA, 1983).

The nurber of child abuse reportsihas'gfdﬁn drastically in the last

decade. Since 1976, the first year- for which there dare: natiendl-abuse o v

“statistics, the number of reports of child maltreatment-has HncCreased:— -

142%.  Reports of Sexual abuse cases alone are Up MOre ‘thar'852% 7
" (Molnar and Gliszczinski, 1983). This increase in child abuse reports .

is exemplified in the following Facts:

“7_In Oregon, there was a 31% increase in substantiated’ child abuse

reports between 1981 and 1982, as well as an increase of 8%




- between 1982 and: 1983. L ¥W1ﬂh," Poreiview of a3iogiatos

«In Wisconsin, ‘the number of children referred-to:protective ser=

vices increased ‘an average of 4r%2from?1983mtor1984?ahdids-ékbec-
':fted‘to*increase-in‘1985;«-Milwaukeewoffiéialé;COnservatiVélyiiiF-
‘”%?ﬁexpectfa‘79%'increase=in=chi1dfabuse~and*neglébt?referfals“ﬁnﬁlQBS.
'ﬁf=In:Vérmontfﬁthere=was'a 76% increase in the: numberof suspected:::-
-abuse -and neglect reports between: 1982 and 1983w wisme :

“+..~In Maine, the number of substantiated cases of child abuse in- =

creased: 14.6% between 1982 and 1983 {(Childréen's: Defense: Fundyic 1577

G A9B6) St A s b dme miior rovisions of Lhe act

+: - Avtelephone poll conducted by the Los Angeles Times in July 1985,

believed to'be:the: first nationwide study:of the ekxtent of: childimoléess
tation, indicates-that 27% of. the women:contacted and 6% of.the meh,_;-

said they had:beenrmolested;aS-children:fiong;thirdfhadfnever reveaied b

the molestation prior to:this survey,. and» 3% had reported:the inci-

dent(s)’ to police or: to. other public-agencies-(LaECrosse?Iutheraanospi-

tal and CGunderson Clinic, 1985).

Wisconsin's Reporting Laws - : s

Our society places-the responsibility on the parents tosprovidess i
for their children as they see fit. €hild abuse and neglect-laws-place — ——— -
restrictions on parents' lack of responsibility to'provide~for:theix e =

children: (Broadhurst, 1984). . . - .

< The Child-Abuse and Neglect Act of 1974 (PL-9324) requires: pro=:
, _
fessionals to report suspected chiid abuse, and most provide:immunityiass.

e Ny
ERLY
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long as the reporting is done "in good faith." " A:review of all states

clearly indicates that educators have a legal responsibility to’report

child abuse and neglect. In most states, the-statute"includesralthﬁﬂ*
educators, but there are a few exceptions. Some states.specifically
exempt school administrators but not teachers to report ‘cases of ‘child
abuse and neglect.' The types of abuse that must berreported'arelmore
various, but all states require the reporting of physical abuse: .

(Beezer, - 1985).
In 1983, the Wisconsin Legislature made major revisions of the~1977
Wisconsin Child Abuse and Neglect Act. The major revisions. of:the act. .

are as follows:

1. To protect the health and welfare of children by encouraging”'”'”“:”

the reportlng of suspected child abuse and neglect.

2. To: assure that appropr1ate protectlve serv1ces are prov1ded to
abused and neglected chlldren and the1r famllles.

3. To prov1de support, counsellng and other serv1ces to abused

children.
4. To protect Chlldren from further harm.
5. To promote the well-being of the chlld 1n hlS or her home

settlng,,whenever possible (LaaCrcsse'Lutheranﬁﬁospltalaand :

 undegson Clinic, 1985).

As a result of the rev151ons in the 1aw in 1983, rsons required '

to report must now also report those 51tuat10ns in Whlch they have rea-

son to belleve that a chlld has been threatened w1th an. 1nJury, and

L ! i

that abuse w1ll occur. All school admlnlstrators, teachers, counselors,

school nurses, and social workers are legally mandated and morally



obligated~to report reasonable cause tO-suspth'tha

their profe551ona1 dutles has been threatened Wlth nJu y,

and tha S

abuse of the chlld Wlll occur (La Crosse Lutheran Hospltal and Gunderson

S U P g

Clinlc;i1985). )
"n;Any,person,orginstitution:participating in good-faith:inthe. mak~
ing of a report, shall have immunity from:any liability,. civil.er .crim-
inal, that result by reason of the action. In:"good-faith" means:there.
is no malicious intent to defame or malign. &nyone who w111fully vio=
lates thrs-mandate,;by failure to report as: requlred, may be: flned not o
more‘than.$l,000.00.or imprisoned not more, than 6 months, .or: -poth

Educator s Respon81b111ty

i ek

Once the scope of the problem of Chlld abuse and neglect has been

recognlzed, what is an approprlate response° The‘obviUuS“QEneral‘goar —

4 LN T

is to prevent the maltreatment of chlldren.

| Why should educators become 1nvolved Wlth such.a problem, 1f most

cases occur in the prlvacy of the home? Until falrly recently;-active:

viewed as a part of the educator's role (Broadhurst, 1984)

Educators work w1th and for chlldren, the law and pollcy command an

educator s 1nvolvement, and professxonal respon81b111ty demands it.
Furthermore educators ‘have a deep sense of personal cormitment to. the
children in thear care (Broadhurst, 1984)

Teachers must be knowledgeable about the 51gns or 1nd1cators of

abuse and neglect as vell as the reportlng procedures in cases of sus-

pected chlld abuse and neglect. Broadhurst (1978) reports:



Educators are sometimes ‘overwhelmed at the:thought-of:schools

taking on yet another respon81b111ty. But more and more,- “the
school is to‘be viewed not just as a place: for-educatingyouth, -

but as a resource, a means of meeting other needs of-"h~ldren,
“and that trend is likely to continue {(p. 7}.« = i

" ~Riggs (1982) feels. that sch0013personnelrhavemboth&a?moral;aﬁa”

festing behavior indicative of:being traumatized.: . Schools mustxinltlf
‘ate action to prevent the occurrence of incest/abuse which is hamful . ... .
to the healthful development of chlldren.

Teachers faced with the requlred reportlng law are Just1f1ed 1n

asklng “how and to whom' they are to report suspected abuse cases”

“what p01nt a ‘suspicion ‘Pecomes a reportable concern. Furthermore, a

“teacher, unlike many other professionals who are required:to“report;
is 'in a unidue ‘position of being in continuous contact withthe abused .

- child and his or her family before, during,” and-after’the report:has;

"been filed.  Therefore, the'after-effects of the réportinﬁ.ﬁfbcésé (£ﬂé'

investigation and treatment phases) are alsd-of-particularﬁinterést_to

" the teacher (Broadhist, 1984). —

Educator's Failure to Report

‘Why do educators Fail to report what they believe to be the ocgur-— -
rences of child abuse and neglect? Beezer~(l985)%suggé5bs#¥haﬁ%£h$}nwdﬁpaaffi;f

reasons why educators-fail to report are:

~ 1. "Report only severe injuries
2. Lack diagnostic capabilities

3. 'Are reluctant to get invoived for fear of ‘prosecution by ~rom
parents

4, Lack confidence that a report will ultimately 4o any good



In general, it appears that there is an Overall-laQK;QipKngwleﬁge  W"

among school personnel on this issue; which prohibitswéﬁémaffdmypé;;¥7#°“

forming most effectlvely in the area of chiid abuse 1dent1flcat10n and"

reporting. In a study by the Education Commission of the States, 1t

was reported that the teacher: education programs 1nvest;gated;spentyan

average of less than three hours in the area of childgabusehénd.neglect o

(Molnar and Gliszezinski, 1983).

Principal's Role

Most children between ages 6 and 16 are required to attend school, |

so teachers and other educational personnel are:in position: to play«

a major role in detecting and reporting abuse. To make this more -like-

ly, however, principals, superintendents, and;schoolgboarq;mgmbergg s

should be given basic information about child -abuse. laws.and-reporting.

procedures (Zgliczynski and Rodolfa, ;980)._;, LR T e

The teacher's initial responsibility is-to relate the situation

to the principal. The principal then takes the situation to the pro-

per agency, as designated by law, in the manner prescribed by the iocal |

board (Mazzarella, 1983).

The Wlscon81n Department of Public Instruction: (1984) requlres the I

following procedures when it appears that a child is belng sexually

abused outside the school system.

a. Any school employee who suspects that a child has been sexually

. abused must ‘simultaneously report this immediaﬁéi&rtomthe

school administrator or designee and the.county social .service

agency.




contact the Director of Pupil Services or designee (school =~~~

nurse, school social worker, school psychologist,. or.school & ..,
- CDunSElQr ) . ] : - e B e e “——“'""‘

. ©. The principal, the school social worker. (or other.pupil .ser= -

. Viges professionals), and the person who répqrted“pheQanse:;m~~~~mmw4w

 showld simultaneously contact the protective services wnit.of -

the social services department. and the police.department.

