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ABSTRACT

KIDD, Nancy K. Public school principals I lmowleqe 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' lmow~

ledge and attitude toward child abuse with their frequency of reporting.
The sample was 300 randomly selected public school principals from the
state of Wisconsin. The Child Abuse Questionnaire was designedfor:this ..
research which consisted of 37 questions. A Pearson r showed a relation
ship that was significant at the .05 level for elementary principa.lS'
lmowledge of child abuse with frequency of reporting as well as their
lmowledge of suspected cases with frequency of reporting.
cases they suspected, the fewer they reported. A significant relation
ship was indicated between junior high/middle school principals' atti
tude toward child abuse with frequency of reporting. High schoolprin
cipals' lmowledge of suspected cases with frequency of reporting was
also found significant. The more cases they suspected, the fewerth~y

reported. Enthusiasm for this stUdy was demonstrated by a 58.8% respbnse
to this mailed survey.
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these facts:

the years.

2. The laws mandating reporting of child .abusehave:changEl.dQ\$r

attention.

1. Not all instances of child abuse come to public or official

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

that were officially reported to the cpild protection·agenCies:of:Elach:

In 1973.the American Hwnane Association was estab1;ishe(ifor the

purpose of collecting and compiling data on child abuse and neglect.

Estimates of child abuse have ranged from thOu$an(iI> -Of;"'a$eI>:TI<o;!;Eln$"----

CHAPTER I

and educational pJ:"oblemin the United States. VarioJls. prpfEls$Jp@l:ic:c,_,,·

groups involved with children and families have responded.with:rElse''ll;ch

In recent decades, child abuse has been recognized as a major health

INTRODUCTION

to discover the causes of the problE!IDand .. tp develop programs which iden-

tHy, treat and prevent the abuse of children (Turbett and O'Toole, 1983).

states, whiS;h in turn get their figures each.year by cO\lllting the cases

The American Humane Association (AHA) publishes nationwidestati$t;ics;.;;··

on child abuse and neglect. These figures arecollect.e.(i f"J:"pm·cthEl;j'Jf".ty.··

state (Finkelhor, 1984).

which is the cause for variability. This variatipn i$ the :r:e$u1;t;;.QP•.•

of thousands to hundreds of thousands to millipns .(NewpergElr,

These estimates are based on officially J:"Elportedcases.ofchil.d ;apus_e,



precise and narrow definition involving intentional inflicted

injury to Gil's very broad definition, which inC1UoE!S'anY"act-
---~'---------""

that impairs the developmental potential of children;

4. The definition of abuse may vary from professional grdupand'

within professional groups (Newberger, p. 26).

Schmitt (1980) found the incidence of child abuse to be approximate

ly 500 new cases per million population per year. Schmittalso'fdund

that the types of child abuse are as follows: -

1. 85% physical abuse

2. 10"/0 sexual abuse increasing_ due to greater awareness:

3. 5% failure to thrive

4. Emotional abuse was not listed because the types of cases2't.hat

are severe enough to prove in court are almost always associated

with physical abuse or serious neglect (Schmitt, p;l)
-- I

There are approximately 2,000 deaths per yearfromphysic:al'aoose in '

the United States. This represents a major cause dfdeathin'children.

The overall mortality rate is approximately 3% natidrial:1yc(Sehmitt'r4980-}-.-

In 1983, the Children's Division of the AHA arid the American ,Associa-

tion for protecting Children, indicated that there were 71,961 reports of

child sexual abuse nationally. This figure represents an 872% increase

since 1976. By the end of 1984, this figure jumped t0123,oQo_rej1QrEed _

cases of child sexual abuse.

The enactment of child abuse and neglect reporting laws by'state

legislatures began in earnest in the early 1960 I s(National':,Centerc-on:

Child Abuse _and Neglect; 1985) • Today all 50 states ,the-Distr-ict-COf---- _
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Columbia, American Samoa , Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands'haVEl> ,

reporting legislation. In general, these laws mandate the'reportirtg"Of'c

suspected maltreatment, provide penalties for failure ,to report, provide

immunity to reporters from legal actions associated with the report>and

define reportable conditions (National Center on Child Ab1iseandNeglect,

1985) •

All state statutes clearly'indicate that educators have a legal

responsibility to report child abuse and neglect. Inmost states the

statute includes all educators, but there are a few exceptions. "C' The··

range of "educators" that are required to ·report is ·broad~. Tn'Wisconsin,

it includes principals, teachers, counselors, school nurses, aridistaff

of residential institutions, day care centers and summer camps. (24.'32i,' "

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-P'

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

but often the requirement is widely disregarded. Thereare'sefdofu"clear

cut Channels for reporting, and the extent ofthe.school's.involvement

is .uncertain (Gabarino and Gilliam, 1980).

Many educators are still reluctant to report cases of abuse and

neglect because they fear that parents will sue themfoLdefamat.ioll-of.._ .

character, invasion of privacy, or viOlation of some civilright'(Beezer,

1985) . However, this fear is not well~founded, because state statutes

clearly state that an educator making a legally requiredoLauthorized'

report is immune from civil or criminal liability, as·-).ong·'as·.theireport ..··.. ··..



Educators can play a vital role in preventingchild.·,abuse,becauseccc:,,·;-,

they have almost daily contact with children above the age of 'five; -'In

fact, probably only parents have greater contact withtheir'owri ch~ldren

(Roscoe, 1984). Educators and others who workdirectly-withchildren _

have an excellent opportunity and a grave responsibility to identifY',and

Need for the Study

is made in good faith. To further reassure educators andotherscwhocmu$t

report, some states have even added a provision tothedmmunity,-clausesc'-

that presumes that those who report do_ 60 in good fai.th (Eeezer;i985r~------------

Educators are reluctant to report child abuse and neglect also, because

they are not sure what constitutes abuse and neglect, don·tknow:~c;tly

how to make a report, lack confidence that the report will be acted

upon, and fear legal prosecution (Beezer, 1985).

Bavolek (1981) surveyed 1,637 school personnel in the state, of,>o'

Wisconsin to gather information on why teachers are reluctant.tOJ:"eportc:c

suspected cases of neglect and abuse. The results are startling;

Bavolek found that 40% reported a "fear of getting involved, II 56%

reported as having never attended any training sessions regarding~child~'

abuse and detection and 63",6 were unsure of their legal responsibility,,,

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

sponsibility to report suspected child abuse cases, are apparemtly<appre,.., ,

hensive in doing so. School personnel, whether administrators, ,princi-:

pals or teachers, often not only lack special training-about_chil<LabuSJL_

and neglect, but they also lack relevant information on child abuse
(Molnar and Gliszczinski, 1983).



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

Gilliam, 1980). Ina very real sense, teachers and other schdOl"profes--

sionals are the first line, and in some cases, the last line of def~iif;;e---~-----

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

In 1982 almost one million reports of child maltreatIllentwere re-'

ceived by state child protection agencies (National center on Child Abuse

and Neglect, 1985) • Those reported cases represent a 9.2% increase-over

the 1981 total. As many as 1.5 million American children'may-bEl'sUffer-

ing from physical abuse, emotional abuse or sexual abuse (Nati6iial'Center

on Child Abuse and Neglect).

In 1976 it was reported that one in four females and one in seven

males will experience some form of sexual abuse prior to age 18 (National

Center on Child Abuse and Neglect Reports). As of 1983, children_under_

the age of four years comprised 9.1% of the victims of substantiated sex-

ual abuse, while children between the ages of four and ten representecI-gver

34% of the cases (Wisconsin Department of Health and Social Services,1.<:l83).

In 1982 the Wisconsin Division of Community Services received-9,067--

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

in 1981, an increase of 6.7%. Of the 8,822 investigations which were

completed, 1,754 or 19.90/0 of the reports were substantiated as indicated

cases of abuse and neglect. This represents a 1.90/0 -increase_ilLE'~AcU:t-=

tiation rate over 1981 and a 3.~/o increase over 1~79 (~isc6ri§in'~partment

of Health and Social Services, p. 4). In Wisconsin, rePorts-oj( child

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

classroom of twenty-five have been or will be sexuallya1:;>usedl:>y-tl:1e;'i--i>------~~-'

time they finish high school nvisconsin Department of Publiclnstiuc:£ion,

1984) .
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Schools are concerned with the child's total adjustment and they
are in a strategic position to make early referrals of'cchiidren 'who'---'
may be neglected, exploited, or abused. The schools .canand should
be the most important link to the preventive and protective chain
(p. 7).

TABLE.1

(La Crosse County Department of Human sefYices, 198?J.

Schools are in a unique position to establi.sh and nurture a variety
".. ',' .,.. . c.,' ·· ,· ..__ '"' ,_ ..

La Crosse County also reported increases in thefoll~~ng~~t€!gqfi€!q

Reported Cases of Child Abuse/Negl€!ct·
La Crosse County, Wisconsin

In 1983, La Crosse County reported 441 abuse/neglect cas€!s,. in·

1984, 598 abuse/neglect cases, and in 1985, 848abuse/neglect·cRqes.

cases referred; and in the first six months· of 1980 there were ,989. abuse

The munber of child abuse and neglect cases report€!d. tClc:the" , ..

Milwaukee County Department of Social Services for Child Abuse·and ...

Neglect (1980) increased every year for which data. are ayaila):>1€!.(1972

through June 1980). In 1972 there were 272 abusecases.and 75l~n.€!gcl~ept

from 1984 to 1985:

of prosocial influences in the child's life. No other social institu-
'~.'"·':'..·······_,,:--::,-:-:':~"".c.~:"~:~~~-_... ~--,-"-~".~'"--~""".~,,~~"

cases and 1,199 neglect cases referred.

Wald (1976):

tion touches the lives of children in so many different waysfqr such

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

1984 Abuse , .._._._. 1985

216 physical 'C 233

124 sexual 221

256 neglect



Recent literature indicates that school personnel' generaUy"ser~

iously underreport and often ,mishandle suspected'child'abus€'aridrieg~
- -- ----~-----~-,----,-,--_.~~

lectbecause of failure to recognize the signs of abuse and failure to

report' suspected abuse to proper authorities (Leavin,'1983 )';',",The 't}'p€lsl t

~f individuals who report suspectedlmaltreatment to Child,protec'tivelL)

service agencies are fairly divided between professionalsourcest(48%)

and non-professional sources (520,6), Interestingly'enough'how'ever:p",then'i.

victim's. own friends, neighbors and relativescoristitute::the'srngle"

largest group of reporters (39%). This represents"a;'significant;"iEtvei·Y

of community concern, especially when you compare h0'l1'16wthenrep<:>rting

reeorO· is for 'school personnel (12.60,6) 'Who' are 'required ito rePbrt"t,ithO f

these non-'-professionals "ho are not required by lawtiY'rep<:>rt"(U.S';'De'2:

partment of ,Health, and Human Services [DHSS], 1983). Zaliczynski and

Rodolf11.(1980) estimate that only one of'20cal3es~etsreportedr':cU:;'s.

