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A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF PHYSICAL EDUCATORS'

NEEDS (1980 AND 1988) FOR TEACHING

HANDICAPPED STUDENTS

Backqround

All handicapped children can be insured of a free,
appropriate education which includes special education and any
related services that are necessary to meet their unique needs.
Professional educators and schools, in general, have had since
1978 to comply with the Education for All Handicapped ~Thildren
Act (PL 94-142). often overlooked or neglected in this provision
has been the fact that physical education (motor development) is
to be a part of each handicapped child's education. 1In fact,
physical education is the only curricular area specifically
delineated in both legislative mandates. 1In PL 94-142, special
education was defined as specially designed instruction to meet
the unique neceds of a handicapped child including classroom

instruction, instruction in physical education, home instruction,

and instruction in hospitals and institutions.

The concept of appropriate instructional methodology
resulted in the emphasis on the Individualized Education Program
(IEP) which specifies that a program must be designed to meet an
individual's unique needs. Therefore, physical education (motor
development) is considered a legitimate need, with its own goals

and objectives, and not simply a method or means to an end.




In 1980, a comprehensive needs assessment was conducted in
the state of Ohio (Loovis & Melograno, 1981; Melograno & Loovls,
1982) relative to the provislions for appropriate physical
education programming incident to PL 94-142. More specifically,
the study attempted to ascertain the educational needs of
elementary and secondary public school physical education
teachers. Several dimensions of perceived teacher needs in
relation to physical educatlon for learners with handicapping
conditions were studied.

The results and conclusions from this study revealed several
Issues and problems regarding the continuous professional
development of Ohlo's physical educators relative to providing
programs for handicapped students. Foremost among these problems
was the need to clarify and identify the contribution of physical
education to the IEP process (i.e., multi-disciplinary staffing).
In general, physica: educators seemed to lack a comprehensive
understanding of PL 94-142 resulting in misunderstandings about
thelr responsibilities. This aspect cf the study was sufficlent
evidence to warrant continued emphaslis on the rules and
requlations of PL 94-142 as part of Inservice activities. 1In
regard to a vehicle for delivery of information about handicapped
students in physical education, the data clearly established the
use of activities other than graduate and continuing education
courses,

In terms of Job-related competencies, teachers generally

acknowledged that they needed information about assessment




techniques, specific hardicaps, and behavior management
techniques. The teachers, as a group, reported a positive
attitude toward providing education programs for handicapped
students. However, the transformation from positive attitudes to
the effective integration (inclusion) of handicapped students
into regular class activities seemed unattainable. Teachers were
basing the exclusion of students on the nature of the
individual's handicap, functional ability, and activity chosen.
Recently, the Educatlion of the Handicapped Act Amendments of
1986 (PL 99-457) was passed which authorized discretionary
programs under the Act. As with its predecessor, the new act

defines special education as including instruction in physical

education. Additional impetus for mandated physical education
has been provided by PL 99-457 with special attention given to
secondary education and transitional services for hand icapped
youth. Among other program priorities, emphasis will be directed
toward: "Specifically designed physical education . . . programs
to increase the potential of handicapped youths for community
participacion” (Section 626, B, 10).

Given the previous findings and the passage of PL 99-457,
these investigators felt that it was timely to conduct a follow-up
study similar in nature to the original 1980 study. The previous
study confirmed the fact that teaching professionals did not
possess the curricular and instructional competencies which are

necessary to effectively implement the IE®.
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The purpose of this follow-up study (Loovis & Melograno,
1988; Melograno & Loovis, in press) was identical to the original
study; that 1s, to conduct a comprehensive, follow-up needs
assessment relative to the provisions for appropriate physical
education programming for handicapped students incident to
PL 94-142 and now PL 99-457. Results from the 1988 needs
assessment revealed that several issues and problems persist in
the continuous professional development of Ohio's physical
educators. These problems included, but are not limited to the
following:

e Teachers lack a comprehensive understanding of the
tederal laws resulting in numerous misunderstandings
about responsibilities.

¢ Teachers are not involved in the multi-disciplinary
staffing process for developing the Irndividual
Education Program (IEP).

¢ Teachers need Information about assessment techniques,
procedures for organizing and conducting adapted
physical education programs, and behavior management
techriques.

® Teachers exclude students based upon the nature of

students' handicap, functional ability, and activity

chosen.




Methods

The 1980 and 1988 studies examined dimensions of perceived
teacher needs in relation to physical education for learners with
handicapping conditions. 1In order to condvct a meaningful needs
assessment, one that would yleld the kind of information reguired
to address teacher's needs, a direct self-report methodology was
atilized.

In 1980, the mall questionnaire (direct self-report)
consisted of 36 items that included approximately 150 sub-items.
The survey instrument appears in Appendix A. In 1988, the
questionnaire developed for the 1980 study was used, as revised
to the extent warranted in accordance with PL 99-457. It
consisted of 26 items that included approximately 131 sub-items.
The survey instrument appears in Appendiz C. vVarlious aspects
were covered including: (1) experience in teaching iearners with
special needs, (2) exlsting abilitlies of teachers, (3) attitudes
of teachers toward handicapped learners, (4) status of physical
education precramming for handicapped learners, (5) expressed
needs, and (6) limitations on handicapped learners. Other areas
were incorporated in relation to learners with special needs such
as knowledge of the laws, curriculum offerings, instructlonal
strateglies, faclilities, and equipment as these aspects relate to
the implementation of PL 94-142 and PL 99-457.

In 1980, a random, statewide sample with oversampling in
Northeast Ohlo was selected representing urban, suburban, and

rural school districts. The sample was drawn from 30 counties
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and 35 school districts. The questionnalre was mailed to a total
of 950 physical educatlion teachers. Completed questionnaires
were returned by 241 teachers for a return rate of 25%. A single
stage follow-up procedure was employed consisting of a postcard
reminder.

In 1988, the random, statewide sample with oversampling in
Northeast Ohlo was drawn from the same counties and school
districts that participated in the 1980 survey. Twenty-one of
the countles and 22 of the school districts were represented.

The questionnaire was malled to a total of 813 physical education
teachers. 1In an attempt to increase response rate, a single
stage follow-up procedure was employed consisting of a postcard
reminder. 1In addition, all respondents were eligible for a
"prize" determined by draw. Completed questlionnalres were
returned by 242 teachers for a return rate of 30%.

The 1980 and 1988 comprehensive statewide needs assesaments
were ldentical in two significant aspects. First, the samples
were drawn from the same of counties and school districts.
Second, the same basic questionnaire (some items were eliminated
or slightly altered) was used. Therefore, this eight year time
period can be analyzed and general conclusions can be drawn
without the confounding effects of different samples and
instruments

With the completion of the 1988 statewide needs assessment,
another important aspect of this systematic evaluation was

available. It Involved comparison of existing practice in 1988

~
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with what was determined to be prevalent practice in 1980. 1In
this way, the authors can move beyond description of the status
of physical education for handicapped students in the years
studied to a more statistical portrayal of the differences
between 1980 and 1988. Simply stated, has physical education for
students with handicapping conditions improved, stayed the same,
or become worse?

Collected data were computer-analyzed in consultation with
the Cleveland State University Computer Center. Survey data were
coded on a personal computer and transferred to a mainframe
computer for analysis utilizing an appropriate statistical
package. Basic frequency and percentage data were calculated for
each questionnaire item. 1In addition, two-way analyses were
calculated across three categorles; namely: sex (male/female),
educational setting (urovan/suburban/rural), and educational
experlence (5 year increments from 1 to 26 and over). A
dependent t-test was calculated for comparing the various items
of th2 1980 and 1988 surveys. Significance was established at

the .05 level of confidence.




Results and Conclusions

The descriptive characteristizo of the subjects are
presented in Table 1. Teachers in 1988 were slightly older and
had more years of experience than the teachers in 1980. In
addition, the 1988 sample was rcpresented by a greater proportion
of females and teachers from urban settings than in 1980.

Several results are relevant to theose involved in
professional development (inservice training) and professional
preparation (preservice training). These results are organized
accord!ng to the various aspects of the needs assessment that
were previously identified. Specific frequency and percerntage
data are presented along with the comparative analyses of the
1980 and 1988 needs assessments. The 1988 questionnaire item
number from which these data were derived is indicated in
parentheses. Item raw data for 1980 and 1988 appear in
Appendices B and D, respectively. The comparative data for
selected survey items are presented in Table 2. These items also

correspond in number to the 1988 guestionnaire.

Experience in Teaching Learners w:th Special Needs

Generally, physical educators have had more experience
teaching handicapped students. 1In 1980, 59% of the teachers
reported they had experience teaching bhandicapped students, while
81% of the teachers in 1988 indicated a similar level of
experience (Item 11). This result is difficult to interpret

since there was an increase from 39% to 52% during this period

- .
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Table 1

Descriptive Characteristics of Subjects

Varliable 1980 1988
(n = 241) (n = 242)
Age (mean) 36.5 years 38.0 years
Years Experlence (mean) 13.0 years 14.3 years
Sex:
Male (%) 113 (46.9%) 115 (47.5%)
Female (%) 102 (42.3%) 122 (50.4%)
No Response (%) 27 (10.8%) 5 ( 2.1%)
School setting:
Urban (%) 153 (63.1%) 194 (80.2%)
Suburban (%) 39 (16.2%) 21 ( 8.7%)
Rural (%) 22 ( 9.1%) 22 ( 9.1%)
No Response (%) 27 (11.2%) 5 ( 2.1%)
School Enrollment:
1 - 200 (%) 5 ( 2.1%) 5 ( 2.1%)
200 - 500 (%) 34 (14.1%) 64 (26.4%)
500 - 1000 (%) 101 (41.9%) 87 (35.9%)
1000 - 1500 (%) £2 (21.6%) 52 (21.5%)
1500 - 2000 (%) 17 ( 7.1%) 17 ( 7.0%)
2000+ (%) 9 ( 3.7%) 9 ( 3.7%)
No Response (%) 23 ( 9.5%) 8 ( 3.3%)
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Table 2

Response of 1980 and 1988 Teachers to Selected Survey Items

in Needs Assessment (f + SD)

Item 1980 1988 P

(1) what is the total number of handicapped students 3.mM 3.53 <.01

who participate in all of your physical education ¥l a4 +2.11

classes?

(3) what is your feeling toward teaching physical 2.12 2.03 NS

education for students with handicapping conditions? +0.93 +0.94

(5) PL 94-142 mandates that handicapped children

receive, if necessary, speclal education including

instruction in physical education. How capable are

you in executing the following responsibilities:
Identifying federal and state legislative 2.81  2.62 <£.05
requirements associated with individualized +0.90 +0.92
education programs.
Developiny an individualized education program 2.25 2.10 <.05
for the handicapped student. +$0.74 +0.79
Demonstrating appropriate instructional 2.29 2.09 <.05
strateglies in the classroom with handicapped +0.78 +0.77
students.
Effectively using commercial and teacher-made 2.06 1.91 <.05
instructioral materials. +0.78 +0.78
Identifying federal and stat legislative 2.87 2.56 <.01
requirements associated with the princiglie of +0.90 +0.86
nondiscriminatory evaluation.
Identifying federal and state iegislative 2.50 2.43 NE
requirements associated with the principle of +0.91 +0.90
mainstreaming.
Assessing educational placements in defining 2.59 2.40 <.01
the least restrictive appropriate placement +0.83 +0.87

for a handicapped studenc.
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(7) Have you taken any steps to increase your knowledge
of each of the following in order to teach physical
education to handicapped students mcre effectively?

Knowledge of PL 94-142 0.21  0.33 <.01
+0.40 +90.47
Understanding the nature of specific handicaps 0.54 0.64 <.05
+0.50 +0.48
Techniques of motor assessment 0.41 0.49 NS
+0.49 +0.50
Awareness of existing curricular material 0.32 0.40 NS
30.47 +0.49
Knowledge of medical terms 0.42 0.52 <.05
+0.49 +0.50
Hands on experience with handicapped students 0.41 0.61 <.o01
+0.49 +0.49
Procedures for organlizing and running adapted 0.37 0.47 <.05
physical education programs +0.48 +0.50
Knowledge of class placement alternatives 0.22 0.36 <.01
(1.e., special, adapted, and so on) +0.42 +0.48
Understanding of behavior management techniques 0.33 0.5t <.01
+0.47 +0.50
«8b) Have you served on a multi-disciplinary staff 1.07 1.15 <.01
tor the purvose of developing an individualized +0.26 +0.36
education program for a handicapped student?
(10) what is your feeling toward providing physical 1.79 1.70 NS
education programs for students with handicapping +0.85 +0.86
conditions?
(16) Do you recelve encouragement and support from 0.85 0.33 <.o1
your administration (l.e., principal, superintendent, +0.36 +0.47

school board, etc.) to provide physical education
for handicapped students?

(19) To what extent do you interact with the medical 0.33 0.50 NS
and allied medical {i.e., physicians, physical +0.47 +1.58
therapist, occupational therapist) professions

in your community relative to providing physical

education for handicapped students?

(20) How interested are you in teaching handicapped 1.52 0.17 <.o01
students (compared to teaching non-handicapped +0.50 +0.71

g udents)?

-
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for teachers who indicated that handicapped students do not
attend their school. 1In 1980, 4% of the teachers responded that
handicapped students attended their school but did not
participate in physical education. 1In 1988 t+iils fiqure decreased
to slightly more than 3% (Item 15).

The total number of handicapped students who participate in
physical education classes increased significantly (Table 2)
during the period under investigation. Wwhile the increase, on
the average, was from approximately 8 to 10 students, 67% and 54%
of the teachers indicated they had no more than 10 students in
their program in 1980 and 1988, respectively (Item 1),

In 1980, only 7% of the teachers had served on a multi-
disciplinary staff for the purpose of developinrg an
individualized education program (IEP) for handicapped students
in physical education (Item 8b). Although a significant
(Table 2) improvement was indicated by 1988 (14%), this increase
is misleading. Wwhat is significant is that in 1980, 93% of the
teachers had not served in this capacity. By 1988, 86% of the
teachers still had not served on a multi-disciplinary staff. 1In
poth years, no difference was found between males and females,
but teachers from rural school settings served on IEP staffs to a
greater extent then had teachers from urban and suburban school
settings. 1In response to these findings, two conclusions seem
probable. First, physical education has been neglected by the
"powers-to-be" in terms of involvement in the multi-disciplinary

staff process. Second, physical educators have been remiss in
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becoming involved in the process. Both partles are accountable

and share equally in this act of negligence.

