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The implementation of inclusive policies is largely dependent on teachers’ wilingness
to accommodate students with special educational needs (SEN) in mainstream
classrooms, which is affected by their perceived competence and attitudes. This study
investigated attitudes of pre- and in-service teachers toward students with two types of
SEN: challenging behavior and learning difficulties. The three components of attitudes
(affective, cognitive, and behavioral) were assessed using indirect and direct measures.
Results revealed that teachers held negative implicit attitudes toward challenging
behavior and learning difficulties, however, implicit attitudes did not vary as a function of
the type of SEN. Ratings of the stereotypical dimensions warmth and competence and
overall ratings of scholastic achievement were affected by professional status and type
of SEN. Professional status, implicit attitudes, and stereotypical knowledge together
explained 52 and 43% of the variance in teachers’ ratings of academic proficiency
for students with challenging behavior and learning difficulties, respectively. Results
are interpreted within the theoretical framework and implications for teacher training
are discussed.

Keywords: teachers’ attitudes, stereotypes, judgments, challenging behavior, learning difficulties, inclusive
education

INTRODUCTION

Following the worldwide movement toward the inclusion of students with special educational needs
(SEN), education systems across the world are changing. Research has shown that teachers are
crucial in enabling success for all students (Borg et al., 2011). Although research has shown that
students with and without SEN benefit from inclusion in terms of improved learning outcomes,
including students’ social skills, academic achievement, and personal development (Cara, 2013),
educational professionals have not automatically accepted the concept of inclusion or implement
inclusive practices on a daily basis (Avramidis and Norwich, 2002). Teachers’ behaviors vary
as a function of the explicit identification of SEN (Hornstra et al., 2010) and may be related
to their attitudes (Eagly and Chaiken, 1993). Reviews of empirical research have shown that
teachers hold positive attitudes toward the ideological concept of inclusive education, whereas their
attitudes toward the inclusion of individual students with specific SENs vary (de Boer et al., 2011).
Teachers expressed more positive attitudes toward the inclusion of students with physical or visual
impairments or learning difficulties and more negative attitudes toward the inclusion of students
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with intellectual disabilities or behavioral problems (de Boer
etal, 2011, 2012). Similarly, Avramidis et al. (2000) showed that
teachers were significantly more concerned about the inclusion
of students with emotional and behavioral difficulties than about
the inclusion of students with other types of SEN. Malinen et al.
(2012) stressed the importance of experience in teaching students
with SEN, as positive associations were found between experience
and attitudes (Avramidis and Kalyva, 2007; Jordan et al., 2009).
In addition, teachers with experience in inclusive education were
more confident (Avramidis et al., 2000) and reported higher levels
of perceived competence and expertise concerning students with
SEN (Burke and Sutherland, 2004).

The current study aimed to investigate attitudes of
Luxembourgish pre- and in-service teachers toward students
with SEN and their influence on judgments of student
scholastic achievement. In line with the priorities of the
Ministry of Education (Ministére de I'Education nationale,
de I'Enfance et de la Jeunesse, 2017), this study focused on
students with challenging behavior (i.e, ADHD and related
disorders) and learning difficulties (i.e., dyslexia, dyscalculia,
dysphasia, or dyspraxia).

THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

Attitudes reflect a set of emotions, beliefs, and behaviors toward
a particular attitude object (Eagly and Chaiken, 1993). The
three component model of attitudes (Eagly and Chaiken, 1993)
postulates that the evaluation of the attitude object includes three
types of responses: (1) the affective component (ie., feelings
toward the attitude object), (2) the cognitive component (i.e.,
thoughts, knowledge and beliefs about the attitude object), and
(3) the behavioral component (i.e., intended behavior toward the
attitude object).

Affective Component of
Attitudes -Implicit Attitudes

The affective component of attitudes reflects the emotional
underpinnings of an attitude, more specifically the amount of
positive or negative feelings toward the attitude object (Eagly
and Chaiken, 1993). In theory and research, implicit and
explicit affective attitudes are considered separately. Explicit
attitudes are people’s deliberate reflections of an attitude
object which together shape its evaluation (Gawronski and
Bodenhausen, 2006). Expressing explicit attitudes involves
controlled and effortful processes, as people have to retrieve
the evaluation from memory (Fazio, 1990). In contrast, implicit
attitudes concern automatic evaluations that are activated
when the attitude object is present (Fazio and Olson, 2003).
The Motivation and Opportunity as Determinants (MODE)
model (Fazio, 1990) stipulates the different pathways that
determine the relationship between attitudes and behavior.
More specifically, depending on available time, motivation,
and resources, the relationship between attitudes and behavior
may rely on automatic or controlled processes. In demanding
situations, whereby people must react immediately and have
limited resources or motivation to reflect on their behavior

or decisions, implicit attitudes may affect perceptions (Olson
and Fazio, 2009), behaviors (Sanbonmatsu and Fazio, 1990)
and judgments (Fazio et al., 1986). In contrast, the relationship
between attitudes and behavior mainly relies on controlled and
reflective processes when people have ample time and cognitive
resources available.

Although both implicit and explicit attitudes are important for
our understanding of the mechanisms that can explain teachers’
judgments and behavior, research concerning teachers’ attitudes
toward students with SEN has traditionally applied explicit
measurement tools. This research has revealed mixed findings,
and reviews have reported both positive, neutral and negative
attitudes toward (the integration or inclusion) of students with
SEN (Avramidis and Norwich, 2002; de Boer et al., 2011). Due
to the possible sensitivity of attitudes toward students from
different social groups, implicit measures are now increasingly
used (e.g., Hornstra et al., 2010; Markova et al., 2016; Krischler
and Pit-ten Cate, 2018; Krischler et al., 2018). Implicit measures
assess the automatic evaluative responses of the individual to an
attitude object and generally rely on response times, which can
be considered valid indicators of implicit attitudes (Wittenbrink,
2007). Given their reliance on automatic rather than reflective
processes, implicit measures can address some concerns about
response bias based on strategic answers or social desirability
(Fazio et al., 1986). Studies using implicit measures, revealed
negative implicit attitudes toward students with SEN (Levins
et al., 2005; Hornstra et al., 2010; Enea-Drapeau et al., 2012).
Due to the automatic nature of emotional reactions to attitude
objects, implicit attitudes may especially be relevant to study the
affective component of attitudes. Although teachers are likely
to invest time and cognitive resources for high stake student
evaluations, at other times implicit attitudes may affect teachers’
perceptions of their students (Olson and Fazio, 2009) as well
as their teaching behaviors (e.g., Hornstra et al., 2010; Glock
and Kleen, 2017), as teachers often operate in highly demanding
settings, in which they are required to act within strict time
limits (Santavirta et al., 2007). This may be particularly true for
pre-service teachers, as their lack of experience may increase
work pressure as indicted by higher levels of perceived stress
(Yagil, 1998).