No_one within the school system can censor such a report..:The

. one working day after the school notifies the school adminis-

trator (p;‘é}.lo).

school staff member who is responsible for contacting the proper.agency.

or authorities. The school has no legal right or. responsibility -for,

dealing with the problem beyond reporting observable facts to this

Teachers should contact their school principa;:qugppgpigtengpntuilT.”ﬂm;'

for a copy of the state laws as they re;ate_;olpggghquﬁﬁnd,for;infotf;'

to prevent child abuse. Child Abuse and Neglect, a publicatibﬁﬁéf £ﬂé“'?THUT:TT5

National Association of Secondary School Principals (cited in Mazzarella,

1983) includes several recommendations. . Principals should:
s

1. Know their state child abuse statutes, especially those con4

cerning reporting.



2. Provide inservice presentations by external ‘agency personnef ‘L. . .

to acquaint the staff with the issues.

3. Add a pertinent section to faculty handbook: (Mazzarella, p 14)
- In developing effective systems for dealing with: caseswofwabuse
and neglect from the ‘school's stand'p‘o:'m’t,-a'1r‘;rrJ'.1'n‘.',e'n'd<5<i"urni€‘eri’c,-"'c':':l.-jt‘ea'i‘r’-":l';"}"r"-"5-“—"‘w
stating school policies and procedures in this*regéfd*iS“éétﬁéfﬁiﬁiéﬁi~--~~“w~mw“m
necessary first step. Before producing such a document,”school ‘pPer-
sonnel must be aware of the general nature of the problem. The legal -

procedures vary from state to state, so the SChbblwhésitd?ﬁbﬁéiﬁfi%é.i

own state law before developing a policy (Rose, 1980} 7% ¢ "  m”L",;g

Prevention and Intervention Strategies.

Educators are very often aware if something is not right with a-

- child long before severe physical injury is presenti’’ If ‘the ‘educators

are properly prepared, they can offer a management tool inmthemséhoois '

(BY¥oadhiicst, -1984).

‘Ten-Bensel and Berdie (1976) stress the best method to 1ncrease e

the capacity of -the ‘teacher to understand’ andcope w1th abuse and "'.m“m_ R

neglect is to make training avallable to all school personnel at least

once a year in the first month of school. The ‘authors: sugge tﬁthree

basic guidelines to increase school peérsonnél's ability t w'pn.'cﬂ:t=.=c1':"-c:h ‘‘‘‘‘ Vf"w4%%;4€%

dren from further abuse and neglect:

1. Bducate persomnel regarding child abuseand’negiect, ‘ihcluding

the importance of reporting and treatment.

2. 'Develop a school policy for reportiﬁg?SUSpécﬁédﬁaﬁﬁééﬁéﬁdhw>«W?.,

Ve
neglect. r




'3, ‘Working With other ‘agencies in the drea’of"prevention of dHile

" abuse ‘and neglect.

“'Children’ who are exposed to any form?bf“ﬁﬁiéfeaﬁﬁéﬁﬁkﬁféTE%bﬁéa of

thelr chlldhood and the 1nherent rlght to- mature and’ develop Ao

healthy'adults (Martin, 1979). hus both prof9851onals‘and‘IaY”pepré

have an obligation Eo-"pfcvi'aé-'servicés-- that caﬁ‘*féméay--‘?ai{ai ultimdtery

1982).

There are many ways in which parents and educators_can_prgpgre

approach from becoming 2 sexual assatlt.” Accordlng to Kobllnsky 619@4)

“1.% Teéach" ‘children that some parts of thelr bodv ‘dre’ prlvate.

2! Teach éhildren to say no to Urvanted’ touches.

3. " Explain‘that bad touches could come’from Someone” the eniid -

e gy v

knows.”

'4;”'Ehéoﬁragé"bpén'communicatibn'aﬁﬁTdTSEéﬁkﬁdé secrétsy

5, "Tedch chiidren how to telll

6. Use games and stories to reinforce prevention concepts.

AT

7. Continue to discuss safety ruleés concerning strafgerss”

e -E‘néoufagé Eﬁi‘i‘dren to trust their’ oibh-=iiﬁsﬁi‘ﬁé{-is

g,

RN

“(Koblinsky, p. 14).

”RbSe*(lQSO)”féﬁnd that""téééhéré*énd”BEﬁEE“E&ﬂSETﬁﬁ%dfeSSiohals“ﬁéy e

be 1nvolved in reportlng, 1nvest1gat1ng, “and’ even in cdourt’ proceedlngs

¢t



as witnesses. That is reason enough for school personnel:to thoroughly

familiarize themselves with their state laws regarding-these proce~ &~ .

dures. A clear understanding is nct enough: though. : “The  Council for

Exceptional Children (1979) and Broadhurst (1979) have also_pecommended
that school personnel take on the frankly_intimidating.rolemofsﬁaik@ng
with pareﬁts when contemplating and filing reports on childgabuee;dndm.

neglect.

Summary

As the literature has indicated, schools and school personnel play

‘a very important role in-detecting and reporting. . suspected abu‘

Schools can take a leading role in community awareness ‘programs and“

treatment efforts. To do so however, the anxieties and fears surround—

ing this terrible phenomenon must be calmed through inservice and pre-

: ,.cases .

service training programs. With a sound knowledge of the problem,” and
with an understanding of state laws, school systems can develop p011c1es

and procedures-to ease the difficult task of reporting,,investigatinc.

and treating the victims and families; part1c1pat1ng in the totai team
effort against this very real problem of abused, neglected children =
{(Rose, 1980).

Abused and neglected children because of their home experlences,'

behavior and characteristics, are seriously disadvantaged -in- acqu1r1ng

feelings : of self-worth and positive relations with others.T In order to

abused and neglected children and incorporate them as permanent components




of early childhood programs. Although teachers cannot expect to eradi-.

cate completely the effects of abuse and neglect, the attention glven

to the special needs of these children nay cons1derab1y enhance deve—

lopment (Peterson and Roscoe, 1984).

School profe551onals, by virtue of thelr SklllS in symptom recog—

nltlon and thelr knowleoge of communlty resources, are unlquely p051—

tloned to coordlnate a conmunlty force to conbat the problem of chlld

_abuse (Wllson, Thomas and Schuette, 1983) Indeed, When statlstlcs i: 

show_more than one mllllon_reported caseswannpel;X!Jpherew;s a ne d k

for all respon81b1e educators to educate themselves 1n

to become 1nvolved in order to save a chlld (Wllson, et al., 1983):_




CHAPTER III

_ This_study'was designed to determine if there is a ;elathnehlp

between public school principals' knowledge, attitudes and_feelings_’

toward Chlld abuse and thelr frequency of reportlng suspected Chlld

abuse and neglect cases. Flve hundred and ten publlc school prlnc1palsuunw.mmuMw

in the state of Wisconsin at the elementary, junior hlgh/mlddle School

and high school levels were mailed a questionnaire in the attempt to - =~

derive information concerning_knowledge‘and attitgdexleyelsTandmtheir

frequency in reporting suspected cases.

: Subj-ect Sel'eé'tioh-'

that had been divided into three populatlons. elenentary, Junlor hlgh/"

middle school and high SChool‘principals'from;théVWisoon§1nﬁPﬁbiiE_HW

School System.-

The 510 public school principals were randomly selecteéd from the

2017 public school principals listed with the Department of Public 7

Tnstruction for the State of Wisconsin.

According to the table of random numbers, every fifth element ry““

pr1nc1pa1 was randomly selected for a total of 260, every”second Jun'orm

high/middle school principal was randomly selected for a total of 102-

and every ‘second high school principal Was”randOle'selected“forﬁaitotal_
of 148 principals, to give a total of 510 randomly selected public &chéol
principals from the state of Wisconsin. The random selection process

30
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was completed by ‘the Department of Public Instructlon s Computer ‘Data }m;"

Processing Department. ~

_ Development of Instrumentatlon

e e o,

The Chlld Abuse Quest10nna1re was develooed for th1s research

(Appendlx D) Th1s step Was deemed necessary 81nce no 51ngle ques—

3 E e >§“‘ -

tlonnalre, prev1ously ut1l1zed, requested the 1nformat10n that would

adequately sunmarlze the knowledge and attltude 1evels of publlc school

PrlnClpals toward chlld abuse 1n relatlonshlp to thelr“frequency of e

_reportlng.

vt bzt :.,.._. L, :.

The prellnlnary Chlld Abuse Questlonnalre was, made up of 29 state—iImumMIMT

ments. To assure content valldlty of the statements, the quest1onna1re TR

‘ b
LD et LT R

was sent to seven jurors. Ass1stance 1n evaluatlon of the 1nstrument

was requested by mall.‘ The malllng con81sted of a letter of explanatlon

_(Appendlﬂ.B), an evaluatlon form Inventorv Ratlng Scale (Gllmore, 1974)

x&z.

_(Appendl C) and the queutlonnalre statements.x The evaluat' nrform en—

abled Jurors to respond to each statement regardlng effectlveness 1n '

_measurlng a pr1nc1pal s knowledge and attltude levels Wlth regard to

chlld abuse. The evaluatlon form also allowed Jurors to determlne the

pected_chlld ahuse and neglect cases. A numerlcal ratlng system from l

o JO PP
i .

