ATTITUDES OF STUDENTS  TOWARD INTEGRATION OF THE VISUALY IMPAIRED PUPILS IN MAINSTREAM SCHOOL

INTRODUCTION

In the last few years there has been research conducted in Croatia which aimes to determine attitudes of professionals (teachers)  towards integration of pupils with visual impairment. There is no doubt that teachers can influence children in mainstream school and help in forming  positive attitudes towards VI pupils. Those teachers who have more information about the specifics of the impairment will probably have more positive attitude on integration of the pupils with visual impairment.

Faculty of Education and Rehabilitation educates proffesionals in the areas of education and rehabilitation. Program of the Faculty has three different programs of the study that have 30 % of  identical collegium. Faculty also prepares students to work with pupils with special needs, therefore study program should form positive attitudes towards pupils with special needs.

This initial study is the basis for the follow up research that will show how the attitudes of the students change through the Faculty program and study years.

GOAL

The goal of this paper is to determine if there is the difference in attitudes of students – speech therapist and students rehabilitators toward integration of the pupils with visual impairment in the mainstream school.

HYPOTHESIS

According to the above mentioned goal, the following hypothesis has been formulated:

H-1: Attitude of the students - speech therapist towards integration of the pupils with visual impairment in mainstream school  are different than the attitude of the students – rehabilitators.

METHOD

SAMPLE

Research was carried out on  50  second year students  of the Faculty of Education and Rehabilitation. 

25 students were in the study program to become speech therapist and other 25 students were in the study program to become rehabilitators.

INSTRUMENT

In order to gather data for this research a Questionarie for evaluation of attitudes of teachers – rehabilitators has been used. For this research there have been used 35 variables.

After preparation of the researchers,  research was carried out.  Immediatley before its application, students were instructed how to fill out the test  and they were told that the testing was anonymous.

After gathering data and reviewing the Questionaries, data were processed.

Answers to the questions were given on the scale of 1 through 5 with the following possible answers:

1) I completly dissagree

2) I mostly dissagree

3) I cannot decide

4) I mostly agree

5) I completely agree

METHODS FOR DATA PROCESSING

To determine differences in attitudes towards integration SDA (simple discriminant analysis)  method has been used.

This procedure has calculated the following:






1. univariate analysis of variance for each variable

2. discriminant values

3. discriminant coefficients of each variable

4. correlation of variables with discriminant functions

5. group centroids

6. significance of differences between the groups in each variable

7. sifnificance of discriminant function

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Hypothesis H-1 that attitudes of students  speech therapist and rehabilitators  towards integration of pupils with visual impairment are different is formulated upon the knowledge that the interests of students of different study programs at the Faculty are different.

Verification of the hypothesis has been made by means of discriminant analysis of variables  used in this research.

Table 1: Results of dicriminant analysis 
DISCRIMINANT

    FUNCTION
DISCRIMINANT         VALUE (LAMBDA)
 CENTROIDS

  C1           C2        
           F
            P

             1    
          3.14
1.25      -1.25
       21.29
        0.001

Legend:

C1: centroid of the students rehabilitators

C2: centroid of the students speech therapists

F: difference between groups expressed by Fisher test

P: degree of error

On the basis of  Table 1., it can be concluded that there is a statistically significant difference in the area  attitudes of two groups of  second year students towards integration  of pupils with visual impairment. 

Centroids in discriminant space are apart for 2.50 of standard deviation. The value of discriminant function expressed by F- test shows statistical significant, as F= 21.29.

Before mentioned hypothesis that there is a difference in attitudes of the students speech therapist and students rehabilitators  towards integration of Vi pupils can be accpted with the degree of error P=0.001

Table 2. Results of univariante analysis of variance

VARIABLES
ARITHMETIC

MEANS

X1              X2
F
P

AT6
-.274             
.274
4.995
.02833

AT9
.362
-.362
8.429
.00569

AT11
-.455
.455
13.818
.00081

AT16
-.3133
.3133
6.335
.01453

AT19
.3839
.-3839
9.470
.00372

AT20
-.2835
.2835
5.283
.02442

AT34
-.3004
.3004
5.860
.01829

Legend:

X1: arithmetic means of results of pupils with visual impariment

X2: arithmetic means of results of sihgted pupils

F: F- proportion

P: level of significance

Analysis of the table 2. Show x1 aritmethic means of the students of rehabilitation and x2 arithmetic means of the students of speech therapy.

Results of this analysis  shows that out of 35 variables used in this research seven of the folowing significantly participate in creation of discriminant function AT6   AT9,  AT11, AT 16, AT19,  AT20,  AT34.

AT6:  Blind and  partially sighted  satisfy their needs better in the special school than in mainstream school

AT9:  Blind and partially sighted can not completely follow the program in mainstream school 

AT11:Blind and partially sighted can achieve same school results as pupils without impairment

AT16:Pupils in the mainstream school can  succesfully  accept a visualy impaired pupil

AT19:Pupils in the mainstream school are willing to help visualy impaired pupil in orientation and mobility

AT20: Pupils in the mainstream school are willing to help visualy impaired pupil

AT34: Teacher does not prepare materials in Braille letter because of unsufficient knowledge of the Braille writing

The gratest differences between the two groups of students are in the attitudes towards abilities of visualy impaired pupil , and the ability of  the sighted pupils to accept them as well as the teachers  special knowledge .

Table 3.Structure of discriminant function

VARIABLE
DISCRIMINANT COEFFICIENT
CORRELATION OF VARIABLES WITH DISCRIMINANT FUNCTION

AT9
.2897
.7110

AT11
-.3636
-.7014

AT16
-.2052
-.5204

AT19
.3065
.6963

AT34
-.2399
-.2676

Not all variables participate respectively in discrimination between two mentioned groups of students. Five out of  thirtyfive variables grately participate in creation of discriminant function.

Analysis of the table number 3.   shows  that these variables participate in differentiation of groups of pupils with the highest discrimination coeficient  and the correlation coefficient with discriminant function.

The numbers indicate that students attitudes differ the most in the  following variables:  

AT9:  Blind and partially sighted can not completely follow the program in mainstream school 

AT11:Blind and partially sighted can achieve same school results as pupils without impairment

AT16:Pupils in the mainstream school can  succesfully accept visually impaired pupil

AT19:Pupils in the mainstream school are willing to help visualy impaired pupil in orientation and mobility

AT34: Teacher does not prepare materials in Braille letter because of unsufficient knowledge of the Braille writing

These variables are the same as those that have been significantly participating in the creation of the discriminant function in analysis of variance.

CONCLUSION

Research has shown that there is difference in attitudes toward integration of visualy impaired pupils in mainstream school between two groups of students of the second year of study  ( speech therapy and rehabilitation).

Relatively better result was noticed in the group of students of rehabilitation that in their study program  has an area that covers problems of pupils with visual impairment. On the other hand group of speech therapy students has showen relatively lower results.

Follow up study about the attitude of students should in the next two years show how it changes under the influence of the study program. If the research shows less positive attitude towards integration, and results indicate that this is  connected with the study programe, there should be given out more information about the population of visualy impaired people.