Cognitive Component of
Attitudes -Stereotypes

The cognitive component of attitudes is defined as an
individual’s mental conceptualization of the attitude object
(Eagly and Chaiken, 1993) and refers to knowledge structures
or stereotypes. Stereotypes reflect assimilated information
(knowledge structures) about members of social groups (e.g.,
Fiske and Taylor, 1991), which can facilitate, but also bias,
teachers’ perceptions and judgments of student achievement
(Ferguson, 2003). Stereotypes can be activated by very little
information, the most salient attributes or typical characteristics
of the social group (e.g., Jussim et al, 1996). Stereotype
knowledge generally reduces the complexity of observations
and hence facilitates the speed and effectiveness of information
processing. For students with SEN, typical attributes include
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incompetence (Rohmer and Louvet, 2009), unproductivity or
dependency (Popovich et al., 2003) and warmth (Fiske et al.,
2002). Stereotypes develop following systematic principles,
whereby especially warmth and competence dimensions shape
the people’s impressions of others (Fiske et al., 2002). Research
has suggested that the valence of an interpersonal judgment is
determined by initial warmth judgments, whereby competence
judgments determine the extremity of the approach-avoidance
tendencies resulting from that first impression (Wojciszke et al.,
1993). Studies involving a general sample of adults (Krischler
and Pit-ten Cate, 2018; Krischler et al., 2018) revealed that
people associate differential stereotype content with students with
different types of SEN (i.e., learning difficulties and challenging
behavior), whereby the mixed stereotype content combinations
may evoke differential responses. More specifically, the mixed
stereotype content for students with learning difficulties -
low in competence but neutral in warmth - may evoke
paternalistic emotions (Fiske et al., 2002), whereas the mixed
stereotype content for students with challenging behavior - low
in both warmth and competence - could evoke resentment
(Fiske et al., 2002).

Behavioral Component - Judgments of

Scholastic Achievement

Judgments of students’ scholastic achievement can be considered
a core teaching behavior, affecting instructional decision-making
concerning the way in which to differentiate instructional
pace, support, and task difficulty (Hoge and Coladarci,
1989; Alvidrez and Weinstein, 1999). Teachers judgments
of students’ achievements have implications for grade retention
and special education entitlement decisions and hence affect
students’ educational pathways (Begeny et al., 2008). Teachers’
differential expectations for different groups of students have
long been discussed as a factor affecting teaching behavior (e.g.,
Tenenbaum and Ruck, 2007), including their judgments of
scholastic performance (e.g., Rubie-Davies et al., 2006). Teachers’
expectations may stem from stereotypes and hence differ as
function of certain student characteristics (Rubie-Davies et al.,
2006). For example, teachers had lower expectations of the
scholastic achievement of students with learning difficulties
(Shifrer, 2013) or students with challenging behavior (Hafen
et al,, 2015). In addition, SEN labels had a negative effect on
teachers’ predictions of students’ future educational success
(Vlachou et al., 2014; Hafen et al., 2015).

RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND
HYPOTHESES

To gain a better understanding of factors that affect the successful
inclusion of students with SEN, we investigated how teachers
perceive and judge students with SEN. The study focused on
students with learning or behavioral difficulties in line with
the priorities set by the Ministry of Education. Furthermore,
students diagnosed with these types of SEN are most frequently
included in Luxembourgish mainstream schools (Ministére de
I’Education nationale, de 'Enfance et de la Jeunesse, 2017). Given

the three-dimensional conceptualization of attitudes and the
possible sensitivities involved when measuring attitudes toward
persons with SEN (for a review, see Antonak and Livneh,
2000), the current study aimed to assess the affective, cognitive,
and behavioral components of attitudes toward students with
learning difficulties and challenging behavior using direct and
indirect measures. More specifically, to assess the affective
component of attitudes we used an implicit measurement tool
(indirect measure), whereas for the assessment of the cognitive
and behavioral components of attitudes, ratings scales were used
(direct measures).

Hypothesis 1: By using an affective priming task (Fazio et al.,
1986) and based on previous findings (e.g., Levins et al., 2005;
Hornstra et al., 2010; Enea-Drapeau et al., 2012) we expected that
teachers would hold negative implicit attitudes toward learning
difficulties and challenging behavior and that attitudes would
vary as a function of SEN type (e.g., de Boer et al., 2011). More
specifically, as students with challenging behavior are perceived
as more challenging to teach (Landrum et al., 2003), we expected
that teachers would hold more negative implicit attitudes toward
challenging behavior than toward learning difficulties.

Hypothesis 2: Based on the stereotype content model and
previous research (e.g., Fiske et al., 2002; Krischler et al., 2018),
we expected teachers to report differential stereotype content
for students with challenging behavior and learning difficulties.
We expected that teachers would perceive students with learning
difficulties as less competent but warm, whereas perceptions of
students with challenging behavior would reflect relatively low
warmth and competence.

Hypothesis 3: Based on previous findings (Hornstra et al,,
20105 Shifrer, 2013; Hafen et al., 2015; Pit-ten Cate and Glock,
2018) we expected that teachers” judgments of students’ academic
achievement would be below average for both students with
SEN. More specifically, we expected that the judgments of
Mathematical and German proficiency for both students would
be significantly below average, but more pronounced for students
with learning difficulties.

Hypothesis 4: In accordance with Eagly and Chaiken (1993),
we expected that the affective and cognitive components
of attitudes would contribute to the judgments of students’
achievement (behavioral component). More specifically, we
expected that the variance in teachers’ judgments of student
achievement could be explained by their implicit attitudes and
stereotypical beliefs concerning students with learning difficulties
and challenging behaviors.

Hypothesis 5: Based on previous findings that professional
experience, and especially experience with inclusive education
(e.g., Avramidis et al., 2000; Burke and Sutherland, 2004) and
contact with students with SEN (Pettigrew and Tropp, 2006)
had a positive influence on attitudes toward students with
SEN, we finally expected differences between pre- and in-
service teachers for all three components of attitudes. More
specifically, we expected less negative implicit attitudes toward
learning difficulties and challenging behavior, less pronounced
stereotype ratings for in-service teachers compared to pre-service
teachers, and hence less stereotype bias in judgments of students’
scholastic achievement.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 327


https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Krischler and Pit-ten Cate

Attitudes Toward Students With SEN

MATERIALS AND METHODS

(Written) informed consent was obtained for all participants.
Ethical guidelines were followed throughout the study. The Ethics
Review Panel of the University of Luxembourg approved the
studies on 13 August 2015 (ERP-15-021) and ethical guidelines
were followed throughout.

Participants

Data were collected for a Luxembourgish sample of 46 (31 female)
pre-service and 35 (29 female) in-service primary school teachers
enrolled in a course on inclusive education. The course addressed
the educational and social inclusion of students with SEN and
focused on both the cognitive processes underlying decision-
making processes and knowledge, skills and strategies concerning
inclusive practice. The pre-service teachers (third year bachelor
students) were aged from 21 to 34 years (M = 23.49; SD = 2.89)
and had less than 6 months of teaching experience. In-service
teachers” ages ranged from 24 to 49 years (M = 36.56; SD = 7.49),
with a mean teaching experience of 11.62 years (SD = 6.82).
All in-service teachers had teaching experience with students
with SEN.