Department of Health and Human Services '.BtatisticssuggesteOriillytone

thirdbf all' abused and neglected children ·ever:corile to:the'.:attentron,L,

of the child protective services system; Onemajor'item'.;that:may'befc:aiF"·

internal problem of the school is that school ptincipalsplacecarin6bsta

cle, in ,the way of reporting, discouragingteacher'.:±nvolvememt by'·;refusing

to take the teachers' reports seriouslYior by ,failing to make1an official

report'of suspected maltreatment once a situation hasC:been..'broui;JIlt..tO.--.,.

their attention (U.S. Department of HealthanoHumanService;t;DHSSi];,.

1983) • ,',n n

,When a: child appears ,at school· "ithsigns of: having receivedncr:'

severe beating, teachers and principals maTfeel it::improperLtd i;fi'ter=--~-'-'-'-'----I

verie. Yet their refusal to do so not only makes future abUse more''likely,



teachers, counselors, schoOl nurses, and school psychologists r is-·v-ital-.----

Since Wisconsin law mandates that educators assist in the recog-

personal responsibility, coupled with the legal mandate,' makes a strong

but makes them 'liable for civil suits; as ,of 1980, everystat.~haCl

statutes requiring teachers and principals to report ,child abuse

school personnel and administrators are mandated reporters. c:Professional

Wisconsin law mandates that educators assist in childSeXlJ<ll:ass<lult

and abuse detection. The Child Abuse and Neglect Act (Section·48,,:!:.Il:l],).':J

ethics is at the heart of the problem (Wisconsin Department. of- ~lic

Instruction [DPI], 1984). Educators have a keen sense of:responsibUity

for children and must, therefore, be committed to upholding the ..health,.j

safety,'ahd welfare of each individual child (DPI, 1984). This sense of

case for educator involvement (DPI, 1984).

of the Children's Code of the Wisconsin Statutes specifies that all

nition and reporting of suspected cases of child abuse and neglect'

detection; the involvement of all educators, superintendents, principals,

in handling this major corrnnunity health problem. In senq:lng .QtheL~~ __ ~~

with the intention of making the staff more aware of the school's role

(Mazzarella, 1983).

nition and reporting.

selves, possibly they are overlooking their own importance in the chain

staff members, instead of attending the workshopsand:meetings: them,,~:·:·:

Principals and administrators will often send their teachers to

mational meetings and workshops concerning the topic

loping appropriate response systems to suspectedcases·of:-child.:;abus~:"'d:-·~~--~ _

and neglect, the principal provides a vital. link in the chainofr~Gog~

of recognition and reporting of suspected child abuse cases. In deve-



Hypotheses

Statement of the Problem

The purpose of this study is to determine if there is a statistical

ajttempti\lg tCl determine the principals' attitudes andknowledge1toward"'"

child abuseand.whetheI'it has an effect on their frequenc:y of reporting

ManY.questipnshave been raised and many problems have occurred due

to the lac1l:ofknowledge related to the principals ~;role;:in;:thEnhip6r.tiilg

neglect '.' reC<Jgnition influences their role in the reporting of suspected

tHy. if.thepr"incipals I degree of knowledge concerning child abuse and

significant relationship between public school princip~e-anEl.-----=
...'": ;;::~>: '," :;:C';:.:~-~

attitudes of child abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected

suspected cases. of child abuse.

- ---------,._,-_...".

of suspected child abuse and neglect cases. Research is needed to j iden-

cJ:rlldabuse. and neglect c:ases. 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· theI'efore.·'is,,:· tJ.q)l/

schoOl levels in the state of Wisconsin.

1. There is no statistical significant relationship between elementary

school principals at the elementary, junior high/middle school and high

2. There is nost~tistical significant· relationship between junior high/

middle school principals' knowledge of child abuse and their j.freiquencY· .ei

school Pfincipals' knowledge of child abuse and their frequency of

reporting suspected cases of child abuse.



Delimitations

principals' knowledge of suspected case\> of child abuseand,thg:i,Ure- "_" __ ''''_
--~T'-·"·--:::':;'~"~.,',::,i':,:-?i,~ , -

of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

3. There is no statistical significant relationship between high school
.....' .. "', '"c': ,"," ,',':.... ,"_: .,....... 'C-.: ': -"',"'-',, "

principals' knowledge of child abuse and their frequencY,of,reporting ,
.... ,'" -: ,":,' ".' :","," ',' ',', ", ...:, .. '" " ...... " ''..'/;):c ('<Clnc.'·,'·

principals' attitudes toward: child abuse and their frequency of,reporting
.. .. .... .- .,..... : .'." -""','.... ~,;"... ;':'~ ':-;';(';).'!~'F;t;:j(':,:n.

'J:

5.')1ler,e is no statistical significant relationship betyTeen junio;t'high/
',-,'.:. .. .. '" -'"~ _. '~:~<:~TXy";.~:;:j_j)1·~

middle school principals' attitudes toward child apuse and their frequen-

cy of reporting suspected cases of chilp, abuse •
.. ',. , .. . __'" ',-'.:',,' ~".:'" ,-'_'0- ", ,

The fOllowing is a delimitation of the design of this study:-",--

1. The population was delimited to randomly selected public schOOL

reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

suspected cases of child abuse.

7. There is no statistical significant, relationshipbetw~enelementary
-', ,:c,:;,,-,,-_':-~:'·~-":'..- ..-,-~_,"" " .. .. .... j'·Y'•.:.<Y"1

suspected cases of child abuse.

4. There is no statistical significant relationship between elementary
.... -.'. .......... .. .... (i'-:.·'

school principals' attitudes toward child abuse and their frequency

middle school,pJ:"incipals' kno\"ledge of suspected cases of child abuse and

their frequency ,of reporting suspected cases of child qbuse.
," ,-, ,-,", ,'- "-'.... .'; :"';;~'- ~.'".;'.<:-:: ..~

6. There is no statistical significant relationship between high sChool

principals' kn0yTl~dge of, suspected cases, 9f c::hild abuse and

quency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

8. There is no statistical significant relationship between junior'high!--", ,', " .,_ .. " .. , .. ',. ,.,..... .." ... .' .. ,- .. , .: -- -,- .- .~,'- .:, ': ....

quency of report~ng susp~cted cases of child abuse~

principals within the state of Wisconsin.

9. There is no statistical significant relationship bet~een



Limitations

This study was limited by the"i6nowing factors:

1. The return rate of the survey may be 1m, bElcallse of the 'pEinCi-

Definition of Terms

1. Attitude!.. extent to which a principal is aware ofhis'responsibi-

lit}' to report suspected child abuse (Leavin, 1983).

2. child abuse - as defined by the 1983 Wiscoll~:i.IlAi::{:L72:>

a. child - as any person under the age of sixteen in sexual

assault cases and under the age of eighteen in 'tornitaf:i.6n,

enticement, sexual gratification, and pornogi~phJ:""";;

abuse - physical injury inflicted on,a,cllilcJ by ott;";;,:' thin

accidental means, sexual intercourse or sexual contact and

emotional damage (Wisconsin Act' of' 1983) •

b. physical abuse - any physical injury inflict<=d()ri~c:l1:i},cl}:)y

other than accidental means.

c. child sexual abuse - is a category of physi.cal. ab\l§e\~hrch

includes sexual intercourse, conduct, ()~~l()ita£i'c;ri., or
::. :', .. ':." '.".,,'.:': ",:',,: ' ,",i, i ',' "-, ('"'''/1'''''

permitting or requiring a child to engageiii'prostr£ut~~"--

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

es or is unable for reasons other' than povert},£ci, ~l'()v':i.de

the necessary care of shelter so as to seriou~J.ye'lldanger

the physical health of the child.
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I

e. emotional damage - hann to a child'spsychqlogical:or"intel

lectual functioning which is exhibited by. severe-anxiety,

depression, or aggression and is caused by the child's par-

en.t ,guardian or caretaker. Einotional damage maybe .demon-

strated by. observablE! changes<in behavior,:emotional

response or learning which are incompatible with,the child's

age or state of developmen.t (Wisc::on.sin. )\..ctof·,,+:~lil~J

3. CorporaLpunishment - discipline procedure lvhichmay;illclflt:!e:

spanking, shaking, whipping and paddling (Nolte, 1970).

4. Knmvledge - range of infonnation or facts concerning signs ant:!

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 profession,.,

al expertise to be inappropriate and damaging to a child (Gabarino

and Gilliam, 1980).

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

board of education or a private school as a principal, district·

administrator or assistant district administrator. All public

administrators hold appropriate five year administrative licenses,

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

administration or equivalent program (Wisconsin· Administrat-iveC£oEler-~-----~':~-

PI 3.23, PI 3.23.1, 3-34, 4-24, September 1985).

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 is divided into

twelve grades, besides kindergarte!?-, Which are numbered from one

to twelve beginning wi~hlowest.

a. elementary - grades K-6.

b. middle school or junior high - grildes5-'Sof7"-9 or''7''-8c(Tfii!f!

.. structure is· dependent upOn individlial~ch6oldistricts'.'

c. high schOOl - grades 9..:.12 or 10-12, structure depfuldenlf'upon

individual school districts (WiscOnsinSchooi:La~?i1.5\;62j/;;:-·

bec~r 26, 1985).



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Cultural Views of Child Maltreatment

Historically, society has not been troubled by the 'maltrE!atment,of

children. Kempe (1978)' found that wherefnfantsand'child:i:en <were not

wanted, childmortality figures were high. In nineteenth-'centuryLOn::7;;,--

don, .80% of. the illegitimate children who were put .out <tc'nurse dieCl;' ..

14



unscrupulous nurses collected their fees and promptly did ai@ywithc,the

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

sold children into slavery or used them asa source of Cheap'labbr:·

(Kempe, 1978). Many individual parents may have cared'abbut·theil;·

children, but pervasive values sanctioned many practices thatvle'now'

call abusive, and even caring parents ii'ere under the· influence:of.·these .

values (Kempe, 1978).

Carelessness and ignorance abbut the physical and emotioria.lrieeds

of developing children were the norm for a long time (Kempe, 1978).

Maltreatment of Children has survived into the late twentieth century,

virtually unchallenged, because tivO beliefs remained strong (Kempe,c'1978) •

First, children vlere seen as their parents' property. It was taken. for

granted that parents had every right to treat their children as theYisee

fit. Second, children were seen as theirparents!responsibilitY';;·'For

many centuries harsh treatment vlaS justified by the belief that severe

physical punishment i'laS necessary to maintain discipline; .transmit·educa-

tional decisions, and expel evil spirits (Kempe;

The change in cultural views can be traced to the early days 'of the

Child Welfare Movement in America (Leaders Manual, 1980). InNewYorlc

in 1825, the New York Society for the Reformation of Juvenile .Delinquents

established a house of refuge, primarily for i·laYivardchildrenccandcconly·····-----··--··

secondarily for the neglected and abused. The Societyforthed'revention

of Cruelty to Children vlaS founded in 1871 to stir public consciousness

on behalf of destitute children. With similar .objectives, the ,first·,

White House Conference ivaS convened in 1909, and the American lISsocIa.tToii:·-·

for Study and Prevention of Infant Mortality vlaS founded (Kempe, 1978).
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Until fairly recently the problE\lll of. child ab,!se and neglect ,vas

considered only in terms of individual cases • Manypeopl~:kne~ll.':tl).c!l;.c8c.
- ---,~~~~._~-,-,--~."----

person dmm the.. block is .pretty hard on his kids," viithout realizing

"that person". had tho:usands. of companions (Leaders. Ma!luaJ., •. .J;980, ..p. 45).