{not acceptable) to 5 (1ndlspensable) was usee to evaluate each state—

-ment,_,Space was also provided to the rlght.of'eachgstatementrﬁor adol—

_tional comments.

_Eour_of:the,seven questionnaires werekreturned. Of these four,
one had chosen not to complete the evaluatlon., The remalnlng 3 Jurors

}had campleted the evaluation with comments c1t1ng weaknesses in the



questionnaire. Great consideration was given to the comments made-by... . . ...

the jurors regarding weaknesses of the questionnaire. '

Evaluation analysis of the questionnaire consisted of calculating
the mean score of each statement. Statements with a mean score.3.0.or.
above were considered for inclusion in the final questiomnaire. A
rating of 3.0 by thé jurors indicated the statement_Was_ya}uablg;igéﬂvm S —
measuring the knowledge or attitude level of the subject, and.it:was
selected -as an acceptance level. Upon examination.of;ﬁng;meaﬁigéégggr:; ; :_f'.‘;;
it was found that all statements had a value.of 3.0,,2?a5;gg&ig§g£gogiﬁ
sideration the.comments of the jurors and researchhcpmmigpgg, a.revised..
questionnaire of 37 questions was developed (Appendix D).

Procedure -
The data was collected through the use ija_mgiled questionnaire.-'

The questionnaire. was accompanied by a cover letter (Appendix E) and a

postage paid self-addressed return envelope. The cover letter explained

the purposes of the study, procedures that the respondent needed to

follow and an assurance of anonymity. The letter asked that the Child

Abuse Questionnaire be completed and returned within 10 days.. The .. ... o

questionnaire was mailed May 16, 1986, and asked to be returned no. .

later than May 26, 1986. A follow-up letter was planned for mailing to.. i .= i

all subjects to obtain a sufficient samplensizetvﬂ@?a Jihggifl ————

Statistical Design

For the purpose of analyzing the data of this study, Pearson.r was

used in order to determine the relationship between,knqwle@ge%ggﬂugppi~_

tude levels of public school principals in the state of wisconsinhgppf;
cerning child abuse and the freguency of reporting suspected cases. The

level of significance was .05. o S Ay LT
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CHAPTER IV

RESULTS

“Introduction

fmpen

‘The Child Abuse Questionnaire Was°developed:td:aetéfﬁiﬁé?ﬁhgfﬁé%ﬁ'

or not public school principals® knowledge and attitude toward child "

abuse affected their frequency of reporting suspected cases of child <

abuse. The principals' Jnowledge of suspected cases of child abuse and

their frequency of repoiting was also included in the 'study.  The ques= = =

tionnaire asked for responses in the areas'ofi'”(a) démdéfaﬁﬁiérﬁgté HE

(b)'knowledge of child abuse, and (c)'attitﬁdé'toward*éﬁiiaiﬁbﬁéé.juﬁz”

results of this'study are reported in two sections: ~ ~ "

1. Demographic data

2. Statistical analysis of null hypotheses

Demographic Data

e A total of 510 questionnaires were mailed to public school princi- . ... ..

7

naires were incomplete so therefore not used1iﬁ5tﬂ1§1§5ﬁ&§¥53Théfédﬁu

jects'therefore*bonsiSted of 300 public schbol priﬁcipéiénﬁhicﬁ:i:;”

pals of which 311 (58.8%) questionnaires were received. Eleven gquestion- """

divided into the following three populations: (a) elementary principals,

(b} junior high/middle school principals, and (c) high_schgg;mpgingipals.

The questionnaire was mailed to 260 elementary principals.of.which-146............

principals responded. This is a response rate of 56.1%.';0f-£héui4éummM””

principals, 62 (42.5%) indicated they have been at their current school

1-5 years; 31 (21.2%) 6-10 years; 17‘(11.6%) 11-15 years and 36 (24.7%)

P

have been at their school more than 15 years. Of the 102 junior high/
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middle school principals receiving the questionnaire, 54 principals. .

responded indicating a response rate of 52.%. . Of the.54 principals, ~~

27 .(50.0%) have been principals of their current school:1-5-years;- o
6 (11.1%) 6-10 years; 7 (13.0%) 11-15 years.and '14-(25.9%) have: beenat:
their school more than 15 years, There were 148 high-school:prineipals..

who received the questionnaire of which 73 principals responded:showing. .

a response rate of 49.3%. 0Of the 73 principals, 34 (45.6%)mhaye;?éenmn.“

at their school 1-5 years; 15 (20.5%) 6-10 years;“9w{12;3%%{11515ﬁ¥§3154;:.

and 15 (20.5%) have been at their school more than 15 yearsi:: ai:

A total of 27 questionnaires were returned indicating that the

respondent was a. principal of more than one level. :Of the 27 that.were..,

returned, 12 indicated they were a principal-ofwangelemeﬁﬁéty éﬁaﬁjqﬁior fjﬂ:: .

high/middle schiool, 13 were principals of a junior:highﬁhighaéchééréaﬁdégg, _

2 indicated they were a principal of angelemgptary/juniorﬁhigh[highg;“;m

school. - These principals who represent a combination of schools were not

included in this study.(Table2).

TABLE 2

Number: of Years at Current Schooli::f -iouge .

Level .. Number 1-5 years 6-10 years- 1ll-l5-years . .

Elementary 146 62 C31
Junior High 54 27 e
High School 73 ° 34 15
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Statistical Analysis .

The Pearson r was used to determlne the statlst1ca1 relatlonshlp

between knowledge of and attitude toward child abuse Wlth‘frequency of
reporting. The relationship between principals’' knowledge.of_suspected_

cases of child abuse with frequency of reporting was also-included. The

following nine null hypotheses were analyzed with the level of signifi-. . ...

cance established at a p value 5.05. o T

Nuil hypothesis 1: There is no statistical significantffelatlonship '

between elementary school principals' knowledge of child abuSeland_their
frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

The relationship between knowledge of child abuse with the frequency
of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r'ValueHCf'”1604. The“p B

value was less than .05, therefore the null hypothes1s was rEJected. Thls

ndlcated that elementary pr1nc1pals' level of knowledge is 51gn1f1cant-

ly related to their frequency of reportlng (Table 3)

Null_hypothes1s 2: There is no statlstlcal 81gn1f1cant relatlonshlp

and thelr frequency or reporting suspected cases of Chlld abuse.

The relationship between knowledge of Chlld abuse Wlth the frequency

of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r value of .1346 Thenp lT

value was greatcr than .03, therefore the null hypothe51s Vas- netwrejected‘WMWWJMn

This 1n01cated there is no apparent relatlonshlp between Junlor hlgh . AR

pr1nc1pa1s knowledge and their fregquency of reportlng (Table 3)

Null hypothesis 3: There is no statlstlcal 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp

between high school principals’ knowledge of Chlld abuse and the1r fre—
quency of reporting suspected cases of Chlld abuse. |

The relationship between knowledge of -child abuse and frequency of

reporting resulted in an r value of .0173. The p value was greater than



.05, ‘therefore ‘the null hypothesis was not-rejected. -Fhis again indi= -

cated that there is no apparent relationship between highischool-prin-
cipals' knowledge and their-frequency“Of%reporting:lf(Téble 3).
‘pable. 3 oL cluniiont el Sanahin

Tty

“Results of Knowledge of:Child Abuse "in Relationship”
to Frequency of Reporting Suspected
Cases. of Abuse by Pearson- 't

r Value o) Value
Elementary Principals . CE L6004 v e waR 02F8 el

Junior High/Middle School Principals -~ = 31346 =7
Bigh School Principals - 0 . min QOL7BTh Do GUI{442:07 e

o % significant at the .05 level —© oo TRDEE O

Null hypothe51s 4._ There is no statlstlcal 51gn1flcant relatlonshlp

The relat10nsh1p between the elementarylpr;qg;pals attlﬁ#ée«towafd'

¢hild abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected cases resulted in

an ‘r value of .032. The p value was greater“tﬁan .OS,'therefdf ﬁ%hea+"=~“

null hyﬁbthesisﬁuas'not rejected. This 1nd1cated that there is‘no ‘rela- -

tlonShlp between elementary pr1nc1pals attltude and thelr frequency of 7

reportlng (Table 4)

PN SN

Null hypothe31s 5 There is no statlstlcal 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp .

STGIEN Y ry 'é(:v

between Junlor hlgh/mlddle school pr1nc1pals attltude toward Chlld abuse

and thelr frequency of reportlng suspected cases of chlld abuse.

ol & ;'u, .:.n"l‘

The relatlonshlp between the Junlor hlgh pr1nc1pals' attltuQe‘to— "

wards Chlld abuse and thelr frequency of reportlng suspected cases

resulted inan r value of .320. The P value wags less than .05, therefore
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the null hypothesis was rejected. . This indicated that: thereM1Saa' ig-

A
nificant relatlonshlp between junior high: pr1nc1pals attltude-toward

child abuse and their frequency of reporting. (Table 4)

Null hypothesis 6: There is no statistical significantMrelatianship_"

between high'schoolrprincipals';attitudestowardﬁchildgathegangmtheir

frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.:.: oo
“The relationship between attitude toward child abuse and-fregggﬁgy_uru_

of reporting resulted in.an r value of-0.109.. The p value was grééténty

than .05, therefore the null hypothesis was not rejeéted,ugibiéugpégeéﬁs

that there is not a significant relationship between high school:=pri

cipals' attitude and their frequency of reporting. {(Table 4).
Table 4 '
Results of Attitude Toward Child Abuse in Relationship

to Frequency of Reporting Suspected
‘Cases of Abuse by Pearson r .: iiiinn geiobionhip

- N L o o x Valuekar_r.,:-p‘Valuéf S
Elementary Principals’ © L0372 o -~a;d.3soﬁﬂm.

Junior High/Middle School Principals Cm0t

High School Principals C g0t o s g

* gignificant at the .05 level

B R A A IR

“"Null hypothesis 7:. There is no Statisticalmsignifieantmre&atiehéhipgfwmeaxii

between elementary principals' knowledge of suspected cases of chlld

abuse with their frequency of reporting suspected cases of chlld abuge.

The relationship between knowledge of suspected cases and frequency

of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r value of -0.201. The'p

value was less than .05, therefore the null hypothesis was rejected.



This indicated that as the elementary principals' knowledge of -suspected

cases increased, there was a significant decrease in-their -frequency of

reporting. (Table 5)._;f,}§i 

..Null hypothesis 8: . There is no statistical4signifigantﬁ;g%gyégpgpigf

between junior high/middle school principals' knowledge of suégé{

cases of child abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected-qqgesfqum~~lmmmwm

of child abuse.

The relationship between knowledge of suspected cases and frequency ©

of reporting resulted in an r value of -0.146. . The p value was-greater--

than .05, therefore the null hypothesis was not rejected. This suggests = =

that there is no significant relationship between junior high/middie -

school principals' knowledge of suspected cases and their frequénéj”offLﬂ““““““'

reporting. (Table 5).

Null hypothesis 9: There is no statistical significant relationship

between high school principals® knowledge of suspected cases of child

abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

The relationship between knowledge of suspected cases and”fféﬁugp;y‘rw 7

of reporting resulted in an r value of -0.258. The p value was less than.........

.05, therefore the null hypothesis was rejected. This indicated thqpmggmwwwmwmm;

the high school principals' knowledge increased, there was a significant. ...ioo

decrease in their frequency of reporting. (Table 5). S




Table 5 -

Results of Knowledge of Suspected Cases of Chiid Abuse : e
in Relationship to Frequency of Reporting ‘. —
Suspected Cases of Abuse by Pearson r

. - - rvalwe . p Value
Elementary Principals o C=0.200 0 0 T RQOT

Junior High/Middle School Principals = -0.146 =~ U5 TS
High School Principals 0,258 TR0

* gignificant at the .05 level




CHAPTER V

FINDINGS, DISCUSSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ;

an effect on.their frequency of reporting suspected cases, The pr1nc1— '

of reporting was also included in this study. @ o0 2l fosln e
~-A total of 510 questionnaires were mailed tO%theLrandomlyQSelécted~.-
public .school ‘principals. " Of the. 510 questionnaires: malled, a total of

311 were received with eleven questlonnalres :returned: 1ncomplete

total ‘of 300 public.school ‘principals took: part in thlS istidys o hhocdno

Flndlngs o

Ana1y51s of the data resulted in the follow1ng fln 1ngs.

| i. There was a 51gn1flcant relatlonshlp between elementarv pr1nc1—

pals knowledge of chlld abuse and thelr frequency of reportlng suspected

cases of chlld buse.

2. There was no significant relationship between junior high/middle

school principals' knowledge of child abusevand their:frequency of sre=ied

porting suspected cases of child abuse.: i o

‘3. There was:no significant relationship between hig “schoolrprine:

cipals" knowledge of child abuse and their frequeneff;f reportinngueﬁeet—r___;

ed-cases of .child.abuses - Lo ceeo o cgmraoned oases

4, . There was no significant reldtionship:betweenelementary prin-
cipals' attitude toward ¢hild abuse and their frequency:of ‘reportingan

40



suspected cases of child abuse.

5. There was a 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp betwoen Junlor hlgh/mlddle
school pr1nc1pals attitude toward child abuse and frequency of reportlng
suspected cases of Chlld abuse. l

| 6. There was no s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between h1gh school pr1n~

c1pals' attltude toward child abuse and thelr frequency of reportlng

suspected cases of chlld abuse.

7Q There was a significant relatlonshlp between elementary pr1nc1—
pals knowledge of suspected cases of Chlld abuse and thelr frequency of

reportlng suspected cases of child abuse The elementary pr1nc1pals

suspected more cases of chlld abuse than they reported.

8. There was no s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between Junlor hlgh/mlddle ”

CLoi

school pr1nc1pals knowledge of suspected cases or Chlld abuse and the1r

frequency of reportlng suspected cases of chlld abuse.

9. There was a 81gulf1cant relat1onsh1p between hlgh school pr1n—____\

of reportlng suspected cases of child abuse. The hlgh school pr i als

suspected more cases of child abuse than they reported _ e

Discussion -

" The present study sought to determine vhether a relationship existed

between public school principals' knowledge: of and"attitude;towardrqhild:;m._.”mm

abuse with their frequency of reporting suspected cases. "‘Fwo:iof:the four

significant findings of this study relate to-elementary'principalsﬁwaat'

knmovledge of child abuse and their knowledge of suspected cases. These'!

data are similar to the results of a 1983 research study with teachers. i

by: Molnar and Gliszczinski. They found evidence to indicate:that when:



A2
teachers have been trained and become more knowledgeable, they becomel -
effectlve in reportlng more suspected cases of child abuse and neglect.
Zgllczynsk1 and Rodolfa (1980) also report when teachers are alert to the.#;”““
81gns and symptoms of p0551b1e aouse, they are more capable of 1dent1fy:T”””“““““
1ng and a1d1ng abused chlldren. Perhaps educat10na1 programs are also e
effectlve in 1ncrea 1ng pr1nc1pals‘ knowledge of child abuse and the |
reportlng of these suspected chlld abuse cases. If educatlonal programs
are meanlngful in 1ncreaslng pr1nc1pals awareness of ch11d abuse, then -
1t appears poss1b1y this increase in awareness may allow the pr1nc1pal
to dlscrlmlnate between what is an actual reportable case of abuse and Cmmmm
- thCh . not. . , Co B it e

:.One'may ask why there Was no significant reiAEESﬂéﬁlﬁnﬁéééééﬁ’§§hi55”'
hlgh and senior h1gh pr1nc1pals knowledge and frequency of- reportlng.-
One possible explanation may in part e due to the undeflned role of the

school in the detectlon and reportlng of suspected chlld abuse cases.

Accordlng to Er1ckson, MCEvoy, and Colucc1 (1984) schools have not been

as helpful as they could in the past because teachers, admlnlstrators and

SUpport staff have been uninformed about procedures for 1dent1fy1ng, o

reportlng and followeup of an abuse and neglect ‘case. In View of the”””'

study by Erickson, et. al., it is not SurprlSIHQ that’ schools have been
rather passive about child abuse and neglect, ‘given the complex1ty of the

chlld abuse problem.

This study also indicates a third s1gn1f1cant fanlng whlch suggests

a 31gn1f1cant relatlonshlp exists between Junlor h1gh pr1nc1pals'fatt1—

tude and thelr reportlng. It appears ‘the more p051t1ve the pr1nc1pals
are toward their students, the more ullllng they are to report suspected -
cases of child abuse. Perhaps a reasonable explanat1on for thls f1nd1ng

is that Junlor hlgh principals are more sen51t1ve to the ups and downs'”



that junior high students have as a result of the maturation process.

Therefore junior high principals’ oerceptiveness to this difficult periodl

for adolescents may increase their Wllllngness to a551st students through
this period.
The fourth significant finding of this study”showedxe:re;etiousbigu
between high school principals' knowledge of”suspecteq‘oeses,ﬁ;t@;greft
quency of reporting. A negative correlatiou was_shownfwhichriuéicetes
the principals suspect more cases than they report.__Oneioossio;eire;soo”””__:MK

may be that the high school principal does not have a sufficient amount

of information to feel comfortable in reporting suspected child-abuse = .

cases. . S . :
It may be that many cases of child abuse in the hiéu.scuool settiﬁg
are a result of sexual abuse and therefore harder to detect._ Roscoe
(1984} reports that sexual abuse is harder to detectmforwamxareetymofmrrrrrf
reasons: shame, embarrassment, fear of.repercuss}ousﬂ_fear of_d;sbel;ef_

[ N

and fear of family break-up. Sauls and Wright_(l9831_report‘thatﬁsexual

abuse is the hardest of all cases to detect. Thetgnlymhgp%?ﬁgy 1
child is that the relationship between the teacher and child is one where™
the child will feel free to confide in the teacher.3 This maY_iﬁdi¢3t3~“m~'“

that the principals may be reporting only those cases that are obvious t0 'm"m

them Another possible explanation is that the age of the student allows
for a more open discussion of the problem which may haye,oeenrerroneously
perceived as a possible abuse situation. After talking with the student,
the principal may heve a more comprehensive understan@@ug_of_uhaththe

real problem was. As a result, high school principals may ve able to

discriminate between what is an actual case of abuse and one that is.-not.
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~ _Additional~Observationsfvt;gyig ir e

Ins1ghts reveallng the attltude of the publlc school pr1nc1pals Were T

1nd1cated by the comments they offered on the returned questlonnalre.