Existing Ab!lities of Teachers

When discussing the present abilities of career physical
educators in Ohio, it is with more than just passing interest to
examine the extent to which adapted physical education courses
were taken during undergraduate preparation. 1In 1980, 37% of the
teachers reported having completed only a portion of a course or
no course at all. Although the figure was reduced to 29% in
1988, this still represents a large percentage of teachers who
have not even completed one course in adapted physical education
(Item 21). This further i{llustrates the need for more
comprehensive preparation of teachers as well as for more
purposeful, continuous professional development activities.

wWhen asked to respond either "yes" or "no" to six
interpretive statements pertaining to PL 94-142, only 36% of the
teachers, on an average, answered all items correctly in 1980.
Although krowledge of the law had improved by 1988, still only
51% of the teachers, on an average, answered all items correctly
(Item 4). In both years, two statements which should have been
answered "no" b.: recelved "yes" responses more frequently, were

indicative of the teachers' misunderstandings. The statements

were:
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¢ Malnstreaming means educating all handicapped children
in the regqgular classroom.
e Adapted physical education must be provided for each
handicapped student.
Teachers were asked to rate thelr perceived capablility to
execute seven responsibilities associated with PL 94-142
(Item 5). Teachers' percelved capability increased significantly
(Table 2) between 1980 and 1988 for six of the seven
responsibilities. On the average, 50% and 62% of the teachers,
respectively rated themselves at least "somewhat capable."
Teachers were asked, "Have you taken any steps to increase
your knowledge . . . In order to teach physical education to
handicapped students more effectively?" (Item 7) Nline areas were
presented to the teachers. 1In 1980, only 35% of the respondents
had made any attempt to increase their knowledge and/or skills.
By 1988, it was 46%. This overall positive change was
significant (Table 2) in the case of seven of the nine areas.
The only areas in which there were no signiflicant changes were
"techniques of motor assessment" and "awareness of existing

curricular material."”

Attitudes of Teachers Toward Handicapped Learners

Teachers' attitudes toward handicapped students were
virtually the same in 1988 as they were in 1980 as revealed by a
number of different survey items. Although not significant

(Table 2), there were less favorable responses in terms of

17




feelings toward teaching physical education to handicapped

students (Item 3). 1In 1980, 67% of the teachers reported they
were at least "favorably" inclined. The percentage diminished to
63% in 1988. 1In 1980, "very favorable/tavorable" feelings were
higher for males (70%) than for females (61%). These feelings
changed in opposite directions in 1988 for males (63%) and for
females (65%).

The number of at least "favorable" responses was 77% in 1980
and 78% in 1988 when the question was generally stated to inlcude
feelings about providing physical education for handicapped
students (Item 10). Response by maies (80% and 77%) and females
(77% and 81%) was nearly the same in the "very favorable/favorable"
categories in both 1980 and 1988.

In 1980, respondents' positive attitude was evident when, as
a group, 63% of the teachers felt at i1east "favorable" toward
teaching students with a variety of handicapping conditions
(Item 12). This item covered 12 handicaps including a range of
learning and behavioral disorders, physical impairments, sensory
impairments, and other health related conditions. 1In 1988, 48%
of the teachers responded at least "favorable." It becomes
obvious, however, that these moderately positive attitudes are
diminished since only 36% (1980) and 35% (1988) of the teachers
were at least "somewhat interested" in teaching handicapped
students compared to teaching nonhandicapped students (Item 20).
It should be stated, however, that overall response to this item

in 1988 was significantly (Table 2) different from that in 1980.

1
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That 1is, teachers' "interest" was more favorable in 1988.

This overall, greater "interest" may too be misleading. 1In
1980, slightly more than 12% of the teachers chose not to respond
to this item; only 3% declined to answer the question in 1988.
This figure reflects the magnitude of the increase seen in the
"neutral/mixed" category (29% to 39%) in 1980 and 1988,
respectively. 1In the final analysis, nearly one-fourth of all
teachers may be "somewhat uninterested" or "very uninterested” in
teaching handicapped learners; interest of most teachers (62%)

may be no better than "neutral/mixed."

Status of Physical Education Programming

Teachers were given a list of 12 standard handicapping
conditions; namely: amputation, arthritis, blind/visually
handicapped, cardiac disorders, cerebral palsy, deaf/hearing
impaired, severe behavior handicap, learning disabilities, mental
retardation, muscular dystrophy, wheelchair-bound, and
multihandicapped. They were asked if they ueeded additional
information in order to work more effectively with =sach type of
student (Item 13). 1In 1980, most teachers (69%) suggested they
had such a need, on the average. The figure remained somewhat
constant when, in 1988, 67% of the respondents reported similar
needs. As to why teachers felt that they had a need for more
information in order to teach more effectively, the most common
reasons across categories in both 1980 and 1988 were "lack of

program content" and "lack of specialized training.”

iy
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In 1980, a majority of teachers (57%) had received '
encouragement and support from their administration to provide
Physical education for handicapped students (Item 16). By 1988,
a majority of teachers (51%) had not received such encouragement
and support. This difference was found to be statistically
significant (Table 2). It points out the continuing lack of
emphasis placed on physical education for handicapped students by
district and building administrators.

Response to this item was also ¢nalyzed for the cross-
tabulation categories (sex, educational setting, and educationai
experlence). 1In 1980, teachers from suburban school settings
(67%) and teachers with 21-25 years experlence (62%) recelved the
most encouragement and support from thelr administration. Males
and females received "equal" encouragement from administration
whereas less than half of urban teachers received encouragement
and support. In 1988, the only teachers recelving strong
encouragement and support from thelr administrators were those
with 26 or more years experience (72%). The majority of male
teachers (55%), suburban (58%) and rural teachers (52%), and
teachers with 11-15 years experlience (52%) received encouragement
and support. By comparison, less than half of female teachers
(42%) and urban teachers (42%) recelved encouragement and support

from the administration along with the other educational

experience categorles.
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Expressed Needs

In 1988, when potential areas of nea2d were specified and
teachers were asked to respond as to thelr needs, 73% of the
respondents, on the average, indicated need for information
across all items (Item 6). The data indicated that of the nine
possible areas of concern "knowledge of PL 94-142" continues as
the number one need (Item 9). 1In 1980, the remainino three areas
of greatest ne=d (in descending order of need) were:
understanding the nature of specific handicaps, techniques of
motor assessment, and understanding of behavior management
techniquas. Some shifting of priorities occurred in 1988. After
"knowlzdge of PL 94-142, the three areas of greatest need (in
descending order of need) were: understanding of behavior
management techniques, procedures for organizing and running
adapted physical education programs, and techniques of motor
assessment.

In terms of "techniques of motor assessment", a majority
(57%) of the teachers indicated a general need for assistance in
this area in 1988 (Item 8a). This is an increase over the 1980
needs assessment wherein 52% of the teachers had indicated such a
need. Not only is the percent increase noteworthy, but the
actual number of teachers, which the percentage represents, is
also considerable since the provision for assessment prior to
placement in the least restrictive environment is one of *he
explicit guarantees in PL 94-142.

Teacherz were asked %o reveal the extent to which they

-
s
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Interact with medical and allied medical professionals relative
to providing physical education for handicapped students

(Item 19). No significant (Tatle 2) change was found between
1980 and 1988. Of those responding, 52% and 60% of the teachers,
respectively, indicated that they never engage in this form of

consultation.

Limitations on Handicapped Learners

Teachers were asked to indicate the limits on handicapped
students from participation in regular physical education classes
(Item 17). The majority of teachers in both surveys specified
the following limitations (in descenling order of greatest
limitation):

e Nature of the individual's handicap
e Functional ability of the individual
e Activity chosen

e Avallability of faclilities/equipment.

Significant 1s the fact that in 1980, 78% of the teachers,
on the average, felt that these limitations were the primary
reason for exclusion from regular classes. 1In 1988, only 67% of
the respondents expressed these same feelings. Although a change
in this direction and of this magnitude 1is no doubt deslrable, it
Is still disheartening to think that two-thirds of the physical
educators in the state of Ohio believe that these are legitimate
reasons for exclusion.

A collateral concern in physical education programs which

~
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include handicapped students is the reactions of nonhandicapped
peers. Teachers were asked if nonhandicapped students
demonstrate behaviors characterized as hostility, ridicule,
and/or resentment (Item 18). 1In 1980, nearly half of the
teachers (42%) reported that almost no negative reactions were
discernable, while 26% indicated that "some" negativism was
present. 1In 1988 over half of the teachers (52%) reported no
negative reactions, while 23% indicated that "some" negativism
was present. Interpretation of these data indicate that negative
attitudes and behavior have diminished during the period since
completion of the first needs assessment. This is an expected
outcome of implementing the least recstrictive environment and

could be the result of a better social climate in schools

generally.




Discussion

In an attempt to summarize the current status of physical

education for handicapped students, overall results were analyzed

with a view toward the majority of responses across items. Thus,

the profile of the 1988 physical educator, male or female, is

that he/she:

I1s 38 years of age with 14 years of teaching

experience.

has taken only one underqraduate course in teaching

shysical education to handicapped students.

has a total of 0-10 handicapped students who

participate in his/her program.
teaches at a school where most handicapping conditions

are not represented.

does not receive encouragement and support from his/her

administration to provide physical education for
handicappec students.

feels at best "somewhat capable" in carrying out
PL 94-142.

misunderstands PL 94-142; thinks that an adapted

physical education placement must be provided for each
handicapped student.

needs more information on all aspects of physical

education for handicapped students, particularly:
knowledge of PL 94-142, understanding of behavior

management techniques, and understanding the nature of

“‘ +
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specific handicaps.

o feels a need to expand his/her knowledge across a range
of handicapping conditions.

e has taken some steps to Increase his/her knowledge.

e has at least a "favorable" feelinq toward teaching
handicapped students and providing physical education
programs, but only a "neutral/mixed" interest in
teaching handicapped students compared to teaching
nonhandicapped students.

o feels at least "favorable" toward teaching a range of
handicapping conditions except severe behavior handicap
and multihandicapped.

e has not served on a multi-disciplin?ry staff for
developing IEPs. |

o limits the full participation of handicapped students

in reqular physical education on the baslis of "nature
of the individual's handicap," "functional ability of
the individual," and "activity chosen."

e does not interact with the medical and allied medical

professions relative to providing physical education
for handicapped students.

Given this profile, it 1s clear that the status of physical
education for handicapped students has generally remained the
s5ame during the period of time since 1980. 1If, In 1980, the
State of Ohio had been performing admirably or, at least, had

been making strides toward more admirable performance, then the

3 'y
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status quo would be more acceptable. However, the 1980 needs
assessment results were anything but complementary.
Consequently, the determination in 1988 that substantive change
had not occurred leads to the definitive conclusion that the
status of physical education for handicapped students in the
state of Ohio is one of noncompliance with federal regqulations.
Teachers indicate that handicapped students are present in their
buildings but not in the physical education program - this lis
noncompliance! Teachers indicate that they are not involved in
testing handicapped students prior to placement in least
restrictive envircninents - this is noncompliance! Students are
placed in either regular physical education programs or
special/adapted physical education classes without the benefit of
motor assessment; therefore, placement decisions are being made
on purely subjective criterion - this is noncompliance!

The results of this comparative aralysis also lead to
several recommendations that relate directly to the above
profile. Physical education has been negl’ected by the "powers-
to-be" in terms of involvement in the multi-disciplinary staff
(IEP process) and physical educators have been remiss in becoming
involved. Both parties are accountable and share equally in this

act of negligence. RECOMMENDATION 1: cClarify and identify the

contributions of physical education in the IEP process.

In general, physical educators appear to lack a
comprehensive understanding of PL 94-142 resulting in

misunderstandings about their responsibilities. The profession

~
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is; at best, split on the issue of whether it has the knowledge
and/cr skills to effectively teach handicapped s :ndents.

RECOMMENDATION 2: Emphasize the rules and requlations of

PL 94-142 as part of professional preparation and inservice

activities.

Physical education teachers, as a group, reported a positive
attitude toward providing programs tor handicapped students.
However, the transfer from positive attitudes to t.:e etfective
integration (inclusion) of handicapped students into regqular
motor development activities seem: less clear. Teachers revealed
a greater "interest" in non-handicapp~1 students, and they still
base the excluslon of tudents on the nature of the ind’vidual's
handicap and functional ability. RECOMMENDATION 3: L~knowledqe

(insist) that handicaps do not exclude learners, but t. :ers and

curricula do.

Professionals should possess (or acquire) the knowledge,
skills, attitudes, and values needed to implement the IEP process
in the most effective means possible within the least restrictive

environment. All handicapped students should (must) be in some

physical education placement. RECOMMENDATION 4: Require that

motor behavior assessment be conducted and interpreted by persons

qualified to do so.

District «nd bullding administrators have been remiss in
providing encouragement and support for the motor development
component of handicapped students' education. The commi‘ment to

motor programs does not begin and end with the physical educator

e
£,
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RECOMMENDATION 5: Insure that administrators are fully involved

and committed to an "appropriate" education including motor

development.

A more focused and intense effort is needed on the part of
school boards, superintendents, principals, teachers, parents,
and citizens to achleve even the simplest change. Only through
such effort will any improvements be made in the quantity and
quality of services provided to handicapped learners in physical

education before the next needs assessment.
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APPENDIX A

Survey Instrument - 1980
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X 'Au:nés'poussswicn.bsuém&]ré'smicpéoﬁnn?zu&:s’é;

County School District

Title of Person Completing This Form

Please check the box or circle the appropriate responses to the questions below. Feel free to
add your comments on any questlon either on this form or on a separate sheet of papaer.
Please check an answer for all questions. Give the answer which is closest to your view if no
response applies exactly.