Not until the definition of the "battered child": syndrome :inc19Q2~;:,WCl.S I;.

significant public. and professional attention focused .on'the prC1bl~t!:•• ·.··

that ran],sasone of the greatest risks to the health of our children

(Leaderq Manual, 1980).

Indicators of Abuse

uation. ThefollmYing list indicates telltale signs' which$llQul;P iYlarn:n··

School personnel must be a'vare of possible signs or indicators

an abuse or neglect sit-

needs security which can. come only from a relationship vritl). ct,(.'1-.LUJ.li.:1

sonnel are put into this reliable adUlt model. 'When ,mrking with such

Sauls and lvright (1983) found that an ab:used.or .ne9l;ectep ,child

~Iho has learned to fear, despise, and even}lO.t~.~d:Ults,·ne,eqs;::the"p",,,t.

tience and support of a reliable adUlt model. Manyt:i.n!el'> s':WQokpeJ:'tf

sympatheticadUltVho carel'> enough to ,vantto, ,hel!?;·tllechi.;Lq,;: l.\,.child

that might be indicative that a child may be .

child are displaced feelings that originatedelse,rhere (Sauls/and,t ";',.

the teacher of possible child abuse and neglect:

a child, the.5chool person shOUld not beshoCkeqtoelf(L\ip,J::~§@§n£I~I~;----------
,', ..•. , --',..._,',--- - -~-

as the target, of frustration or. hostility. When,tlli$happens., the

teacher mustr.emember that the hostile feelings Qeing; expresseP_,b:Y:'Pl:!e

Wright, 1983).



tivein behavior.

d.n.O

Learning and Behavior Problems

.~ith a view to discussing the Child's apparent problem.

7. A bhild who needs , but is not getting:medical::attentiQfi'"

8. 'A child who is tired and tends to:fallasleep:ini.:da$$,~l::c:t

6. Achild who is withdrawn, shy, passive ariduncott1ll\unicative;

with6uti ah apparent reason.

alcohoL

3.A child who is unkempt and/or inadequat;elydressed:~Q:'c::::;::::,,"c

9. A child who deSCribes a parent's behavibr as \lIl.ulSual

1: A child who is frequently absent or late.

2. A child who arrives at school too early andstays'afrer c:iilsses
- --_._-~~-"--_.

:4. A child who frequently has bruises,welts/ahd bther:;"in1liries.

'5. A child who is hyperactivei aggressiveFdisruptivecand destruc-

10. 'The paremt who becomes aggressive or abusive when approached

11. The parent who does not bother to show up for an appointment.

12. The parellt'wh6 is slovenly i dirty,: and PossiblyYredolellt':6f;:

13. The parent who will not allow the Childt()PilJ:'tiS~Pil~~:fuil.Tsp§:: ,

cial activities or events (Sauls and Wright,.: p. ::58l'.

teaCher is responsible for reporting the situationi(Sauls:,and Wright,

When theabovementionedproblerns' surfaceconcerninsr:a':stJldi!n£; the,

1983). '

Statistics reported by Helfer,atid~:.Kertlpe (1976)showa:higii'i>ercen

tage 6f all abuse is directed at children of school age::}jiiIiy"iiBused:,-

children exhibit learning and behavior problemswithill:the school



setting, Teache.rs can, therefore, play anactive.ro:J,e·icn.:;t1}!u:i..geI!j;it::i..~

cation of the victims of child abuse and neglect•. ·In··a study'ofc3~8

children determined as "dependent" in Los Angeles, Broadhur!?J;,·{l9:Z8)

found that 25% .of the abused children and 64% of ,theneglecte<l,phUdren

demonstrated a delay in motor develoIEJent," while 39%of:the ·abused:;

children and 72% of the neglected children demonstrated

area of language development. Broadhurst also' found that in·;:academip::

performance, 53% of .the abused children .and 82",6of.theneglectedichildrem

were rated "):lelowaverage" or failing. Although academic failure may

have a variety of causes, the possibility of

should):le considered along with other possible causes·· (Molnar .. and} :,,'

Gliszczinski,.1983).

Incidence of Abuse

Child abuse. and neglect usually occur inthe,priyacy;.of ;the:h.Ollle,

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

Child abuse and neglect must ):le discovered .. and :so ~]~~,.}Sl~j'~J};:. =•.•.••..••••••.•••••• :J
can ):le protected. There is general agreement that this never happens

in a majority of. abuse and neglect .incidents

The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect estimates.that.:·::.:::

approximately one million children are maltreated:by:their=parents::each'c .....::=;·.:=1
year (Broadhurst, 1984). Of these children, as many as 100,000 to

200,000 are physically abused, 60,000 to 100,000ares~a:L:Lycal:>u§ed,.and

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

Although the a.bove figures are startling, there is another. :(i.9i;lre·;'t;h.a:~·

is even more alarming. Each yearrnoreth.an 2,000ch.ilqrendie in;

circumstances suggestive of abuse and neglect (Broadhurst, 1984).



Estimates of the total number of abused and neglected children in

the United States per year vary widely (American HurnaneASsbciatiohc
-

-, ._----_~~~__~~_~~_.,,~ _~

[AHA], 21983) ; Published estimates have ranged from 4i,000caseSOfc .

abuse (plus six times that n1llllbeirof cases of neglect:) tb2a:: lU:gh,:: of

407 million (,/\.HA, 1983); It should be noted that the loW'estimatesl

tend to bebClsed on repbrts, or substantiated reports; when 'one: conl. '

siders how many cases may go unreported for eaCh one that comes to the

attention of the authorities, it becomes Clear that the fui·nimurnesti-

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 Associatibn (1983 h: which

analyzed a sample of 100,000 abuSe and neglect reports. Tlieit) find"-:'

ings showed, among other things, that bOys are abused as 'eft'e!n: as::gir1s

with women being reSpbnsib1e for the ma1trea'tIllEmt in60%bf the:cases •

. Child abuse and neglect is knOVlIl to existinallfabia1: aha ethnic

groups and at all levels of society. Lower income 'families:are over"-'

represented in the reports because of their visibility to thei:'eportlng

agencies (AHA, 1983).

The number of child abuse reports I has grown drastically in thE! last

decade. Since 1976, the first year for whichthere'are· natibna1J:a.buse

statistics, the n1llllbeir of reports of childma1treatment·''tlil.s:±ribteased:····_·,·__·

142"";. Reports of sexual abuse cases alone ate upmbre:than.:852%'T

(Molnar and Gliszczinski, 1983). This increase in child abuse reports

is exemplified in the following facts:

-In Oregon, there was a 31% increase in i:nibstantiat'ed chiia;TabUseT~'

reports between 1981 and 1982, as w'ell as an increase of 8"";



bet1,een1982 and 1983 •

...Tn Wisconsin, the number of childrenreferred.toprotecti'lreser"-c+

vices increased all average of 41%. from· ·1983.>to '1984;'ahd;ldcsexpec-

ted to increase in 1985. Milwaukee officialscconservativeljf.l"lev

. 'expect a 7'Yif, increase in child abuse and lleglect,referrals<in"1985.

"-InVermont,there1-1asa 76% increase in the number,;Of"suspectedC:<1

abuse and heglectreports between 1982 and '1983;

~In Naihe" the number of substantiated cases of child a.buse in-

creased: 14.6%bet1,een1982 and 1983 (Children' s,Defehse; Fufid',);,'

/

tation, indicates ,that 27'}{, of the 1,omenconta'cted and '16%'ofLthe men

c,_:~-

Child abuse andneglect'la1,s;'place'""-~-~"""-"~~""-~

1986) .

Our society places. the responsibility on the parents;to'prbvide'"

Wisconsin's Reporting Laws

the molestation prior to this survey,and'3% had1reported,the inci-

tal and Gunderson Clinic, 1985).

said they had ,been molested as children;' ',One.,.third'hi'l.d'never reveiorled to

A telephone poll conducted by the Los Angeles Times in July 1985,

believed. tC)'be,thefirst, natiom,ide study' of the eXtent·bf, childlInOlesif

restrictions' on parents "'. lack of .responsibility .to' provip,e'for their, '';''(;

dent(s) to police or' to other public agencies (La 'Crosse; 'Lutherarr'Hospi-

for their children as they see fit.

children (Broadhurst, 1984) •

The Child Abuse and Neglect Act of 1974 (PI,_9324) ,requtrespro~;

fessionalsto report suspected child abuse,. and most provide i1l1lll1iriityT'a.sc;~"-



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

clearly indicates that educators have a legal responsibilityto'report
• __• ,._._..~ ,,_m..~ ..~,,~ ~,,~...,..,_~ _

child abuse and neglect. In most states, the statute" includes all

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 be reported arembre

various, but all states require the reporting of physical abuse

(Beezer, 1985).

In 1983, the Wisconsin Legislature made major revisions bfthe'1977

Wisconsin Child Abuse and Neglect Act. The major revisions of/the" act

are as follmqs:

1. To protect the health and welfare of children by encouraging

the reporting of suspected child abuse and neglect.

2. To assure that appropriate protective services are provided to

abused and neglected children and their families.

3. To provide support, counseling and other services to abused

children.

4. To protect children from further harm.

5. To promote the well-being of the child in his or her home

setting, whenever possible (La:,~Crosse Lutheran-':£o§;pitaLand

?ungetson Clinic, 1985).

As a result of the revisions in the law in 1983, persons required

to report must now also report those situations in which they have rea-

son to believe that a child has been threatened ,lith an injury, and

that abuse will occur. All school administrators, teachers; counselors,

school nurses, and social workers are legally mandated and morally



Teachers must be lmm-Iledgeable about the signs or indicators of
_......__..._.~_ .....~"

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

Educator's Responsibility

Educators 1'1Ork with and for children; the law and policy command an
.

(WisconsinAct(1;J85 ) •

involvement in child abuse identificationand·ref.erral has not been

_ ....,'-' ',",... "",,

their professional duties has been threatened with injury,-a:nd't-ha.h.

Why should educators become involved 1,ith such a problem, if most

is to prevent the maltreatment of children.