Materials

Affective Component of Attitudes - Implicit Attitudes

An evaluative priming task (e.g., Fazio et al., 1995) was
used to assess implicit attitudes toward challenging behavior
and learning difficulties. This method uses response latencies
and allows for analyzing the extent to which response
times are affected by the prior presentation of a prime.
Words were used as primes to activate types of SEN,
whereby we used a string of letters “BBBBBBB” as a neutral
prime, and “LEARNING DIFFICULTIES,” or “CHALLENGING
BEHAVIOR” as SEN primes. Following these prime words,
participants were presented with adjectives (e.g., “happy” or
“evil”; adopted from Glock et al., 2013) for which they had
to judge - as quickly as possible — whether it reflected
a positive or negative concept. Based on the theoretical
framework, participants should respond faster for trials in which
the participants’ evaluations of the primed attitude object is
congruent with the valence of the adjective (target) than for trials
in which they are incongruent. After 10 practice trials, responses
for 90 test trials were recorded, comprising of 15 trials for each of
the 2 (positive vs. negative adjective) x 3 (challenging behavior
vs. learning difficulties vs. neutral letter string) combinations.

Cognitive Component of Attitudes — Stereotypes

Participants were asked to read two different student descriptions
(adapted from Lanfranchi and Jenny, 2005). One vignette
described a student with challenging behavior, who’s behavior
matched diagnostic criteria for attention deficit and hyperactivity
disorder with associated problems in social interactions [e.g.,
“For a long time, (name) has been noticed for his impulsiveness,
lack of concentration and pronounced restlessness”]. The other
vignette described a student with learning difficulties affecting
all school subjects [e.g., “For a long time, (name) has been
noticed for his significant learning and performance difficulties

in reading, writing, and mathematics”]. After reading each
vignette, participants provided ratings of the student’s warmth
and competence using the scales of Fiske et al. (2002).
Warmth was assessed by ratings of “tolerance,” “warmth,” “good
naturedness” and “sincerity;” and competence was measured
by ratings of “competence,” “confidence,” “independence;” and
“intelligence” using a six-point-Likert-scale (1 low to 6 high).
The ratings were averaged to a competence and a warmth score,
respectively. Cronbach alpha internal consistency coefficients for
the dimensions competence and warmth were a = 0.83 and

a = 0.88, respectively.

Behavioral Component of Attitudes — Judgments of
Scholastic Achievement

Participants were asked to provide their judgments of
the described student's German language proficiency and
Mathematical performance in comparison to other students his
age on a six-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not competent) to
6 (very competent).

Procedure

Data collection took place at the beginning of the course,
using individual laptops. Participants started with the evaluative
priming task and were informed that they would be briefly
presented with a word, which would be followed by adjectives.
They were instructed to attend to the adjective and to evaluate
its valence as positive or negative by pressing the “I” or “E” key
on the keyboard, respectively. Trials appeared randomly with a
different sequence for each participant, to control for systematic
ordering effects. Participants then read a students description
and completed the rating scales for stereotype dimensions and
academic achievement, after which the second vignette with the
same rating scales was presented. The order of the vignettes
was varied systematically across participants. During the training
course, participants received individual feedback concerning
their implicit attitudes and general feedback (on group level)
concerning the stereotype ratings and judgments of academic
achievement. After the course (i.e., after continuing education
credits and grades were independently assigned), participants
were asked to provide their consent for using their data for
research purposes.

Data Preparation

In a first step, all trials that involved an incorrect categorization
of the target and response times under 250 ms or over 1,500 ms
were excluded (Hermans et al., 2002). Difference scores were
computed for implicit attitudes toward “learning difficulties”
and “challenging behavior,” respectively. For each participant
implicit attitude scores for “challenging behavior” and “learning
difficulties” were determined by first calculating the average
reaction time difference for both the negative and positive
target word trials following a “challenging behavior” or “learning
difficulties” prime vs. the neutral prime, respectively. Then
the positive attitude score was deducted from the negative
attitude score to obtain difference scores, for “challenging
behavior” and “learning difficulties”. Hence, positive difference
scores indicate stronger positive associations (i.e., more positive
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implicit attitudes) as they reflect slower response times for the
classification of negative words following the prime than of
positive words.

The reliability of our evaluative priming task was established
by calculating mean Cronbach’s alpha reliability coefficients for
each adjective (positive vs. negative) x SEN prime (learning
difficulties and challenging behavior) combination, whereby we
treated trial blocks as items (Wentura et al., 2005). Cronbach’s
alpha values ranged from 0.76 to 0.87, with o = 0.95 across all
prime combinations.

RESULTS

Affective Component - Implicit Attitudes
After controlling for the neutral prime, teachers implicit attitudes
toward challenging behavior (M = —4.90, SD = 128.15) and
learning difficulties (M = —26.65, SD = 126.67) were negative.
To test for differences in attitudes as a function of SEN type
and PROFESSIONAL status, a mixed ANOVA with SEN type
(learning difficulties vs. challenging behavior) as a within-subject
factor and PROFESSIONAL status (pre-service vs. in-service
teachers) as between-subject factor was conducted. In contrast to
our expectations, results revealed no significant main effects of
SEN type or PROFESSIONAL status nor an interaction effect of
SEN type x PROFESSIONAL status (all p > 0.09).

Cognitive Component - Stereotypes

To assess the effect of SEN type and PROFESSIONAL status on
ratings of stereotype dimensions, we conducted a mixed ANOVA
with SEN type (learning difficulties vs. challenging behavior)
and STEREOTYPE dimensions (warmth vs. competence) as
a within-subject factors and PROFESSIONAL STATUS (pre-
service vs. in-service teachers) as between-subject factor.
Descriptive statistics for stereotype ratings are presented in
Table 1. The results revealed a significant main effect of
STEREOTYPE dimension, F(1,66) = 81.70, p < 0.001, Y]IZ) =0.55
and PROFESSIONAL STATUS, F(1,66) = 26.95, p < 0.001,
n%, = 0.29, but not for SEN, F(1,66) = 1.86, p = 0.18, nﬁ = 0.03.

The main effect of STEREOTPYE dimension reflected that
participants provided overall higher warmth than competence
ratings, #(67) = 8.30, p < 0.001, d = 1.05. The effect of
PROFESSIONAL STATUS reflected higher overall (combined
stereotypes) ratings for in- vs. pre-service teachers (M = 3.66,
SD = 0.58) than pre-service teachers (M = 2.92, SD = 0.56),
t(67) = 5.20, p < 0.001, d = 1.30. These effects were signified
by a significant STEREOTPYE dimension x PROFESSIONAL
STATUS interaction, F(1,66) = 6.81, p = 0.01, nf’ = 0.09.
That is, in-service teachers provided higher ratings of both
warmth and competence compared to pre-service teachers,
t(66) = 5.39, p < 0.001, d = 1.38, and #(66) = 3.75, p < 0.001,
d = 0.93, respectively.

The analysis also revealed a significant interaction effect
of SEN type x STEREOTYPE dimension, F(1,66) = 172.78,
p < 0.001, nf) = 0.72. As expected, the student with challenging
behavior received overall higher competence ratings than the
student with learning difficulties, #(67) = 6.13, p < 0.001,
d = 0.75, but lower warmth ratings, #(67) = 8.58, p < 0.001,
d = 1.04. Furthermore, for the student with challenging behavior
the stereotype ratings of the competence dimension were
significantly higher than the ratings on the warmth dimension
ratings, £(67) = 3.52, p = 0.001, d = 0.45. In contrast, the student
with learning difficulties received significantly higher warmth
than competence ratings, #(67) = 14.43, p < 0.001, d = 1.78. No
other interaction effect was significant (p > 0.07).