1) About how many handicapped students participate in your physical education classes?

O 1. None O 215 O 3610 O 4 1014 O s 1519 O 62039 a 70+
2) Of the handicapped students who participate, what number are:

1. integrated into regular classes 2 __ segregated into special ciasses
3 —— both 4. ____ other (Please describe: ___ -
3) Whatis your feeling toward teaching physical education for students with handicapping conditions?
T 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Untavorable O s Very
favorable Mixed unfavorable
4) How interested are you in expanding your knowledge of physical education programming for handicapped
students through participating in conferences, workshops, school inservice programs and the like?
O 1. Very O 2 interested O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Uninterested O S Very O 8 Haven't
interested Mixed uninterested thought about it
S) How interested are you in enrolling in graduate courses which emphasize theoretical and practical
considerations of physical education programming for handicapped students?
O 1. Very O 2 interested O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Uninterested O 5. Very O 8 Haven't
interested Mixed uninterested thought about it

6) Which of the following does the Education for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (P.L. 94-142)
provide for?

a) Mainstreaming ail handicapped chiidren in the regular classroom. O 1tves 0O 2No

b) Funds at the local level to provids teaChers with inservics aclivities O1Yes 0O 2Neo
designed (o help them teach handicapped students.

¢) An individualized education program for sach handicapped student. O 1.Yes 0O 2No

d) Adapted physical education placement for each handicapped student. O1t.ves O 2Ne

©) Assessment of students’ abilities with valid and reliable test instruments. O 1.vYes O 2 No

f) Parents' participation in the development of the individualized education program, Oi1.ves 0O 2Ne

including placement of the student in the appropnate physical education class.
7) P.L.94-142 mandates that handicapped children receive, if necessary, special education including
instruction in physical education. How capabie are you in executing the following responsibilities:
a) Identifying federal and state |eg:siative requirements associated with individualized education programs.
O 1. Very capable O 2. Somewhal capable O 3. Somewhat incapable O 4. Veryincapable
b) Developing an individ'ialized education program for the handicapped student.
O 1. Very capable O 2 somewhat capable O 3 Somewhat incapable O 4. Very incapable
c) Demonstrating appropriate instructional strategies in the ciassroom with handicapped students.
O 1. Very capable O 2 Somewhat capabile O 3 Somewhat incapable O 4. Very incapable
d) Eftectively using commercial and teacher-made instructional matenals.
Q 1. Very capable O 2. Somewhat capable O 3 Somewhat incapable O 4 Veryincapable
e} idenlifying federal and state legisiative requirements associated with the principle of zero rejec!.
O 1 Very capable O 2 Somewhat capable O 3 Somewnhat incapable O 4. Veryincapable
0) identifying ‘ederal and state legisiative requirements associated with the principle of nondiscriminatory evaluation
O 1. Very capable O 2 Somewnhat capable O 3 Somewhat incapable O 4. Veryincapable
Q) idenlifying federal and state leqislative requirements associated with the principle of mainstreaming.
O 1 Very capable O 2. Somewhat capable 1 3. Somewhat incapable O 4. Very incagable
h) Assessing educational placements in delining the least restrictive appropriate placement for a handicapped student.
O 1. Very capable O 2. Somewhat capable O 3 Somewhat incapable O 4. veryincapable

8) Do you teel you need more information on each of the following 1n order to teach physical education to
handicapped students more effectively?

1 Knowiedge of PL. 94-142

2. Understanding the natu,  of specific handicaps

3. Techmiques of motor assessment

4 Awareness of existing curricular matenals ~
$ Knowledge of medical terms Jd

. Yes O 0. Ne
Yes O 0 Ne
Yeos O 0. Ne
Yes O 0. No
Yeos 0.0 N

onjajoo
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6. Hands-on experience with handicapped students O 1. Yes O 0. No

7. Procedures for organizing and running adapted P.E. programs O 1. Yes O 0. No —_—_—
8. Knowledge of class placement alternatives (i.e., special, adapted, and 30 on) O 1. Yes O 0. No _—
9. Understanding of behavior management techniques 0 1. Yes O 0. No —_—_—
10. Other -
11. Other ——

9) Have you taken any steps to increase your knowledge of each of the following In order to teach
pnysical education to handicapped students more effectively?

1. Knowledge of P.L. 94-142 C_0. No

0
<
3

b.) Have you served on a multi-discipl nary statf for the purpose of developing an individualized
education program for a handicapped student?

2 Understanding the nature of specific handicaps O 1. Yes 0O 0. No -
3 Techniques of motor assessment O 1. Yes 0 0. No —_—
4. Awareness of existing curricular matarial O 1. Yes O 0. No -
S. Knowledge of medical terms O 1. Yes O 0. No —_—
‘8. Hands on experisnce with handicapped students O 1. Yes O 0. No -
7. Procedures fov organizing and running aZapted PE. Programs O 1.Yes - OO0 No —_
8 Knowledge of class placement alterna:ives (l.e., speclal, adapted, and 30 on) O 1. Yes O 0. No -
9. Understanding of behavior management techniques O 1. Yes O 0. No —_—
10. Other
10a.) In which areas of motor behavior assessment do you need assistance?

Funramentai Motor Skills/Patterns O 1. No O 2 Yes —
Physical/Motor Filness O 1. No O 2 Yes -
Sports Skills Tests (including aquatics and dance) O 1. No O 2 Yes —_—
Perceptual-Motor Development TiN O2ves —_—
Other (Specity) 0 1. No O 2 Yes —
Other (Specity) O 1. Ne O 2 Yes —_—

O 1. Neo (Go to question 11) O 2 Yes —How many limes?
How rewarding was the experience for you?

O 1. Very O 2 Somewhat O 3 Notvery O 4. Very

rewarding rewarding rewarding unrewarding

11)  Of the areas listed in questions & and 9, which three areas do you feel you have the greatest
need for information about at the present time? Please list in order of greatest to least pricrity.
(Only the number of these three aiternatives need be given.)

#_ . S #
12) What is your feeling toward providing physical education programs for students with handicapping

conditions? -
Q1. Very 02 Favorabie 03. Neutral/ O 4. Unfavorable as. Very
favorable it depends unfavorable

13) Have you aver taught a student with each of the following conditions? If so, approximately how many
such students are you currently teaching?

Sver taught Currently
1. AMPUTATION OO0 No O 1 Yes —~ How many ——
2. ASTHMA OO0 Noe 0O 1 Yes — Howmany —_—
3. ARTHRITIS 10.No (O 1. Yes — How many P
! 4. BLIND/VISUALLY HANDICAPPED ToNo OJ Yes — Howmany —_
b 5. CARDIAC DISORDERS 00 No O 1 Yes — Howmany. —_—
6. CEREBRAL PALSY O 0. N» 1 Yes — Howmany —
7. DEAF/HEARING IMPAIRED O 0. Ne O 1. Yes -~ How many ——
8. DIABETES DO No (O 1 Yes — Howmany P
9. EMOTIONAL DISTURBANCE O 0. No O 1. Yes — How many —
10. EPMLEPSY (SEIZURE PRONE) (JONoe (O 1. Yes — Howmany e
11. LEARNING DISABILITIES 0 0.No O 1 Yes — How many —_
12. MENTAL RETARDATION O 0. No O 1. Yes — How many ——
i 13. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY O 0. Ne O 1 Yes — How many —_—
’ 14 POSTURAL DEVIATIONS OO0 No O 1 Yes — Howmany —
15 WHEELCHAIR-BOUND O 0. No O 1. Yes — How many ——
o 18. OTHLR (PLEASE SPECIFY) 52
H ~ . No ([ 1. Yes — How many —

=
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

14) What is vour feeling towards "2aching a student with each of

the following conditions?

1. AMPUTATION

0 1. Very O 2. Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
favorabie it depends

2. ASTHMA

O 1. Very O 2. Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorabie it depends

3. ARTHRITIS

a 1. Very O 2. Favorable a 3 Yeutral/ O 4. Unfavorable
lavorable it depends

4. BLIND/VISUALLY HANDICAPPED

0O1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorable it depends

5. CARDIAC DISORDERS

O 1. Very O 2. Favorable O 3 Neutrat/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorable it depends

6. CEREBRAL PALSY

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3 Nautral, 11 4. Unlavorabte
lavorable it depends

7. DEAF/HEARING IMPAIRED

Q 1. very O 2 rasoradle O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorable it depends

8. DIABETES

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorabie it depends

9. EMOTIONAL DISTURBANCE

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutral/ O 4. Untavorable
lavorable it depends
10. CPILEPSY (SEIZURE PRONE)

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorable it depends

11. LEARNING DISABILITIES

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorabie
lavorabte it depends

12. MENTAL RETARDATION

O 1. Very 0O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorabie it depends

13. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY

O 1. very O 2 Favorable O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Untavorable
lavorable it depends

14. POSTURAL DEVIATIONS

O 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutral/ O 4. Unlavorable
lavorable it depends

15. WHEELCHAIR-8BQUND

Q 1. Very O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutrai/ O 4. Unfavorable
lavorable it depends

16. OTHER

O 1 Very O 2 Favorabie O 3 Neutral O 4. Unlavorable
favorable it depends

17. OTHER

O 1. very O 2 Favorable O 3. Neutral O 4. Unlavorable
lavorabie it depends

ERIC

1 Yes —

O 5. Fear make
condition worse

2 ASTHMA
1 Yas —

O S Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 6. Need 100 much
attention

O 2 Cant
commurucate with them

T 6. Need too much
attention

0 No

O 3 Disiike
being near them

O 7. Lack of speCialized
training

0. No

3O 3. Disiike
being near them

3 7. Lack ol specialized
traiming

c,
)

o

Q s. very
unlavorable

O s. very
unlavorable

O s Very
unlavorable

O 5. Very
unlavorable

QO s. Very
unlavorable

O s. Very
unlavorable

O 5. very
unlavorable

O 5. very
unlavorable

QO s. very
unlavorable

3 S Very
unlavorable

QO s. very
unlavorable

0 s. Very
unlavorable

O 5. very
unlavorable

O s Very
unlavorable

QO s. very
unlavorable

QO s. Very
unlavorable

O s. Very
unfavorable

15) Do you feel a need to expand your kraowledge of physical education programming for each of the
following conditions in order to teach physical education for such students more etfectivaly? If you
feel that you need additional information in order to work more effectively with each of tne lollowing
types of students, what are the reasons that contribute to your need? CHECK ALL THAT APPLY.

1_AMPUTATION

O 4. Lack ol
program content

O 8. Other

O & Don't
know

O & Don't
know

O & Don't
know

O & Don't
know

O e Don't

O & Don't
know

O & Don't
knaw

O & Dont
know

O & Oon't
know

O 4 Lackol
program content

O 8Other
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

3. ARTHRITIS
1. Yes -

O S. Fear maka
condition worse

O 2. Can't communicate
with them

O 6. Need too much
attention -

4. BLIND/VISUALLY IMPAIRED

1.Yes —

O S. Fear make
condition worse

S. CARDIAC DISORDERS
1. Yes —
O 5. Fear make
condition worse

8. CEREBRAL PALSY
1. Yes —

O S. Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 6. Need too much
attention

O 2 Cant
communicate with (ham

O 6. Need too much
altention

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 6 Need too much
attention

7. DEAF/HEARING IMPAIRED

1. Yes -~

O S. Fear make
condition worse

8. DIABETES

1. Yes -

O S. Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 6. Nead too much
attention

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O & Need tco much
sttention

9 _EMOTIONAL DISTURBANCE

1. Yes —

O S. Fear make

O 2 cant
commenicate with them

O 6. Need too much

condition worse attention
10. EPILEPSY {SEIZURE PRONE)
1. Yes — O 2 Cant

O S. Fear make
condition worse

communicate with them

O 8 Need too much
attention

11. LEARNING DISABILITIES

1. Yas —

O S. Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 6. Need too much
attan‘ion

12 MENTAL RETARDATION

1. Yes —

O S. Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Cant
commumicate with them

O 6 Need too much
attention

13. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY

1. Yes —

O S. Fear make
conaition worse

O 2 Cant
commurnicate with them

O 6. Need too much
attention

14. POSTURAL DEVIATIONS

1. Yes —

O S. Fear make
condition worse

15. WHEELCHAIR-BOUND

1. Yes —

O s. Fear make
condition worse

O 2 Can't
communicate with them

O 6. Need too much
attention

O 2 Cant
communicate with them

O 8. Need too much
attention

0. No

O 3. Distike being
near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Distik
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Dislike
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training
0. No

O 3. Disiik
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

0 3. Dislike
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Dislike
being near .hem

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No
O 3. Dislik
disiike near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Dislike
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Dislike
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
tratning

0. No

O 3. Distike
being near them

O 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3. Disiike
being near them

O 7. Lack of speciaiized
training

0. No

O 3. Dislike
being ~ear them

C 7. Lack of specialized
training

0. No

O 3 Oislike
being near tham

O 7. Lack of specialized

training

D
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O 4. Lack of program
content

O 8. Other

O 4 Lackof
program content

O 8. Other

O 4. Lackof
program content

O & Other

O 4. Lackof
program content

O & Other

O 4. Lackot
program content

O & Other

O 4 Lackot
program content

O 8 Other

O 4 tackof
program content

O & Other

O 4 tackot
program content

O 8. Other

O 4. Lackof
program content

O 8 Other

O 4. Lackot
program content

J 8. Other

O 4. Lackof
program content

O 8. Other

O 4 Lackot
program content

O 8. Other

O 4 Lackof
program content

O a.Other
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16)

17)

18)

19)
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16. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) 0. No
1 Yos — O 2 Cant O 3. Dislike O 4. Lackot
communicate with them being near them program content
O 5. Fear make O 8. Naed o0 much O 7. Lack of speciaiized G & Other
condition worse altention training
17. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) 0. No
1. Yes — O 2 Cant O 3. Dislike O 4 Lackot
communicate with them being near them program content
O 5. Fear make O 5. Need too much O 7. Lack of specialized QO & Other
condition worse attention training

Of the conditions listed above which have you Indicated you need more information on, which three do you
need most? Please list In order of greatest to least need. (Only the number of each of these need be given.)