_.. _- -------~~.,-·-;,.,,.,.,c~...:.,.,.,~~..:..:----.:;..,·: '-~:T.:::c:_-:--:::-~-. --- --- ---,

is no malicious intent to defame or, malign. Anyone who willfully vio-

abuse of the child will occur (La Crosse Lutheran Hospital and Gunderson

inal, that result by reason of the action. In ."good. faith'.' means·there

Any person.()r institution participating in goodfaith,jn'themak-

t.___'_~-~(~';, ,.:~,-~

recognized, 'Ihat is an appropriate respoll.se?Tlle-ob"talis g~netaJ.-g-od1~~-

lates this mandate, by failure to report as.creq\lired,lllay oJ::>e ::Une¢! n.ot

ing ofa report, shall have inununity from anyliabilitY,civil,orcL"im-

Furthermore educators have a deep sense of personal commitment to the

moretl1an $1,000.00 or imprisoned notrnore. th<ml5<lllQnth!3,9J;"32Qt~L"!.c'

Clinic, 1985) •

obligated to, report reasonable cause tosuspectt®t,j;l,.c::hUd.ceeFlnl:!.:n

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

._-;.......... .~-~->'...:'", .._'"-....."-'--,-"._"_.__. -~,,~,~,~,---

educator's inVOlvement, and professional responsibility cJ.elllancJ.sit.: .

children in their care (Broadhurst, 1984).

cases occur in the privacy of the home? Until fairly recently, active

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

abuse and neglect as well as the reporting procedures in cases of sus-



Educators are sornetimesoverwhe1llled at theFthought;offschooisCt~'

taking on yet another, responsibility. But moreandmore,·the
school is to be viewed not just as: a place for=educatifigc':yout"h,
but as a resource, a means of meeting other needsof.children,,-~---c

and that trend is likely to continue (p. 7h

Riggs (1982) feels that school persbnnelhave 'both'a'moraLand

legal obligation to help students experiencingproblems:and:/oI'pmanie:'

festing behavior indicative of being traumatized. Schools mu.st'!initifi.

ate action to prevent the occUrrence of incest/abuse which is harmful

to the healthful development of children.

Teachers faced with the required reporting law are justified in

asking how arid to whOm they are to report suspected:abusecas~s:'\fud:)ilt

what J?Ointasuspicion becomes arepdrtable concern; : Furthel:1tlore',,/a,

teacher, , Unlike many other professionals 'who are requlreid' 'to'yeport.'v·

is in a unique position bf being in continuous contact::with·:the5abused

child and his or her family/before, duri.ng, andafter,:the:'repbrt:ha.s;;

been filed. Therefore, the: after-effects of the reporting process (the

investigation and treatment phases) are also of particular:interest to

the teacher (Broo.dh!li"st ~ 1984).

Educator's Failure to Report

Why do educators fail to report what they belieive'tb ,be:the:ocdur".

rences ofc:hild abuse and neglect? Beezer(l985)::sUgjgjestHna~t;l1.e·:lllain.~,...,.,.._._",~_ ..

reasons why educators fail to report are:

1. ReJ?Ort only severe injuries
\

2. Lack diagnostic capabilities

3. Are reluc:tantto get involved for feat 6f'pr6Sefctit'ion'b1FC:~-' II

parents

4. Lack confidence that a report will ultimately do any good



following procedures 'Then it appears that a child is being $exually

school administrator or designee and.thecounty $oci;'l,L:;;§J;Yic.'? I

a. Any schOOl employee "ho suspects that a childha$ been$gxuallY

abused must/simultaneously report this immediately to the

agency.

The Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction' (1984.) r§lquiresthe

among school personnel on this issue, '''hich prohibitsthem.from,pej:~

forming most effectively in the area of child abuse ideiiiiHcatiol1.;:md '-C--'

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

The teacher's initial responsibility is to relate the situation

(Molnar and Gliszczinsld, 1983).

Principal's Role

In general, it appears that there is an overalllackgfl}l1oWl§ldge

ly, hm"ever, principals, superintendents, and. school boardJ!lembeJ:'§-.':J: ..•

was reported thatthe.teacher,education programs investigatedspenkan

average of less than three hours in the area of child . abuse ., and .neglect

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

Most children bet"een ages 6 and 16 are required toat~§lndsqhOq:t,

so teachers and other educational personnel are· in positiol1tqip:tay,,·

shoUld be given basic information about child abuse laws.andj:ep0j:'t.il1g

to the principal. The principal then talms the situation tQthe._pJ::o-:_

per agency, as designated by la,,,, in the manner prescriJ:>ediJYtbeiQ&a::i

procedures (Zgliczynski al1d Rodolfa, 1980).

board (Mazzarella, 1983).

abused outside the school system.



b. lilly principal ~Iho receives such a report shou1qillU1leq~<'lt,g:lY;"

contact the Director of Pupil Services or designee

nurse, school social ,vorker, school psych010gist,gr sc})ool"

counselor) .

c. The principal, the school social 1'lOrker,{pr: q};:!leF p\lpi1.§lpJ[7

vices professionals), and the person whoreportedtl1lp<'lJ:>\lse~~.

should simultaneously conljactthe. pr:otectiY;lp.s,ervi£g§\'l:lI1~;t'jQf

the social services department and thepo1ice.~ep('lrtme,tit

No one "\'Iithin the school system can censor such a report ..Tne

report must be made to the county socia1slpr:lT;ice agency

one working day after the school notifies the school adminis-

trator (p. 9; 10).

Often, the principal and/or guidance counselor meet with.a.GE!ntra1

school staf.f. member who is responsible .for __~ontacting the properagE!l'lC:Y:

or authorities. The school has no legal right or respol'lsibililjY{9r:. )is

dealing with the .prob1em beyond reporting observable facts to this

agency or authority (Sauls and Wright, 1983).

Teachers shOUld contact their school principal or.suPElr:il'ltel'lqent

for a copy of the state 1aVls as they relate to teetC:her§,,<'l1l4.Lqr ,.!llfor,,_..

mation on the reporting procedure for their sc:hoo1.. distric:t·(Leavit};,.' ," -, . _.. . ,-'" .

1981). Furthermore, conscientious principa1swill.wantto;~q=i't;hgi-r:7P"fiij:;~~------"

to prevent child abuse. Child Abuse and Neglect, a publication of the

National Association of Secondary School Principals. ,<ci-i;._eA.tn.~:<;tCl!lp.1.:I.('l1

1983) includes several recommendations. Principals should:

1. Knmv their state child abuse statutes, especiallYt})ose <::on---

cerning reporting.
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2. Provide inservice presentations by external agencY'persOnrie:u'c

to acquaint the staff with the issues.

3. Add a pertinent section to faCulty handbook (Milzzarella';;'p" 14).

In developing effective systems for dealing with:case&'D~rabUse

and neglect from the school's standpbint, a written document 'clearly'

stating school policies and procedures in this regard is 'certainly·-a-;

necessary first step. Before producing such a docUl1lent, -scb.bol'lperL

sonnel must be aware of the general nature of the problem. The legal

procedures vary from state to state, so the schoolhastci'cibta:lrl:its

own state law before developing a policy (Rose,1980)

Prevention and Intervention Strategies.



t<"<3.,'Cf;

• ,;' ',-': ,,":':-', ' .~ ',-', .:~ .; ',,<- -: :"- :-, \. ;; 'v',.:"'" (-,--<: {:' ,,,...,f." '\''':··:-'·.1.''~,::: "'V',

ThuS .both professionals 'ahd Tay'j;lEibple

knm,s.

4. Encollrageopen communication ancid:isc:ouragesedtets,;ot"

5. Teach chiidre!ll how to tell;

6. Use- games and stories to reinforce prevention concepts.

7. 'ContinuetdaIscuss safety" ruies concern:ind"strangef,;:,';';s,-----------

8. Ericolli'age children to trust theiii own-il'istincts;

9. Teachchiidren aooutthe IiosHiv'easpects O:fS~Clli~:Y to

2. Teach children to say no to tJn,:mnted' touches.

3. Explain that bad touches could come-fromsorneonei"the;'ch±ld' ;;,

3. Working with other' agencies :in. thearea>(jf'preventldrt"of'chilJtl
..........---- - --.-.--J

abuse and neglect.

Children who are exPosed to any form of maltreatment 'are :rbbMtl of

their childhood and the inherent right to matUre <riJddeV~i6p irito"" ,,,e

hElalthyatlults(Martin,E179) •

have an obligation topr6V:ide services that can.remetly'!a:hli] ultimatelJy

prevent the abuse and neglect of our children (Watkins and Bradbard;

1982) •

manner. TheiSe .strat.~gies include the foilo,aifg: e',

L Teachchi.'itlren that some parts of tlte:i;r bodY ai'e 'br:iv1l'tei ,

There are many ways in \,hich parents and educators can prepare

children to avoidIiotentiaiabtisesituations; andtd 'prk>ven'b""ilii'i.hiJt'±'il'1

approach from becoming a seXual assault:' Accdi'ding 'to Roblinsk¥' ("f98'41

prevention strategies can be presenteCiina reaiisHc~n.onl:tlli:'eatening

(Kobiin.sky,p.14) .

Rose (1980 ) found that teachers andotheprsc:Hdo,l' p¥6ies~iOhais"irkiy

be involved in repcJrtil'ig,' investigat:Lng,an'd" eVEll'i' in C();n-t;)'prdc~~drfftgS"nts



summary

as witnesses. That is reason enough for school personne±,to thoroughly

familiarize themselves with their state laws regarding-thesec?cproce;;..

dures. A clear understanding is not enough though. TheCouncil>:for

Exceptional Children (1979) and Broadhurst (1979) have also recommended

that school personnel take on the frankly intimidating role of talking
, " -

with parents when contemplating and filing reports on childjj,buse·and

neglect.

As the literature has indicated, schools and schooLpersonneLp1ay

a very important role in detecting and reporting suspected,ahllse ccases

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

service training programs. With a sound knOWledge 6fthe prbb1em;and

with an understanding of state laws, school systems can develop policies

and procedures to ease the difficult task of reporting, investigating, _

and treating the victims and families; participating in the

effort against this very real problem of abused, neglected children

(Rose, 1980).

Abused and neglected children because of their home experiences,
."~....,. ~"-'_._"---------"'-"~~"

behavior and characteristics, are serioUSly disadvantaged in acquiring

fee1iI'lgs : of self-worth and positive relations with others. In order to

compensate somewhat for their unfavorable home experiences, profession-

als need to use specific approaches and techniques when interactingwi_th I
abused and neglected children and incorporate them as permanent components