Behavioral Component - Judgments

To assess the effect of SEN type and PROFESSIONAL status
on teachers JUDGMENTS, we computed a mixed ANOVA
with SEN type (learning difficulties vs. challenging behavior)
and JUDGMENTS (math vs. German achievement ratings) as a
within-subject factors and PROFESSIONAL status (pre-service
vs. in-service teachers) as between-subject factor. Descriptive
statistics for scholastic achievement rating are presented in
Table 2. The results revealed significant main effects of SEN type,

TABLE 2 | Teachers’ judgments of students’ academic achievement for students
with learning difficulties and challenging behavior (data in gray reflects
non-significant differences between or within groups).

TABLE 1 | Teachers’ ratings of the stereotype dimensions warmth and
competence for students with learning difficulties and challenging behavior (data in
gray reflects non-significant differences between or within groups).

Learning Challenging
Difficulties Behavior Total
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Warmth
Pre-service teachers 3.82 1.00 2.51 0.75 3.16 0.69
In-service teachers 4.53 0.80 3.69 0.95 4.11 0.69
Total 4.07 0.99 2.92 1.00 3.50 0.83
Competence
Pre-service teachers 2.38 0.74 2.99 0.72 2.68 0.56
In-service teachers 2.77 0.88 3.72 0.75 3.24 0.64
Total 2.52 0.81 3.25 0.81 2.88 0.64

Learning Challenging
Difficulties Behavior Total
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

German Language

Pre-service teachers 214 0.68 3.01 0.92 2.57 0.57

In-service teachers 2.58 1.02 3.60 0.93 3.09 0.67

Total 2.30 0.84 3.21 0.96 2.75 0.65
Mathematics

Pre-service teachers 2.07 0.62 3.07 0.92 2.57 0.59

In-service teachers 2.58 1.21 4.00 0.78 3.29 0.64

Total 2.25 0.90 3.39 0.97 2.82 0.70
Combined achievement

Pre-service teachers 2.10 0.56 3.04 0.85 2.57 0.54

In-service teachers 2.58 0.97 3.80 0.50 3.19 0.52

Total 2.27 0.76 3.30 0.83 2.79 0.61
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F(1,67) = 70.70, p < 0.001, nf) = 0.51, and PROFESSIONAL

status, F(1,67) = 20.93, p < 0.001, nf, = 0.24. The main effect
of SEN type indicated that participants provided significantly
higher estimated combined scholastic achievement ratings for
students with challenging behavior than for students with
learning difficulties, t(67) = 8.30, p < 0.001, d = 1.01. The
main effect of PROFESSIONAL status indicated that pre-
and in-service teachers gave differential judgments of students’
scholastic achievement. More specifically, in-service teachers
provided overall significantly higher scholastic achievement
ratings than pre-service teachers, #(66) = 4.64, p < 0.001,
d = 1.20. All other main and interaction effects were not
significant (p > 0.15).

Relationships Between the Different
Attitude Components

To investigate how the affective and cognitive components of
attitudes contributed to differences in the judgments of the
students’ scholastic achievement, we conducted a hierarchical
linear regression analysis. We used the affective and the cognitive
attitude components as predictors and the behavioral component
(average rating of scholastic achievement) as criterion. Given
the differences between pre- and in-service teachers, in a first
step we controlled for professional status. Results showed that
professional status explained 17% of variance in judgments of
student achievement for the student with challenging behavior.
In the second step, we added implicit attitudes and stereotype
ratings, which explained an additional 35% of variance. More
specifically, the professional status and the affective and cognitive
components of attitudes together could explain 52% of variance
in the behavioral component of attitudes. The effect of
professional status in step 1 was not significant in step 2, as
differences between pre- and in-service teachers were reflected
in mean differences in stereotype ratings, which in turn predicted
their judgments of student scholastic achievement for the student
with challenging behavior (see Table 3). Furthermore, only the
competence dimension of the stereotype ratings contributed
significantly to the explanation in variance in judgments of
scholastic achievement.

Similarly, for the student with learning difficulties,
professional status alone explained 9% of variance in judgments,
whereby the additional of the affective and cognitive components
in the model explained an additional 34% of variance in scholastic
achievement. Again, in the final model only the competence

TABLE 3 | Stepwise regression analysis predicting teachers’ average scholastic
achievement ratings for the student with Challenging Behavior (N = 66).

Predictors Step 1 Step 2

B t B t
Professional status —-0.41 3.55* —0.08 0.79
Implicit attitude —0.05 0.54
Stereotype — Warmth 0.18 1.45
Stereotype — Competence 0.55 4.60*

R? 0.17* for Step 1; R? change = 0.35* for Step 2, *p < 0.001.

TABLE 4 | Stepwise regression analysis predicting teachers’ average scholastic
achievement rating for the student with Learning Difficulties (N = 68).

Predictors Step 1 Step 2

B t B t
Professional status —-0.30 2.58* -0.19 1.81
Implicit attitudes 0.08 0.77
Stereotype — Warmth -0.11 0.98
Stereotype — Competence 0.65 5.79**

R? 0.09* for Step 1; R? change = 0.34** for Step 2, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.001.

dimension of stereotype ratings contributed significantly to this
prediction (see Table 4).

DISCUSSION

This study investigated all three components of attitudes
concerning students with different types of SEN of pre- and in-
service teachers and their interrelationships. Results confirmed
that teachers’ implicit attitudes toward students with SEN are
generally negative. However, in contrast with our first hypothesis,
implicit attitudes did not vary as a function of SEN. Although
implicit attitudes are generally believed to stem from early and
past experiences (Rudman, 2004), it may be that for teachers
emotional reactions toward the attitude object (i.e., the student
with SEN) are also determined by (stereotypical) expectations of
students’ competence and estimated scholastic achievement as,
especially the latter, may reflect on perceptions of professional
competence and efficacy. Teacher efficacy reflects teachers’ beliefs
that they can influence students’ learning, regardless of students’
learning, behavioral, or motivational difficulties (Malinen et al.,
2012), and hence may be affected by the performance of their
students. To this extent, our results concerning stereotypical
beliefs and judgments of scholastic achievement showed that
ratings of competence as well as academic proficiency in
Mathematics and German were below average for both students.
These results are in line with previous research indicating that
the specific identification of learning difficulties or challenging
behavior resulted in lower expectations of scholastic performance
(Shifrer, 2013; Hafen et al., 2015) and future educational success
(Vlachou et al., 2014).

In accordance with the second hypothesis, results indicated
differential stereotype content for students with different types
of SEN. The combined stereotype of relatively low competence
and high warmth for students with learning difficulties has
been associated with paternalistic emotions (e.g., pity and
sympathy) and a willingness to provide help (Fiske et al,
2002), hence may incur a protective effect. In contrast, the
combination of relatively neutral ratings of competence and low
warmth, may reflect either a less consensual stereotype or a
polarization effect, whereby different opinions, when considered
on group level, cancel each other out (Fiske et al., 2002; Cuddy
et al., 2008), resulting in a score in the middle of the scale.
Similarly, and in line with hypothesis 3, ratings of the scholastic
proficiency varied as a function of SEN, whereby teachers
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had lower expectation for students with learning difficulties
than for students with challenging behavior. This result was
not surprising given the specific difficulties of the student
with learning difficulties in comparison to the student with
challenging behavior.