O # #

Ot the folowing handicapping conditions, what Is their current status In your school 2nd physical -
education program? (Please circie)

: Attend snd are
Do not attend Attend but do Attend but have Integrated into
the schoot at not have P.E, sepersie P.E, regular P
which | tesch classee classes classes
1. AMPUTATION 1 2 3 4
2. ASTHMA 1 2 3 4
3. ARTHRITIS 1 2 3 4
4. BLIND/VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 1 2 3 4
2. CARDIAC DISORDERS 1 2 3 4
3 CEREBRAL PALSY 1 2 3 4
7. DEAF/RHEARING IMPAIRED 1 2 3 4
8 DIABETES 1 2 3 4
9. EMOTIONAL DISTUURBANCE 1 2 3 4
10. EPILEPSY (SEIZURE PRONE) 1 2 3 4
11. LEARNING DiSABILITIES 1 2 3 4
12. MENTAL RETARDATION 1 2 3 4
13. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY 1 2 3 4
14. POSTURAL DEVIATIONS 1 2 3 4
15. WHEELCHAIR-BOUND 1 2 3 4
18. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)
1 2 3 4
17. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFN
1 2 3 4

Do you receive encouragement and support from your admiristration (l.e., principal, superintendent,
school boa- * etc.) to provide physical education for handicapped students? Please describe.

O 1. Yes —  What typs ot encouragement?

O 0 No — What encouragement do you need?

it handicapped students are placed in your regular physical education classes, what limits them from
participating tully in activities with normal students? (Please circle)

Yes No
1 Activily chosen T T
2. Total number of students in the class 1 (o}
3. Functional abitity ot the individual 1 0
4. Nagture of the individual's handicap 1 0
S. Avaitabiiity of facilities/equipment 1 0
6 Presence of architectural barners 1 0
7. Other (please specity)
1 (o}

(REY)
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20) in your integrated classes, how many of the regular students react to the students with handicaps by being:

0. Do not have integrated classes
. (Go to Question 21)

a. HOSTILE O 1. Amostat O 2 Most (O 3 Apouthalt 0 4 Some ([ 5. Aimost none
b. CURIOUS O 1. Aimostal O 2. Most O 3 Abouthalf O 4 Some ([ 5. Aimost none
c. NEUTRAL Ot Amostan O 2 Mest O 3 Abouthat O 4. Some O 5. Aimost none
d. ACCOMMODATING O 1. Almost ali C 2 Most O 3 Abcut haif O 4. Some O S. Aimost none
e. OVERLY O 1. Almost ail O 2 Most O 3 About half O 4. Some O 5. Aimost none
CONSIDERATE
f. RIDICULING O 1. Almost all O 2 Most O 3 About haif O 4. Some O S. Aimost none
g. RESENTMENT O 1. Aimost ail 0O 2 Most (O 3 Abouthall (O 4. Some O 5. Aimost none

21) What things do you enjoy about providing physical education to handicapped students?

22) What things do you not enjoy about providing physical education to handicapped students?

23) What unique problems with the handicapped students you wark with are you experiencing?

24) Do you need information on how to interact more effectivelv ~ith the medical and allied medical
(e.g., school nurse, physical therapist, occupational therayist) professions in your community
relative to providing physical education for handicapped students?

0 1. No O O Yes — What information?
25) How interested are you in teaching handicapped students {compared to teaching non-handicapped

students)?
O 1. Very O 2 Somewhat O 3 Neutral/ O 4. Somewhat O 5. very
intarested interested Mixed uninterested uninterested

26) As an undergraduate, did you have any specialized instruction in teaching physical education
to handicapped students?

O t.None (O 2 Partofacowss [ 3 One course O 4 24courses (O S. 4 or more courses

27) Have you ever had a relative or close friend who was handicapped? O1.ves OO0 No

28) What was your age on your last birthday? Years

29) What isyour sex? 1. Male 2 Female

30) For how many years have you been teaching? Years

31) How much education have , J completed?
O 1. Grade O 2 Some O 3 High O 4. Some O S. College O & Post
school only hgh school school graduate college graduate graduate

32) it you are a college graduate, what is the name of the college where you earned your degree?
O N Not a coliege graduate

33) Do you ieach at only one school or do you aiternate between schoois?
O 1. Cnly one school O 2 More than one school — How many schoois?

33) What is the approximate total enrollment of the school(s) at which you teach?
01020 022050 035001000 O 4 10001500 (3 5 1500-2000 O 6. 2000+

35) Would you describe the school(s) at which youteachas: (O 1. Uan O 2 Suburban O 3 Rural

36) Are you currently taking any conlinuing education courses?
O 0.No O 1. Yes — What courses?

~ -
L]
O __ANK YOU veRy MUZH FOR YOUR COOPERATION. o
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TOTAL RESPONDENTS = 241 (100.0%)

Please check the box or circle the appropriate responses to the

questions balow,

Feel free to add your comments on any question

either on this fc-m or on a separate sheet of paper, Please

check an answer for all questions,

Give the answer which is

closest to your view if no response applies exactly,

1.

About how many handicapped students

None o e e e e e

-5 . . . . . . 0.
6-10 . ., . o e e e
10-14 . . . . . . . .
15-19 . . . . . . . .
20039 . . . . . ..
40+ e e e e e e

No response . . . . ., .

participate in your physical education classes?
e+ o« . 571 (23,770)
e o o 17 (31,9%)
e« . . 28 (11.6%)
e w190 (7.9%)
e« . . 14 (5.82)
e« « . 25 (10.,3%)
e e .. 18 (7.5%)
e e o3 (29

Of the handicapped students who participate, what number are:

Integrated into regular classes., . . . . . . . . 154 (3.3 ave.)

Segregated into special classes. . . . . . . . . 28 (3,2 ave.)

Both . . . . . . . .

Other (please describe:

What is your feeling toward teaching physical education

Very favorable , , ., . .
Favorable oo e e e e
Neutral/mixed . . . . .
Unfavorable . . . . . .
Very unfavorable . . . .

No response . . . . .+ .

e v e e e e 4 « o 21 (2.7 ave.)
Y e e e e e e 9 (2.8 ave.)

e« +« . . 69 (28,62)
. . . . . 92 (38.2%)
. . . 63 (26.17)

e« o« o+ o+ 13 (5.4%)
e o .o 3 (20
e o o« e« 1 (0.4%)

for students with handicapping conditions?

2

-
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4, How interested are you i-~ expanding your knowledge of physical education programming for handicapped
students through participating in conferences, workshops, school programs and the like?

Very interested . . . . . . . . . « o« . . . 48 (19.9%)
Interested e e e e e e e e e e e 119 (49.4%)
Neutral/mixed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53 (22.0%)
Uninterested e e e e e e e e e e e 12 (5.0%)
Very uninterested . . . . . . . . . . .« . o 2 (0.8%)
Haven't thought about . . . . . . . . . . . .. 7 (2.92)

5. How interested are ycu in enrolling in graduate courses which emphasize theoretical and practical
considerations of physical education programming for handicapped students?

Very interested . . . . .« . . . . o« « « . . 29 (12.0%}
Interested e e e e e e e e e e e e 67 (27.82)
Neutral/mixed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 (27.8%
Uninter.sted e e e e e e e e e e e e 50 (20.7%)
Very uninterested . .. . . .+« . .+ o« W o« .« . . > (2.1
Haven't thought ab~ut it . . . . . . . . . . . 22 (9.1%)
6. Which (f the following does the Education for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (P.L. 94-147) provide for?
Yes No No response
(a) Mainstreaming all handicapped 118 (49.0%) 69 (28,62)* 54 (22.4%)
children in the regular classroom
(b) Funds at the local level to provide 89 (36.9%)* 86 (35.7%) 66 (27.4%) -
teachers with inservice activities
designed to help them teach
handicapped siudents
(¢) An individualized education 99 (41.1%) 77 (31,9%)% 65 (27.0%)
program for each handicapped
student
(d) Adepted physical education 111 (46.12) 66 (27.4%)% 646 (26,62)
placement for each handicapped
student
‘ (Item continued) \
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Yes Eg No response

(e) Assessment of students' abilities 110 (45.6%.% 63 (76.1%) 68 (28.2%)
with valid and reliable test
instruments

(f) Parents' participation in the 104 (43.12)* 75 (31.1%) 62 (25.7%)

development of the individualized
education program, including
placement of the student in the
appropriate physical education class

*Correct response

7. P.L. 94-142 mandates that handicapped children receive, if necessary, special education including
instruction in physical education. How capable are you in executing the following responsibilities:

Very Somewhat Somewhat Very No
capable capable incapable incapable response
(a) Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with individualized education
programs.
12 (5.0%) 83 (34.42) 73 (30.32) 63 (26.1%) 10 (4,12)
(b) Developing an individualized education program for the handicapped student.
25 (10.4%) 141 (58.6%) 51 (21.2%) 16 (6.6%) 8 (3.3%)
(c) Demonstrating appropriate instructional stategies in the classroom with handicapped students.
30 (12.4%) 122 (50.6%) €2 (25.72) 17 (7.1%) 10 (4,12)
(d) Effectively using commercial ~nd teacher-made instructional materials.
51 (21.2%) 127 (52.7%) 42 (17.4%) 12 (5.0%) 9 (3.7%)

(e) 1Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with the principle of
zero reject.

6 (2.5%) 45 (18.7%) 79 (32.8%) 92 (38.2%) 19 (7.92)

(f) Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with the principle of
nondiscriminatory evaluation,

12 (5.0%) 71 (29.5%) 76 (31.5%) 66 (27.4%) 9 (6.6%)

(Item continued)




Very Somewhat Somewhat Very No

capable capable incapable incapable response
(g) Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with the principle of
mainstreaming.
246 (10.0%2) 108 (44.8%) 54 (22,42) 42 (17.4%) 13 ’<.4%)

(h) Assessing educational placements in defining the least restri~tive appropriate placement
for a handicapped student,

15 (6.2%) 97 (40.2%) 79 (32.82) 3% (14.1%) 16 (6.6%)

8. Do you feel you need more information on each of the following in order to teach -hysical education
to handicapped students more effectively?

Yes No No response
(1) Knowledge of P.L. 94-142 218 (90.5%) 22 (9,1%) 1 (0.4%)
(2) Understanding the nature of 205 (85.1%) 36 (14.9%) 0 (0.0%)
specific handicaps
(3) Techniques of motor assessment 198 (82.2%) 43 (17.8%) 0 (C.0%)
(4) Awareness of existing curricular 217 (90.0%) 23 (9.57) 1 (0,42)
materials
(5) Knowledge of medical terms 187 (77.6%) 53 (22.0%) 1 (0.4%)
(6) Hands-on experience with 194 (80,5%) 44 (18.32) 3 (1.22)
handicapped students
(7) Procedures for organizing 199 (82,6%) 40 (16.6%) 2 (0.82)
and running adapted P.E.
prograns
(8) Knowledge of class placement 210 (87.12) 24 (10.0%) 7 (2.9%)
alternatives (i.e., special,
adapted, and so on)
(9) Understanding of behavior 192 (79.7%) 43 (17.82) 6 (2.5%)
management techniques
(10) Other 11 (4.6%) 0 (0.0%) 230 (95.4%)
(11) Other 3 (1.2%) 0 (0.0%) 238. (98.8%)




9.

10a.

Have you taken any steps to increase your knowledge of each of the following in order to teach
physical education to handicapped students more effectively?

In which

(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

Knowledge of P.L. 94-142 48
Understanding the nature of 128
specific handicaps

Techniques of motor assessment 97
Avare'icss of existing 75
curricular materials

Knowledge of medical terms 98
Hands-on experience with 97
handicapped students

Procedures for organizing 87
and running adapted P.E.

programs

Knowledge of class placement 53

alternatives (i.e., special,
adapted, and so on)

Understanding of behavior 17
management techniques
Other 0

areas of motor behavior assessment do you

Fundamental motor skills/ 112
patterns

Ihysical/motor fitness 126
Sports skills tests (including 112
aquatics and dance)

Perceptual-motor development 74
Other (specify) _ 2
Other (specify) 2

Yes

(19.9%) 186
(53.1%) 108
(40.2%) 140
(31.1%) 161
(40.7%) 137
(40.2%) 138
(36.1%) 149
(22.0%) 184
(31.9%) 155
(0.0%) 0

need assistance?

No
(46.52) 119
(52.3%) 105
(46.5%) 119
(30.7%) 160
(0.8%) 11
(0.8%) 6

No
(77.22)
(44 .82)

(58.12)
(66.8%)

(56.82)
(57.3%)

(61,8%)

(76.3%)

(64.3%)

(0.0%)

Yes
(49.4%)

(43.62)
(49.4%)

(66.42)
(4.6%)
(2.5%)

No reésponse

10

10
10

228
233

(4,12)

(4.12)
(4,1%)

(2,92)
(94.6%)
(96.7%)




10b. Have you served on a multi-disciplinary staff for the purpose of developing an individualized
education program for a handicapped student?

No . . . . . . . . . . . 219 (90'92)

Yes o e e e e e e e e 17 (7.1%)

No response . . ., . . . ., . 5 (2.1%)
(If yes) How rewarding was the experience for you?

Very rewarding . . . , ., ., 9 (3.7%)

Somewhat rewarding ., ., . ., . 5 (2.1%)

Not very rewarding . ., , ., . 2 (0.8%)

Very unrewarding . . ., . ., . 0 (0.0%)

No response . . . ., . . . ., 225 (93.4%)

11. Of the areas listed in questions 8 and 9, which three areas do you feel you have the greatest need
for information about at the present time? Please list in order of greatest to least priority.
(Only the number of these alternatives need be given)

#1 KnOWledge Of POL. 91’-11’2 . . . . . 21’092

#2 Understanding the nature of . . . . 21.2%
specific handicaps

#3 Techniques of motor . . . . . . . 15.4%
assessment

#9 Understanding of behavior . . . . . 14.1%
management techniques

12. What is your feeling toward providing physical education programs for students with handicapping
conditions?

Very favorable ., . , ., ., ., . 101 (42.0%)

Favorable ., . . ., ., ., ., . 85 (35.3%)
Neutral/it depends ., . . . . 36 (14.92)
Unfavorable . . . . ., , ., . 5 (2.1%)
Very unfavorable . . , ., ., . 2 (0.8%)

No response . . . . ., ., . . 12 (5.0%)




13. Have you ever taught a student with each of the following conditions? If so, approximately how
many such students are you currently teaching?