School professionals, by virtue of their skills in symptom recog

nition and their ](Oowledge of community resources, are

tioned to coordinate a community force to comba~ the

abuse (l~ilson, Thomas and Schuette, 1983. Indeed,
___ .'_ __ _.-_~.'-'-'~_<":'.~, "" ~:'J."'~~-l.-::'

show more than one million reported cases annuallX!:toh3lre;}_13.a~nce:~~c~

for all responsible educators to educate themselves

to become involved in order to save a child (Wilson, et. al., 1983/0

of early childhood programs. Although teachers cannot expect

cate completely the effects of abuse and neglect, the attention given
~~~ ~~~ ---------~~,~~~

to the special needs of these children may considerably enhance deve-

lopment (Peterson and Roscoe, 1984).



Five hundred and ten public. school principals
; -', "·-"-:--<;;:":,,v,,,-:,, c'n.

METHODS

r

CHAPTER III

The 510 public school principals were randomly

2017 public schoOl principals listed lVith the Departrnent O:f.PUbi:i.c

This study \2S designed to determine if there is a relationship
"', "', ..... , ...., "" ... ,. ~~'.h::" >
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Subject Selection

For this study, subjects "ere chosen from pUblicsch86i;'p'Ei'nci.pais

that had been diVided into three populati.ons: el&tiEm'ta.:ry; Jhn'iol:'H:i.gBl

and high school levels 1,ere mailed a questionnaire in theattemP££p

in the state of Wisconsin at the elementary, junior high/middle school

abuse and neglect cases.

derive information concerning lmoVledge and attitude levels i'lI~(j;. ~lleir.

between public school principals' knowledge, attitudes and feelings
.. .. " ,-.. ...•. -.... ", ,',,', >.':,i;',:: \\'(,;;''''

t01vard child abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected child
• .. .... .0.. ',', _. _.:.•..,., .:;:-; ,-.: -:--,,~;~_: -;.,'-'. ;:'"C';--""

frequency in reporting suspected cases.

middle school and high school principals

high/middle school principal \2S randomly selected for a total of 102;

and every second high school principal 1vaS ral1.dOlllJ.y selebti:!d:f6r~)t0tal-·-· I

of 148 principals, to give a total of 510 rahdOmlyseiee:t.i:!d l?ubl.i6·)~8h8ol

principals from the state of Ivisconsin. f The randomslhfilt:t:i.oh ptodEiss

SchoOl System.



Of these' four, I
• . ':"~'_""'_"""_' __mm ~---~,,~_" lFour of ,the seven questionnaires were. returned.

tiona1 comments.

ab1ed jurors to respond to each statement regarding ef;fectiYE!l1.EO!§sj.n~"
. ',. ;:; .c', ;, '.;' y :', ;';:,' '

reporting.

,laS sent to seven jurors. Assistance in evaluation of the instrument
j • - '-:~:~~:: _, Lit.;ntL:J:;:;:.T,:.,

ments. To assure content validity of the statements, the questionnaire

tionnaire, previously utilized, requested the information that,wou1d

The preliminary Child Abuse Questionnaire ,laS made up of 29 state-

adequately summarize the lmO\'lledge and a~titude levels of pul:>lic sch.oo1

principals to\(a.rd child abuse in relationship to their frequency of

ment. Space was also provided to the right of each statement fbr addi-

',I'·'../ ,- -
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Development of Instrumentation

The Child Abuse Questionnaire .vas developed for this research

one had chosen not to complete the evaluation. The remaining 3 jurors

had completed the evaluation with comments citing wealmesses in the

m.e.as.ur.ing a principal's lmm-11edge and attitude. 1eveis1iithregard"to
.. ' ; .'.,..... ._. _. . . . '," ,',"

child abuse. The evaluation form also allowed

.1<3.S completed' by the Department of Public Iristruetibn's'Computer"Data

Processing Department.

effectiveness in measuring the principal's frequency of reporting sus-
.. _,_~,_ ,:::v),:'; -'-",_ -' (:.f

pected child abuse and neglect cases. A numerical rating system from 1

(not acceptable) to 5 (indispensable) .vas used to evaluate each state-

(Appendix D). ':!his step \vas deemed necessary since no single ques-
... " .' " . - - - . U ":':-.:;,;J)t,;':':,: j ;,

.vas requested by mail. '!he mailing consisted of a letter of explanation

(App..en..dix B), an ey<l.1uation form Inventory Rating Scale (Gilmore, 1974)
-- - - - (: , ....> .. - f I: ':::': ccj'.,,':.:: :(,~ \->2-:L' ('Y_';~:,1,d,>r;f-;';;

(Appendix C) and the questionnaire statements. The evaluation form en-
,- - - '. ',- -- - - -- -'~_:;-C,(i,

p



Procedure

the mean score of each statement. Statements with a mean score 3.0 or

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

postage paid self-addressed return envelope. The cover letter e:x:plained

The data ,laS collected through the use of a mailed questionnaire.

later than May 26, 1986. A follow-up letter 'laS pli3.nned formaili.l,'lgto

selected as an acceptance level. Upon examination of t!:lemean sGPr~,

it viaS found that all statements had a value of 3.0. Takingil1t9.p0I'l":.:

sideration the comments of the jurors and researchcoIl1Il)itt;rse, a.:r:ey:4d~~~q

questionnaire of 37 questions was developed (Appendi:x: D).

questionnaire. Great consideration was given to the comments made by

follOlr and an assurance of anonymity. '['he letter aSked

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

the jurors regarding weaknesses of the questionnaire.

above were considered for inClusion in the final questionnaire. A

Evaluation analysis of the questionnaire consisted of calculating

rating of 3.0 by the jurors .indicated the statement wasvaluabl,~il,'l,.

measuring the lmOlvledge or attitude level of the subjrsSt '.ClIl<'lit''@:~

all subjects to obtain a SUfficient sample size."/~\,>

Statistical Design

Abuse Questionnaire be completed and returned within 10 days.

questionnaire wP.s mailed May 16, 1986, and asked to be.xet.urned no

For. ,the purpose of analyzing the data of thiss~ll.cl.¥, I'~i3.fI>B~;Ev@!3

used in. order to determine the relationship betweenlmowledgefl.l1.d ,<3.tti

tude levels of public school principals in the,state of ."Tisconsiri c6ri~,:""'~

level of significance ,laS .05.

cerning child abuse and the frequency of reporting suspected c<3.se~, The



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

RESULTS

CHAPTER IV

1-5 years; 31 (21.2%) 6-10 years; 17 (11.6%) 11-15 years and 36 (24.~6)

have been at their school more than 15 years. Of the 102 junior high!
(~



Number of Years at CUrrent School.

TABLE 2

included in this study: (Table~;:2).

A total of 27 questionnaires were returned indicating

their school more than IS years. There were 148 highschoobprincipals"

responded indicating a response rate.ofS2.9"/o. Of the ,cS4 .. prinoipalSr.·
..----- -.-- ---..d

27 (SO.O"/o) have been principals of their current schoolh-Syears.;"j

6 (11.1%) 6-10 years; 7 (13.0%) ll-lSyears and '14 (2S'9%)' havecbe_en:ta.te'
.'.' .,'

a response rate of 49.3%. Of the 73 principals, 34 (46.6%) have been

at their school l~S years; IS (20.5%) 6-10 years; ,9 (12;3%):ll"l.Sl'.eaX.sL

and IS (20.S%) have been at theirschoolmorethari IS ;years,,:

middle school principals receiving t~e questionnaire, S4principals

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

who received the questionnaire of which 73 principals responded:showing

respondent was a principal of more than one level. Of the :27: ,that ' 'li;ere·(,;.

returned, 12 indicated they were a principal of an: elementary and<,jlJIlior

high/middle school, 13 were principals of a junior high/high:schoo.l,anc:hd

2 indicated they were a principal of an elementary!juniorhigh/highc:·

Level Number l-S years 6-10 years' 11..,lS,years .1S±;,years

Elementary 146 62 31

Junior High 54 27 6

High School 73 34 IS



Statistical Analysis

The Pearson r ivaS used to determine the statistical relationship
, - - - ------~--~-,--"~- ,--,-- ------

between knmnedge of and attitude tOi'lard child abuse with frequency of

reporting. The relationship beti~een principals' knowledge of suspected

cases of child abuse ,lith frequency of reporting was also included. The

following nine null hypotheses were analyzed with the level of signifi

cance established at a p value <.05.

Null hypothesis 1: There is no statistical significantre1.ationship

between elementary school principals' knOWledge of child abuse and their

frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

The relationship bet'leen knowledge of child abuse ,lith the frequency

of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r value of.1604. The p

value ivaS less than .05, therefore the null hypothesis ivaS rejected. This

indicated that elementary principals' level ofknm~ledge is significant

ly related to their frequency of reporting (Table 3).

Null hypothesis 2: There is no statistical significant relationship

beti~een junior high/middle school principals I of Childaouse

and their frequency or reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

The relationship beti'leen knmVledge of child abuse with the frequel1cy

of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r value of .1346. Thep

value ivas greater than .05, therefore the null hypothesis'lasc"netc:rejected.··

This indicated there is no apparent relationship between junior

principals' knowledge and their frequency of reporting ('raJJ],e, 3).

Null hypothesis 3: There is no statistical significant relationship

between high school principals I lmm'11edge of child abuse and thediffe::-'-

quency of reporting suspected cases of Child abuse.

The relationship beti~een·knowledge of· child abuse and frequency of

reporting reSUlted in an r value of .0173. The p value ivaS greater than
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0Jt:;
w:t

The relationship bet,{een the junior high principals~,. a~~itud.•,e.,.,to,:.,-.."""",..,.... ..!

.mrds child abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected cases

reSUlted in an r value of .320. The p value ,{as less than .05, therefore

~
(tr;t

(I"

~r

p Value
,* .027": '

·;1346

'.0173

r Value
.1604

(:,,: ;":

This indicated that there is no rela-

(Table 4).

* significant at the .05 level

, Results of Knowledge of Child Abuse in Relatlbtiship'
to Frequency of Reporting Suspected

Cases of Abuse by Pearson,'r

Null hypothesis 5: There is no statistical significant relationship
\..-:1,",: ! 0

Elementary Principals

Table 3

Null hypothesis 4: There is no statistical significant relationship
nf ' :--.r:;;; '-,-;

C,'",.-,-

High School Principals

between elementary school principals • attitude toward 'child abuse and

Junior High/Middle School Principals

between junior high/middle schOOl principals' attitude to,{ard child abuse
,c~'{; -,;.; j.:" 6

their frequency of reporting suspected cases

tionship between' elementary principals' attitude and their frequency of

The relationship between the elementary priI}<;cipals' attituq~"tqward

child abuse and their frequency of reporting suspected cases resufted in

anr value of .032. The pvalue was greater'than •

null hypothesis ,{as not rejected.

and their frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

