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'IMPACT OF TEACHERS’ EXPECTATION ON TEACHER-STUDENT
INTERACTION AND STUDENTS' PERSONAL QUALITIES |

SHI-CHEN SHU

, ABSTRACT
. The purpose of this stidy was to investigate the \relationships between teachers' expecta-
_ tion toward teacher-student interaction and the personal qualities of elementary students. The
subjects are 80 students and 4 teachers selected from an elementary. school:

The student Sllb]eCtS belong to 4 classes and the teacher subjects are the tutors of these
gqlasses. Systematic observation, relevant fests and questionnaires were administered to explore
_ the impact of teachers' expectation on teacher-student interaction and students’ personal quali-

ties, The data obtained were statistically treated by x2 test, multivarjate analysis of; variance
and multiple regresslon analysis techmque : :

The main fmdmgs of the study were as fellows:

1. In the classroom, the high-expected students expressed more interaction w1th teacher: than
the low-expected. Teachers were trend to accept the high-expected: students’ feeling and
. use their ideas, hut they expressed more Cl‘lthlSmS to the low-expected.
2. The high-expected students showed higher mean scores in academic achievement, ach;eve—
~ ment motivations, peer status, and personal adjustment.
3. Al personal qualities together sxgmf:cantly accounted. for 69.89% of . the vanance in:the
: teachers’ expectation.
It can be concluded that teachers’ expectatmn is: s:gmflcantly related to students’ behavior:
in school :