Although the three component model of attitudes (Eagly
and Chaiken, 1993) suggests associations between the affective,
cognitive and behavioral components of attitudes, results of
this study showed that only stereotype ratings significantly
contributed to the prediction of teachers judgments of
scholastic proficiency, therefore only partly supporting our
fourth hypothesis. This finding is in line with previous
research showing strong associations between stereotypical
beliefs concerning specific student groups and expectations of
students’ academic proficiency (Glock and Krolak-Schwerdt,
2013; Pit-ten Cate and Glock, 2018). In accordance with the
stereotype content model (Fiske et al, 2002; Cuddy et al,
2008), teachers differentially rated students with challenging
behavior and learning difficulties on the dimensions warmth and
competence. Although warmth may be important in regards to
people’s behavior toward another person, such as approach -
avoidance (Fiske et al., 2002), only competence was associated
with expectations concerning the scholastic achievement of the
students. This is in line with previous research (Akifyeva and
Alieva, 2018), showing that expectations of academic proficiency
of students belonging to a minority group are associated with
teachers’ perceptions of competence, not warmth. These findings
confirm the complexity of the relationships between stereotypical
beliefs and behavior. Future research may investigate how
different dimensions of stereotypes differentially affect teachers’
interactions with their students and their expectations of the
students’ academic proficiency and success. Furthermore, the
lack of association between implicit attitudes and judgments of
student achievement may reflect the fact that for the stereotype
and the judgment measures, participants rated a fictive student
with SEN, whereas for the implicit measure, we used primes of
the SEN constructs.

Concerning the role of professional experience with students
with SEN, our results indicate that in-service teachers generally
rated students higher on both stereotype dimensions and
scholastic achievement. As pre-service teachers had less than
6 months of teaching experience, they may have had little or
no experience in teaching students with different types of SEN.
Stereotypical beliefs and their impact on judgments of student
achievement may be reduced by increased contact with members
of stereotypical groups (Weber and Crocker, 1983; Pettigrew
and Tropp, 2006). However, a single disconfirming exemplar
could be perceived as unrepresentative of the group (Allport,
1954; Amodio and Devine, 2006), whereby stereotypical beliefs
would be upheld (Klein and Kunda, 1992). Therefore, pre-service
teachers may benefit from increased opportunities for contact
and interaction with students with SEN during their studies,
as these experiences may challenge and possibly change their
beliefs (Pettigrew and Tropp, 2006). Furthermore, training
programs could affect the way teachers conceptualize difference
and, in particular, educational failure, which in turn may
determine their responses to current changes aimed at making

educational systems more inclusive (United Nations [UN],
2006). Traditional approaches to professional development
have mainly reinforced the conception that inclusive education
is about “special” students who will require special support
which may be difficult to organize in mainstream classrooms
and hence may not produce any change in teachers™ attitudes
toward (the inclusion of) students with SEN (Slee, 2001).
Professional development courses could instead focus on a
critical discussion of the conceptualization of inclusive practice,
in combination with a reflection of pedagogical issues and
conditional factors. Such courses could explicitly question the
processes of pathologizing “difference;” while constructively
challenge traditional educational thinking and practices
(Avramidis, 2006). Previous research has shown that introducing
teachers to social psychological theories, especially clarifying
the processes and consequences of stereotyping, reduced bias in
their decision making (Krolak-Schwerdt et al., 2018). Similarly,
although attitudes are usually seen as relatively stable constructs,
studies have shown that even small interventions can have
positive effects (Shade and Stewart, 2001; Campbell et al., 2003;
Sharma et al, 2008). In addition, teacher training programs
could incorporate field work, allowing pre-service teachers
to interact with students with SEN (Campbell et al., 2003),
which in turn may result in reduced bias toward specific groups
of students.

Limitations and Directions for Future

Research

When interpreting the results, some limitations of our study
should be considered. In our study, we only presented vignettes
describing male students. Stereotypical expectations concerning
male students with different types of SEN may be more
prominent than for female students, as male students are more
often identified as having SEN and are often judged less favorably
(Maniadaki et al., 2003; Holder and Kessels, 2017). Future
research could, however, also consider female students, especially
as a recent study has indicated teachers’ expectations for minority
group students varied by gender (Kleen and Glock, 2018).
Second, we only varied the two types of SEN (ie., learning
difficulties and challenging behavior) that may be the most
common in mainstream classrooms, but do not do fully represent
the heterogeneity of student populations. Future research could
investigate attitudes toward other groups of students with SEN
or the combined effects of different student’ variables (e.g.,
immigrant background, socio-economic status, gender, and SEN)
on teachers’ expectations of academic achievement. Third, the
in-service teachers in our study took part in an optional course
on inclusive practice, hence their attitudes may have been
more positive than those of some of their colleagues. Studies
have shown that the willingness to take part in professional
development courses results in less resistance to (Dickens-Smith,
1995; Leyser and Tappendorf, 2001) and less stress associated
with (Forlin, 2001) the implementation of inclusive practice.
The differences between pre- and in-service teachers may partly
reflect this notion. As in-service teachers voluntarily signed up
for the course, whilst pre-service teachers took their course as a
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mandatory requirement of their training program, differences in
their stereotypical beliefs and expectations may be indicative of
differences in attitudes toward students with SEN resulting from
experience, although they may also be derived from a selection
bias. Future research could investigate the role of experience vs.
special interest or affinity with students with SEN on attitudes,
for example by recruiting experienced teachers opting for other
courses or by including pre-service teachers after completing
their practice semester in inclusive settings.

Finally, in our study, teachers’ stereotypical beliefs explained
variance in their ratings the mathematical and German
achievement of both students. However, their judgments did not
rely on actual student performance but on descriptions of fictive
students. Although vignettes allow for experimental designs,
which enable studying attitudes under relatively controlled
conditions, teachers may react differently in response to real
life situations (Lucas et al., 2009). Future research could
present participants with curriculum-based schoolwork tasks in
order to investigate whether implicit attitudes and stereotypical
beliefs indeed influence grading (see for example Bonefeld and
Dickhauser, 2018).

CONCLUSION

The study showed that teachers have differential attitudes toward
students with challenging behavior and learning difficulties.
Different components (i.e., affective, cognitive, and behavioral)
of attitudes were distinguished, whereby in-service teachers,
actively involved in teaching students with SEN, provided
more positive ratings of stereotype dimensions and expectations
of academic proficiency than pre-service teachers. The study
emphasizes the importance of the assessment of the three
components of attitudes to gain a better understanding of
their different contributions to teachers’ judgments. Strong

REFERENCES

Akifyeva, R, and Alieva, A. (2018). The influence of student ethnicity on teacher
expectations and teacher perceptions of warmth and competence. Psychol.
Russia State Art 11, 106-124. doi: 10.11621/pir.2018.0109

Allport, G. W. (1954). The Nature of Prejudice. Oxford: Addison-Wesley.

