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Agreement between Parents and Teachers on School
Children’s Emotional/Behavioral Problems
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Objectives : In assessing behavioral/emotional problems in school-aged children, the importance of multi-informant
reporting has been well documented. However, in clinical settings obtaining multiple informants’ opinions has proven
difficult. For that reason, we researched the agreement and predictive validity of the Child Problem-Behavior Screening

Questionnaire (CPSQ) in order to reveal how accurate parents’ assessments reflected teachers'opinions.

Methods : We conducted the first screening for second- and third-grade children from 3 elementary schools in Seoul
from 2003 to 2007 using the CPSQ. There were 1178 children included in the analysis. We then administered the Korean
version of the Child Behavior Checklist (K-CBCL) as a second screening tool and subsequently, the ADHD Diagnostic
System (ADS) and the Korean Educational Development Institute version of the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Chil-
dren (KEDI-WISC) was administered by a psychiatrist. We examined each item on the CPSQ and the subscale’s agree-
ment between parent and teacher as well as the predictive validity of the CPSQ in children diagnosed with emotional/

behavioral problems.

Results : The agreement rates between parents and teachers appeared high for questions 18 (0.433), 1 (0.385), and 2
(0.325). Among the subscales, a relatively high correlation was found for externalizing problems, attention deficit hy-
peractivity disorder, and cognitive problems. For all diagnosed children, their parents revealed a higher sensitivity and

lower specificity than teachers.

Conclusion : From these results, we confirmed that the CPSQ can be useful for sorting out externalizing and cognitive

problems. There is a need for further study, however, with a larger sample size.

KEY WORDS : Agreement - Child Problem-Behavior Screening Questionnaire - School Teachers - Parents.
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Table 1. Means (SDs) of subscale scores rated by parent and teacher in all subjects

Teacher (N=1178) Father (N=121)

Mather (N=884) Other (N=20)

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
INT 0.65 1.439 1487 1.694 1127 1.458 0.95 1.877
EXT 1.35 2.626 3.67 3.325 3.26 3171 35 2.782
ADHD 0.85 1.534 1.89 1.564 1.7 1.561 2 1.487
OoDD 0.38 1.003 1.45 1.623 1.33 1.604 1.2 1.281
CD 0.12 0.458 0.33* 0.676 0.24* 0.535 0.3 0571
COG 0.18 0.719 057" 1.055 0.28" 0.736 05 1.395
DA 0.01 0.119 0.06 0.234 0.07 0.281 0.1 0.308
PHP 0.47 0.936 151 1.438 1.36 1.461 1.75 1.251
Total 2.67 4568 7.297 6.059 6.09" 5.41 6.8 4819

# 1 p<.05, T: p<.01. ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder, ODD : oppositional defiant disorder, CD : conduct disorder, INT :
internalizing problem, EXT : externalizing problem, COG : cognitive problem, DA : drug abuse, PHP : physical health problem, CPSQ :

Child Problem-Behavior Screening Questionnaire
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Table 2. Pearson correlations of CPSQ subscales between parent
and teacher on total subjects (N=1178) and the children with
clinical diagnosis (N=53)

Total Children with
CPSQ (N=1178) diagnosis (N=53)
Subscales
r* p-value r* p-value
INT 0.205 <.01 - -
EXT 0.329 <.01 —0.017 -
ADHD 0.347 <.01 0.07 -
ODD 0.244 <.01 0.041 -
CD 0.212 <.05 0.213 -
COG 0.432 <.01 0.303 .05
DA 0.187 <.05 0.244
PHP 0.242 <.01 —0.152 -
Total 0.318 <.01 —0.174 -

* . Pearson correlation coefficient. INT : internalizing problem,
EXT : externalizing problem, ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity
disorder, ODD : oppositional defiant disorder, CD : conduct dis-
order, COG : cognitive problem, DA : drug abuse, PHP : physical
health problem, CPSQ : Child Problem-Behavior Screening Ques-
tionnaire

ZIXI0| - HFREA -

ZIME . OF=
1o o

[== Ry ) [

rg

850l -

et g vl B2 71 66.7%, wARE 0%, A
Aoll= B}t 57.1%, A}F 0%2 Vet F212 )9
A H57F 0%, WAR= 66.7%% AREE I

ofs2] #A HAla} e o] tigh FEs Fre WA
7b BT ERish A9 }470Uﬂ(39 9%) ot F=t 3A
23} e gkt T 22133019124 T4
)Y gl e FehES o5 AQ]gt Lpz] 217 ofs

of thso] wAR= Al %%ﬁ?% u}*"fm -8 At

i

B AT FE WAL obso] Al Eel thall el
Bt o= Ax IAshk=A] Hlawsly] fJg HAO0R Al
. ANk obES o E %:"E%i’% WA oFF8 #A
ZEA (CPSQ) & A8l o5 ol oF&2] &

sl Brist H FHE I FrpA gEEkei
, WA ZF 23 ot ‘Q"]E% 1(@* A B

21 42

|

o
==

e

Fre} EAPJ 37} ‘”ﬂcﬂ lﬂl’4~ Azt
Hog E_T’_E]IL Qo] Ao o]9} APA Q= @JJr
A

7F U2 Aow Helth
HhE EAE ofsE thdo R A HEg) EMP} s
CPSQ A &3] B7F A7} 0.318% LEREIL o]

Fo] opdg emjgitt. 9|
3} 2AIE JIAA A Olﬁlﬂ CPSQEgll thefix= 71 <A
TolA vERE vkel o] Frs) wAPt Fesk aEshs &
Qo] ther EAlsEe] oieh Weks @ o A= o 29l
of oJ8kS uke yl=Ao] 91S A AZbETES?) el P o

o2 ta [e] N

Table 3. The validity estimated by parent and teacher on the children with clinical diagnosis

N Teacher Parents
Sensitivity Specificity Sensitivity Specificity
Anxiety/mood disorder 14 0.214 0.92 0.786 0.148
ADHD 30 0.633 0.895 0.867 0.689
ODD/CD 13 0.231 0.961 0.615 0.898
Total 53 0.283 0.968 0.566 0.904

ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder, ODD : oppositional defiant disorder, CD : conduct disorder
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