Many pr1nc1pals Wrote comments 81m11ar to the follow1ng.

'"The only reason I was able to respond is because you used a check—

EEeret e Lo anrd e 5 R

off system. I con81der thls an 1mportant area of concern."

.“Good 1uck in your study. In the past 13 years I have made many

referrals, sometlmes for Brutal phy51cal abuse-~subtle
Emotlonal abuse is sometlmes worse."
“Good luck w1th thls one’ It s a w1de open tOplC of great concern

'fo me. Thank—you for the opportunlty to help you'"

"Thank—you .

5 -
L a4 e e

' It'seems'along with the positive, a person may also find the negative.

This was found to be true with some of the following comments. . .. . . ..
"I don't respond to guestionnaires by anyone with the title of Ms."

"What are you trying to do--test the wisdom of the principal?"

Comments such as these may indicate that the principal is tnreatened by A

the topic of child abuse, lack appropriate knowledge concernlng Chlld

abuse, feel inadequately educated, therefore feellng i1l at ease when

dealing with child abuse, and perhaps they feel their authority Was~under

scrutiny.

Recommendations

Upon completion of this research the followingrrecommen&ations

are made:



1. A more precise instrument needs to be developed in’ order to

accurately assess the knowledge and attltude level of the publlc school

principals concerning child abuse.
2.. There is a need to encourage further research -inh the-area of-

ch11d abuse and neglect to determlne where educatlonal programs are needu

ed. Partlcular areas of concern: are. detectlon, reportlng and followe o
up of reported cases.
3. Studles have 1nd1cated that the more knowledgeable an educator

is in the area of child abuse, the more 11ke1y he 1s to detect and report

suspected cases. Therefore 1t would seem approprlate that al

training 1nst1tut10ns requlre a course in the area of chlld abuse.

l'4. There may be a need to. develop a program for< unio hlgh and

high school personnel to educate them 1n the recognltlon of»abuse

older. adolescents.




REFERENCES CITED

American Humane Association. (1983). nghllghts of chlld abuse and .
neglect reports.  Denver, CO: Author. a PSRy e

Bavolek, S. (Ed.) (1981, October). The identification and reporting
of child abuse and neglect among school personnel-in Wisconsin:--:-An.--
in~depth study. (Available from Department oOf. Spec1al Educatlon,
Unlver81ty of Wisconsin-Eau Claire, Eau Claire, WI 54701)

Beezer; B. (1985, February). Reporting child abuse and neglect. -:Your
responsibility and your protections. Phi Delta Kappan, :pp. 434-436.

Broadhurst, D. - (1978, December). The educator's role “in - the prevention
and treatment of child abuse and neglect.  National:Committee.on.:
Child Abuse and Neglect: U.S. Department of Health, Educatlon and -
Welfare, Washlngton, D.C.

Broadhurst, b. (1979). The role of the educator in. chlld abuse and
neglect: User manual in upgrading child abuse and neg;ect programs.
Unpublished manuscript (Available from [Natienal Center.on:-Child:Abuse
and Neglegt, Administration for Children, Youth and Families, -Washing-
ton, D.C

Broadhurst, D. (1984). Educator's role in“the;preventioneapd“treatmeﬁt
of child abuse and neglect. (DHSS Publication No. (OHDS).84+30172).7

Children's Defense Fund. (1986). An. ana1251s of the Pre51dent
year—-Budget and chlldren. Washlngton, D. C.. Author. s

Counc11 for exceptlonal chlldren. (1979} .. we can help-h Spec1aiized
curriculum for educators on the;preventlon and treatment of Chlld
' abuse and neglect. Reston, VA - Author. R AT SELI oE LiniTown Lo

Education Comm1531on of the States. (1976) Chlld abuse and neglect.

S*flscal'““'““““

' Mbdel 1eglslat10n for the states. Denver" Author._i-r

Erickson, E. & ‘McEvoy, A. & Colucc1, N. (1984) | Chlld abuse and neglect° o

A cquidebook For educators, communlty leaders. Holmes Beach, Florida:
Learnlng Publlcatlons.... B RN RN el e aay

Flnkelhor, D. (1984, July—August) Howwwidespread is ehiidfsexualyabuse?
Children Today, pp. 18-20.

Gabarino, J. & Giliiam, G. (1980). Understanding abusive families.

46



By A

Gilmore, G'D. (1974). The. developmeht, implementation}“and'éﬁalﬁétiéh i

greventlon. Doctoral dissertation, University of Tennessee.

Helfer, R. & Kempe, H. C. (1976). Child abuse and neglect. -Cambridge;,’
MA: Ballinger.

Kempe, H. C. & Kempe, R. (1978). Child abuse. Cambridge, MA: -Harvard:
University. : ST s
Koblinsky, S. (1984, September). Child sexual abuse = The eAUCAESELES o

role in prevention, detection, and intervention. Young Children,

La Crosse Cbunty Department of Human Serv1ces. -(1985). [La Crosse
. County statistics on child abuse]. Uhpubllshed raw data.u

La Crosse Lutheran Hospital and Gunderson C11n1c. Chlldren s Protective
Service Team. (1985). Child sexual abuse prevention manual. Ia. ' -
Crosse; WI: "Author. B s TR

Leader's Manual. (1980). A curriculum on child abuse and. neglect.
(DHEW Publication No. (OHDS) 79-30220). Washlngton, D C. N

leavin, P. G. (1983, January-February) Teachers® perceptlons, atti-
tudes, and reportlng of chlld abuse/heglect. Child Welfare, pp.
14 20 . S EnTy P

Leav1tt, J. (1981, May-June). Helplng abused and.neglected chlldren
Chlldhood Educatlon, pp. 267-270.

Martln, H. P. (1979). . The abused child: A multldlsc1911naryﬂqpproach -
to developmental issues and treatment. Cambrldge, MA. Balllpger.

Mazzarella, J. (1983, January). Self defense for principals:
staying out of court, part two. Principal, pp."10-15. =

Molnar, A. & Gliszczinski, C. (1983). Child abuse: A curriculum issue
'in'teacher education. Journal of Teacher Educatlon, 5, 39—41 L

National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect Reports; (1976)“W”Ch11d abuse -
neglect reports. (DHEW Publication No. 87-30086). Washington, D.C.:
U.S. Government Printing Office -

National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect (1985) Perspectives on
child maltreatment in the mid 80's. (DHSS Publication No. {OHDS) .
84-30338). Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government - Prlntlng Offi‘e' :

Newberger, E. (1982). Child abuse. Boston: thtle, Brown and Compan

Nolte;.cs (1970). School law for the teacher. Danvxlle. Interstate
Printers and Publishers.




Peterson; K. & Roscoe, B. (1984, September-October). Neglected child:en:_J_

Suggestions for early childhood educators. Childhood Education; ppi———
o 2=4, S, h S B O ST E e i ‘;?T_“,'m:."",':'_f’t..:.. o

Riggs, R. S. (1982). Incest: The school's role. The Journal of School
Health, pp. 365-369. :

Roscoe, B. (1984). Sexual abuse: The educator's role in identifiéation
and instruction with abuse victims. Education, 125(1), 82-86.

Rose, B. (1980). Child abuse and the educator. Journal of Exceptional .. .. ...

Sauls, C. & Wright, M. (1983, February). Don't violate the law--report
child abuse/neglect. Early Years, pp. 57.59, . I

Schmitt, B. (1980). The child protection team handbook. New York:
Garland STPM Press.

Ten-Bensel, R. W. & Berdie, J. (1976). The neglect and abuse of chil— i
dren and youth: The scope of the problem and the school's role.
Journal of School Health, 46, 453-461.

Turbett, J. P. & O'Toole, R.- (1983). Teacher's recognition and reporting
of child abuse. Journal of School Health, 53, 605-609. i

U.S. Department of Health and Human Service, National Center on Child

Abuse and Neglect. (1983). Child dbuse: "The edUCALOL'S responsibil-
ity. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Govermment Printing Office.

Wald, M. (1976). The role of schools in child protective services:
Guidelines for pupil services. Wisconsin Department of Public Instruc-

tion: Madison, WI.

Watkins, H. & Bradbard, M., (1982, July). Child maltreatment: An over-

pPp. 323-333.