Ever Taught

No Yes No response
(1) Amputation 142 (58.9%) 80 (33.2%) 19 (7.9%)

(2) Asthma 13 (5.4%) 223 (92.5%) 5 (2.1%)
(3) Arthritis 122 (50.6%) 102 (42.3%) 17 (7.1%)
(4) Blind/visually handicapped 127 (52.7%) 102 (42.3%) 12 (5.0%)
(5) cCardiac disorders 88 (36.6%) 142 (58.7%) 11 (4.6%)
(6) Cerebral palsy 134 (55.6%) 92 (38.2%) 15 (6.2%)
(7) Deaf/hearing impaired 81 (33.62%) 149 (61,8%) 11 (4.6%)
(8) Diabetes 74 (30.7%) 154 (63.9%) 13 (5.4%)
(9) Emotional disturbance 53 (22.0%) 174 (72.2%) 14 (5.8%)
(10) Epilepsy (seizure prone) 51 (21.2%) 180 (74.7%) 10 (4 1%)
(11) Learning disabilities 19 (7.9%) 216 (89.6%) 6 (2.5%)
(12) Mental retardation 95 (39.4%) 132 (54.8%) 14 (5.8%)
(13) Muscular dystrophy 182 (75.5%) 43 (17.8%) 16 (6.6%)
(14) Postural deviations 96 (39.8%) 131 (54.42) - 14 (5.82%)
(15) Wheelchair-bound 189 (78.4%) 31 (12.9%) 21 (8.7%)
(16) oOther (please specify) 3 (1.2%) 35 (14,5%) 203 (84.2%)




14, What is your feeling towards teaching a student with each of the following conditions?

Very Neutral/ Very Don't No

favorable Favorable it depends U_‘avorable unfavorable know response
(1) Amputation

53 (22.0%) 93 (38.6%) 60 (24.9%) 17 (7.1%) 2 (0.82) 11 (4.6%) 4 (1.7%)
(2) Asthma

99 (41.1%) 106 (44.0%) 28 (11.6%) 2 (0.8%) 2 (0.8%) 0 (0.0%2) 4 (1,7%)
(3) Arthritis

73 (30.3%) 116 (48,1%) 35 (14.5%) 2 (0.8%) 1 (0.4%) 8 (3.3%) 5 (2.1%)
(4) Blind/visually handicapped

47 (19.5%) 74 (30.7%) 77 (31.9%) 25 (10.,4%) 5 (2.1%) 9 (3.72) 4 (1.7%)
(5) cCardiac disorders

49 (20.3%) 33 (36,9%) 68 (28.2%) 22 (9:1%) 4 (1.7%) 5 (2.1%) 3 (1.22)
(6) Cerebral palsy

40 (16.6%) 69 (28.6%) 86 (35.7%) 28 (11,6%) 4 (1.7%) 10 (4.1%) 3 (1.22)
(7) Deaf/hearing impaired

73 (30.3%) 110 (45.6%) 46 (19.1%) 3 (1.22) 0 (0.02) 6 (2,5%) 3 (1.22)
(8) Diabetes

92 (38.2%) 113  (46,9%) 25 (10.4%) 2 (0.8%) 2 (0.8%) 4 (1.72) 3 (1.2%)
(9) Emotional disturbance -

46 (19.1%) 77 (31.9%) 82 (34,0%) 19 (7.9%) 10 (4.1%) 4 (1.7%) 3 (1.22)
(10) Epilepsy (seizure prone)

59 (24.5%) 101 (41.9%) 52 (21.6%) 17 (7.1%) 5 (2.1%2) 3 (1.22) 4 (1.7%)
(11) Learning disabilities

86 (35.7%) 93 (38.6%) 48 (19.9%) 8 (3.3%) 1 (0.4%) 2 (0.8%) 3 (1.2%)

(Item continued)
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. Very Neutral/ Very Don't No

favorable Favorable it depends Unfavorable unfavorsble know response
(12) Mental retardation o ]
56 (23.2%) 85 (35.3%) 62 (25,7%) 18 (7.5%) 6 (2.5%) 11 (4.6%) 3 (1.2%)
(13) Muscular dystroohy
40 (16.6%) 70 (29.0%) 77 (31.9%) 29 (12,0%) 5 (2.1%) 16 (6.6%) 4 (1,7°2)
(14) Postural deviations
6/ (26.6%) 104 (43.2%) 44 (18.3%) 13 (5.4%) 3 (1.272) 9 (3.7%2) 4 (1.72)
(15) wheelchair-bound )
34 (14.1%) 53 (22.0%) 77 (31.,97%) 42 (17.4%) 11 (4.6%) 21 (8.7%) 3 (1.2%)
(16) Other
7 (2.9%) 4 (1.7%) 4 (1.7%) 2 (0.8%) 1 .(0.4%) 1 (0.4%) 222 (92.1%)
(17) oOther
2 (0.8%) 4 (1.7% 1 (0.4%) 1 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 232 (96.3%)

15. Do you feel a need to expand your knowledge of physical education programming for each of the following
conditions in order to teach physical education for such students more effectively? If you feel that you
need additional information in order to wovk more effectively with each of the following types of students,
what are the reasons tha contribute to your need? CHECK ALL THAT APPLY.

Can t communicate with them
Dislike being near them

Lack of program content

Fear make conditinn worse
Need too much attention

Lack of specialized training

Other

puanaoa

(Item continued)
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Yes Eg No responsc

(1) Amputation 188 (78.0%) 31 (12.92) 21 (8.7%)
(2) Asthma 133 (55.2%) 65 (27.0%) 43 (17.82)
(3) Arthritis 148 (61.4%) 49 (20.3%) 44 (18,3%)
(4) Blind/visually impaired 199 (82.6%) 22 9.1%) 20 (8.3%2)
(5) cCardiac disorders 175 (72.6%) 40 (16.6%) 26 (10.8%)
(6) Cerebral palsy 195 (80.9%) 20 (8.3%) 25 (10.42)
(7) Deaf/hearing impaired 165 (68.5%) 43 (17.82) 32 (13.32)
(8) Diabetes 116 (48,1%) 69 (28,6%) 56 (23,2%)
(9) Emotional disturbance 163 (67.6%) 44 (18.3%) 34 (14,1%)
(10) Epilepsy (seizure prone) 143 (59.3%) 57 (23.7%) 41 (17.0%)

(11) Learning disabilities

(12) Mental retardation

(13) Muscular dystrophy 193 (80.1%) 19 (7.9%) 28 (11.6%)
(14) Postural deviations 146 (60.6%) 55 (22.82) 40 (16.6%)
(15) Wheelchair-bound 198 (82,2%) 19 (7.9%) 24 (10.G%)

(16) other (please specify)
(17) oOthe: (please specify)
16. 0t the conditions listed above, which have you indicated you need more information on; which three

do you need most? Please list in order of greatest to least need. (Only the number of each of these
need be given)

#4 Blind/visually impaired , . . . . . 16,6%
#71 Deaf/hearing impaired . . . . . ., 10,4%
#13 Muscular dystrophy . . . . . . . 8.3%




17. 0f the following handicapping conditions, what is their current status in your school and physical
education program? (Please circle)

Attend and are

Do not attend Attend but do Attend buc have integrated into
the school at not have P.E, separate P.E, regular P.E, No
which I teach clas:es classes classes response

(1) Amputation

170 (70.5%) 13 (5.42) 3 (1.22) 31 (12,9%) 24 (10.0%)
(2) Asthma

16 (6.6%) 3 (1.22) 1 (0.42) 210 (87.1%) 11 (4.6%)
(3) Arthritis

82 (34.0%) 5 (2.1%) 5 (2.12) 118 (49.0%) 31 (12.9%)
(4) Blind/visually handicapped

140 (58.1%) 10 (4.1%) 7 (2.9%) 65 (27.0%) 19 (7.9%)
(5) Cardiac disorders

61 (25.3%) 30 (12.4%) 4 (1.7%) 119 (49.4%) 27 (11,2%)
(6) Cerebral palsy

140 {58.1%) 12 (5.0%) 9 (3.7%) 51 (21.2%) 29 (12,0%)
(7) Deaf/hearing impaired

97 (40.2%) 6 (2.5%) 6 (2.5%) 108 (44,8%) 24 (10.0%)
(8) Diabetes

47 (19.5%) 5 (2.1%) 3 (1.27) 161 (66,8%) 25 (10.4%)
(9) Emotional disturbance

61 (25.3%) 8 (3.32) 10 (4.1%) 145 (60.2%) 17 (7.12)
(10) Epilepsy (seizure prone)

55 (22.8% 5 (2.1%) 3 (1.2%) 156 (64,7%) 22 (9.1%)

(Item continued)




18,

Attend and are

Do not attend Attend but do Attend but have integratea into
the school at not have P.E, separate P.E, regular P.E, No
which I teach classes classes classes response

(11) vLearning disabilities : ) .
23 (9.5%) 6 (2.5%) 12 (5,02) 188 (78.0%) 12 (5.02%)

(12) Mental retardation _
111 (46.1%) 3 (1.22) 6 (2.,5%2) 97 (40,2%) 23 (9.5%)
(13) Muscular dystrophy
176 (73.0%) 6 (2.5%) 7 (2.9%) 25 (10.4%) 27 (11,2%)
(14) Postural deviations
87 (36.1%) 7 (2.9%) 4 (1.7% 116 (48.1%) 27 (11.2%)
(15) Wheelchair-bound
160 (66.4%) 16 (6.6%) 10 (4.1%) 18 (7.5%) 37 (15.4%)
(16) other (please specify) ‘
2 (0.8%) 1 (0.4%) 5 (2.1%) 7 (2,9%) 225 (93.4%)
(17) other (please specify)
1 (0.4%) 0 (9.0%) 3 (1.2%) 3 (1.22) 234 (97.12)

Do you receive encouragement and support from your administration (i,e., principal, superintendent,
school board, ctc.) to provide physical educaticn for haniicapped students? Please describe,

Yes L ] L] L] . . L] . L] L L] ] [ L] 120 (49.82)

What type of encouragement?

No . . . . . L4 . . . . . . L[] 91 (37082)

What encouragement do you need?

Mo response . . . .+ +« « .« o+ . . 30 (12.4%2) ~ .




19.

20.

If handicapped students are placed in your regular physical education classes, what limits them
from particisating fully in activities with normal students? (Please circle)

(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7

Activity chosen

Total number of students
in the class

Functional ability of
the individual

Natuare of the individual's
handicap

Availability of facilities/
equipment

Presence of architectural
barriers

Other (please
speci fy)

158
106

179

192

143

72

11

Yes
(65.6%)
(44.0%2)

(74.3%)
(79.7%)
(59.3%

(29.92)

(4.62)

55
102

35

28

69

128

2

No
(22.82)
(42.3%)

(14.5%)
(11.6%)
(28.62)
(53.17)

( 8%)

No response
26 (10.8%)

31 (12.9%)
25 (10.4%)
18 (17.52)
28 (11.6%)
40 (16.6%)

227 (94.22)

In your integrated classes, how many of the regnlar students react to the students with handicaps
by being:

Almost all Most

(a) Hostile

(b)

(¢)

(d)

1 (0.4%) 2 (0.8%)
Curious /
10 (4.1%) 22 (9.1%)
Neutral
36 (14.9%) 55 (22.8%)
Accommodating
43 (17.8%) 77 (31.9%)

i\l

About half

4 (1.7%)

22 (9.1%)

33 (13.7%)

15 (6.2%)

Some

53 (22.0%)

93 (39.3%)

45 (18.7%)

46 (19.1%)

Almost none

124 (51.5%)
40 (16.6%)
10 (4.1%)

7 (2.9%)

No response

44 (18.3%)

43 (17.8%)

48 (19.9%)

39 (16.2%)

(Item continued)
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21,

22,

23.

24,

Almost all Most
(e) Overly considerate

About half

10 (4.1%) 30 (12.4%) 16 (6.6%)
(f) Ridiculing

0 (0.0%) 5 (2.1%) 3 (1.2%)
(g) Resentment

3 (1.2%) 2 (0.8%) 3 (1.2%2)

Some Almost none No response
87 (36.1%) 42 (17,4%) 43 (17.8%)
82 (34.0%) 97 (40.2%) 40 (16.6%)
51 (21.2%) 124 (51,5%) 45 (18,7%)

What things do you enjoy about providing physical education to handicapped students?

What things do you not enjoy about providing p: ysical education to handicapped students?

What unique problems with the handicapped students you work with are you experiencing?

Do you need information on how to interact more effectively with the medical and allied medical
(e.g., school nurse, physical therapist, occupational therapist) professions in your community
relative to providing physical education for handicapped students?

NO. . .
Yes e & & & o & & a e e s

No response . . . . . . . . . .

94 (39.0%)
101 (41.9%)
45 (18.7%)




25. How interested are you in teaching handicapped students (compared

students)?
Very interested . . . . . . .
Somewhat interested . . . . .
Neutral/mixed . . . . . , .
Somewhat uninterested . . . . .
Very uninterested . . . . . .

No response . . ., e e e

e e e . 28
. e e . 48
. e e 69
© e e 39
e . . . . 26
e e e 30

to teaching non-handicapped

(11.62)
(19.9%2)
(28.6%)
(16.22)
(10.82)
(12.4%)

26. As an undergraduate, did you have any specialized instruction in teaching physical education to

handicapped students?
None e s e e e 4 4 a4 e .
Part of a course « e 4 e e
Oue course e e ¢ 4 e e e
2-4 courses . . . . . . . .
4 or more courses . . . . . .