Alvidrez, J., and Weinstein, R. S. (1999). Early teacher perceptions and later student
academic achievement. J. Educ. Psychol. 91, 731-746. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.
91.4.731

Amodio, D. M., and Devine, P. G. (2006). Stereotyping and evaluation in implicit
race bias: evidence for independent constructs and unique effects on behavior.
J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 91, 652-661. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.91.4.652

Antonak, R. F., and Livneh, H. (2000). Measurement of attitudes towards
persons with disabilities. Disabil. Rehabil. 22,211-224. doi: 10.1080/0963828002
96782

Avramidis, E. (2006). “Promoting inclusive education: from ‘expertism’ to
sustainable inclusive practices,” in Changing Teaching and Learning in the
Primary School, ed. R. Webb (Buckingham: Open University Press).

Avramidis, E., Bayliss, P., and Burden, R. (2000). A survey into mainstream teachers
> attitudes towards the inclusion of children with special educational needs in
the ordinary school in one local education authority. Edu. Psychol. 20, 191-211.
doi: 10.1080/713663717

Avramidis, E., and Kalyva, E. (2007). The influence of teaching experience

and professional development on greek teachers’ attitudes towards

associations existed between stereotypical beliefs and judgments
of scholastic achievement. These findings indicate that attitudes
affect key aspects of the teaching profession and may change with
experience. Especially (positive) interactions with students with
SEN in mainstream classes may be pivotal in the development
of more positive attitudes. It is therefore important that policy-
makers and program directors enable such progression by
developing pre- and in-service training programs that enhance
teachers’ knowledge and skills in teaching all students and
facilitate the development of positive attitudes and beliefs
(Borg et al, 2011). The association between stereotypical
beliefs and judgments of academic proficiency illustrates
why attitudes are considered important for the successful
inclusion of students with SEN in mainstream classrooms
(Avramidis et al., 2000; Borg et al., 2011). In addition, a better
understanding of the relationships between teachers’ attitudes
and judgments of student achievement may contribute to the
development of teacher training programs aimed at reducing
educational disparities.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors are responsible for the research reported
here, participated in the concept and design, analysis and
interpretation of data, and drafting or revising of the manuscript,
approved the manuscript as submitted, and agreed to be
accountable for all aspects of the work.

FUNDING

The study was funded by the Fonds National de la Recherche,
Luxembourg (grant number C14/SC/7964914/INCLUS).

inclusion. Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 22, 367-389. doi: 10.1080/088562507016
49989

Avramidis, E., and Norwich, B. (2002). Teachers’ attitudes towards integration /
inclusion: a review of the literature. Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 17, 129-147.
doi: 10.1080/08856250210129056

Begeny, J. C., Eckert, T. L., Montarello, S. A., and Storie, M. S. (2008). Teachers’
perceptions of students’ reading abilities: An Examination of the relationship
between teachers’ judgments and students’ performance across a continuum of
rating methods. School Psychol. Q. 23, 43-55. doi: 10.1037/1045-3830.23.1.43

Bonefeld, M., and Dickhduser, O. (2018). (Biased) grading of students’
performance: students’ names, performance level, and implicit attitudes. Front.
Psychol. 9:481. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00481

Borg, G., Hunter, J., Sigurjonsdottir, B., and D’Alessio, S. (2011). Key Principles
for Promoting Quality in Inclusive Education: Recommendations for Practice.
Odense: European Agency for Development in Special Needs Education.

Burke, K., and Sutherland, C. (2004). Attitudes toward inclusion: knowledge vs.
experience. Education 125, 163-173.

Campbell, J., Gilmore, L., and Cuskelly, M. (2003). Changing student teachers’
attitudes towards disability and inclusion. J. Intel. Dev. Disabil. 28, 369-379.
doi: 10.1080/13668250310001616407

Cara, M. (2013). Academic and social outcomes of children with SEN in the general
education classroom. J. Educ. Soc. Res. 3, 90-99. doi: 10.5901/jesr.2013.v3n7p90

Cuddy, A. J. C,, Fiske, S. T., and Glick, P. (2008). Warmth and competence as
universal dimensions of social perception: The stereotype content model and

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 327


https://doi.org/10.11621/pir.2018.0109
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.91.4.731
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.91.4.731
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.91.4.652
https://doi.org/10.1080/096382800296782
https://doi.org/10.1080/096382800296782
https://doi.org/10.1080/713663717
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856250701649989
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856250701649989
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856250210129056
https://doi.org/10.1037/1045-3830.23.1.43
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00481
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668250310001616407
https://doi.org/10.5901/jesr.2013.v3n7p90
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Krischler and Pit-ten Cate

Attitudes Toward Students With SEN

the BIAS map. Adv. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 40, 61-149. doi: 10.1016/S0065-2601(07)
00002-0

de Boer, A, Pijl, S. J., and Minnaert, A. (2011). Regular primary schoolteachers’
attitudes towards inclusive education: a review of the literature. Int. J. Incl. Educ.
15, 331-353. doi: 10.1080/13603110903030089

de Boer, A, Pijl, S. J., Post, W., and Minnaert, A. (2012). Which variables relate
to the attitudes of teachers, parents and peers towards students with special
educational needs in regular education? Educ. Stud. 38, 433-448. doi: 10.1080/
03055698.2011.643109

Dickens-Smith, M. (1995). The effect of inclusion training on teacher attitude
towards inclusion. ERIC Document 332:802.

Eagly, A., and Chaiken, S. (1993). The Psychology of Attitudes. Fort Worth, TX:
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich.

Enea-Drapeau, C., Carlier, M., and Huguet, P. (2012). Tracking subtle stereotypes
of children with trisomy 21: From facial-feature-based to implicit stereotyping.
PL0S One 7:¢34369. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0034369

Fazio, R. H. (1990). “Multiple processes by which attitudes guide behavior: The
MODE model as an integrative framework,” in Advances in Experimental Social
Psychology, ed. M. P. Zanna (New York: Academic Press), 75-109.

Fazio, R. H., Jackson, J. R., Dunton, B. C., and Williams, C. J. (1995). Variability in
automatic activation as an unobtrusive measure of racial attitudes: a bona fide
pipeline? J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 69, 1013-1027. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.69.6.1013

Fazio, R. H., and Olson, M. A. (2003). Implicit measures in social cognition
research: their meaning and use. Ann. Rev. Psychol. 54, 297-327. doi: 10.1146/
annurev.psych.54.101601.145225

Fazio, R. H., Sanbonmatsu, D. M., Powell, M. C., and Kardes, F. R. (1986). On
the automatic activation of attitudes. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 50, 229-238. doi:
10.1037//0022-3514.50.2.229

Ferguson, R. F. (2003). Teachers’ perceptions and expectations and the black-white
test score gap. Urban Educ. 38, 460-507. doi: 10.1177/0042085903254970

Fiske, S. T., Cuddy, A. J. C,, Glick, P., and Xu, J. (2002). A model of (often mixed)
stereotype content: competence and warmth respectively follow from perceived
status and competition. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 82, 878-902. doi: 10.1037/0022-
3514.82.6.878

Fiske, S. T., and Taylor, S. E. (1991). Social Cognition, 2nd Edn. New York:
McGraw-Hill.