Wilson, J. & Thomas, D. & Schuette, L. (1983). The silent screams:
Recognizing abused children. Journal of Education, 104, 100-103.

view with suggestions for interventions and research. Family Relations,

Wisconsin Act of 1983, §48.981, (1984).
Wisconsin Administrative Code. (1985, September).

Wisconsin Department of Health and Social Services. {1983). Anhual
report to the Governor and legislature on the Wisconsin child abuse
and neglect act. Department of Health and Human Service: Madison, WI.

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction. (1984). Child sexual assault
and abuse: Guidelines for schools. (Bulletin 4360). Madison, WI.




WlSCOHSln School Law 115.02, (December 26, 1985)

Zgliczynski, S. & Rodolfa, E. (1980). the teachers' respon51b111ty tp i
the abused child. Journal of Teacher Education, 31, 41=44:




APPENDICES




. APPENDIX.A

STATEMENTS OF CHILD ABUSE AND

NEGLECT FOR EVALUATTION




Values are as fOllOWS‘ 1. Not Acceptable
3. Acceptable

5. Indispensible

Questions 1-3 the respondent will
answer by checking_either yes or no.

1. Have you ever susgected a case of
child abuse while in your current
professional administrative
capacity? If yes, how many in
the last year have you suspected?

2. Have you ever reported a case Of
child abuse while in your current
administrative capacity? If yes,
how many cases of child abuse have
you reported in the last year?

3. Have .you ever attended any training

'~ sessions or Workshops on child
abuse and neglect° If yes, wherée
and when?’ o

Questions 4-16 the respondent will
check strongly agree, agree, disagree
or strongly disagree.

. T belleve teachers should be re-
sponsible for identifying sus-
pected cases of Chlld abuse and
neglect.

5. 1 think teachers should report
v suspected cases .of Chlld abuse
and neglect.‘\u

APPENDIX A

" CHILD ABUSE QUESTIONNAIRE
2. Somewhat Acceptable.
4. Very Acceptable

ITEM o RATING
i ' ' SCALE:

Directions: Please read each statement carefully and give each statement
a numerical value. Place the value in the coliumn labeled Ratlng scale.




6.

10.

11.

ITEM
I-think it is. inappropriate for
an- admlnlstrator to report
whether or not a child has been.
abused .or neglected.

I believe I am morally obligated

. to report suspected child abuse .
-or-neglect. '

I belleve I have a personal o
respon81b111ty to report sus—
pected child abuse and neglect.

I believe I may be physically
harmed by angry parents if I
report suspected child abuse and
neglect. - -

I thlnk I may be harassed by theu
parents. of the child if I report
suspected Chlldﬁabuse,and neglect.

I believe a child may suffer if

.-I do.not report suspected Chlld

.. abuse and neglect.

12.

13.

14.

I think. parents have the.right
to dlsc1p11ne their. children
as they see fit, which may in-
clude the use of corporal
punishment. :

I believe parents vho abuse
their children are mostly from
lower. socio-econemic levels.

I think most cases of child abuse
and neglect cannot be prevented.

I think the willingness to report
a case of child abuse or neglect
can be affected by one's attitude
or feellngs toward the family
involved. .

RATING

SCALE




- RATING
ITEM: SCALE
16, Spec1al children-ones who are
7 mentally," phy51ca11y, ‘or -
' “developmentally handicapped are’
- less likely than other children
'“:_“to be abused.)“ :

Question I?‘the“rESpondent will answer|.
by checking_eitnerfyes_or no. '

17. Which of" the following is true j E o
concerning the reporting of sus- :
pected child abuse and neglect

cases? :
a. It is mandatory ‘for educators )
to report. '

b. It is advisable, but not
- mandatory for educators
to report.
c. It is mandatory for anyone
~_to report. :
d. School’ personnel in-the state
' of Wisconsin are immune from
criminal and civil liability
When reporting suspected
“_chlld abuse and neglect.

Questions 18-20 the respondent will
answer, by checking the approprlate
responses.r;;_y

18. Reports of child abuse and
neglect should be made to which
of the followrng agenc1es/ '

1nd1v1duals° _ SO o

hospltal d. police e R T e
b. social service e. sheriff ' .
c. physician  f. not sure S b e

19. How should reports be made to
mandated agencies?
a. orally
b. written
C. oral followed by written
d. not sure

20. Penalties for failing to report:
a. you could lost your job
.b. 1o legal action
‘c.” imprisonment/fine
d. not sure




Questions 21-29 the respondent will
choose the category that appropriately
describes the specific type of abuse
and neglect. For some items there
may be more than one acceptable
answer. The following are the
categories:

21'

22.

23.

24,

23,

. 26.

27.

28.

29.

Thankyou very much for your time and cooperation.

RATING

ITEM

a. physical abuse
b. sexual abuse

c. emotional abuse
d. neglect

e. I don't know

Unexplained bruises and welts on
face, lips and buttocks.

A child who comes to school
inappropriately dressed.

A child who is frightened by
his or her parents.

A child who demonstrates
behavioral esitremes, i.e.,
passive-aggressive. -

A child vwho has pain or itching
in his/her genital region.

A c¢hild who demonstrates constant
fatigue, listlessness or falling
asleep in class.

A child who demonstrates habit
disorders such as sucking,
biting, rocking, etc.

A child who comes to school early
and stays late.

A child vho demonstrates poor peer

SCALE

relationships.

- COMMENTS .22 . .
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APPENDIX B

COVER LETTER FOR JURORS

April 6, 1986

Dr. Stephen Bavoiek .
Department of Special Education
University of Wisconsin-Eau Claire
Eau Claire, Wisconsin 54701

Dear Dr. Bavolek:

I am presently involved in research for my Masters Degree thesis in the
Health Education Department at the University of Wisconsin-La Crosse. ~In
my research I am attempting to assess public school principals'’ attltudes
and knowledge toward child abuse and negiect and to determlne th51r fre;
quency of reportlng suspected abuse cases. .. :

As part of my study I have found it necessary to develop an 1nventory Whlch S
will enable me to measure the principals' attitudes and knmowledge of child =~
abuse and neglect and frequency of reporting suspected abuse cases. .I- would
like to reguest your assistance in evaluation of this inventory reqardlng .
its content.

I have enclosed a copy of the inventory with an evaluation device. I . ' .
would appreciate your willingness to assist in this evaluation. After com=
pleting the evaluation, please return it in the enclosed self—addressed
stamped envelope by April 12, 1986. : s

I realize how valuable your time is and want to express7a spéciél@fﬁénksﬁm*<f~
to you for your time and effort in evaluating the enclosed gquestiomnaire....

sincerely, ' ”T'i'f"' . 4wi;

Nancy K. Kidd
Rt. 2 Box 343 -
Arcadia, Wiscon51n 54612

Enclosures
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APPENDIX C

INVENTORY RATING SCALE

Directions: Enclosed is a list of statements regardinguéﬁiid-éﬁﬁ§é andﬁ,-h*

neglect. Please read each statement and use the scale below to indicate
its acceptability, based on the degree to which the statement will reveal

the subject. In this manner you will be judging the content validity of

these statements with concern to this study. The questionnaire has been

developed for use with public school principals in the state of Wisconsin. -

The scale values are defined as follows:

1. NOT ACCEPTABLE: The item has no value as a statement for measur-

ing the attitudes or knowledge of public school principals con-
cernlng child abuse and neglect.

2. SOMEWHAT ACCEPTABLE: The item has some value as a statement for
measurlng the attitudes or knowledge of public school pr1nc1pals
concerning child abuse and neglect. : I

3. ACCEPTABLE: The item is valuable as a ‘Statement for measurlng o
the attitudes or knowledge of public school principals concerning
child abuse and neglect.

4. VERY ACCEPTABLE: The item is very valuable as a statement for
measuring the attitudes or knowledge of public school principals ...
concerning child abuse and neglect. ‘

5. INDISPENSIBLE: The item is absolutely necessary as a- stateme“v

for measuring the attitudes or knowledge of public school. prln— o

cipals concerning child abuse and neglect.

The scale was developed by Dr. Gary Gilmore for use in his doctoral dig=

sertation, The Development, Implementation, and Evaluation of a Family. .

Health Education Program Incorporating the Concept of Prevention, the

University of Tennessee, June, 1974.
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APPENDIX D TRy RS
o [ lyes-send results

[ Jno-co not sent result

Directions: Please complete each statement by providing tﬁéfappfaﬁiiééé -
response. Please put the correct number in the- space; prov1ded te t e
left-of the number.ﬂ .

r——r—t——r—

1. T am a principal of: (1) elementary school (2) ~junior hlgh/mlddle
I (3) high school

2. How. long have you heen
principal at your current
school? (1) 1-5 years (2) 6-10 years © e
' (3) ll 15 years (4) 16 or more years

3. Have you ever suspgcted a case of child (1) yes (2) no. ;'“"
~ abuse while in your current administra- =~ Touee -
tive capacity? If yes, place the
. number -you have suspected in the. 1ast
year-in the lower blank. - -

4, " Has your staff ever suspected a case of.. o 41) yes:w(2)-no
chiid abuse while in your current -
admlnlstratlve capacity?