No response , . . . . . . .

27. Have you ever had a relative or close friend who
Yes L] . - . . L] . L] L3 L] .
No L] L] L] . . L] . . . . .

No response . . . . . . . .

28. What was your age on your last birthday?

N = 213
Mean = 36.5 years
Median = 35.5 years
Range = 22 to 63 years

e e e 55
e e e e 34
e e e e 85
e e e 39
« e e 3
e e e e 24

was handicapped?
97 (40.2%)
115 (47.7%)
29 (12.0%)

(22.8%)
(14.1%)
(35.3%)
(16.22)
(1.22)

(10.0%)

—67_




29.

30.

31,

32.

33.

What is your sex?

Male . . . . . . .« . . . . 113 (46.92)
Femqle . . . . [ ] . . . . . 102 (42.3%)
No response . . . . . . . . 26 (10.8%)

For how many years have you been teaching?
N = 215
Mean = 13.0 years
Median = ...3 years

Range = 1 to 38 years

How much education have you completed?
College graduate . . . . . . .« . . 85 (35.3%
Post graduate . . . . . . . . . . 131 (54.4%)
No response . . . . . .+ . .« . . 25 (10.4%)

If you are a college graduate, what is the name of the college where you earned your deg:-ee?

Do you teull. av only one school or do ycu alternate between schools?

Only one school . . . . . . . . . 165 (68.5%)
More than one school . . . . . . . 50 (20.7%)
No response . . . . . . . . . . 26 (10.82)




34. What is the approximate total enrollment of the school(s) at which you teach?
0-200 . . . . . o« 4 . . 4 . 5 (2.1%)
200-500 . . . . . . . . . 34 (14.1%)
500-1000 . . . . .+ . o« o« . o 1o (1.9%)
1000-1500 . . . . . . . . . 52 (21.6%)
1500-2000 . . . . . . . . 17 (7.1%)
2000+ . . . . . . .. .. 9 (3.7%)
No response . . . . . . . . . 23 (9.5%)

35, Would you describe the school(s) at which you teach as:
Urban , . . .+ + +« +« + + « . 153 (63,1%)
Suburban . . . . . . . . . . 39 (16.2%)
Rural . . . . .+ .+ +« « +« « . 22 (9.1%)
No respemse . . . . .+ .« . . . 26 (10.8%)

36. Are you currently taking any continuing education courses?
No. . . + « « + « « « + . 173 (71.82)
Yes . . . 4 e e e e e e 45 (18.7%)
No response . . . . . . . . . 23 (9.5%)
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APPENDIX C

Survey Instrument - 1988




CODE:; == |
Date
County School Distnct
Title of Person Completing This Form
Please check the box or circle the appropriate respenses to the questions below. Feel free to add your comments LEAVE
0n any question either on this form or on a separale sheet of paper. Pleass check an answer for al! questions. Give BLANK
the answer which is closest to your view if no response applies exactly.
1) What is tho total number of kandicapped studonts whe participats In afl of your physical sfwcation classes? —_—
O 1. None g21s Q3610 Q4. 1014 as 1519 06 2039 074+
2) 011e hasdicapped studants whe participate, what sumber are: —_—
1. . integrated inlo reguia classes 2. ———_ segregated into special classes
J —_bon 4 ______ other(Please descnbe )
3) Waat s yowr feuting toward teaching physical sducation for students with handicappizg conditiens? —_—
{0 t Verytavorabie a 2 Favorable C 3. NeutraiMixed Q 4 Untavorable Q5 Veryuntavorable
4) Which of the oilowing does the Education for Al handicapped Children Act of 1975 (P.L. 34-142) pravide for?
3) Mansireaming sl handicapped cruidren in the reguiar classroom Q1 Yes Q2 Ne
D) Funas at he iocai level to provide leachers with nsennce aciviies designed to help tem teach handicapper
stucents Q! Yes Q2N _
€} An.naw Zuahzed education program fcr §° -% handicaoped student recemng spec:al educanon. Q1 Yes C2 M
8) Ada-.red physical ecucation placement for 8a¢h hanaicapped student Ot Yes 02N
€) Assesament of siucents’ abiities with valid and reliabie 'est .nstnuments. C 1 Yes 2N
0) Parents parhic'paton in the Gevelopment of the indrvcuanzed educanon program nc'uging placement of the
stucent n ihe acpropriate physical ecucation class g1 Yes C2 N —_—

$) P.L 94-122 mandates Mat handicapped children receivs, if necassary. special education inciuding instruction ia pitysical sducatios.
How capadie are you in azecuting the Koilowing responsibilities:

a) icentilying 'ederal and state leqisiative ‘equirements assocated with inavcuaiized ecucalion programs

Z ! Very capable Z 2 Somewnat capaoie T 3. Somewnat incacadie ™ ¢ Very ncapable
d) Ceveicping an .ndviduaized education program for the Nandicapped student.

Z 1 Verycapable C 2 Somewnatcapadle C 3 Somewhat incapable U Veryincapable
¢} Cemonsirating appropnate nstuciional sirateges in the classioom with handicapoed students

= 1 Verycapable C 2 Somewhat capable T, 3 Somewnat ccapadie G 4 Veryncapadle
a) EMectivety using commerc:al and teacher-made instructional matenals.

Z 1 Verycapadle T 2 Somewnaicapadie T 3 Somewnat incapavie C 4 Very ncapable
e} 'Centilyng tederal and state iegistative requirement assoc:aled wilh the panc.gle of NONCISCMINLONY evaiuabon

Z 1 Verycapabie T 2 Somewnatcapadie 2 3 Somewhat ncacadie O 4 Veryncapanle
‘) ‘centlyng 'eqeral and state ‘egisiative reGuirements assocated with ine pnnc ore of mainstreaming

Z 1 verycapadie Z 2 Somewnalcacadle = 3 Scmewnat incapauie Z 4 Jeryincapatie
9) A asung educalonal placements n cetming the east resincin. doprograte clacement for 3 Rancicapped student.

Z 1 Vervcapatie — 2 Somewnat capanie Z 3 Somewhat ncapable O 4 Veryncapable

) o.mmlmnnmmwmauumm«mmlmmumunumuwmummm ~ary sffectively?

1 dnowiedge of P 1 94-142 =1 Yes D0 Ne
7 Ungerstanaing he nature of spec.hc Ma.aicacs R ] =0 No
3 Technicues of motor assessment =1 Y =0 N
4 Awareress of existing curncuiar matenas 2 Yes =0 N
S <nowiegge of meqicai terms =~ Yes 20 Ne
" =ands-on expenence with han.icappea stugents - Yo =0 Ne
7 P-ocequres 'or organaing ana runmng acactea P £ zrograms 1 's =0 Ne
8 <nowreage of Class piacement ailemalives (1 e SDEC.3 acapled and so oni =1 Y. 0 Ne
9 Unaerstanaing of benavior management ‘ecnmques > Ct's =0 e

EERERE




7) Have you taken zay steps to increase you Xnowiedge of each of the following In order to taach physles! education to Modicopped stedents mers sffectivaly?

1 Knowleoge of P L. 94-142 Q1 Yes oK
2 Understanaing the nature of specific handicaps Q1 Yes 0o X
3 Techruques of motor assessment Q.1 Yes 0o Ne
4 Awareness of sxsting cumcular material Qi1 Ya o e
5 Know'20ge of medicai terms Q.3 Yes Qo %
6. Hands on expenence with handicapped students Q1. Yes Qo.M
7 Procedures for organinng and runming adapted P E. programs QtYes (oM
8 Kr\owiedgeddassplaceummemaivesa.e..special.mp(ed.msom) Q1. Yes Qo.%
9. Understanding of behavior management techniques QiYe Q0.
10. Other
82.) I which araas of meter bebavier 3ssessment do you nesd assistance?
Fundamental Motor Skits/Pattems Q1. Ne Qo.Yes
Physical/Motor Fitness 1. Ne 0. Yes
Sports Skatls Tests (Inckuding aquatics and dance) 1 Ne Qo.Yes
PutqﬁudJk*ROOthmaﬂ C]lll []O.Y“
Other (3pecily) Qi ke 00 Yes
Other (Specily) Qi ([QO0VYe
L) Hmmmnlnammuuqmmmnmdlmbph'nhlmummmumu.bnhmmum
{1 Me(Gotogueston 9) {1 2. Yes — How many tmes?
“ow rewarding was e experiencs kr yee?
G 1. Very rewarang O 2. Somewhat rewarging O 3. Notvery rewarang O 4 Very rewarding

9 mmmwhmluhmmumamudmmumunhwmmmammhcmthmu
frestast tn least priecity. (Only the number of these Bhres akarmatives seed be gives.)

. ° ’

16) Wast s you festing eward previdieg physical education programs for steds oty with handlcapping conditioes?

T 1 Veryfavoradle Q 2 Favoravle O 3 Neutralit depencs C 4 Unfavoradie O 5. Very unfavorable
1 Nave you sver taeght 2 studant wih sach of e followiog condltions?
1 AMPUTATION COoNe T Vs
2 ARTHAITIS CoNe 01 Yes
3 BUNOAISUALLY MANCICAPPED ' QoM o s
4 CARCIAC OISCACERS CoNe St Y,
5 CEREQRAL PALSY CoMe Q1 Yes
6 CEAF HEARING IMPAIRED SO0Ne T ¥
7 SEVERE SEMAVIOR HANDICAP COone C1Yes
8 LEAANING DISABILITIES CoNe TtYes
9 VENTAL RETARDATICN —0Ne CiYes
10 MUSCULAA OYSTRCPHY CoNe Tt Yes
11 'WHEELCHAIR-BOUND C0Ne 1 Yes
12. VUL AANOCAPPED Com O Yes

13 OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)

")

0 Ne Q1 Y,

12) Whatls your fuoling teward taaching 2 studast with sach of te following conditiens?
Yory Newtral/ Yory
Fevoradle Fevorable Réspends  Unizversble  Ustaveradle

AMPUTATICN 3

1
2 ARTHAITIS

3 SUNCA'SUALLY HANDICAPPED
4 CARCIAC DISCRCERS

5 CEREBRAL PALSY

8 DEAF HEARING MPAIRED

7 SEVERE 3EMAVICR HANDICAP
3 _EARNINC DISARILITIES

9 “CHTAL RETARDATICN

10 MUSCULAR JYSTROPHY

11 WMHEELCHAIR-BOUND

MU TIHANCICAPPED

QOTHER 1
I OTHER 1

- e 4 e S ma s s e s ma s

"
W)

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
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13) Do youles) 2need to s1pand your knewledge of physicsl sducation programming for each of Bie fallowing canditions in ordar to ta ach physical edueation lor such sudents
more eflactivaly? it you lael st yoo need additional information ia ordsr te werk more effectivaly with sach of e lollewing types of students, what ary the raasans that

contribute ta your need? CHECX ALL TMAT APPLY.

1. AMPUTATION 0. No

1_Yes — a ¢ Can't communicate with them 0] 3 Oisike being near them
Q 5. Fear make concition worse 0 6 Need too much attenbon Q7 Lackof speciaiized

2. ARTHAMS 0N

1 Yes—p O 2. Can't communicate with them O 3. Orsiike being near them

[ 5. Fear make condibion worss O 6. Need too much atenbon O 7. Lackof specialized tranirg
3. SUKDMISUALLY IMPAIRED 0. No

1_Yes—¢ O 2. Can't comrnunicate with them O 3. Oiskks deing near them
O 5 Fear make condition worse O 6. Need (oo ruch altention 0) 7. Lackof speciaiized raining
4. CARDIAC OSORDERS LN

1_Yes— 0 2 Can't communicate with them Q 3. Oislike being near them
05 Fearmake condition worse O 6. Need too much aftention O 7. Lackol speciafized raining
S. CEREBRAL PALSY 0 No

1_Yes—¢ Q 2. Can't communcate with them O 3. Disiike beng near them
O 5 Fear make condtion worse (.6. Need too much attention o 7. Lackof specialized traning
§. OEAFHEARING IMPAIRED 0. Neo

1_Yes —¢ 0 2. Cant communcate with them O 3 Drsike be-ag 23 hem
05 Fear make condiion worse 6. Need too much attenton 0 7 Lackof syeciaized ranng
+_SEVERE SENAVION HANDICAP 0 Ne

1_Yes—¢ Q 2. Can'tcommumcate witn them O 3. Oisike deng rear hem
05 Fea makecondtonworse (0 6 Needtoo much attenbon 0 7 tacko! speciaized tramrg
8. LEARNING DISABILIVIES (AL

1 Yes— C 2. Cantcommumcate with them 0 3 Ossuke beng near mem
O 5 Fearmal.e conaition worse 0 6 Need too much artenbon O 7 tacko! speciaized tramng
9. MENTAL A TAROATION 0. %o

1_Yes— C 2 Tantcommumcate wih them O 3. Cisuke beng near hem
T § Fearmane congition worse O 6 Need 100 much antenbon C 7 Lackot spec:aized traning
10_MUSCULAR OYSTROPHY 0. %o

1_Yes— C 2. Cantcommumcate with them Z 3 Owsiuke deng near hem
. § Fear make conaiion worse C 6 Need i00 much antenbon T 7 Lackof specianzed raning
11 WHEELCHAIR-80UND 0. N

1_Yes— 0 2 Cantcommuncale with them C 3 Disike deing near hem
C 5 Fear make conaiion worse O 6 Need too much attenbon C 7 Lackol spec:aiized tramng
12. MULTIHANDICAPPED 0. N

1_Yes — T 2 Cantcommuncaie wth hem C 3 Oisuke beng near hem
T 5 Fear make congition worse (0 6 Needtoo much antenton C 7 Lacxof spec:auzed tranng
13._CTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) E.ne

1_Yes — C 2 Cantcommuncate with them Z 3 Cisuke being near hem
Z 5 Fearmaxe condition worse 0 6 Need '00 much antenton T 7 Lackof speciauzed ramng
14. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) 0. Ne

L C 2 Cantcommuncatewiththem = 3 Cisike oeing nes hem
Z 5 Fearmaxe concition worse T 6 Need 100 much attenton Z T Lacxof spec:anzed 'raimng

Q 4. Lackot program content
Q 8. Owner

Q 4. Lackot program content
Q 8. Other

Q 4. Lackof program content
a 8. Other

O 4.).ackol program content
Q 8 Other

O 4. Lackol program content
Q 8. Other

O 4. Lackol grogram content
Q8. Other

O 4 tacko! program content
Q ¥ Other

O 4 Lackof program content
QG 8. Other

T 4 Lackof program content
O 8. Other

O 4 Lackof program content
08 Other . .

