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<L & . CHAPTER I -
_INTRODUCTION
Philip Jackson indicated in 1968, that life.in classrooms

ig one of myriad activity. In fact, Jackson cited evidence

fron one of his research efforts in which the teacher was

observed as having engaged in "as many as 1000 interpersonal

.interchanges each day" (p. 11). Over the past two to three

decades interactions in' classrooms have been a_key focus of
educational research. .Instruments and proceduresgfor syste-

maticaily observing and recording classroom behaviors. have

‘been devised, inhumerable variables have been investigated,

and various -conceptual models or frameworks have been gener-

‘ated in'an attempt to come to temms with the teacmng—xeain‘ing
Ty . %

process;

In qeneral, ‘models or framevorks of teaching have been
based upen presaqe/pmcess/product notions——listinq variables
which are present before a teaching activity oocurs, indi-
cating " that some type of interaction’ occurs, and indicating
“‘the possible outcomes of -the interactionsi’ variables: present
prlor to the commencement of the teaching activity have

ggneraxxy been conceived of as being one of three types:

teacher variables, student variables, and environmental'

variables, ~Such variables wouid logically .appear fo have

Roine type of impact upon the teaching sifuation. .

Variations of such frareworks have been developed by

e




% . researchers such as Dunkin and Biddle (1974). and McDonatd 4
and Blias (1976). Ultinately, sets of variables are depicted

. as aspects of the classroom or learning situation. Within'
that situaticn, the Eocus of research has been on ohsetvahle
behavio¥s. However, such.frameworks have often failed o
adaress or acknoviedge the unobservable mediational process .
which contributes o and s;mpas the teacher behavior in the
classroom. This unobservable media’tiona__l process could be
ol “+ Called decision-makings—Such-a-process: may: occur imnediately’ ——
] prior to a teaching behaviot or.may.be. the resuxq ofa

detailed instructlonal plan. Whatever the case, the teacher

decision can be said to be an ai tecident of the teacher

hehavicr.

_.As"an example of .the occurrence:of .the decision-making

mediational process, one teaching sitiation may be considered,

i .7 . that'of flelding student questions. Hyman (1980) ‘has listed

sixteen response options which:are available to teachers ~

when f).elding a student question and has indicated that

numerotis other: options exist. Among the options 1istsd by

“ . ' 'Hyman (1980) are: "respondinq and giving the answer as’ - T
requested\...relaying the question ta»a speclfic classmate... ~
*fejecting, the question : .concinuinq on_in the 1ntenctlon

L 2

s 1f th questfon was not asked" (p. 40). Inselecttng a

* response op ion, it is Glear that the teacher is making a

aeciston.. ms decision_ concerning. the appﬁapnace teacher
behavior ;ouxd perhaps be -conceived of as being influenced

+ = by sich variables as teacher sex, age, ‘socioeconomic é




backq‘r‘duﬁd‘; t:aininq and pe:sonauty—-the presage. character-‘
istics in. the Dunkin and Bladie (1974) review. However,

: ._Vqrockex, Boak, Janes, & :Spain-(1976) argue, thai “"since much ;
" 'of teacher’ s behavior 15 re;ated to c_ngy_g with.an i.mmednte

simacmn, then| it would be expected that ceacher heliefs, y

ﬁecisxon-making proceas

In July 1976, the Instit,ute far Educational Resqarch

B pmposal which was desiqneg td inveszigate the causes and

es'.0f 1

and: | The. ‘specif1c objecs




i, X .
10 mo ‘develop.a teacher. interview J.nstrum 't, a class~
*room observation instrument, -and auxiL:\gL;hstru- :
- ‘méfttation, required to-explore teacher plamning,
teacher perceptions, and classroom behaviors for.a
sample’of elementary’ teachers.. - i

©v 2. To investigate the relationship between-school . and .
7 W classroom setting-(boundary condition) Vvafiables
Tid - . B and the teaching stratégies used, and .to examine
B e B possible interactions between teacherdharacter-
istics) :teacher perceptions, and school and class~ "
room setting varlables as chey 1nfxuence teachi‘ng
strategies. i’ T

TO examine the; relatl nships between planned LI
teaching Btrategies and classxoom hehavi.oz‘s. ‘

thefeedback b2

T 2 4 mo “explore “the'class
B 2 G * Whéreby ‘teacher behavior may be’successively mdlfied

- et " ‘by pupil ‘behavior in.a planned manner-(as part of a
" teaching:strategy);or in-an uncontrolled manner - (as #
‘interference with teachinq strategy). e e Turthe

| & e al., 1'975,'-;:.3:

‘The'présent study comprised one'facec of the, Teaching

‘Strabegles Prcjeat (TSP), that £ the study of‘teacher .. - i U7 .‘

+ decision-making as uided ‘or a1 rected by tdacher pefceptions.

Purpose of the Study

"The, purpose of ithe present study was to ‘construct an

% 1n5trument which cqud be used to. tudy the teache: By 5t ', o Hy

N
defin'l.x:iog Df the situation as it app.u.es in te!cher decision-

3 making. To accompush “thi purposa, a theoretical ‘base 'far

inflnence:, €ldssroon behaviok. LR

the stidy of constructs which

+‘was -developed. " “An instxumsnt was designed (using i

" theorétical base e ated) to: examine individual teacher




bel.nq taught, and of the external factors whi‘ch may afféct
teachex dec!.nlan—ukan. The inltnmant auewed for- t_he g2 4
mergence of individual teacher's perceptions of factors. ;
mportant in decision-making. -Measures were taken to_ estab-

liah t.he reuabun:y and validity of the i.nstt\ment. C-

“as "meortuc When makinq a. decislon. va:ntion‘ in ze'[spe'na-:-

" beltefs. ud attitudes 1f e1aenr.s 1n the -uuauon could be

controlled.’ The descript i of the ix

. process would pzwid"e—g'ene;ql' nformation’ ana"utan ui;oi:

“the procedures used in construc g an . which :

exmlines non-observable ., elemenu of the teaching sxtuat,(pn.

BT R Finauy, ‘the [nutrunent constructed in the' prelent mmy

conflgurntions £ scores"” (Cronbach & Glens /1953 p.

)




ke L.

Chapter 5 prasents

‘a view tn pxovidinq augqestions f.or £ut:ure research




of an.

study teacner declslon—maklnq. ‘Reasal ch uceracure was ,‘ s

revlewed wif_h a view iving at a boncéﬁl 1» fx_':améwox;k

“Thé: atgument ‘as to whether or not i, is pcssihle to

‘separate: an ob:ect £ron, our petceptions of that objec: 18

& ‘clissie. one. in the Eis1a.58 ’c.l‘.omgy. ‘A -early as'1912;

Wndt’ (in I}:éelsoq, "197;; 'wmce for, every piecs of knowredge 0

£uwo. factors are necésaary— the subject Who knaws and the

object known, 1ndependent of this suhjeee" ( si_. However,

>4, or to apeak Of "

7 For,'that mattsr, o,
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