5. Have you ever. reported a case of Chlld o 1) yes
abuse while in your current administra-; ... . 0iie
~ tive capacity? If yes, place the e
" number “you have reported in the last
year 1n the lower blank.

6. Has you staff ever repgrted a case of  U{l)yes”- (2) no
child abuse while in your current e
administrative: capac1ty°

7. Have you ever attended any training”
sessions or workshops on child abuse and
. neglect° If yes:. - S : = S
- A. - What was the presentat10n° Please check all that apply'
college class inservice tralnlng
independent lecture radio or television
: - professional workshop _ - - other . - T
Approx1mate1y vwhen was the };Jreseni:atlon‘p - -7 —
in the last 6 months . ____ . 3 years to 5 years ago
6 months to 1 year ago —..more-than 5. years_ago.. =
1 year to 3 years ago S -

Directions: -Please put the correct number :in. the blank provided that
best describes your response to each statement.
l=strongly agree o
2=agree
3=disagree ==
4=gtrongly disagree




10.

—

13.

11.

12.

14.

15,

16.

18 0
.. lower:socio-economic levels.

19,

20. .

“““the family involved. -

21.

.‘,‘.Chlldren to be abused

“as ‘they see fit, ‘which may include the use

“suSpected cases of child abuse and neglect.

I thlnk teachers should . report suspected cases of Chlld abuse
and neglect. -~ - . TN .

I-think it 1s-inappropriate=for:an;admlnlstratorﬁtorreport;
vhether or not a child has’ been abuged or neglected..:.:

I believe I am morally obligated to report suspected. child
abuse or neglect. ,

I believe I have a personal respon51b111ty to report suspected
Chlld abuse and neglect.,h, .

abuse and neglect.

I think T may be harassed by the parents of &
report suspected child abuse and neglect.[j

I believe a child may suffer if I do not report,
child abuse and neglect.

T think parents have the right to dlsc1p1“

punishment (1 e., spanking, shaking, whlpplng, paddllng, etc.).
T believe parents that abuse.their children: are~most1yﬁfrom

I think most cases of child abuse and neglect annot B
prevented. .

I think the willingness to report a case of,c, abuse o1
'neglect can be affected by one's attitude-or feelings toward

Special needs children—-ones who are mentall
or developmentally handicapped are less 11ke1y~than other

Directions: Please complete each statement by prov1d1ng t ap _oprlate

cases.

1eft of the number.

22_'._ :

23,

It is mandatory for educators to o
report suspected child abuse and neglect
cases.

It is advisable, but not mandatory for - .- |
educators to report suspected child

abuse:and neglect cases.




24, It is mandatory for anyone to report
~J*afsuspected'Child abuse and neglect cases. .

25. School personnel in the state of Wis=-"
consin are immune from criminal and
~ civil liability when reporting suspected
" child abuse and neglect cases. :

26. Reports of child abuse and neglect should be made to which
of the following agencies/individuals. (Check all that

apply) et
______hospital pollce
social service sheriff.
physician not sure
27. How should reports be made to mandated (l) orally
agencies: R S(2) written

" (3) oral followed .
;ﬁ””fgby‘Written_
1L(4)inot sure

28. Penalties for failing to report: (1) you. could lose your }Ob
(2) 1o legal action against you

{3) 1mpr1sonment/f1ne _

(2) ot sure L

D1rect1ons- Please complete each statement by prov1d1ng the approprlate
response or responses concerning the types of child abuse. (Please
check all that apply.)

Y

29, Unexplained bruises and welt on face, physical abuse

lips, and buttocks. sexual abuse
emotior 1at ab_u—se—______

neglect
T -don't know-

physical abuse
sexual abuse
emotional abuse
neglect

I don't know

phy81ca1 abuse

sexual abuse

emotional abuse ...
neglect o

d.don't know.. .o

physical abuse .
sexual abuse
emotional abuse
negtect
I don't know

physical abuse
sexual-abuse-— e
emotional abuse o
neglect

I don't know

30. A child who comes to school inappro-
priately dressed.

31. A child who is frightened by his or
her parents.

32. A child who demonstrates behavior
extremes. (passive-aggressive)

33. A child who has pain or itching in
his/her genital region.

T lgllli.lllll'}fiplli



34.

35.

36.

37.

A child who demonstrates constant

fatigue, listlessness, or falling asleep
in class.

A child who demonstrates habit dis- _
orders such as sucking, biting, rocking
etc.

A child who comes to school early and
stays late.

A child who demonstrates poor peer
relationships.

Thank you very much for your time and cooperation. -

sexual abuse = .. .
emotional abuse S —
neglect

physical abuse’

ielpeta Ryt
emotional abuse :
neglect :

T don't-know

physical abuse

sexual abuse _
emotional abuse

neglect T
I don't know -

physical abuse

‘sexual abuse _
emotional abuse
neglect '

IR

I don't ¥now
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APPENDIX E
COVER LETTER

Date

Name
Address

Dear :

As a public school educator, and a student of Health Education, I ==~
am very interested in abuse of our school children. I am presently
involved in a research project concerning child abuse and-neglect:and - .
am in need of your assistance. Enclosed you will find a questionnaire
that should take just a few minutes of your time to complete:  As @~ "
public school principal, it is very important that I receive your
questionnaire for successful completion:-of the study. You can be assured.
that individual responses cannot be traced back to you.  Your. responses . . .
‘are strictly confidential. ' o e

After completing all of the questions, please return the enclosed
stamped envelope by . If you are interested in receiv-
1ng a copy of the results, please place a- checkfmarkw&n~Ehe4bex+§mﬂxi-__k444_
in the upper right corner of the questionnaire.

I realize how valuable your time is and want to express a special'
thanks to you for your time and effort in answering this questionnaire.

SincerelYf Ao e e o L T

Nancy K. Kidd -
Rt. 2, Box 343 s
Arcadia, WI 54612 B e

Enclosure
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PANEL: OF JURORS

Stephen Bavolek

Department of Special Education
University of Wisconsin-Eau Claire
Eau Claire, WI 54701

Victor J. Contrucci S :
Division for Handicapped Children and Pupll Serv1ces o o
Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction S
Madison, WI 53707

Lorraine Davis

Supervisor - School Social Work Services

Wisconsin Department of Public Instructlon TS B S
Madison, WL 53707 R T

cPrineipals o PORTITTRED VRSNG00 '
Winona Cotter ngh School
Winona; MN-»55987 U CATES ANT

Barbara Levin = =7 '
Department of Social Work
University of Iowa

Iowa City, IA 52240

Marilyn Van Wyk
CESA #4
Onalaska, WI 54650

Peg West
1005 Rutledge Street
Madison, WI 53707
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APPENDIX G

Frequency of Respondents Answering Yes-No

to Knowledge of Suspected Cases and
Reported Cases of Child Abuse

Question

Have you
suspected

Has your staff
suspected

Have you
reported

Has your staff
reported

Elementary
Yes No

139(95.2) 7(4.8)
140(95.9) 6(4.8)

135(92.5) 11(7.5)

127(87.0) 19(13.0)

Population

Junior High
Yes No

53{98.1) 1(1.9)

54(100.0)} _—
48(88.9) 6(11.1)

:50(92.5)_r4§35%j~1.

...mmghSdbﬂfiffo

62(84.9) 11(15.1)
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FREQUENCY OF PRINCIPALS ANSWERING - =~

YES-NO TO KNOWLEDGE‘QUESTIQNézij;?f




- APPENDIX H

Frequency of Principals Answering
Yes-No to Knowledge Questions

Question .

Mandatory for educators to

report

Advisable, but not mandatory

to report -

Mandatory for anyone
report

to

Immunity from criminal

liébility

Unexplalned bruises,.
wphy51cal '
~sexuali
. emotlonal

"+ neglect
Uf~i don t]ﬂuﬁf

Chlld 1nappropr1atel
fphy31cal

~isekual

remdtionali

neglect

I don't know

welts

v dressed :

.. Elementary -

Yes
140(95.9)
12(8.2)
72(49.3)
138(94.5)

143(97.9)
1771.(48.6)
35(24.0)
36(24.7)
- 6(4.1)

119(13.0)

112(8.2)

244(30 1)
137(93 8)
8(5.5)”

No-

2(40.0)
13§(§l58)
74(50.7)

8(5.5)

13(2.1)
3{75(51.4)
111(76.0)
. 110(75.3)

140(95.9)

127(87.0) .
- [E34(91:i8) 1 ¢
102(6939)
19(6.2)
'138(94.5)

. Yes

54(100.0)

24(44.4)

f§8(§819)

Jgécéé;i)
$27{50.0)

14{25.9)
12(22. 2)

28(5129)

49(90.7)
7(13 0)

" Junior High

No
52(96.3)
30(55.6)

6(11.4)

iiiii;é)
227(504:0)

40(74.1)
42(77.8)

pried

244(81: 5)
- 49(9037)
126(48:1)
5(9.3)
 47(87.0)

| High School .