O 4 tackof program content

Q 8 Other

O 4 Lackof program content
G 8 Other

C 4 Lackof program content
0 8 Othes

C 4 Lackof program content
3 8 Ctner

14) Ot the conditions listed abave which have you Indic. 4 you nes¢ more Information on. which three de you need most? Please list in order

ot greatest to least nesd. (Only the number of sach of hase need de given.)

14

r
§ ‘'z




15) 04 3 fetlowing handlcapping conditions, what s delr cumynt status la yout school and physicai education srogram? (Please circle)

Aload sad arn -56~
De set sitend Anend det g0 Aftond but heve ntegrated lnte
Do edosl ot ssthsvel L, sepansis P L. gl L
which § lsach olasses slassee shasses
1. AMPUTATION 1 2 k} 4
2. ARTHRS 1 2 3 4
3. BLINDVISUALLY 1 2 3 4
4. CARCIAC DISORDERS 1 2 3 4
S. CEREBRAL PALSY 1 2 3 4
6. DEAFHEARING IMPAIRED 1 2 3 4
7. SEVERE BEHAVIOR HANDICAP 1 2 3 4
8. LEARNING DISABILITIES 1 2 3 4
9. MENTAL RETARDATION 1 2 3 4
10. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY 1 2 3 4
11. WHEELCHAIR-BOUND 1 2 3 4
12. MULTIHANDICAPPED 1 2 3 4
13. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)
1 2 3 4
14. OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)
1 2 3 4

16) Do you receive sacouragement and support from your administration (1.s., principal, superintandent, school bdoard, eic.) to provide
phyiical education for handlcapped students? Please descride.

Q1 _Yes—¢ Wnattypeof encouragement?

G 0 No—p Whatencouragement do you need?

17) Haendicapped students are placed in your regular physical education classes, what limits hem from participsting lulty In activities with
aormal students? (Please circle)

Jus_ _Ne

1. Aclivity chosen 1 0
2 Total number of stucents n the class 1 0
3 Funclonal abity of the :ndvidual 1 0
4 Natwreof tre ndvidual's hancicap 1 0
S Avadabiity of facilies/equipment ! 0
6 Preserce of architectural barners 1 0
7 Qwcr (please specity)

1 0

10) i your lntegrated classas, dow many of D regular students ract 19 the siedes” o1 baadicaps by deleg:
§._De set have integrated cissses

(Go to Quesoon 19)
a HCSTILE 0 1 Aimostail O 2. Most O 3. Abouthait Q 4. Some O 5. Amostnone
b CURICUS T 1 Amost ai O 2 Most O 3. Abouthast 04 Some (5. Amostnone
¢ NEUTRAL T 1 Amostal O 2 Most Q 1. Adouthat Q4 Some (5. Amostnone
d ACCCMMCCANING Q1 Amostai O 2 Most O 1. Abouthait Q4 Some (5. Amostnone
¢ OVERLY CONSICERATE Q1 Amos:ad 7 2 Most a 3. Abouthast Q4 Some (5. Amostnone
f RICICULNG 71 Almostal 0 2. Most C 3 Adouthat Q4 Some (O S. Amostnone
g RESENTMENT g1 Asmost v a 2. Most O 3. About hait Q¢ Some 0 5. Aimost none

19) Te what axtant do you intaract with the modical aad aitied medical (6.4, phyziciens, physical Berapist, eccupetions! Derapia) professions is yoor communlly rsiative
1 providing piysical ssucation for handicapped stadests?

Ct Nevr Z2 t2umesperyear (13 JSomesperyesr (14 69umesperyes O S 100r more mes per year
o New intareried are you Ia lsaching hasdicapped stusents (compured 1o lnaching see-hendicapped studeats)?

T 1 Yeryinierested T 2 Somewnat nterested O 3 NewravMixea O 4 Somewnat unnterested 5 Veryurnterested
) hunﬂma,“mmmmmﬁmtmmﬂMIW“ﬂ

T 1 None = 2 Partof acowss 3. Cne course 4 24 courses 5. 4 or more Courses
) Wit was your 39¢ 0 your last bisthday? S— T
0 Malkpmsr? Tt Mae Z 2. Femsie

10 Ferdow many yasrs have you boon teaching

T5) Whatis Be apprazimr's tatsl corsltment of B 5cdouils) 2t which you teech?

Q1020 Z 2 200-500 T 3 500-1000 04 1000-1500 S. 1500-2000 C 6 2000+ )
ERIC vtyoe asante e saostsi tutiammmsmor C1 Ut 02 Sowom T3 Aue )

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

TRANK YCU /ERY WLUCHM FCR YOUR COCPERATION. Cloveic™d St Suivently © Cloveiand, (s © WPIN Lopmtment
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APPENDIX D

Questions and Question Responses - 1988




TOTAL RESPONDENTS = 242 (100.0%)

Please check the box or circle the appropriate responses to the questions

below. Feel free to add your cosmments on any question either on this form

or _on a separate sheet of r. Please check an answer for all questions.

Give the answer which is closest to your view if no response applies exactly.

1. What _4 the total number of handicapped students who participate in all of your
physical education classes?

None . . . . .. St h e e s e e e e e s e 44 (18.2vw)
1-5 . .. 00000 e ... S e e e e e e 61 (75.2%)
6-10 . . . . . . ... .. .. e e e s e s . ... 26 (10.7%)
1024 . . . . s e e e e e e e e e e 25 (10.3w)
15-19 . .. .. S e e e e e e e e et e e e 20 (8.3w)
20739 . L s e e e e e e e e e e e e e 23 (9.5%)
40° . L L L e e e et e e e e e e e e 35 (i4.5%)
NOTresponse . . . . . . . . v ¢« v 4 4 4 o ou e 8 (3.3%)

2. ©Of the handicapped students who participate, what number are:

Integrated into reqular classes . . . . . . ... 146 (7.0 ave.)
Segregated into special classes . . .. . . . .. 43 (4.7 ave.)
BOth . . & ¢ ottt e e e e e e e « e e . 32 (2.1 ave.)
Other (please describe: ) 7 (0.4 ave.)
3. What is your feeling toward teaching physical education for students with handicapping
conditicns?
Very favorable . . . . . . . . C e e e e e e e e 84 (34.7%)
Favorable . . . . . .. ... ... c e e e e 68 (28.1%)
Neutral/mixed . . . . . . .. ... ....... 69 (28.5%)
Unfavorable . . . . . . . . . . .. . 0w ... 8 (3.3%)
Very unfavorable . . . . . . . .. c e e e 2 (0.8,
NO resSponS® . . . . . . . . 4 .. e e e e e 11 (4.5%)

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




4. Which of the following does the Education

{P.L. 94-142) provide for?

(a)

(b)

(<)

(d)

(o)

(f)

Mainstreaming all handicapped
children in the regular classroom

Funds at the local level to provide
teachers with inservice activities
designed to help them teach
handicapped students

An individualized education program
for each handicapped student
receiving special education

Adapted physical education placement
for each handicapped student

Assessment of students’' abilities
with valid and reliable test
instruments

Parents’ participation {n the
development of the individualized
education program, including placement
of the student in the appropriate
physical education class

.08
Q==

109 (45.0%)

113 (46.7%)"

137 (S6.6%)*

115 (47.5%)

143 (59.1%)*

135 (S5.8%)*

No

107 (44.2%)"

98 (40.5%)

76 (31.4%)

100 (41.3%)*

70 (28.9%)

79 (32.6%)

*Correct response

for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975

No response

26 (10.7%)

31 (12.8%)

29 (12.0%)

27 (11.2w)

29 (12.0%)

28 (11.6%)

5. P.L. 94-142 mandates that handicapped children receive, if necessary, special

education including fnstruction in physical education.

executing the following responsibilities:

(a)

(b)

(c)

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Very Somewhat Somewhat
capable capable incapable

individualized education programs.

20 (8.3%) 101(41.7%)

63 (26.0%)

Very

incaj le

51 (21.1w)

How capable are you in

No

response

Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with

7 (2.9%)

Developirg an individualized education program for the handicapped student.

SO (20.7%) 124 (51.2%)

48 (19.8%)

13 (5.4%)

7 (2.9%)

Demonstratinj appropriate instructional strategies in the classroom with

handicapped students.

48 (19.3v) 128 (52.97%)

48 (19.8%)

11 (4.5%)

(Item continued)

7 (2.9%)
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(d)

(o)

(£)

(g)

Effectively using commercial and teacher-made instruc*ional materials.

73 (30.2%) 116 (47.9%) 35 (14.5%) 9 (3.7%) 9 (3.7%)

Identifying federal and state legislative requirements associated with the
principle of nondiscriminatory evaluation.
22 (9.1%) 95 (139.3%) 35 (14.5%)

83 (34.29) 7 (2.9%)

Identifying federal and state legisl-tive requirements associated with the

principle of mainstreaming.

30 (12.4%) 110 (45.5%)

60 (24.8%)

35 (1l4.5%)

7 (2.9%)

Assessing educational placements in defining the least restrictive appropriate
placement for a handicapped gtudent.

30 (12.4%) 110 (45.5%)

64 (26.4%)

30 (12.4%)

8 (3.3%)

6. Do you feel you need mo%e information on each of the following in order to teach
physical education to handicapped students more effectively?

(1)
(2)

3)
(4)

(s)
(6)

(N

(8)

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Knowledge of P.L. 94-142

Understanding the nature
of specific handicaps

Techniques of motor
assessment

Awareness of existing
curricular materials

Knowledge of medical terms

Hands-on experience with
handicapped stucants

Procedures for organizing
and running adapted P.E.
prograns

Knowledge of class placement
alternstives (i.e., special,
adapted, and so on)

Understanding of behavior
management techniques

Other

Qther

185

197

182

198

165

157

168

179

166

Yes
(76.4%)

(81.4%)

(75.2%)

(81.8%)

(68.2%)

(64.9%)

(69.4%)

(94.0%)

(68.6%)

(5.08)

(0.4%)

-3
)

52

41

s6

40

71

79

69

57

69

Yo
(21.5%)

(16.9%)

(23.1%)

(16.5%)

(29.23%)

(32.6%)

(28.5%)

(23.6%)

(28.5%)

(0.0%)

(0.4%)

No_response

S

4

230

240

(2.1%)

(1.7%)

(1.7%)

(1.7%,

(2.5%)

(2.5%)

(2.1%)

(2.5%)

(2.9%)

(95.0%)

(99.2%)




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

8a.

Have you taken any steps to increase your knowledge of each of the following in order

to teach physical education to handicapped students more effectively?

(1)
(2)

(3

(4

(5)
(6)

(7N

(8)

(3)

Knowledge of P.L. 94-142

Understanding the nature of
specific handicaps

Techniques of motor
assessnent

Awareness of existing
curricular materials

Knowledge of medical terms

Hands-on experience with
handicapped students

Procedures for organizing
and running adapted P.E.
programs

Knowledge of class placement
alternatives (i.e., special,
adapted, and so on)

Undarstanding of behavior
management techniques

(10) Other

In which areas of motor behavior assessment do you need assistance?

Fundamental motor skills/
patterns

Physical/motor fitness
Sports skills tests
(including aquatics and
dance)

Perceptual-motor development

Other (specify)

Other (spec:fy)

Yes
78 (32.2%)

150 (62.0%)

115 (47.5%)

93 (38.4%)

120 (49.6%)

142 (58.7%)

111 (45.9%)

83 (34.2v)

118 (48.8%)

0 (0.0%)

No

112 (46.3%)

120 (49.6%)

89 (36.8%)

64 (26.4%)
1 (0.4%)

1 (0.4%)

¢)
o

No

155 (64.0%)

84 (34.7%)

119 (49.2%)

141 (58.3%)

112 (46.3%)

92 (38.0%)

123 (50.8%)

149 (61.6%)

113 (46.7%)

1 (0.4%)

Yes

121 (50.0%)

116 (47.9%)

147 (60.7%)

170 (70.2%)
1 (0.4%)

0 (0.0%)

No Re nse
9 (3.7%)

8 (3.3v)

8 (3.3%)

8 (3.3%)

10 (4.1%)

8 (3.3y)

8 (3.3%)

10 (4.1%)

11 (4.5%)

241 (99.6%)

No re nse

9 (3.7%)

6 (2.5%)

6 (2.5%)

8 (3.3%)
240 (99.2%)

241 (99.6%)
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Have you served on a multi-disciplinary staff for the purpose of developing an
individualized education program for a handicapped student?

MO ¢ v v v v v w aw e a . 200 (B2.6W)
Yos . . . ¢ v i e e e e I5 (14.5%) -
No response . . . . . . . 7 (2.9%)
(If Yes) How rewarding was the experience for you?
Very rewarding . . . . . . 11 (4.5%)
Somewhat rewarding . . . . 20 (8.23%)
Not very rewarding . . . . 4 (1.7%)
Very unrewarding . . . . . 0 (0.0%)
No response . . . . . . . 207 (8S5.5*

9. Of the areas listed in questions 6 and 7, which three areas dc you fee) you have the
greatest need for information about at the present time? Please list in order of

greatest to least priority. (Only the number of these alternatives need be given)
#l1 Knowledge of P.L. 94-142 . . . 26.9%
#9 Understanding of behavior
management techniques 15.3%
#2 Understanding the nature . . . . 14.9%
of specific handicaps
#3 Techniques of motor . . . . . 11.6%

assessment

10. What is your feeling toward providing physical education programs for students with

handicapping conditions?