Forlin, C. (2001). The role of the support teacher in regular schools-an
international comparison. Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 16, 83-84. doi: 10.1080/
08856250110040668

Gawronski, B., and Bodenhausen, G. V. (2006). Associative and propositional
processes in evaluation: an integrative review of implicit and explicit attitude
change. Psychol. Bull. 132, 692-731. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.132.5.692

Glock, S., and Kleen, H. (2017). Gender and student misbehavior: evidence from
implicit and explicit measures. Teach. Teach. Educ. 67, 93-103. doi: 10.1016/j.
tate.2017.05.015

Glock, S., Kneer, J., and Kovacs, C. (2013). Preservice teachers’ implicit attitudes
toward students with and without immigration background: a pilot study. Stud.
Educ. Eval. 39, 204-210. doi: 10.1016/j.stueduc.2013.09.003

Glock, S., and Krolak-Schwerdst, S. (2013). Does nationality matter? The impact of
stereotypical expectations on student teachers’ judgments. Soc. Psychol. Educ.
16, 111-127. doi: 10.1007/s11218-012-9197-z

Hafen, C. A., Ruzek, E. A., Gregory, A., Allen, J. P., and Mikami, A. Y. (2015).
Focusing on teacher-student interactions eliminates the negative impact of
students disruptive behavior on teacher perceptions. Int. J. Behav. Dev. 39,
426-431. doi: 10.1177/0165025415579455

Hermans, D., Vansteenwegen, D., Crombez, G., Baeyens, F., and Eelen, P. (2002).
Expectancy-learning and evaluative learning in human classical conditioning:
affective priming as an indirect and unobtrusive measure of conditioned
stimulus valence. Behav. Res. Ther. 40, 217-234. doi: 10.1016/S0005-7967(01)
00006-7

Hoge, R. D., and Coladarci, T. (1989). Teacher-based judgments of academic
achievement?: a review of literature. Rev. Educ. Res. 59, 297-313. doi: 10.3102/
00346543059003297

Holder, K., and Kessels, U. (2017). Gender and ethnic stereotypes in student
teachers’ judgments: a new look from a shifting standards perspective. Soc.
Psychol. Educ. 20, 471-490. doi: 10.1007/s11218-017-9384-z

Hornstra, L., Denessen, E., Bakker, J., van den Bergh, L., and Voeten, M. (2010).
Teacher attitudes toward dyslexia: Effects on teacher expectations and the

academic achievement of students with dyslexia. J. Learn. Disabil. 43, 515-529.
doi: 10.1177/0022219409355479

Jordan, A., Schwartz, E., and McGhie-Richmond, D. (2009). Preparing teachers
for inclusive classrooms. Teach. Teacher Educ. 25, 535-542. doi: 10.1016/j.tate.
2009.02.010

Jussim, L., Eccles, J., and Madon, S. J. (1996). Social perception, social stereotypes,
and teacher expectations: accuracy and the quest for the powerful self-fulfilling
prophecy. Adv. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 28, 281-388. doi: 10.1016/S0065-2601(08)
60240-3

Kleen, H., and Glock, S. (2018). A further look into ethnicity: The impact of
stereotypical expectations on teachers’ judgments of female ethnic minority
students. Soc. Psychol. Educ. 21, 759-773. doi: 10.1007/s11218-018-9451-0

Klein, W. M., and Kunda, Z. (1992). Motivated person perception: constructing
justifications for desired beliefs. J. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 28, 145-168. doi: 10.1016/
0022-1031(92)90036-]

Krischler, M., and Pit-ten Cate, I. M. (2018). Inclusive education in Luxembourg:
implicit and explicit attitudes toward inclusion and students with special
educational needs. Int. J. Inclusive Educ. doi: 10.1080/13603116.2018.14
74954

Krischler, M., Pit-ten Cate, I. M., and Krolak-Schwerdt, S. (2018). Mixed stereotype
content and attitudes toward students with special educational needs and their
inclusion in regular schools in Luxembourg. Res. Dev. Disabil. 75, 59-67. doi:
10.1016/.ridd.2018.02.007

Krolak-Schwerdt, S., Pit-ten Cate, I. M., and Horstermann, T. (2018). “Teachers’
judgments and decision making: studies concerning the transition from
primary to secondary education and their implications for teacher education,”
in Assessment of Learning Outcomes in Higher Education - Cross-National
Comparisons and Perspectives, eds O. Zlatkin-Troitschanskaia, M. Toepper,
H. A. Pant, C. Lautenbach, and C. Kuhn Dordrecht (Netherlands: Springer).

Landrum, T., Tankersley, M., and Kauffmann, J. (2003). What is special about
special education for students with emotional or behavioral disorders? J. Spec.
Educ. 37, 148-156. doi: 10.1177/00224669030370030401

Lanfranchi, A., and Jenny, G. (2005). Zuweisung von
Kindern mit Problemen zu sonderpidagogische Massnahmen,” in Das
Wachstum des sonderpddagogischen Angebots im interkantonalen Vergleich:
Steuerungsmaoglichkeiten fiir eine integrative Ausgestaltung, eds K. Hifeli and P.
Walther-Miiller (Luzern: SZH).

Levins, T., Bornholt, L, and Lennon, B. (2005). Teachers experience,
attitudes, feelings and behavioural intentions towards children with special
educational needs. Soc. Psychol. Educ. 8, 329-343. doi: 10.1007/s11218-005-
3020-z

Leyser, Y., and Tappendorf, K. (2001). Are attitudes and practices regarding
mainstreaming changing? A case of teachers in two rural school districts.
Education 121, 751-761.

Lucas, V. L., Collins, S., and Langdon, P. E. (2009). The causal attributions of
teaching staff towards children with intellectual disabilities: a comparison of
‘vignettes’ depicting challenging behaviour with ‘real’incidents of challenging
behaviour. J. Appl. Res. Intel. Disabil. 22, 1-9. doi: 10.1111/j.1468-3148.2008.
00428.x

Malinen, O. P., Savolainen, H., and Xu, J. (2012). Beijing in-service teachers’ self-
efficacy and attitudes towards inclusive education. Teach. Teacher Educ. 28,
526-534. doi: 10.1016/j.tate.2011.12.004

Maniadaki, K., Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S., and Kakouros, E. (2003). Trainee nursery
teachers’ perceptions of disruptive behaviour disorders: the effect of sex of child
on judgements of typicality and severity. Child Care Health Dev. 29, 433-440.
doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2214.2003.00362.x

Markova, M., Pit-ten Cate, I. M., Krolak-Schwerdt, S., and Glock, S. (2016).
Preservice teachers’ attitudes toward inclusion and toward students with special
educational needs from different ethnic backgrounds. J. Exp. Educ. 84, 554-578.
doi: 10.1080/00220973.2015.1055317

Ministére de I'’Education nationale, de I'Enfance et de la Jeunesse (2017).
Eléves a Besoins Educatifs Spécifiques Ou Particuliers. Luxembourg. Available
at http://www.men.public.lu/catalogue- publications/themes- transversaux/
dossiers-presse/2016-2017/170201-eleves-besoins.pdf

Olson, M. A., and Fazio, R. H. (2009). “Implicit and explicit measures of attitudes:
The perspective of the MODE Model,” in Attitudes: Insights From the New Wave
of Implicit Measures, eds R. E. Petty, R. H. Fazio, and P. Brinol (Mahwah, NJ:
Erlbaum), 20-62.

