








Hence the banning of corporal punishment angered many teachers who saw it as
the only means of keeping orderin tha classroom.

4, METHODOLOGY

The method of this study was mainly quantitative. It was important to quantify
incidents in order to obtain objective information. A questionnaire was
developed. The questionnaire had three parts: the first part contained items
which were made up of bad behaviours commonly commitied by learners, the
second part contained common teacher reactions to bad behaviour, and the last
part allowed teachers to freely express their views with regard tio what they
viewed as causes of disciplinary problems among learners, and what they
believed could be done to address these disciplinary problems in their schools.
The last part was not dealt with in this article.

The questionnaires were distributed among 20 randomly selected teachers who
were teaching at primary schools in the Matjhabeng Municipality. After a week,
16 completed questionnaires were collected a response rate of 80%. The
Institutional Research Unit of the Central University of Technology, Free State,
was used to analyse data collected through the questionnaires.

5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Prevalence of bad behaviouramong learners

In each case, respondents were asked to rate the occurrence of the proper
behaviour on a three-point scale. The results are represented in the following
table:

Table 1: Teachers' ratings of frequency of learner’s proper behaviour

Always Often Never

Count | % Count | % Count | %
Learners arriving for school in time 5 31.25% |11 68.75% |0 .00%
Leamners doing homework properly 2 12.50% |12 75.00% |2 12.50%
Learners keeping quiet in class 3 18.75% |10 62.50% |3 18.75%
Learners carrying out instructions from the
sachar 56.25% |6 37.50% |1 6.25%
Learners participating in class activities 9 64.29% |3 2143% |2 14.29%
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All the 16 (100%) respondents who answered this question reported that their
leamers frequently (always and often) arrived for school in time; 14 (87,50%)
respondents reported that their leamers frequently did their homework properly;
13 (81,25%) respondents reported that their leamers frequently kept quiet in
class; 15 (93,75%) respondents reported that their learmners frequently carried
out instructions from the teachsr, and 12 (85,68%) of the 15 respondents
indicated that their leamers frequently participated in class activities. Although
the majority of the learners frequently behaved as expected with regard to the
good hehaviours mentioned above, there were, however, leamers who never
beshaved as expected with regard to the good behaviours mentioned above.
Therefore, some disciplinary measures or interventions were required to correct
the situation.

In Table 2 some bad behaviours by learners were indicated, and teachers had to
rate the occurrence of the bad behaviours. Their responses are indicated below:

Table 2: Teachers' ratings of frequency of learners' disruptive behaviour1

|Always Often Never
Coun
t % Count| % Count| %
Learners moving around in class during lessons 13.33
2 9 60.00% (4 26.67%
%
Learners talking to each other while the teacher is 18.75
) 3 1 68.75% |2 12.50%
speaking %

Learners fighting or teasing each other during the
I 1 6.67% (8 53.33% |6 40.00%
esson

Learners insulting/swearing at each other 12.50
2 10 62.50% |4 25.00%
%
Learners stealing from each other 12.50
2 12 75.00% |2 12.50%
%
Learners generally disrupting teaching and learning 13.33
2 53.33% |5 33.33%
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The statistics above indicate that majority of teachers reported that their learners
were frequently (often and always) involved in incidents that disrupted the
smooth running of the teaching and leaming activities, with 11 (73,33%)
reporting that leamers were frequently involved with moving around in class
during lessons; 14 (87,50%) reporting that their leamers were frequently
involved with talking to sach other while the teacher was speaking; 9 (60%)
reporting that their learners were frequently involved with fighting orteasing each
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The majority of the respondents (9 teachers or 60% of the 15 teachers) indicated
that learners were frequantly chesky or stubbom towards the tham, while 7
{46,87%) reported that learners often swore at them. Only 6 (40%) of the 15
teachers did not experience cheekiness or stubbormness from leamers, while 8
(53,33%) did not experience any swearing from the learners.

It could be concluded that the negative behaviour by leamers was not only
directed at fellow learners, but was also directed towards teachers. Teachers
may feel threatened or intimidated, which may make them reluctant or simply
scared to maintain discipline in their classes.

In Table 5 teachers were requested to confirm if learners displayed any negative
attitudes, disobedience and disrespect towards thern, as well as dishonesty
towards their (learners’) own work. The results are indicated below:

Table 5: Confirmation of learners’ negative attitude towards school,
teachers and school work

Yes No

Count| % Count| %
Learners display negative attitude towards school 5 33.3% (10 66.6%
Learners display disobedience towards teachers 6 40.0% |9 60.0%
Leamners display disrespect towards teachers 5 33.3% |10 66.6%
Learners are dishonest in their work & 26.7% |11 73.3%

Of the 15 teachers who responded to this question, 5 (33,3%) confirmed that
leamers displayed negative atfitudes towards school, 6 (40%) confirmed that
leamers showed disobedience towards teachers, 5 (33,3%) confirmed that
leamers showed disrespect towards teachers, and 4 {26,7%) confirmed that
learners were dishonest in their own work. Although the majority of teachers
indicated that they were not experiencing the attitudinal problems mentioned
above, it remains a concem that leamers displayed these unacceptable attitudes
towards their teachers.

Teachers' opinions and practices in the maintenance of discipline.
The statements in Table 6 indicate teacher actions that are not approved by DoE
for dealing with bad behaviour among leamners. Teachers had to rate the extent to

which they applied these non-approved measures. Their responses are
indicated below.
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Table 12: Contingency table of 'Learners belng cheeky or stubborn
towards the educator' versus 'l swear at the misbehaving leamers’
occurrence ratings.

| swear at the misbehaving
learners
|Learners being “cheeky or
stubborn towards the
educator Often Never Total
Always 0 2 2
Often 1 6 ¥
Never 1 b 3 |
Total 2 13 15
Table 12a
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-
Value df sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 3718 2 .831
Likelihood Ratio 632 2 .729]
Linear-by-Linear 254 1 .614
Association
N of Valid Cases 15

a. 4 cells (66.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum
expected count is .27,
One can notice the independence of frequency of swearing at leamers with the

level of leamers’ cheekiness or stubbomness. There is no relationship between
the teachers' practice of swearing atleamers and the behaviour of lsamers.
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