.05, therefore the null 'hypothesis was not rejected'; This ,'again 'ihdi"

cated>that there is no apparent relationship bet,{eeri'high schoof priri-
- - ----------,-,~~ .._.. ~ ._. ~-, -- -----

cipals' lmOO{ledge and their frequencyofLreporting. (Table 3)!

reporting
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.~

.f?7

p Value
.. ;.350

r Value
.032

-0.109

The relationship between attitude to\vard child abuse and frequency

Table 4

The relationship between knowledge of suspected cases and frequency

Null hypothesis 7: There is no statistical significantJ:'elCl;l;.iflnship- .

Results of Attitude To\vard Child Abuse in Relationship
to Frequency of Reporting Suspected

Cases of Abuse by Pearson
.•.._'-------'--'----~

the null hypothesis was rejected. This indicated that.;.there·is,a's..ig..;"c2C'

nificant relationshipbet\,een junior high principals 'attitude;,t~I"~'"
-- --------~--

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

Null hypothesis 6: There is no statistical significant relationship

between high school principals I .attitudetmvard;,childabuse"andct;Q.E)lor

of reporting resulted in an r value of-0.109.Thep value was gre<\t.er,..:c

than .05, therefore the null hypothesis \vasnot rejected. This S.Ugges.ts

* significant at the .05 level

frequency of reporting suspected cases of child abuse.

Elementary Principals

that there is nota significant relationship between high sCho012B!,~n=t2

cipal!;' attitude and their frequency of reporting. (Table

Junior High/Middle School Principals

High School Principals

between elementary principals' knOWledge of suspected cases of child

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

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

of reporting suspected cases resulted in an r value of -0.201. Thep'·····



reporting" (Table 5).

Null hypothesis 8: There is no statistical significant-relationsllip

between junior high/middle school principals'knowledge of sUS~9~e;d

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

of child abuse.

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

cases increased, there was a significant decrease in their fl:e_cjUEmc-:'j

The relationship between knOWledge of suspected cases and frequency

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

than .05, therefore the null hypothesis was not rejected. This §~gg~§~s

that there is no significant relationship between junior high/middle

schOOl principals' knOWledge of suspected cases and their frequency Of

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

of reporting resulted in an r value of -0.258. The p value '<as less than

.05, therefore the null hypothesis was rejected. This indicated that as

the high sChool principals' knOWledge increased, there was a significant

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



p Value.
*.007

-0.258

r Value
-0.201

-0.146

Table 5

Results of Knowledge of Suspected cases of Child Abuse
in Relationship to Frequency of Reporting··

Suspected Cases of Abuse by Pearson r

Elementary principals

Junior High/Middle School Principals

High School Principals

* significant at the .05 level



The purpose. of . this study was to determine·.the>publichschbol1p:dn" ,

cipals I Im01'lledge' of and attitude towardchildabuseccand'."hethertitqhas

an effect on their frequency of reporting suspected cases. The princi=

pals 'knmiledgeof suspected cases'of child abuse and theirnfrequency:•.'

of reporting ,was also included in this study. "P, "" . .,,,, n

A total of 510 questionnaires ,'lere mailed

public school principals. Of the 510 questionnaireEnnailed, a total of

311 w'ere received "lith eJ.even questionnaires :.returneddp.cO!hplete·.']!/Ai.dd.1,

total of 300 public. school principals took.part in this6study:;: •• 'Cd ·ch.,',

CHAPTER V

FINDINGS, DISCUSSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS



suspected cases of child abuse.

5. There was a significant relationship bet~/een junior mgn/mlOQLe
" ~-,_.-.~ _. ,-'-' - -'-'-.-~~---,'-'"--"--,,.,.~ _----_." - -- ----

6. There ~IaS no significant relationship betlveen high school prin-

7. There ~IaS a significant relationship between elementary princi-

Discussion

The present study sought to determine whether a relationship existed

,,"no o{;':" ~_:;-,."

9. There was a significant relationship between high school nrin-

pals' knowledge of suspected cases of child abuse and their frequency of

suspected cases of child abuse.

suspected cases of child abuse.

cipals' attitude toward child abuse and their frequency of reporting

school principals' attitude toward child abuse and frequency of reporting

suspected more cases of child abuse than they reported.

reporting suspected cases of child abuse. The elementary principals

8. There l;as no significant relationship betlveen junior high/miclclle

school principals' knowledge of suspected cases of child abuse and their

frequency of reporting suspected cases of chillL"a",b"u",s",e".---, ---,-,- _

Cipals' kn~/ledge of suspected cases of child abuse and their frequency

of reporting suspected cases of child abuse. The high schoo} pringipals

suspected more cases of child abuse than they reported.

betl'/een pUblic school principals' kn01vledgeof and attitude ,t01;ard child::

abuse withtheir frequency of reporting, suspected cases • 'T\i'o<6f t.hefour

significant findings of this study relate to elementary principals'",'

by Molnar and GliszczinsJd. They found evidence to indicate' thatwheI'J.

lm01fledge of child abuse and their knOlVledge of suspected cases • These' ,

data are similar to the results of a 1983 research study lVithteachers';



that ,'hich is not.

One may ask \Vhy there was no significant relationship betueen junior

R
~
t~

suggestsThis study also indicates a third significant finding unlcn

effective in reporting more suspected cases of child abuse and neglect.

Zgliczynski and Rodolfa (1980) also report "hen teachers are~1.~J:j;itothe

signs and symptoms of possible abuse, :they are more c::a.pableof tdentlfy;;;---~~~~~

ing and aiding abused children. Perhaps educational programs are also

high and senior high principals' Jrnouledge and frequency of reporting.

effective in increasing principals' Jrnowledge of child abuse and the

reporting of these suspected child abuse cases. If educational prograins

are meaningful in increasing principals' awareness of ch:i.J.c'lab'use,j;h~n

it appears possibly this increase in a1vareness may aliow theprincipai

to discriminate bet\Veen \Vhat is an actual reportable caseofa'buse<JIld

teachers have been trained and become more JrnOlvledgeable, they become

'~r~

One possible explanation may in part be due to the undefined role of the

school in the detection and reporting of suspected child abuse cases.

According to Erickson, McEvoy, and ColUcci (1984) schools have not been

as helpful as they could in the past because teach~rs, ac1Irlinist.J:~t.6is<JIld

support staff have been uninformed about procedures for identifyi~Ilg,

reporting and follo\V-up of an abuse and neglect case.

child abuse problem.

a significant relationship exists between junior high principa.l{';~fti-

study by Erickson, et. al., it is not surprising that schools have been

rather passive about child abuse and neglect, given the c~i~i~~~6ft.l1.e

tude and their reporting. It appears the more positive the principals

are tOlvard their students, the more 1·lilling they are to report suspected_~~_~__

cases of child abuse. Perhaps a reasonable explanation for this finding

is that junior high principals are more sensitive to the ups and do\Vns



are a result of sexual abuse and therefore harder to detect. RoscoeJ"

(1984) reports that sexual abuse is harderto-dete,ct for a variety-Of _

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

Therefore junior high principals I perceptivene!3stoi<h_i_s__dig~!~~1.t;~riq(:t~ _

for adolescents may increase their willingness to assist students through

this period.

The fourth significant finding of this study showed a relation~hip

bet\veen high school principals' knOtrledge of suspected cases \'lith f.te~ ,

quency of reporting. A negative correlation \'las shovm \'rhich indicates

the principals suspect more cases than they report. One possi~le reason

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

of information to feel comfortable in reporting suspected child abuse

cases.

It may be that many cases of child abuse in the high school setting

reasons: shame, embarrassment, fear of repercussions, fear of disbelief

and fear of family break-up. Sauls and Wright (1983) report thatpexual

abuse is the hardest of all cases to detect. Theqnly h9pe,{qEth~Ek'

child is, that the relationship bet\'leen the teacher and child is one where

the child \'lill feel free to confide in the teacher. This mayindic:ate

that the principals may be reporting only those cases that are obvious

them. Another possible explanation is that the age ofthes£iidenFaIrmls-

for a more open discussion of the problem which may have been errdneously

perceived as a possible abuse situation. After talking \'lith the student,

the principal may have a more comprehensive understanding of \·rhat the

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

discriminate bet\'leen what is an actual case of abuse and one that is-not.



concern
:':;bl.:;,;~'"',

Emotional abuse is sometimes llOrse."

"Good luclc llith this one! It· s

"I don I t respond to questionnaires by anyone lliththe title of MS. "

"Thank-you. II,

Recommendations

to me. Thahk-you for the opportunity to help you!"

"What are you trying to do--test the llisdom of the

Upon completion of this research the fol101lingrecommendations,~»~>__>_> ~

"The only reason I l'TaS able to respond is because you used a check-

Insights revealing the attitude of the public schoOl pril1cipars-were~>-»»»~

Additional Observations>

off system. I consider this an important area of concern."

"Good luck in your study. In the past 13 years I have made many

referrals, sometimes for Brutal physical abuse--subtle
~" ,",,-::,: '..~.~

indicated by the comments they offered on the returned questionnaire.

the topic of child abuse, laclc appropriate kn01l1edgeconcerningchild'

Many principals wrote comments similar to the following:

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

This 1.mE: f (JuIl.d to be true llith some of the

abuse, feel inadequately educated, therefore feeling ill at ease when

scrutiny.

Comments such as these may indicate that the principal

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

are made:



2. There is a need to encourage further research in the"area'ef

4. ,There may be a need to develop a program for j unior: ~high ~ arid

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

3. Studies have indicated that the moreknOl'/ledgeablean:educator

principals concerning child abuse.

is in the area of child abuse, the more likely he is to