CYes

71(97.3)

;1%(257)

26(35.6)

'64(87;?)

72(98:6)

.306{41.1)

5(6.8)
7(9.6)

_2(217)

9.6)

47(9.6)
27(37:0)
66(90.4)

5(6.8)

. No
2(2.7)
7(97.3)
47(64.4)

+.9(12.3)

1.4
.43(58.9)
i 68(93 2

)
66(90. 4;

; 71(97 3

266(96 4)
'?66(90 4)

46(6340)
7(9.6)
63(q3.2)

Ezi?. delini




Question

Chlld frightened by parents

. physical
“sexual
emotional
neglect
I don't know

Child who has behavior
extremes
_ _phy81ca1
Usexual
emotional
neglect
I don’t know

Pain or'ltchingmin genital
\.reglon L
“:phy51cal
sexual .
emotldhal
neglect
;I don't know

Chlld WhO 1s llstless, falling

alseep, fatlgued
physical
sexual
emotional
neglect
I don't know-

Elementagz
83(56.8) %63(43.2)
80(54.8) 66(45.2)

136{93.2) 10(6.8)
142(28.8) 104(71.2)
12(3;2) 134(91;8)
88(60.3) 58(39.7)
88(60.3) 58(39.7)

125(85.6) 21(14.4)
53(36.3) 93(63.7)!
21(14.4) 125(85.6)
43(29.5)  103(70.5)

132(90.4) 14(9.6)
26(17.8) 120(82 2)
39(26 7) 107(73.

: 12¢

94(64.4)
98(67.1)
65(44.5)
28(19.2)
125(85.6)

16(29 6)

8(14.8)

Junior High

Yes Mo
41(75.9)  13(24.1)
35(64.8)  19(35.2)
50(92.6) - 4(7.4)
17(13.5)  37(68.5)

7(13.0)  47(87.0)
29(53.7)  25(46.3)
30(55.6)  24(44.4)
44(81.5)  10(18.5)
24(44.4)  30(55.6)
12(22. 2) 42(77.8)
17(31.5)  37(68.5)
43(79.6)  11(20.4)

“9(16.7)  45(83.3)
23(42.6)  31(57.4)

:38(70 4)

40(74.1)

© 14(25.9)
15(27.8)  39(72.2)
30(55.6)  24(44.4)
- 45(83.3) 9(16.7)

46(85.2)

High School -

Yes Mo
43(58.9)  30(41.1)
37(50.7)  36(49.3)
70(95.9)  '3(4.1)
i8(24.7)  55(75.3)
2(2:7) 71(97:3)
44(60.3)  29(39.7)
39(53.4)  34(46.6)
65(89.0)  8(11.0)
24(32.9)  49(67.1)
17(9.6):  66(90.4)
26(35.6)  47(64.4)
62(84.9) - 11(15.1)
10(13.7)  63(86.3)
21(28.8)  52(71.2)
12(16.4) %61(83 6)
33(45.2)  40(54.8)
17(23.3)  56(76.7)
44(60.3)  29(38.7)
58(79.5) 15(20.5)

7(9.6) 66@0A)




Question

Child who demonstrates habit

disorders
physical
sexual
emotional
neglect
I don't know

Child who comes to school
early/stays late
physical
sexual
emotional
neglect
I don't know

Child who demonstrates poor
peer relationships
physical
sexual .
emotional
neglect.
I don't know

Elementary
Yes No
47(32.2) 99(67.8)
58(39.7) 88(60.3)
125(85.6) 21(14.4)
52(35.6) 94(64.4)
20(13.7)  126(86.3)
77(52.7) 69(47.3)
73(50.0) 73(50.0)
89(61.0) 57(39.0)
98(67.1) 48(32.9)
25(17.1)  121(82.9)
56(38.4) 90(61.6)
68(46.6) 78(53.4)
103(70.5) 43(29.5)
66(45.2) 30(54.8)

37(25.3)

- 109(74.7)

Junior High

Yes No
15(27.8) 39(72.2)
18(33.3) 36(66.7)
40(74.1) 14(25.9)
17(31.5) 37(68.5)
13(24.1) 42(75.9)
28(51.9) 26(48.1)
26(48.1) 28(51.9)
27(50.0) 27(50.0)
32(59.3) 22(40.7)
16(2916) 38(70.4)
16(29.6) 38(70.4)
19(35.2) 35(64.8)
33(61.1) 21(38.9)
19(35.2) 35(64.8)
19(35.2):_

-35(64.8)

21(28.8)
36(49.3)
49(67.1)

29(39.7)

19(26.0)

High School
Yes No
18(24.7) 55(45.,3)
25(34.2) 48(65.8)
60(82.2) 13(70.8)
. 23(31.5) 50(68.5)
12(16.4) 61(83.6)
46(63.0) 27(37.0)
46(63.0) 27(37.0)
46(63.0) 27(37.0)
50(68.5) 23(31.5)
14(19.2) 59(80.8)

52(71.2)
37(50.7)
24(32.9)
44(60.3)
.54(74.0)
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APPENDIX I

Frequency of Prineipals’ -

'Attitude Responses

‘Quéstion

Strongly
agree

- Agree

Disagree

3

Strongly
Disagree
p

‘Teachers responsible for identifying
elementary
junior high
high school

Teachers should report suspected
cases
;elementary
" junior high
‘high school

Inapproprlate for admlnlstrator to
report L e
elementary
junior high . .. . ..
o e RIESRN

elemehtary E
Jtullc”:a}llgﬂl T P

87(59.6)
27(50.0)
30(41.1)

99(67.8)
38(70.4)
44(60.3)

Th

4(2;7)

22(15.1)

54(37.0)

25(46.3)
38(52.1)

40(27.4)

'15(27.8)

26(35.6)

.di(:7w;

)
1(1.9)
1)

8(14.8)

122(30-1)

f;4(2 7)

C4(5.5)

6(4.1)

“1(1.9)
2(2.7)

31(21.2)

9(16.7)

114(19.2)

SN

1.7y
2(3.7)
r(1.4)

e
1(1.4)
110(75.3)

44(81.5)
53(72.6)




- Question

Disagree

Strongly Agree Strongly
agree : _ disagree
1 2 3 4
Personal respon51b111ty ‘to report
S elementary 121(82.9) 23(15.8) —— 2(1.4)
junior high 44(81.5) 10(18.5) —— e
hlgh school - 50(68.5) 23(31.5) - —
May be phy51cally harmed by parents
e elementary - 6(4.1) 27(18.5) 77(52.7) 36(24.7)}
“junior high - 12(22.2) 29(53.7) 13)24.1)
hlgh*school == "8(11.0) 43(58.9) 22(30.1)
Child may sUffer if I do report R o R
elementary _ 3(2.1) 24(16.4) 91(62.3) 28(19.2)
“junior” hlgh P e 2{(3.7) 8(14.8) 29(53.7) 15(27.8)
hlg school 1(1.4) r;(ls.l) 49(67.1) 12(16.4)
May be harrassed by parents S X R bt
elementary 6(4.1) 43(29 5) 76(32.1) 21(14.4)
Junlor hlgh 2(8.7) 15(27.8) 28(51.9) 9(16.7)
hlgh schoel -— 26(35.6) 37(50.7) 10(13.7)
et i » .
Chlld may suffer 1f I do not report : - T e
elementar ! 94(64.4) 45(30 8) "2(1.4) 5(3.4)
junior’ hlc_é;h 35(64.8) 18(33.3) IR 1(1.9)
hlgh school 40(%4.8) 31(42.5) - 1(1.4) 1(1.4)
Parents have right to dlSClpllne y
elementary ' 9(6.2) 47(32.2) :57(39.0) 33(22. 6)
junior high 3(5.6) 118(33.3) 116(29.6) 17(31.5)
high scho@l - 4(5.5) 29(39.7) 24(32.9) 16(21.9)
1 Li.




Question Strongly Agree Disagree Strongly
agree disagree
1 2 3 4
Parents who abuse are from lower
socio-economic
elementary 3(2.1) 21(14.4) 82(56.2) 40(27.4)
junior high - 8(14.8) 29(53.7) 17(31.5)
high school 3(4.1) 15(20.5) 47(64.4) 8(11.0)
Most cases of abuse cannot be
prevented
elementary 2(1.4) 14(9.6) 90(61.6) 90(27.4)
~ junior high - 5(9.3) 35(64.8) 14(25.9)
high scheool - 13(17.8) 46(63.0) 14(19.2)
Willingness to report affected by ;
attitude towards parent :
‘elementary 4(2.7) 90(61.6) 40(27.4) 12(8.2)
Jjunior high a(7.4) 32(59.3) 12(27.2) 6(11.1)
high school 4(5.5) 50(68.5) 16(21.9) 3{4.1)
Special needs children less likely
to be abused : o ;
‘elementary - + 7(4.8) 74(50.7) 65(44.5)
junior high — - 30(55.6) 24(44.4)
high school 202.7) 3(4.1) 48(65.8)

20(27.4)

g