Very favorable . . . . . . . . ... 117 (48.3%)
Favorable . . . . . . . .. .. .. 71 (29.3%)
Neutral/it depends . . . . . . . . 36 (14.9%)
Unfavorable 2 (0.8y)
Very unfavorable . 3 (1.2%)
No response 13 (5.4%)

~
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11. Have you ever taught a student with each of the following conditions?

N, Yes Ho_Response
(1) Amputation 145 (55.9%) 84 (34.7%) 13 (5.4%)
(2) Arthritis 81 (33.5%) 151 (62.4%) ) 1C (4.1%)
(3) Blind/visually handicaoped 109 (45.0%) 121 (50.0%) 12 (5.0%)
{(4) Cardiac disorder- 77 (31.8%) 155 (64.0%) 10 (4.1%)
(5) Cerebral palsy 113 (46.7%) 115 (47.5%) 14 (5.8%)
(6) Deaf/hearing impaired 80 (33.1%) 150 (€7.0%) 12 (5.0%)
(7) Severe behavior handicap 66 (27.3%) 165 168.2%) 11 (4.5%)
(8) Learning disabilities 7 (2.9%) 229 (94.6%) 6 (2.5%)
(9) Mental retardation 85 (35.1%) 145 (60.0%) 12 (5.0%)
(17) Muscular dystrophy 158 (65.3%) 69 (28.5%) 15 (6.2%)
(11) wheelchair-bound 153 (63.2%) ’s {31.0%) 14 (5.8%)
(12) Multihaudicapped 122 (50.4%) 89 (36.8%) 31 (12.8w)
(13) Other (rleasn specify) 2 (0.8%) 20 (8.3%) 220 (90.9%)

’

12. What is ycur feel!.ng towards teaching a student wita each of the following conditions?

Very Neutral Very Don'c No
fa irable Favcoraylg it depends Unfavorable unfavorabie know respcase

(1) Amputation

85 (35.1%) 81 (33.5%) 55 (22.7%) 8 (3.°%) 3 11.28) 4 (1.7%) 6 (2.5%)
(2) Arthritis

102 (42.1%) 95 (39.3w) 34 (14.0%) 3 (1.2%) 1 (0.4%) 1 (0.4%) 6 72.5%)
(3) 8lind/visually handicapped

65 (26.9%) 77 (31.8%) 65 (26.9%) 15 (6.2%) 7 (2.9%) S "2.18) 8 (3.3%)
(4) cardiac disorders

68 (28.18) 76 (31.4%) 87 (27.7v) il (4.5%) 8 (2.3%) 4 (1.7%) 8 (3.2y)

(Item continued)
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Very Neutral Very Don't No
favorable Favorable it depends Unfavorable nfavorable know response

(5) Cerebral palsy

§9 (28.5%) 74 (30.6%) S1 (21.1%) 22 (9.1w) 6 (2.5%) 11 (4.5%) 9 (3.7%)
(6) Dcaf/haaring impaired

88 (36.4%) 84 (34.7%) 44 (18.2%) 9 (3.7w) 3 (1.2) 7 (2.9) 7 (2.9%)
(7) Severe behavior handicap

55 (22.7%) S3 (21.9%) 70 (28.9%) 31 (12.8%) 22 (9.1w) 6 (2 S%) S (2.1%)
(8) Learning disabilities

$3 (38.0%) 93 (38.4yn) 41 (16.9%) 2 (0.8%) 6 (2.5%) 1 (0.4%) 7 (2.9%)

(9) Mental retardation

68 (28.1s) 77 (31.8%w) 52 (21.5%) 16 (6.6%) 11 (4.5%) 9 (3.7%) 9 (3.7%)
(10) Muscular dystrophy

63 (° %; 63 (26.0%) 69 (28.5%) 18 (7.4%) 7 (2.9%) 13 (S.4%) 9 (3.7%)
(11) wWhealche’.-c~und

67 (27.7%) 56 (23.:.%) 68 (26.1) 19 (7.9%) 12 (5.0%) 12 (5.08) 8 (3.3%)

(12) Multihandicapped

5SS (22.7%} 41 (16.9%) 79 (32.6%) 27 (9.9%) 15 (6.2%) 1S (6.2%) 13 (S.4%)
(13) Other
2 (0.°Y) 2 (0.8%) ¢ 9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%, 0 (0.0%) 236 (97.5%)
(14) Other
2 (0.8%; 0 (0.0w) 0 (0.0%) Q (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 240 (99.24)

13. Do you feel a need to expand your knowleler of physical education programming for
each of the followiag condit.ons in ordsr .o teach physical education for such
students more effectively? If you feel that you need additic.al informatisn in order
to work more sffectiely with each of the “o'lowing types of students, what are the
reasons that con:rihute to your need? CH: ALI. THAT APPLY.

C] Can't communica.e with them

E] Jislike being near them
(Item continued)
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(3)
(4)
(s)
(6)
(7
(8)
(9)
(10)
11)
(12)
™

(14)

Of the c:nditions listed above, which have you indicated you need more information on;

which t'ires do you need most? Please list in order of greatest to lecst need.

Lack of program content
Fear make condition worse
Need too much attention

Lack of specialized training

Other

Amputation 162
Arthritis 142
Blind/visually impaired 174
Cardiac dissrders 161
Cerebral palsy 1717
Deaf/hearing impaired 183
Severe behavior handiccp 171
Learning disabilities , 113
Mental retardation 157
Muscular dystrophy 183
Wheelchair-bound 177
Multihandicapped 183
Other (please specify) 3
Other (please specify) 1

the number of each of these need be given)

#7  Severe behavior handicap . . . . .
#4  Cardiac disorders . . . .. . ..

43 B8lind/visually impaired . . . . .

™
NF

Yes

(66.
(s8.
(711
(66.
(73.
(63.
(70.
(46.
(64.
(7s.
(73.
(75.
(1.2

(0.4

9%)

)

.9%)

5%)
%)
2N)
)
%)
9%)
6%)
%)
6%)
)

‘)

18.

11.

4}

b4 )

.5%

71

91

59

72

56

79

62

119

75

S0

sé

50

3

(29.
(27.
(24.
(29.
(23.
(32.
(25.
(49.
(31.
(20.
(23.

(20.

)
6%)
43)
8y,
1%)
6%)
6%)
%)
9)

)
1)

%)

(1.2v)

3 (1.2%)

No Response

9

9

10

19

10

9

9

9

236

238

(3.

(3.

(>

(3.

(3

(4.

(3

(4.
(4.
(3.

(3.

(3

(97.5%)

(98.3%)

™)

™)

.8)

)

.IN)

v)

.7%)

%)
1%)
™)

™)

.18)

(Only
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15. Of the following handicapping conditions, what is their current status in your school
and physical education program? (Please circle)

Attend and are

Do not attend Attand but do  Attend but have integrated into
the school at not have ?.E. separate P.E. reqular P.E. No
which T teach classes classes classes . Response

(1) Amputation

172 (71.1%) 4 (1.7%) 10 (4.1%) 39 (16.1%) 17 (7.0%)
(2) Arthritis

105 (43.4%) S (2.1%) 11 (4.5%) 106 (43.8%) 15 (6.2%)
(3) Blind/visually handicapped

156 (64.5%) 3 (1.2%) 22 (9.1)) 47 (19.4%) 14 (5.8%)
(4) Cardiac disorders

87 (35.9%) 18 (7.4%) 14 (5.8%) 104 (43.0%) 19 (7.9%)
(5) Cerebral palsy

134 (55.4%; 6 (2.5%) 23 (9.5%) 64 (26.4%) 15 (6.2%)
(6) Deaf/hearing impaired

121 (S0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 20 (8.3%) 81 (33.5%) 20 (8.3%)
(7) Severe behavior handicap

105 (43.4%) 4 (1.7%) 25 (10.3%) 94 (27.8%) 14 (5.8%)
(8) Learning d'‘sabilities

27 (11.2%) 2 (0.8%) 33 (13.6%) 170 (70.2%) 10 (4.1%)
(9) Mental retardation

124 (51.2%) 3 (1.2%) 25 (10.3y; 69 (28.5%) 21 (8.7%)
(10) Muscular dystrophy

166 (68.6%) 8 (3.3%) 21 (8.7%) 26 (10.7%) 21 (8.7%)
(11) Wheelchair-bound

166 (63.6%) 13 (5.4w) 18 (7.4%) 29 (:2.0%) i6 (6.6%)

(12) Multihandicapped

154 (53.6%)  1I (5.0%) 22 (9.1%) 28 (11.6%) 26 (10.7%)
o £S5
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17.

Attend and ezre

Do not attend Attend but do Attend but have integrated into
the school at not have P.E. separate .2, regular P.E. No
which I teach classes classes classes Response

{13) Other (please specify)

2 (0.8%) 1 (0.4%) 2 (0.8%) 9 (1.7%) 228 (94.2%)

(14) Other (please specify)

0 {0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.2%) 239 (98.8%)
Do you receive encouragemant and support from your administration (1.e., principal,

superintendent, school board, etc.) %o provids physical education for handicapped
students? Please describe.

Yes . . . . .. e e e e 101 (41.7%)

What type of encouragement?

= .. 107 (44.2%)

wWhat encouragsment do you neea?

No response . . . . ... ...... .. 34 (14.08)

If handicapped students are placed in your reqular physical education classes, what

limits them from participating fully in activities with normal students? (Please
circle)

Yos Bo No response

(1) Activity chosen 146 (60.3%) 63 (26.0%) 33 (13.6%)

(2) Total number of students 114 (47.1%) 96 (39.7%) 32 (13.2%)
in tha class

(3) Functional ability of the 179 (74.0%) 36 (14.9%) 27 (11.2%)
individual

(4) Nature of the individual's 183 (75.6%) 35 (14.5%) 24 (9.9%)
handicap

(S5) Availability ~f facilities/ 136 (56.2%) 80 (33.1%) 26 (10.7%)
equipment

(6) “resence of architeccural 84 (34.7%) 122 (50.4%) 36 (14.9%)
barriers

(7) Other (please specif/) 13 (S.4%) 1 (0.4%) 228 (94.2%)

to
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18. In your integrated classes, how many of the regular students reac: to the students
with handicaps by being: NOTE: Do not have integrated clzsses - 31 (12.8%)

Almost all Most About half Some Almost none No response

(a) Hostile

1 (0.4%) 4 (1.7%) 7 (2.9%; 47 719.4%) 134 (55.;\) 18 (7.4%)
(b) Curious
18 (7.4%) 25 (10.3%) 20 (8.3%) 88 (36.4%) 43 {17.8%) 17 (7.0%)

(c) Neutral

SS (22.7%) 52 (21.5%) 32 (13.2%) 40 (16.5%) 13 (5.4%) 19 (7.9%)
(d) Accommodating

52 (21.5%) 73 (30.2%) 24 (9.9%) 33 (13.6%) -3 (S-4%) 1o (6.6%)
(e} Overly considerate

13 (S.an) 22 (9.1%) 25 (10.3%) 85 (35.1w) 47 (19.4%) 19 (7.5%)
(f) Ridiculting

1 (3.4%) 8 (3.3%) 7 (2.98) 72 (23.8%) 104 (43.0%) 19 (7.9%)
(g) Resentment

2 (0.8%) 2 (0.8%) S (2.1%) 45 (18.6%) 138 (57.0%) 19 (7.9%)
19. To what extent do you interact with the medical and allied medical (e.g., physicians,

physical therapist, occupational therapist) professions in your community relative to
providing physi. al educatior for handicapped students?

Nzver . . . . . C e e e e e e s e e e e e 141 (S8.3%)
1-2 times per year . . . . . . . .. .. .. 65 (26.9%)
-Stimes per year . . . . . .. ... ... 12 (5.0%)
6-9 times per year . . . . . . . .. .. .. 4 (1.7%)
10 or more times per year . . . . . . . . . 12 (S5.0%)
Noresponse . . . . ... ... .. .... 8 (3.3%)

20. How interested are you in teaching handicapped students {(compared to teaching non-
handicapped students)?

Very interested . . . . . . . . .. . ... 27 (11.2%)
Somewhat interested . . . . . . e e e e o . S8 (24.0%)
Neutral/mixed . . . . e e e e e e e e 95 (39.3%)
Somewhat uninterested . . . . . e e e e .. 30 (12.4%)
| Very uninterested . . . . . . . e e e e e . 286 (.3.7W)
| No rysponse . . . . . . .. .. . e o e . B {2.5%)
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21. As an undergraduate, did you have any specialized instruction in teaching physical
education to handicapped students?

None . . . . . . .
Part of a course .
One course . . . .
2-4 courses . . .
4 or more courses
No response . . .

e 4 e e 0 e e e e e e e 45 (18.6%)
............. 24 (9.9%)
e e e s e e e e e e e 102 (42.1)
............. S4 (22.3%)

.......... 9 (3.7%)

22. Wwhat was your age on your last birthday?

N =
Hean =
Median =
Range =

23. HWhat is your sex?

NO respcnse . . .

24. For how many years have
Ns=

Mean =

Median =

Range =

25. What is the approximate
0-200 . ... ..

200-S00 . . . . .

500-1000 . . . . .

1000-1500 . . . .

1500-2000 . . . .
2000 . . .. ..

232
36.0 years
37.2 years

23 to 64 years

.......... . . . 115 (47.5%)
............. 122 (50.4%)
............. 5 (2.1%)

you been teaching?

23¢

14.3 years

14.2 years

1 to 33 years

total enrollment of cthe school(s) at which you teach?
............. S (2.1%)
............. 64 (26.4%)
............. 87 (35.9%)
............. S$2 (21.5)
............. 17 (7.0%)

.......... .« . 9 (3.7%)
............. 8 (3.3%)

26. #Would you describe the school(s) at which ycu teach as:

Urban . . . . . .
Suburban . .
Rural . . . . ..
NO response

............. 194 (80.2%)
o i e e e e e e e e e 21 (8.7%)
o« e e e e e e e 22 (9.1%)
e e e e e e e e S (2.1%)

-
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