accurately assess the knOl,ledge and attitude level of the public school
~--~---~~---,--,~,~~~~-~-~~~~----J!J

up of reported cases.

child abuse and'neglect to determine where educational programs are need-

ed. Particular···areas of ·concern'are: r1o+-c,...... -:nn 'ron,",,"'+-;·

suspected cases. Thereforeit~/ouldseem appropriate

high school ,personnel to educate them in the recognitionoFabl1~~1nLt::lc;2

older~adolescents.

training institutions require a course in the area of child abuse.
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APPENDIX A

CHILD ABUSE QUESTIONNAIRE

Directions: Please read each statement carefully and give each statement
a numerical value. Place the value in the col\lll1l1 labeled Rating Scale,
Values are as follows: 1. Not Acceptable'---~'-~

2. Somewhat Acceptable.
3. Acceptable
4. Very Acceptable
5. Indispensible

ITEM

Questions 1-3 the respondent will
ans'rer by checking either yes or no.

RATING
SCALE

COMMENT

1. Have you ever suspected a case of
child abuse While in your =rent
professional administrative
capacity? If yes, hmr 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,
hmr many cases of Child abuse have
you reported in the last year?

3. Have you ever attended any training
sessions or .;orkshops on child
abuse and neglect? If yes;".where
and vThen?

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

4. I believe teachers should be re
sponsible for identifying sus
pected cases of child abuse and
neglect.

5. I think teachers should report
suspected cases of child abuse
and neglect.



ITEM
6. I thinlc it is inappropriate for

all'\clIninistrator to report
whether or not a child has been
abused ornegl~cted.

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

8. lpelieveI have a personal
responsibility to report sus~

pected child abuse and neglect.

RATrNG
SCALE COMMEN1'~ . 53

jib

9. I believe I may pe physically
harmed by.angry·parents if I
report suspected child abuse and
neglect·

10. I thinJc I may be harassed by the
parents of the child if I report
suspected child abuse and neglect.

11. I believe a child may suffer if
I donoy report su?pected child
abuse and neglect.

12. I thinJcparentshave the right
to discipline their children
as they see fit, 'vhichmay in~

clude the use of corporal
punisl1Inel}h

13. I believe parents who abuse
their children are mostly from
Imver.·socio-economic levels.

14. IthinJc most cases of child abuse
and neglect cannot be prevented.

15. I thinJc the willingness to report
a case of child abuse or neglect

can be affected by one's attitude
or feelings toward the family
involved.



ITEM

16. Special chi1dren;oneswho are
mentally, physically, or
developmentally handicapped are
less likely than other children
to be abused.

Question 17 the respondent will answer
by checldng either yes or no.

17. Which of the f0J,l0wing is true
concerning the reporting of sus
pected child abuse and neglect
cases?
a. It is mal1datoryfor educators

to report.
b. .It .is >advisab1e, .but not

mandqtory 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
,-Then reporting. suspected
child abuse and neglect.

Questions 18-20 the respondent will
ans"Ter: by checldng the appropriate.
responses.

18. Reports of child abuse and
ne~lect should be made to which
of .thefollowing agencies/
indiViduals?
a. hospital d. pOlice
b. social service e. sheriff
c. physician f. not sure

19. Hmvshou1d reports be made to
mandated agencies?
a. orally
b. written
c. oral follo,Ted by ,Tritten
d. not sure

20. Penalties for failing to report:
a. you could lost your job
b. no 1ega1astion
c. imprisonment/fiNei
d. not sure

RAT+NG'
SCALE-



ThanJcyou very much for your time and cooperation.

. . ·COMMENTS· --55·
RATING

SCALEITEM
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
anS\ver. The following are the
categories:

a. physical abuse
b. sexual abuse
c. emotional abuse
d. neglect
e. I don't lmovi

21. Unexplained bruises and welts on
face, lips and buttocks.

22. A child who comes to school
inappropriately dressed.

23. A child who is £rightened by
his or her parents.

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

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

26. A child Who demonstrates constant
fatigue, listlessness or falling
asleep in class.

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

28. A child who comes to school early
and stays late.

29. A child who demonstrates poor peer
relationships.
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APPENDIX B

COVER LEITER fOR JUROR3

April 6, 1986

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

Dear Dr. BavoleJ{:

I am presently involved in research for my Masters Degree thesis in the
Health Education Department at the University of Wisconsin'-'LaCrosse~ In
my research I am attempting to assess public school principals' attitudes
and knowledge tmvard child abuse and neglect and to determine\;l1E!i:["fre...
quency of reporting suspected abuse cases.

As part of my study I have fOund it necessary to develop ari inventory which
will enable me to measure the. prinCipals I attitudes and knmrledgeof.e1J.ild
abuse and neglect and frequency of reporting suspected apuse .. c:::.ClSes. L.'rollJ..d
like to request your assistance in ev-dluation of this inventory regarding
its content.

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

I realize hOlf valuable your time is and want to expressaspecia'ltliafiksC

to you for your time and effort in evaluating the enclosed questionnaire.

Sincerely,

c
Nancy K~ Kidd ~ ~~~~~~~~ ~-~~~ ~ ~~~ ~~~

Rt. 2 Box 343
Arcadia, Wisconsin 54612

Enclosures

'",
li~"
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APPENDIX C

INVENTORY RATING SCALE

Directions: Enclosed is a list of statements regarding

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 s~~ool 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
1ng the att1tudes or knOWledge-of public school principals con
cerning child abuse and neglect.

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

3. ACCEPTABLE: The item is valuable as a statement for measuring
the attitudes or knowledge of public school principals concerriing
child abuse and neglect.

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

5. INDISPENSIBLE: The item is absolutely necessary as a statement·
for measuring the attitudes or kn01vledge of public schoo:Lprin"
cipals concerning child abuse and neglect.

The scale was developed by :·:Dr. Gary Gilmore for use in his doctoral· dis
sertation, The Development, Implementation, and Evaluation of a Family
Health Education Program Incorporating the Concept of Prevention, the
University of Tennessee, June, 1974.

::;;:::

fi~

':1
~~J
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APPENDIX D
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(2) no(1) yes

~i) YeO! ·-(n. no

. (1) yes: (-2) no

CHILD ABUSE QUESTIONNAIRE"

How10ng.have you been
principal at your current
school?

2.

61

[ ]yes-send results

[ ]no-do not sent results

Directions: Please complete each statement by providing the appropriate
response. Please put the correct number in thespaceprovidedto~the!-----~-----
left of the number. . . .... ...

:

__ 3.

__ 1. I am a principal of: (1) elementary school (2):Juniorchigh/middle
(3) high school -

Directions: Please put the correct number in the blank provided that
best describes your response to each statement.

l=strongly agree
2=agree
3=disagree
4=strong1y disagree

__ 5.

(1) 1-5 years (2) 6-10 years
(3) 11...15 years. (4)16 DEmore years

Have you ever suspected a case of child (1) yes .. (2) no
abuse while in your current administra- ....,-"
tivel capacity? If yes, place the
number you have suspected in the last
year .in the 101ver blank.

___ 4.. Has your staff ever suspected a case· of
child abUSE! while .inyour current
administrative capacity?

Have you ever reported a case of child
abuse while in your current administra-:
tive capacity? .If yes, place the
number 'you have reported in the last
year' in the 101ver blanJ~.

Has youstaff ever reported a case of
child abuse while in your current
administrative capacity?

Have you ever attended any training
sessions or workshops on child abuse and
neglect? If yes:

A. What was the presentation? Please cheCk .aLl tl@t"apply!
___ college class inservicetraining

independent lecture radio or television
professional workshop other:

B. Approximately when lvaS the presentation?.,
in the last 6 months 3 yeo,I:"s to 5 years ago

--- 6 months to 1 year ago more--than_5_years.....ago_....._.:
___ 1 year to 3 years ago

__ 6.

__ 7.
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(1). yes;, (2) no

(1) -:yes(2) no

21.

8.

__ 11.

l=stronglya,gree 2=agree 3=disagree 4=strongly~isagr~~

I Pelieye teachers should be responsible for iqeptifying.
sus~ctedcasesof child abuseand neglect. ' .~ J

I think teachers should reportsusPect.ecLcasesof "''J'"'' abtlSe
and neglect.

I<think it is inappropriate for an. administr;;:t:c:;r!te:>~repOr.t;-~-·-····

vlhether or not .a child has/Pe.enabused orneglect.ed.,L'.'L

Ibelikve I am morally obligated to report suspected child
abuse or neglect:

I believe I have a personal responsibility.to report suspected
cl1ild~b!1se and neglect.

I.believe. I may be physically harmed by angry ;parentf3iit
I report suspected child abuse and neglect.

I believe a child may sUffer more if I report su~Pe2t~d:it:hl.ld
abuse and neglect. " ;, i' '..J!.'.'

T think I may be harassedJ:)ytlle parentsdf.tlle:chiJ;d
report suspected child abuse and neglect ,'" .... ... .."

I believe a child may suffer if I do notreport,',sllspe¢ted
child abuse and neglect.

':. . . ;'., .. '; -', ... :... "" "': '," '-'," ;"":, ...".: ~r" .L-.,...• _'> ;> ~",y_' "'~"~~y.:_,-~ ':.':~._.

I think parents have the right to disciplirie'theirchildpeh
as they see fit, which may inClude the tiseo:FeorP6ra,¥sJ
punishn\ent '< i.e., spanking, shaking, i'lhipping, paddling r etc.).

18 •. ,l Pelieveparents that a):JUsetheir children ·areIUostLy,c:f:rpm
lower, socio-economic levels. .'

I think most cases of child abuseancf-:.n=-e=-g"'l"'eJJCc""t"'··::':t=ann"'·'='''ot''''''~be"'''''''''''.''''''''''~~~~~
prevented.'>;'! .'J':,

.1. th~nkthe w'illingness to report a case ofch~J,<L~bu~!,c),r
neglect. can be affected by one's attitudeorfeeJ;ihgsi;;0ward
the family involved. ' __"'_ -. J ·'".1.1,"

;-;: ~ :.~:, -:-~ ~ :; ,. -

Special needs children--ones who are mehtallYi:ph:Y'sically
or developmentally handicapped are lesslikelYJ>than:other
children to be abused.

Directionsi PleaSe complete each statement by providiriII'till:F apprbpriate
response concerning the reporting of suspected child·aJ5ll~~.:<ilid·he~feet
cases. Please place the correct number in the spaceprbvidedto.the
left of the number. .. .. J.1.Ce.L 1..,'-L/·.!. .

___ 22. It is mandatory for educators to
report suspected child abuse and neglect
cases.

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

abuse and neglect cases.