“Prozesse der

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 327


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(07)00002-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(07)00002-0
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603110903030089
https://doi.org/10.1080/03055698.2011.643109
https://doi.org/10.1080/03055698.2011.643109
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034369
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.6.1013
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.54.101601.145225
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.54.101601.145225
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.50.2.229
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.50.2.229
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042085903254970
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.6.878
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.6.878
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856250110040668
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856250110040668
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.132.5.692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stueduc.2013.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-012-9197-z
https://doi.org/10.1177/0165025415579455
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(01)00006-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(01)00006-7
https://doi.org/10.3102/00346543059003297
https://doi.org/10.3102/00346543059003297
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-017-9384-z
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022219409355479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2009.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2009.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60240-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60240-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-018-9451-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1031(92)90036-J
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1031(92)90036-J
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1474954
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2018.1474954
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2018.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2018.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/00224669030370030401
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-005-3020-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-005-3020-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-3148.2008.00428.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-3148.2008.00428.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2011.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2214.2003.00362.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220973.2015.1055317
http://www.men.public.lu/catalogue-publications/themes-transversaux/dossiers-presse/2016-2017/170201-eleves-besoins.pdf
http://www.men.public.lu/catalogue-publications/themes-transversaux/dossiers-presse/2016-2017/170201-eleves-besoins.pdf
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Krischler and Pit-ten Cate

Attitudes Toward Students With SEN

Pettigrew, T. F., and Tropp, L. R. (2006). A meta-analytic test of intergroup
contact theory. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 90, 751-783. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.90.
5.751

Pit-ten Cate, I. M., and Glock, S. (2018). Teacher expectations concerning students
with immigrant backgrounds or special educational needs. Educ. Res. Eval. 24,
277-294. doi: 10.1080/13803611.2018.1550839

Popovich, P. M., Scherbaum, C. A., Scherbaum, K. L., and Polinko, N. (2003). The
assessment of attitudes toward individuals with disabilities in the workplace.
J. Psychol. 137, 163-177. doi: 10.1080/00223980309600606

Rohmer, O., and Louvet, E. (2009). Describing persons with disability: salience
of disability, gender, and ethnicity. Rehabil. Psychol. 54, 76-82. doi: 10.1037/
20014445

Rubie-Davies, C. M., Hattie, J., and Hamilton, R. (2006). Expecting the best for
students: teacher expectations and academic outcomes. Br. J. Educ. Psychol. 76,
429-444. doi: 10.1348/000709905X53589

Rudman, L. A. (2004). Sources of implicit attitudes. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 13,
79-82. doi: 10.1111/j.0963-7214.2004.00279.x

Sanbonmatsu, D. M., and Fazio, R. H. (1990). The role of attitudes in memory-
based decision making. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 59, 614-622. doi: 10.1037//0022-
3514.59.4.614

Santavirta, N., Solovieva, S., and Theorell, T. (2007). The association between job
strain and emotional exhaustion in a cohort of 1.028 Finnish teachers. Br. J.
Educ. Psychol. 77, 213-228. doi: 10.1348/000709905X92045

Shade, R. A, and Stewart, R. (2001). General education and special education
preservice teachers’ attitudes toward inclusion. Prev. Sch. Fail. 46, 37-41. doi:
10.1080/10459880109603342

Sharma, U., Forlin, C., and Loreman, T. (2008). Impact of training on pre-service
teachers’ attitudes and concerns about inclusive education and sentiments
about persons with disabilities. Disabil. Soc. 23, 773-785. doi: 10.1080/
09687590802469271

Shifrer, D. (2013). Stigma of a label: educational expectations for high school
students labeled with learning disabilities. J. Health Soc. Behav. 54, 462-480.
doi: 10.1177/0022146513503346

Slee, R. (2001). “Inclusion in practice”: does practice make perfect? Educ. Rev. 53,
113-123. doi: 10.1080/00131910120055543

Tenenbaum, H. R., and Ruck, M. D. (2007). Are teachers expectations different for
racial minority than for european american students? A meta-analysis. J. Educ.
Psychol. 99, 253-273. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.99.2.253

United Nations [UN]. (2006). Convention on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities. New York. Available at http://www.un.org/disabilities/convention/
conventionfull.shtml

Vlachou, A., Eleftheriadou, D., and Metallidou, P. (2014). Do learning difficulties
differentiate elementary teachers’ attributional patterns for students’ academic
failure? A comparison between greek regular and special education teachers.
Eur. J. Spec. Needs Educ. 29, 1-15. doi: 10.1080/08856257.2013.830440

Weber, R., and Crocker, J. (1983). Cognitive processes in the revision of stereotypic
beliefs. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 45, 961-977. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.45.5.961

Wentura, D., Kulfanek, M., and Greve, W. (2005). Masked affective priming by
name letters: evidence for a correspondence of explicit and implicit self-esteem.
J. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 41, 654-663. doi: 10.1016/j.jesp.2004.02.005

Wittenbrink, B. (2007). “Measuring attitudes through priming’ in Implicit
Measures of Attitudes, eds B. Wittenbrink and N. Schwarz (New York, NY:
Guilford Press).

Wojciszke, B., Brycz, H., and Borkenau, P. (1993). Effects of information content
and evaluative extremity on positivity and negativity biases. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol.
64, 327-335. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.64.3.327

Yagil, D. (1998). If anything can go wrong it will: occupational stress among
inexperienced teachers. Int. J. Stress Manag. 5, 179-188. doi: 10.1023/A:
1022993015970

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Krischler and Pit-ten Cate. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

10

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 327


https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.90.5.751
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.90.5.751
https://doi.org/10.1080/13803611.2018.1550839
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980309600606
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014445
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014445
https://doi.org/10.1348/000709905X53589
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0963-7214.2004.00279.x
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.59.4.614
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.59.4.614
https://doi.org/10.1348/000709905X92045
https://doi.org/10.1080/10459880109603342
https://doi.org/10.1080/10459880109603342
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687590802469271
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687590802469271
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022146513503346
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131910120055543
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.99.2.253
http://www.un.org/disabilities/convention/conventionfull.shtml
http://www.un.org/disabilities/convention/conventionfull.shtml
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2013.830440
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.5.961
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2004.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.64.3.327
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022993015970
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022993015970
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	Pre- and In-Service Teachers' Attitudes Toward Students With Learning Difficulties and Challenging Behavior
	Introduction
	Theoretical Background
	Affective Component of Attitudes –Implicit Attitudes
	Cognitive Component of Attitudes –Stereotypes
	Behavioral Component – Judgments of Scholastic Achievement

	Research Questions and Hypotheses
	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Materials
	Affective Component of Attitudes – Implicit Attitudes
	Cognitive Component of Attitudes – Stereotypes
	Behavioral Component of Attitudes – Judgments of Scholastic Achievement

	Procedure
	Data Preparation

	Results
	Affective Component – Implicit Attitudes
	Cognitive Component – Stereotypes
	Behavioral Component – Judgments
	Relationships Between the Different Attitude Components

	Discussion
	Limitations and Directions for Future Research

	Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References