__ 17.

__ 19.

__ 16.

__ 9.

__ 13.

__ 10.

__ 12.

__ 14.

-,,-_ 20.

15;--
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no

no(1)

(1) orally
(2) written
(3) oral followed

. by· written
(4) not sure

___ police
___ sheriff
___ not sure

___ hospital
____ social service
-,-__ physician

How should reports be made to mandated
agencies:

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

School personnel in the state of Wis
consin are immune from criminal and
civil liability when reporting suspected
child abuse and neglect cases.

.-.. ----_.~.

Reports of child abuse and neglect should be Illade to'''hich
of the fOllmTing agencies/individuals. (Check .all that
apply)

26.

__ 27.

__ 24.

__ 25.

I

___ 28. Penalties for failing to report: (1) youP91l1.dlose your job
(2)iiblega.laction against you
(3) imprisonment/fine
(4) not sure

Directions: Please complete each statement by providing the appropriate
response or responses concerning the types of child abuse. (Please
check all that apply.)

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

29. Unexplained bruises and 1,elt on face,
lips, and buttocks.

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

___ physical abuse
sexual abuse

--- eI1lotioni'l.li'l.buse
___ neglect
___ I don't know

___ physical abuse
___ sexual abuse
___ emotional abuse
___ neglect
===._L_don.'.Lkn.QW .
___ physical abuse

sexual abuse
-.--.-, emotional abuse
___ m~g:l.E!c:t

___ I don't know

___ physical abuse
___ sexual abuse---
___ emotional abuse

neglect
--- I don I t know

___ physical abuse
sexual abuse il

~==~eI;llot±ona:J:-abuse~--.·---..--~~
___ neglect ~

I don't know i~

.•.•~
·-.1

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

A child who is frightened by his or
her parents.

32.

31.



34. A child who demonstrates constant
fatigue, listlessness, or falling asleep
in class.

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

36. A child who comes to school early and
stays late.

37. A child who demonstrates poor peer
relationships.

___ physical abuse
___ sexual abuse

emotional abuse
__ neglect

I don It knoll . ~~~.

___ physical abuse
___ sexual· ·abuse-~--~~

emotional abuse
___ neglect
___ I don It know

___ physical abuse
sexual abuse

--- emotional abuse
__ neglect
___ I don It know

physical abuse
--- sexual abuse
___ emotional abuse
___ neglect
___ I don It kn01v

Thank you very much for your time and cooperation.
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Date

APPENDIX E

qOVER LETI'ER

Name
Address

Nancy K. Kidd
Rt. 2, Box 343
Arcadia, WI 54612

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 fe'l minutes of your time to complete; Asa
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. YOllrresponses
are strictly confidential.

Dear _

Enclosure

I realize hOI, valuable your time is and lvant to express a special
thanks to you for your time and effort in answering this questionnaire.

After completing all of the questions, please return the enclosed
stamped envelope by • If you are interested in receiv-
ing a copy of the results, please place acheck-ma:r1l:~-£eURd~---~
in the upper right corner of the questionnaire.
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APPENDIX F

PANEL OF JURORS

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

Victor J. Contrucci
Division for Handicapped Children and
Wisconsin Department of Public
Madison, WI 53707

Lorraine Davis
Supervisor - School Social Work Services
Wisconsin Department of Public
Madison, WI 53707

Fred Kusch
.Pril1C:ipal .•
Winona Cotter High School
Winona i .r-1N.55987

Barb<ir~···Lk"{it
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



APPENDIX G.

FREQUENCY OF RESPONDENTS ANSWERING YES-NO

TO KNOWLEDGE OF SUSPECTED CASES AND

REPORTED CASES



APPENDIX G

Frequency of Respondents Ans~lering_Yes"No

to Knowledge of Suspected Cases and
Reported Cases of Child Abuse

---------------'

Question Population

Elementary Junior High HighSchool

Yes No Yes

Have you
suspected 139(95.2) 7(4.8) 53(98.1) 1(1.9) 62(

Has your staff
suspected 140(95.9) 6(4.8) 54(100.0)

Have you
reported 135(92.5) 11(7.5) 48(88.9) 6(11.1) 62(84.9) 11(15.1)

Has your staff
reported 127(87.0) 19(13.0) 50(92.6) 4(7.4) 65(89
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APPENDIX H

Frequency of Principals Answering
Yes-No to Knowledge Questions

NoYes

High School

No

Junior High

YesNo

Elementary

Yes

Question

Mandatory for educators to
report

Advisable, but not mandatory
to report

140(95.9)

12(8.2)

2(40.0)

134(91.8)

54(100.0)

2(3.7) 52(96.3)

71(97.3)

2(2.7)

2(2.7)

71(97.3)

Mandatory for anyone to
report 72(49.3) 74(50.7) 24(44.4) 30(55.6) 26(35.6) 47(64.4)

-.J
"1

1(:1,.4)
A3(58.9)

68(93.2)
66(90.4)
71(97.3)

9(12.3)

i~[

66(90.4)
66(90.4)

r46((,3'0)
7(9.6)

68(93.2)

72(98;6)
30(41.1)
5(6.8)
7(9.6)
2(217)

64(87.7)

"':1< :)

;7(9.6)
";7(':).6)

27(37)0)
66(90~4)
5(6.8)

6(11:i)

1 (1. 9)
127(50;0)
40(74.1)
42(77.8)
49(90.7)

'44Ull;S)
49(,90; 7)
/26(48;1)

5(9.3)
47(87.0)

',q

53(98;1)
27(50.0)
14(25.9)
12(22.2)
5(9.3)

48(88:9)

10(;J;8~5

5(9.3)
28(51.9
49(90.7

7(13.0

8(5.5)

27(87;0)
34(9'128)
02((,9:9)
9(6.2)

38(94.5)

.3(2.1)
5(51.4)
11(76.0)
10(75.3)
40(95.9)

, .
i'

:1

11Q(13.0)
:,l2(8.2)
;,44(30.1)
13~(93.8)

8(5.5)

i43(97 9)
;71(48 6)
35(24.0)
36(24.7)
6(4.1)

138(94.5)

Unexplained' bruises, l,elts
"physical
seXual
emotional
negleci:
rdoll' p lmolf

Childi~app~opriatel~ dressed
physical

··'seXual
:letn6tionaiF>
ineglect
'I don I t knOl'

Immunity from criminal
liability



Elementary Junior High High School
Yes No Yes No Yes No

83(56.8) 63(43.2) 41(75.9) 13(24.1) 43(58.9) 30(41.1)
80(54.8) 66(45.2) 35(64.8) 19(35.2) 37(50.7) 36(49.3)

136(93.2) '10(6.8) 50(92.6) 4(7.4) 70(95,9) 3(4.1)
42(28.8) 104(71.2) 17(13.5) 37(68.5) 18(24.7) 55(75~3)
12(8.2) 134(91.8) 7(13.0) 47(87.0) 2(2,7) 71(97,3)

Question

Child frightened by parents
physical
se.'\.'Ua1
emotional
neglect
I don I t !mOl,

Child who has behavior
extJ:"emes

physic.:i:\l
sexual'
emotional
neglect
I don't !mOl,

88(60.3)
88(60.3)

125(85.6)
53(36.3)
21(14.4)

58(39.7)
58(39.7)
21(1404)

93(63,7) ,
125(85~6)

29(53.7)
30(55.6)
44(81.5)
24(44.4)
12(22.2)

25(46.3)
24(44.4)
10(18.5)
30(55.6)
42(77.8)

44(60.3)
39(53.4)
65(89.0)
24(32.9)
7(9.0)

29(39.7)
34(46.6)
8(11.0)

49(67.1)
66(90.4)

,

40(54.8)
56(76.7)
29(38.7)
15(20.5)
66(9004)

47(64.4)
11(15.1)
63(86.3)
52(71.2')
61(83'.6)

33(45.2)
17(23.3)
44(60.3)
58(79.5)
7(9.6)

26(35.6)
62(8';L~)
10(13.7)
21(28.8)
12(1904)

37(68.5)
11(29·4)
45(83'.3)
31 (57.':!)
~8(10'.4)

40(74.1)
39(72.2)
24(44.4)
9(10.7)

46(85.2)

:.J(:-

14(25.9)
15(27.8)
30(55.6)
45(83.3)
8(llU)

17(31.5)
43.<.79 •6 )

9(16.7)
2~(42'.6)
16(29.6)

;- \ '

103(70.5)
~4(9.6)

1E9{82.2)
1p7(7}.,3)
1i28(87.7);, C_'.," ;_.

4(64.4)
8(67.1)
5(44.5)
8(19.2)

1i25(85.6)

43(29.5)
132(90.4)
26(17.8)
~9(26.7)
18(12.3)
:i(" i

52(35.6)
48 (32.9)
81(55.5)

1~8 <180.8)
21(14.4)

:', ',~ _, _ ':' i

Child wno is: list1essifa11ing
a1seep, fa~igued

physical
sexual
emotional
jteg1ect
I: don I t !mow

Pain or itching in genital
"region

physical
sexual,
emotional
neglect,
I don I t' !mOl,

~ -, '.



Question Elementary Junior High High School
Yes No Yes No Yes No

Child who demonstrates habit
disorders

physical 47(32.2) 99(67.8) 15(27.8) 39(72.2) 18(24.7) 55(45.3)
sexual 58(39.7) 88(60.3) 18(33.3) 36(66.7) 25(34.2) 48(65.8)
emotional 125(85.6) 21(14.4) 40(74.1) 14(25.9) 60(82.2) 13(70.8)
neglect 52(35.6) 94(64.4) 17(31.5) 37(68.5) . 23(31.5) 50(68.5)
I don I t kn01v 20(13.7) 126(86.3) 13(24.1) 42(75.9) 12(16.4) 61(83.6)

Child who comes to school
early/stays late

physical 77(52.7) 69(47.3) 28(51.9) 26(48.1) 46(63.0) 27(37.0)
se.'illa1 73(50.0) 73(50.0) 26(48.1) 28(51.9) 46(63.0) 27(37.0)
emotional 89(61.0) 57(39.0) 27(50.0) 27(50.0) 46(63.0) 27(37.0)
neglect 98(67.1) 48(32.9) 32(59.3) 22(40.7) 50(68.5) 23(31.5)
I don't kn01v 25(17.1) 121(82.9) 16(2916) 38(70.4) 14(19.2) 59(80.8)

Child who demonstrates poor
peer relationships

physical 56(38.4) 90(61.6) 16(29.6) 38(70.4) 21(28.8) 52(71.2)
sexual 68(46.6) f8(53.4) 19(35.2) 35(64.8) 36(49.3) 37(50.7)
emotional 103(70.5) jB(29.5) 33(61.1) 21(38.9) 49(67.1) 24(32.9)
neglect 66(45.2) ~0(54.8) 19(35.2) 35(64.8) 29(39.7) 44(60.3)

.I don 't lm01v 37(25.3) 1 ' 9(74.7) 19(35.2) 35(64.8) 19(26.0) .• 54(74.0)
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Question

Teachers responsible for identifying
elementary
jl1niorhigh
high school

APPENDIX I

Frequ<;!l1¢yof Principals"
Attitude Responses

Stliong1y Agree Disagree Strongly
agree Disagree
, i 2 3 4

"

" '

54(37.0)87(59.6) 4(2.7) 1( .7}
27(50.0) 25(46.3) ~- 2(3.7)
30(41.1) 38(52:1) 4(5.5) 1(1.4)

I
j. "

1(.7)

1(1.4)

, ,-,

110(75.3)
44(81.5)
!'i3(72.6)

. '.,'.

1(:7)

6(4.1)
1(1.9)
2(2.7)

31(21.2)
9(16.7)

14(19.2)
. 1

lC.7)
1(1.9)
3(,4.1)

40(27.4)
15(27.8)
26(35.6)

~. <! '-, 1,: ,', ;';
22(15.1)
8(14.8)

22(30.1)
; i'"

-j

'j
.l

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

4~2.7)'fLl12;3~84.2)
45~83.3)

5N,6~~5)

, e1ementa.ry
, junior high
: .... ".,.j -.,..•.. --" I .. -.;

, high school
, I

Morally oblidaf~d to report
elementary

, ,junior high 1I. ; ''.', .., ,,_<;.,1.-. t-.' -,i i

, high, school
--', ~ -." ",,' " "'/'<-" 1

iff'!
l' I

Inappropr~at~:f6r1dministrator to
report '

Teachers should report suspected
cases

elementary
jtiri.ior high
high school



23(15.8)
10(18.5)
23(31.5)

27(18.5) 77(52.7)
12(22.2) 29(53.7)
. 8(11.0) 43(58.9)

24(16.4) 91(62.3)
8(14.8) 29(53.7)

11(15.1) 49(67.1)

43(29.5) 76(32.1)
15(27.8) 28(51.9)
26(35.6) 37(50.7)

45(30.8) (i,4)
18(33.3) --
31(42.5) 1(1.4)

47(32.2) 57(39.0)
18(33.3) 16(29.6)
29(39.7) 24(32.9)

5(3 4)
t(l 9)
1(1 4)

2(1.4)

21(14;4)
9(16.7)

10(13.7)

3j(22 6)
1~(3l ~)
16(219)

i

28(19.2)
15(27.8)
12(16.4)

36(24.7)
13)24.1)
22(30.1)

Strongly
disagree

43

Disagree

2

Agree

3(2.1)
2(3.7)
1(1.4)

I
I

6(f·l)
2(1l.7)

9($.2)
3($.6)
4($.5)

i

6(4.1)

94:.(i,4.4)
35(,4.8)
40( 4.8)

121(82.9)
44(81~5)
50(68.5)

StronglY
agree

1

Question

May be physically hanned by parents
elementary .
j llllior high
hi~l'hschbol

Child may sUffer if I do report
el~el1tary

'>Jun.i()r:hi\Jh
. pighschoOl

May be harl:assedbyiparents
elementarY
junior high
highsc:hcxDl

, \ .! . "

Child may ·..~uf.. Jer.>h.¥.i II I do not repoJ:'t
elerrlen~aD'
Jj uniorhi'g'h
high schoCDl

i
Parents have right to discipline

, , .: I

elementary
junior high
high school

i

Personal responsibility~or~port

el~entaD'
junior high
high school

-,'J



Question Strongly Agree Disagree Strongly
agree disagree

1 2 3 4

Parents who abuse are from 101,er
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 school -- 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)
junior high 4(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)

I

Special needschil~ren less
to be aoused

elementariy .

2~;.7)
7(4.8) 74(50.7) 65(44.5)

ijunior h~gh -- 30(55.6) 2~(44.4)

high schqol 3(4.1) 48(65.8) 2P(27.4)
I
I

I


